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M’CORMICK’S PATENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first bill 
on the Private Calendar, in the order of business, 
is the bill (S. No. 301) for the relief of Cyrus H. 
McCormick. 

Mr. PUGH. Tobjected to the passage of that 
bill before. It was defeated; and the question 


now is, I believe, on the reconsideration which |} 


was moved by the Senator from North Carolina, 
[Mr. Brees.] Tam willing that the bill shall be 
reconsidered, but I desire that it and two others 


reported frora the Committee on Patents and the | 


Patent Office, of the same nature, may be recom- 
milted to the committee for further action, as I 
have received several documents containing a 


contradiction of the statements of the report of | 


the committee, and I am not entirely satisfied 
about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote on 
the passage of the bill was reconsidered. 

Mr. PUGH. The motion was made by my 
friend from North Carolina, but I do not think 
the vote was taken on it. 

The PRESIDENT, pro tempore. 


question now is on ordering it to be engrossed for 
a third reading. : 

Mr. PUGH. Then I move that the bill be re- 
committed to the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office. 


Mr. WELLER. What will be gained by that? 


We shall be compelled to dispose of the question | 


some time or other. Ithas been more or less dis- 
cussed, I believe, for the last three or four years 
aince [ have been a member of this body; and, 
unless the Senator from Ohio ean give some ample 
reason, I think the Senate ought to dispose of it 
at once, 
niitting it again, the Senator can assign it, and it 
will govern my vote. But unless there be some 
substantial reason, I insist on disposing of it now, 
for it stands in the way of other private bills. It 
has been discussed, and I think the Senate is 
ready to vote upon it. 

Mr. PUGH. I will assign my reasons for the 
motion. I understand the committce has reported 
this bill, with a recommendation that it pass, 
because Mr. McCormick was prevented from ob- 
taining a renewal of his patent by certain depo- 
sitions having been ruled out on the ground that 
they were not properly taken. The reason as- 
signed is that 
benefits secured by the statute, because he lost 
the advantage of several depositions on technical 
grounds. I only asked at first for in opportunity 
to examine it. Since then I have been furnished 
with several documents—they are copies, to 


originals. At all events, I wish the committee to 
examine them. I find it stated by one member 
of the board, that the decision was made on no 
such ground; that the decision against him was 
distinctly on the merits of the case; and if t 


is 
statement be correct it covers the whole matter. 


Itscems to be true,that at one time his depositions | 


were excluded on account of a formal objection, 
but time was given to him to take further testi- 
mony. It was taken, andon that testimony the 
board decided against him. 

T do not wish to detain the Senate by reading 
these documents, but they are here. ‘The board 


consisted of James Buchanan, Secretary of State, | 
Edmund Barke, Commissioner of Patents, and | 


R. H. Gillet, Solicitor of the Treasury, who, 
(this is the entry.) “having e 
dence adduced in the 
ought not to be extended.” Mr. Gillet, after 
stating the fact that a continuance was given for 


original testimony, goes on to say: 

© On the final hearing the question of extension was de 
cided upon its merits, and pot upon techpicalizies, or by 
throwing out testi taken on notice pursuant to the 
order of the board. Na motion was made by MeCGormic 
for further time, or to correct informalities. E observe b 
a printed document, that one of my colleagues suppose 
MeCormick’s testimony was ruled out because it was in- 
formally taken. He has evidently confounded the testi- 


101 


The vote on | 
engrossing the bill was reconsidered; and the | 


If there be any good reason for com- | 


be 
sure, but I presume they are true copies of the | 


e did not avail himself of the |!| 


ined the evi- | 
se, decide that said patent | i } 
“now more than si 
i parties come fory 
i a : ee D befor aw? 
the purpose of removing the deficiencies in the _ before now 
y | harass and anno 


| aminers of patents to the same effect, 


‘ties who, I 
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mony taken on notice with that taken ez parte, which was | 


actually ruled out. I am the more certain of this, from 
having a distinct recollection of the grounds of my own 
aetion in the case, and of views expressed by one of my 
colleagues as the ground of his action.’? 

Here is another statement from one of the ex- 
Í pate i It ought to 
be borne in mind that this patent was granted at 
a time when there was no examination, as under 
the present statutes, preliminary to the grant of 
patents; but they were granted on the application 
or affidavit of the party himself; and when it ex- 
pired, and the question of extension came up, 
these were the proceedings. 
fere with this matter, but the fact is weil known 
that a large number of my constituents are con- 
cernedin these reaping machines. Thousands— 
tens of thousands—of them are used, and are 
being manufactured in all the northwestern States; 
and now, after an interval of seven or eight years, 
itis proposed that Congress, by law, shall create 
a monopoly which will have a very disastrous 
effect on the agricultural interests of the State 
which I have the honor in part to represent. My 
colleague assured me, on a former occasion, that 
the General Assembly of Ohio had instructed us 
to vote against a renewal of these patents. Lam 
sure I do not wish to deprive Mr. McCormick of 
any right, but the more I have examined this 
case, the more I am satisfied that the patent ought 
notto be extended. Ihave only to ask that these 


papers, or the originals of them, for I presume || 


they can be found in some place, shall be con- 


sidered by the Committee on Patents; for, if j 


it be truc that the decision was against him on 
the merits of the case, there is certainly no ground 
in favor of the extension. 

Mr. BROWN. Ihope this case will not be 
referred back again to the committee, because they 
would, inall probability, make precisely the same 
report over again which they have made now, 
That report is based on testimony which has been 
on the files of the Senate since the 4thof March, 
1850—six years—published and republished, and 
yet, after the committee have twice reported upon 
it, once by Mr. Dawson in 1852, and again at 


the present session by myself, now, for the first | 


time, the attorneys of outside parties come in 
with counter statements. [wantto know whether 


the American Senate is going to permit its com- | 


mittees to be thus dealt with? 
Here is evidence filed, placed on the records, 


; and when you are on the eve of pas- 


docs he say? 


ordered to take testimony, 
who were the contending parties, He complied with the 
orders adopted; but oita amination of the 
the next bearing, it was ave been informally 
taken, and therefore ruled ou MeCormick subs 
quently made efforts to 
Inclorily to the board. 5 
patent. + Such is the brieMnistory of t 


the board of extension on Mr. McCormick 


clined to ext 
è proceedings 
s appheation. 


I would not inter- | 


and kept there for six long years. Your commit: | 
li tees act upon it; make reports based upon that: 
| testimony 
| sing the bill, feed attorneys out of doors getup 
|! statements, put them in the hands of Senators, | 
' and they are brought here to contradict and put: 
| downthe oficial reports of your committees; and 

this body is asked to return the case to the com- | 
| mittee on such statements as these. 
} havein my hand the statement of Commissio 
| Burke, sworn Lo prior to the 4th of Mareh, } 


baa 
| and incorporated in the report made taen, What; Fanart 
; Le $ i | Lbavyenothad justice, and I appeal to the Supreme 


i ont—by t 
of law he succeeds in nonsuiting me. 


There is the statement of the Commissioner, 


which I say again was filed m the Senate on the 
4th of March, 1830, and bas been here ever since, 
years. Why bave not these 
and filed their affidavits 
i 


$ 
ge s 
this applicant, who is seeking 
his legal rights before this tribunal, the only one 
competent to gi j 
think, come here not entirely free 


5 


but a plan for delay, to. 


> him justice. Itis made by par-, ap i 
‘aarhere else. He medeand prosecuted that appeal 


« His (MeCormick’s] request was granted, and he wasi 
th due notice to Myr. Hussey, | x 
appeal some other party comes i, settles upon 


timony on | 
; procure a reve 


ii the per 


if 


i are liti 
z f ynie 
Now, sir, i P! 


they have delayed during this long time to file 
these papers, is conclusive to my mind that they 
have not meant to deal fairly with the Senate, or 


| this applicant. To say they were not notified 
| long ago that this was the state of thetestimony, 


is to say what no one can assert. I read the 
statement of Mr. Burke, from a report made b 
Mr. Dawson in 1852, then a member of this body, 
and published and put among the records of the 
Senate and the country. Why were not these 
parties prompt then? Why did they not come 
forward and file their testimony, when they knew 
that this case was being constantly pressed before 
the committee of the Senate? Why delay until 
after a report was made—until after the case was 
considered in the Senate, and then come forward 
at the last hour to ask, through the Senator from 
Ohio, that this case shall be referred back again 
to the committee, in order that their ex parte tes~ 
timony and affidavits may be considered there? 

Now, sir, a single word as to the merits of the 
case. What is it that you are asked to do by 
this bill? Not to grant an extension of McCor- 
mick’s patent—no such thing. I would not have 
reported such a thing; and if it had been reported 
by any one else, 1 would not have given it my 
vote. But the Commissioner of Patents says. 
under oath, that he was denied a fair hearing on 
account of the informality of histestimony. That 
being the case, the bill before the Senate simply 
proposes to give him, now, since his testimony 
is put in form, the rights to which he was fairly 
entitled in 1848. Itis to remit him back to that 
period; and it will be in the power of the exam- 
iners to give him such a trial now since his testi- 
mony is in form, as he would have had if his 
testimony had been in form at that time; and if 
there is no merit in his claim it will be rejected. 
I undertake to say that, on the passage of this 
bill, the merits of McCormick’s invention, or the 
points of his patent, are in no wise involved. 

‘here may be no merit in it, There-may be no 
justice in his application. 1 have never consid- 
ered the subject in that viewatall. Ihave simply 
looked to the question, whether McCormick was 
denied a fair hearing on a technicality; and find- 
ng an affidavit from the highest official source, 
from the Commissioner of Patents himself, that 
that Was true, and finding that statement uncon- 
tradicted for six years and more, I did not hesi- 
tate to report this bill; and I trust that now itis 
not to be returned to the committee for reéxam- , 
ination on these affidavits which have been so long ~ 
delayed. í 

I trust Senators will bear in mind that they are 
not called upon to renew the patent. They are 
called upon to act as they would do in a case like 
this: Suppose my friend from Ohio and myself 
gating in reference to the occupancy of a 
ce of real estate, and I have a suit pending for 
nent, and the staute of limitations is almost 
he enforcement of some technical rule 
I believe 


eje 


Court for a reversal of the decision below, andan 
inquiry into my cause on its merits: Pending that 


the land, and proceeds to improve it. Suppose I 
sal of the decision below. Have 
srposed between my nonsuit and . 
od of the perfecting of my secene in a 
higher court, a right to complain that they have 


parties who 


‘not the benefits of the statute of limitations ? 


the im 
enting 


They m 


ji 


provement with full notice that 
my suit, and notice that, if i 


succeeded, they would lose their improvements, 


ed. 
Mr. McCormick was 
Burke’s 


and lose the money invest 
So it is in this case. 
turned out of the Patent Office, if Mr 


; statement is te be relied upon, because his testi- 


imo 


Who are these parties that are | 
Why, sir, they are |; honestly and v 


was informally taken, and he had his 


appeal—he had his appeal to Congress, and na- 


at once, and has never ceased to prosecute it 
igorously from that day to this. 


the feed counsel of men who are interested in |; Other parties now come in and say, that between 


defeating this application. 


The mere fact that | the time when this case was brought befo 


re the 
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Commissioners, when. McCormick was nonsuited 
on a technicality, to the present, they have made | 
Tárge investments in these machines, and in ma- || 
chinery for the manufacture of these reapers; and | 
now, if McCormick gets the renewal of his patent, | 
all the money which they have invested in this | 
enterprise will be lost to them. Well, sir, I say 
they have made their investments with a full no- | 
tice of the state of these proceedings; and justice 
is not to be denied to one party because others 
have undertaken to take advantage of a technical 
rule. of law, to pirate on his just rights. I have 
only to repeat, in conclusion, that I trust the 
Senate will decide the case now, and will not 
return it to the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office, who could do no more than they 
have done—make the same report back to you |} 
to-morrow. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. J rise to cay but | 
a few words on this subject. I am not inal 
condition to address the Senate at length, and do 
not propose todo so. Idonot understand the | 
question to be as suggested by the Senator from | 
Mississippi. Jt is not a question between Mr. 
McCormick and other proprietors and manufac- 
turers of reaping machines. It is a question | 
between Mr. McCormick and the grain-growing 
people of the whole United States.. It is a ques- 
tion between Mr. McCormick and your constit- | 
uents, my constituents, and the constituents of | 
every gentleman on this floor. 
The Senator from Mississippi maintains that | 
injustice has been done to Mr. McCormick. If | 
I thought so, I would go as far as that Senator, | 
or any other on this floor, to correct it; but F 
have read the history of this transaction very | 
imperfectly, or with a poor understanding, if any | 
such state of things exists. I think that Mr. | 
McCormick is the last man on the face of the | 
earth who has a right to complain. 


a patent for a reaping machine. Remember that | 
was anterior to the act of 1836, which required | 
an investigation, and which protected others in | 
the enjoyment of prior inventions. In 1834 he! 
applied fora patent. A patent was granted to | 
him for fourteen years. Mr. MeCormick availed 
himself of all the improvements made before— 
pulting them together with ingenuity I grant— 
and resulting in usefulness to the country, for I 
do not propose to detract from his merits. He 
came in with all the improvements which pre- | 
ceded him for twenty or thirty years. He gota 
patent, and went on with it, and enjoyed that 
patent, to the exclusion of all others, for fourteen 
years, 

What is the spirit and intention of the law 
granting patents? Tt is, that a man shall enjoy 
the benefits of his discoveries for a series” of 


ears—a term long enough to remunerate him, | 


Phe Jaw, in its wisdom, has decided that four- 
teen years is sufficiently long, except under ver 

extraordinary circumstances; and it is provided, 
that when those extraordinary circumstances | 
shall arise, the Commissioner of Patents is au- |! 
thorized to grant an extension for seven addi- |! 
tional years. Mr, McCormick enjoyed his patent || 
for fourtees years. At the end’ of that time he || 
presented an application for a renewal. That | 
application was considered; and by whom? It: 
was considered by James Buchanan, Edmund | 
Burke, and R. H. Gillet—three gentlemen whose | 
competency has, not beenimpeached. The Sen- | 
ator from Mississippi says that injustice has | 
been done him. By whom? By these three || 
gentlemen appointed by the law to investigate 

that question! It seems to me that my friend | 
from Mississippi is putting his candidate for the 

Presidency in rather a bad fix; for if he was not 

competent to do justice to a single individual in | 
an isolated question of fact and law, it does not | 
secm to me that he is very competent to preside |! 
over the destinies of this great nation. James 
Buchanan was one of those who decided that | 
Mr. McCormick was not entitled to an extension. 
Mr. McCormick comes in now, and alleges that 
the decision was made on a technicality—that 
i was not upon the merits of the case at all! |) 


The facts do not appear so on the record. Let | 
f 


us sce what those gentlemen establish them- i 
selves—not what Mr. Burke swears, or Mr. Gil- 
let swears, because they swear directly in con- | 
tradiction of each other, except with the qualifi- 
cations that Mr. Gillet has seen proper to make || 


|| —and on wat ground ? 


What are i 
the facts? In 1834 Mr. McCormick applied for |: 


by saying that he supposed his colleague was 
mistaken. Here is what they did say—taken 
from the records of the Patent Office: 


In the Matter of the Application of C. H. McCormick for an 
Extension of his Patent for a Reaping Machine. 

The board met, agreeably to published notice, on the 
third Monday (Qist) in March, 1848, and adjourned to 
Wednesday, the 283d, ; 

March 23, 1848.—Board met pursuant to adjournment. 
Present: James Buchanan, Secretary of State; Edmund 
Burke, Commissioner of Patents; and R. H. Gillet, Soli- 
citor of the Treasury ; and— i ae 

Ordered, That the further hearing of this application be 
postponed to Tuesday, 29th of March, and that the said 
McCormick be directed to furnish satisfactory testimony 
that the invention of his machine was prior to the inven- 
tion of a similar machine by Obed Hussey, and that he be 
directed to give due notice to the said Hussey of the time 


| and place of taking said testimony. 


March 29, 1848.—Board met agreeably to adjournment. 
Present: James Buchanan, Secretary of State; Edmund 
Burke, Commissioner of Patents; and R. H. Gillet, Soli- 
citor of the Treasury, and having examined the evidence 
adduced in the case, decide that said patent ought not to be 
extended. 

JAMES BUCHANAN, Secretary of State. 
EDMUND BURKE, Commissioner of Patents. 
R. H. GILLET, Solicitor of the Treasury. 


Mark this! Gentlemen say it was hastily done 
and on the technicality. Here is the proceeding 
of the board itself. y 
dence adduced in the casc,” they “decide that 
said patent ought not to be extended.”? There 
is not a word of technicality here. 


| 
Now Mr. McCormick wants to go back behind | 


the decision of this board. Three competent men 
were appointed under the law to examine the tes- 
timony, and he wants to set aside their decision, 
He alleges that it was 
ona technicality. Let us see how thatis. Mr. 


Burke testifies, according to the statement of the | 
} Senator from Mississippi, that it was on a tech- 
Here is the certificate of Mr. Gillet, | 
as honorable a man as Mr. Burke, one of his col- | 


nicality. 


leagues, and no doubt just as competent as Mr. 
Burke, and he certifies and swears to it, as well 
as Mr, Burke does, that it was not upon a tech- 
| nicality, but upon a full investigation of all the 
i facts and testimony, and upon the merits of the 
case. So much for that: but the point I feel in- 
terested about is a different one. 

It strikes me that an act of great injustice may 
and will be perpetrated if this bill ‘shall pass. 
Why? By an act of Congress it is made the duty 
of the Commissioner of Patents, when a patent 
expires and is not to be renewed, to issue a proc- 


i of all the United States. 


Tire Untren Staves Parenr Orrice : 

To all persons to whom these presents shall come greeting : 

This is to certify, that with the annual report of the 
Commissioner of Patents of the transactions of the Patent 
| Ofico, for the year cighteen hundred and forty-eight, there 
‘| Was laid before Congress a list of all patents whieh had become 
| public property during that year, as required by section four- 
| teenth of the patentact of March the third, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-seven. 

That the said list was printed and published with said 
report, and embraced, among others, the patent granted to 
Cyrus H. McCormick on the twenty-first day of June, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-four, for an improvement in 
the machine for cutting grain of all kinds. 


In testimony whereof, I, Charles Mason, Commissioner ; 


of Patents, have caused the seal of the Patent Office 
to be hereunto affixed, this twenty-fourth day of 
May, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty-six, and of the independence of 
the United States the eightieth. 


(1. 8.) 


C. MASON. 


« Having examined the evi» i 


i Jamation to the world that it has become public | 
j property. Thatisfor the protection of the citizens | 
That proclamation was | 
made in this case, as is shown by this certificate: | 


i ery well the bill | 
proposed by the committee seems to give some | 


u 


protection to these gentlemen who have thus in- 
vested their means under your authority and by 
your protection. What doesitsay. Tere it is; 

“ Provided however, That all persons now enjoying the 
lawful use of any machines or improvements protected by 
the said letters patent of Cyrus H. McCormick, and the pur- 
chasers of any such machines and improvements soin use, 
or lawfully constructed therefor, if and when said counnis~ 
sioner shall renew Said Jettere patent as aforesaid, may con- 
tinue to use the same notwithstanding the provisions of this 
act. 

That applies to the use of the machinesalready 
made; but suppose it is intended to be construed 
as applying to those who have invested their 
capital in the manufacture of them? What does 
itamount to? Itspeaks of those now enjoying 
the ‘‘ lawful use” of the machines. If it shall 
be determined by the Commissioner of Patents 
to renew the patent, I ask any sensible gentle- 
man whether any man will be in the lawful use 
of the manufacture and construction of these 
machines? At last this places it within the power 
of Mr. McCormick to arrest the manufacture of 
every machine in the United States, twenty 
thousand of them in number, and all the capital 
which you have induced, by your own act, to go 
into an investment of this kind, is to be sacrificed 
in order that ‘‘justice’? may be done to Mr. 
McCormick, who has enjoyed the protection of 
the Government for fourteen long years ! 

That is not all, sir. Suppose you grant to 
Mr. McCormick an extension of his patent for 
seven years more: there are twenty thousand of 
these machines being constructed annually; and 
if he should charge a tax fee of twenty-five dol- 
lars on each one, which is a small estimate, I 
believe, you give Mr. McCormick the very rea- 
sonable sum of $500,000! This is assuming that 
he can dispossess these genilemen from the man- 
ufacture of these articles. If they go on, and he 
taxes a fee of twenty-five dollars on each machine, 
twenty thousand of them being made, he will 
have an annual income, from this source, of 
$500,000. Who pays this? It is paid by the 
agricultural producers of the country. Fhe farmers 
of the country are made to pay this tax. In 
God’s name, is it not enough that you shall give 
protection to one man, against the whole nation, 
for fourtcen years, without coming in to place the 
whole grain-growing Union under the mercy of 
that one man for seven years more? It seems 
to me to be a monstrous proposition. 

I have great doubts in my mind about the re- 
newal of patents at all. Some cases may arise, 
and probably will arise,and some doubtless have 
arisen, where from, peculiar circumstances, itmay 
be just and prudent on the part of the Govern- 
ment to extend the privilege for seven additional 
years; but they are very rare. I do not remem- 

er,in my legislative experience here, to have 
seen more than one ease where I thought a patent 
ought to be extended. It seems to me to be 
enough that a man shall have the exelusive right 
to manufacturegind sell articles for fourteen years, 
without, at the end of that time, coming in and 
asking to have it extended for seven sdditional 
years. All the facts of this case were before the 
board of extension. They were competent to 
decide it. No man attacks their competency. 
They have investigated it fully under their re- 
sponsibility, with the parties on the ground, with 
the proof and testimony before them, and they 
have decided it. I am not willing to go behind 
that decision, and destroy the verdict which they 
have rendered. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I have a few 
words to say on some patent cases, and I pre- 
sume they will apply as well to this as to any - 
other. I am opposed to the renewal of any patent 
by act of Congress, or in pursuance of an act of 
Congress, after it has expired. I do not see my 
way clear as tothe power under the Constitution 
to renew a patent after it has expired. The Con- 
stitution provides for securing to the invemor the 
benefit of his invention for ‘a limited time,” to 
be prescribed by law. Of course, then, the patent 
right remains a private interest during that lim- 
ited time. - Whengver, however, that exclusive 
privilege expires, the right to use the patent is 
vested in the public at large—in every individual 
of the world; and I know of no power under our 
Constitution and form of Government to legislate 
out of each individual a right which has thus 
vested in him. IT hold thatthe rightof any other 
man engaged in the manufacture of these ma- 


in which he had aright to engage, it isa lawfvl 
business; his capital is employed in it; and L 
know of no authority by which you can close up 


his manufactory, and deprive him of the right of . 
making an article which it was his privilege to | 


make according to law. 


My objection is not particularly to Mr. Me- 


Cormick. He isa gentleman for whom I have 
the highest respect. I think he has rendered a 
great service to the country by his invention. 


not only at home but abroad. I would do any | 
thing that I could do properly to serve Mr. Me- | 
Cormick, as he has served his country; but his - 


patent having expired, and the right to manufac- ' 


ture and use the machine having been vested in 


the public, I know of no authority to divest that | 


right and put it back in him to the exclusion of 
the rest of the world. 


Mr. BROWN. My friend from Illinois will 


allow me to interrupt him. It scems to me he is 
proceeding to argue the case under a misconcep- 
tion of the law, and somewhat of the facts. Itis 
true that the first term of fourteen years has ex- 
pired; but then, on showing merits before the 


patent board, he was entitled under the law to a - 
further extension of seven years without any | 
What he complains i 
of is, that that board did not treat his case upon | 
its merits for the seven years’ extension; but that | 


action of Congress at all. 


his testimony being informally taken, according 
to the statement of Mr. Burke, the commissioner, 


was ruled out, and his application was therefore | 


denied. If the board had treated his case on its | 
merits in 1848,and refused a seven years’ exten- 
sion, I should be, like my friend from ‘Tilinois, 


unwilling to step in and give him further assist- | 


ance. | 
point whether the application was tried before the | 
board on its merits for the seven years’ cxtension | 
in addition to the fourteen years which he had, | 
and to which he was entided under the law, if the 

board would award it on its merits. The point 

is, whether he had his case tried on the merits of | 
the seven years’ extension, or whether the case . 
went off on a technicality as to the character of | 


But the whole case stands on the single | 


the evidence, i 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam not able to revise here 
the regularity of the proceedings of the tribu 


question, 


rendered against him; and on that decision being 
“rendered, and on the expiration of his patent, the 
ested inthe public. My point is, that if 
ihe right had vested in the public, I know of no 
authority to divest it. 


one principle. No matter how 
ship, no matter how high the me 
my way clear 
machine and manufacturing it, after it is once | 


ts, I do not sce 


vested in the public under the Constitution of the | 
country. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, A word on the last point 
or the only point, suggested by the honorable 
Senator from Minois. He is undoubtedly aware 


that renewals of patents for fourteen years after ii 


they have expired, for a further term, have been ; 
repeatedly sustained by the Supreme Couri of 
the United States. So far, then, as the Senater | 
presents a constitutional question, it has been set- | 
iled by the proper tribunal in repeated instances. | 
I would instance the ease of the Woodworth 
planing machine, and there are severalothers, It 
fine never been considered that the expiration of | 
a patent, granted for the term of fourteen ycars, 
hag concluded the matter, so that Congress could 
not grant a further extension, if it saw fit to 
do se. i 

Although Tamin favorof the bill, and shall vote | 
for it, I shail not do so for the reasons given by 
the committee, or by the Senator from M issis 
sippi who reported the bill. I am not convinced | 
that the decision of the board of commissioners | 
was predcated at all on the informality suggested, ; 
although itis so stated by 


Se 


the then Commissioner | 
of Patents. I made a report, myself, from the | 
Committee on Patents, at the last Congress, ac- | 


I: 


think he has reflected great credit on his country, | 


nal | 
which was charged with the decision of this! 
It is cnough to control my vote that, | 
by the tribunals of the country, a decision was - 


My vote on this and on |) 
other questions of this kind, as long as I remain | 
of the present opinion, must be governed by that | 
eat the hard- | 


i 
to divest the public of using the | 
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ported, to some periód in the next spring, which 
would have been seven years from the day when 
his fourteen years? patent expired, g 

The committee agreed that the bill should be 
brought in for the sake of enabling Mr. McCor- 


| mick, if he saw fit, to have it amended, if he had 


strength enough in the Senate, so ag to give him 
seven years from the passage of the bill itself. 
The committee would not agree, at that time, to 
report a bill even to allow the commissioner to 
grant him an extension such as he demanded, 
and such only as would have been beneficial to 
him; but simply consented to report a bill pro- 
viding for a few months’ extension, in order that 
he might, as I before remarked, uy his strength 
in the Senate, and see if he could get anything 
more, [did not agree to that; but reported the 
bill under the direction of the committee. 
all the papers from the beginning to the end, 
including the testimony taken in the case, and 
the decision of the board upon it. Time was 


granted to McCormick to amend the defects of | 


his testimony, if I rightly remember, and to have 
a full hearing before the board. The difficulty 
in my mind was, that they placed the matter, as 
T conceived, entirely on an immaterial issue. 
They did not consider the true issue which was 
before them, and which alone they were author- 
ized to consider. 
Mr. McCormick had had his fourteen years 
patent. When he first applied for an extension, 
is testimony was somewhat informal. 
tension of time was granted to him, and he took 


his testimony again; but he was directed by the į 


board to take it on the point, whether his inven- 
tion or Hussey’s was prior in date. On that 
point his testimony was taken. ‘That, manifestly, 
was the only point considered. The board went 
into the consideration of that fact alone, whether 
Hussey’s or MeCormick’s invention was priorin 


date. It appears clearly from the papers that, | 


although that was the question, and the only que- 
stion, which they considered, and was that on 
which they direcied testimony to be taken, there 
was, in fact, no contest between Hussey and Me- 
Cormick as to priority. The machines were dif- 
ferent ones, 


and the arrangement was different. Hussey tes 


tified that they did not necessarily interfere with | 
each other, as I have before stated. It seemed»; 


to me, then, that instead of considering the real 
merits of the question—the propriety of the ex- 
tension itself as applicable to MeCormick—the 
board had gone offon a collateral issue which did 
not exist in the case, and decided it apparently on 
the merits, but really on a question which they 
ought notto haveconsidered atall 


of the committce were of the same epinion, on 
examining the papers—that, in fact, though he 
had a trial formal in all particulars, he never had 


| the real question considered by the board. 


I think that will appear by the papers before 


the committee; and my report, at the last Con- | 


gress, was predicated on that view. It seemed to 
me, therefore, that the true ground on which Mo- 
Cormiek was entitled toa renewal, for seven years 
not having been considered, he was entitled to 
have the case taken up de nove by the com mis- 
sioner, the proper person, and have the true ques- 
tion examined and decided. That was my opinion 
atthe time. It was the opinion of the restof the 
committee; and under that opinion they agreed 
that I should report a bill, although the bill which 


they consented to was not one which would have ; 


been beneficial to Mr. McCormick at all, unless 
amended by the Senate, and placed in a different 
sosition. 

There is one thing, however, which I feel hound 
to suggest in reference to this matter. Although 
I consider, as a question of abstract right under 
the law, that Mr. McCormick is entitled to have 


have never been able to understand why he desires 
this renewal. The renewal which he asks for, of 
seven years, is for a machine that never was of 
the slightest value in the world, Re invented a 


machine. It is agreed even by those who most 


I read | 


P: 


An ex- | 


Hussey himself testified that they | 
were entirely different, The cutters were unlike, $; 


. Consequently, |; 
1 considered—and a majority, I think, if not all, | 


i that imma 
t 


this question considered by the Commissioner, } {; 


! some three or four years afterwards he obtained 
a further patent for another improvement. These 
| two patents are still in existence, They made 
his machine valuable, and what itis now: They 
have not yetexpired. I cannot tell exactly when 
| they will expire, but they are not yet out. “These 
‘improvements, and these alone, are what gave 
| value to the machine and made it operative. With- 
out them it confessedly was good for nothing. 
| Notwithstanding that, Mr. McCormick comes 
:| here with great anxiety to get a renewal of the 
original machine, while he has the patents for the 
improvements at the present time under which 
he is operating, and has long been operating, with 
great advantage and profit. I can see no reason 
why, under these circumstances, he should so 
much desire a renewal of the original patent. 

Mr. EVANS. He gets longer time. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. He would get longer time 
for the original machine, but no longer time for 
the improvements which give it value. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Let me ask a 
question. If Mr. McCormick gets an extension 
of the original machine, which the Senator alleges 
is of no account, does not that original machine 
embrace an essential principle connected with all 
machines of this kind? 
| Mr. FESSENDEN. Undoubtedly it does. 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then, would it 
‘not place it in his power to harass and annoy 
| every man on earth that availed himself of any 
| one principle embraced in that original machine? 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Thatis aquestion which 
| the Senator can answer as well as myself. 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. lask your opin- 


‘ion as a lawyer. 5 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I simply say that I have 
never been able to comprehend what his view or 
design was. Ido not impute any improper de- 
sign to any gentleman unless obliged to do so. 
What I was endeavoring to say was, that Mr. 
McCormick has now two patents which are ex- 
cecdingly valuable, which enable him to make a 
great deal of money, and by means of which he 
; has become an exceedingly prosperous man. 
think thatin strict justice, according to the law— 
according to the désign of the statute passed, Mr. 
: McCormick is entitled to have this question, pre- 
sented to the Commissioner, to be tried, whether 
ie shall have his seven years’ additional, under 
isting laws, because he never has had the issue 
airly tried, as I read the papers, and [ have read 
hem withgreatcare. I thinkitisthe only point, 
but feel bound to add that, in my opinion, the 
original machine, the only one for which he asks 
anextension at this time, is of no value whatever, 
; Standing by itself. Still, sir, as he is entitled, in 
ny judgment, under the existinglaws, to the ex- 
amination, and he asks for it, 1 do not think Con- 
|; gress can, in justice, refuse to give him liberty to 
|| go before the Commissioner and have the exam- 
ination made. It will do no harm, if the thing 
is useless in itself. I am not a mechanic, but, 
i on looking at it, I never could conceive why 
‘placing the well-known article, a, sickle-cdged 
i cutter, in a certain position in machinery, should 
entitle a man to the benefit of a patent for the 


t 


| cutter itself. : 

| I have stated these facts simply because the 
| investigation which I made of the subject at the 
1 t r 

ie 


ime to which I have referred, failed to satisfy 
ne that Mr. McCormick had been precluded from. 
tto which he was entitled by reason 
of informality in the mode in which his testimony 
was taken. ‘The real fact was, that he was pre- 
eluded from it by the circumstance, that nis atien- 
tion and the attention of the board were directed 
i to an immaterial point, and the decision was upon 
al point, instead of being on that 
which should have been investigated by the 
board, and which they were autho zed by the 
statute to investigate. 

Mr. STUART. Ido not intend to enter into 
his debate further than to correct what [ consider 
ito he a very great misapprehension of the Sena- 


| 
| any benef 
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tor from Illinois, [Mr..Dovetas.] When this 

uestion was up two years ago, he stated to the 
Senate the same objections, founded on the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and stated them, 
as I thought, with a great deal of effect on the 
Senate. Indeed, a doubt thrown out just at the 
proper moment in regard to the authority of Con- 
gress over the subject, with gentlemen who have 
not had an opportunity of investigating it, is well 
calculated to produce a decided effect. Now, I 
propose to show, in a very few minutes, that the 
question has been decided, and decided seven or 
eight times, by the courts of the United States, 
and in one instance, at least, by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. I hold in my hand 
a book entitled “ Curtis on Patents,” which isa 
treatise on the whole law of patents; and on this 
constitutional question it is said: 

“ The Constitution ofthe United States confers upon Con- 
gress power ‘to promote the progress of science and useful 
arts by securing, tor limited tines, to authors and invent- 
ors the exclusive right to their respective writings and dis- 
eoveries.’? This power is general; there is no distinction 
which limits it to cases where the invention has not been | 
Known or used by the public. Accordingly it is well settled, 
that Congress may pass general or special Jaws in favor of 
inventors; and they may leave a particular inventor to the 
protection afforded by a general law, or they may specially 
exempt his case from the operation of a general law by ex- 
tending his exclusive right beyond the term fixed by such 
general law. This may be done after the invention has ; 
been in the possession of the public, as well as before; for | 
when the exclusive privilege las once been secured, the 
grant does not imply an irrevocable contract with the pub- | 
lic, that, at the expiration of the period, the invention j 
become public property. 


these must follow. If gentlemen are consistent, 
you must pass Moore & Hascall’s bill, which 
is in the same words with this. Then here is 
another, for the extension of the patent of Obed 
Hussey. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The 
tirely different state of facts. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I cannot tell; I 
think the bills are precisely the same. There is 
but this single difference between-the three bills: 
one undertakes, in the case of Hussey, by act of 
Congress, to extend the patent; the others refer 
the matter to the Commissioner of Patents. Pass 
| this bill, and what will be the result on the coun- 
try? Every patent now in existence for reap- 
ing machines, of every kind, character, and 
description, (because I believe these three bills 
embrace them all, in their various forms and 


y depend on an en- 


f 


and the agricultural interest of this country, which 


been a Government, is to be taxed halfa million of 


| of these bills you must pass them all, and then 
you will be imposing a tax of $500,000 a year 
upon the reapers of grain, who feed your starv- 
ing millions, in order that Mr. McCormick, and 
| Mr. Hussey, and those other gentlemen, may be 
| made millionaires, when they have already en- 


teen years. 
Mr. BROWN. Ihave only a word to say in 


& Congress, therefore, has power to pass an act which will 
Operate retrospectively, to give a patent for au invention | 
which is already in public use.” H 


In support of this proposition seven or eight || 


Ki 
i 


cases are cited; and in Blanchard vs, Sprague, Mr 
Justice Story said: 

© Then it is suggested that the 
act of Congress of 1339, 
for it operates retrospe 
tion, which, though made by the patentee, was in public 
use, and enjoyed by the community at the time of the pas~ 
sage of the act. But this objection is fairly put at rest by | 
the decision of the Supreme Court in the ease of the patent | 


a i 
grant of the patent by the į 
chapter 14, is not constitutional 


> 
i 


of Oliver Evans. (Evans ws. Eaton, 3 Wheat., 454.) For; 
myself, T never have entertained any doubt of the consti- | 


tutional authority of Congress to make such a grant. The | 
power f& general to geant to inventors; and it rests in the | 
sound discretion of Congress to say when, and for what | 
length of time, and under what circumstances, the patent | 
for an invention shall be g 

Now, sir, the Sevate should not be misled by 
a suggestion of constitutional authority which 
has been settled in so many cases, and for so 
many years, and about which, in the profession, 
there is no dispute whatever, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The Senator from 


Maine, with his usual ability, says he is in favor | 


of passing this bill, because he is satisfied that 
the board did not decide upon the real merits of 
the case, j have no evidence of that. F have 
only the testimony they give themselves, and the 
proceedings of the board. 

Mr. FESSENDE Let me suggest to the 
Senator, that the satement which they make is 


perfectly true; but they made the merits of the | 


case to consist of the single question, whethe 
ILussey’s or MeCormick’s patent was first in 
point of time. It so appears from the papers. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
been, and doubtless was, ene of the points; but 
T take it for granted of course, that, when called 
upon to adjudicate a question of this kind, the 
board would take ail the facts of the case into 


consideration, and all the requirements of the law. l; 


Now, there are several considerations on which 


patents may be extended. Where the patentee, |! 


from any unavoidable cause, not his own neglect, 
has not received what they may conceive a fair, 
and adequate, and reasonable reward for his im- 
provement, he receives a renewal. That is one 
of the causes of extension, and that is one of the 
main caus Tapprehend that this beard had 
all the questions under consideration. 

The Senator from Michigan has replied to the 
Senator from Hlinois on the constitutional ques- 
tion; I have nothing to do with that. But here 
18 a proposition to authorize the Commissione 
of Patents to extend Mr. McCormick’s patent 
for Seven years. If we do that, what follows? 
Phe next bill pending on the Calendar is for 
what? To extend the patent of Moore & Has- 
eall for seven years; and not content with that, 
there is still another bill of the same sort. This | 
is but the precursor. If yon pass MeCormick’s, 


ively to give a patent for an inven- |! 


That may have | 


ii Pennsylvania [Mr. 


i reply to my friend from Tennessee. He puts 
| this bill on the ground that it is injustice to the 
| planting interest of the country to pass it. Ido 
| not think so. The planting interest of the coun- 
i try has consented, through its representatives in 
| Congress, to a law which gives to an inventor a 
| patent for fourteen years, and an extension of 
seven years, if, upon a fair hearing of its merits, 
i the inventor is entitled to such an extension. 


|i That is all McCormick asks in this case. Neither 


į the planting interest nor any other interest has a 
right to complain that the legal rights of parties 
{are protected. My friend from Tennessee comes 
| to tell us what a millionaire this man McCormick 
i has become through his reaping machines and 


‘through his inventive genius. Sir, if he had 


ranted,” ‘taken half the pains which I have taken to inves- 


|! tigate the testimony in this’ case, he would have 
known that, after long years of toil 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessce. Allow me to 


li 
i 
i 


l 
į Honaire. I said he would become one, if you 
ji make him the recipient of these benefits for seven 
tyears. Ife may already be one. I do not 
know, 

Mr. BROWN. Well, sir, after many years 


i 
{ 
l 


| bi 1834, brought forward his first machine, which 
; met such opposition that it could not be introduced 
:| into practical use, if, indeed, it was a valuable 
| invention, although he had a patent for it. The 
i time ran out, and on account of that patent he 
| made literally nothing. In 1845 he made an 
improvement, for whieh be obtained a patent, 
i and at a later period another improvement, for 
which he obtained another patent, and the three 


i 
| 
f 
| 
| 
| 


| which so struck the admiration of the Old World 
|| on the continent, and Great Britain—an admira- 
|i tion which L pretend to say has not been lavished 
oa any American mechanic to the same extent 
from the foundation of the Government to this 
hour. 

i Now, if Mr. McCormick has made money at 
i all, it was not certainly out of the patent which 
| he asks to have a chance to get extended. I wish 
i| the Senate, when it comes to a vote, to bear in 
‘© mind—and it is all I desire it to recollect in the 
matter at all—simply that they are not called 
upon, as my friend from Tennessee would have 
i them believe, to extend a patent, but merely to 
|; grant to this party the same legal rights now to 
i which he was entitled in 1848. If he makes 
money out of it he is entitled to make money out 


| 
| 
f 


l! of it. What m 


;, money ont of his genius? 


ji 


1 What lawyer is not 
entitled to coin dollars out of his brain? What 
i| professional man is not entitled to all the profit 
| Which he can make out of his genius, his intellect, 
nis learning, his hard study? As my friend from 
Bropueap] suggests to me, 


qualifications,) is to be“renewed for seven years; | 


has been legislated to death ever since you have | 


i Joyed the protection of the Government for four- | 
shall |) ` 


|, remark that I did not say he had become a mil- | & I was, from the beginning, in favor of the extension of 


combined together made the perfect machine | 


an of genius is not entitled to make | 


dollars a year for these three or four gentlemen, |! 
Senators cannot escape the fact. If you pass one | 


of toi! and close examination, Mr. MeCormick, 1 


what would the farming interest do—that great 
interest which my friend from Tennessee stands 
here to protect to day—but for this invention ? 
But for McCormick’s invention they still would 
have been using the ordinary little reaphook to 
gather their large harvest; and the grain, instead 
of being gathered by the thousand bushels, weuld 
be gathered, as in olden times, by the tens and 
twenties. I think my friend from Tennessee 
under-estimates the liberality of the planting in- 
terest of this country, if he supposes that for so 
great a benefit as this they are not willing to give 
to the genius which brought it to their doors, a 
fair and liberal reward—certainly all that the law 
entitles him to. : 

Why, Mr. President, if it were not for parties 
| out of doors—parties without inventive genius— 
parties without the genius to invent a mouse-trap 
or a fly-killer, who are pirating on this great 
machine of McCormick’s—speaking through 
their attorneys to the Senate, there would never 
have been an hour’s delay in granting all that 
McCormick asks in the bill. I know, and state 
here, in the face of the American Senate and the 
world, that these men have beset me at every 
corner of the streets with their papers and their 
affidavits—men who have no claim to the ear of 
the country—men who have rendered it no ser- 
vice, but who have invested their paltry dollars in 
the production of a manufacture which sprang 
from the mind of another man, and now, for their 
| own gain, employ lawyers to draw cunning affi- 
davits, to devise cunning schemes, and put on 
foot all sorts of machinery to defeat this applica- 
tion. 

Sir, this applicant asks for nothing to which 
the law did not entitle him in 1848. If he does, 
you have confidence in your officers; and they 
| will deny it to him, because this bill does not give 
him a single particle of advantage, in a legal point 
of view, which he did not then have. If he was 
then legally entitled to an extension of his patent, 
give it now. If he was not then entitled, you 
cannot give it under this bill, 

I have stated all that this case calls on me to 
say, except to read a short extract from a letter 
written by Mr. Burke, two days ago, in reply to 
the papers read by my friend from Ohio. r 
| Burke says, in the letter dated at Washington, 
| July 9, 1856, two days ago: 
| << ff Mr. Gillet means to be understood that we all signed 
the final decision of the board, it is correct. But, it he 


; means to produce the impression that ali the members of 
| the board concurred in that decision, he is in error. 


| Mr. McCormick’s patent. 1 uniformly expressed that opin- 
ion before the board, and when tie final vote was taken 
| I voted in favor of the extension. But when the decision 
i Was formally drawn up, I signed it with the other members 
; of the board, merely as an authentication of the formal de- 
cision of the board, notas concurring in it. If my recol- 
lection now serves me, it was the common practice for all 
| the members to sign the certificate of the decision of the 
board, whether concurring in it or not. Ido not now re- 
member an instance to the contrary. Mr. Gillet is therefore 
mistaken, if he means to be understood that I was in favor 
of the rejection of Mr. MeCormick’s application. 1 think 
he will remember, that it was put upon tne to examine the 
testimony, and report to the board the facts proved by it; 
and that on the final hearing I bad present a brief? memo- 
; randum of the results of my examination of the evidence, 
i expressing the conclusion that the patent should be ex- 
tended. That paper, although not proparly belonging to 
the files of the Patent Office, may yet be found there. If 
not, its existence can be proved by witnesses wh char- 
acters cannot be impeached in the slightest degree. 
I read that in reply to the statement first read 
by my friend from Ohio, and afterwards com- 
mented on by the Senator from Tennessee, 
namely, that Mr. Gillet had stated, and the decia- 
ion itself showed, that the board were unanimous 
in rendering the judgment which they did render. 
Mr. Burke says he signed the decision simply to 
give it authenticity, not concurring in the result 
at which the board came. He goes on further 
to say that, if reasons had been given why the 
Judgment was diserect, he should have felt called 
upon to assign counter reasons why the judgment 
ought not to be so; butit being the practice of 
the office for all the board to sign a decision, that 
being a simple atiestation of what the decision 
_ Was, he signed it pro forma This is all that paper 
means. I now abandon this case, as far as Lam 
concerned, having, I am sure, bored the Senate 
enough about it. 
Mr. BIGGS. I voted, when this qirstion was 
up before, for the rejection of this bill; but, at 
| the suggestion of the friends of Mr. McCormick, 


Í I was induced to move a reconsideration, the 


; 
: 
J 
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suggestion being made that he had not had a fair 
hearing. The motion, as Lunderstand, now be- 
fore the Senate, is that made by my friend from 
Ohio to recommit the bill to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Mr. PUGH. I will withdraw the motion, with 
the consent of the Senate- I am willing to take 
a vote on the bill. 

Mr. BIGGS. I rose to ask its withdrawal, and 
to state that, as this question has now been fairly 
heard by the Senate~as all the members, in all 
probability, have made up their mind, for my- 
self, after hearing attentively the additionalargu- 
ments made in this case, Í still remain of the opin- 
jon that the patent ought not to be extended. I 
shall, therefore, vote for the rejection of the bill. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The statements which 
we have in relation to the facts of this case seem 
to differ very essentially. In the first place, if I 
understand the report of the committee, it is 
based on the ground that this man did not have 
a proper hearing before the board on the ques- 
tion of the renewal or extension of his patent, 
because the testimony was irregularly taken. Fj 
think, if any gentleman will examine the testi- | 
mony now before us, and copies of the papers | 
before the committee of the House, it will fully | 

; 
| 


appear, from the statements of Mr. Gillet and 
others, which have been read, that such is not the 
case. And if we credit, as I have no doubt every | 
gentleman does, the statement of the Senator 
from Maine, the ground is not the informality of | 
the testimony, but, as he understands it, is be- | 
cause the board decided the case on an imma- 
terial issue. Now, sir, what was the issue? He 
says it was wrong for them to inquire whether 
the original invention, for which a patent was 
taken out by Mr. McCormick, was new, whether | 
it had not been anticipated, and whether it did | 
not exist in Hussey’s patent? { do not think | 
that was an immaterial issue. That man ought | 
pot to have his patent renewed for an hour if: 
the machine had’ been previously invented, pub- | 
lished, and known to the world, by anybody, | 
patentee or not, I] 
Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator will allow 
me to explain why I consider it an immaterial 
issue. Hussey’s machine was a different one | 
from McCormick’s. In the first place, it was a ; 
different combination of machinery. In the sec- 
ond place, one had what is called the sickle-edged 
and the other the smooth-edged cutter, They: 
were different things, as I understand, and so it | 
will be found in the papers. Mr. Hussey him- i 
self testifies that the machines were different en- | 
tirely in their character, and that one did not. 
interfere with the other. The question which 
the board examined was not as to the difference, 
but simply the question, which of the two first 
invented a machine? and having got thus far they || 
thought they had settled the whole matter, and | 
finding that Hussey first invented a machine, |} 
they went no further, but decided against |) 
McCormick. || 
Mr. COLLAMER. Mr. President, I know || 
i 
ii 


not how we can very well getat what a court | 
did; but from the proceedings of the court itself. 
But take it even as the Senator from Mame say 
They did decide that this invention of Mr. McCor- 
mick, was anticipated by Mr. Hussey. I care ; 
not what Hussey thought about it. Who cares || 
what Hussey thought of it? The court of com- | 
petent jurisdiction inquired into it, and found that | 
it was the same in its essential features. They 
were competent to try that matter, and they did | 
try it. But to show how that fact was, I wish 
to read the statement of Mr. Page, who was then 
examiner, 

Mr. PUGH. Allow me to say that the deci- , 
sion which the Scnator now proposes to read, is 
that which was appealed from to the board. 

Mr. COLLAMER. This is the decision which 
was appealed from. ‘The examiner made the first 
decision. lt was referred to the Commissione 
after that; and this is the decision which was | 
appealed from, on which Mr. Buchanan, Mr. | 
Burke, and Mr. Gillet passed. That was the | 
point to be heard; and that decision was this: | 

WASHINGTON, May 12, 1856. | 

Sır: At your request, Y will proceed to state the extent 
of my official participation. in the refusal to extend Cy 
H. MeCormiek’s parent of 2lst of June, 1824, for alleged | 
improvements in reaping and mowing machines. At the | 
time of MeComick’s application for extension Í was chief | 
examiner of patents, and had been for six years in charge | 


i 
I 
t 


i 
j 


can pass the bill. 
| man did not lose his extension in consequence of |i 


of the subject of reaping and mowing machines. Tt was the 
practice of the Patent Office, at that time, to refer applica- 
tions for extension to the examiner, for his investigation, 
and report upon the novelty of the invention at the time of 
the grant of the patent. The question of remuneration, 
and others touching the extension, were not referred to the 
examiner; but all papers belonging to the case were exam- 
ined clericaily by hin prior to the action of the board. 
Upon examination of the novelty of MeCormick’s inven- 
tion, E found that he had been fully anticipated in prior 
patents granted 10 others, and reported to the Comunissioner 
of Patents, as follows : 
Parent OFFICE, January 22, 1848. 

Srr: In compliance with your requisition, | have exam- 
ined the patent of Cyrus H. McCormick, dated ist June, 
1834, and found that the principal features embraced in said 
patent, viz: the cutting-knife and mode of operating it, the 
fingers to guide the grain, and the revolving rack for gather- 
ing the grain, were not new at the time of granting said 
letters patent. The knife, fingers, and general arrangement 
and operation of the cutting apparatus were found in the 
reaping machine of O., Hussey, patented December 31, 

The revolving rack presents novelty chiefly in form, as 
its operation is similar to the revolving frame of James Ten 
Eyck, patented 2¢ November, 1825. 

Respectiully submitted, 

CHARLES G. PAGE, Examiner. 
Hon. Epmenp Burke, Commissioner of Patents. 

The opinion held by the Patent Office at that time was, 
that the subjects of McCormick’s claims differed in no sub- 
stantial particulars from previous inventions ; and that ifhe 
bad applied for a patent for his reaper subsequent to the act 
of July 4, 1896, his patent could not have been granted, ex- 
cept upon proof of priority of invention, and that wiatever 
remuneration he bad received was principally for inven- 
tions previously patented by others. 

i have reason to believe that McCormick’s case hod a 
full and patient hearing at the Patent Office, and unuseal 
indulgence from the board of extension; nor did L ever 
hear, during the pendency of his application, nor do } now 
believe, that he had not ample time and opportunity for es- 
tablishing his claims. 


I have no reason whatever for changing my opinion, ex- | 


pressed officially to the Commissioner when McConnick’s 
application for an extension wes pendiug before the board, 
that he was not the or 
rial and important part of the mechanism of the machine 
described in his patent of 1834. On the contrary, I have 


abundant reason for believing that opinion to be correct, | 


and that it does McCormick no injustice, even if the patent 
of Hussey be left entirely outof the question, and reference 
is had solely to those of previous date. yi 

CHARLES G. PAGE. 
To P. H. Watson, Esq, Washington, D. C. 


| Crry ann Counry or WASHINGTON, D. C., ss. 


On the 12th day of May, fore the subscriber, a 
justice of the peace in and for said county, personally ap- 


peared Charles G. Page, and made solemn oath that the j 


foregoing statement, signed by him, is tue, to the best of his 
belict and knowledge. 
JOHN 8. HOLLINGSHEAD, J. P. 
Now, that was the question decided in the first 
instance, and therefore the only question which 
did become material before the board. It was, 


which was earliest, not merely as patentee, for | 


that was a matter of date, but which was first in 


they made an immaterial issue. The whole 
papers show clearly that they did not make an 
immaterial issue. 
was wanted. There would have been, to-be 


i sure, another one, if they got over this, and that 


was, whether he had received sufficient remu- 
neration; but that was entirely another matter. 
I do not conceive how, as this case stands, we 
Certainly, it is clear that the 


any irregularity of his testimony. It is quite as 


clear, I think, if we examine the whole case, that 


in point of fact the issue, and theright issue, was 


decided by the competent board on fuil examina- i 


tion. There is nothing to show otherwise. 


But I have, Mr. President, other serious objec- | 
If it be true that Congress can | 


tions to this bill. 


entertain an appeal of this kind, certainly great |; 
| caution is required in the use of such power. 
How do we find the history of this case to be? |; 
We all! 


In 1834, McCormick obtained a patent. 
know that then a man took out a patent of course 
before the act of 1836. If he made an affidavit 
that he was the original inventor and discoverer, 
he took out a patent, as a matter of course. We 
are told by Mr. Page that the patent never could 
have been granted under the last act; but, no 
matter, he took it. 

It further appears that the essential features of 
the vibrating motion of the cutters, which must 
necessarily be given to anything in order to cut, 
was not original or new. At any rate, it was 
ineffective, and amounted to nothing. He has, 
to be sure, since that time, made improvements 
on that machine which have made the -practical 
application of it such as to make it a useful 


inal and first inventor of any mate- | 


oint of discovery in fact. They decided that. | 
Now the gentleman from Maine seems to think |! 


It was the very issue that | 


machine. He has a patent for the improvements; 
he is entitled to it; and he keeps it. Their 
application has nothing to do with this bill. It 
is also true that that element for which he was 
never entitled to a patent has entered into a great 
many other machines. Since that time a great 
many machines have been made, all based on 
this unpatentable element for which ite now seeks 
to renew a patent, and not only have those ma- 
chines been made and improvements on them, 
but large factories are set up in all parts of our 
country, based on this element, 

Now, what he asks is, that we shall give him 
aid and assistance to extend the patent for that 
element, so that he can, if he please, undermine, 
by the operation of this extension, all the im- 
proved patents which have been made all over 
the country. He will hold them all in check; 
and all the exertions and outlays which have 
been made in all parts of the country for the 
manufacture of them will be subject to his con- 
trol. This is not, as the gentleman from Maine 
says, because the patent has really an intrinsic 
merit in itself; but by getting it extended he can 
j put an extinguisher on everybody who improves 
i the suggestion., I cannot see the justice of 
this. 

There is another objection. A proclamation 
has been made from the proper department. that 
this patent became public property. When that 
is done, the whole community bave a right to 
make investments on that hypothesis, and they 
do it. The more important the invention is the 
more they make. Now, sir, where is the justice 
(to say nothing of the constitutional power) to 
divest their rights after the people have done 
that? It was proclaimed in 1849 from the Patent 
Office to this nation that this patent had become 
public property, and the public proceeded to act 
accordingly The man had a hearing for an ex- 
tension before the board. They had not extended 
the patent, and of course the proclamation was 
rightly issued. Now, where is the propriety in 
depriving the people of the use and benefit of 
these machines under the circumstances as we 
i; now understand them? If you grant power to 
i| the Commissioner now to make an extension, 
'| from that time for seven years, it will be out next 


{i year. 
4” Mr, FESSENDEN. It is out now. 
| Mr. COLLAMER. Suppose the extension 
should be granted as for the extension of a patent 
|| for seven years. ‘The time has already gone by; 
|! jt hasalready expired. ‘Then you cannot do that. 
i| What are yougoingto do? You propose to em- 
| power the Commissioner to extend the patent 
seven years from this time, thus making it four- 
| teen years from the first expiration. 
! Mr, FESSENDEN. He has not had the other 
i} seven, 
| Mr. COLLAMER. But how is it to operate 
| on the people? Do gentlemen seriously and hon- 
j estly believe that there can bo any justice or 
i policy in beginning now to make a new era for 
| 
| 
1 


| seven years? The public have had the use of it for 
| seven years; now you are going to take the use 
‘| of it from them for seven years, and then they are 
to have it again. This seems to me to be a kind 
‘| of legislation, the most extravagant to be asked 
for in the state of the circumstances, which ne- 
cessarily attend a patent of this kind. I cannot 
! sce the policy, or the justice, or the: expediency 
l of extending this patent. 

| Mr. HALE. [did not intend to say a word 
‘| about this subject; I shall not occupy more than 

i a moment or two. I have been a little surprised 
li at a position taken by so learned a judge as the 
| 

| 

| 

i 


| honorable Senator from Vermont; and if we were 
l to follow him I think we should get into a wide 
ii field of error. He has assumed that the Senate 
i! ought to do what this bill proposes—to submit to 
the Commissioner of Patents—— - d 

Mr. COLLAMER. No, sir; Iassume nothing 
of that sort, 

Mr, HALE. 1 have not heard the Senator’s 
language. Iam stating the force of his position. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I object to authorizing 
anybody to do it. 

Mr. HALE. I am not stating the Senator's 
language. I am illustrating his position. He 
says the effect of this bill will be to enable Mr, 
McCormick to get a patent which was not origine 
| ally, and is not, patentable, and, therefore, will 
| throw great obstructions in the way of those whe 
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vested money. Now, sir, that is nota 
question for the Senate to. pass upon. The ques- 
tuon as to whether that is patentable or not, the 
wisdom of Congress has devolved on the Com- 
missioner of Patents; and if we should refuse to 
renew it, or to give Mr. McCormick an oppor- 
tunity to go to the Commissioner of Patents, on 
the ground assumed by the Senator from Ver- 
mont, we should assume a jurisdiction that does 
not belong to us, but which does belong to the 
Commissioner of Patents. Twill not occupy the 
time of the Senate more than a moment; .but it 
sééms to me that we have lost. sight entirel of 
the principles which ought to govern'us. This 
bil has been treated, by those who oppose it, as 
if it were an infringement of the rights of the 
public. 

The Constitution of the United States treats 
the invention of a man’s brain as property. The 
thing which he creates with his hand is protected 
by law, and protected forever; but because the in- 
vention of his brain is not so readily kept under 
his control as the work of his hand, the law comes 
in to carry out the provision of the Constitution 
which says that Congress shall -have power to 
secure toauthors and inventors the exclusive right | 
to their respective writings and discoveries for a | 
’ limited time, and says an inventor shall have the 
right in all cases to a patent for fourteen years, and 
in certain other cases for seven yours in addition. 
The Constitution of the United States looks upon ` 
itas property, and property that is entitled to this | 
special protection, because it is not capable of that | 
general protection which the work ofa man’s hand | 
is. I take it, from the very lucid statement made 
by the Senator from Mainé, that Mr. McCormick 
has not had that protection in the second instance : 
which the Constitution contemplates that he might 
have; and all we propose to do is simply to give | 
him leave to go back to the tribunals esiablished 
by the Constitution and the law to settle the ques- 
tion. Butthe Senator from Vermont says that | 
we shall not go there, because the Senate isto settle i 
it in the first instance, and say it is not patentable. | 
In that way we assume jurisdiction which does : 
not belong to us. I believe that is the simple, fair, i 
constitutional, and legal statement of the case. 

Mr. PUGE. I wish to correct the Senator 
from Mississippi in relation to a statement, in | 
which L think he has done me, at all events, great 
injustice. He has said that the opposition to this ; 
extension comes from the attorneys of other par- | 
ties. Now, sir, no attorney has come to me what- 
ever, and none has spoken to me on the subject, 
one way or the other. No human being’ had | 
spoken to me when I objected to the passage of | 
the bill at first. Since the reconsideration, some | 
pe have been sent to me, to which I referred, 

wing copies of documents which I understood | 
were before the Tloase committee. To this time | 
the only attorney, to my knowledge, who has 
come to me, has been the attorney of MeCormick | 
himself, who desired that I should make a mo- i 
tion to reconsider the bill, it having been rejected; į 
and I asked the Senator from North Carolina to | 
make the motion. i 

Mr, BROWN, I stated the fact that Mr. P. | 
TI. Watson, to whom Mr. Gillet’s letter, and Mr. | 
P. H. Watson, to whom Mr. Charles G. Page's | 
letter was addressed, inthe very papers from which | 
my friend read, came to me, representing himself 
as the attorney of parties. 

Mr. PUGIY. 1s not Mr. Burke one of Mr. 
MeCormick’s counsel? 

Mr. BROWN. Heisnot, He so assures me, . 
and Mr McCormick so assures me. i 

Mr. PUGH. My statement is that no attor- | 
neys spoke to me. 

Mr. BROWN. I did not say that. i 

Mr. PUGH. Iam aware of that; but it would i| 
make that impression. I am perfectly satisfied ; 
with the disclaimer. The objection which I make | 
to these patents is the same which has been stated i 
by the Senator from Tennessee. The great bulk 'j 
of my constituents are agriculturists, although | 
there are many engaged in mana turing, and | 
manufacturing machines of this very description. 
They bave aright, notwithstanding the assertion | 
of the Senator from New Haunpshire, to the use 
of this machine, They have stipulated that Con- 
gress shall provide by law a monopoly to the | 
inventor for so many years; but the consideration ; 
is their right to use the maehine after the term | 
has expired. It is a question between the body i:i 


j 


ae 


i 


of agriculturists in this country and Mr. McCor- 
mick, asking that he shall have the right to bim- 
self to tax them for seven years from this date 
for his emolument. . 

‘Now, how does he present himself? The case 
was originally stated to be upon the ground that 
Mr. McCormick’s testimony was ruled out be- 
cause. it was informal, and therefore he ‘should 
have a new trial. That is what my friend from 
Mississippi said when the question was up before. 
It is what he asserted this morning. Now, how 
does it turn out? The Senator from Maine ad- 
mits that that is not the fact. The Senator from 
Maine admits that the committee ascertained that 
such was not the case at a former meeting. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator will take 
my explanation. I was not present at the hear- 
ing at this session of Congress upon this case, | 
though on the committee. I was absent. 
not undertake, therefore, to contravene what they | 
say on the subject. I only say that when, as a 
member of the committee, I examined it before, 
and made the report upon it, I placed it on a dif- 
ferent ground, which was perfectly satisfactory 
to my mind. 

Mr. PUGH. Did not the Senator say. here | 
this morning, that he ascertained that there was | 
no foundation for the pretense that Mr. McCor- | 
mick had not been ruled out? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I was not satisfied that 
that was the true reason; but I was satisfied that 
the true reason 

Mr. PUGH. I will come to the Senator’s. 
ground directly. IJ want to dispose of one ata | 
time. Now, whatis the evidence that Mr. McCor- 
mick’s testimony was ruled out for informality? 
Is it in the record? ‘That is admitted not to be 
so. The record is otherwise. Itis in the state- 
ment of Mr, Commissioner Burke. Well, who 
was Mr. Commissioner Burke? By his own 
statement, read last, he was one who did not 
agree to the decision There were three mem- 
bers of the board. Two of them made the decis- 
ion—Mr. Buchanan and Mr. Gillet. 
the majority. Mr. Burke dissented; and yet his 


exposition of the reasons of the majority is to be | 
nt of one of || 


received in preference to the stateme 
the majority himself! Now, 1 do not care where 
this case is put. Ttis outof the question for Mr. i 
Burke to be admitted to interpret this decision, | 

' 


for he agrees that he dissented from it. There } 
were two other members, and one of them, Mr. 
Gillet, has said he made his decision on no such 
grounds. Now, we have an end of that. 

Mr, McCormick’s case was not decided on any | 
technicality. lt was not decided on any 
mality in the taking of his evidence. Then on | 
what? The Senator from Maine says it was 
decided on an immaterial issue. Let us see if 
that be true. What was the issue? I stated 
before, that, at the time this patent was granted, | 
there was no previous examination of the question 
of the originality of the Invention; there is now. 
It Mr. McCormick were to apply now, he would 
have to pass the ordeal of the examiners in the 
Patent Office; but at the time when he obtained 
this patent he passed no such ordeal. He simply 


filed his own specification, and his own affidavit, H 


and received his patent. He had it for fourteen | 
years. ‘Then he applied for a renewal. What | 


I do |! 


They were ; 


infor- f 


competent and disinterested tribunal, are we, 
; Seven years afterwards, to review that decision ? 
Wherefore? 

- Why, it is said, Mr. McCormick has attracted 
the attention of the civilized world for the exhi- 
bition of his machine in Europe. If the Senate is 
satisfied that he was the original inventor, and that 
j it is essential to our credit and standing among 
the nations of the world that Mr. McCormick 
should be compensated, bring in a bill to give him 
the money out of the Treasury; give it to him as 
| you have given itto Commodore Perry.and others; 
| but do not levy a tax on the agriculturists of the 
United States. f 

Then it is said this is.not a bill to renew a pat- 
ent. It is substantially a bill to renew the patent. 
| Itis a proposition to do itseven years later, when, 
jas the Senator from Vermont has well said, the 
renewed patent, if granted, would have expired. 
Seven years after it has been in public use, after 
thousands of people have invested their money in 
manufactories of this very machine, after thou- 
sands of people have purchased the machine and 
have it now in use, it is a proposition to take it 
away from the public, and make it a close mo- 
nopoly. Who are interested in opposing it? The 
great body of the people, who generally do not 
send anybody. to watch Congress, or watch the 
| Patent Office. What has become of all the testi- 
mony. which was heard, and of the persons who 
might then have been interested to oppose it? It 
iis like any other case. It was decided, and de- 
cided at the right time. The presumption is that 
| the other parties have gone away and taken their 
| witnesses with them, or cannot gettheir witnesses 
again. 

Then the Senator from Maine does not know 
| why this gentleman wants the original patent 
| renewed. Í can tell him—at least I can imagine. 
The original machine, we are told, was a failure— 
an utter failure. It was of no value until two 
improvements were put upon it, which were pat- 
ented afterwards, and the patents for which have 
not yetexpired; butif Mr. McCormick can only 
protect this original failure from the improve- 
ments of anybody else, he has put a stop to the 
whole inventive genius of the country for seven 

ears. This machine, which was a failure in 
| his case, in his hands, has amounted to something 
since he has improved it; and in the hands of 
others who have put improvements on it, it has 
amounted to something. But Mr. McCormick 


I 
| 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
f 
| 


| 
| 


j; wants to go back to the foundation, and take it 


away from. them and from everybody else, It 
seems to me that is not necessary. This morn- 
ing I moved to recommit the bill in the hope 
that the committee would give it a reéxamina- 
tion; but as gentlemen of the committee say they 
| have their minds made up, I withdraw my mo- 
| tion, and feel bound, as I have stated heretofore, 
under my convictions of what is due to my con- 
stituents, to vote against this bill, and to vote 
against the others of a similar character. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I will inform the Sena- 
tor from Ohio that I do not think it would be of 
| the slightest use to send the bill back to the com- 
i mittee. It would be better to settle it here, in- 
| stead of sending it there. But, sir, [havea word 
to say to my friend. from Vermont, who takes 
| Sreat exception to the proposition advanced by 


was then to be decided? First, the question | 
whether he was entitled to the original patent; | 
second, if he was entitled to it, had he been suffi- | 
ciently compensated? What did the board ascer- i 


tain? It went to the examiner of patents, and j; 


what does he say? He reports that every mate: 


rial feature of this reaping machine was known $ 


before Mr. McCormick’s patent, so that, if it had | 
been a new application, it would have been en- ; 
urely rejected. The board never got to the ques- | 
tion of compensation. They found that this man | 
had got a patent which he could not have received 
but for the peculiar reason that the law gave it to | 
lim on his own affidavit. The law is now altered. 
It was altered two years afterwards, in 1836. 
Two members of the board then decided against 
it, though they may have erred. 
not know whether Mr. McCormick was the in- 
ventor or not. lex 
tion; but this I do say, that the question was | 
material;it was in issue; it was heard upon com 
petent evidence; it was decided; and now, after 
a man has had hi 
his witnesses, 


press no opinion on that ques- | 


and has had his case decided by a | 


HH 
i 
a 
i 


i| duced before them, both for and a 


i 
1 
l 
i 

Tam sure I do | 1 b ; 
;; Bish to said board a statement, in writin 
j 
| 


i| and expenditure: 


s day in court, and has had all |; 


me that the question on which the case was dé- 
cided by the board, was an immaterial issue. 
Notwithstanding his argument, I repeat, it was 
; not an issue appropriately before the board. By 
i the terms of the act, the board had no right to 

Investigate the question whether the original pat- 
ent could be issued, and, in that respect, the Sen- 
| ator from Ohio is mistaken. Ihave the act before 
me, and I will read it. There was but one ques- 
j tion submitted to them by the act of July 4, 1836, 
which they had a right to consider. The eigh- 


ji teenth section of that act provides: 


| _ “And the Secretary of State, the Commissioner of the 
Patent Office, and the Solicitor of the ‘Treasury, shall con- 
stitute a board to hear and decide upon the evidence pro- 
gainst the extension, and 
ime and place designated 
The patentee shall fur- 
g, under oath, of 

tion, and of his receipts 
3, Suffieiently in detail to exhibit a true and 
faithful account of loss and profit in any miauner accruing 
; to. him from, and by reason of, said invention. And if, 
| upon a hearing of the matter, it shall appear to the fulland 
entire satisfaction of said board, having due regard to. the 
public ‘interest: therein, that it is just and proper that the 
| term of the patent should be. extended, by. reason of. the 


shali set for that purpose at the t 
in the published notice thereof. 


; the ascertained value of the inven 
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patentee, without neglect or fault on his part, having failed | 
to obtain, from the use and sale of his invention, a reason- i 
able remuneration for the time, ingenuity, and expense be- 
stowed upon the same, and the introduction thereof into 


use, it shall be the duty of the commissioner to renew and ! 


extend the patent, by making a certificate thereon of such 
extension, for the term of seven years from and after the 
expiration of the first term.” i 

Mr. PUGH. I think that clearly covers the 
case, as put by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Well, sir, as f read the 
law, there was but one question submitted to the 
board. Whethera person is entitled to a patent, 
is settled on his first application. If settled in 
his favor, he gets the patent for fourteen years. | 
Then, instead of subjecting Congress to the diffi- 
culty of examining into the question anew, the 
law of 1836 provides that, at the expiration of the 
fourteen years, the patentee may make his appli- 
cation for an extension for seven years, which is 
to be decided by the Commissioner; and a board 
was created to examine and determine, on his 
statement under oath, and such other testimony | 
as might be admitted, the point whether he has 
been remunerated for his invention. If they 
find that he has not been remunerated, it is made 
the duty of the Commissioner to extend the patent ! 
for seven years. As I read the law, that is the 


only question leftto them. Ido not suppose they | 
are at liberty to go into the consideration of the : 


question whether he was the original inventor or 
not. That was settled by the Patent Office in the 
first place. lt is aquestion with which this board 
had nothing at all to do, in my judgment; and I 
apprehend my friend from Vermont will find it 
very difficult to make anything else appear. 


The Senator from Ohio, however, has suggested | 


_ that it is too late now, because the witnesses 
cannot be examined. The testimony was all in 
writng. It was preserved in writing, as the law 
required. It was before the committee, and the 
Senator from Ohio can have the opportunity of 
examining all the testimony taken before that 
tribunal, on which they formed their decision. 
There is no such thing as losing the testimony. 
It is all there. Itis made matter of record, and 
the record has been returned here. 


Now, sir, ithas been argued that it is very ; 


unjust to the community to grant this extension 
at the end of seven or eight years. 
consider what is justice to both sides. 
Cormick, at the next session after his application 


u 


was rejected, came to Congress to do him justice, | 
and the matter has been before Congress from | 
that day to the present time. He has been guilty | 
Ele asked for an extension from | 


of no neglect. 
the expiration of his fourteen years’ patent. 
Congress has neglected to do it, although three 
reports have been made in his favor. Now, my 
friend from Vermont comes forward with the 
argument that it would be very unjust to grant an 


extension beginning atthistime. Sir, if there is | 


any injustice, it arises from the neglect of Con- 
gress to do justice to Mr. MeCormick. When 


you are considering what justice may demand for || 


one set of persons, it is as well to consider what 
justice demands for another set of persons, or 
even for an individual, if he has not siept on his 
rights. 


‘I do not, then, feel bound by the argument that i; 
the agricultural community are greatly interested | 


in this matter, because, if Mr. MeCormick be 


really the author and inventor of this machine, | 


the agricultural community would have received 
no benefit from it, but for his skill and ability e 
ercised on itin the first place. Itis not for the 
community to say he shall not receive proper re- 
muneration because their interests will be so much 
affected, if he has been guilty of no negiect on 
his part. 

As to the other argument which has been used 
I am not prepared to animadvert upon it. If Mr. 
McCormick has received remuneration, that will 
be considered under the bill. The bill is so framed, 
T believe, that the original question may now be 
examined whether he really was the inventor or 
not. If it is not so framed, I have no objection 


to its being amended in that particular, for I am | 


willing to have that question examined. If it is 
true that the original Invention was valucless, and 
that the design and effect will be to prevent any 
benefit being received by others who have made 


valuable improvements on what was originally | 
valueless in itself, that is an argument which I | 
do not choose to attempt to answer, because i 


‘| read, 


io Mr. COLLAMER, 


You should į 
Mr, Mc- | 


really I have not the slightest feeling in favor of 
Mr. McCormick about this matter. I have 
deemed it proper to state the facts, as I under- 
stand them, distinctly, and if Í am wrong I shall 
be most happy to be corrected. 

Mr. McCormick made application at the proper 
time for a rencwal. He furnished proof as to his 
receipts under the original patent. The answer 
made to him was, *‘ Why, sir, you have received 
a great deal of money under your improvements.’ 
He replied: that ‘has nothing to do with the ques- 
tion; I received nothing for my original patentin 
the way of remuneration, and that is what Inow 
ask you to extend, so that I may receive some 
remuneration.” The reply to him was not that 
he had been remunerated, but an original examin- 
ation of the question whether he was entitled to 
reccive his patent fourteen years before a—ques- 
tion, as I understand, which the board had no 
authority to examine under the law which I have 
i may, however, be in error on this point. 
The ingenuity and ability of my friend from Ver- 
mont may convince me and the Senate that such 
a power docs exist, but I have been unable to 
į discover it. 


Certainly, the argument, 
i as now presented by the Senator from Maine, 
s entirely different from that which he made 
when he was first up. Ile says the board before 
whom the application was made to extend the 
patent, really traveled out of their duty, andhad no 
business to do anything but ascertain whether the 
man made anything on his original patent. They 
say : You have invented some improvements on 
iat, and made money on those improvements.” 
“bat has nothing to do with the case,” says he. 
Why? If he did not make anything under his 
original patent, I should like to know when he 
ever will? He never can. It was not a thing 
that could work alone. Was he paid on his im- 
provements? He was toid that he had made, sa 

| $100,000, for selling rights and machines. But 
| heanswers that he made all this on the improve- 
| ment part. That would have been a strange 
i thing! A pretty account that would have been 
Í to take! 

| The gentleman thinks the board traveled out of 
icir duty in going into anything except the sim- 
‘| ple question whether he made money by that 
|| patent. Clearly, the whole section which he read, 
providing for giving notice to the community to 
j 

| 


EN 


3 


co 


come in and make their objection’, requiring the 
board to judge with a view to the public interest, 


power over the whole matter. 
This man hada patent which he took out under 


patent in the very form of his mode! and the 
words of his specification. It wag so useless that 


now told that isa very good reason why it should 
: have been renewed. The case was before the 
| board of commissioners, and according to the 
doctrine of the Senator from Maine, the board 
| were to inquire, not whether he made any im- 
: provement, but whether he made money; and if 
it was so bad that he could not make any, they 
|; must renew it. The more he tried that old pat- 
ent, the more he lost by it; but, according to this 
doctrine, he would be entitled to have a renewal 
i and extension for that reason. It is to me per- 
|| fectly preposterous. The less he is entitled to a 


I do not think it is neces- 
I do not know whether my 


That is the doctrine. 
sary to argue that. 

| friend will be satisfied with this. 

|| Mr. FESSENDEN. No, sir, I am not. 

| Mr. COLLAMER. ftis unnecessary to read 
l the section; but it is evident that the board are to 
take the whole case into consideration, and con- 
sider the public concernment as well as the private 
| interest. Bat the idea that they are tied down to 
renew it again where a man has not made money 
by it, for the reason that he had nothing on which 
to make it, is so gross and palpable that I need 
not take further time with it. 

Mr. BROWN. Ihave only aword to say. I 
spoke this morning of these papers being gotten 
up by attorneys. . The reason I said so was, that 
Mr. Watson, who seems to be the getter-up of 
these papers which have figured here to-day, 
| came to me as a member of the committee in the 
ease, to allow him to look at the papers. Of 
course my first question was, ‘ Who are you; 


and in many other respects, gives the board full į 
the old law, before 1836, when he could get a | 


he could not make a dollar by it; and yet we are | 


atent, the more he is entitled to an extension. | 
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will add anot 


| ten, and soon to twenty 


| patent of 1834. 


| things and understand them. 


| sioner, and Page was examiner. 


and why do you desire to examine the papers»? 
Said he, ‘I am the attorney of parties holding 
nterests adverse to those of McCormick.”?. For 
his reason I knew he was an attorney. . 

He examined the papers by my. permission, 
and that of the committee; and as I understood 
from him, we were to have the benefit of the re- 
sult of his examinations. Instead of sending 
these letters to the ‘committee for investigation, 
they are printed on private account, and the first 
we hear of them is their figuring in the case this 
morning. If it were intended to have those papers 
treated fairly, why were they not sent as part 
of the case to the committee that they might have 
a fair chance of investigating and seeing the real 
facts? I was therefore right when I stated that 
these papers, which produce such disturbing in- 
fluences on this case, had been gotten up by feed. 
attorneys, kept from the committee having charge 
of the investigation of the case, and did not figure 
at all until the case is for action before the Senate. 
I knew what I was talking about. 

Mr. PUGH. T moved to reeommit the bill for 
the very reason that the committee might see 
them. 

Mr. BROWN. If it was intended that we 
should sce them, they would have been sent to 
us before the session was drawing toaclose. I 
took the ground this morning that this was a 


i 
t 


| move for delay. My friend from Ohio is com- 


plaining that this man is here seven years after 
the patent expired, and asking for an extension. 
Why is he here after the lapse of seven years ? 


| Because of these perpetual devices for delay. 


Now, if this movement can succeed—if, by keep- 
ing the evidence away from the committee, the 
case can be postponed for another session, that 
er year, and next year we shall be 
told that eight years have passed, then nine, and 
ears; this man pressing 
the claim all the time, ae 
point by feed attorneys. 


being defeated at every 

I do not pretend to say 
that members of the Senate, or any gentleman 
here, have been improperly influenced by these 
men. Ido not believe they are; but I say these 
men are feed to defeat the passage of this bill. 
If they had acted fairly they would have sent 
these papers to the committee, where they prop- 


| erly belonged, for fair investigation. Now, as to 


the testimony of Mr. Page, read by my friend 
from Vermont. Mr. Page says: 

“i have no reason whatever for changing my opinion, 
expressed officially to the Commissioner when MeCor- 
mick’s application for an extension was pending before the 
board, that he was not the original and first inventor of any 
material or important part of the machine described in the 
On the contrary, I have abundant reason 
for believing that opinion to be correct, and that it does 
Mr. McCormick no injustice, even if the patent of Hussey 
was left out of the question, and reference had solely to 
th of previous date.” 

Vhat is his opinion, doubtless; but what. does 
Mr. Burke say, who was‘the Patent Commis- 
sioncr, and whose duty it was to lock into these 
He says: 

“ That in those particulars which the examiner, Dr. Page, 
found to be covered by both patents, the testimony before 
the board of extension clearly proved that priority ofinven- 
tion Was with McCormick. It was upon this point that the 
board permitted him to take testimony ; and the testimony 
taken in conformity with this permission established the 
fact of priority in his favor. And f am quite confident 
that Mr. H ;in_ his written argument presented to the 
board, admits that MeCormick’s invention of the parts in 
conflict between them were first invented by McCormick. 
Therefore, as between Hussey and McCormick, the latter 
was the first inventor of some.of the essential parts of the 
reaper.’? : 

Now, who is right, Page or Burke? Ido not 
know which is right. Mr. Burke was Commis- 
They differ.as 
I do. not ask the 


to the priority of discovery. 


| Senate to determine it, but to send the case back 


for reéxamination. 

Mr. HUNTER. I came up this morning to 
hear the arguments in this case with rather a 
desire to vote for the petitioner. I believe. that 
the country is indebted to him. He certainly 
has illustrated the American reputation for invent- 


live genius in the useful arts abroad, and I should 


have been very glad if I could have felt myself 
authorized to vote for anything which would en- a. 
able him to derive more benefit from. the inven- 
tion than he seems to have done already. 2... 

I never have voted for anextension of a patent 
by Congress. J] believe that in general it 18.1m- 
proper todo so. We have provided that he may 
go before the Commissioner for the purpore o 
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obtaining an extension of the patent if he shall 
pë able to show. that he has not been sufficiently 
yemunerated: When that remedy is exhausted, 


I do not think it is safe or proper for us to inter- | 


fere; byt I was inclined to vote for this bill- be- 
it proposed to send the case back to the 


cause i 
Cammissioner to enable him to determine whether 
the extension; to which he was entitled, of seven 
years, if he had been able to bring himself within 
the provisions of the law, should now be given, 
I was‘inclined to do so, because I heard that he 
had beén denied an opportunity to have a decis- 
jon‘on the merits of the case on mere technical 
grounds; but after listening to the arguments and 
the testimony: on both sides, I believe that if we 
were tointerfere now with the decision made in 


the case by the board—for it was then decided | 


py the board, and not by the Commissioner alone 
we should be applied to in thousands of other— 
¢ases to grant appeals from the decision of the 
Commissioner. {think it would not be safe to 
do so. I believe the case has been as much de- 
cided as any matter of patents is ever decided. 

I think it Is safe that Congress should establish 
the rule that they will not disturb these decisions 


or grant an appeal after a case has been finally j 


‘adjudicated as provided for in the law. I cannot 
go for the bill—especially as has been urged— 
since the public have already had the use of the 
invention. There would be some difference be- 
tween extending the patent at the time when he 


applied, and beginning now, and introducing a | 


new period of seven years—afier the public have 
‘been, using it, and after, too, it may be, other 
‘mprovements have been based on this machine, 
‘Teannot vote for the bill. I say it with regret; 
for Í believe the country is indebted to Mr. 


McCormick, not only for having added to the | 


American reputation, but for having rescued it 
at a time when we all felt more or less sympathy 
in the result of the great competition amongst the 
different nations for the exhibition of inventions 
‘and useful arts. He has added to the American 
‘reputation abroad—not only in England, but in 
‘France; and I am sorry I cannot, consistently 
with a sense of duty, vote for this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
‘ig ‘on the engrossment of the bill. 

. Mr. PUGH called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. ADAMS. No attorneys on either side 
have approached me on the subject, nor would 
they have had any influence if they had ap- 
proached me. 1 vote on the principle that the 
party has had one trial—fair or unfeir—and has 
shown no sufficient reason why he should have 
a second. I believe it is wrong to extend patents 
where the authorities organized and constituted 
by the Government have decided the question. 
I think they ought not to be interfered with. 
Feeling no interest in this question on cither side, 
as I have uniformly in similar cases voted against 


such extensions, I shall record my name agains | 


the bill. 

Mr. MASON. I have voted heretofore for 
this bill, and. shall continue to vote for it as at 
present advised. I certainly should, with very 
great caution and care, refrain from indulging 
appeals from the constituted Department to de- 
termine when patents shall be extended. But I 
can gee no reason to reject. an application to have 
‘another trial before the board. 1 do not see that 
we should be as cautious in refusing a second 
trial as we should be in refusing to extend a 
patent when the board declined to do so. Iknow 
“nothing of the merits of this case, further than is 
‘alleged, and I believe confirmed by the report of 


of the committee, that the patentee, from some i 
“eauses over which he had no control, failed to | 
et his evidence before the board, and the board | 


flecided. in the absence of that evidence, as he 


“supposes, in a way they would not have decided 
if they had it. 


Then, again, I know that questions in regard | 
to inventions under the patent law have given | 


rise to litigation of a very great and remarkable 
character. The controversies which are taking 
“place in the courts show that there is great effort 
on the part of many people to take advantage of 
inventions which have been made and patented, 
and to appropriate them to themselves with a 
` view to make money, with a view to emolument; 
‘and I am rather disposed to think, although the 
“agricultural interest is certainly concerned in this 


` 


we. 


Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, Clay, Collamer, Crittenden, 


matter, that there are a vast number of others 
who, if they have not speculated on this patent, 
have claimed to have made modifications or alter- 
ations of it which they will exclusively enjoy 
without the risk of litigation, as is alleged, if a 
patent should not be extended to the present 
patentee. I would not vote on a direct appeal 
from the’ decision of the board to extend it, but I 
am strongly impressed with the propriety of giv- 
ing him another chance to be heard before the 
board. f k 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Louisiana has instructed 
her Representatives to vote against the renewal 
of patents. 

Mr. BROW 

atent. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I consider it so. I vote 
“nay,” although, in my judgment, I ought to 
vote ‘* yea;” but I think it is a case where instruc- 
tions ought to be obeyed. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 15, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Cass, Dodge, 
Fessenden, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, James, Mallory, Mason, 
Thompson of Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, and 
Wilson—L5. f 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, 


N. This is not the renewal of a 


H 
H 


Evans, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, Jones of 
fowa, Jones of Tennessee, Pugh, Reid, Slidell, Toombs, 
Trumbull, and Wade—22. 

So the bill was rejected. 

MOORE AND HASCALL. 

Mr. PUGH. All these partics ought to be 
put on an equal footing. A bill was passed for 
the relief of Hiram Moore and John Hascall, or 
their legal representatives, parties interested in 
another reaping machine, and a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which that bill was passed lies 
on the table. The motion was made by the Sen- 
ator from Ilinois, [Mr. TrRumBuLL,] though it is 
set down on the Calendar as having been made by 
me. Lask the Senate to take up that motion, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (S. 
No. 304) for the relief of Hiram Mooreand John 
Hascall, or their legal representatives, was passed, | 
and the question is on reconsidering that vote. 

Mr. JONES, of Towa. I suggest that we pro- 
ceed to consider only those bilis to which no ob- 

jection is made, or which will give rise to no 
ebate. There are many bills of that character 
which can be passed at once. ! 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ttwill require | 
unanimous consent to agree to that suggestion. 

Several Senarors objected. 

Mr. STUART. The bill for the relief of 
Moorc and Hascall stands on a motion to recon- 
sider. Before that question can be presented 


fairly to the Senate, it will require considerable |; 


debate; I therefore move to postpone its further | 
consideration. 

Mr. PUGH. Ishall not press the matter, if 
the Senator will allow the vate to be reconsid- 
ered, and then let the bill take its place on the 
Calendar. We have had a general discussion on 
this question, and I do not wish it to be re- 
hevei. 

Mr. STUART. Itis not necessary to act on | 
the pending motion. The motion to reconsider 
prevents any action on the bill; and whenever the | 
question is taken it may as well be taken on that 
motion. 
If the Senate decide to reconsider after debate, of 
course it will be an end of the bill. I desire to 
present the merits of this case somewhat at length, 
and l confess I am not able to do it to-day on 
account of the condition of my health. This bill ; 
standsona very different principle from that which 


has been discussed before the Senate to-day. > H 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be 
no objection, the bill will be postponed until Fri- 
day next. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope it will not be post- 
poned, or, at any rate, not without reconsidering 
the vote by which it was passed. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Iimagine that the Senator 
from Illinois did not hear the Senator from Michi- 
gan state that he was too unwell to discuss the 
subject to-day. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do notwish to press the 
matter, but I think it would be better to let the | 
bill be reconsidered, and take its place on the 
Calendar. It now stands ina position where it 
will be liable to be passed without consideration, | 


That will be a test vote when taken. | 


as it was on a former occasion. Let the bill be 


ino further controversy about it. 


reconsidered, and then, if the Senator from 
Michigan is too unwell to proceed with the dis- 
cussion to-day, certainly I shall not ask to have 
it disposed of, but let it be postponed, if he destres 
it. We have had the whole subject under debate 
to-day, and it seems to me to be proper to have 
the bill placed on the Calendar, so that it shall 
receive due consideration when it does come up. 
If the motion shall fail, the bill will stand passed, 
and there will be an end of it. E certainly shall 
not insist on disposing of the bill to-day, contrary 
to the suggestion of the Senator from Michigan; 
but I desire to have it réconsidered and placed in 


| the same condition as the other bills are upon the 


Calendar, so that it will come up properly in its 
order. f 
Mr. STUART. It does not change the posi- 
tion of the bill. The motion to reconsider, when- 
ever it is voted upon, isa test vote. If the Senate 
decide, after debate, to reconsider the vote, I shall 
regard that as rejecting the bill, and shall make 
All 1 wish is, 
that no vote may be taken until I can have an 
opportunity to present the case to the Senate. 
There is no danger of the bill becoming a law 
hastily. It cannot be acted upon during the 
pendency of the motion to reconsider, and it 
stands as much upon the Calendar now asit will 


| after the motion to reconsider is adopted. 


Mr. BIGLER. The Senator from Michigan 
has raised a point which I wished to present; and 
that is, that the question of reconsideration in- 
volves the whole merits of the bill, and that it 
would not do, therefore, for the Senate to recon- 
sider by common consent, and then, probably, 
upon discussion, vote down the bill. The vote 
on the reconsideration ought to be the test vote 
to decide the sense of the Senate as to the fate of 
the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Michigan 
to postpone the further consideration of this 
subject until Friday next. 

he motion was agreed to. 


OBED HUSSEY. 


The PRESIDENT pvo tempore. The next bill 
on the calendar is (S. No. 305) for the relief of 


| Obed Hussey. 


Mr.STUART. In that case, inasmuch as both 


i the Senators from Maryland, where Mr. Hussey 


resides, are absent, I think it would be better to 
postpone the consideration of this bill. ft is a 
matter in which I feel no concern; but as I see 
neither of those Senators here, I move to post- 
pone the consideration of the bill until Friday 


ii next. 


The motion was agreed to. 
J.P. HATCH. 
The House bill (No. 266) for the relief of 


| Captain J. P. Hatch, of the United States Army, 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to direct the accounting officers to 
allow to his credit the sum of $610, lost by him 
whilst recruiting officer at Cleveland, on the 25th 
day of October, 1854. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK, 
the report in this case. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I can state the cir- 
cumstances without reading the report. Captain 
Hatch was recruiting officer at Cleveland, Ohio. 
He was sick, or from some other cause sent a 
sum of money to the depot by a subaltern officer. 
The subaltern was killed, or disappeared; he has 
never been seen or heard of since, but I believe 
some of his clothes werefound. That is the his- 
tory of the case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
Senator from Alabama call for the reading of the 
report? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. No, sir. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH H. WHIPPLE. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to reconsider House bill (No. 268) for 
the relief of the jegal representatives of Captain 
Joseph H. Whipple, which proposes to direct 
the accounting officers, in the settlement of the 
accounts of the late Captain Joseph H.Whipple, 


I should like to hear 


|| to pass to his credit the sum of $1,298 03, or so 


much thereof as, in the opinion of the Secretary 


of War, was properly expended by him on ac- 


BE. 
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count of “ barracks at Turkey river.’ The bill 
was reported to the Senate without amendment, 


ordered to a third reading, read the third time, : 


and passed. 
W. P. A. HAIL. 

The House joint resolution (J. R. No. 10) for 
the relief of Dr. Wiliam P. A. Hail, late of the 
Tennessee volunteers in the Mexican war, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It provides that the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury adjust the claim of Dr. W. P. 


A. Hail, for medical services rendered to the | 


volunteers while serving in Mexico, by allowing 
him the pay of assistant surgeon while engaged 
in professional services, with the consent of his 
commanding officer, deducting therefrom the 
amount paid him asa private in the first regiment 
of Tennessee volunteers during the period he 
performed the duties of surgeon. 

Dr. Hail was a private in the first regiment of 
Tennessee volunteers serving in Mexico. While 
a member of that corps, the principal surgeon of 
the regiment died. While under the sole care of 
an assistant surgeon, much sickness prevailed in 
the regiment—about four hundred being sick at 
one time.’ During this time Dr. Hail was actively 
engaged in professional services to the sick, doing 
all he could to alleviate their suffering and dis- 


tress; and it is stated by General Pillow that his | 


services were necessary. 

The resolution was reported to the Senate with- 
out amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES E. ANDERSON. 

The bill (S. No. 311) for the relief of Charles 
E. Anderson was read the second time, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Its purpose is to direct the payment to Mr. 
Anderson, late acting chargé d’affaires of the 
United States at Paris, the sum of $1,657 69, it 


being the amount of the difference between the | 


salary received by him as secretary of legation 
and that of chargé from Ist of April to the 29th 
of November, 1937. 

Mr. Anderson was appointed secretary of the 
legation of the United States at Paris in 1836, 
under General Cass, our Minister at that court. 
In March, 1837, on the departure of the Minis- 
ter for the Mediterranean and the Holy Land, 
he was presented to the court of Louis Philippe 
as chargé d’affaires of the United 


eral Cass to his post, a period of cight or nine 
months, the entire duties, responsibilitics, and 
expenses of the legation devolved upon him, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE M. GORDON, 


The bill of the Committee on Public Lands, 
(S. No. 312,) to vest the title of certain warrants 
for land in George M. Gordon, was read the 
second time. 

Its purpose is to direct the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, under such regulations 
as he may prescribe, to recognize the assignment 
made to George M. Gordon on the 2Ist of Jan- 
nary, 1852, by Edmund Hugill, sergeant in Cap- 
tain Gordon’s company, third regiment of United 
States infantry, and James McIntyre, a private 
of the same company and regiment, to whom 
warrants numbered 78,402 and 75,403, were is- 
sued on the 13th day of July, 1853, so as to vest 
the legal title in George M. Gordon, his heirs or 
assigns, according to the intention of those par 
tues. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I shall have to oppose the 
passage of this bill. Ido not know under what 
circumstances the case was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. We have had a number 
of similar applications before the Committee on 
Private Land Ciaims, and have reported ad- 
versely to the whole of them. I will state to the 
Senate, in a very few words, what is the principle 
involved. 

By the act of Congress of February 11, 1847, 
granting bounty lands, there was an express pro- 
vision against any transfer by a soldier of his 
bounty land beforchis warrant issucd in his favor; 
and all mortgages, assignments, transfers, pow- 
ers, and instruments whatever, tending to affect 
the title, were declared to be utterly nulland void, 


States ad in- | 
terim; and from that time till there turn of Gen- i 


| 


il 
j: 
H 


l 


; persons, notwithstanding these provisions, spec- 


'eeneral of the United States Army, and arising 


‘through the hands of these officers. One of them 
i collected over a million of dollars, and the other 


iof their accounts will, we believe, close all the 
accounts of our paymasters connected with mili- ; 


and to have no effectin law. A large number of | 


ulated in bounty land claims. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. My friend from Louisiana 
will pardon me for interrupting him for a mo- 
ment. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Sruarr] 
reported this bill, and he has retired from the 
Chamber in consequence of illness. I suggest, 
therefore, that it would be better to postpone this į 

ill. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. 
allowing it to lie over. 

The bill was postponed until Friday next. 


STEUART AND RANDALL. 


The bill (S. No. 313) forthe relief of Adam 
D. Steuart, and of Alexander Randall, executor 
of Daniel Randall, was read a second time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to Adam D. Steuart, and to Alex- 
ander Randall, executer of Danie] Randall, a 
commission of one per cent. upon such amounts 
of money as were respectively collected by them, 
and disbursed or paid into the Treasury of the 
United States, in virtue of the authority specially 
invested in them, by order of the commanding 


I have no objection to 


from duties on imports, taxes, or other assess- 
ments in Mexico, during the late war with that 
Republic. 

Mr. HUNTER, I believe there is a general 
law in regard to matters of this kind. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. There is a general law 
under which the accounts of the other paymasters 
in Mexico were settled. These gentemen had 
very large amounts of money, and cach sustained | 
losses. They paid over the meney which they į 
collected to the Government, without claiming the | 
per centage to which they were entitled under the | 
law. This bill reaily allows them one per cent. 
less than they were cutitled to under the law. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think the amount is the 
same as under the law. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. No, sir, it is one per 
cent. less. A large amount of money passed 


about three hundred thousand dollars during the 
Mexican war. In consequence of the large 
amount, the Committee on Military Affairs cut 
down the commission about one per cent. These | 
gentlemen are faithful officers, and the settloment 


tary operatious in Mexico. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. | 


L. JANE HORNER, t 


The House bill (No. 130) to grant to L. |! 


Jane Horner and children a section of land in 
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and her 
lowing manner: the south half of the section to 
L. Jane Horner, in her own right, and the north 
half to her Bhildren, if it be shown to the satis- 
faction of the register and receiver in Oregon, with 


the approval of the Commissioner of the General || 


Land Office, that their continued possession has 
been such as, under the conditions of the act of 
Qith September, 1850, in regard to settlement, | 
wouid entitle them to a donation. 

It appears that Emanuel Homer, the husband, 


upon, asection of land in the county of Wash- 
ington, and Territory of Oregon, up to the sum- 
mer of 1854, at which time he absconded with a 
paramour, leaving his wife and family to provide 
r themselves. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 


! amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 


| 
i 
i 
| = 
ii having put the Government to the expense of 
| 
| 


i clerk. 
i $ REE s ANE A ithe claimants the higher salary, deducting the 
had possession of, and with his family resided | 


|} poried S 
i and not giving both. 
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to pay to Asbury Dickins, $1,395 88 for his sera 
vices as Acting Secretary of the Treasury, at 
various times, between the 24th of April, 1829, 
and the 3lst of May, 1833; and also the sum of 
$3,693 37 for his services as Acting Secretary of 
State, at various times, between the 10th of Au- 
gust, 1833, and the 9th of November, 1836; also, 
the sum of $261 46 for his services as chief clerk 
in the Treasury Department, from the 2lst of 
June, 1831, to the 7th of August, 1831. 

The Committee on Claims propose to strike 
out all after the enacting clause, and insert the 
following: 

That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury De- 
partment be, and they are hereby, authorized and required 
to account with and allow to Asbury Dickins, lute ebief 
clerk in the Treasury Department, aud late chief cierk in 
the Department of State, for the time be discharged the 
duties of Secretary of the Treasury Department or Secere- 
tary of the Department of State, by appointment from Pres- 
ident Jackson, the same compensation as was then allowed 
by law to the heads of those Departments, deducting there- 
from the compensation received by the said Asbury Dickins, 
as chief clerk of cither of those Departments, during the 
same time, the same to be paid out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. ADAMS. I think the Senator from Del- 
aware [Mr. Bavaro] desires to make a question 
on this bill, and discuss the proposed amendment. 
After having appointed a court, and authorized 
them to settle such questions, and provided for 
having their adjudications brought here as the 
judgment of a court, [ am unwilling to revise and 
change and alter them. I think we ought either 
to repeal the law, or to abide by their decisions. 
As is known to the Senate, J have been as much 
opposed to claims of this character as any other 
Senator; but we have constituted a court, and 
we have provided an attorney to represent the 
Government, so that both sides may be heard 
there. This is an advantage which the Senate 
can never enjoy. The court hears both sides of 
a question; and whether they decide according to 
my judgment or not, I have agreed, by my vote 
for the bill constituting that court, to leave what- 
ever claim a party may think proper to present 
against the Government to their decision, and I 


|| am unwilling to attempt to revise their decisions. 


What they have decided I shall vote to con- 
firm, unless it can be shown, not that they have 
been mistaken in their judgment, but that some 
| fraud has been practiced upon them, or that there 
has been corruption in the court. Their judg- 
ment is the decree of a chancery court having in- 
vestigated the question by authority of the Con- 
gress of the United States. Whether they have 
decided right or wrong, we have made them a 
court to settle the question, and by their decision 
I will abide or vote to repeal the Jaw. I cannot 


|i sce why we should have the trouble of a reinvest- 


igation and revision of their decisions here, after 


constituting and sustaining that court. I can see 
| no advantage to result from it; I am therefore op- 


Court of Claims, though the committee have re- 
! ported a substitute for the bill which the court 
recommend. I will briefly state the case. Mr. 
: Dickins, and two other gentlemen who are men- 
| tioned in the bills which follow, were chief clerks 


© in the Departments, They were appointed by the 


President of the United States at different periods 
‘to discharge the duties of the heads of the De- 
partments. Under a decision of the circuit court 
of the United States, sitting in Baltimore, the 
Court of Claims determined that these gentlemen 
‘were entitled to both salaries—the salary of the 
‘head of the Department, and that of the chief 
The Committee of Claims decided to give 


amount they had already received. 

We did this without undertaking to say that 
| the courthad not decided the legal claim correctly, 
because Í think that, under the decision of the 
upreme Court of the United States, Judge Black- 
ford, who deiivered the opinion, was right in de- 
‘ciding as he did; but Congress, on such matters, 
‘is not bound by the decision of the Supreme 
| Court, or any other court governed by strict legal 
rules. Therefore, without impugning the decis- 
ion of the Court of Claims—without saying that 
‘the court is not a useful institution, we have ro- 
this substitute allowing the higher salary, 
In this view, I think the 
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if you adopt the suggestion of the honorable 
Senator from Mississippi, Congress will soon 
repeal the law establishing the Court of Claims. 
You could not make their decisions final and con- 
clusive. You must leave sonie discretion to Con- 

ress. This court, even with the power retained’ ! 

y Congress, will be a very useful institution in 
sifting facts, and preparing cases for adjudica- 
tion. I hope the proposed substitute will be 
adopted. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would ask the honorable 
Senator from-Pennsylvania if a law has not been 
passed since that case arose, which requires that 
only one salary shall be paid, and that the highest. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Thatis the law new, but 
at the time when this claim arose there was no 
such provision on the subject, and the parties 
had their claim adjudicated on the law as it stood 
at that time. 

Mr. HUNTER. If that be the case, it seems 
to me that no great mischief can arise from sus- 
taining the judgment of the Court of Claims. | 
They have decided, as the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania admits, according to the law of the case, 
as the law then was. Although we-may think, 
and [do think, it was improper to allow them 
both salaries, they were entitled to it if the law 
was such. We have a statute‘now which alters 
that practice, and confines them to only one sal- 
ary. There can be, therefore, no future mischief 
arising from the confirmation of the judgment in 
this case. 

Mr. IVERSON. I think the Senator is wrong 
in supposing that there was any law on the mat- 
ter at the time when Mr. Dickins rendered. the 
service. There were some precedents relied upon, 
I believe. 

Mr. HUNTER. I say that, inasmuch as the 
court decided in Mr. Dickins’s case according 
to the law as it then stood, no great mischief can 
arise from sustaining the decision, because, so 
far as other cases are concerned, they will be 
governed by the: law passed since that time, 
which cofines the applicant to one salary. 

I am of opinion that we have the power to 
revise the judgments and decisions of uie Court of 
Claims, and in extreme cases I would do it, but 
they must be extreme cases where | should be 
induced to revise and change their judgments; 
becanse I know they are the judgments of able 
and impartial men, who have had all the advan- 
tages of argument and sifting of testimony. For 
that reason I should be very loth to set aside 
any judgment which they might pronounce, un- 
Jess It could be shown to me to be palpably erro- 
neous. Now, according to the statement of the 
chairman of the Committee on Claims, this was 
not so. That being the case, why not sustain 
the opinion of the court. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. | think it is better for the 
claimants and better for the Government that my 
friend from Virginia should suffer the proposed 
amendment to be adopted. If we send the bill to 
the ILouse as it comes from the court, the claim- 
ants will get nothing. I ask the Senator from 
Virginia to review his opinion on this subject. 
The claimants will be perfectly satisfied with the 
highest salary. { believe, that if, we confine our- 
selves to that we may secure it, and they will be 
content; but if you undertake to give them what 
the court has allowed, the result will be that they 
will get nothing when the bill reaches the House 
of Representatives. E think it will be better to 
agree to the amendment. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I would ask the Senator from 
Penusylvania whether there was notan incumbent 
who received the salary appropriated by law at 
the very time when these services were performed? 

Mr. BRODITEAD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOUCEY. As I understand the case, 
there were two offices, a higher and a lower. The 
duties of the higher office were discharged by the 
inferior officer. The inferior officer received his 
own salary, and at the same time the superior 
officer received the salary allotted to him by law. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. He was sick or absent. 

Mr. TOUCEY. He was doubtless sick or | 
absent. Such cases arise very often. Now,as 1} 
understand, the Court of Claims propose to pay 
the inferior officer both salaries, while he per- 
formed for the chief officer the duties assigned 
him by law, and for which the chief officer re- 
ceived the full salary. 

The difference between the Court of Claims 


| General Jackson. 


| for his superior; the superior receives the salary, 


f think the whole policy of the law was to reserve 
| to Congress a révision of their decisions. Here 
| we donot revise the facts; we merely express the 


| them, and, dissenting in part from their opinion, 


i to strike out all after the enacting clause, and | 


| which we have just acted. 


and the Committee of Claims is, that, instead of | 
paying both salaries, the committee purpose ‘to 
allow the difference between them to the inferior i 
officer for discharging the duties. The public 
were entitled to his services, and all his services; 
but he has taken upon himself, in the absence of 
another officer, higher duties than those he usu- 
ally performed. . g 

Mr; BRODHEAD. By appointment from 


Mr. TOUCEY. By appointment, of course. 
Now, the Committee on Claims propose merely 
to pay the difference between the higher and lower 
salaries. The practice of the Government is now 
to thecontrary. The inferior oficer who performs 
the duties receives nothing. He performs the duty 
H 


and the inforior gets nothing beyond the regular 
pay allowed him by law. 

Now I should be very reluctant to go beyond 
the report of the Committee on Claims; and E 
should be still more reluctant to say that the de- | 
cision of the Court of Claims, acting in subordi- 
nation to Congress, when we have not been will- 
ing to intrust to that court the power to order the 
payment, but merely to refer the subject back to. 
Congress, should’ be final on such questions. I 


opinion of Congress upon the facts reported by 


we say that when the Government has paid full 
compensation to the subordinate officer, for the 
discharge of his own duties, we will not pay to 
him, when he occupies, temporarily, a higher 
office in the absence of the incumbent, full salary 
for that office also, but only pay. him, including 
both offices, the same amount we pay to -the 
superior officer. I confess there was a difficulty 
in my mind in coming up to the report of the 
Committee on Claims, but I should be very un- 
willing to vote for the bill of the court. 

Mr. BUNTER. I said, when 1 was up be- 
fore, that I should not be willing to yield the 
power of revising the judgment of the Court of 
Claims. 1 certainly think it is necessary to keep 
that power here, but I stated what I think will 
be found to be a salutary rule of practice, that I 
would not do it unless a palpable error in their 
judgment could be shown. In this case it is 
admitted there was no crror, because the decision 
was according to the facts and the law at the time 
when the services were rendered. But I have 
risen to withdraw my opposition to the amend- 
ment, because I understand that the claimants | 
themselves are satisfied with it. 

The amendment was agreed to, the bill was 
reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read a third time, and passed. 

MICHAEL NOURSE. 

The bill (S. No. 315) for the relief of Michael 
Nourse was read a second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill, as reported from the Court of Claims, 
proposed to direct the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to Michac! Nourse the sum of $2,827 39, 
as a compensation in full for his grvices as) 
Acting Register of the Treasury, at various times 
between the 16th of February, 1830, and the | 
17th of May, 1847, both days inclusive. 

The committee reported it with an amendment 


insert the following: 


That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury 
Department be, aud they are hereby, authorized and re- 
quired to account with, and allow to, Michael Nourse, late 
chief clerk in the office of the Register of the Treasury, for 


‘Treasury, under temporary appointments by the President 
of the United States, the same compensation that was at 
the time allowed by law to the Register for those duties; 

to be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise | 
appropriated, deducting therefrom the compensation re- ; 
received by said Nourse, during said time, as chief clerk. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. This bill and the next 
one stand on the same footing with that upon 


i 


| 
The amendment was agreed to, the bill was | 
reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 


| ministrations of Washington and Adams. 
|| was a Federalist, and remained one to the time 


| of his death; but it did not detract from his merits, 
the time that he performed the duties of Register of the !! 


JOHN ROBB. 


The bill (S. No. 316) for the relief of John 
Robb was read the second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. . 

The bill, as received from the Court of Claims, 
proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to John Robb $2,876 73, as a compensa- 
tion in fall for his services as acting Secretary of 
War, in the years 1832 and 1833. : ; 

The committee reported the following substi- 
tute: 

That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury De- 
partment be, and they are hereby, authorized and required 
to account with and allow to Jolin Robb, late chief clerk 
of the Treasury Department, for the time he discharged 
the duties of Sccretary of the Treasury Department, by 
appointment from the President of the Unitcd States, the 
same compensation as, was then allowed by law to the 
head of that Department, deducting therefrom the com- 
pensation received by the said John Robb as chief clerk 
of suid Department, during the same time 5 the same to be 
paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated. 


The amendment was agreed to; the bill was 


| reported to the Senate as amended; the amend- 


ment was concurred in; the bill was ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, and was read 
the third time, and passéd. 


WILLIAM H. CHASE. 


The bill of the Court of Claims (S. No. 317) 
for the relief of William’ H. Chase, was read 
the second time, and considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to direct the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury to pass to the credit 
of William H. Chase, a major in the Army, in 
the settlement of his accounts, the sum of $812 50, 
for the amount heretofore disallowed him in lieu 
of quarters and fuel in 1838 and 1839; and $150 
for money paid by him to Doctor Wedderburn, 
of the Navy, formedical services; and the further 
sum of $130 for money paid by him for the hire 
of a vessel to convey him, in the course of his 
duty, from Key West to Havana in the year 
1845; amounting in all to $1,092 50. 

The bill was reported to the Serate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and pased. 


GENERAL ST. CLAIR. 


The bill (S. No. 319) for the relief of the heirs 
of Major General Arthur St. Clair was read the 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

lt proposes that, in consideration of the claims, 
services, and sacrifices, of the late Major General 
Arthur St. Clair, in the war of the Revolution, 
and in the subsequent Indian wars, the Secretary 
of the Treasury pay to his heirs—one-sixth to be 
paid to the heirs of each of his six children— 
$30,000. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I regret that the senior 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cass] is not here. 
He has some knowledge of the merits of this case. 
There is a letter from Mr. Whittlesey appended 
to the report of the committec, which may be read; 
and in fact, the report itself may be read if any 
Senator desires it. 1 think this is one of the most 
meritorious cases that has come before the Com- 
mittee on Claims since I have been connected 
with that committee. Such was the judgment of 


| the committee. We investigated it thoroughly. 


We had all the acts of Congress, and all the re- 
ports before us which had reference to General 
St. Clair. 

He advanced moneys during the Indian wars, 
which were not paid. When the Democrats came 
into power under Mr. Jefferson, he had to en- 
counter prejudices. He had adhered to the ad- 
He 


and from his claims on the Government. He 
distinguished himself in very many of the battles 
of the revolutionary war. He hada handsome 
fortune when the Revolution commenced, and 


| went beyond that. 
i quence of existing difficulties, to incur additional 


that was sacrificed. He advanced money to reën- 
list one of the regiments whose time had expired. 

When Governor of the Northwestern Terri- 
tory—he was Governor fourteen years--he was 
directed to make an Indian treaty, and a small 


i sum of money (I believe a few thousand dollars) 


He 


It was necessary, In conse- 


was appropriated to enable him to do it. 


third reading, was read a third time, and passed. / expense. The then Secretary of the Treasury 
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promised that he would ask Congress to ap- 
propriate this money for him. It was never 
done, General St. Clair became poor. He kept 
a litte tavern on the road side, as stated by 


Mr. Whittlesey in his letter, who stayed over | 


night with him. We have proposed to give him 
that money, with something like a reasonable 
amount of interest. 
believe, be much more if we were to pay the full 
amount of his claim; but rather.thaa encounter 
the opposition which might be expected toa very 
large claim, those who are‘entitled are willing to 
receive this sum. 

Mr. ADAMS. What is the amount? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Thirty thousand dollars 
is the amount agreed on by the claimants. I be- 
lieve that if his heirs had what was justly due 
them, they would have twice the amount. Such 
was the opinion of the committee, and will be the 
opinion of those who investigate the case. The 
report of the committee and letter of Mr. Whit- 
tlesey can be read, if desired. 

Several Senators. Itis not necessary. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would suggest to the chair- 
man that it is unusual to allow interest. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. We do not allow it as 
interest. General St. Clair’s property was sac- 
rificed in consequence of his becoming personally 
liable for this debt. His entire estate was sold, 
and we have endeavored to reimburse his heirs. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARTIN FENWICK. 


The bill (S. No. 320) for the relief of Martin 
Fenwick was read the second time, and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to confirm to him aprivate land claim of five hun- 
dred arpens of land in Missouri. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PETER PARKER. 


The bill (S. No. 321) for the relief of Peter 
Parker was read a second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to Peter Parker, late acting chargé d’affaires of 
the United States at Canton, China, the sum of 
$2,610 04, being the difference between the salary 
received by him as secretary of legation and 
Chinese interpreter, from the 26th of May, 1852, 
to the 31st of January, 1853; from the 27th of 


January to the 14th of April, 1854; and from the | 


9th of December, 1854, to the 4th of May, 1855, 
and the salary of a chargé d’affaires for the same 
period. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed, 

On. motion of Mr. BIGGS, the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
* Privay, July 11, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer |; 


by the Chaplain, Rev. Dante, Warno. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ASSAULT ON SENATOR SUMNER. 


The SPEAKER stated that the business in | 


order was the consideration of the resolutions, 
reported by the sclect committee to investigate 
the alleged assault upon Senator Sumner by Mr. 
Brooks. 


On this question the gentleman from Pennsyl- į 


vania [Mr. Auirson] was entitled to the floor. 
KANSAS INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE 
MINORITY REPORT. 


Mr. OLIVER. [ rise to a privileged question. 
Task leave to submit this morning the minority 


report of the Kansas investigating committee, | 


and to have it printed under the previous order 
of the House, without having it read; as it is 
lengthy, and would consume much of the im- 
portant time of the House. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, 
given at.a previous session of the House, the 


report will be received and printed with the ma- | 


jority report. . 


| 


4 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Is not this a day devoted 


to private business? 


| The SPEAKER. It is; but that business is l 


overridden by a question of privilege. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
| A message was received from the Senate by 


I Mr. Assu ? i cret: i $ z 
The total amount would, I | M spury Diıcrixs, its Secretary, informing 


! the House that the Senate had passed a bill (H. 
i To oe . ees A 

i R. No. 71) making appropriations for the current 
,and contingent expenses of the Indian depart- 


the various tribes of Indians, for the year ending 
June 30, 1857, with amendments, in which he 
was directed to ask the concurrence of the House. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS, ETC. 


Mr. GIDDINGS, by unanimous consent, re- 
| ported back from the Committee of Claims, a bill 
| from the Court of Claims for the relief of Joseph 
| White; which was referred to a Committee of 
‘the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

i Mr. GIDDINGS. I ask the unanimous con- 


Mr. WHEELER, I object, and call for the 
regular order of business. 


i 
| 
; Mr. HAVEN. I desire to ask the gentleman 


reference, 
| Mr. WHEELER. I will withdraw my objec- 
i tion. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, then, from the Committee 
of Claims, reported back the following Senate 


to-morrow, and ordered to be printed: 
An act (No. 182) for the relief of John Tucker; 
An act (No. 205) for the relief of Peter Grover; 
‘An act (No. 280) for the relief of Anthony Ran- 
: kin, of Tennessee; 
| Anact (No. 169) for the relief of Josiah S. 
Little; 


Jabez P. Rooker, deceased; 
| An act (No.296) for the relief of Sally T. Mat- 
| thews; 


‘| An act (No. 299) for the relief of John M. Me- 


Intosh; and 
An act (No. 136) for the relief of Isaac Cook 
and others. 


| Mr. CUMBACK, by unanimous consent, pre- 
1 


aged by, the bombardment of Greytown; which 
was referred-to the Court of Claims. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL, by unanimous consent, 


read, considered, and adopted: 


| Resolved. That the Clerk of this House be directed to 
call upon the clerk of the Courtof Claims to return to this 
, House the papers in the case of James Thompson, surviv- 
| ing partner of C. M. Strader & Co., of Louisville, Ken- 


i} tucky, referred to the Court of Claims by resoluuion of 


March —, 185; and that said papers be referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


On motion of Mr. KNOWLTON, it was 


the Court of Claims. 


Mr. KNOWLTON, from the Committee of 
Claims, by unanimous consent, reported a bill for 
the relief of Moses Noble; which was read a first 
: and second time, referred to a Committee of the 
| Whole House, made the order of the day for to- 
; morrow, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi, by unani- 
| mous consent, introduced a bill for the relief of 
Simon Myers & Co.; which was read a first and 


the Judiciary. 

Mr. B. also, from the Committee for the Dis- 
triet of Columbia, reported back Senate bill (No. 
160) to incorporate an insurance company in the 
city of Washington; which was referred to a 
Commitiee of the Whole House, and ordered to 
| be printed. 


ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with | 


bills; which were referred to a Committee of the į 
Whole House, made the order of the day for j 


| An act (No. 289) for the relief of the heirs of | 


| sented the memorial of Oscar Piter, praying for | 
| compensation for property destroyed in, and dam- 


introduced the following resolution; which was | 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of John H. Piatt be | 
withdrawn trom the files of the House, and referred to ! 


second time, and referred to the Committee on | 


Mr. B. also, from the same committee, reported 
back a bill regulating the municipal elcctions in 
the city of Washington; which was laid on thë 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of the sureties. of 
Daniel Winslow; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, made the order of the day for to-morrow, 
and ordered to be printed. f 

Also, a bill for the relief of Joseph C. G. Ken- 
nedy; which received a like disposition. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, reported 
back Senate bill (No. 222) for the relief of Abra- 
ham Kentzing; which was referred to a Commit- 
tee of the Whole House, made the order of the 
day for to-morrow, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a resolution instructing the Committee on 
Printing to inquire into the expediency of print- 
ing extra copies of the majority and, minority 
reports of the select committee on the Kansas 

uestion; which, under the rule, was referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. KENNETT, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill to divide the State of Missouri 
into two judicial districts; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAMRELL, from the Committee on En- 
graving, reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Engraving be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and directed to cause to be litho- 
graphed and printed the maps accompanying the letter of 
the Sceretary of War, transmitting a copy of Major Linds- 


ley’s report on the timber and mineral. resources of tha 
Deep River country, in North Carolina. 


Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to know what-will 
be the cost of lithographing these maps? 
j Mr.DAMRELL. One hundred and nine dol- 
ars. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. If that is all, I will not 
object. 


The resolution was then adopted. 


On motion of Mr. KNOX, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
discharged from the further consideration of a bill (IE R. 
No. 52) granting land in alternate sections to the State of 
Arkansas, to aid in the construction of the Mississippi, 
Ouachita, and Red River railroad, and that the same be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. BROOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House for leave to intro- 
duce a bill relating. to the transportation of the 
mail between the United States and Europe, of 
which previous notice has been given, in order 
it may be referred to a select committee of 
ive. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [I object. 

Mr. BROOM. Previous notice has been given 
of intention to introduce the bill,and I would in- 

uire whether the gentleman can object? 

The SPEAKER. The bill can be received only 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I only object to the bill, 
because it is moved to refer it to a select commit- 
tee. We have already enough of those com- 
mittees. 

Mr. BROOM. I withdraw that portion of my 
proposition, and ask that the bill be introduced 
and referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

No objection being made, the bill was intro- 
duced, read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
hope that I shall have the unanimous consent of 
the House for leave to submit a resolution to 
change the hour of daily meeting hereafter from - 
twelve o’clock to eleven o’clock, a.m. 

Mr. WHEELER. I object. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I insist on the reg- 
ular order of business. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understand the gentleman 
from Ohio to call for the regular order of busi- 
ness, which is to-day, I believe, the business on 
the Private Calendar. If that be the regular 
order of business, I hope he will adhere to it, 
Let us have the regular order of business, what- 
ever itis. 

Mr. NORTON, by unanimous consent, in 
pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
confirming’ the selection of swamp lands. made 
under the act of Congress approved September 


1612 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


July 1, 


28, 1850, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and setond time by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WINSLOW by unanimoas consent, from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported a bill 
for the relief of Thomas B. Steele, passed assist- 
ant surgeon of the Navy of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
made the order of the day for to-morrow, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KNOWLTON, by unanimous consent, 
from the Committee of Claims, reported a bill for 
the relief of J. C. G. Kennedy; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, made the order 
of the day for to-morrow, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I call for the 
regular order of business, and will make objec- 
tion to all other business out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the consideration of resolutions reported 
from a‘select committee relating to the privileges 
of this Fouse; and the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Axttson] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. Mr: Speaker, { have 


conversed with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, | 


and he is willing that, as this day is set apart for 
the consideration of private business, I shall move 


that the further consideration of the resolutions | 


under consideration be postponed until Monday 
next, and that the House proceed to act on the 
bills on the Private Calendar. There are one 
hundred and forty cases on it. É 
Mr. CLINGMAN. The regular order of busi- 


ness has been called for, and I object to anything } 


else. 
Mr. COBB. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has yiclded, that I may submit the motion to 


postpone. 

Mr. LETCHER. Letus get through with one 
thing at a time, Finish the business under con- 
sideration before we go to anything else, 

Mr. McMULLIN. Is the motion to postpone 
debatable ? : 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. COBB. I will not consume the time of the 
House by discussing the propriety of considering, 
at this time, the long list of private bills on the 
Private Calendar. It needs no discussion; the pro- 

riety of the procceding is evident to every mem- 

er, We have considered but one case of a pri- 
vate nature on any of the objection days since 
our sessions began; and that, in my opinion, was 
one of the most outrageous bills that we have 
passed at the present session. Is it not our duty 
to consider the bills of private claimants on the 
day, at least, set apart for their consideration b 


the rules of the House? Most assuredly; and, | 


sir, I do not think there is a single member to 


object to what is proposed. On Monday we can | 
take up this question of alleged privilege, and go | 


on to its decision. 

Mr. CRAIGE. The Chair says that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania is entitled to the floor 
on the regular order of business. If so, how, 


then, under the ruling of the Chair, can that gen- | 


tleman farm the floor out to the gentleman from 
AMabama? Without unanimous consent can the 


gentleman from Alabama take the floor to make |! 
Can the gentleman from ; 
Pennsylvania yicld to another member that he | 


the motion to postpone ? 


may make a speech ? 


Mr. McMULLIN. Yes, Mr. Speaker, the 


gentleman from Pennsylvania yielded to the gcn- | 
tleman from Alabama, to make a motion to post- | 


pone, but net to make a speech. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is entitled to the floor on the resolutions 
relating to the alleged assault on a Senator from 
Mas usetis by amember of this House, 
yields the floor to the gentleman from Alabama 
fo make a motion to postpone the further consid- 
eration Gf those resolutions, and on that motion 


the gentlonan from Alabama is entitled to the | 
floor; when that motion is decided—if negatived | 


—the gentleman from Pennsylvania resumes the 


foor 

ir, McMULLIN. That cannot be. 

The SPEAKER, The question will arise at 
the proper time. 


He | 


Mr. ALLISON. The floor is not yielded to 
the gentleman from Alabama to make a speech. 

Mr. COBB. I will notmakeaspeech. I sub- 
mit the motion to postpone. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 1 appeal to the House at 
once to decide the question regularly before the 
House. There is a charge pending against a 
member of this body. It is a grave one--that he 
has infringed the privileges of this House—and- 
ought to be immediately decided. He is in judg- 
ment before this House and the country. The 
report of the select committee to investigate the 
matter has been under discussion for two days. 
Arguments have been made on the otherside which 
demand instant answer from this side. Why, 
then, interrupt the trial at this stage? Let us 
proceed with it; let the decision be had as soon 
as possible; and then, Mr. Speaker, I shall be 
found ready to go with the gentleman from Ala- 
bama to the consideration of the bills on the 
Private Calendar. I hope the House will not 
agree to the motion to postpone. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move to lay the 
motion upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to postpone, 
and must be voted on. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Cozs’s 
motion; and it was disagreed to. 


| THE SUMNER ASSAULT. ~ 


Mr. ALLISON then took the floor, and ad- 
dressed the House on the assault on Mr. Sumner, 
! and in favor of the report of the committee. He 
| contended that the House ought not to hesitate 
| in the proper discharge ofits duties His remarks 
will be found in the Appendix. 

Messrs. BOCOCK, SIMMONS, and WINS- 
LOW, addressed the House at length also upon 
the subject under consideration. Their remarks 
will be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. EDIE. ] am glad, Mr. Speaker, that after 
two days of determined effort on my part, I have 
succeeded in obtaining the floor. And yet, for the 
short time that I will occupy the attention of this 
House, it was hardly worth while to give myself 
i| so much trouble. I shall not occupy the atten- 
tion of the House more than ten minutes. But 
I shall endeavor to gratify the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Bocock,] m avoiding any discns- 
sion of the slavery question. There is enough, 
sir, in the consideration of the question before 
us, in its importance, to compel us to look at it 
without looking at anything else And yet, sir, 
the discussion of this question can be had in a 
very few minutes. 

I am sorry I cannot gratify the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Cumeman] to the same ex- 
į tent that I am able to gratify the other gentleman, 
! for I cannot look upon this question as a mere 
| personal question. There is something more than 
| mere personality in and about this question. I 
| cannot, therefore, gratify that gentleman in look- 
i ing on this discussion as a personal one. And I 
-am equally sorry that I cannot agree with both 
the boid gentlemen from Georgia, [Messrs. Coss 
and Fosrrr,] who endeavored to explain away 
the meaning of the Constitution of the United 
States, contrary to the plain English import of 
the words used in that instrument. I shall not 
discuss this question, either, by a reference to 
| musty English precedents. I find the power 
i which this House proposes to exercise, in the 
i Constitution. I go nowhere else for it. 


Sir, the facts in this case, necessary to its just 
|| determination, needed no committee to report 
them to the House; at least, so far as the princi- 
| pal actor was concerned. They have not been 


| 

| 

| 

i 

i 

i 

| 

il denied. They are conceded, and stand out with a 
|| special prominence that prevents our overlooking 
f them. They may be taken as guide-posts in the 
| consideration of the resolutions reported by the 
|: committee, and may enable us to arrive at safe 
|, and correct conclusions. They are, first, a Sen- 
ij ator, the representative of a sovereign State, 
|| sitting in his seat in the Senate-house, was per- 
|; sonally attacked and beaten by a member of this 
ti body; and, second, that this personal violence 
I was inflicted for, or on account of, words spoken 
|i in debate on a question under consideration in 
4 the Senate of the United States. 


battery must be left to answer in the criminal 
| courts of the country for the offense; and that 
neither we nor the Senate can inflict punishment 
i for the beating. Neither do | care, sir, whether 
| the violence used was of an aggravated character 
or not, so far as the merits of the controversy bow 
: in hand are concerned. 

There is, however, a question that underlies all 
this—a question of more importance to the Amer- 
ican people than even the life of a Senator, were 
he the most distinguished in the nation; and that 
is the right of an American congressman to dis- 
cuss, in the body to which he may belong, such 
questions as may seem, in his judgment, to de- 
mand discussion, in such way and by the use of 
such parliamentary phraseology, as he may deem 
proper, without any other responsibility than 
what he owes to his constituents for the faithful 
discharge of duty. Sir, when any one undertakes 
| to strike down a member of the National Legis- 
lature for words spoken in debate—for an official 
| act, around which the protection of the Constitu- 
tion is thrown, it is our duty to look beyond the 
mere assault and battery to the violence inflicted 
upon the Constitution itself—to the great wrong 
inflicted upon the people in the person of their 
representative, í 

Sir, the organic law ofthe nation declares that 
Senators and Representatives, ‘‘for any speech 
or debate in either House, shall not be questioned 
in any other placc;” and yet, in the case now 
before us, a member of this House, undertakes to, 
and does, inflict personal chastisement upon a 
member of the other branch, on account of some 
insult, or supposed insult, not intended for the 
member himself, but believed by him to be in- 
tended for his State and for his relative—this in- 
sult or supposcd insult having been uttered by 
į the Senator in a speech made in his place in the 
f Senate Chamber. Sir, undertaking to chastise 
| a Senator for words spoken in debate, is, in my 
|! judgment, “ putting him to question in another 
| place;”’ and hence violence is done to the Con- 

stitution, as well as to the freedom of debate which 
|| it assures to the people in the: persons of their 
, Representatives and Senators. If this be the cor- 
| rect view of this question, then the House should 
not hesitate to inflict its severest punishment on 
| the offending member. I go further, sir; in my 
| poor judgment, I hold that any attempt to abridge 
| the freedom of legislative debate, by force or vio- 
i lence, either as intimidation before the debate 
occurs, or as punishment after the words have 
been spoken in debate, is such * disorderly beha- 
vior” upon the part of the member committing 
it, as to demand the prompt action of the body 
| in its own purgation. 

‘| I shall not undertake to argue at length the 
| power of this House to pass the resolutions re- 
ported by its committee. It is not necessary to 
go into an examination of the musty precedents 
|; to be found in the records of the English Parlia- 
ment. ‘The case before us can be safely rested 
upon other grounds. When we find a constitu- 
tional provision guarantying the right of free de- 
| bate—when we see this provision and«the com- 
mon law violated for the purpose of punishing a 
Senator for the fearless exercise of this constitu- 
tional privilege, we naturally look about us to see 
how members of Congress may be protected in 
this their right granted for the benefit of their con- 
stituents; and, in making this examination, we 
| find that each House “ may punish its members 
for disorderly behavior, and, with the concurrence 
| of two thirds, expel a member.” Now, sir, it is 
wholly unnecessary to go into an elaborate argu- 
ment to show what disorderly behavior is, or 
whether or not that ‘ disorderly behavior” must 
be committed during the sitting of the body pro- 
| posing to punish it, It is enough for the argu- 
| ment to know that the instrument authorizing us 
to punish for “ disorderly behavior,’’ in not fix- 
ing the metes and bounds of the offense by a 
definition, left the power to define in the same 
hands with the power to punish; and if, in the 
exercise of this discretion confided to us by the 
Constitution, we shall bring within the definition 
of “ disorderly behavior” all violent and forcible 
attempts to abridge the right of free legislative 
debate, who in all this broad land will blame or 
| censure us? Sir, in my opinion, we owe it to 
i ourselves, for the protection of our rights—we 
| Owe it to the nation, in the defense of a great con- 
| stitutional privilege, to pass the resolution of 
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| ware to yield me the floor for a moment, to give 
i notice to the House that, as soon as possible 
i after this question shall be disposed of, propose i question, we may continue the discussion until 
: to call up the motion now pending, to recon- late in the evening, so as to enable every gentle- 
_ sider the vote by which was referred to the Com- } man, who desires to speak, to be heard on it. 

mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union |) 


resolutions may be taken up on Monday morning, 


expulsion reported by our committee; and, much 
to be acted on under the operation of the previous 


as I may regret the necessity of so doing, I am 
constrained to vote for its passage, 

Mr. CULLEN obtained the floor; but by con- 
sent of the House, and on the condition that he 


l; 
|; 
E 
i 


would be entitled to the floor to-morrow, he 
ielded to Mr. Gippines. 

Mr. ENGLISH offered the following amend- 
ment to the amendment of Mr. Cons; which was 
read for information: 

Resolved, That this House hereby declare its disappro- 
bation ef the assault made by the Hon. PRESTON S. BROOKS 
upon the Hon, CHARLES Sumner, in the Senate Chambe 
on the 224 day of May, 1856; and the House deem this 
fit occasion to express its disapprobation of the use of fan- 
guage, in debate, of ‘a character personally offensive to in- 


dividual members of Congress, or to any of the States of | 


this Union. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I desire to offer that amend- 
ment as a substitute for the pending amendment. 

The SPEAKER. k can only be received by 
general consent, 

Several Memsens objected. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Is it not tn order, 
Mr. Speaker, as a substitute for the first propo- 
sition ? 


The SPEAKER. A substitute for the original | 


Proposition has been offered by the gentleman 
from Georgia, {Mr. Corn,] and is pending. It is 
in order to amend the amendment. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. That is the question 


which I understand was presented by the gentle- | 


man from Indiana. 
Mr. ENGLISH. If it is in order to amend the 
amendment, I now submit the proposition. 
The SPEAKER. The amendment can only 
be received by general consent. 
I did 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 1 object. 


not understand my colleague [Mr. Gippryes} to | 


have yielded for the purpose of amendment at 
all. 

Mr. KELSEY. 
the following amendment, to come in immediately 


after the preamble, if the amendment of Mr. 


I give notice that Ishall offer | 


the bill declaring invalid the pretended laws of 
Kansas. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. LETCHER. Wil the gentleman from 


There is an ap- 


| propriation bil on the Speaker’s table that has 
been sent back here with amendments from the | 
: Senate, and I ask the unanimous consent of the 


House that it may be taken up and referred to 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 


Union. 
There being no objection, the kill (H. R. No. 


71) making appropriations for the current and |: 


contingent expenses of the Indian department, 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the va- 


rious tribes of Indians, for the year ending June | 


39, 1857, with the Senate amendments thereto, was 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Unian. 

TITLES OF LANDS IN ARKANSAS. 


Mr.GREENWOOD. Taskthe consent of the 


i gentleman from Delaware, who has the floor, and 


the consent of the House, to have Senate bill 


MAILS BETWEEN NEW YORK 


STADT. 


AND GLUCK- 


Mr. STEPHENS, by unanimous consent, and 


in pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
directing the Postmaster General to enter intoa 


H 

H 

| Mr. ENGLISH. f shall not object to the 
[i proposition of the gentleman from Ohio, provided 
|, he will allow me to submit an amendment. 

| Mr. CAMPBELL. {I shall probably have an 
| amendment to offer myself to the original reso-~ 
< lution, and I do not wish to have the matter too 
| much trammeled. 

| Mr. BOCOCK. It may be that the gentlemen 
i; who are implicated in this matter may want te 
submit some remarks to the House. I merely 
‘i wish to know from the gentleman from Ohio 
| Whether, if they think proper to doso, they will 
‘havc the privilege of saying something to the 
House in their own defense after the previous 
i; question will have been seconded? 

ji Mr. CAMPBELL. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. COMINS. I desire to say, that if the 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. ke 
| wishes to address the House, I hope that he wil 
‘have an opportunity to do so; and should the 
i debates of to-day continue until a late hour, that 
|, be will not be compelled to speak this evening, 
|, but will be permitted to speak on Monday morn- 
li ing, if he so desires. 


Mr. HOUSTON. 


I do not think there is an 


f 


I have no doubt that the 
i| previous question can be sustained whenever the 
‘| gentleman desires to move it. It could have been 
|| Sustained for the last two or three days. I there- 


į contract with Christian Hansen, of Brooklyn, |i fore object to any arrangements being entered 
New York, for the transportation of the United | into, ` 


| Mr. CAMPBELL. 


Coss is voted down: 


Resolved, That said Presron S. Brooxs has been guilty see 
of disorderly conduet, and of a breach of the privileges of | | States mail, from the port of New York to Gluck- |! 


Į desire to say that] shall” 


the Senate and of this House. 


Mr. GIDDINGS then addressed the House for 


ji stadt, on the continent of Europe; which was 
‘referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 


i move the previous question on Monday morning, 


| |i the first thing after the Journal is read, with the 

an hour. Elis remarks will be published in the |! Post Roads. |, understanding that, if any of the parties impli- 
Aprendiz. i WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. || cated desire to be heard, I will withdraw the call 
Mr. CULLEN. I move that the House do now || Mr. OLIVER, of New York. [ask the unan- |; for their benefit, and not for the benefit of any 

| 


adjourn. 

Mr CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask the gentle- 
man from Delaware to withdraw that motion for 
a moment, and | will renew it. 

Mr. CULLEN withdrew the motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 desire to say to the 
House that J shall make an effort, at the close of 
the session of to-morrow, to bring this matter to 
a clase, by moving the previous question, with a 
view to have the vote taken on Monday morning. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


munication from the Navy Department, in re-i naar A 2 
| papers in the case of Antoine Robinson taken 


sponse to a resolution of the House, of May 19, 
1356, in relation to the number of captains and 
commanders requisite to perform certain duties 


therein specified, and in respect to certain other | 


officers and duties; which was referred to the 


minutes past five o'clock, pe m.,) the House ad- : 


imous consent of the House that leave be granted | 
| for the withdrawal from the files of the House of 
i the papers in the case of Elijah Bostwick, that they 


may be returned to the party. A 
Mr. READY. I dislike to object, but I think it 
has been the universal practice of the House to 


refuse such applications, and allow only copies to |: 


be taken. 


The SPEAKER. Itis the custom of the House | 
į to order that cop 


pies of the papers be left on file. 
Mr. OLIVER. Well, Iam content with that. 
There being no objection, leave was granted. 
Mr. OLIVER. I desire, also, to have the 


from the files of the Committee of the Whole 
House, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. [understand itis necessa. 
an order of the [Louse for that purpose. 


ry to have | 


| other member. h 
| Mr. MeMULLIN. I desire, then, to say, that 
| if the previous question is to be moved and sus- 
tained on Monday morning, I hope gentlemen, 
in the speeches that are to be made, will be con- 
i| fined strictly to the subject under consideration. 
| Jt is well known that, up to this time, there has 


i been much irrelevant discussion. 

|| The SPEAKER. It is the right of the gentle- 
ji man from Virginia to confine gentlemen to re- 
i marks that are strictly in order. 

Mr. ENGLISH. With the consent of the 
gentleman from Delaware, I desire to offer an 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I am willing that the 


j| amendment may be read for information. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


Resoived, That this House hereby declare its disappra- 
bation of the assault made by the Hon. Preston S. BRoows 


members of Congress, or to any of the States of 


$ T . Afr A\TOMITT ST T PERA E E i o ‘ . r 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be |, Mr. MeMULLIN. Iwouldaskifthese papers || upon the Hon. CHARLE ANER, in the Sonate Chamber, 
printed | have been referred by order of the House to the | 2 i ; ; and the House deem this a 

the i h a : sy i: Committee of the Whole House? | nto expr probation of the use of kar- 

And then, on motion of Mr. HAVEN, (at ten eT OLIVER. Y li é oe pamsshally ofenivete Ine 
í OLIVER. ! i 


journed ull to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, July 12, 1856. 
The House met at twelve o'clock, m, Prayer 
by Rev. Danie Watno. 
‘The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ASSAULT ON SENATOR SUMNER. 
Phe SPEAKER stated that the business in 


reported by the select committee to investigate 
the alleged assault upon Senator Scmyer by Mr. 
Excoxs; the pending question being on the amend- 
ment of Mr, Conn, of Georgia. 


On this question, the gentieman from Delaware 


[Mr. CuLLen] was entitled to the floor, 


LAWS OF KANSAS: 
Mr. GROW. [ask the gentleman from Del- 


Mr. MeMU LLIN. Then I ask why they are 


to he taken from that committee and referred to i 


the Committee on Military Affairs? i 
Mr. OLIVIER. "There is another matter pend- 


i ing before the Committee on Military Affairs, in 
| whieh it is necessary that these papers be uscd. 


There being no objection, leave was granted, 
Mr. DICK, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill to divide the State of Pennsylvania into 


; three judicial districts; which was read a first 
; and second time, and referred to the Committee 


order was the consideration of the resolutions || on the Judiciary. 


ASSAULT ON SENATOR SUMNER— AGAIN. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I understand, 


| Mr. Speaker, that there are a number of gentle- 
| men here who desire to be heard on the resolu- 
| tions in relation to the assault on Mr. SUMNER. 


|i this Union. 
j| Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I desire to ask 
i for information whether, if this amendment is 
introduced, it will prevent me from moving to 
i amend the original resolution offered by the ma- 
jovity of the committee? 

The SPEAKER, It will not preclude an 
i; amendment to the original resolution in the na- 
| ture of perfecting it, ‘The Chair will say, that 
| the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
| cannot be received, except by unanimous con- 
| sent, while thegentleman from Delaware occupies 
the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Bat the gentleman from 
Delaware yields for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks the gen- 
| tleman from Delaware has no right to yield the 
| Hoor for that purpose, except by unanimous cor- 


| 
| 
| 


| sent. 


Mr. DEAN. I object. 
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Mr. CULLEN addressed the House for an 
hour. His remarks will be published in the Ap- 
dendix. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Ihave not sought the floor 
for the purpose of submitting any remarks. M 
only object is to offer the following as an amend-. 
ment to the amendment of the gentlenian from 
Georgia, [Mr. Cons:] 


Resolved, That this House hereby declare its disapproba~- 
tion of the assault made by the Hon. Preston 8. Brooks 
upon the Hon. CHARLES SUMNER, in the Senate Chamber, 
on the 22d day of May, 1856; and the House deem this a 
fit-oceasion to express its disapprobation of the use of lan- 
guage, in debate, of a character personally offensive to in- 
dividual members of Congress, or to any of the States of 
this Union. 


TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman propose 
it as an addition to the amendment? 

Mr. ENGLISH. No, sir; as a substitute for 
it. I will inquire of the Chair whether, if my 
amendment shall be adopted, the question will 
not then be upon the amendment as amended? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. BOYCE and Mr. ETHERIDGE severally 
addressed the House upon the subject under con- 
sideration. Their remarks will appear in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. NICHOLS obtained the floor. 

Mr. GOODE. Ifthe gentleman from Ohio will 
yield for that purpose, I will move that the House 
adjourn. It is very evident that the House is not | 
in a condition to listen to further debate upon this 
subject at this time. This is Saturday evening; 
the House is wearied with the day’s session; 
and it is equally evident that there are yet many 
gentlemen who desire to speak upon this subject, 
and that it is not the wish of the House that the 
previous question should be moved on Monday 
morning, To enable the gentleman from Ohio, 
therefore, to proceed with his remarks under 
more favorable circumstances, if he will yicld the 
floor, L will move an adjournment. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I should prefer to go on at 
this time, if the House is disposed to hear me; 
‘but unless there should be a more general dispo- 
sition to listen I should rather not speak at all. 

Mr. GOODE. Tam satisfied that the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. CameneLL} will not call 
the previous question on Monday morning. It 
is evident that there are many gentlemen who 
still desire to speak upon the subject. 

Mr. NICHOLS. With that understanding, 
I yicld for a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. CADWALADER. Before the question 
is put upon the motion to adjourn, I wish to say 
that there was a general understanding upon the 
part of the [Louse this morning, that the previous 
question should be moved and sustained. Now, 
sir, my colleague [Mr, Tyson] and myself have, 
for the Jast five or six days, been seeking the 
floor. We are patient men. Neither of us wants 
the floor for more than a few minutes. There 
are many other gentlemen here who are similarly 
situated. It was the understanding this morning 
that we were to have a long session to-day, and 
persons may have left the Hall temporarily with 
that understanding. Unless it is clearly under- 
stood, therefore, that the suggestion which was 
acquiesced in this morning, that the previous 
question was to be sustained on Monday morn- 
ing, is not to be carricd into effect, l hope the 
House will not now adjourn. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would suggest 
to my colleague that, as there are many gentle- 
men who still desire to speak, if he will allow | 
me, I will move that the House meet on Monday |: 
morning at ten o’clock. 

Mr.GOODE. No,sir. Imove that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. This is certainly against 
the understanding of this morning. Many men- 
bers have left the hall, to my knowledge, with 
the intention of returning, supposing that the 
scssion would be continued until a late hour to- | 
day. I give notice that, if the House adjourns j 
now, IJ shall still insist upon the previous question |! 
on Monday morning. 

Mr. FLORENCE demanded tellers on the }! 
motion that the House adjourn. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Epe and 
Goons appointed. i 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- {i 
ported—ayes 34, noes 73. 


| 
| 
H 
| 
i 
i 
i 
j 
l 
t 
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So (at half past three o’clock) the House re- 
fused to adjourn. 

Mr. QUITMAN. . With the permission of the 
gentleman from Ohio, I will move, by unanimous 
consent, that members, in the further discussion 
of this question, shall be limited to fifteen minutes 
each. There are a great many gentlemen here 
who desire to state points not yet presented. 

Mr. SEWARD. I object. 

Mr. CULLEN. I suggest that each member 
be allowed twenty minutes. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I hope the gentleman from 
Georgia will withdraw his objection. My sole 
object is to enable gentlemen who have distinct 
points to present them to the House. ie 

Mr. SEWARD. I withdraw my objection. 
I supposed the proposition was different. 

Mr. FLORENCE. There was no quorum on 


| the last vote, and I do not see how we can con- 


sider the question. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is received 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FLORENCE. The gentleman from Ohio 
has the floor, and I would inquire whether this 
resolution will deprive him of the hour allotted 
to him under the rules? 

Mr. NICHOLS. I do not object to it. 

Mr. Quitman’s motion was agreed to. 

The discussion was continued by Messrs. 
NICHOLS, TAYLOR, TYSON, PEARCE, 
KNAPP, BRANCH, WOODRUFF, GRAN- 
GER, CADWALADER, HICKMAN, SAV- 
AGE, OLIVER of New York, HOUSTON, 
HALL, of Massachusetts, KUNKEL, BOWIE, 
DAMRELL, CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, 
DURFEE, PURVIANCE, READY, FLOR- 
ENCE, LEITER, and LETCHER. [This de- 
bate will appear in the Appendix.] 

On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, (at 
nine o’clock, p. m.,) the House adjourned till 
Monday, at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, July 14, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (S. 
No. 113) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
promote the efficiency of the Navy” is the special 
order for this day at twelve o’clock. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Task the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to make a correction in a bill 
which passed the Senate on Friday last. It was | 
a bill for the relief of John Robb. The error 
consists of the substitution of the word “ Treas- 
ury,” instead of“ War,” as the designation of 
the Department in which his services were ren- 
dered as chief clerk. D move that the word 


| “Treasury ” be stricken out, and the word “War” 


inserted. ‘The error was a clerical one in copy- 


| ing the bill. 


‘The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WELLER. I hope we shall be allowed 
some time for the usual morning business before 
we proceed to the consideration of the special 
order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will require 
unanimous consent to postpone the special order, 

Mr. STUART. I move to postpone the spe- 
cial order until one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CASS presented the memorial of George 
E. Hand, United States attorncy for the district 
of Michigan, praying for compensation for his 
services in prosecuting trespassers upon the pub- 
lic landsin that State; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DODGE presented four petitions of cit- | 
izens of Wisconsin, praying for a grant of land 
to aid in the construction of the Milwaukee, 
Horicon, and Lake Superior railroad; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HUNTER presented the petition of G. 
W. Bluford, praying to be relieved from a judg- 
ment obtained against him for the value of cer- 
tain pork, belonging to the Government, which 
he engaged to transport from Gosport, Virginia, 
to the Brookiyn navy-yard, and which was lost | 


ii 
i people of that Territory. 


of the District of Columbia, praying for the pas- 
sage of an act to incorporate the Washington 
Mutual Building Association; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. STUART presented @ petition of citizens 
of Michigan, praying that the pension granted 
to Thomas Fitzgerald for wounds received in the 
battle of Lundy’s Lane, may be continued to his 
children during their minority; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MALLORY presented a petition of naval 
officers stationed at the navy-yard at Philadel- 
phia, praying to be allowed additional pay; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of James Sud- 
dards, a passed assistant surgeon in the Navy, 
praying to be allowed'the pay of his grade for 
the time he discharged the duty previous to his 
promotion; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Task leave to present a 
pefition from the board of trade in the city of 
i Portland, concurred in by a large number of the 
principal merchants and citizens of that city, 
i asking Congress to make provision for the estab- 
‘lishment of a steam cutter to be. located on the 
district of coast from Portsmouth, New Hamp- 
shire, to Mount Deseret. I may state that this 
district is about one hundred and sixty miles in 
extent, and that it owns.an amount of tonnage 
second only to the district in which the city of 
New York is included, being something like seven 
hundred thousand tons of sailing vessels. The 
coast is a very severe one. Accidents are very 
frequent in the winter season. When vessels 
come there, they are obliged sometimes to He off 
the coast for many days, until they become cov- 
ered with ice, and their men are frozen. It is 
obvious that the necessity of the case, the pro- 
tection of commerce, and the protection of life, 
absolutely require that there should be some ves- 
| sel there in the nature of a revenue cutter devoted 
to that service, which is propelled by other than 
; sailing power. [understand that an application. 
| has been made in the other House for a vessel of 
| that description for the district in which New 
| 7 . . . . . 
| York is included, and certainly, as this is only 
: second to that in point of tonnage, and is a much 
more dangerous coast in the winter, on account 
of the extreme severity of that northern latitude, 
I hope and trust that the Committee on Com- 
; merce, to which I propose to refer it, will take it 
into favorable consideration. I move that it be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

It was so referred. 
On motion of Mr. COLLAMER, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Reuben Clough, with the 
adverse report of the Committee on Pensions thereon, ba 
recoinmitted to the Committce on Pensions. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. STUART submitted the following resolu- 
ition; which was considered by unanimous con- 
| sent, and agreed to: 

Resoived, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making indem- 
| nity to the widow of William Gay, late agent of the Shaw- 
| nee Indians in Kansas, who was kiiled while in the dis- 
i charge of bis official duties—such indemnity to cover his 
: Salary, the amount of money of which he was robbed, the 
expenses of the widow and family in returning to Michigan, 
ete.; and that the said committtee report by bill or other- 
wise. 


DOME OF THE CAPITOL. 


| Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; 
| which was considered by unanimous consent, 
| and agreed to: 

| _ Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings be 
, instructed to inquire into the expediency of suspending 
| Operations on the dome of the Capitol, and of removing the 


jį Present old structure and replacing it by some building in 


i Syminetry with the new wings now in progress of construc- 
tion, so that the whole building. when completed, may be 
uniform and symmetscal, and conformable to the require- 
ments of a chaste, simple, and modern architecture. 


| DISPERSION OF ASSEMBLAGES IN KANSAS. 
| Mr. HALE. I submit the following resolu- 


tion for consideration, and ask for its immedi- 
; ate consideration: 


| Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
; requested to inform the Senate if any instructions have been 
| issued to any military officer in command in Kansas, to dis- 
| 
| 


perse any unarmed mecting of the people of that Territory; 
and to prevent, by military power, any assemblage of the 


by sea; which was referred to the Committee on || 
Claims. i! 


Mr. BROWN presented a petition of citizens | 


Mr. BIGGS. Let it lie over. 
ie resolution lies over accordingly, under the 
rules. 
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REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. ` 


Mr. STUART, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 329) 
to amend an act entitled “An act to extend 
preémption rights to certain lands therein men- 
tioned,” approved March 3, 1853, reported it 
without amendment, with a recommendation that 
it ought not to pass. 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 167) to provide for three months’ extra pay 
to the third regiment of Missouri volunteers, 
reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 272) for the 
relief of the heirs of the late Colonel John Har- 
din, reported it without amendment, with a rec- 
ommendation that it ought not to pass. 

He also, from the same committee, moved that 
the Committee on Military Affairs be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of 
Thomas 0. Selby, and that it be referred to the 
Court of Claims; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, moved that 
the Committee on Military Affairs be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of 
Brevet Colonel John L. Gardner; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred papers relating to the claim of 
Major James Belger, submitted an adverse report; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of 
Joseph Hill, submitted a report, accompanied by 
a bill (S. No. 376) for his relief; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading. “The report was 
ordered to be printed, 

Mr. STUART, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (8. No. 
344) for the final adjudication of questions of 
title to swamp lands between private claimants 
and the State of Louisiana, and for other pur- 
poses, reported it without amendment. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN BOSTON. 

Mr. WIESON. Mr. President, early in the 
session my colleague introduced a bill concerning 
the court-house and post office in the city of Bos- 
ton. That bill was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. The committee reported ad versely, 
and the bill now lies on the table. I ask the in- 
dulgence of the Senate to take up the bill, accept 
the report of the committec, and have it disposed 
of. I move that the bill be taken up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 65) for the construction of 
a suitable building for a court-house and post 
ofice at Boston. ft proposes to direct the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to cause to be constructed a 
suitable building for the accommodation of the 


courts of the United States, and the post office in 
the city of Boston, and appropriates $500,000 for 
that purpose. No moncy is to be applied to this 
purpose until the right to the site of the building 
shall be vested in the United States, and until the 
State relinquishes to the United States the right to 
tax or assess the site or property while the Uni- 
ted States is the owner. 

Mr. BUTLER. Who reported that bill? I 
understand it was the Senator from Connecticut, | 
[Mr. Tovcey,] and he is not here. 

Mr. WILSON. I have no objection to con- 
curring in the report of the committee. I simply 
want to have the subject disposed of. I do not 
know that anybody will disagree with the re- 

ort of the committee. | 

The PRESIDENT pyro tempore. The bill ha 
been reported from the Committee on the Judi- | 
ciary adversely. It is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and open te amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The Senator from Mas- 
sachuscits suggests that the Senate concur in the 
adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. STUART. The bill must be passed upon, 
and I move its indefinite postponement. 

T'he motion was agreed to. 


J. R. POWELL. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. Lask the Senate to in- | 


dulge me by taking up the bill, (S. No. 358,) re- | 
3 ; : 2 
ported from the Committee on the Post Office and | 


Post Roads, for the relief of J. R Powell. Ido 
not think its consideration will occupy much time. 
It has been long on the Calendar, and I should 
like to have it disposed of. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read a second time, and considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to direct the Post- 
master General to pay a reasonable compensation 
to J. R. Powell for extra services performed on 
mail route No. 5585, made necessary by imposin 
on that route a larger mail than was contemplate 
at the time of making the contract. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARTER OF GEORGETOWN. 


Mr. BROWN. I ask the Senate to take up the 
bill (S. No. 353) to amend the charter of George- 
town. A committee from Georgetown waited 


less we passed it to-day or to-morrow, the House 
committee could not act on it this session. It is 
a mere amendment to their charter, about which, 
I suppose, nobody cares but themselves. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
353) to amend the charter of Georgetown, in the 
District of Columbia, was read the second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


authority to impose an annual school tax of one 
dollar upon every free white male citizen of the 
age of twenty-one years; and it gives to such per- 
sons the elective franchise. Italso provides reg- 


punishments for violations of law. 

Mr. BROWN. The bill is several sections 
| long, and relates exclusively to the regulations of 
Georgetown. Itis prepared by the Mayor and 
Aldermen of that city, and met the approbation 
of a majority of the voters there—I believe nearly 
everybody of both parties. I suppose it is not 
necessary to consume time by reading it in full. 

There being no objection, the reading of the 
bill at length was dispensed with. 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, aud passed. 


PAYMENT FOR HORSES. 


ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to the con- 


act to provide for the payment of horses and other 
property lost or destroyed in the military service 
of the United States, approved March 3; 1849. 
i The Committee on Military Affairs reported 
i the bill with the following amendments: 
| After the words, “That the above recited act be, and the 
| same is hereby, so amended as to embrace the claims of,” 
in the first section, to strike out the folowing: 

Any field, or staff,or other officer of the regular Army, or 
of any such officer or pri > of the mounted ywilitia-men, 
voluntecr ranger, er cavalry, who has sustained, or shall 


order of the commanding general, or other commanding 


of his being unable to procure a suflivient supply of iorage 
notwithstanding he may have cived commutation there 
for, or in consequence of having sald, abandoned, or other- 
wise disposed of his horse. or horse: 


bark and leave the same, and the United States failed to 
supply transportation therefor, or by having, by order of the 
commanding general, or other commanding or superior offi- 
cer, turned over his horse, or horses and equipage, or either, 
to any quartermaster or other authorized agent of the Uni- 
ted States, whether a receipt theres’ roduced or not; 
or by having ridden his horse, or bavi horse ridden on 
express, by order of his commanding general, or other cum- 
mauding or superior officer. 
And insert the folowiag : 
All persons cume 
stroyed iu the mititary 
any fault or negligence on their part. 
Leaving the following proviso as in the 
Provided, Thatin the adjudicati 
elaimis under this act, and to the act to w 
| atory, the settlement with the paynias 
; discharge of the soldier shall be, and is hereby, declared 
| final and conelusive for and ag i ine Government and 
the claimant, so far as relates to the use, risk, and loss of his 
horse, and for forage. 
The coniiittee also propose to amend the sec- 
ond section by striking out the words within 
brackets, and inserting those printed in italics: 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the adjudication 
and settlement of any aud all claims under this act, or the 


eb isis amend- 


upon me this morning, and advised me that, un- | 


The bill gives the corporation of Georgetown || 


| ulations for conducting elections, and prescribes |} 


The bill was reported to the Senate without : 


On the motion of Mr. GEYER, the Senate pro- | 


sideration of a bill (H. R. No. 99) to amend an | 


sustain, damage, without any fault or negligence on his | 
part, while in said service, by the abandonment ar destrue- į 
tion of any horse, or horses and equipage, or either, by the | 


or superior officer, or quarterinaster, or by tlie loss of a | 
horse, or horses and equipage, or either, in consequence | 


s and eqwipage, or ; 
either, because ordered by his commanding officer to em- | 


thercin, for equipage lost or de- i 
rvice Of the United States, without | 


at the time or the | 


} act to which it is amendatory, is the muster or pay-rolls i 


do. not show the losses, then it shall be competent tò estab- 
lish the fact of loss by the evidence required by the rules 
peescribed by the Secretary of War, under the act to which 
this act is amendatory ; or if such evidence cannot be ob- 
tained, by reasor of the death or absence of such witnesses 
from the State of their residence, the testimony of any other 
officer, or of two privates of the company to which the 
ciaimant belonged, whose credibility siall be certified by 


~ a 
[the officers by whom the testimony is taken] the probdte 
which the said witnesses 


judge or county elers: of the county in 
| reside, shall be decmed sufficient. 
The third section the committee 
amend by striking out the proviso: 

Sec. 3. And he it further enacted, That in auditing and 
settling the claims provided for in this act, and the act to 
which it is amendatory, an appeal may be taken and prose- 
cuted from the decision of the auditor, whether heretotore 
or hereafter made, rejecting the claim, to the second Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, whose decision shall be conclusive : 
[ Provided, That where horses or other property may have 
been sold in the cases mentioned in the first section of this 
act, the amount received by the owner thereof at such sale 
shall be deducted trom the value of the property as ascer- 
tained by the auditor] ` 

Mr. HUNTER. I understand that this is a 
|| bill which changes the rule of evidence in rela- 
jj tion to these horse cases, and one which may 
affect the Treasury to some extent, I never 
heard of the bill before. I think it had better be 
laid over to give us some opportunity for an 
examination of it. I shall not object to its beng 
called up to-morrow. I hope it will be postpone 
till to-morrow; and I make that motion. 

Mr.GEYER. I will state to the Senator from 
Virginia what are the changes made in the bill. 
As it came from the House, some new cases 
were proposed in relation to officers of the regular 
any That is proposed to be stricken out by 
the Senate committee. The bill contains one 
proviso which makes a material change in the 
|i existing laws, confining it to the old cases, and 
including equipage. This proviso will be under- 
stood in a moment by the reading of it: 

Provided, That in the adjudication and settlement of the 
claims under this act, and thé act to which it is amendatory, 
the settlement with the payrnaster at the time of the dis- 
charge of the soldicr shall be, and is hereby, declared final 
and conclusive for and against the Government and the 
claimant, so far as relates to the use, risk, and loss of his 
,| horse, and for forage. 

‘| That is the material provision of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
| is on the motion to postpone the further consid- 
eration of the bill until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


| 
] 
| NATHAN M. LOUNSBURY. 


Mr. FOOT. Task the Senate to consider a little 
pension bill reported by the Committee on Pen- 
| sions the other morning. It is the bill (S. No. 
: 345) for the relief of Nathan M. Lounsbury. 

'T'he motion was agreed to: and the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to consider 
the bill. It proposes to direct the Secretary of 
War to pay to Nathan M. Lounsbury, of Rut- 
land county, Vermont, $756, being at the rate of 
eight dollars per month, for arrears of pension, 
from the 18th of March, 1818, to the 4th of Feb- 
ruary, 1826. 

Mr. FOOT. Mr. President, I will simply re- 
peat what I stated on the introduction of the bill: 
that this petitioner is now one hundred and one 
years of age; that with six brothers he served 
during the revolutionary war, no one of whom 
has ever received a dollar, except himself, from 
the Government; that he made application for a 
pension under the act of 1818, immediately upon 
its passage; that in consequence of the difficulty 
of procuring the requisite evidence of a service 
in accordance with the rules and regulations of 
; the Department, he did not succeed in getting his 
| name placed on the roll until the 4th of February, 
1826. He simply asks, and this bill proposes to 
pay to him, the amount of eight dollars a month 
from the time his application was made on the 
passage of the law, until his name was placed on 
the roll. He is now living, at the age of one bun- 
dred and one years, an eight dollars a month, 
which is insufficient for his comfortable support. 
In consideration of his age and of his services 
: during the revolutionary war, and of his having 
i made every effort within his power to be placed 
upon the roll immediately upon the passage of 
that act, I trust the Senate will accord to him this 
little mite for his relief in his old age. 

Mr. TOOMBS. This case may be as merito- 
rious as the Senator from Vermont says it is, but 
here were hundreds of thousands of eases under 
he then law of the land, and the regulations of 


propose to 
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. the Department, where men were compelled to 
draw their pensions from the time the proof was 
made. There is nothing in this case which ex- 
cepts it from this rule. The Senator says that 
this man was not able to get the evidence under 
the then regulation. There are many such cases, 
This is opening the door to every human being 
to be paid his pension from the time of applica- 
tion, and not from the time of the completion of 
the proof, which has always been objected to, and | 
I think rightly, by the Government. It is a do- 
nation at the best. This petitioner shows no 
reason why his case shouid be excepted from the 
rule applied to all others: that they shall draw 
their pensions from the timeavhen they make out 
their proof. The fact of his services has nothing 
to do with it. Services are not sufficient to vio- 
late the principle, and to establish a new rule 
upon which to count pensions. For that reason 
I say, admitting the whole merit of the case as 
stated by the Senator from Vermont, I do not 
think the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. FOOT. In the first place, Mr. President, 
there are very few cases of this character left, and 
it certainly cannot be an injurious precedent. 
Very few men have ever reached the age of this 
person, and very few will. It is true that, in con- 
sequence of the limitations of the act, and the 
time when the evidence was completed, it is ren- 
dered necessary to havea special act of Congress. 
This is notanew case; it is not a new application; 
it is not a new precedent; it is not a new instance 
in which Congress have granted relief under pre- 
cisely“the same circumstances. Numerous cases 
are in your statute-book where applications of 
this kind have been made and granted. A more 
meritorious case, and one which makes a stronger 
appeal to the bounty of tne Government, cannot 
be presented. 

Mr. HUNTER. Itseems to me that it is very 
unsafe to depart from the established rules. We 
begin in a particular case, and then make it the 
foundation of a general law extending the pension | 
system, The general laws already go far beyond | 
anything that was proposed before 1820, or what | 
used to be thought sound; and when we pass 
these cases which scem to be exceptional, they 
are made the excuse for extending still further 
the general system. For one, Lam opposed to 
extending it any further than it has already been 
carried. 

Mr. FOOT. Iwil simply say that I can point 
out to the Senator from Virginia, cases from his 
own State of this character, where that rule has 
been set aside for special reasons, and arrearages 
of pension have been allowed, 

Mr. HUNTER. [ean only say that it seems | 
to meto be wrong, no matter from what State the | 
case comes, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Tam in favor of this bill, 
but I bee leave to suggest to the Senator from | 
Vermont to strike out “ Secretary of War,” and i 
insert “ Secretary of the Interior.”? The pension 
bureau is under the charge of the Secretary of 
the Interior, 

Mr. FOOT. Ihave no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to by unanimous 
consent. The bill was read the third time, and 
passed. 


MILITARY ROAD IN MINNESOTA. | 


Mr. WELLER. Iask the Senate to take up |! 
a bill which has passed the House of Represent- | 
atives, to provide for the construction of a road j 


in Minnesota Territory, and has been reported |; 


| heard no report, and no suggestion. 
highly expedient to the public interest to con- 


the constractién of these roads from the War 
Department. This bill originally passed the 
House of Representatives. Tt has been the prac- 
tice of the Government to make appropriations 
for the construction of roads in the Territories, 
and this is a bill for the construction of one in 
Minnesota and Nebraska Territories. 

Mr. BIGGS. The provisions of this bill re- 
quire an appropriation of $50,000, for a military 
road as | understand, in Minnesotaand Nebraska 
Territories. Now, sir, I do insistupon it, before 
we make these large appropriations, that we ought 
to have the experience of some of the Exccutive 
Departments showing the necessity of the roads. 


While I am a friend of the present Administra- | 
tion, I insist upon it that they shall take the re- į 


sponsibility, if this road is necessary, of making 
a recommendation and the necessary estimate. 
This I understand to be a bill appropriating 
$50,000 for a military road, and we have no in- 
formation, so far as I have heard yet, showing 
the necessity of the road, or whether or not the 
$50,000 will construct it as contemplated in the 
bill. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I should like to 
know really if there is any report from a com- 
mittee, or if any one has stated the necessity of 
such a road as this, or the expense of it? Ido 
not suppose there is any necessity for the con- 
struction of these roads. I do not know how 
much public land may have been appropriated 
for railroads to get emigrants to Minnesota, It 
has been a great point for the concentration of 
emigrants from abroad, and from the whole North 
and East. The difficulty has been to get com- 
munication to Minnesota Territory, of which a 
very large portion is yet unscttled. It is a place 
which invites immigration. Now, is it supposed 
to be necessary that this road should be con- 
structed in order that the immigration to Minne- 
sota may continue on to California or Oregon? 
There is a great deal more direct road than this, 
if they propose to go to California or Oregon. 
This road is proposed to be constructed to the 
South Pass, and therefore 1 suppose it looks 
towards California and Oregon. Ir you want to 
go to either of those points, there are other com- 
municationsand roads which afford a much greater 
facility. Ihave no objection to having any neces- 
sary or any expedient communication; but I 
object to making an appropriation, and author- 
izing the construction of a road like this, merely 
because it is suggested by the representative of 
that Territory in the other House, or in any 
other quarter, that such a road would be useful. 
No doubt some persons go to Minnesota, who, 
after having looked around them there, and seen 
how far the country is preferable to any other 
which they are likely to reach, would like to go 
further on, and such a road to the South Pass 
would be convenient to them. There is no doubt 
that that would be the wish of those who want to 
reach California from Minnesota; but I object to 
such a grant as this, or to making an appropria- 
tion for the construction of a military road fora 

oint to which there are several other routes. 
here is one other more direct road, at least 


from the East and North to the South Pass, | 


which is much more convenient, and likely to be 


much more profitable to the country. I have uot |i 


heard anything said upon this subject. I have 
If it be 
struct this road, of course I shall have no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. 


back from the Committee on Military Affairs. i 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate | 
proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to ' 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 417) for the con- 
struction of a road from Fort Ridgely, in the i 
Territory of Minnesota, to the Sonth Pass of the | 
Rocky Mountains, in the ‘Territory of Nebraska. | 
It proposes to appropriate $59,000 for the con- ` 
suction of the road, which is to be constructed !! 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Inte- | 
yior, pursuant to contracts to be made by him. 
Mr. BIGGS, I desire to inquire of the Senator 
from California if any estimate has been furnished | 
by any Department for this road, or any recom- | 
mendation from any head of a Department for it? | 
Mr. WELLER. There has been estimates for | 
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Mr. WELLER. 


with the business of the Senate. If the bill is 


l likely to give rise to debate, I shall not object to | 
| postponing it until to-morrow; but I think I can | 
answer the questions suggested by the Senator | 


from Tennessee, and show him the necessity of | 
this improvement. From Fort Snelling to the | 
Missouri river, by the route which is at present | 
traveled, the distance is twelve hundred or thir- | 
teen hundred miles. The marshal was ordered, | 
a short time since, to arrest a man on the Mis- ; 
souri, and was compelled to travel thirteen hun- | 
dred miles, although the direct route is only two | 


huadred miles from Fort Ridgely to Fort Snelling. |: 


Upon the road provided for in the bill the distance | 
will be only two hundred miles, while upon the | 


i 

I move to postpone the i! 

further consideration of this bill until to-morrow, |: 
as it is likely to lead to debate. ji 
I do not wish to interfere i 

Li 

1 


road traveled now itis between twelve hundred 
and thirteen hundred miles. But if there be any 
| opposition to the bill, and the Senator desires 
further information, I shall consent that the. bill 
lie over for the present. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. We shall want some fur- 
ther information about this bill, I think. It had 
better be postponed until to-morrow, till we can 
‘look into it. 

Mr. WELLER. I have no objection to that. 
I do not want Senators to vote on the bill without 
information upon it. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 

AMBROSE LANFEAR. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. [ain directed by the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Ambrose Lanfear, to report 
a bill for his relief, and to ask that it may be put 
on its passage immediately. This gentleman is 
on the eve of having his plantation, of which he 
has been in possession a long number of years, 
surveyed as public lands, and he asks for the con~ 
| firmation of his title. > 

‘Lhe bill was read twice by its title, and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr, BENJAMIN. My colleague desires that 
the bill shall lie over until to-morrow morning, 
and I consent to it. 

The bill was laid aside. 

Mr. BENJAMIN subsequently said: M 
colleague and myself have agreed uponan amend- 
ment to be attached to the bill for the relief of 
Ambrose Lanfear, which will obviate the only 
difficulty in the way of its passage, and I ask 
that it may be put upon its passage at once. 

There being no objection, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the bill as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The amendment is to add 

the following, ‘claiming title either under ad- 
verse title or as preémptor,’’ so that the proviso 
i} will read: 
li Provided, That such confirmation shall only be eon- 
| strued into a relinquishment of title on the part of the 
United States, and sball not affect the rights of any third 
person claiming title, either under adverse title or as pre- 
emptor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
| and the amendment was concurred in, The bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
was read the third time, and passed. i 


WIDOW OF F. B. M NEILL. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I ask the Senate to 
| take up the bill (S. No. 375) for the relief of 
Eliza B. McNeill. Itis merely togive her a pen- 
sion for five years. 

The motion wasagreed to; and the bill was read 
| a second time, and considered asin Committee of 
the Whole. 

ii Mr. HALE. Let the report be read. 
| The Secretary read the following report, made 
iby Mr. Jones, of Iowa, on the 11th instant: 


The Committee ou Pensions, to whom was referred the 
j: petition of Mrs. Eliza B. McNeill, widow of Captain T. 
| B. McNeill, of the United States marine corps, praying a 
| A 


i 


pension, beg leave to report: 


aa 


That Capiain ‘I. B. McNeill, according to petition, served 
: in the United States marine corps for a period of about 
i twenty-one years, and that while in the line of duty con- 
tracted a severe rheumatism, which resulted in hypertro- 
phy of the heart, from which he died, Mareh 13, L856. The 
| evidence in the case seems satisiactory to the committee, 
i and sufficient to establish the statements of petitioner. 
| Viewing the petition, therefore, as one deserving tavor, the 
i| Committee submit the following resolution : 

| Resoived, That the committee report a bill for the relief 
| of petitioner, granting her five years’ half pay of her bus- 
band, commencing April 25, 1856, when the testimony was 


| completed. 

| The bill was reported to the Senate without 
; amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
| reading, read the third time, and passed, 

i ATMOSPHERIC TELEGRAPH. 

| Mr. COLLAMER. I wish to eall up the bill 
' (S. No. 327) appropriating some thousand dollars 
;to enable the Postmaster General to make a 
‘practical experiment of the atmospheric tele- 
graph. [ presume every gentleman has examined 
that subject. It has long been before the Senate, 
and it has been reported on favorably fora num- 
: ber of suecessive sessions in the Senate, and also 
‘in the House of Representatives. I think it will 
“not occasion debate. I presume every Senator 
‘has examined into the subject, and satisfied him- 
| sslf as to its being atleast worthy of a trial. 


] 
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The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 


No. 327) to test the practicability and usefulness || 


of the atmospheric telegraph, was read a second | 
time, and considered as in Committee of the | 
Whole. i 

It proposes to appropriate $75,000, to enable | 
the Postmaster General, with the consent of the | 
lawful patentee or proprictor of the atmospheric | 
telegraph, to test its practicability and usefulness : 


for the conveyance of the United States mails; but |: 


before making the experiment, the legal propri- | 
etor or patentee is to convey to the United States | 
the exclusive use of the telegraph for the con- ; 


veyance of mail matter, on his being paid such i| 
sum as Congress shall decide, not less than one j; 


hundred thousand dollars. | 

Mr. HUNTER. Is not this a new practice— ; 
appropriating money to enable one of the Depart- | 
ments to test the practicability of a new invention? 
It seems to me that this is a new principle that ; 
we are establishing. If this succeeds, we shall ; 
be called on by all inventors to appropriate money 
to ascertain the value of their inventions, and try | 
them at the expense of the United States Treas- | 
ury. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Certain it is, sir, that | 
there is a precedent, and a very successful one. | 
Such an apnräpitation as this was made to test: 
the practicability of Morse’s telegraph. It was! 
done by the Department under an act of Con- 
gress, and successfully done. If a precedent is | 
wanted, that is one, 

Mr. HUNTER. That precedent does not 
satisfy me, Itscemsto me that this is a very dan- į 
gerous principle. That precedent has made the | 
foundation now of this application. l think there | 
was another precedent. [think there was some 


money appropriated to, try an experiment of Pro- || 
fessor Page’s, and it came to nothing. | 


Mr. CÖLLAMER. Yes, sir, I think there 
was, and that was not successful. 

Mr. HUNTER. I believe the result of this 
will be that we shall be called on by all inventors, 


when an invention will not pay them asa private |! 


enterprise, to try the experiment at the expense 
of the United States Government. 

Mr. CASS. I think myself, Mr. President, ` 
that it is a dangerous precedent to establish; and $ 
the objection consists not alone in the circum- 
stance to which the honorable Senator from Vir 
ginia has alluded. We have made very expens- | 
ive experiments about steamships and guns. I| 
had designed once to call on the Executive for 
information of ail that this Government has lost i 
by that kind of expenditure, but it ts rather dif- | 
cult to go back through all the statutes to hunt up | 
such appropriations. Almost all of them have ; 
been fadures, and all of them cost immense sums | 
of money. Lagree fully with the Senator from | 
Virginia; and I do not think this is the proper | 
hody to make experiments at all. Let those i 
who are interested in the procceds of the expe 
iments make them, and then lci the Government, | 
Hike an individual, if it wants to use them, pay ; 
for doing so. I do not see why you should stop 
here, if this priveiple is to be established, and | 
why you should not aid every man in his pro- 
ject. i 
` Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. This is a! 
proposition to appropriate $75,000 to try an ex- : 
periment. While I am very much inclined to 
favor anything that will promote the arts or sei- ; 
ences, or the progress of improvement, I am op- 
posed to this measure. I belonged toa special | 
committee whe once examined this affair. I did: 
not pretend to go into the philosophy of it; though | 
it seemed to impress itself on my friend from | 
Florida, [Mr. Maxzrory,}] the chairman of the 
committee. t 
transmitting the mail by exhausting re 
putting up air-pumps, and running a bag through | 
aline of pipe five hundred, or one thousand, or | 


two thousand, or three thousand, or four thou- |; 


sand, or five thousand miles, was totally imprac- | 
tieable.. Of course I say so with all due respec 
to the opinion and scientific information of other į 
men. This will be just $75,000 thrown away, I 
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It seemed to me that the idea ofii 


| will state the question simply on the postpone- 


if 


New Sznigs.4..No: 


man who exhibits the machine. He is a very 
polite, clever, liberal gentleman, and probably 
ought to have the $75,000; but I do not think the 
United States ought to give it to. him to be used 
inthis sortof way. Ihave looked athisscheme; 
1 have looked at his project; and I have read his 
statement. My friend from Florida made a very 
learned, philosophical, scientific report upon it 
T would not undertake to answer it by figures and 


machine, it is a machine, I think, to take from 
Unele Sam $75,000. That is the whele of it; 
nothing more nor less. I hate very much to go 
against a matter of science or art, or to make a 
speech, or to say anything about it; but I think, 
if the Senate will look at it before they vote, it 
will never get any votes at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour for 
the consideration of the special order has ar- 


facts, because I could not do it; but, as to this || 
| 


rived, and it must be taken up, unless otherwise | 


ordered. ‘ 
Mr. COLLAMER. I move that this bill be 


postponed until to-morrow, and be made the spe- 


i 
cial order at half past twelve o’clock. |i 


The motion was not agreed to. 


+ 
Mr. WELLER. I understood the Senator 
from Vermont to ask to have the bill postponed, 
and be made the special order. There will be no 
objection, of course, to the postponement; but 
some of us object to making ita special order. | 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 


ment. 
Tie motion to postpone was agreed to. 
NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The special 
order is the bill (S. No. 113) to amend the act 
entitled “ An act to promote the efficiency of the 
Navy,” and is now before the Senate as in Com- ! 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. ADAMS. I wish to offer an amendment, ! 
to add to the second section this further proviso: | 


j 
i 
i 
i 


: : SEN ‘ i 
think, on a silly experiment, I like the gentle- 


| have voted it down. 


hrough crime or otherwise. . This bill provides 


| that they may be restored to: the active list; but 
f 
ii 


if it should turn out oñ the testimony that, they 
rave had no hearing, and. that they ought -to be 
placed ion the retired or furloughed list, there is 
no provision in the bill for them, © This amend- 
ment is intended to enable the President, if. the 
court of inquiry shall believe that the officers thus 
dropped should be placed: on.the retired list, to 


ithe amendment, and -fam convinced: thatthe 
: Senate did not understand it, or they. would: not 
I ask for a division. ` 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, I have no objection to 
i thisamendment. . believe, however, itis already 


: provided for in the general amendment which. is 
i printed, and is proposed :to be offered asia sub- 
i stitute for the whole bill; or, if that does not 
| Xpress it, it might he more properiy made there. 
MI concur in the object of it. 

; The amendment was agreed to. : < 

! Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President; I have been 
, looking at the measures which have been: pro- 
: posed on this subject—one by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and the other y the Senator, from 
| Georgia, [Mr. Toomss.] 1t seems to. me that 
| none of them meet the precise exigencies of the 
i easeif I understand those exigencies... I believe, 
in the first place, that it is required notonly. by 


H 
t 
ii 


i 
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i justice, but by public opinion, that.we should 


i give toall these officers, whose. commissions have 
_ been affected by the action.of the naval board, a 
| chance of going before a court of inquiry, and 
| have an open trialin regard to their claims.” This 
| much, I believe, all are agreed upon. Itis a fea- 
i ture in all the propositions which have been 
i offered. : 
In addition to that, I believe it is proper that 
we should save as much of the work of the naval 
| board as is good and serviceable to the country. 
| As faras they have really removed the dead wood 
| from the Navy—to use an expression which has 
| become familiar in this Chamber—it seems to me 
i that we ought to hold on to what they have done, 


Provided further, That any dropped officer, who may be, | 
in the opinion of eaid court, entitled tobe placed on the re: | 
tired or furlouglhed list, may be thus placed by the President. | 

The bill provides that the dropped officers may | 
be restored to the active list. 
however, that some have been dropped who can- 


not be restored on account of old age, or other 


cause, to the active list under the existing law; 
yet it may appearvery properly that they should 
be placed either on the retired or furloughed list, 
and this amendment is intended to extend to 
eases of that kind. | 
Mr. BENJAMIN. I will suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi, that an additional amend- 
ment is necessary. His provides that the dropped | 
officer may be placed on the farloughed or retired 
lst, by the nomination of the President. ‘The | 
dropped officer, being out of the Navy, cannot be 
put back without the advice and consent of the | 
Senate, I think, It should be, ‘by the President, | 
t 


by and with the advice and consent of the Senate."? i 


Mr. ADAMS. I did not think it required the | 
advice and consent of the Senate to authorize the 
President to place them there; but if it be desir- 
able, I have no objection to adding the words: | 
“by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- | 
ate.” IT modify my amendment by the addition | 
of these words. 

The question being put on the amendment, it 
appeared to be rejected. 

Mr. ADAMS. I am convinced that the Senate 
have not comprehended the object of the amend- 
ment, or they certainly would not vote it down. 
l understand that the mostserious objection which 
has beenurged to the execution of the present law 
is to that portion of the instructions given by the | 
Secretary of the Navy, which authorized an im | 
quiry into the moral conduct and character of an | 
officer. It has been insisted. by many Senators | 
here, that that was not contemplated by the ori- | 
Ginalact. Then ail those who have been dropped | 
are dropped under that law upon the assumption | 
that they brought upon themselves their disability 


It may turn out, | 


: and sustain it. Therefore, I think that all these 


who do not feel aggrieved by the action of the 
board, and who do not claim a court of inquiry, 


‘convenience in disposing of the question now 
: before us. Tam unwilling to agree to the scheme 
of the Naval Committee, which proposes to add 
to the existing establishment. They seek to 
remedy the evil by means which will add to the 
; numbers inthe Navy. I think the public will 
“not sustain us in that. IT think it will not be 


{ 


| feuds which exist in the Navy, and, for that 


; reason, Lam unwilling to participate in this dis- 
eussion, which seeks to defend the naval board 
: by attacking those against whom it has been 


| found, or secks to defend those who have been 


‘affected. by it, by attacks on. the naval. board, 


i 


| Whilst I.believe the board has made grave mis- 
i takes and errors, it was composed of honorable 
men, I know, and I believe they. were actuated 
by a sense of duty, and did endeavor to dis- 
: charge their trust in a manner demanded by the 


‘country. That they have committed mistakes, 


| however, is now admitted on all sides. 

Now, sir, if such be the exigencies of the case, 
if it be proper. to: apply this remedy in such a 
! way as will. neither increase nor diminish. the 
‘ existing naval establishment, neither the scheme 


-of the Naval.Committee, nor that proposed by 


| sities... That proposed by.the Naval Committee, 
l as T have just said, adds to the existing establish- 


place. them there. That. is the whole object of 


| the Senator from Georgia, will meet these. neces- 


me 


‘THE CONGRE 


ment. ‘That proposed. bythe Senator.from Geor- 
giadiminishesit, anddiminishesitarbitrarily.- -Jt 
“lesiares that there shall beno promotions.: to the 
vacancies which have been occasioned: by the 
cachon of this board; and yet, in regard to. all 
th@&e who.do not appeal to the court of inquiry, 
it sustains the action ofthe board. Thus. it 
diminishes arbitrarily.in the different ranks, ac- 
cordingly as they have been affected by the action 
of the board; and does not keep up that estab- 
lishment which the laws of the country sa 
onght:to be kept up in the Navy, cand whic 
-eertainly ought to be maintained until. we repeal 
those laws. i 

There is a still further objection to the amend- 
mont of the Senator from Georgia... It raises a 
question of disputed jurisdiction, which it is not 
necessary to raise. It raises the question of the | 
power to legislate men into office. T believe that 
Congress have the power to legislate in regard to 
the law of promotion. They have the power to 
legislate.in regard to the office; but I do not believe 
they have the power to legislate particular men 
into office. 

To avoid all these difficulties, it seems to me, 
we must first ascertain who are in the Navy, and 
who are out of the Navy; and that being ascer- 
tained by allowing them to go beforera court of 
inquiry, we can then act on the nominations, But 
this will involve a postponement of the nomina- 
tions until about the beginning of the next ses- 
sion. I know there are some inconveniences in 
regard to that matter, and I shall come to them 
presently; for itis my intention to offer an amend- 
ment, when it will be in order to do so, to accom- 
plish the objects which I have just designated. I 
desire to offer an amendment by which all those 
who desire it may have this court of inquiry, 
whether they have been dropped or retired, and 
under which, after the court has declared its 
opinion, and found as to the facts, the President 
may, by and with the advice and consent of the | 
Senate, do with each officer as he thinks just and 
proper—either confirming or disaffirming the sen- 
tence of the court. 


| bythe naval board, for we. ave a right to.pre- 


I propose to add a section, taken from a projet 
of the Senator from Delaware, (Mr. Bayagn,] by 
which the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, at the request of any offi- 
cer, may retire him. Ladd also a third section, 
taken from the scheme of the Senator from Geor- 
gia, by which the President may order a court of 
inquiry in regard to any man who he thinks 
should be retired. 

The scheme which I shall offer, then, will con- 
sist of three sections, which will have these 
objects. If it be adopted, all we shall have to do 
wil be to postpone action on the nominations 
until the beginning of the next session. By that 
time we shall know who are in the Navy, because 
the courts of inquiry will report in the mean time. 
There may be more than onc, if necessary, in 
order to dispatch business rapidly. By the com- 
mencement of the next session we shall know 
who are in, and who are out of, the Navy. We 
ean then fill the vacancies, and keep up the ex- 
isting establishment, neither increasing nor dimin- 
ishing it. We shall thus allow all those who 
think they have been dealt hardly by, time to ! 
appear before a court, where they will have an 
open tial, if they desire it. 


The only objection to this that I have heard |! 
suggested, is that it may be some hardship upon n 


the officers who expect to be promoted, and who 
are now nominated for promotion. Mr. Presi- | 


dent, it will be a very small hardship; it would || 


postpone their legal investiture into office (ifI may 
use that term) only until the commencementof the | 
next session, In the mean time they can have 
their acting commissions; and so far as Iam con- 
cerned, after it is ascertained who are to be pro- 


il persons who ask it, and not those who are con- 


moted, I shall be willing to allow them the pay 
for the rank in which they have been serving 
during the mean time. H will, therefore, be a | 
simple postponement of the pay which they 
would receive, and of their promotion in this rank | 


Monday of next December. It seems to me that 
would be a small inconvenienee as compared with 
the advantage which we should attain by pursu- 
ing the course which | propose; for in doing so 
we should not only allow every man who thought 

he was aggrieved a chance to redress the injury, | 


but we should retain what has been usefully done |i store any dropped or retired officers, they w: 


same that those who do.not ask to go before this 
court are contented to abide by the decision of. 
the naval board. 0 < ND 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Wil the Senator: from 
Virginia permit me to ask him a'question here? 

Mr. HUNTER. Certainty.. - 2 

Mr. BENJAMIN.” I desire to understand the 
scheme fully. My question is in relation to the 
officers. who are now under nomination. The 
Senator proposes that we shail delay action until 
the next session on those nominations. 

Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Under the Constitution, 
then, their present advanced commission will 
expire at the end of the present session of the 
Senate. What position will they hold in the in- 
terval between iis two sessions? 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 suppose they can in the 
interval have acting commissions, and they may 
be renominated at the commencement of the 
next session, and we can then confirm or reject 
them. They will hold their office, I suppose, 
under the existing naval laws, without reference 
to the action of the board. The President can ap- 
point whom he pleases to fill these vacancies 
until the Senate act upon them. When it is in 
order to do so, I shall offer the amendment 
which I have described. The amendment secks 
to attain the objects which I have designated. It 
isnot in order now, and therefore I shall not offer 
it. My intention is to offer it ag a substitute for 
the bill reported by the Naval Committee, if the 
substitute of the Senator from Georgia should 
faik i 

Mr. IVERSON. My colleague was not in the 
Chamber when the objections which the Senator 
from Virginia presented to his bill were sug- 
gested by him, and I rise simply to call the 
attention of the Senator from Virginia to two 
provisions in the bill of my colleague, which Í 
think obviate the objections which the Senator 
from Virginia presents. The position which the 
Senator from Virginia occupies is one which is 
acceded to on all hands, that we shall retain 
whatever good has been done by the former 
naval board, and endeavor to get rid of all that 
has been done by the board, not consonan with 
justice, equity, and good faith, His proposi- 
tion is only to give a review of the cases of those 
who ask for it. That is the very proposition of 
the bill of my colleague. 

Mr. HUNTER. I understand that, and I did 
not raise that objection to his proposition. 

Mr. IVERSON. The second section of the 
bill of my colleague declares: 

Phat, as soon as possible after the passage of this act, 
the President of the United States shalt eause a naval court 
of inquiry to assemble, which shall make a careful inquiry 
into the efficiency (mental, physical, and professionai) ofall 
the naval officers disrated or dropped by the € finding? of the 

| Jate naval board, mbied by virtue of the said act of the 
Bih February, 1855, and who may demand a hearing before 
said court within sixty days after the passage or this act, 
aud of all other officers of the Navy whose names may be 
submitted to said court by the President of the United 
i States, which suid court shail hear and determine upon the 
eapacity, mental, physical, and professional, of ail of said 
officers to perform prompily and efficiently ail their duties, 
both ashore and afloat.’? 


So that really the review is to extend to those 


tent. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
tion. 

Mr. IVERSON. I understood the Senator 
from Virginia to urge that objection. But another 
objection which the Senator urges to the prop- 
osition of my colleague is, that he proposes to 
annul or vacate all promotions which have been 
made, orit is supposed will be made to the Sen- 
ate, arising under vacancies which happen in 
consequence of the action of the late naval board. 
The proposition of the Senator from Louisiana, 
as well as of the Committee on Naval Affairs, is 


I did not make that objec- 


| 


---their legal possession of this rank, until the first | 


l nominations, we shali have the fall number of 
H 


to let these promotions be confirmed by the Sen- 
ate, and then they open the door by a court of 
inquiry to the restoration of as many officers as 
may prove themselves entitled to be restored, 
who-have been furloughed or dropped. In that 
way, we shall, of course, increase the nufhber of 
officers in every grade, because, if we confirm the |; 


captains, sixty-eight, taking the grade of captain į! 
asanexample. ‘Then, if the court of inquiry re- |; 


Ibe 


i 


i he shall for the rest of 


retired: officers who may not be restored, and we 


added to the active: list, 


thus shall have an increased number. : 

The proposition of my colleague. is simply to 
set aside promotion forthe present, open the door 
for review, let-a court of inquiry be established, 
let:them. examine into the cases of. all retired: and 
dropped officers, and let them, with the approba- 


‘tion of the President, restore all of them who 


may prove themselves entitled to. be restored,. 
and then let them take their rank just at. the point 
from which they were rejected—go back into the 
active list, taking their relative: position..on‘the 
Naval Registér, just where they were before Ahe 
board met. Then;after this process igexhausted, 
and all the officers restored who may ‘beventitled 
to be restored, there may be, and probably, will 
be, vacancies on the active list in each grade, and 
then the President fills those vacancies accordin 
to law by promotions from those next. onthe: 
list. In that way we get the listfilled up without 
doing injustice to anybody, and by.a regular. 

cess according to law. eee: 


I wish to offer an amendment to 
“Jt is the 


are in office. It is not,.as the Senator from Vir: 
ginia supposed, that we are about to invest them 
with office. ‘They are in, office under, the consti- 
tutional authority of the President; but their com- 
missions expire with the teymination of this ses- 
sion. Now we have had trouble enough in dis- 
rating officers. For my part 1 do, not want any 
more of it. Thatis the objection I have to the 
proposition of the Senator from Georgia. Ido 
not want to make any more trouble of that sort, 
The objection which I have to the committee’s 
bill ig, that there is no provision against the: ré- 
currence of this difficulty. "We may obviate all 
the troubles which have grown out, of the naval 
board; but if the service proceeds five or ten years, 
as it has heretofore proceeded, we shall have the 
same clamor over again, that there are hundreds 
of men in the Navy who ought to be out, and that 
we must have another naval. board, and.all this 
confusion. The third section. proposed by: the 
Senator from Delaware empowers the ‘President 
to withdraw from the service: from time to time, 
and put on the retired list, one officer. after, ane 
other, so as to obviate the necessity of this peri; 
odical purgation of the Navy. It isto accomphsh 
that object that I move to add it as.an additional 
séction to the committee’s bill. -Itis as folloy 

nd be it further enacted, That hereafter; whenever, in 
the judgment of the President of the United States, a come 
missioned officer of the Navy shall have become, from any 
cause, incapable of performing the ‘duties of bis office, 0r 
shall prefer a request in writing to be retired, the President 
may, at his discretion, nominate such officer to the Senate, 
to he retired from active service upon leave-of-absence pay 
or furlough pay ; and upon confirmation of such nomina- 
tion by the Senate, the name of such officer shall be placed 
upon a reserved list, and he shall be withdrawn from active 
service and command, and entitled to receive leave of 


absence or furlough pay, according to the nomination and 
confirmation. $ : r 


Mr. BENJAMIN. That is a ‘portion of the 
amendment contained in the substitute of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware. I am utterly opposed toit. 
I think it the most vicious legislation that. could 
possibly be adopted. It is nothing more nor less 
than a provision for a permanent corps of pen- 


| sioned officers, to be sup orted at the expense.of 
the country, by the dominant party in this Gov: 
| ernment. 


Whenever the Executive and a ma- 
jority of the Senate shall agree, it provides that, 


| when an officer desires to- be retired from active 


service, and he can get the President to nominate 


him to the Senate, to be put upon, the retired list, | 
his life be supported by 


1856. 


the country in the full pay of his rank; and that | 
for the sole purpose of avoiding, as gentlemen 
say, a difficulty which now exists, and which they 
fear may hereafter exist, in relation to the proper 
mode of getting rid of inefficient officers in the 
publie service. . 

Now, sir, we have been a nation for cighty 
years, and this is the first time in the history, of 
the Government that an expedient of this kind 
has become necessary. I think the gentlemen 
very much exaggerate the prospect of a recur- 
rence of difficulties of this kind, and they are Í 
endeavoring now, by a system of legislation, to 
foresee them. There is no. chance of another 
experiment of this kind being tried for half a cen- 
tury to come; and we are doing all that wise and 
pradent and far-seeing statesmen can be required 
to do, when we legislate for our own times and 
our own generation. Let us not endeavor now 
to provide remedies for difficulties that may not 
occur until after we shall be tenants of the grave. 
F think, sir, that any such system as this, 1f now 
inaugurated, can have but one tendency—eventu- 
ally to put as a burden on the public Treasury of 
the country a large body of pensioncd officers 
who will seck this condition of officers upon the 
retired list as an honorable and pleasant retire- 
ment from public duty, where, with the enjoy- 
ment of rank and office and all the emoluments 
of pay to which, under the present system, they 
are entitled according to their different ranks, they 
may pass the remainder of their lives at the ex- 
pense of the public Treasury. J think the system 
is exceptionable inevery possible point of view. 
T have not the remotest ider that you could ever | 
get the Liouse of Representatives to agree to any 
such system as that. It puts it in the power of 
the President and the Senate to establish a regu- 
lar, permanent corps of efficient officers on the 
Government. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I cannot agree 
with the honorable Senator from Louisiana, I 
ean sce no difference in principle between making 
a system permanent, which places officers who 
become unfit for duty, in the exigencies of ser- 
vice, on ihe retired list, and doing it merely tem- 
porarily, as a violent remedy. The only differ- 
ence, to my minds this: that at the particular 
exigency individual interests may desire to scat- 
ter to the winds some two hundred officers, not 
with a view to any permanent system for the ben- 
efit of the country; and if this is gratified they are 
satisfied; but they are opposed to any general 
system which may operate uniformly and gen- 
erally for the benefit of the service. 


Now, sir, where is the great objection which 
the 


onorable Senator from Louisiana makes to 
provision, that officers may be retired from 
rvice living on a pension list at the expense 
of the country, instead of drawing fall pay, and 
rendering no service? If there was no such list, 
I wish to know if the officer would not remain in 
the service? If provision is made for retirement 
in this mode, he may be placed upon the low 
grade of pay, not on full pay, as the Senator from 
Louisiana suggests, but on leave of absence, or 
furlough, as the President may nominate him to 
be. 

Besides, the provision restricts the number. ft | 
only operates as a general relief; and if the law 
which was passed tn 1855, and the action unde 
it, were called for by the necessities of the service, | 
the permanence of a law of that kind I hold to be 
necessary in the same service. Though the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana may fancy that, for fifty 
years to came, no such step will be requisite, I 
cannot see why the same causes should not nee 
sarily lead to the same results in a mach shorter 
period of time. 

Again, | think a gradual relief of the Navy, 
from time to time, not going beyond a limited 
amount, is far preferable to violent remedies 
adopted upon the spur of the moment, which 
nothing mord than the gratification of the ind 
vidual preferences of those who have the power | 
at the particu hour. ` | 
tom, Instead of taking a general system, in re- | 
gard to whieh no man can tell on whom it will : 
operate hereafter, and in which no individual in- | 
terests of the hour can be involved, 
perfectly willing on that point to place the amend- | 
ment which has been offered by the honorable | 
Senator from Ohio, as regards its prudence and ; 
propriety, in contrast with the bill of the com-: 


hey act upon a violent | 


| which is to last dur 


i list?” 


| he could be put on leave o 


| 
f 
i 
| 


I should be ‘i 
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involved in a permanent system like that, to the | 
extent that they will be involved in a temporary | 
expedient for removing over one fourth of the | 
Navy at a particular time. $ f 
Sir, Í ean see nothing in the objections of the | 
honorable Senator from Louisiana which ought | 
to prevail against this amendment; but if the sys- 
tem that you should retire from your service, | 
either on furlough or leave-of-absence pay, under | 
a temporary law, be right in itsel#—I say the same 
system, properly guarded, so as not to run into 
abuse, should be made permanent; and there is 
far greater danger of its temporary violent action 
being influenced by the passions of the hour, or 
the partisan ascendency of the hour, or the per- | 


sonal ascendency of the hour, than there is under |! 


a general provision where the evil of a pension 
system is guarded against in the way I mention. 
The officers of your Navy and Army, by the gen- 
eral opinion of Congress, and the universal usage 
of the Government, though they may nat hold, 
by the tenure of their commission, what are called 
life offices, do practically hold a commission 
1g their lives, unless they be 
removed for good cause. If any other principle 
were adopted, your Navy 
into by a single honorable man, or a man fit to 
perform its duties. That being the case, no dan- | 
ger can be created by saying to these gentlemen, 
“ Thateitherat your own consent, or on the sug- 
gestion of the President, you have become unable 
to perform your duties from any cause nat sufi 
cient to justify your dismissal, but where you 
obstruct the promotion of o 


r officers who could 
take your place, you may he placed onthe retired 
think the expeuse to the country ia that 
case would not be incr d, taking the bill of 
the committee as it would then stand amended, 
At present, the Secretary of the Navy could 
place him, without any law, on furlough pay. for | 
the rest of his life, where he would nave to re- 
main ineapable of service, wiless by favoritism į 


vot that 
v of reti 


1 


of having a pract 
permanent sy 
and the Senate. 
danger aris 
my judgment, is not fully 
rovision as suggested, 
Mr. MALLORY. Mr, Pres 
wish to consume time in unnecessary debate, and 
therefore I shall not reply to varks ef the 
Senator from Virginia (Mr. Fluwrer] unti the 
amendment which he proposes to offer shall i 
be presented. But my friend from Obio [Mr. j 
Pugu} offers an amendment which my examina- 
tion of it induces me to ask the Senate not to | 
adopt. The bill of the committee already pro- |: 
vides that ‘‘the President shall be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to transfer an officer at his 
own request from the active list to the reserved 
fist when, in his judgment, the public interests į 
require it.” Now, let us take the case of acon- | 
mander in the active list of the Navy. Suddenly | 
his business requiring him to remain on shore, | 
desiring to avail himself of this opportunity, he | 
prefers his claim to the President. Under the k 
bill of the committee, the President takes into ii 
consideration whether the publie interests will i 
admit of his withdrawal from the active list, and 
af the President thinks so, he wijl put the officer 
on the reserved list. This provision throws | 
around the withdrawal of an officer fram active 
service the diseretion of the President with re 
gard to the public interests. Now, the proposi- | 
tion of the Eeietor from Ohio is that, wherever 
an oficer shall make a request of the President, | 
vithout any regard to the public interest, whether 
he be entitled to be taken from the active list |) 
or noi—whether he bas ever served the country | 
rpot—whether he be in advanced age or not, 
but simply according to the convenience of the 
officer imsutating the request, when he shall 
ike request in writing, the President may, at 
his discretion, nominate such ofiicer to the Senate 
to be retired from active service on leave of ab- 
sence or furlough pay; and on confirmation of; 
such nomination by the Senate, the name of such 


yO Th 
stem, whi 


sident, T do not | 


the 
officer shall be placed on a reserved list, and h 
shall be withdi&wn from active service and com- 
mand, and entitled to receive leave-of-absence 
pay, according to the nomination. 


i 
t 
i 
i 
i 


> 


would not be entered ji 


the retired pay, and the furlough pay. I do.not 
see any advantage which can be-possibly. gained 
by this proposition. I do not think the Senator 
from Delaware had his attention called to the 
provision of the bill of the committee which. I 
have read, when he originally drew up this prop- 
osition, I concede ata glance that, whenever an 
officer on the active service list feels himself in- 
competent to do his duty, he should not be dis- 
missed, but the Government should take care of 
him in.some form. It was with that view:that 
the committee introduced the provision.to which 
I have referred, that the President, in Nis discre- 
ion, whenever the public interest would permit 
t, might withdraw the officer from the active list 
without a nomination to the Senate, and transfer 
him to the reserved list. : 

Mr. BAYARD. Thatisthe difference in prin- 
ciple between the two propositions. : The honora 
able Senator wishes to leave. this discretionary 
power of placing officers on the reserved list-in 
the President alone. I think the Senate is a branch 
of the executive power, and the Senate ought to 
| confirm that action.. : 

Mr. MALLORY. I think that, when you 
require that responsibility of the Executive, it is 
placed in the proper hands. I think the Presi- 
dent, the commander-in-chief of the Army and 


eye, isa great deal better judge of the competency 
of an officer, of his efficiency in every point of 
view to perform his duty, than the Senate can 
| pessibly be. The Senate must go to the Depart- 
; ments in order to get there the knowledge on 
‘which the President acts. : 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not doubt. his being. a 
beter judge, and he must initiate the proceeding 
and select the officeT} but, sir, our system is oue 
of checks and balances, and my object in requir- 
ing the confirmation of the Senate is in accord- 
ance with your original Constitution to limit the 
arbitrary character of diseretionary power. 

Mr. BUTLER. My. President, there are a 
wt many propositions before the Senate, and I 


i shall endeavor to reconcile myself to vote for that 
; Which scems to me to come to some uniform prin- 


ciple. Jano point of view cand go for the amend- 


| ment offered by my friend from Ohio, and pre- 
ji par 


thy my friend from Delaware. So far as 
zislation by both Houses of Congress is con- 
cerned, to say who shall and who shall not be 


; retired, I believe that is perfectly within the com- 
i peteney of the Legislature, but both Houses 
: must concur, 


3 So faras regards the power of the 
President to detail this man for one duty, and 
that man foranother; to select one man for active 


: duty, and retire another, in his own discretion, 


T believe it to be constitutional, But where does 
the power come.of the President, the commander- 
iu-chief, to divide with the Senate the responsi- 


i bility of th disposition of the naval forces? If 


you are to have a system by which the officers 
are to hold their rights, it must be a legislative 
system, 1 carmot understand that the Senate 
ilone have any right to say whether this man or 
that man shall be retired. 1 cannot see where 
that power comes from. It is dividing with the 
President a responsibility which is constitution- 
ally exclusively vested within himself, or if you 
choose to have a system of laws, both branches 


| of the Legislature must concur in them, Thats 
| my judgment, 


Now, sir, in my opinion, before we can move 


| one step, we should know who are in the Navy. 


Let us suppose, for example, that eighteen men 
have been dropped, and on a review of their 
cases it should be decided that half of them should 
be restored, Are they not to be restored in statu 


| quo, before we undertake to countenance or rec- 


ognize the promotions? There are cighteen, and 
ten of them ought to be put back; why not put 
them back before any others are promoted ? Why 
omote others over their heads, when you have 
ndmitted that they are not entitled go such a cen- 

ire? Put them back where they were before 
this tribunal, and then make your promotions. 
Linsist upon that, if there is to be a tribunal of 
review, that review shall put them in their right 
places before you place anybody over their heads. 
That is no more than right. I do not know who 
are in the Navy until that tribunal shall have 
pronounced on the vacancies. The amendment 


! prepared by my friend from Delaware, and offered 


There are three classes of pay: the active. pay,” 


Navy, having these things immediately under his 


celia 


“a place to which an officer may go to seek shore 


ein cA hia race ec ieee 


į aes 
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by my friend from Ohio, is nothing more nor {| 
Jess than an ‘undiseuised perision list, to be made 
d the Prés- |i 


old and not williig to ‘go, would’ be perfectly || 


that point of view. . 
Mr. PUGH. : Mr. President, it seems to me 
therc has not only been a great deal of unneces- 
sary alarm at the amendment, but honorable Sen- 
ators who have opposed it have successfully and 
completely answéred each other. Does it make 
any difference to the Government or the public 
interest whether these men are in the active list 
of the Navy or in the reserved list of the Navy? | 
‘They are under pay. That was the argument in 
favor of the bill which passed Congress last year. | 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The Senator from Ohio 
will permit me to interrupt him. In my opinion, 


if the reserved list which is provided for either ij 


by the amendment or the bill of the Naval Com- | 
mittee, had‘ been in existence for the last twenty- | 
five years, we should now have a reserved list of 
trom eight hundred to one thousand officers; and | 
as fast as officers were retired, of course, they 
being no longer in active service, we should be 


asked to increase the active list; and we should | 


have this day just as many officers on the active | 
list as we now have, with a pension roll of about | 
one thousand reserved officers. My idea is, that 
if you allow this permanent reserved list, the offi- 
cers of the Navy by degrees will get on itasa 
comfortable pension for life to live, all the time 
filling up the active list by other appointments. 
Mr. PUGH. It does seem to me that itis the 
Jast. place in the world for gentlemen in the Senate 
to stand upand tell us that officers in the Navy 
are in love with the retired list, for we have heard 
nothing since the first Monday in Deceinber but 
clamor from every gentleman who has been put | 


put upon him by this amendmont.. It is nota 
‘case, then, that can be perverted by any party in 
power. It is hourid to pass the ordeal of confirm- || 
ation by the Senate,- In that respect I submit the 
amendment improves the casé far over the ori- {i 
ginal proposition of the committee. Now, is it. 
true, that the President of the United States has || 
this power to put officers on the reserved list? Ty 
do not want to go into that discussion. J have 
heard a great deal said about it, bat Tam free to 
state that one of the great difficulties in my mind || 
connected with the act of last year for the im- 
provement of the Navy, has béen the authority | 
assumed by the board, orby the President at the | 
instance of the board, to put officers on the ré- |i 
served list. What is that? Is ita new office? || 
If so, they should have been confirmed by the 

Senate. If itis not a new office, by what right do 
you say that you will shear an officer by act of 
Congress of a part of the duties and the rights 
which areconferred upon him ?—that whilst he still 
holds his commission, evidencing his title to per- 
form the duty, you will select A, B, C, D, E, F, | 
and say, “ You are less honorable than your fel- 
lows, and you shall not perform some of the 
honorable duties which others holding the same 
commission do??? Ihave kept away from that 


of these difficult questions; and, as I have said 
before, one of the great difficulties in my mind 
has been the constitutionality of that provision of 
the act. Butit has been executed, and I do not 


| the idea of the Senator from Delaware, that these | 
| are new offices. | 
isiana maintain that proposition here one whole 
day, and assert that, if we repealed the act of last 
year, all those gentlemen would be out of the 
Navy? However, I leave him and the Senator 
from South Carolina to settle that question. I 
look to the practical result. 

Iam willing to take out of the amendment, if 
that will satisfy Senators, so much as provides 
i that the President may put a man on the retired 
list at his application; but I wish to retain that 
provision which authorizes the President, at any 
time when he thinks an officer is not. performing 
his duty in the Navy, to put him before a court 
of inquiry or board ‘of inquiry, or on his own 
mere motion, if he is satisfied of the fact, to take 
| him from the active list of the Navy. ‘The Sen- 
ator from Louisiana says there is no necessity 


periment which you have already tried? 
The Senator says it will only happen once in 
fifty years. The committee tells us that it has 


on that list, 

Mr. BUTLER. Not half of them complain. 

Mr. PUGH, Well, sixty-odd have. 

Mr. FISH. About one hundred, 

Mr. PUGH. The question as to the public 
service is simply this: these men arein the ser- 
vice; they are paid; shall they remain on. the 
active list, in the way of the promotion of younger 
and better officers, or shall they be put aside? 
The Senator from Louisiana says if they are put 
aside they will render no more service. ‘The com- 
mittee have provided that the President may order 
an officer to be placed aside. That answers the 
whole objection, You cannot make a retired list 


service, for you have authorized the President to 
order him to service, It is not going to be a 
cushion to anybody. You cannot make it so as | 
long as the committee’s provision remains in the | 


been wanted for the last thirty years? Wh 

! should it not happen again? The committee tell 
{usin their report, that, if we wish to compete 
| with England, we must adopt their idea, and 
l induce our post-captains to retire at forty-five 
years of age. If this novel proposition, which | 
| was carried through the last Congress, was in- 
| tended merely to be aimed at particular officers, 
and put them out of the Navy, I shall vote, not 
indeed for the proposition of the Senator from ! 
Georgia, but for the proposition which the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire threatened’ to bring | 
in, namely: to repeal the whole thing, to cancel 
every commission in the Navy, and let the Presi- 
dent start again. But if it is intended to inaugu- 
rate a new system by which, from time to time, | 
you shall withdraw those who are physically or, 
| professionally unable, and fll your Navy with || 


bil. But what is most wonderful is, that the very |! 


provision against which the Senator from Louis- | 


jana leveled his indignation, is already in the bill | 


of the committee. It isnot peculiar to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Delaware, Itisalready | 
in the committee’s bill, which he supports. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. The Senator could not 


vigorous men, active men, I say it is necessary, 
in order to carry out that system, to adopt this 
amendment. In fact, the vote of the Senate on 
this amendment will, to a great extent, control |! 
me in voting on these propositions. | 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. I now move to strike out | 


have heard me just now state to him that E was | 
going to move to strike that out of the commit- 
tee’s bill, 

. Mr. PUGH® It is objectionable as it stands 
in the committee's bill, because it confers the | 


H 
|i from the fourth section this clause: | 
1 


| to transfer any officer, at his own request, from the active 
! list to the reserved list, when, in his judgment, the publie jj 


And the President shall be, and he is hereby, authorized 


interest require it. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


power wholly upon the President. 
Mr. BUTLER, That he has anyhow. ; 


+ 


Mr. BAYARD. I wish to offer an amend ment 
to the bill, with a view to test the judgement of 


| thorizes all the dropped,:ret |, and furloughed 
| officers, to ask fora courtof inquiry within ninety 


| question; I have kept away from a great many jj 


propose to disturb it. Ihave, however, adopted |! 


Did not the Senator from Lou- |! 


for it. Then where is the necessity for this ex- || 
y, jj 


in-this bill, as amended, the-committee. have put 
that question. distinctly before the Senate. The 

provide that the Secretary of the Navy “shal 

cause the physical, mental, professional, and 
moral -fitntes of such officer for the naval officer 
to be investigated by a court of inquiry,” &c..-.I 
moye to strike out the words; * and moral, and: 
insert, in order to make it grammatical, the word 


i  and’’-before. ‘professional, so as to strike out 


the right of the court of inquiry, if assembled, to 
inquire into the moral character of an-officer... i 
“Mr. HUNTER. DoI understand the Senator 
to say, that thé amendment is for the purpose of 
trying the construction of the Secretary of the 
Navy of the old law, or is it designed to test the 
sense of the Senate.on the construction? o 
Mr. BAYARD. “As the section stands, it.au-' 
d, and furloughed 


days or within one year if they are out of the Uni- 
ted States. It provides that the physical, mental, 
professional, and moral qualities: of ang officer 
shall be inquired into by this'court of inquiry. sF- 


| am willing to trust no such matter to any court, 


because the word “professional’’ cov! 
tion of morals to a suffici 3 
leave it indeterminate, 
moral character. : 


ro; 
i by the Secretary of the Navy: y 
| lutely requires that inquiry. It would be anovel 


morals of an oficer. ; ee : 
Mr. MALLORY.. I trust the amendment will 
not be made, for the reason that the word “ pro- 
fessional”? does not, in my. judgment, include 
moral fitness cither in the Navy or elsewhere; 
and if an officer has not moral fitness. he ought 
not to be in the Navy. Now, sir, it will not be 
an error to supposs that this. provision will insti; 
tute any particular searching inquiry into the 
morals of individuals.. Naval officers, are not 
stringent on this point; but there may. be some: 
men, whose moral character would not bear the © 
slightestinvestigation, whoungknownandimarked 
in the Navy as disreputable characters, and they: 
cannot be held to account very well by brother’ 
officers. The sending of.a challenge is cause of 
| dismissal. -There may perhaps be but one. case 
of that kind; there may be more. I doubt very: 
‘ much whether keeping the words in will not have 
| a highly beneficial effect on every man who is to 
come before this court. Is;the Senator from Del- 
aware prepared to say that moral fitness. is in 
itself not needed to the efficiency of an officer? 
If the Senate think so, it ought to be struck out. 
But with my opinions of an officer I think it is not 
only necessary, but moral fitness lies at the very 
foundation of all efficiency. in the service...” i 
Mr. ADAMS. J shall vote. for the motion of 
| the Senator from Delaware, for this: reason: if: 
his motion shall be sustained, the law under. 
which this court of inquiry will act will be pre- 
cisely in the language of the law that is intended 
i to be remedied by this bill, Ido not wish a test 
to be applied to those officers—their fate is. hard. 
enough anyhow—that is not applied to all other 
officers in the Navy. If I understand correctl yy: 
there is already an existing law which, subjects 


| him for moral delinquency to a court of inguiry,s 
| and therefore there is no necessity for repeating 


it here, and forcing on these officers a diferent” 
rule of qualification from that provided. by the 

original law, or that provided for other officers. 

For this reason I shall vote for the amendment 

of the Senator from Delaware. : 

Mr. TOOMBS. I shall support theamendment, 
and Tam surprised that the chairman of the Naval 
Committee. should oppose it. The provision 
which it is proposed to strike out was not imthe 
act of February 28, 1855,and yet he held it to be 
there by construction, and I should suppose. he 
could construe it into this bill. He has manfully 
| contended, as have those Senators who entertain 
the same views, that, though. the. provision was 
: not there, you could try a: man for immoralitiess. 


Mr. PUGH. 1 differ in opinion with the Sen- |; the Senate. One of the matters of controversy in |! or for what this secret conclave: determined wag 


ator from South Carolina as to that; but 1 do |: 
not care about discussing it at this moment. In |, 
the bill of the committee it is confided wholly to 
the President, Now, the check of the Senate is 


this case has been the propriety of the construc- 


_ tion given by the Secretary of the Navy to the 


bill of 1855, by which he authorized an inquiry 


2 


‘immorality. No such thing was in -the act of 
| 1855; but these gentlemen contend that the board. 
had the right to take cognizance, of immoralities. 


ii into the moral charaeter of the officers. [see that. [ do not’see, then, why the chairman should want 


1856. ae 
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these words here. He has keld that, according | 


to the present law, without these words, there 
was suficient authority to try a man for cheating 
in a mess bill, or anything else which this board 
might. deem an immorality. 7 = ` 

Büt; sir; my reason for supporting the amend- 
ment is, that questions of mortals present no issue 
either in- law or in fact; ‘Some religious body, 
such as the college ‘of cardinals or a Presbyterian 
synod, orany‘of theauthorized assemblies of the 


churches, would. be a: béttér tribunal! than naval 


officers to try such quéstions. It only leaves a 
hole for people to wreak their vengeance. All 
immoral acts which are deemed worthy of pun- 
ishnient are set forth, every one of them, in the 
law governing the Navy, passed in 1799—theft, 
drunkenness, und everything else that is consid- 
ered improper. All these things are designated 


specifically, not leaving a man liable to the vague | 


and uncertain charge of being’ guilty of immo- 
rality.. What sort of immorality shall be punish- 
able is set forth in’ the act of 1799, which has 
existed from that day to this, 

When you puta nian on trial for immorality, 
the law is made in the breast of the judges. It 1s 
nota question capable of any judicial determina- 
tion. It is not capable of any proof. You leave 
it undefined, which I need not say is the worst 
provision of a penal law. 

I repeat again, ‘every immoral act which the 
Government of the country has deemed worthy 
of punishment is enumerated in thé act of 1799, 
and the officer can, be tried and cashicred, or 
otherwise punished according to law, for any 
one of them, I do not know of a single act 
wliich is: not embraced in that statute, which 
ought to be embraced. That law has been fre- 
quently amended sv'as to cover other cases; and if 
it is defective now, you can amend it'still further. 

What will be the result if you allow men to 
be tried for immorality ? 
large class of persons Kola 
act which can’ be “committed the sum of all 
villainies’*—is to hold a slave. I suppose that a 
great many people believe so conscientiously, for 
they say so; thousands and tens of thousands 
say so. If you can convict for one immorality, 
you certainly can convict for ‘* the sum of all 
villainies,” 
is no way to try people; it is not the basis on 
which to institute criminal proceedings. It is 
unheard of except in these unheard-of efforts to 
ty officers of the Navy in this bill, and in the 
bill of the 28th of February, 1855, stretched by 
départmental construction, and the usurpation 
of this board, over such classes of cases as would 
reach their enemics and secure their own pur- 
poses. ; 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, Iagree entirely 


with what has fallen from the honorable Senator || 


from Georgia, upon. the power proposed to be 
vested in this court to try whether one hag suffi- 
cient morals to remain an officer of the Navy, for 
the reasons so strongly assigned by him, that the 
tribunal are to determine what are. morals and 
what are not. This matter is most strikingly 
illustrated by a proceeding now pending in this 
country, and not very far from this Chamber. 
You find in a certain section of the country one 


set of morals, aud in another section of country jj 


another set of morals; that is to say, what one 
class of the community, or more properly, one 
geographical section, determine is moral, another 
determine is immoral. 


where they have determined, or rather a commit- 
tee has determined, and determined itin reference 
to one of my colleagues, that his failure to do an 
act which would degrade him if he had done it, 


in his own country, should subject him to the: 


reprehension of those who sit in judgment upon 
him. 
This matter of morals at last depends a great 


deal on transient caprice or whim, on the state of | 


feeling, or the peculiarities of religion, orsomethin 

else in the different sections of the country, and 
I should be utterly opposed to placing any officer 
in the power of a tribunal who are to determine, 


and to make his commission the forfeiture, what | 


are morals and what are not morals, I think with 


the honorable Senator from Georgia, that, if there | 


are any moral offenses for which an officer should 
be dismissed from the Navy, they should be spo- 
cified in the law. i 


You know that a very | 
that’ the most immoral | 


There is nothing definite here; this | 


fessional qualifications, or they ought not to be 


| Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Presidant, it isa very 
| far-fetched idea to suppose that, becatise the view 
| of morals may differ in our wide-spread country, 
| there are necessarily several standards of morals 
in the Navy. There is no such discrepancy in 
the Navy. There is but one common feeling on | 


struers of what morality should be. Á 

But, in reply to the Senator from Georgia; let 
me say these gentlemen are now to be examined 
! for their fitness for the Navy. They are out of 
the Navy, as I contend. Some of them have 
been tried repeatedly for the identical offenses 
which he has enumerated under the act of 1800, 
which does specify the offenses in the Navy.. 
They may have beén tried and found guilty, and’ 
repeatedly punished: They may bave been pun- 
|| ished for drunkenness, timé and again. The 
punishments for that offense have all been, by 
experience, limited. Courts-martial have been 
lenient. But a man who has, four or five times 
successively, shown himself intoxicated on duty, 
i becomes at last, in the opinion of his peers, || 
li unfit to be in the Navy any longer. His crime, || 
the fifth time, is only legally what it was the i| 
| first time. The first time, it did not incapacitate |! 
i him; butit is the continuation of the perpetra- 
li tion .of the crime that renders him unfit for the |, 
i performance of duty. Now you are called upon |! 
| to appoint a.court to decide a man’s fitness. He 
| has professional capacity and knowledge of duty; 
i but he has been punished for drunkenness, not |! 
|| once, but five times. It is not the immorality of i! 
once getting drunk—that could be, pardoned— | 
but it is the evidence which it affords of his’! 
habit; and if that habit be established, he is a ji 
man unfit to be intrusted with your commission, |i 
and I hold that the court should have power to | 
say so. IJ hold thatthe court should have power ji 
to go to your Department and examine the 
records of that fact; and if they find that the) 
officer committed that offense repeatedly, which, 
if committed once, would not have branded him i 
as immoral; yet if committed six or seven times, || 
though he may have purged his offense in the |! 
language of the law, he is disqualified for the || 
: Navy; and, in selecting men anew, he should not |j 
| be chosen. fi 
Mr. BAYARD. 


I do not think the view of jj 
the honorable Senator from Florida sustains the į; 
propriety of retaining these words in the bill. | 
c puts the case of habitual drunkenness. Well, |! 
‘sir, habitual drunkenness would certainly be cov- ji 
| ered by an inquiry into a man’s professional con- i 


| duct. ‘That, think, is beyond alldoubt. Though 


| a man might be a good seaman, if he werea hab- | 
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moral acts which affect a man’s qualifications are || 
either subject to court-martial now, under exist- H 
ing laws, or they must necessarily affect his pro- 


fi 

| subjects of consideration. Under one or the other |) 
of these classes, they must necessarily come. If}; 
this language is left in the bill, it leaves (in addi- 

i tion to the instances stated by the honorable Sen- 

iator from Virginia and the honorable Senator | 

from Georgia,) the widest latitude imaginable 


that pointy-and they are not very stringent con- ||: 


| the Senator from 


| Scorn and contempt by those who are under} 
det Kins th 


wh e amend 
The phrase’ ‘moral fitness 
in the adt*of last year, T 
Navy, in giving’ his instruc! 
naval officers, author: 
they themselves j 
moral fitness of an officer to rem 
It has been contended. on’ this 
ability avid with great show of 


will n 


in the term “ professional.”? Therefore, by cons. 
fining your inquiry into. the fitness of an officer: 
professionally, mentally, and physically, and 
excluding by a positive vote the term ‘mioral,??, 
you make it a duty of the court of. inquiry, as 

| Georgia very well suggested, 
to keep in the Navy a mañ stained with all the 
moral guilt with which he can be stained, and 
which may have producéd such an effect on. his. 
reputation that he is absolutely looked upon: with, 


official control, and. after the officer h 
become utterly unfit to. perfoi 
think this will actually, be 
struction by the Senate 


session; and is very obj 


t A very striking instance |j 
has been presented by a very important body, | 


tin the bill. 


to the caprice and opinion of the individual mem- 
bers of the court. It might so happen that you 
would have on such a court of inquiry a series of 
officers who would think it wrong to go to a horse- 
race, or a theater, or to play cards, and consider 
the acts immoral in themselves. Hundreds of 
mendo. Others, again, think the acts themselves 
perfectly indifferent, and involving no question of 
morals whatever. An officer may be disrated in 
consequence of an opinion of that kind, which 
certainly is nota species of discretion that you 
should devolve on a court of inquiry; yet that is 
necessarily involved by inserting such language 
In my judgment that was necessa- 
rily involved to the same extent, and in the same 
latitude in the dangerous construction given to 
the law of 1855, re the Secretary of the Navy. 
Mr. BIGGS. 

to the Senator from Delaware, which, it seems.to 
me, will obviate the objections to his amendment. 
T suggest to him to modify it so as to put it in 


| the act of 1800, to which he referred, defining of- 
! fenses in. the Navy... I presume that anything 


i turpitude are subjects of fair trial, because. they 
' admit of overt acts, But anything sounding: in 
| what may be called abstract. notions of morality, 


i 
ii alil 
i] assumes a range within which I would-be willing 
i to trust no court on carth., Under sucha juris- 
ji diction as that I _have.no doubt that-Frederick the 
:} Great would have been excluded from the Navy; 
|| for he was a gross infidel—the gfossest kind of 
ii allinfidels—heasked-to be buried with his hounds. 
| He inculcated a system of morals which would 
| have. broken down the very foundations of so-. 
| ciety—the system of Voltaire. Probably Fred- 
j erick the Great, the most distinguished military 


desire to make a suggestion || chieftain of his age, would be unfit for a placein 
i our Navy;-in:the estimation of a-court.of inquiry, 


| Upon account of his morals... Lam willing thata, 
i court shali take cognizance of offenses involving 
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but I doubtif any tribunal ought 


moral turpitude, tif any. 
even f general morals. 


to have cosnizance ó wa ; 

: Mr: MALLORY. | The Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Toomss].seems.to loge. sight. of the fact that 
we are now investigating the claims of men to be 
put into the Navy. We haye no right to subject 
these men to a trial. They may have committed 
all the offenses: known. to-the act of 1800; but we. 
have no right to prefer charges against them, be- 
cause they are out of the Navy.” They are.not 
subject'to “be: tried: by court-martial. ‘Chey are 
only amenable to the civil courts of the country. 
How can you prefer charges to try sueh men by 
court-martial? We are now investigating the 
question whetherthey shall be put into the Navy; 
and the point is, whether a man who has noclaim 
to moral character shall bwe put into the Navy? 
These men are out of the Navy. They cannot 
be put back. without some action. I say they 
should not be put into the Navy unless they have 
moral fitness. I ask for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment. : 

'The yeas and nays were ordered. , 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. I have agreed with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Tnomson] to pair 
off with him on questions connected with this 
bill, and therefore I shall not vote. 

The yeas and nays were taken; and Mr. Bices 
recorded his vote against the amendment. 

Mr. BIGGS. When the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Housron] was about leaving the city, he 
desired to know if I would ‘t pair’? with him on 
this question, as he wished to go home to visit 
his sick family. agreed to“ pair off” with him. 
That has been nearly three months ago, and I feel 
some difficulty as.to the course which I should 
take in regard to this matter. At the time I agreed 
to his proposition I did not expect that it would 
extendas long as three mouths. I have concluded, 
however, that.as no definite time was fixed at the 
period when I made the arrangement, I ought not 
to vote. I voted without reflection, just now, on 
this amendment, and Iask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to permit me to withdraw my 
name, because the Senator from Texas may labor 
under the impression that the arrangement cx- 
tends as long as he’ remains away. y 

'There being no objection, the vote was with- 
drawn. 

The result: was announced, as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Butler, Crittenden, 
Evans, Foot, Hale, Hunter, Iverson, Jones of Tennessee, 
Manon, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Toombs, Wade, and Weller— 


NAYS — Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell 
of Tennessee, Benjamin, Bigler, Brodhead, Brown, Clay, 
Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foster, 
Hamlin, James, Mallory, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, 
Trumbull, and Wilson—23. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. ADAMS. I propose au amendment to 
the first section, to insert after the words, “ the 
court of inquiry,” the words, ‘to consist of 
three officers of the Navy, to be appointed by 
the Secretary of the Navy; three officers of the 
Army, to be appointed by the Secretary of War; 
and three civilians, to be appointed by the Pres- 
ident.” 

My object in offering this amendmentis to pro- 
vide for a majority of disinterested persons to 
constitute the court of inquiry. F know it is said 
that officers of the Navy are better qualified to 
judge of the fitness of their brother officers than 
others. By this amendment yon will have a 
sufficient number of officers of the Navy to fur- 
nish the necessary naval information which may 
be desired; you will have officers of the Army, 
who have a general knowledge of the duties of 
the Navy; you will have threc civilians, totally 
disinterested, who, after hearing the testimony, 
are as ae ene to decide the merits of a case 
of this kind as naval officers theniselves can be. 

_ The great advantage, however, to be secured, 
is the confidence of the country in the disinter-. 
estedncess of the majority of the board. One great 
objection which has been urged everywhere 
against the action of the late board hag been, that 
they were interested in their own decisions. 
Under the provisions of this bill, the Secretary is 
authorized to form a court of officers of the Navy 
generally; and it is‘ almost impossible, in the 
nature of things, that you can select a court 
having no uiterest, either directly or indirectly, 
in the question. By selecting them in the mode 
proposed by my amendment, you will be certain 


| great fundamental principles of public liberty. I 


| this country without a hearing. 


y disinterested: upon the 
question, which, in my Judgment, will be better! 
able to arrive.at a correct. conclusion, and will. 
securea greater. amount of the confidence of the 
country —will be more impartial than any other. 


to:have a tribunal whol 


The amendment was rejected. 


additional section to the bill of the committee: 

And be it further enacted, That so much and such parts 
of the said act.of the 28th of february, 1855, as provide 
« that vacancies created in the active list by placing officers 
on the retired list. shall be filled by regular promotion in 
the order of rank'and seniority,” and all other parts, of said 
act which may authorize: promotions in the Navy be, and 
the same are, hereby reptaled. 

On this point, Mr. President, the whole ques- | 
tion may be said to rest. If any gentleman will 
take up the Naval Register for this year, or for 
any year from the last war until now, he will find 
that we have had more captains and commanders 
than we have had any use for, and since the ac- | 
tion of this board there are néarly double the 
number of commanders—I take that grade for 
illustration—on leave of absence that there were 
before. This must necessarily be so from the | 
natare of the case. A number of commanders 
have been promoted to be captains, and some few 
more of them have been put in fancy positions. 
I will take the case of Captain DuPont. He was 
a commander on the light-house board, one of the 
greatest abuses in the Government He is now 
there as a captain in the same place where he was 
before as acommander. You find that there are 
thirty or forty commanders more on the leave-of- 
absense list than there were before. The whole 
matter is very apparent. You have displaced two 
hundred and one officers. Forty-nine were put 
out of the service; one hundred and fifty have 
been promoted. You have more now than you 
had before. The constant cry was based on the 
idea that you could not employ those you had; | 
and now it is sought, merely for the purposes of 
the naval officers, and against the intcrests of the 
country, as I have before shown, to keep these 
men in their positions. 

My friend from Louisiana said the other day 
that he could hardly argue this question with me, 
because I am apt to become excited upon it. 
Mr. President, I am indignant at it; but { ean 
say that I have neither brother, nor brother-in- 
Jaw, nor avy human being with one drop of his 
blood in my veins, collaterally, by afinity, or 
consanguinity, who gets benefit or injury from 
this bil. I did not know by sight ten human 
beings affected by the law of 1855, either way, 
when it was done. During my service in Con- | 
gress, for eleven years, I do not know that I ever 
broke bread with three of them. But, sir, I saw 
the priuciples of civil liberty lying at the foun- 
dation of all governments setat naught by a secret 
tribunal of interested judges, fifteen men called 
together on a bill, which they aided to get through 
this House. In defiance of all justice, of all 
right, and, I say,as of the fundamental principles 


condemned them, and took their places. i did 
become indignant, and I thank God E am in- ; 
dignant at such injustice, and [hope I shall ever | 
remain so. {will never trample under foot these 


will stand here against ten, against fifteen, against 
twenty, against any number of men, until I can 
make public opinion be heard within these walls, 
or at the other end of the Capitol, until justice i 
done, and no‘man condemned and punisl 
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shed in 

This is my excuse for whatever feelings I may |! 
have exhibited here. Itis a just indignation at `! 
the grossest and basest injustice that ever was | 
perpetrated under the forms of law, This bill is) 
an attempt to consummate it by permitting men i! 
whom you do not want, men whom you cannot : 
employ, men whom everybody knows you have 


ii 


i them fancy places to remain in 


| striking at the very foundation of the efficiency 


8 board, there is no peace in the Navy. 


no use for, though you may figure it out, and giv 
igh rank. ‘Th 
highest officers in the Navy, many of these who 4 
have done servies to ihe country, and those wha ! 
have been promoted by the action of this board, | 
declare tnat this is unnecessary, and that it is 


5 


of the Navy. : 
Sir, we are told that we should restore peace to | 

the Navy. You never can restore it in this gen- 

eration. Since this act has been done by this 


i 
HI 
You can |! 


Mr. TOOMBS. - Loffer this amendment. as an.|| 


of liberty everywhere, they tried their comrades, |} 


; fore the whole number of ca 


only look to justice—the peace is broken forever, 
snd yoi cannot restore it. I desire to do justice; 
but.if T cannot do it, I ask the American Senate 
to protect the country. There is no constitutional 
power in the way here. The act of 1855 :said— 
one of the most fatal clauses in it—that the vacan- 
cies which might be created under. it shouid be 
filed by promotion according to rank and seni- 
ority. 1 say; repeal it,and the promotions all fall. 
Repeal it, because the country does not want it, 
Repeal it, that. you may not have your Navy 
clogged up again for the next. five or ten years. 
The very evils which you attempted to remedy, 
you have aggravated. Repeal it, and leave the 
Navy, as I have shown you, with thirty-four cap- 
tains, declared, even by this tribunal, to be fit for 
the service of the country, when you know you 
cannot employ more than fourteen of them at sea 
now. There is but one object in opposing the 
repeal, and that is to give promotion to some, a 
| portion of whom, at least, do not deserve it. 

Then I offer this proposition in behalf of the 
country. Whatever may become of the officers 
who have been. thus treated—whatever may be 
the judgment of the Senate as to them, Task in 
behalf of my country, that you shall not clog up 
the naval service with a vast expense, and that, 
too, founded on this act of injustice, which -is 
wanted for no other reason than to enlarge the 
enormous patronage. of the Federal Government. 
lask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas artt nays were ordered, 

Mr. MALLORY. Before the yeas and nays 
are taken, I will simply say that I have made an 
accurate calculation of all the officers of the Navy 
required under present circumstances; and I do 
not concur, as I can easily satisfy the Senate—I 
think I have done so before—in the statements of 
the Senator from Georgia. I think he is total] 
in error as to the number of officers now required. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 15, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS~Messrs. Adams, Bright, Butler, Crittenden, Doug- 
las, Gvans, Foot, Hale, Iverson, Jones of Tennessee, 
Mason, Toombs, Wade, Weller, and Wilson—15. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benjamin, Bigler, Brodhead, 
Brown, Clay, Claytou, Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, fish, 
Fitzpatrick, Foster, Geyer, Hamlin, Hunter, Johnson, Mal- 
Jory, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, 
Toucey, ‘Trumbull, and Yulee—28. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. PUGH. I move to amend the bill by 
striking out all of the third section after the word 
“ respectively,” in the fifth line. This is to take 
away the power of the President to transfer ofii- 
cers from the furlough list to the half-pay list. I 
believe it was the intention of the original aet that 
| nine tenths of the retired officers should be on the 
furlough list. I do not wish to allow the Presi- 
dent to give full pay to the officers on the fur- 
lough list. The words which I propose to strike 
out are: 

_ “And the President shall he, and he is, hereby author- 
| ized, by and with the advice and cousent of the Senate, to 
any officer from the furlough to the reserved pay 
i d that so much of the act of February 28, 1855, en- 
titied u act to promote the efficiency of the Navy,’ as 
renders reserved officers incapable of promotion, be, and 
the same is hereby, repealed.?? 
The motion to strike out was not agreed to. 


Mr. BIGGS. Ihave had occasion before, Mr. 
President, to state that I was a friend to the gen- 
ral principles intended to be attained by the pas- 
age of this bill; but I am very desirous to see it 
verfected so as to see itas little objectionable as 
possible. One of the objections against it is, that 
it makes a temporary increase of the Navy. I 
think it is very evident, from the provisions of 
the bil, that itis to make a temporary increase of 
the number of officers. Now, it oceurs to me, 
from what I have heard, and the investigations 
which have been made in this Chamber, and the 
investigations which I have personally made, that 
as far as captains and commanders are concerned, 
sixty-eight in the one case, and ninety-seven in 
the other, are at present too large for a peace es- 
tablishment. 

It has been seid here that we do not require in 
a peace establishment, in active service, more 
than fourteen captains. It is proved that is the 
extent of the number of captains in active sea 
service. We require some nine others op shore 
duty. Twenty-three in active service is there- 
ptainas now required 
The number authorized by law is sixty-eight. 
I think this is too many. 


i 


1856. 


‘Now, I propose to amend the bill, so that, f 
while we get the benefitof the act of 1855, with- 
out interfering with the restoration of the present 
officers, when we commence the reduction as 
peepee’ in this bill, and get down to the present 
imit, we may go still furtherdown, till we reach 
the number of fifty captains and. seventy-five 
commanders. I think that will be an ample 
number for all the purposes. of a peace estab- 
lishment. : . 

The second section provides that there shall 
be no further promotions or appointments in any 
grade after the restoration shall have been made, 
until the number of captains and other grades in 
active service. shall have been reduced to the 
number now prescribed by law. I propose to 
strike out all after the word santih” and insert, 
“ the number of captains in active service shall 
be reduced to fifty; the number of commanders 
to seventy-five; and other grades to the number 
now prescribed by law.” 

I do not propose to alter the lower grades, be- 
cause Lam informed, and believe, that it is not 
necessary to reduce them—that the number now 
prescribed by law is not too many; but F think 
the captains and commanders ought to be re--|| 
duced when we commencea system of reduction 
for a peace establishment, until we reach fifty 
captains and seventy-five commanders, which, I 
think, willbe an ample number. 

Mr. HUNTER. If we pass the bill of the 
Naval Committee, increasing the existing estab- 
lishment, in the first place, and then add to it the 
amendment of the Senator from North Carolina, 
that there shall be no promotion until the number 
be reduced below that which is required by the 
existing establishment, the chances of the junior 
officers for promotion will be worse than before 
we had the retired list. It seems to me that, if 
the two provisions be adopted together, it will 
be hopeless for a junior officer to expect to ob- 
tain promotion at a time when it can be of ser- 
vice to him, or to the country. | 

Mr. MALLORY. ‘The amendment of my 
friend from North Carolina is based on the pre- 
sumption that the officers in the higher grades are 
too numerous; and he specifies the captains and | 
commanders. I should like to know from my 
friend what number of captains he considers | 
sufficient to perform the duties now required of 
that grade? What is his basis of calculation? 

Mr. BIGGS. My basis of calculation is what |! 
has been afforded me here in the Senate. I believe 
that the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs himself has stated that we only require 
fourteen captains at sca at present. Then we li 
need captains to command navy-yards; and I | 
believe there are only eight or nine of them. | 

| 


Fourteen and nine are twenty-three; so that but | 
twenty-three captains are needed in active ser- | 
vice, in time of peace. We have sixty-eight 
captains; we have, therefore, three times as many 
as are required in active service. It seems to me 
that fifty is a number amply sufficient. If we | 
only require twenty-three In active service, the 
margin from twenty-three to fifty is amply suffi- | 
cient to provide for all casualties, and for peculiar 
circumstances in regard to the particular charac- 
ter of officers to their stations. j 

Mr. MALLORY. Ihopethat any attempt to |! 
reduce the force of the Navy will be made at i; 
some other time than the present. My friend |: 
from North Carolina is mistaken as to the num- 
ber now on duty. There are nineteen captains 
now on shore duty, so that there are thirty-three | 
captains actively employed, and that number will į; 
be increased from year to year as the necessities | 
of the country are increasing, particularly on the ; 
Pacific coast. The Secretary of the Navy, in: 
his annual report at the last session and at the `i 
present session, called on Congress to furnish | 
twenty-five hundred more men for the Navy. 
These men are absolutely necessary. If Congress || 
shall furnish them, there will be thirty-cight cap- 
tains employed. The grade of captains scarecly | 
embraces: a man under sixty years of age, and |; 
therefore disabilities for active service m that i; 
grade are more numerous in proportion to the | 
number than in ony other grade in the Navy. 
For this reason we want the grade more numer- 
ous, in proportion to the e, than any ef the 
lower grades, {do not thivk at present it®vould 
bé advisabis to decrease them. if ithe found so, 
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i 
| 
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t that we should refer the matter to the 


| itime nations. 


| could be actually dispensed with, in active 


| idea, after the investig 
i the subject. All the captains we need are those 


| the expenses of the naval establishment, | ask 


Navy Department, to furnish Congress with the 
reasons for reducing the number of this. grade. 
We should net act advisedly by reducing. the 
number of captains now.. We have neot-the in- 
formation before us to act accurately on that 
subject, and what information we have would 4 
induce us not to decrease the grade. 


If the men are given that: the Secretary of the | 


Secretary calls for, there will be seventy com- 
manders in service—now there are sixty-nine; and 
there will be three hundred and ten lieutenanis— 
there are now two hundred and eighty-one in 
active service. I see nothing in the state of 
the country now which would justify us in. re- 
ducing the Navy. 

Another reason is, that we must regard these 
officers in our Navy as a mere nucleus. We have 
no Navy whatever in comparison with other mar- 
If we were called upon in an 
emergency to supply captains to our Navy, we 
could not do it; they are the growth only of half 
a century; experience has shown that we cannot 
create a naval captain ina day. Even if a few 

r- 
vice, we can spare this money from the Treasury 
to have them ready for any emergency. I trust 
my friend will not press his amendment. 

Mr. BIGGS. I certainly have no disposition 


Be 


to embarrass the bill; but it is a very forcible ar- | 


gument against the bill that by it, indirectly, you 
are increasing the officers of the Navy. Itis very 


i forcibly argued that, while you are thusinereasing 


the officers of the Navy temporarily, the active- 
service list is comparatively a small number com- 
pared with the large increase which you have 
made. It scems to me that the amendment which 


I propose will commend this bill to the favorable |i 


consideration of many of those who might not be 
otherwise disposed to favorit. Here, from the 
necessity of the case, you are compelled to have 
a temporary increase of the officers. That, asa 
matter of course, will increase the expenses of 
the navalestablishment. Then, when you com- 
mence reduction under the provisions of this bill, 
it seems to me you ought in that reduction to go 
as far as prudence will allow. 


there are now nineteen captains on shore duty, 
and fourteen at sea, making thirty-three. ‘That 
is his calculation. {shouid like to know whether 
or not many of the places now filled by the nine- 
teen captains of whom he speaks could not be 
just as well filled by commanders: That is my 
gation which I have given 


in command of squadrons, which amount to only 


‘fourteen at the outside, and those in the com- 


mand of the navy-yards, which do not amount 
to more than nine more, making twenty-three al- 
together. I make these suggestions as a friend 
of the bill, believing that they will commend it 
to the consideration of many of those who are 
not disposed to favorit. When we are increas- 
ing, as we do by this bill increase, temporarily, 
itis true, the number of officers, and consequently 


that, when we go about decreasing aud bringing 


it down to the present standard, we shall go to a |, 
reasonable and prudent limit in reducing the un- į 


necessary officers in the Navy. 
Mr. HALE. It seems to me, sir, that our de- 
bates are proceeding upon the assumption made 


ii by the Senator from Georgia, that is to say, we 


remember that we have got a Navy to take care 


of, but we forget that there is a country for, 


the Navy to serve. I remember—I think it wa 
when Mr. Graham was Secretary of the Navy— 
heactually recommended, inone of bis annual re- 


ports, that we should build ten additional sloops | 


of war; and what do you suppose the reason as- 


signed for doing so was? To give employment 
‘to the lieutenants! 1 
i tenants, with nothing for them to do, that his 


We had got so many lieu- 


! idea of an amendment of the Navy was, that we 
had better build ten additional sloops to give em- 


ployment to the lieutenants. Then, if we had 
rappened to get one or two sloops too many, we 
should have had to get four or five more licuten- 


| ants to take care of them; and if we had kept on, 


erhaps there would have been a constant inercase 
of both of them. I utterly despair of getting the 
Senate to come to my ideas on this subject, but 
1 will throw them out for what they are worth. 
1 would dismiss every officer in the Navy, and ` 
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What is that? || 
Why, sir, the chairman of the committee says il 
ithe utmost ingenuity of the Secretary of the: 
Navy he can send only fourteen of them to sea,. 


when I wanted a naval. officer 
exactly as is done in::th: 


have it built as Collins has his ships constructed 


|| —by private enterprise. ‘Then you would not see. 


what you now see, your splendid fidating palace, 
Merrimac, which we went down to look:at some 
time ago, at Annapolis, brought home and put 
| into dock for. repairs, before “she has crossed, 
the. Atlantic once. Whys this? Because she 
was built to accommodate the Navy; not fot the 
country. That is it; and the whole argument 
here proceeds on what we are to do, and what we 


the Navy can best serve the country. 

Now, sir, I confess I am ata loss to 
ito vote on this amendment of the honorable Sens 
atorfrom North Carolina, for this reason: | think 
the proposition is, in: One: respect, a good oùe; 
but it looks to me, in relation to the new promo- 


who lived upon her neighbors all her life, until 
| by good luck she got a new kettles and t now,” 
i Says sbe, “ we shall have no more borrowing or 
lending.” {Laughter.] : ; 
| Now, it seems that these men are to be pro- 
i moted—this whole batch are to be promoted—and_ 
i put in these high places safely, and then they 
begin to be converted, and think “wedo not want 
any more increase, and it would be as well to let 
| us roost here during our. lives, and nobody else 
| shall come up, and we will keep the number at 
seventy-five, or some convenientl F 
ber.” After the Navy has served then as long 
as it can, and they have been promoted, and en- 
joyed these promotions for all their lives, and 
their widows are pensioned, they do not think 
the public food requires any more promotion! 
Does not this very state of things indicate that 
the whole thing is wrong—wyong end foremost ? 
We are consulting for the Navy. instead of the 
country. The idea that we want one hundred 
captains, (we have got ninety-nine,) when by 


is to my mind utterly absurd. I know the Sen- 
ator from Florida is an ingenious mana ver, 
ingenious man; but he will utterly fail to convine 
any honest and intelligent man that we want one 
| hundred captains to pick fourteen out of them fo 


| use. 3 
It is said that we want them for shore duty, 
| What shore duty? To take care of the navy- 
yards! Well, sir, I wish. you would gg to the 
navy-yards and see what ‘the commodores have 
todo. They are nominally, I believe, the super- 
intendents of all the work-shops, and all the 
building of ships and repairs and everything 
else. All is done nominally under their 
vision, and they have to do with itin fact 
as much as the President of the United Stuies 
has. Itis all done by somebody else, and the 
command is a mere nominal thing. So far as- 
there are any efficient active duties required of a 
commodore at any one of these navy-yards, tej 
‘could all be rendered with advantage by 
whom you could hire for ten dollars a 
There is no fighting to do—nothing 
mere nominal, easy place to put a man: 
pey him as high a salary as he would ¢ 
going to sea, : . 

I believe there is a majority of the Seus 
posed to this measure, and to the acon 
naval board, but we are going to be defeat 
see it just as plain as day; and we are going 
be defeated because we are so very wise that 
every maa has a scheme of his own, and we are 
not willing to follow anybody. E confess, for 
myself, that Iam willing to followin any lead, 
in’ axybody’s direction, which ‘shall tend to do 
two things: first, to do justice to the officers who 
i have suffered injustice, and next, to do justice to 
the country. ‘It seems now to be conceded on all 
hands that we dre tò do the first—that justice is to 
be done to those officers who have been unjuctly 
removed; or, urother words, we are to give them 
a chance for a hearing. But then we are not to 
go further, because some other gentlemen who 
have come into their places have had their feel- 
lings a little elevated by a promotion that was 
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then when E wanted a-ship constructed, I-would. 


are to confirm, so asto affëct the Navy; not how., 


know how: 


tions, very much like the policy of the old Jady, | 


small num- . 
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‘on the list‘has been promoted. 
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unjustly obtained, and we do not want to put- 
tiem ‘backs SU AR IE e LB H © i 

Sir, think the biilis delusive—]. believe that | 
is a eivil-word, and Ido not wish to-use anything | 
iñ these day¢ that is offensive I believe'the bill) 
iW delusi nd if the: honorable chairman will: 
give më his eat, Fwill tell tam-why.’. It proposes’) 
ió- putithese men, by the action of-this-court, in | 
precisely the Same place. which they would have 
occupied if the board had not disturbed them, and 
at the same time the Senate proceeds to confirm | 
the Hominations which the President: has ‘sent i 
here. “ Let:imé state this case. There is no difi- 
culty in relation to a- captain; I see that plainly 
enough; bütlet me-take a commander. Let me 
suppose the commander to be fifth on the list. I 
speak this at random, for I do not know who he 
is.” Let me suppose that the one who stood sixth 
Then he stands | 
captain by the nomination of the President, and | 
by your confirming’ him he is captain by the ac- 
tion of the President and Senate. Now, how | 
are you going toget the fifth commander back into 
tlie place that belongs to him after you have pro- 
moted another man over his head, and heis con- ! 
firmed by the Senate? Perhaps it may be done. 
I perceive that the honorable Senator.from Flor- 
ida smiles as if he saw how it could be done. I 
hope he will satisfy the Senate about it. I donot 
see how it can be done. I thinkif they are con- 
firmed they will take rank from their date, and 
this bill is delusive in promising it to them. 

But I confess, in regard to the amendment of 
the Senator from North Carolina, that if it were 
an original proposition I should be in favor of it; 
but connected as itis with the batch of nomina- 
tions which has been sent here, and which we are 
to confirm, I think the operation of it will be un- 
just, and, as at present advised, I shall vote 
against it for that reason, 

The amendment of Mr. Brees was rejected. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iwish to move an amend- 
ment, which I suppose is necessary in order to 
render this bill somewhat consistent. The Sen- | 
ate have already amended it by providing that, 
upon the request of an officer, within ninety Gays 
after its passage, or within thirty days after the 
return of any officer to the United States, provided | 
he shall return within onc year, he shall be enti- | 
tled to a court of inc ulry, if he has been fur- | 
loughed, retired, or droped: The object, of | 
course, of the court of inquiry, is to enable him | 
to be restored to service if he has been improper- i 
ly retired or dropped, The second section of the | 
bill authorizes the President to restore them | 
within six months after the passage of the law. | 
They are inconsistent with each other. I move i 
to strike out “six months,” and insert “one 
year,” im the fourth line of the second section, | 
i think itis a nugatory right which you are giv- 
ing to an officer who has been absent from the | 
United States at the passage of the bill, if he re- | 
turns within one year. 

_ The object of the court is to give him a hoar- 
ing, and, if the court shall differ from the action 
of the board, to enable the President to restore 
him. Fle cannot restore him unless he does it 
within six months, by the second section. Isub- | 
mit, therefore, as the committee assented to the : 
first provision, that in order to make them accord | 
they must strike out “six months ” in the second f 
section and insert “one years’? and also, in the | 
third Jine of the third section, strike out “six |! 
months ”’ and insert ‘one year.” The alterations 
should be made in both sections in order to make | 
the bill consistent with itself. i 
f 
| 
| 


‘The amendments wore agreed to. i 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Wetter || 


the motion of the Senator from Georgia to strike | 
gut the bill, and insert the substitute proposed | 
by him, 
_ Mr. HUNTER. If that is adopted, will it be 
in order further to amend the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, sir. 

Mr. HUNTER. Then I now move, before 
the queson is taken on the substitute, to strike 
out ine firat awo Sections of the original bill, and | 
insert the amendment which I holdin my hand 

, ; 

Mr, TOOMBS. | lfone substitute fails, another 
ai r a For the purpose of aHowing the | 

enator irom Virginia to offer his propositi 
withdraw mine. © ` proposition, 1 || 


vi 


i| Ido not, myself, understand it. 
Mr. HUNTER. The object of the amend- |! 


Mr. HUNTER. Then I move to strike out 
all of the original bill, to the enacting clause, and 
insert the following as a substitute: - : 

“That upon written request made within ninety days after 
the passage of this act. by any officer of the Navy who was 
dropped: from the rolls thereof, or placed upon the reserved 
list in consequence or by.virtue ofan act approved February 
28, 1855, entiled “An act to promote the efficiency of the 
Navy,” the Secretary ofthe Navy shall cause the capacity 
and fitness in all respeets of such officers for the naval service 
to.be investigated by a court of inquiry, which ‘shall be 
govemed by the laws and regulations which now govern 
courts of inguiry. And the Sceeretary of the Navy shall 
present the facts and opinions of the court in each case to 
the President of the United States; and if, upon the finding of 
any suchcourt of inquiry, the President should be of opinion 
that the said officer should be restored to.the active service 
or placed otherwise on the retired list of the Navy, he, by. 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, may thus 
place said officer, or restore him to his former rank with such 
promotion as he would have been entitled to if his position 
had not been affected by the action of the naval board 
under the act aforesaid; and so much of the provisions of 
that act as are inconsistent with this, shall be and are hereby 
repealed: Provided, however, That no officer shall sit in 
any. court or courts of inquiry constituted for the purpose of 
this act, whose rank may be affected by the decision of the 
court. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, ‘That the President 
shall have power, at all times, to ca}l together a court of 
inquiry for the purpose of ascertaining the capacity of any 
officer of the Navy to perform his duty; and when the said 


Senate, may retire said officer upon leave of absence, or 
furlough: Provided, however, That if the President should 
be of the opinion that the officer should be retained on the 
active-service list, he may so order and direct. 


Mr. MASON. As J understood the reading 
of the amendment, it confines those to be sent 


reserved or retired list. 


court shall have found the facts and pronounced its opinion, | 
the President, by and with the advice and consent of the j 


before the court of inquiry to those now on the | 


is; his reduces it. The bill of the Naval Com- 
mittee, on the other hand, proposes .to increase 
the existing naval establishment. This will leave 
it precisely where it is now fixed by law.. The 
effect will be, as I said before, that those officers 
who would be promoted under the action of this 
board, if that action were now affirmed, will have 
to'wait till the commencement of the next session. 
By that time we can. ascertain who are in and 
wus are out of the Navy, for those who desire a 
trial will have it; and those who do not desire a 
trial will of course submit to the action of the 
board. After this trial we can fill up existing 
vacancies, and keep the establishment where 
it is. A 
Now, sir, in regard to those officers who are 
compelled to. wait, as I said before, it is true, the 
time when they will be invested with this new 
i| rank will be delayed some few months by this 
amendment. No doubt, however, they will be 
assigned commands corresponding. with the new 
i| rank in most instances, and will receive the pay 
| attached to those commands. The rank itself 
they will get at the commencement of the next 
session. We shall then be able and ready to act 
upon these nominations. I see no other way by 
which we can reach the evils of this case, except 
by postponing the action on these nominations 
until the next session. If we attempt to settle it 
now, we have to do one of two things—reduce 
the establishment as the Senator from Georgia 
| proposes, Or increase it as is proposed by the 
Naval Committee. ` 

Mr. MALLORY. The Senator from Georgia 
| has introduced an amendment, and he seems to 


Mr. HUNTER. No, sir; it allows all the 
dropped, or retired, or reserved list, to go before 
the court of inquiry. 

Mr. MASON. Butitdoes not extend to other 
officers of the Navy, who have not been placed 
on either the reserved list, or retired list, or 
dropped. Iam disposed to think, from whatI have 
| heard, that there are many who have been re- 
tained on the active list who really are loss fit for 
| active service than many placed’ on the retired 
list. 

Mr. HUNTER. The second section provides 
for that. 
stand it, provides that the President shall have | 
power, at any time, to call a new court, or dif- 
ferent sets of courts, for the purpose of 
on such cases. 
in the amendment which has been sugecsted by 
the Senator from Georgia, which is intended to 
authorize the President to send the names of any 
other oflicers of the Navy besides those who may 
have been retired, to the court. I submit to my 
colleague to allow that to be introduced in his 
amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have no objection to that; 
I think the two sections together will accomplish 
the purpose; but I have no objection to includin 


ge 


writing. 

Mr. MASON. It is in the second section of 
the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Georgia, in these words: 


And all other officers whose names may be submitted to 
said court by the President of the United States, 


Mr. HUNTER. -I accept that. 

Mr. MASON. I call for the yeas and nays 
on the amendment as modified. 

Mr. IVERSON. I suggest to the Senate the 
propriety of allowing the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia to be printed, and then let us 
adjourn until to-morrow, when it can be laid on 
our desks, so that we can understand what itis. 
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ment is to provide that all those who desire it, 
whether they have been dropped or placed upon 
the retired list, may have an opportunity of 
having a fair trial before a court of inquiry. It) 
is intended to postpone action on the promotions į 
until we ean thus ascertain who are in the Navy, 
and who are out of it. The President is author. 
ized under this amendment to send down (after | 
the finding of this court of inquiry, which they | 
may either affirm or disaffirm, at pleasure) nom- | 
mations to fill up the vacancies. The difference | 
between this amendment and that of the Senator f 
from Georgia, as I understand it, is, tkat this i! 
leaves the existing naval establishment where it |! 


i 
it 


Mr. MASON. The second section, if I under- | 


it, if my colleague will reduce his amendment to | 


l; Mas 


dwell with peculiar force on the provision of it 
which gives every man a hearing before a court 
of inquiry, whether dropped or retired. The bill 
i| of the committee does precisely that. That is 
i| the object of it, and that is what the Senate so 
|; far has adopted. I imagine that the Senator from 
|| Virginia is not giving due consideration to the 
|! position of officers who are to be promoted. If 
|| the Senate shall pass them over without acting 
li on them at this session of Congress, that intro- 
|; duces a question somewhat delicate. I am dis- 
f posed to act on the nominations, and not to pass 
|| them over and raise that question, with due defer- 
ence to the opinion of the Senator from Virginia. 

The only point in his amendment is to pass 
j; over the nominations. That is what he wishes 


, passing | to get at, to give the nominations now before the 
I was struck with the provision |! 


i Senate the go-by. I know very well it would 
| have no effect on the Senator from Virginia, to 
i| say to him that forty-six gentlemen from his 
il State are waiting for their promotions, because 
jj he proceeds on general principles. But he talks 
|| about inereasing, increasing, the Navy! Why, 
i| sir, I apprehend the effect will not be to increase 
j! the number of the Navy at all, because we have 
| nothing like the number in the. service now that 
{i we had when the reform bill was passed; and I 
j| doubt, from my own knowledge of the Navy, 
| whether a sufficient number will apply for restor- 
ation to bring the ranks up to what they were 
| when the act of February 28, 1855, was passed, 
i I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 
ii The question being taken, by_yeas and nays, 
|, on Mr. Fluxrur’s amendment, resulted—yeas 17, 
f nays 29; as follows: 
Io YBAS—Moessrs. Adams, Bayard, Bright, Butler, Critten- 
ii den, Foot, Hale, Hunter, Iverson, Jones of Tennessee, 
200; Pearce, Pugh, Toombs, Wade, W eller, and Wilson 


} 
} 
{ 
H 
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s. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 


nnessee, Benjamin, Bigler, Brodhead, Brown Clay, 
ton, Collamer, Dodge, Durkee, Evans, Fi sendeliy 


i ip panico i Atel Geyer, Hamlin, James, Johnson, 
allory, Pratt, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, stuart, Toucey 
and Yulee—29, $ 3 ° 3 
So the amendment was rejected. 


i 
| Mr. TOOMBS. 


I now move my substitute; 


| and ask for the yeas and nays upon it. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, J desire, before I vote 
on this question, to make a few remarks calling 
_the attention of the Senate particularly to the 
/Gifference in principle between the two proposi-~ 
| tions which are presented. AJ thatthe Naval 
: Committee propose of justice to those who have 
been deprived of their rank by the finding of this 


| 


_ body is contained in the first section of their bill. 


pon the written request of 
be brought before 
is to be examined 


auy party he is to 
a court of inquiry. Elis ease 
by that court of inquiry, and 
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if they find in his favor, what then? What is | 
the redress to be given him when he has passed | 
through this trial, and itis found that he has been | 
unjustly deprived of his rank and station? Here. 
itis: ; | 
“ The Secretary of the Naty. shall present the facts and ; 
the opinion of the court to the President of the United | 
States for his consideration and sucli- action as he shall 
deem consistent with justice and the interests of the pub- 
lie service.” t : 
That is the justice which. he is to have, It is 
to be reported to the President. that a verdict in 
favor of this gentleman has been found, and then 
the Presidetit’is to consider what action he shall 
deem consistent with justice in, relation to-it. 
He may. nominate him to the Senate—that is to | 
say; if he pleases This is the proposition of the 
committee.: Is this all the justice which. the 
Senate ig-disposed to administer to such.parties?., 
Thattis.the question. i 
The substitute which is offered by the Senator | 
from Georgia proposes the same trial and exam- 
ination before a court of inquiry, and if that court 
of inquiry, shall report that all the proceedings of-! 
the naval board as to any officer are wrong, they | 
are to -be a nullity, and void and of no effect from | 
the beginning, and the party is thereby restored ` 
to his rank; the judgment of conviction against | 
him is reversed, held for naught, and the man is | 
restored of necessity to his former rank, | 
Which of these remedies do the Senate suppose | 

| 


to be most suitable to this case? Sir, is it not. 
worse than a mockery of justice—is it not tantal- | 
izing these men completely, to subject them, after | 
the injustice which they allege they have suffered, i| 
and we believe many of them have suffered, to a | 
second examinatien and trial, and when upon | 
that they shall be acquitted, and a verdict rendered 
in their favor, they are to be then subject exactly 
to such justice as the President of the United 
States may think proper to administer to them, 
by nominating them to the Senate or not just as 
he-pleases! Why, sir, he may do that without ; 
any court of inquiry. He may do that to you, |! 
or to me, or to any citizen of this Republic, with- | 
out any such provision by Congress. f 

What, then, have you done for these gentle- |! 
men? Are you willing to mock them, and to ;| 
mock the country, and to mock yourselves, with | 
a pretense and a semblance of justice and retri- | 
bution to these men, when really you do them | 
no advantage whatever? You have not taken a i 
solitary step towards the restoration of their | 
rights. You consider them as outlawed, and you || 
merely remove the outlawry, and leave them to : 
stand where they were, and ag every citizen of || 
the country is eligible, if the President chooses to | 
appoint him to an office. There is no relief: 
whatever granted. And are we to be content to | 
rest here? Are we to be content with what may ; 
be done by this Navy Department, from which, | 
by its action, whetherintentional or unintentional, | 
this injustice has proceeded? You now are for | 
atrial of these men, and promise justice by a | 
court of inquiry; but you refer them to the same | 
Department, and to the President ia his functions | 
connecting him with that Department, for such 
justice as that Department and the President, 
acting in the case, shall think proper. 

It is a denial of justice; and all the hopes, and 
all the promises of justice which we have held || 
out, are nothing but dust and ashes; and we, the 
Sonate of the United States, stand by and see the 
grossest wrong that ever was, perpetrated under | 
this Government — flagrantly done before our: 
eyes. We haye debated it enough to know it, | 
and understand it, and yet we turn our backs, | 
and leave this injustice go unremedied. Sir, no |! 
good can ever come of this te the country, or to | 
the nation. This is such a gross—such an out 
rageous piece of injustice, that it will bring its 
owa retribution after it. Two hundred and one 
officers of the selected band, who have brough 
such honorshometo this country, who have given 
triumph to the country in times past, are now 
by one board cut down. This is not reformation 
this is annihilation. Itis not justice; it is de 
struction, and how, in the name of God, the Sec- | 
retary of the Navy, and those who are.at the |! 
head of affairs, can stand by and see such. a || 
shocking piece of manslaughter committed with- | 
out feeling some repugnance, some conscientious- | 
ness about it, is to me astonishing. : i 

We are told they are-not ail exactly qualified ;| 


j 
i 


| has conferred such reputation on the Navy as 


for all the duties afloat and ashore, and -their 
moralities are not all perfect as. some might 
think; and under this broad, extensive, unmeas- 
ured, and illimitable jurisdiction, this- board 
has acted upon them. ‘They have trodden.down 
men that you know, Mr. President, that I_know, 
and. that every Senator here knows, are as com- 
petent to command, and as competent to main- 
tain the flags of their countr -as.any man that 
condemned them; and when say so, I mean to 
say equal: to any men of the Navy. Not one, 
not two, not ten, not twenty only, have. been 
literally trodden under foot; and the Senate of 
the United States ought to afford, and I must 
believe at last will afford, to such monstrous, 
such enormous injustice as this, such a: remedy, 
Tt will not be sanctioned, I trust, by our vote. 
The thing cannot go ‘unwhipped of justice.” 
Here is injustice enough to sink a Navy. We 
have sat by and debated and debated it until the 
question is broken off into little points, on a little 
amendment here and a little amendment there. 
We have forgotten the great body, the great sub- 
stance of the cause which we are upon. My 
object is to recall the Senate to a sense of the 
gross injustice—I believe it the grossest ever 
perpetrated.in this country. I do not» believe 
the like of it-can be found in the history of man- 
kind. No Roman censor ever condemned so 
No 


they not sustained the declaration by making re- 
ports, and laying before us the facts to show us 
that these memorialists were justly dealt by? 
Not a solitary case has heen presented, though I 
know that some of these men have been pressing 
for a trial under the belief that nothing could be 
proved against them—under the full belief that 
their trial would not oceupy one hour; yet not 
a step has the committee, made in the investiga- 
tion of any of these cases, as far as I hear, ex- 
cept one solitarycase. PBartlett’s case is the only 
one I know of which they have investigated. 
Why is this? Jt is because the chairman has 
been contentio. pass off all this inquiry into a 
general one upon vague and general principles, 
to support in a body the acts.of the.board., That 


is supposed to be an easier matter than to do jus- | 


tice by giving trial to these individuals; and so 
we go. 

Now, sir, f hope the Senate will not decide in 
favor of the biil which gives no remedy. Itisa 


mockery of justice. Tt can afford nothing. F can- ¿i 
not believe that the Senate of the United States | 


will ever do this. Some relief, if not to the ex- 
tent proposed by the gentleman from Georgia, is 
due to some of these men. The flower of our 
Navy has been cut down. Yes, sir; some among 


the bravest, among the most devoted, among the | 
most intelligent. of these officers, are those who |! tu e 
- 1, is always inorder te amend'the original bill before 

nto any personali- |! d 
ties on this subject. ] mention it not. because cit |; 
is personal, but because it is known to all we J 
el} 


| now. : 


have been swept away. , 
Sir, I do not intend to go i 


world that they have struck down Maury. 
not fit for the. Navy—a man who'has shed 
belong to us, young and old, Not one of them 
he has. Why has he been struck down? Íre- 
gret that I named him, because it would lead me 
perhaps to-do e ; ) doz 
others, whom. | know—not. with his:.scientific 
qualifications, but with every soldierly and every 
honorable quality: that make: an. officers or. can 


more juster on us than all the commodores who |: 


qual justice by naming a-dozen.!! nay n-or 
ii | strike out and-insért.: ; 


t 


: Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian 
i ler, and Yulee--%, 


y. then they? d 
honorable and, just. 


j { will not, unless: 
it is the general wish. [t Yes!” No!??] Itis 
four o’clock, and I will yield to the wish of any 
gentleman, but I do not want “to, disappoint the 
policy of the mafority of the Senate. - cee 
Mr. HALE. I movethat the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. MALLORY. I ask the yeasand nays on 
the motion... I hope. the Senate will not adjourn 
before disposing, of this. bill. . ; ; i 
The yeas.and nays were ordered; and. being, 
taken, repulted—yeas 13, nays 26; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Bright, Crittenden, Evans, Fitgs 
patrick, Foot, Hale, Iverson, Jones of Tennessee, Pearce. 
Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, and Wade—13. ‘ 
NAYS — Messrs. Allen, Benjamin, Bigler; Brodhead,” 
Brown, Clay, Clayton, Collamer, Dodge, Fessenden, Fish, . 
Foster, Geyer, Hunter, James, Jones. of. Iowa; Mallory, 
, Slideli, Stuart, Toucey, Wel- 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. ret 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee, resumed hisremarles}- 
and concluded by offering an :amendment;to'the« 
second section of the original bill, to. strike out: 
the proviso which limits the number that may be 
restored to the active list, without regard to the: 
requirements of the existing law. y f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thesyeasand:: 
nays have been demanded :.upon the: proposition:, 
to strike out the original bill;,and insert the sub- 
stitute of the Senator from: Georgia... The amend- 
ment proposed: by: the Senator from. Tennessee- 


| will not therefore be in order now. 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 
fecting the original bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


This is still- pere 


It will bein 


' order afterwards. 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. But if the original 


‘bill be stricken out it will not be in order. 


before-me, I could not allow this’ vote to goin i 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. . Itis'in order 
to amend the substitute. The yeas and nays have - 
been required.on the proposition-to strike out.and 
insert. 

Mr. WELLER. I think. that the effect ofta- 
motion to amend the original,-bill..now isto op- 
erate as a suspension of thè vote‘which has been 
ordered to be taken on the substitute, because it 


the voteis taken -on the substitute. : 
Mr. BELL, of Tenncssee.. I think.that.is:the - 

fair parliamentary law.. We shall-have no oppor- 

tunity of: testing this question but. by takeing: it - 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore: Ifthe Senate 
refuses to strikeout the origmal-billy and ‘insert 
the substitute of: the Senator from: Georgia, the.. 
amendment-of the Senator: fom Tennessee will 
be in order; it ig notin order after the yeas and’ 
nays have been ordered on the proposition: to’ 


Mr. BELL, of ‘Tennessee. Iwill not appeal: 
from the:decision;; but the principlesof it is, that 


| the parliamentary law is overruled- because the» 


yeas-and nays are called for! I suggest merely; 
ihat a-preposition. to amenda bill, and, any: sege: 


1626 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


July 14, 


tion of the bill; before it is proposed to be stricken 
out, is proper. You. can amend it-as long ‘as 
amendments are proposed. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That subject 
has been entirely before the Senate. during the 
day. When the question was asked, whether 
there were any further amendments to the ori- 
ginal bill, there were norie offered and the Senator 
from Georgia prësented his substitute, and upon 
thatthe Senate ordered the yeasand nays. Until 
that question is disposed of, the amendment to 
alter the original:billis not in order. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I will not appeal, 
but I affirm that it is in order. : 

“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the substitute of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. WELLER. I doubt very much whether 
there is a quorum present. | 

Several Sewarors. There will be. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. There will be a quorum 
to vote. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, (at twenty-five minutes 
after four o’clock.) Thereis nobody here, and | 
move that the Senate adjourn. ae, 

Mr. WELLER, Thesame difficulty will arise 
in regard to a quorum. 

Mr. MALLORY. ‘I call for the yeas and nays 
on the motion. x f 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resultcd-——yeas 10, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Meusrs. Adams, Bright, Crittenden, Evans, Hale, 

Treen Jones of Tennessee, Mason, Toombs, and Wade— 
1 


-NAYS— Messrs. Allen, Benjamin, Bigler; Brodhead, 
Brown, Clay, Clayton, Dodge, Douglas, Durkee, Pessen- 
den, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foster, Geyer, James, Jones of 
Towa, Mallory, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, 
Toucey, ‘Trumbull, Weller, and Yulee—28. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. TOOMBS. As the Senate seems to be 
fresh on this subject, I have quite a number of 
views to present. Though I believe I have 
uttered every one of them, I choos to reiterate 
them for the benefit of the reporters and the 
country. I wish to be heard on this subject, and 
I believe talking over again will be an advantage 
to the country. 

Mr. HUNTER. Does the Senator wish us to 
adjourn? 

Mr. TOOMBS. No. I wish to speak on the 
question now, as the Senate is fresh, and there 
are a considerable number here who are adverse 
to adjourning. E have spoken several times on 
this question; but the Senate have uo particular 
business to do now; for, as soon as we get through 
with this bill, we shall take up the revolutionary 
claims bill of my friend from South Carolina, to 
spend four or five million of dollars, and then we 
shall discuss the presidential election and other 
questions of no practical consequence. There is 
plenty of time, everybody knows, and [I think | 
we had better have this subject presented at large, 
and I propose to do it now. I want to give the 
history of this transaction. Talking is not the | 
least Inconvenient to me now, and as long as | 
these gentlemen desire to hear me, (and when | 
they do not they may go home,) I shall continue. 
l hope the reporters will keep their seats, for I | 
want to speak to the country. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ifthe Senator from Georgia 
will give way, [ will move to adjourn. 

Mr. TOOMBS. No, If do not wish to give 
way. The Senate have voted down adjournment, 
and after three hours of my speech the Senator 
can make his motion to adjourn. 

Mr. WELLER. We will hear you three 
hours. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I think it is important. 

Mr. HUNTER. Will the Senator allow me | 
to make a motion to adjourn? i 

Mr. TOOMBS. I cannot allow it. I desire | 
to be fully heard on this subject. The Senate, [| 
know, is in a condition to hear, 

The honorable Senator proceeded to address | 
the Senate for over an hour in regard to the pro- | 
ceedings of the naval board, without concluding. ! 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, (at fifteen minutes past 
ae o’clock.) I beg my friend to yield me the | 

oor. 

Mr. TOOMBS, I do not like to refuse an 


thing to the Senator from Kentucky. = 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Iam unwell; and lam || 


very earnest in saying that I must be heard when | 


this vote is taken. Ihave a deep interest in it. | 
Lhave.troubled the Senate I hope not too often; || 


but I do hope the Senate will now adjourn, and I 
make that motion. 

Mr. MALLORY. I hope not. 

Mr. WELLER. | I call for the yeas and nays 
on that motion. } 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 20, nays 17; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Bell of Tennessee, Bright, But- 
ler, Crittenden, Dodge, Douglas, Evans, Foot, Hale, Hun- , 
ter, [verson, Jones of Iowa, Jones of Tennessee, Mason, 
Pugh, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, Trumbull, and 
Wade—20. - 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, Brod- 
head, Brown, Clayton, Fessenden, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Fos- 
ter, Mallory, Pratt, Reid, Stuart, Toucey, and Weller—17. 
So the motion was agreed to, and the Senate 


adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpay, July 14, 1856. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Danter Watpo. 


The Journal ofSaturday was read and approved, 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dicxins, their Secretary, notifying the 
House that that body had passed billsand a reso- 
lution of the House, of the following titles: 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Captain Joseph H. Whipple, deceased; 

An act for the relief of Jacob Price, of Jefferson 
county, Virginia; 

An act for the relief of Captain J. P. Hatch, of 
the United States Army; 

An act to grant to L. Jane Horner and chil- 
dren a section of land in Oregon; and 

A joint resolution for the relief Dr. William P. 
A. Hail, late of the Tennessee volunteers in the 
Mexican war. 

And, also, bills and a resolution of the following 
titles: 

An act for the relief of Charles E. Anderson; 

An act for the relief of Adam D. Steuart, and 
of Alexander Randall, executor of Daniel Randall; 

An act for the relief of Asbury Dickins; 

An act for the relief of Michael Nourse; 

An act for the relief of John Robb; F 

Anact for the relicf of Willam H. Chase; 


+ 


Prayer 


eral Arthur St. Clair; 

An act for the relief of Martin Fenwick; 

An act for the relief of Peter Parker; and 

A resolution for the benefit of Susan Decatur, 
widow of Commodore Stephen Decatur, late of 
the United States Navy: 

In which he was directed to ask the concur- 
rence of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
is the consideration of the resolutions reported by 
the select committee in reference to the privileges 
of the House. 


NORWOOD M’CLELLAND. 


Mr. SAPP. lask the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of Senate bill No. 276, being a bill for the relief 
oe Norwood McClelland, master of the steamboat New 

orid. 


Mr. LETCHER. I call for the regular order 
of business; and I give notice I shall object to 
everything else. 

Mr. SAPP. I move that the rules of the House 
be suspended, for the purpose I have indicated. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is that motion in order 
when there is a question of privilege pending 
before the House? 


Mr. McMULLIN. What is the character of i 
the bill? | 
The bill was read. i 


An act for the relief of the heirs of Major Gen- || 


The SPEAKER. Such has been the practice ii 
of the House on this day, when motions for the [| 
suspension of the rules are in order. | 


take © may be put upon its passa 


|| the ordinary course with other bills. 1s debate 


in order? : 
' The SPEAKER. Itisnot; though suggestions 
may be allowed. 
Mr. SAPP. I demand tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Kine and 


Waker were appointed. 
Mr. GREENWOOD. I appeal to the gentle- 
man from Ohio to withdraw the motion to sus- 


end the rules. 
Mr. SAPP. At the suggestion of the gentle- 


man, I withdraw it. 
ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Task the general consent 
of the House—and, if it is not given, I shall move 
to suspend the rules—to take up the resolution 
i of the Senate fixing a day of adjournment, T do 
not care what day is determined on, but I think 
we had better act upon the resolution, and fix 
some day or other. $ 

Mr. THORINGTON. I object. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, until there shall 
be some earnest effort to quiet, and permanently 
settle, our Kansas troubles, I shall oppose any 
proposition in regard to our adjournment. I 
therefore object to the motion ‘of the gentleman 
from North Carolina; and if he insists on sus- 
pending the rules, I ask the yeasand nays onthe 


vote. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. ThenI movea suspension 


of the rules. 

Mr. LETCHER. I hope the gentleman from 
North Carolina will withdraw that motion, and 
let us go on and dispose of the question of priv- 
ilege. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I cannot do so; because 
| this is the only day on which we can get at the 
resolution, and I think we had better fix some 
day or other for the adjournment. , 

Mr. McMULLIN. I hope the House will go 
on with the trial of one of its members. 

Mr, DUNN. [call for the yeas and nays on 
the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. i 

The resolution of the Senate was read; and is 
as follows: : 
| Resolved, &c., That the President of the Senate and the 
j Speaker of the House of Representatives do adjourn their 
| respective Houses on Monday the 28th day of July next, at 

twelve o’clock, m. ae 2 

The ee was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 110, nays 91; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Hendley S. 
Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brenton, Brooks, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, 
Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson 
R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Cox, Cragin, Craige, Craw- 
ford, Davidson, Timothy Davis, De Witt, Dowdell, Ed- 
mundson, Edwards, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Faulkner, 
Florence, Foster, Giddings, Goode, Greenwood, Grow, 
Augustus Hall, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas Le 
Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hickman, Hoffman, Valentine B. 
Horton, Houston, Jewett, George W, Jones, Keitt, Kelly, 
Kidwell, Knox, Kunkel, Lake, Lumpkin, Humphrey Mar- 
; shall. Matteson, Maxwell, McQueen, Moore, Murray, Nich- 
ji ols, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Peck, Pettit, Phelps, 
|; Porter, Powell, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, 
; Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, 
| William R. Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, 

Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Todd, Trippe, Under- 
wood, Vail, Warner, Cadwalader O. Washburne, Elihu B. 
|| Washburne, Watkins, Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Wins- 

low, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—110, 
į | NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, 
| Bradshaw, Broom, Buftinton, Burlingame, John P, Camp- 
i| bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Clawson, Covode, Cullen, Cum- 
j back, Henry Winter Davis, Day, Dean, Denver, Dick, Dick- 
i| son, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Evans, Galloway, 

Gilbert, Granger, Robert B. Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Hol- 
loway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, 
i) King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Leiter, Letcher, Lindley, 

McCarty, MeMullin, Killian Miller, Millson, Millward , 
Morgan, Morrill, Norton, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Penning- 
ton, Perry, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Ritchie, Robbins, 
Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Seward, Sherman, 
Stranaban. Tappan, ‘Thorington, Thurston, Trafton, Valk, 
| Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Walker, Israel 
maeva, Watson, Wells, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
| worth—91. 


a Barbour, Henry 
Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, 


ge. 


1856. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Lobject. 
Mr. KENNETT.. Then I move a suspension |; 
of the rules. : ; i 


THE ASSAULT ON SENATOR SUMNER. i 
1 


Mr. HOUSTON. I desire. to present.a ques- 
tion of order in connection with this matter. I | 
understand the resolution that has been discussed | 
here for the last week to be one of privilege, and | 
I also understand thatthe gentleman from Vir- | 
ginia (Mr. Epmunpson] is entitled to the floor. | 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. No, I am enti- | 
tled to the floor, and Iam going to submit amo- 
tion upon this subject. i 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman is going | 
to ry and get on with the business of the coun- | 
try, withdraw the point of order. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I propose to postpone the | 
further Consideration of the resolutions reported | 
by the select committee until Wednesday morn* 


ing. | 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I will renew the point | 
of order, and, renew it on the gentleman from | 
Ohio. My point of order is this: that this being | 
a question of privilege, and of course retaining its | 
place before the House, the gentleman from Vir- | 
ginia was entitled to the floor as soon as the | 
House assembled and the Journal had beeh read, | 
and no gentleman could take the floor from him, | 
without his consent. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well 
taken, if the facts are as stated by the gentleman. 
If the gentleman from Virginia is entitled to the 
floor, and is present and demands it, he cannot be 
interrupted by any motion. 

Mr. BENSON. [ ask the attention of the 
House for a single moment. 

“The SPEAKER. It is not in order at the 
present time. 

.Mr. HOUSTON. J object to everything that 
1s not the regular order of business. i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine 
cannot submit any motion at this time. 

Mr. BENSON. I desire to make a motion to 
suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not in order pending | 
the question of order. The Chair understands 
that, upon the adjournment of the House on 
Saturday last, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Epmunpson] was entitled to the floor on the 
question then before the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I believe I moved the 
adjournment. I do not wish to deprive the gen- 
tleman from Virginia of the foor. Of course, 
the gentleman will be entitled to the floor under 
the pledge which I gave him when I moved the 
adjournment. | 

‘Now, I ask to have the further consideration | 
of these resolutions postponed until Wednesday 
morning for two reasons. In the first place, the 
majority of the committee who made the report 
have requested that I should make this motion 
for the reason that there are some facts which į 
have been developed to them affecting one of the 
parties which they wish to consider before pro- 
posing an amendment to the resolutions. In the 
second place, I was very much indisposed all last 
night, and do not feel physically able to remain 
in the House during the sitting of to-day, and 1 | 
shall not be able, I fear, to close the debate. If, | 
however, the House, under these circumstances, i 
insists upon the further consideration of the sub- | 
ject now, I will yield the floor to the gentleman | 
from Virginia, according to my promise. I ask, 
however, that the further consideration may be | 
postponed until Wednesday. ij 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that, |! 
upo the adjournment of the House on Saturday, : 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. CamPBeLL] was | 
in possession of the floor, and moved the adjourn- | 
ment. Thatis the information given tg the Chair. : 

Mr. EDMUNDSON.. As a matter of fact, I i 
helieve the gentleman from Ohio was upon the 
Boor, and I simply asked that before the vote | 


i| was permitted to give reasons why 


was taken I might be heard, and it was agreed 
that I should be heard. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. That is correct. 
Mr. KENNETT, Do | understand that my 
motion to suspend the rules is inorder? 
The SPEAKER. The motion is not inorder. | 
The gentleman from Ohio was entitled to the | 
floor on the question of*privilege at the adjourn 
ment on Saturday, and the floor cannot be taken | 
from him except by his consent. : 


Mr. WASHBURNE. 
should be entered.: The House tacitly received 
the motion, and allowed it to be entertained. ` 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Missouri was not in order. ‘The gen- 
tleman from Ohio being entitled ‘to the floor, the 
motion of the gentleman from Missouri could not 
be- received or-entered. : : 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Ohio 
this matter 
should be postponed, and one of his reasons, it 
seems to me, is not such a one as ought to in- 
fluence any member.of this-body. He says that 
facts have been developed which the majority of 
the committee want to consider before offering an 
amendment. I take it for granted that the com- 
mittee has discharged its duty in the manner in 
which it thought it ought to do it, and having 


made its report, it is discharged from the consid- | 


eration of the subject, and cannot further consider 
itasa committee. If, then, the gentleman wishes 


to consider these further developments as a mem- || 


ber of the House, every other member might, 
with the same propriety and force, ask that the 
matter before the [louse for its consideration 
should be postponed for a day or twd to give 
them time to consider matters connected with it. 
It is no longer a committee. They may have 
considered the subject hastily, and have failed to 
consider facts which they ought to have consid- 
ered, or other facts may have been developed 
since; but as a matter of course, the subject can- 
not be recommitted to the committee unless the 
committee is re-created. There is no committee 
now to take cognizance of the matter. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I admit that the position 
of the gentleman from Alabama is correct, that 
the committee, having made its report, is: dis- 
solved; but, nevertheless, the members. of the 
committee may have a right to move to amend 
the original resolutions. The gentleman talks 


about the committee having come to a hasty con- | 
Now, sir, facts have been disclosed | 


clusion. 
within the last two or three days, of which the 
committee before had no knowledge. 

The members of the majority of the committce 
desire to confer with each other, not asa commit- 
tee, but as members of this body, with a view to 
determine what may be the proper course. 
if the House decline to postpone the matter until 
Wednesday next, I have no objection to its going 
on now. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
motion, 

The SPEAKER. The motión is to postpone 


I want to understand the 


| till Wednesday next. 


Mr. McMULLIN. Is not that motion with- 
drawn? i 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. CampBrLL.) Docs 
the gentleman from Ohio withdraw his motion to 
postpone ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. McMULLIN, 


other members of his committee, desire time to 


No, sir. 


confer on this question, I can inform him how he |! 
can get that time, There are a great many gen- 


tlemen here who have not yet spoken on this 
question--a question which has been magnified 
into an importance which it does not merit. Let 
the gentleman from Ohio forbear to call the pre- 
vious question, so as to allow others who have 
not yet been heard, an opportunity of expressing 
their views; and he and the gentlemen of: his 
committee can then confer during this day and 
to-morrow. ‘There are a number of gentlemen 


here who would like to be heard om this question, | 


and during the time they are discussing it, the 


i gentleman from Ohio, and the other members of 


the committee, can confer; and if they have done 
wrong—as wrong, [ think, they have done—let 


them have time to retrace their steps. Itis unfair. 


for the gentleman to come forward and propose a 
But the 


ments, N $ 
I confess, Mr. Speaker, that I have never felt 


| 


But |i 


If the gentleman, and j; 


in my life that an injustice of so grave a charac- 


in moving the previous 
it, 
carried on until these members shall have become 
quite as: disgusted-with it as Tamcmyself..¢1* 
shall, therefore, vote against the motion to post- 
pone. siete ogee Sattar by bute B as Bob 


he Ebaby us vote upon: 
But if not; fam willing to see the disciission 


Mr. MEACHAM.» I:do not rise: to:make' a 
speech on the question, “I rise:for the-more im- 
porin purpose of putting an’ehd to this debate, 

therefore call for the: previous quéstion: And) 
i allow më to say, that if theigentlemian from South» 
Carolina, or any one’ of ‘his “interested” part: 
wish to make a speech, I have not a word to 
against it, but will give way to themi a 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Fask what. would be the 
effect of the previous question ? SE ge DN 

The SPEAKER. The effect wold be tossu- 

ersede the question on postponement;?at 8 

ring the. House to a vote on . the ‘merits ofthe 
resolution. B Bes 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. My object in rising 
is. simply to inquire of.the Chair, whether’ the: 
demand for the previous: question, made-by’ the 
gentleman from Vermont, shall stand, ‘with the 
understanding that either of the gentlemen im- 
plicated in the matter, who desires to speak, may 
speak; but that, with the exception of ‘that, ‘the’ 
debate shall terminate, except the closing speech 
of the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Campeesi?] - 

Mr. CAMPBELL. © If the gentleman: ‘from: 
Vermont will withdraw his motion for the pre- 
vious question, I-will renew it and withdraw the 
motion to postpone. I wish tosubmit an amend- 
ment’ before the. House. is brought to á vote on 
the previous question, oe 

Mr. MEACHAM. declined to withdra 
motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then 
will vote it down. re PEEN 

The SPEAKER. The question is onthe motion 
of the gentleman from Vermont, ‘The Chair un= 
derstands, that itis with the consent of the House 
thatthe gentlemen. involved in this: matter shall. 
have an opportunity to address the House‘after: 
the seconding of the previous question: i >° > 

Mr. KELSEY... I object to:it. Nae by 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask to have my amend 
ment read for information. : oe 

Mr. KEITT.. I object. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. 
ment in order?) o onyo AN ost 

The SPEAKER.: 
general:consent. * ae 

Mr. MEACHAM, I understand that this is 
an important amendment, and if so; I will with- 
draw the call for the co question, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot with- 
draw it with a condition. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, with the 
concurrence of my two colleagues in the majority 
of the committee, J submit this resolution in lieu 
| of the one proposed, and call for: the previous 
question. A ee ED E 
| Mr. KEITT. [riseto a point of order there. 
| The parliamentary number of amendments have 
| been already offered; besides. there isia motion 
| to recommit, and no further amendment can be 
i offered in order. 

The SPEAKER. 
precludes further amendment. 
of the gentleman from Ohio may, however, b 
read for information unless objected to... 

Mr. WHEELER: I object. 3.0 

Mr. CAMPBELL. ‘Then I will.ask the gen- 
tleman from Alabama to withdraw bis motion to 
recommit until I offer my amendment, : 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘Those around me desire 
that I should let the issue stand es presented to 
the House: I therefore’ decline to withdraw the 
motion to recommit.. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
question. oe 

The previous question was seconded: : 

Mr. MELLSON called for the yeas and nays 
i on ordering the main question. EER 
| The yeas and nays were not 


«@ 


w his 


{hope the House 


Is that amend- 


: Teis not ‘in order unless by 


The motion to reeommit 
The proposition 
e 


“Then I move the previous 


ordered.” 


July 14, 


Pheamain 


estion was ther ordered. oe i 
: AT. Ji ; atia inane if the.{| Barksdale, Bell, Henry Bennett, Hendley S: Bennett, Ben- 
“Mr. ‘CAMPBELL. paces Gear a = son, BUH igh , Bingham; Bliss, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce; 
effect.of ordering the main: question. will ‘be to:cut || Bradshaw, Branch, Brenton, Broom; Bufiinton, Burlingame, 


off. she-gentlemnan from: Virginia [Mr. Epwunn-: 
son] :from'spéakingon theipaéatiom? aaa 
M Ico 


ri GEINGMAN::: jjeet to any: discus Co atoae Crain Craige, Cra witi). 
i E ses e Cullen; Cumback, Damrell, Davidson, Tunothy. Davis, Day, 
Mr: JONES, of ‘Tennessee; moved tov revon= |} Dean; De Witt, Bick; Dickson, Dodd; Durfee, Edie, Eliott, | 


sider: the-vate “by, which the: main question was 
ordered: tö: be put, and. also:moved:to. lay’ the: 
motion’ to recohsider on thetable. Bea 

« Mr. BENNETT, of New York; demanded-the: 
yeas and iays:am the:latter- motion: m 

The yeas and nays were.not ordered,  —— = 

‘The:motton:to lay-upon'the'table the motion to 
reconsider was then agreed: to. 

Mri: EDMUNDSON; by unanimous’consent, 
then‘addressed:the House at length. His remarks 
will: be published: hereafter. 

Mr: CAMPBELL, of ‘Ohio; under the priv- 
ilege accorded: to him: by the rules, occupicd an 
hour in defense-of the report:of the:majority of 
the committee. His remarks will ve: published 
hereafter. 

-Mr: MeQUEEN. 
of the- House, š . 

The SPEAKER: It tis: not'in order, asthe 
main question has been ordered to be put. 

"Fhe SPEAKER :then stated the first'question to 
be-on Mv. Housron’s motion’ to recommit: the 
resolution with instructions to report the follow- 
ing; 

‘Resolved; That the House of Representatives has no con- 
stitutional authority to determine what are the privileges of 
the Senate, or to punish for their violation. 


Mr. JONES; of Tennessee. I wish to inquire 
of the Chair to what committeo the gentleman 
from. Alabama proposes to recommiit the resolu- 
tions:? 

TheSPEAKER.  'I’o the select committee that 
reported the resolutions, 

‘Mr. JONES. I submit to the Chair that there 
is no such committee in existence, and a motion 
cannot be made to refer a subject to a committee 
that ix not in existence. 

The SPEAKER. If the House should pass 
an order recommitting the resolutions to the com- 
nvittee, it would revive the committee for the pur- 
pose of reconsidering the resolutions. 

Mr. HOUSTON. As the House seems'to de- 
sire to getto a ‘direct vote upon this question, I 
am willing, if there be no objection, to withdraw 
the motion to recommit with instructions, 

No objection being made, the motion was with- 
drawn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I hope the House 
will give unanimous consent to separate in the 
second resolution the: names of the gentleman 
from South Carolina (Mr. Kerrr] and the gen- 
tleman from: Virginia, [Mr. Epmunoson.] 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Wait till we get 
to that point. 

The SPEAKER stated that the first question 
was on the motion of Mr. Ewécisu, to amend 
the. amendment proposed by Mr Cosg, of Geor- 
gia, by striking out all after the words, “ Re- 
solved, ‘That this House,” and ‘inserting, in lieu 
thereof, the following: 

Hereby declares its‘ disapprobation of the assault made 
by the Hon: Preston S, Brooks upon the Non. CHARLES 
SUMNER, in the Senate Chamber, on the 22d day of May, 
1856; and tne House deems this a fit occasion to express 
its disapprobation of the use of larigdagée in debate of a 


character personally offensive to individual members of 
Congress, orto any State of this Union. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to inquire if 
that resolution can be divided ? 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. The motion now is 
to strike out-and ‘insert, and it cannot be divided. 
If it shall prevail, and you'come to vote on it as 
an original proposition, it can then be divided if 
it contains two distinct propositions; but that 
question cannot arise‘row. 

The SPEAKER. It is not now divisible: 

Mr. CARLILE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken} and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 35, nays 174; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Allen, * Ca ‘arlile, 
Henty Winter Davis, Daim paawa a degen 
Etheridge, Evans, Augustus Hall, Harrison, Haven, Kelly, 

ennett, Alexander. -Ks Marsbali; Humphrey Marshall, 
Samuel GA Marshall, Smith Miller, Milson, - Miliwatd, 
Moore, Peck, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, William R, 
Smith, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, and Zollicofer— 


oe 


I move that there be a‘call 


} 


e, 


Burnett, Jainés'H: Cmhpbèlt; John P..Canspbell, bewis'D. | 
Campbell, Caruthers; Caskie, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra 
Chirk, Clawson, Clingman; Howely Cobb, Williamgon RW: 


Emrie, Etistis, Fautkner, Florence; Foster, d 
dings, Gilbert, Goode, Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Robert: 


|. Lumpkin, Matteson, Maxwell, MeCarty, MeMuHin; Me- 


i Phelps, Pike, Porter, Powell, Pringle, Purviance, Quitman, 


| sition of a member of his family. 


| Wright, and John V. Wright—66. 


NAYS- Messes: Aiken. Aibrigtit, Allison, Barbour, | 


Galloway; Gid- | 


B. Hall, Harlan, § i W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Hickman, Holloway, Thomas R.. Horton, Valentine B. 
Horten, Houston, ‘Howard, Hugliston; Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy: Jores,. Kelsèy, King; Knapp, Knight, 
Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Lindley, : 


Queen, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, | 
Nichols; Norton, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Packer, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 


Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Ruffin, Rust; 
Sabin, Saye, Sandidge, Sapp, Savage, Scott, Sherman, 
Shorter, Sintmons; Samuel: A. Smith, Willam Smith; 
Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, Stranahan; Talbott, | 
Tappan, Taylor, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, į 
Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Walker, 
Warner, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihn B. Washburne, 
Istaci Washburn;; Watkins, Watson, Welch, Wells 
Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, 
Woodworth, Daniel B. Wright, and Jobn V. Wright—174. 


So the amendment to the amendment was: not 
agreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. MORGAN stated that Mr. Fracier had | 
been called home by the illness of a member of 
his family. 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL stated that Mr. V ALK 
had been called from the House by the indispo- | 


i 
t 


Mr. HOFFMAN stated that: if he had been 
within the bar when his name was called, he: 
should have voted in the affirmative. ` 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, made a similar | 
statement. : 

Mr. CADWALADER said that he should vote 
against the substitute if adupted as an amend- 
ment, but as a substitute he voted for it. 

The question recurred on Mr, Coss’s amend- 
ment, to substitute for the resolutions reported by 
the committee the following: 

Resolved, Tliat this House has no jurisdiction over the i 
assault alleged to have been committed by the Hon. Pres- | 
TON S, Brooks, a member of this House from the State of ; 
South Carolina, upon the Hou. CHARLES Sumner, a Sen- | 
ator from the State.of Massachusetts; and therefore deem | 
it improper to express any opinion on the subject. 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia, demanded the yeas: 
and nays. | 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in | 
the negative—yeas 66, nays 145; as follows: 


YEAS—Messts.Aiken, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. Ben- 
nett, Bocock, Bowie, Royce, Branch, Burnett, Caruthers, 
Uowell Cobb, Williamson R, W, Cobb, Craige, Crawford, | 
Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Elliott, Eustis, Faulkner, | 
Florence, Toster, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W., ` 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Houston, Jewett, George W. | 
Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, | 
Lumpkin, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Mordecai Oli- |; 
ver, Orr, Phe Porter, Powell, Quitman, Ready, Rivers, : 


> 
Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel : 
A.Smith, William Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Talbott, Taylor, ` 


Trippe, Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, Winslow, Daniel B. :| 


NAYS—Messrs: Albright, Allen, Allison, Ball, Barbour, | 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghtust, Bingham, Bishop, : 

Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, |} 
James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Chaffee, | 
Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Colfax, : 
Comins, Covode, Cox, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, | 
Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, 
Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Bmric, 
English, Etheridge, Evans, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B: Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, 
Harrison, Haven, Hickman, Hoffman, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Hotton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kel- 
sey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, 
Leiter, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Saim- ` 
uel S: Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian’ 


the previous question, all debate has been cut 
off. I now ask the consent of the House to have 
my explanation printed in full. 

r: JONES, of Tennessee. If it be: stated 
that the speech was filed and not.delivered here, 
Ihave’ no objection. But I intend to object to 
publishing speeches purporting to have been de- 
Rere which were not delivered. sae 

K. MARSHALL. ‘I suppose that the 
w s statement now will be reported. — 

The SPEAKER. The genileman’s statement 
will: be réported in-the proceedings. 

Mr: A. Ky MARSHALL. Then I suppose 
that that will.show that the gentleman’s speech 
was not delivered here. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. — 

The question recurred on the resolutions re- 
ported by the committee. a 

Mr. WHITNEY. I ask for a division of the 
résolutions; 

The first resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That Preston S. Brooxs be, and he is forth- 
with, expelled from. this House asa Representative from 
the State of South Carolina. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. called. for th 
nays. - z i 
The yéas and nays were ordered... . 

: The question was taken, and there wère—yeas 
121, nays 95; as follows: af 

_YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton; Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, 
Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, 
Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, 
Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, 
Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. 
Hail, Harlan, Haven, Hickman, Hoffman, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hugh- 
ston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Kunkel, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian 
Miller, Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murtay, 
Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Packer, Parker, Pearce, 
Peck, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Pur- ` 
viance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stran- 
aban, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, 
Tyson, Vail, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cad- 
walader C. Washburne, Klibu B. Washburie, Israel Wash- 
burn, Watson, Welch, Wells, Whitney, Williams, Waod, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth—121. par ES 

NAYS—Messrs, Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Burnett, Cad- 
walader, Carlile, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williami- 
son R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Henry 
Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott; Eng- 
lish, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Maulkner, Florence, Foster, 
Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Hous- 
ton, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Giancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, 
Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alex- 


e yeas and’ 


| ander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 8. Mar- 


shall, Maxwell, McMulliny McQueen, Smith Miller, Mill- 
son, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, 
Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, 
Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel. A.. Swith;.. 
William Smith, William R.. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, 
Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, 
Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, Winslow, Daniel 
B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer-—95. i 

So (two thirds not voting in favor theréof) thé 
resolution was not agreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. HARRISON said: I have prepared some 
remarks explanatory of the vote which I am now 
about to give; and, like the gentleman from Mary- 
Jand, [Mr. Horran,] J ask thé consent of the 
House to have them printed. 

Leave was granted. 


Mr. SAGE stated that his colleague [Mr. Frisa- 


i| LER] had been unexpectedly called home in con- 


sequence of sickness in his family, and that if 


! he had been present he would have voted in favor 
of the resolution. 


Mr. EDMUNDSON said: I hesitated when 
my name was called; but as this is a separate 


; Woodworth, and Zollicoffer—145, 


Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Millward, Moore, Morgan, ` 


Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Packer, Parker, Pearce, Peck, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Reade, Ricaud, 


g 2 


| Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 


Scott, Sherman, Simmons, William R.-Smith, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stewart, Stranahan, Swope, Tappan, Thoring 
‘Phurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
burne, Ellittu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Weleh, Wells, Whitney, Wiliams, Wood, Woodruff, 


So Mr. Conp’s amendment was rejected. 


ton, `i 


and distinct resolution with which my name has 
ii no connection, f vote “ No,” 
| Mr, BROOKS, I rise to a privileged question. 
a ated’ 
: Up to this time, Mr. Speaker, I have felt the 
` propriety of remaining silent, trusting to my 
ii friends, who have more ability and learning than 
_, myself, to defend me, I have felt that other 
‘| Interests were involved than those affecting me, 
i personally, in this matter. I have felt that the 
rights of my constituents, the rights of members 
on this flooy——— 


to! have submitted some remarks in explanation 
of my vote; but on aecount of the eeconding of 


Pending the eall of the roll, 
Mr. HOFFMAN said: I desired, Mr. Speaker, 


2.2 Phd 


Mr. GIDDINGS, (interrupting.) I risé toa. 
uestion of order. I understand the gentleman 
South Carolina to have risen toa privileged 
uestion. I want to know what that privileged 

uestion is? i - 


1856. 


Mr. DUNN. Uhope. the gentleman from Ohio 


will not interrupt. : : 

“The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Broogs:) The gen- 
tleman from South Carolina will ‘state for what | 
purpose he rises. x : 

Mr. BROOKS. Tam going on to state it, and 
will do so before I conclude. = LS 

Mr. DUNN. Then-J ask the. unanimous 
consent of the House. that the gentleman from 
South Carolina be heard:. Certainly, such a 
courtesy ought not to be'refused. f 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South 
Carolina has not submitted that request. 

Mr. DUNN. Usubmit it, then, for him. 

_Mr. GIDDINGS. | [can only say that-for one 
I should not object, but that I object to everything 
out of order. 

Mr. DUNN. Then I move to suspend the 
rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South 
Carolina stated that he rose to a privileged ques- 
tion. He will state what that question is. 

Mr. DUNN. I move to suspend the rules in 
behalf of the gentleman generally. This is the 
day on which that motion may be entertained; 
and I trust that the House will entertain it, and 
extend to the gentleman from South Carolina the 
privilege which he asks. i 


Mr. SAGE. Idesireto read from the Manual, 
at pages 37-8. 
Mr. WHEELER. _I object. 


Mr. NICHOLS. I would like to make one 
inquiry of this House. This morning, when the 
previous question was called, there was an under- 
standing, on this side of the House at least, that 
any gentleman implicated in this matter should 
be allowed to speak during the progress of this 
case, Now, I submit that, although consider- 
ations of delicacy may have restrained the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina from speaking to the 
vote taken on his own account, itis proper that 
he be heard now. And I protest, in the name of 
truth and of justice, against any objection which 
would silence the gentleman when he desires to 


speak. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not 
stated his request. 

Mr. HOUSTON 
for him. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I distinctly understood that 
the gentleman from South Carolina should have 
the ‘privilege of addressing the House; and I, for 
one, consider it a gross violation of the decencies 
of life to deprive him of the privilege of speaking. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I submit this point of 
order: that the gentleman from South Carolina | 
having risen to a privileged question, and being 
in the act of stating to the Speaker and the House 
the purpose he had in rising, and not having con- 
cluded that statement, it is not in order for the 
gentleman from Ohio, or any other gentleman of | 
the House, to object to his proceeding; and I 
submit that, with great deference to the opinion | 
of the Chair—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it com- 
petent for the gentleman from Ohio to raise the 
question of order which he has raised. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I understood my colleague 
on the other side of the House [Mr. Nrcnors] to 
say that it was the understanding that the gentle- 
man from South Carolina was to be at liberty to: 
speak after the previous question was exhausted | 
and the matter settled. 

Mr. PHELPS. No; pending the question. | 

Mr. NICHOLS. Such is my understanding. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I would not have interfered, į 
but that it struck me as being out of order for | 
us to sit here and listen to what is not in order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. From the com- 
mencement of the discussion, which is closed to- 
day, I, as chairman of the committee, uniformly 
said that I would not ask the previous question, ; 
or final action on the proposttions which have | 
teen recommended, until all the friends of the | 
parties implicated, and particularly the parties 
themselves, had been heard before the House. 

The gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. i 
Brooxs] having o K 
of feeling which was not explained to me, stated | 
that he did not want to impose upon the House | 
any remarks, I do trust that, in view of all the | 
circumstances, my colleague will withdraw the | 


. The request has been stated 


| 


n Saturday, from some delicacy || 


and now, when the party, most vitally ‘interested 
in this matter appeals to be heard, I do think:-he 
ought to be permitted -to speak. Iappeal to my 
colleague to withdraw his objection. -> a 
Mr. GIDDINGS.. I regard itas my duty to 
object to anything out of order. ` ; 
Mr. DUNN. I submit a motion ‘to ‘suspend 
the rules. i ; 


previous question on the resolution, and: has in 


tice of the House to suspend the rules in such a 

condition of business. A ; 
Mr. DUNN. Then I move fo:reconsider the 

vote just taken. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
from Indiana cannot make that-motion. . He-did 
not vote on the prevailing side of the question. 
Those of us who voted on the side that prevailed 
| can make the motion to reconsider. I under- 
stand that the previous question yet bears on this 
whole subject; and if I were even to move to 
reconsider, the gentleman from South Carolina 
could not submit any remarks, because of the 
previous question. I suggest, then, that we get 
through the disposition of the other resolution; 
and then some gentleman who voted on the pre- 
vailing side can move to reconsider, and can 
debate it. : 

Mr. COMINS. I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio will withdraw his ebjection, and let the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina proceed with his 
remarks. 

Mr. DUNN. I adhere to my motion to recon- 
sider, if I have’the right to make it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I submit the 
question whether the gentleman voted with the 
side which prevailed on this question? ‘The Con- 
stitution requires a vote of two thirds to carry 
such aresolution, and J hold that one who voted 
ina majority, but where the majority was less 
than two thirds, cannot move to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER, The name of the gentleman 
from Indiana does not stand on the Journal as 
having voted with the prevailing side. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Tce to withdraw the ob- 
jection which I raised, but I wish to say that my 
judgment is as I took my position. My friends, 

owever, desire me to withdraw my objection, 
and I do so. 

Mr. BROOKS then resumed, and addressed 
the House at length. His remarks will be pub- 
lished hereafter. 

Mr. CARUTIIERS stated that he was acci- 
dentally absent when the last vote was taken; 
and that if he had been in the House he would 
have voted in the negative. 

The question recurred on thé second resolution, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That this House hereby declares its disappro- 


RENCE M. Keirrin regard to the said assault. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Iaskfcra division of this 


arately. 

Mr. WHEELER, and Mr. SMITH of Vir- 
ginia, objected to a division. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to say to the 
House the reason why I ask for a division 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to suggest 
to the gentleman from Ohio, as the resolution is 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the objection will 
be withdrawn, for the reason that there is a dif- 
ference between the two cases. 
| previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, sir, I call for a 
division of the resolution. : 

The SPEAKER... The resolution cannot be 
divided, as it now stands, without the consent of 
the House. The Chait again states that, if there 
beno objection, the Chair will state the resolution 
in two separate propositions. 

Mr. SMITH, of. Virginia. I object. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish tosay that 
I have interposed no objection to this separation. 

Mr. SMITH. But I have. I object. ; 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
justice to Mr. EDMUNDSON; } hope that-no objec- 


objection. Weremained here on Satur i 
ing until nine o’clock, hearing this discussion; ! 


Saturday even- jj 


tion will be interposed to this division. 1 appeal 
1 to. the House : 


The SPEAKER. The House has ordered the | 


part executed the order under the demand for the i 
previous question, and. it has not been the prac- 


I suppose the gentleman | 


bation of the said act of Uexry A. Epnenpson and baw- |} 


resolution, and that the vote may be taken sep- į 


in such a shape that it cannot be divided, that he | 
move to strike out the name of Mr, Epmunpson. | 


Mr. CRAIGE. I object to any debate; the | 


As a matter of | 


Mr. CRAIGE. 


| 


desired. =. need Pics i : 
Mr. WHEELER... “‘Lowithdraw my objecti 
Mr. SMITH, .of Virginia.’ withdrew 
objection. coed POPS LR, gg eee 
. Mr: STEPHENS: -E wish to, know.if this 
uestion will come up.again.in-themonriing, f 
House now adjourns? > = pE paip iei 
The SPEAKER. -It will comeiup-asth 
business in orderin the morning. ` A 
: Mr. STEPHENS. move, then, 
do now adjourn.) Sey reaps so} 
The question was taken; and ‘the: motion waa 
not agrced to. i Apap EIRIS 
Mr. DUNN. J ask, asa matter of right, 
the resolution. be divided;.and I think, from the’ 
very nature of the case—and-on'a moment’s re- 
i| flection it must appear so. to the Speaker and. | 
every member of the House-—that it is divisible: 
This matter is in the nature of atrial uponindict> ` 
ment, and it may appear that one may be found 
guilty and the other. not guilty. The House, 
sitting as jurors, have a right to try the casesand 
vote upon them. separately. Ee LRN 
The SPEAKER.: The gentleman from Indis 
ana will state the divisions he proposes, and the 
Chair will decide the question. Bec ip 
Mr. DUNN. The division I submit is that 
the vote be taken separately upon ‘each of the 
names mentioned in the resolution. 2 i gG nET 
Mr. SMITH.. If the gentleman will allow; I 
will save the necessity of further difficulty inre- 
lation to this matter... Very much: against my 
will, upon the solicitations of frichds around me, 
I withdraw my, objection. : ri 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. As the principal 
resolution has been’ disposed. of, I move to bay 
the balance upon the table. - ; 
The SPEAKER., The Chair will put the 
question again. _ Is there objection to a division 


of the resolution? ; 7 
, Mr. McMUL-. 


thatthe House 


Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee 
LIN, and others, objected. $ 
Mr. DUNN. . Then I insist upon my point of 
order. I think I ean maké it clear, if the House , 
| will allow me—— ear ae A 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. T moved to lay 
the resolutions on the table. . What has become 
of my motion? oh toe fone 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman fromm Indi» 
| ana had the floors. Te RUE 

Mr, JONES. How can the gentleman :fronr 
Indiana have thé floor under the oporation of the 
|| previous question? Ne debate isin order... 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Thdi- 
ana raised a question of order, and while. he was 
| stating it, was interrupted by the gentleman frony 
| Virginia, [Mr. Ssurn,} who withdrew the ob- 
| jection upon which the question of. order was: 
founded. The gentleman. from Tennessee then 
moved to lay the resolutions on the table; but 
the gentleman from Indiana. still retaining’ the 
|| floor, the motion of the gentleman from Tennes- 
| sce was not received. - i 


{ 
| Mr. DUNN. 


Is the proposition before the 
. House, that- the resolutions. he onthe table?’ — 
The SPEAKER. Jt is not: The motion was 
not entertained. by the Chair. The gentleman 
from Indiana is entitled to the floor. . 
|. Mr. JONES. But.the Chair did recognize me 
4 and did entertain my motion. oe pose 
|| The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentles 
|| man from Tennessee could not be entertained 
the gentleman. from Indiana still holding nifon 
|| Mr. JONES. Iagain submit that the gentle- 
i| man from Indiana:could not hold the floor under 
|| the operation of the previous.question. : 
|| ‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman. from. Indi~ 
| ana had the right to retain the floor until he had 
i stated his question of ordér, The gentleman from 
| Indiana, will state his point oforder. 
Mr. DUNN., My: point of order is this: that 
|i it is competent for us to take the vote upon so 
much of theresolution as relates to Mr. Epmunp- 
and then upon so much.of it as relates to 


I submit that the resolution isdivis- 


ij SON,: 
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i 
i ible upon the ground that thersis a charge against 


two Separate persons. ‘It'is a question'addressed 

tous as jurors trying the ‘parties; and-we may 

decide that- one is guilty and the other not guilty. 

My, JONES: Wel, sir; T submit ‘that -this | 

vestion was decided: last week in- the rts 

This House; tow, asa high:court, has again tried 

the case asa question of privilege; andif the Chair | 

now. decides that this. resolution canbe divided, 
-against the rules,it will be another evidence of 
abuse‘of the -privileges‘of the House.: [Cries of 
Order! Order! yo oe ace 

“The SPEAKER. The Chairdesires to say to 
the’ gentleman: from ‘Tennessee, that he hasal- 
ready: made the-decision that: the resolution can- 
“not be divided; . But the Chair was bound to hear 
the question of order submitted by the gentleman 
from Indiana...The: Chair will call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana to the 53d 
rule, under’ which the resolution clearly cannot 
be'divided.e = otes deas E 

The 53d rule was read, as follows: ; 

-4i Añy mèémber may ‘call for the division ofa question, 
whichi-shall’ be: divided, if it. comprehend propositions so 
distinct, that one being taken away, a substantive proposi- 
tion shall remain for the decision of the House. A motion 
to striké out and insert shail be deemed indivisible; but a 


motion to strike out. being lost shall preclude neither amend- 
ment nor a motion to strike out and insert.” 


The SPEAKER. The ‘Chair. decides that, 
under the ‘rule just read, the resolution is not 
divisible. = o > t D i 

Myr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
lay the resolution on the table. 

‘Mr. A.K. MARSHALL. -I appeal from the 
decision of the Chair deciding that the resolution 
is not divisible, 

Mr. STEPHENS. I again submit the motion 
that the Fouse adjourn. 

Tae motion was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the motion to 
lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. ORR. I invite the attention of gentlemen 
on this side of the House, for one moment, in 
reference to objections to dividing this resolution. 
My colleague, [Mr. Kerrr,] who is embraced in 
this resolution, does not desire that he shall be 
shielded in any way by being coupled with the 
honorable gentleman from Virginia, whose name 
is also in the resolution. He prefers that the 
resolution shall be divided. It is due to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia that it should be divided, 


I now. move to 


and that the question should be taken separately | 


. in reference to each of these gentlemen. If gen- 
tlemen think there is a difference in the innocence 
of these two parties, they can then have an op- 
portunity of expressing their opinions. | think 
gentlemen ought to allow the resolution to be 
divided. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair submitted the re- 
quest, and objection was made. Is the objection 
withdrawn? 

Mr. CRAIGE. No, sir; I renew the objection. 
- Mr. SMITH. IT thought the gentleman from | 
Tennessee moved to lay the resolution upon the | 
table. Is that motion still pending ? i 

The SPEAKER, It is pending. An appeal | 
from the decision of the Chair is also pending, 

Mr. CUMBACK., I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. McQUEEN demanded the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to lay the resolution upon the 
table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on Mr. Jonzs’s motion, 
and it was decided in the negative—yeas 96, nays 
111; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hend- 
ley S. Beunett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Broom, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, Johu P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R, W. Cobb, 
Cox, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Elliott, 
English, Eustis, Florence, Foster, Goode, Greenwood, | 


‘). Campbell; Chaffee; Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clai- 
son, Colfax; Comins, Covode,: Cragin, Cumback,. Damrell, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, Be Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Ed ‘ds, Emrie, Galloway, Giddings, | 
Gilbert, Granger, Gr Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Haven, 

‘Hickman; Holloway, ‘Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B-Itor- 

ton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King,: Knapp, Knight, 

Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel; Leiter, “Matteson,: McCarty, 

‘Meacham, Killian Muller, Millward, Moore, Morgan, Mor- 

rill, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew. Oliver, Parker, 

Pelton,: Perry, Pettit,’ Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, 

Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sher- 

‘man, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton; Stranahan, ‘Tappan, 

Phorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, 

Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C: Wastburne, Elihu 

B. Washburne, Israel. Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wells, 

‘Williams, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—11]. 


So the House-yefused to lay the resolution’ on 
the table. ; 

Pending the above:eall, 

Mr. BROOM said: Inasmuch as an:.opportu- 
nity to express my views during ‘the discussion 
of this matter was notallowed to: me; I desire at 
this stage of it merely to observe, that I have-ex- 
amined the testimony reported by the committee, 
and do not find: in it'sufficient: to inculpate either 
of the gentlemen named in the resolution; and, 
consequently, cannot vote to censure them. I 
therefore vote to lay the:resolution on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. {cannot vote for the reso- 
lution as it now stands. lask that it be divided. 


Mr. CRAIGE. I insist on the rules being en- 
forced. - 
Mr. KEITT. I ask my friend from North 


Carolina, to withdraw his objection. I-desire that 
these cases shall come before the House sepa- 
rately. I want no advantage by associating my 
name with that of the gentleman from Virginia. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is cut of order. 

Mr. KEITT. I desire that the House shall 
meet this case openly and boldly. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South 
Carolina is not in order. 

Mr. KEIT'T. I ask jit asa personal favor to 


me. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I insist on the enforcement of 
the rules. 

Mr. READY. I move to divide the resolu- 
tion; and I call for a division of the question. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order, 
inasmuch as the same proposition is presented in 
another form by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The Clerk read the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution can be di- 
vided only by unanimous consent, for the reason 


Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, i 
Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, | 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Kid- | 
well, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K, | 
Marshait, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, Mc- | 
Queen; Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, | 
Packer,: Peck, Phelps, Porter,- Powell, Puryear, Quitman, 
Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruftin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Wil- 
liam R. Smith, Sueed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, 
Tavlor, T tippe, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Waiker, Warner, 
V nage Wheeler, Whitney, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright 
John V. Wright, and Zotlicoffer—96. nee 
NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry | 
Bennett, Benson, Bilkingburst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, | 
Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Jaines W.Campbell, Lewis ! 


i 
| 
| 
! 
| 


that it docs not contain two propositions so dis- 
tinct that if one be withdrawn there will be a 
substantive proposition left, 

An appeal is taken from the decision of the 
Chair; and the question is, ‘Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the House?’’ 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I am con- 
strained to differ from the Chair. I think there 
are two substantive propositions. [Loud cries 
of “ Order!?’] 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that the 
appeal be laid on the table. 

‘Lhe question was put; and on a division there 
were—ayes ninety-seven, noes not counted, 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I cali for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

[Cries of  No!”? * Withdraw it.”] 

Mr. SEWARD. I withdraw the motion to 
adjourn. * 

Mr. CUMBACK. And I renew it. 

Mr. WHEELER. I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion to adjourn was agreed to. 

The House accordingly (at half past five 
o'clock, p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow at | 
twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, July 15, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the | 


Senate a communication from the President of | 
the United States, transmitting reports from the 
several Departments, in answer to a resolution of 


Mr. SEWARD. I move the House adjourn. | 


| eral. Departments, since the 4th of March, 


ment of the sums which have been tonews- 
‘papers. published in Washington, for advertise- 
ments or other printing, published’ or “executed 
undér'the orders or by the adthority of the sev- 

1833; 
rdéřed 


which was, on motion of Mr. SLELL 
to be-laid on the table, and- be printed; ~ 
si blaid before the Senate a report of the 
Secretary of War, communicating, in compli 
witha résolution of the Senate, a copy. 
correspondence’ ‘between the. Adjutan 
and Bri Lietiteniant Colonel Hoffman, 
ing the massacre of Lieutenant Grattan. 
command by the Indians; which‘ was: r 
ordered to'bé laid.on the table, and’b 
‘PETITIONS AND MEMORIAL 
‘Mr. FISH. presented the petition of 
ford Smith, United States consul:at Beirtit;: 
Syria, praying foran increasé.Of ihis ‘stlary‘arid 
reimbursement of expenses incurred-by:him-ii 
his official capacity; which was: réferréd tothe 
Committee on Commerce." ar 


mittee on Naval Affairs: =- 
Mr. WELLER presented the petition of 3 
Sullivan, praying for indemnity for losses ‘sus- 
tained by him in consequence of repeated. failures 
of the United: States mail between New: Orleans 
and. San Francisco; which: -was--teferred: to: the 
Committee on the-Post Office and Post Roads: 
Mr. MASON presented the memorial of Wil- 
liam Ramsay, late'a captain. inthe Navy, who 
was dropped.in consequence of the .recommend- 
ation of the: late. naval. board, praying to beire- 
stored to. his rank. and position in the service}. 
which was referred to the Committee jow Naval 
Affairs. The honorable Senator'stated that the 
memorial was placed in his hands some time since, 


vertence, i EA 
Mr. YULEE presented the memori 
liam F. Russell, praying for éompër 
property destroyed while occupied ‘as ‘ami 
post by the United States, in Florida; whieh w 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. , 
On motion of Mr. WELLER, it was’ > 
Ordered, That the memotial of ©. M. Hitelicock, exeé- 


utor of A. R. S. Hunter, on the files of the Senate, be re~ 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs,’ <i Aas 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. >: 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee” on 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill communi- 
cated to the Senate by the Court of Claims, of 
the 12th day of May, for the’ relief of Salvador 
Accardi, with the opinion of thé court it the 
case, reported the bill (S. No: 378) ‘without 
amendment; and it was read, and passed to. a 
second reading.” The opinion of the court was 


|, ordered to be printed. 


Mr. YULEE, from the Committee ‘on ‘the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 213) to construe the act en- 
titled ‘* An act for the relief of James M. Gog- 
gin,” approved July 27, 1854, reported it with- 
out amendment. i 

RAILROADS IN WISCONSIN. 


Mr. DODGE asked, and by unanimous. con- 
sent obtained, leave to bring in a bill (S; No. 379) 
granting public lands to the State.of Wiscónsin to 
aid in the construction of railroads in said State; 
which was read a first and second time, and -re- 
ferred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

SUPPRESSION OF INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 

Mr. YULEE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous. con- 
sent, and agreed to: i 

Resolved, That the Committee. on Military. Affairs be, 
and they are hereby, instructed to inquire into the propriety 
of providing by law for the payment of arrearages due. on 
account of tne suppression.of Indian hostilities in’ Florida, - 


between the years 1830 and 1842; and that they-report by 
bill or otherwise. : 


ROAD IN MINNESOTA. Bee yir 
, Mr. WELLER. Lask the Senate to:proceed 


the Senate, of May 30, requesting a detailed state- |! 


i 


to: the consideration of the territorial bill which 
was laid over yesterday. d = r 


r 


« 


and had not been presented before throughvinad> , °° 


THE | 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


shire; but ifitis likely to give rise to debate Ido not | 


want to lose my right tothe floor. If it will pass 
sub silentio, of course I shallinterpose no objection, 
as I have none myself to the resolution. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose my resolution fairl 
belongs to the business of the morning hour. -lt 
is a resolution which was laid over under the 
rules, and comes up for consideration in the morn- 
ing hour of to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It isin the 
ower of the Senate to give preference to other 
usiness. "Che Senator from California is entitled 

to the floor. f 

Mr. WELLER. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
417) for the construction of a road from Fort 
Ridgley, in the Territory of Minnesota, to the 
South Pass of the Rocky Mountains, in the Ter- 
ritory of Nebraska. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the biil : 

Mr. WELLER. Ifany Senator desires inform- 
ation upon this subject, I will ask for the read- 


ing of the memorial of the Legislature of Min- |i 


nesota Territory. Itis the second one, I believe, 
which has been presented from the Territorial 
Legislature for this road. Iean show any Sen- 
ator, by a reference to the map, that if the road 
be constructed, we can reach an important point 
on the Missouri river, by a travel of two hundred 
miles, which requires at presenta travel of nearly 
eighteen hundred miles. : 

Mr. COLLAMER. Is there any report accom- 
panying the bill? 

Mr. WELLER. I will inform the Senator 
from Vermont that I have sent to the Chair a 
memorial from the Territorial Legislature of Min- 
nesota, being the second one that it has sent here 
upon the subject. I hope that it will give the 
Senator all the information he requires, 

Mr. COLLAMER.  Letit be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


MEMORIAL TO CONGRESS FOR AN APPROPRIATION TO OPEN 
A ROAD FROM FORT RIDGLEY TO THE SOUTH Pass IN THE 
Rocky MOUNTAINS. 

To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 

of the United States in Congresss assembled. 


The memorial of the L tive Assembly of Minnesota 
Territory respectfully rep: tet 

First That the great and increasing emigration from the 
northern and middie States to California and Oregon de- 
mands at the hands of Congress additional faciliues for 
travel, which can be effectually provided by the survey and 
opening of a wagon road from Fort Ridgley (to which place 
roads have been opened) to interseet the great emigrant 
route near the South Pass in the Rocky Mountains. 

Second. That the route above designated would afford a 
shorter, and more convenient route for that portion 

California and Oregon emigration which reaches the 

M pi at or above Rock tsland, than any route now 
traveled, while the hoalih of the emigrant would be pro- 
moted by being exempt from the transition from a northern 
to a southern climate, which is inevitable to those who leave 
the northern States and travel by the Missouri route. 

hird. That the supply of wood, water, and pasturage, 
would be found much more abundant by the proposed route 
than by any other routes traveled, white the time gained by 
this route would be of incaleulable advantage to the emi- 
grant by enabling him to reach the South Pass with far less 
fatigue to his stock, and consequently enabling him to pros- 
ecules the remainder of his journey with greater promptitude 
and certainty. 

Fourth. Chat in proof of the great differences in the dis- 


tance on the routes now traveled, your memorialists would j 


subinit for your consideration the following table of dis- 
tau : s 

From Galena to Bt T0uises sess eseese ee. 500 miles, 
From St. Louis to St. Joseph... „900 


From St. Joseph to Soath Pass......e seee. 800 s 
2,200 
From Galena to St. Paul.. seeeee scene. 20 miles. 


ti 
< 
Z3 


From St. Paul to Port + 100 
From Fort Ridgley to M +800 
Frou. Missouri river tu South Passe.s-cesere 380 


Making a difference of one balf, or 1,109 mile 
Galena and the South Pass. 


] 
| 


! any other than the War Department; but, in my 


_ Fifth. That it is therefore confidently submitted; mat the 
| road above indicated would be shorter by-one haif from Ga- 
‘Tena to the South Pass, and consequently your lonorable 
| body will readily perceive the great advantages to be gained 
in the transportation of indtan suppiies to, that portion of 
country lying west of the Missouri river, and even as far- 
south as Fort Laramie; and also tor the transportation of 
troops from the Upper Mississippi to the Upper. Missouri, 
at the same time affording three hundred per cent. greater 
facilities for carrying the mails. And your memorialists 
would further represent, that the proposed route would pass- 
through a country abundantly provided with wood, water, 
and pasturage, and almost entirely free from marshes or 
other natural impediments totravel. : z 
_ Sixth. That the Legislature ofthe Territory of Minnesota, 
in view ofthe necessity for a more facile, safe, comfortable, 
and economical route from the northern anid middle States 
to California and Oregon, have appointed competent com- 
missioners to locate a road from Fort Ridgley to the Missouri 
river, at or near the old Fort aux Cedar, which road will 
pass through to the Indian country, and be of much. benefit 
to the Government in the movement of troops among the 
Indians inhabiting the country near the Missouri river as 
aforesaid z è 
Seventh. Your memorialists would, therefore, respect- 
rge your lionorable bodies to make an appropriation 
09 to defray the expenses of surveying and opening 
said road, and to procure the extension of said road from 
near or atthe above mentioned point on the Missouri, up the 
valley of the Whife Water, to intersect the great emigrant |! 
route on the Sweet Water, tothe South Pass in the Rocky 
Mountains. 

Lighth. Your memorialists would further represent that 
the sum above mentioned would be sufficient to open and 
make a good road the entire distance from Fort Ridgley to. 

Missouri river, with the exception of the crossing of i 
cams where ferrics will be immediately established | 


large 
for the accommodation of travel, for the establishment of 
| which your memorialists would respecttutly ask your hon- 


| orable bodies ro consider the propriety of establishing forts | 
at certain points along said route. » 

Ninth. That your honorable bodies grant the right of pre- 
emption to persons establishing said fergies, of one half 
section on each side of the above mentioned streams, for 
the purpose and use of said ferries ; and whereas the Hon. 
William I. Nobles has expended much money and time in. 
exploring different routes of communication from the Mis- 
sissippi to the Pacific, and has made valuable diseaveries 
which have been of inestimable advantage to the emigrant 
in making the long and dangerous transit across the plains | 
to California and Oregon; and whereas, by his diseovery 
of a route from the Humboldt river to the Saeraimento, a 
distance of two hundred and twenty miles of travel. has 
been saved to the emigrant, who at the same Lime. has been 
enabled to avoid the “ Great Fifty Mile Desert,’? between 
the sinks of the Humboldt, Carson, and Turkey river, and 
by his discovering also of the Pass through the Sicrra Ne- j| 
vadas, which bears his name, and which, as represented by 
| him four vears since, itis believed is the best and most feas- |] 
ible of all for an emigrant road or railroad through these 
mountains, he has rendered a very important and lasting į 
service to the country at large: and i 

Whereas, large sums of money have been expended by 
the General Government in exploring different portions of 
these plains and mountains, with a view to ascertain the 
most favorable route through the same, without detracting 
| in the least from the representations of Mr. Nobles, or the Í| 
merits ofhis discoveries : j 

In consideration of the premises, therefore, the Congress j; 
of the United States is earnestiy but respectfully requested |; 
to appropriate to him such sum of money, or such an H 

1 


amount of dand, as shall be deemed to be an equitable and 
adequate remuneration for his expenses, labors, and discov- 
eries before mentioned. 
CHARLES GARDNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
JOHN B. BRISBIN, i 
President of the Council. 


Approved February 18, 1856. W. A. GORMAN. 


Mr. CLAY. I should,like to hear the bill i 
read. 
The Secretary again read it. i 
Mr. CLAY. | If the purpose of the road were |) 
to provide for the military defense of the country, a 
ĮI should have no scruples in voting for it. Being | 
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
l suppose that is its main object, and hence Jy 
have been surprised to find that the control or di- | 
rection of the construction of this road is given | 
to the Secretary of the Interior, This strikes me | 
as a novel feature; and itchanges, to some extent, 
| 


? 
the character of the work, as I have understood 


and am inclined to regard it, I should like to 
have some explanation of this feature. I move | 
to strike out “Secretary of the Interior,” and | 
insert “ Secretary of War.” {t hasbeen hitherto | 
the practice of the Government to intrust the | 
construction of these roads, when intended really 
i for the defense of the country, to the Scoretary | 
i of War, and I should like to understand the rea- ji 
son for this change. , 

i Mr. WELLER. This is the bill precisely as ; 
| it was sent to the Senate from the House of Rep- 

‘yesentatives. I know it has been unusual to 
place the territorial roads under the control of | 


judgment, the military supermtendence of these 
oads is not the best that can be had, lam de- 


between {; Fe F ) 
ii cidedly in favor of having 


these roads made by | 


| rior, who is to make the contracts. 


| neers of the War Department, f i 
| man, and he is a practical man; and: will make” 


; resentatives. 


| that comes here under 


civilians. i- behevet 


of topographical engineers, and, in my judgment; 
they are not as good: road-makers: as. civilians: 
If any Senator-would: go ‘tothe State which: I 
have theshonor to ‘represent on this floor, “he 
would find all the roads made by practical. mens 
they are made by stage contractors, who, instead 
of taking instruments to:ascertain:the altitude:od 
mountains, take their shovels and. spades, go0:to 
work, and they. overcome: the difficulties of the 
mountain while-an engineer, perhaps, ig, eurvey- 
ing the altitude of a neighboring:illes 2050 os 


1 prefer it in this shape for. an ®dditional: rea- 
son, and. it is a reason that. will) control -my 
action. In the present condition of things in the 
House of Representatives, it will be almost.im- 
possible to get this bill up there again, if: we. re~, 
turn it to that body. It has passed the. House’of 
Representatives. It met with some opposition 
before, but it is now heres and:I prefer to take it 
as it is rather than send it back to the House. 

I hope, therefore, on that ground, my. friend 
from Alabama will not interpose: objection, + I 
think the memorial shows the.importance of the 
road, and demonstrates that to the satisfaction. of 
the Senate. ; : ere 

Mr. BRODHEAD. J-ask the Senator: from 
California if he has any assurance that, even if , 
this road be placed under: the direction“of the * 
Secretary of the Interior, be: will not call upon 
the War Department. for. topographical and en- 

ineer officers? Thatis usuale 9° > E 

Mr. WELLER. Ihave no assurance of that 
character; but | expressed the opinion here, with 
the hope that it-may have some influence 'on 
the final determination of this question. It will 
be seen that the bill requires the work to be 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Inte- 
1 take it for 
granted that the Secretary of the Interior will 


| select civilians, if he thinks they can perform 


the work better than the topographical engi- 
He isa western 


the best selection for the Territory. + 

Mr. BUTLER, Ihave no idea that: I can vote 
for- the bill at all. . I think that in some respects 
it is the most extraordinary bill that shas.ever 
come to the Senate, or passed the:Housé-of Rep- 
These communications from. one 

art of a country ‘to.another are publici juris. 
They are matters which: ought to originate with 
some. responsible source of this Government. 
But if a. territorial government can, indicate a 
route; come here and have it sanctioned, as I 
suppose it will be sanctioned by appropriations, 
what is to prevent Alabama, or any other State 
lower down, from indicating and asking for a 
survey of another route to the Pacific? 

Why is it that the Territory of Minnesota 
especially has taken jurisdiction over this matter. 
of communication with the South Pass, as. it is 
called? 1 do not know that this: isthe best route. 
I am inclined to think other routes may. be as 
good. Nor do IJ recognize the Minnesota Legis- 
lature as a body to. dictate. to Congress, or. to 
make communications to Congress with regard 
to the roads we are to make. If the President 
had sent-us his message, or if this. measure had 
originated with the War or the tnterior Depart- 
ment, | should have some of the assurances 
implied in the character. of the officer-as.to the 
propriety of the route. Bat I am: to take the 
route on the representation of this memorial when 
I do not know whether it is the best-route, or 
whether any. such road is necessary at all. I 
know. my voice is feeble on this subject; but this 
is the first instance, E believe, in which a Terri- 
torial Legislature has? undertaken a jurisdiction 
or province which.it seems to me belongs -ex- 
clusively to one of: the Departments of the 
Federal Government. I know, however, that.the 
bill will pass- I know that anyone will. pass 
such influences as can-be 


exerted upon this. Many are interested in it, 
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and it may be the best route. -As'well-as I can. 
understand,:from hearing. the proposition ‘read, 


there. is some: approptiati 
ime: of Noblesse 08 ta j zi 
ee WELLER. The Senator ‘is:confounding 
the memorial withthe bilse esot ke 
<Mr, BUTLER. 1 take it that ‘there isan ap- 
propristion..in--the: bill of $50,000: in pursuance 
of the memorial, 90.3 oo. 2 PERR 
Mr. WELLER: Nö, sir, not-in-pursuance of 
the memorials because,.if the bill was:in pursu- 
aneé: of the memorial,.we. should have: incor- 
) the-name of; Colonel Nobles to: construct 


- Mr, BUTLER.. Iam not speaking of that. 
L,am:speaking:of the memorial: coming from. the 
‘Territorial Legislature of Minnesota; making sug- 
festions'to.the Congress of the United States, dn 


on -toca man by the 


other words, it is a presidential. message: from a |; 


Territorial Legislature; or at least it comes in 
that form, and we. are to take their:construction. 
Ido ‘not kno® exactly the import: of that part 
of, the memorial referring to Nobles, but I think 
it was that he should be compensated. Are we 
to compensate évery surveyer who goes. across 
the mountains? “But I have made my ‘protest 
‘against it...I know it-will pass. : 

Mr. WELLER... One ‘might suppose, from 
what the Senator. from.South Carolina says, 
that this is the first time any Territorial Legisla- 
ture ever presented a memorial to Congress-—— 
: Mr. BUTLER, I said no such thing. 

“Mr. WELLER. There is no-dictation in that 
memorial... There is not a single word in it that 
could be offensive to any Senator here. Who 
can understand the wants of that country and the 
wants of the people better than the members of 

* the Legislature of that Territory? They see the 
wants of their people and the necessity for the 
construction of this road, and they come to the 
Senate and respectfully ask Congress to make 
some provision for the road. The Senator from 
South Carolina thinks this is unparalleled in the 
history of our legislation; it is a territorial mes- 
sage; it is an order to Congress as to what they 
shall do! Sir, it will bear no such construction. 
Itis'a respectful request presented by the Legis- 
lative Council of the Territory in the name of the 
people, asking that certain grievances under 
which they labor may be remedied; in other 
words, that a road may.be constructed to enable 
them to pass through’ the Territory. This is a 
branch of the wagon road, for which I had a bill 
passed some weeks since. It is a branch that 
comes. through Minnesota, from Fort Ridgley 
down, and intersects the wagon road which { 
had passed, some two. weeks since, at a point 
near Bridger’s Pass. It will be an accommoda- 
tion, not only to the people of Minnesota, but 
to the people of Wisconsin, and the whole of 
the Lake Superior country. It will enable them 
to come down, and, by a travel of two hundred 
miles, avoid a route which requires, as Í said 
before, a travel of seventeen hundred or eighteen 
hundred miles, 


I am willing to take the representations of |: 
those who represent the people of the Territory |) 


as to the necessity of the work. A glance for a 
moment at the map will show the necessity, in | 
my judgment, of thisappropriation. ‘The Sena- | 
tor from South Carolina will not take the trouble 
to look at it. He will not take the declarations 
of the representatives of the Territory, nor will 
he examine the map in order to determine whother 
it is expedient that this money should be appro- 
priated, 1 hope that what the Senator has said | 
ig strictly true, that this is a foregone conclusion, | 
and that the bill will pass. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to putmy proposition 
right, and that is all 1 shall do. F do not allow | 
my friend from California to substitute his infer- 
ences for my conclusions. I did not say that this 
was the dictation of a Territorial Legislature, but 
I said it emanated from a body not recognized, as 
far as- I am related to the country, by the Federal 
Constitution: to make such a recommendation as 
this. I remarked that publie roads are publici juris 
zereat matters, in which the community at ine 
is concerned; and’ the public mind should be in- | 
formed on such-questions by some responsible | 
organ, j 

have not said that this amounts to dictation. 
T have said that the measure'comes here from a 


i 
| 
| 
i 


i speak with certainty, that it came from the T 
; ritorial Committee of the House, 


that it iser parte: There has been no examina: 
tion to ‘oppose, or contradict, or ‘sift these rep: 
resentations.. "The gentleman says T-would not 
take the pains to “understand it. -Ido not know. 
that I could; but Tam not bound to read every 


to.send: one here: about making: a great national 
communitation between California and the other 


edge of topography and geography, it might take 
me a longtime to deliberate on this measure; but 
if I were alone responsible—if I were an autocrat, 
and had to.adopt'a road, do know that I would 
adopt this read in preference to one going through 
Arkansas directly to Santa Fé, and from thence 
| to California?) Why is this especially selected 
! from Minnesota? This terminus seems to be a 
favorable one, because gentlemen living in Min- 
nesota say it is the best place to start from, and 
goto. The gentleman says it isa foregone con- 
| clusion, : : ; 

„Mr. WELLER. -You said so. : 
Mr. BUTLER. . ‘Well, the whole of this legis- 
| lation is upon foregone conclusions, and I am 


by knowledge. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I cannot well understand 
| why the people of Minnesota desire this road. 
They certainly do not desire it in order to get 
there;.and those who go to the West for the pur- 
pose of settling, are not very likely to go from 
: Minnesojg to California, 

Mr. WELLER. I can tell the Senator that a 
| great many people pass through Minnesota to 
! California, and*if there be no road to travel, they 
cannot gct through. The more travel -there is 


Territory prosper. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I do not know that this 
i is the most direct route to California. People 
: going to California generally take the most direct 
į route to go there. I cannot see why the people 
| of Minnesota feel such an especial interest in 


sota. There are very few people going from 
Minnesota to California. There must be special 
reasons other than what appear on the face of the 
memorial for this road, 


| d for the gmp 
! Mr, STUART, 


structed by contract at any rate; and I think any 
' gentleman who will look into the facts, will find 
i that more road can be built by contract for $50,000 
| than can be built by any Department of the Gov 
| ernment without contract for $250,000. The fn 
| dians are under the control and direction of th 


| lieved that the Interior Department could control 
| this matter, and let the contract with less liability 
| to interference with the Indians than any other 
! Department, they having their agents ‘in the 
| country under their direction, That is the only 


| myself, that the House of Representatives were 


the Senate will concur in their action. 
Mr. BROWN. I should like to know from 


| my friend from Michigan, or the chairman of the 


i Committee on Military Affairs, whether this bill 
i 


came to us through the Public Lands Committee 
or the Military Committee of the House? 
Mr. STUART. I understand, but I cannot 


er- 


> 


Mr. BRODITEAD. The papers will show, 
Mr. WELLER. It came from the Territorial 


| Committee of the House of Representatives. 


Legislature makin 


g its own representations, and ii 


memorial, coming from everybody.. who- chose |) 


States. L grant you that, with my limited knowl- || 


‘called on to adopt, by faith, what I cannot get |! 


through Minnesota, the more the interests of that `! 


having the travel to California go through Minne- į 


! Interior Department, and therefore, it was be- `! 


i reason why that Department was named. I think : 


Wise in adopting it for these reasons, and I hope | 


Mr. BROWN, Ido not rise to discuss this: 


F and. that State, and the other. State. Ý 
Some Sort of mysterious influence a land bill 

ie House of ‘Representatives, which relate 
in'y State, has ‘been kept back. eee a 
“Several Senators, ‘This isnot a land bi 
Mrs BROWN. This is a bill to give 
{** Nol} ‘It is to give money, aiid giving lane 
for preémption. [4 Not]. Tonly wanted tot 
mark in regards. to: making these roads, th 
very important connection with the Paci 
| road runs through my State, connecting at Vic] 
| burg, going on to Fl Paso, and thence to Cali 
|! fornia. 1 fave been ‘struggling throughout th 
i session to get our bill through, ‘Almost eve 
body ‘else has got his, but we have not got’o 
| I am tired of constructing roads in the T, 
i and States, and everywhere else, while’ 
| my State is kept back. I shall hereafter 
these measures until I can see somé re i 
i| Mr. WELLER. J have charge ofa bul fi 

i 


l! eoristinction of awagon road from El Paso t 

| Yuma, avd I shall expect the’sappo 
|| ator from Mississippi. for that bil 
|| southern rotite. “ I shall go’ for Y 
ja road to El Paso, with the’ understandii 
f 


; course, that he votes for my. bill to ‘sectire a 
ropriation to construct a 


p road: from El Paso to 
fort Yuma. ` A Í 


i] 
| 


‘| Mr. WELLER. I shall have'to try, then, to 
ig 
b 


i 
if 


{ 
H 
1 
i 


5 


|| Mr. BUTLER. Iask for the yeas'and nays 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Benja- 
min, Bigler, Bright, Collamer, Dodge, Fessenden, Fish; 
ii Foot, Foster, Geyer, Hale, Hamlin, Houston, James, John- 
son, Jones of lowa, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Pratt, 
j; Pugh, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, and 
i; Weller—28. i 
i NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, 
ji Bi Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Clay, Evans, Hunter, 
‘| Iverson, Mason, Pearce, Reid, Thompson of Kentucky, 
:, Toombs, and Yutee—17. i S 


So the bill was pasšed. 
NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 


| On motion of Mr. MALLORY, the Sénate re- 
ji sumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the con= 
i; sideration of the bill (S. 113) to amend an aet 
| entided “An act to promote the efficiency ‘of. 
the Navy.” wee 
Mr. TOOMBS resumed and concluded the. 
i| speech which he commenced yesterday. It will 
i, be published in the Appendix. . f 
q Mr. HALE, Mr. President, it is from no desire, 
ito prolong this discussion, or unnecessarily to 
į occupy the time of the Senate; that I propose to 
i make a few remarks on the general features of 
‘this bill, 1 do so, because, as may be well known 
1 to any one who has taken any interestin the course 
l; which I have deemed it my duty to pursue, Lfeel 
| very deeply on this bill. f think that the det 
„i Which this bill proposes to amend in terms, isone- 
| Of the grossest wrongs and outrages that was 
ever perpetrated under the forms of law, and that 
this bill of the committee does not propose such, 
aremedy as the case demands, Sees ire 
Tn the first place, let me say that I appear here 
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in behalf of no relative of-mine. ‘There is no 
man connected with me by blood, or affinity, or 
connection in any way, in the remotest degree, 
that is to be injured or benefited in the slightest 
manner by the action of the Senate or Congress 
in this measure. And, sir, if I can have any in- 
fluence with those in whom I feel an interest. 
there is one lesson that I will instill on those who 
may listen to my advice; and that is, to see to it 
that, in all coming time, neither they nor their 
descendants ever be put in a situation where they 
may be affected by any such legislation. 

More than that, sir, I have no intimate friend 
who is to be affected by it. I have no friend 
and no acquaintance who is to be affected by this 
bill, remotely or directly, except those whose 
acquaintance I have made since I have been con- 
nected with this Government as a member of 
Congress. Some of those who are affected by it 
{ do know. I go further, and say that, of those 
who are affected, and, as I believe, injuriously 
and unjustly and outrageously affected by the 
provisions of the law of 1855, 1 do not know 
any that come from the immediate section of 
country which I represent. The gentlemen whom 
I do know, and whom I have the honor to call 
friends, who are affected by this measure, come, 
some of them, from the slaveholding States, and 
are themselves, I believe, slaveholders. I men- 
tion this because it has been thrown out some- 
times in the course of debate on this floor, that 
I had no sympathy and no feeling of justice to 
any such. I desire to do, justice to everybody. 

With this disclaimer of any personal feeling 
on the subject, I come at once to the views which 
I propose to submit to the Senate,.and I will 

resent them in some order; and ‘I shall not be 
ong about it. 

In the first place, sir, has there been any injus- 
tice done by the action of Congress, or of the 
law, or of the board that was assembled under 
it? At first, this was denied; but I believe that 
itis now admitted on all hands. It is admitted 
by the Naval Committee Menselves. It is ad- 
mitted, I believe, by every gentleman who has 
spoken upon the subject, that itis at least possible 
that some cases of individual injustice do exist. 
Itis upon this admitted fact that the Committee 
on Naval Affairs of the Senate have reported the 
bill which is now under consideration. At first 
we were told, and told repeatedly, that no injus- 
tice had been done. I think the honorable Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. Benszamin] took that 
ground. Hc said that these gentlemen accepted 
commissions liable to be revoked at any time, at 
the pleasure of the Executive, and that the con- 
tingency upon which they received their com- 
missions had simply been executed; that they 
had no right to complain, and that no injustice 
was done to them. If I understood the honor- 
able Senator, however—and certainly I would 
not misrepresent him—he admitted that, although 
upon the face of the commission which these gen- 
tlemen received, they received it subject to the 
contingency of being removed at the pleasure of 
the President, there was an implied understanding, 
on the part of the country which offered the com- 
mission, that they should enjoy it just as long as 
they conducted themselves with propriety, and 
with such deportmentas was required in the posi- 
tion which they held. 

Now, sir, the difference between an implied 
and an express contract, when you come to the 
contract itself, sinks into nothing. The only 
difference is as to the rule of evidence by which 
they are to be proved. When you tell me there 
is an implied contract, you admit everything that 
{claim in this case. ftis just oy us good 
as if it were expressed in the most solemn form 
in which language could put a covenant. If there 
was an implied covenant—and that is admitted—- 
itis just as good, just as binding in a court of 
equity or a court of law, as if it were an express 
contract. If, when these gentlemen took their com- 
missions, there was an implied faith that, so long 
as they conducted themselves with propriety, and 
discharged their duties faithfully, they should 
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i 


| prived of their good name, and of their reputa- 


| ernment—that every subject is entitled to a certain 


| They come and tell you that if they could have 


| be aroused by the recital of these men’s wrongs. 


hold their commissions, it was,:to all intents‘and 
purposes, just as binding as-if it had been ex- 
pressed in the commissions. : S 
Some of these men come forward and complain 
that, without a hearing, without a trial, without 
notice, without knowledge behind their backs, 
secretly and in the dark, they haye been de- 
prived of, their commission; they have been de- 


tions; that a stigma—a reproach has been fixed 
npon them, and they come here to ask redress. 

here should they come? [s not this the ap- 
propriate tribunal? I believe that ever since the 
time of Magna Charta, the principle has been 
established——it is incorporated in express words 
into the constitution of the State whose repre- 
sentative I am, and it is known in all our consti- 
tutions, and is an essential requisite of free gov- 


remedy by having recourse to the laws for all 
injuries he may receive in his person, property, 
or character, and to obtain right and justice freely, 
without being obliged to purchase it, completely, 
and without delay, conformably to the laws. 
These veterans in your navalservice—these men 
who in times past have bared their brows to the 
battle and the storm—these men who have carried 
the flag of your country wherever its interest or 
its honor required it togo—who have fought and 
fought successfully with every foe—who have 
survived the combined attacks of the god of battle 
and of the storm,—come here now in their old 
age, venerable with years, venerable with service, 
with service done to their country, and tell you 
that the country which they served has treated 
them worse than the enemy they fought.. They 
tell you, sir, that their honor, that their reputation, 
that their good name—dearer to them than life, 
and for which they have periled life wherever 
their country called them—have been taken from 
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conviction in human ‘nature, which ‘pleads the 
casé of these old veterans; and: there is an instinct 
of justice which: tells. you that they have been 
wronged—wronged against precedent, -Against 
right, against the requirements of the Constitution 
and the plainest dictates of justice.’ Ifthe great 
doctrines of justice which wereincorporated by the 
barons at Runnymede, in the charter which they 
extorted from an unwilling king, meant anything, 
these men have a-right to aremedy for the wrong 
which they have suffered. Will anybody deny 
that they havea right to:a trial whether they have 
been wronged or not?: You propose to give.them 
a remedy. What is it? Why, sir, if I under- 
stand the amendments which have been adoptedg 
by the committee to this- bill, the remedy is this? 
They may go and make complaint that they have 
been wronged, and thereupon a court of inquiry 
shall sit upon them; and if the court of inquiry - 
find that they have been wronged—find that in- 
justice has been done to them, that their reputa- 
tion has been taken from them, and their good 
name destroyed unjustly, what do you propose 
todo? Toright the wrong, to redress the.in- 
justice, and to repair the great and gross injury 
which has been done to them? No such thing. 
-After they have been unjustly condemned bya 
secret tribunal, and the injustice of the proceeding 
has been manifested before an open tribunal, you 
do not propose even then to redresg the wrong, 
but you tell them, “ Now go to the President: of 
the United States—go, Commodore Stewart, with 
fourscore years upon your head, just ripe for the 
grave—go and tell him you have devoted the vigor - 
of your youth, the maturity of your manhood, 
and the ripeness of your old age to the service of 
our country; that just as you were about to 
eave all, the national Legislature, and a board 
acting under their authority, have stripped every- 
| thing from you for which you have lived. Now 


them; the commission, which was their pride, 
they have been despoiled of; the epaulets, which 
were the insignia of their office, and of their hon- 
orable character and standing, have been stripped 
from them; and that sword, which was the pride 
and boast of every one of these veterans of the 
battle has been taken from him by that country 
which he had so faithfully served. * 

They coine here to the American Senate; and 
in God’s name where should they go? The 
courts of judicature are not open to them; they 
cannot go there. Courts-martial they cannot 
have: you have given them a secret tribunal 
instead. And now in their old age, just about 
to step off the stage of time and lay down, them- 
selves covered with scars and honors, in their 
grave, they complain that the country at such a 
time has fixed upon them the mark of disgrace; 
and they ask you, sir, to remove it, It will not 
do—it is idle to pretend that it will do—to tell 
these men that they are not disgraced. It isidle 
to tell them that what you have done for them is 
a mark of honorable distinction! They know 
and they feel that itis not so. Every honorable ; 
man in the Senate, whatever may be his vote, 
whatever may be the final action to which this 
body may come, feels in his heart of hearts that 
these men have been disgraced; they have been 
wronged; there has been injustice done them; 
and it was not right—it was not fair—it was not 
just to fix this stigma upon them in their old age. 
They come and they tell you that this country is | 
less grateful than the enemy they have fought. | 


found an honorable death on the deck of their | 
ships, facing the foes of their country, they would 
have rejoiced at such a lot rather than to have 
survived the contingencies of battle and find 
themselves hurried toa disgraceful grave in their 
old age. 

Tell me, sir, that thisis no injustice! Tell me, | 
sir, that this is no outrage —that this is some- | 
thing about which people should not b xcited ! | 
Į say, if there be an honorable sentime 
the human breast it will bè awaked, an 
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Sir, there is a language of the heart-—there is a 


f° and tell the President that at last a hearing has 
i been accorded, a trial has been had—some of the 
| provimin some of the safeguards in favor of 
iberty have been extended; and before such a 
| tribunal, thus constituted, you have established 
your rights—you have convicted those who have 
| done injustice to you of the wrong.” At this 
| stage, the Senate, this highest tribunal of the land, 
instead of doing justice—instead of taking redress 
| into their own hands, have said, ‘‘Go to. the 
President, and you shall have just exactly: what 
| he sees fit to give you.’”: They know beforehand 
what that will be, because the President, in the 
report which he has sent, says he has ‘‘ carefully 
' examined”? these cases, and found that the action 
of the board was all right. He has examined 
every one of these cases, and says he has passed 
| upon Old Ironsides, and found him wanting, and 
‘ condemned him. He has passed upon every one 
| of these valiant, brave, and gallant men, and he 
| has sanctioned with his official approbation the 
‘act of their degradation. Isay it is an insult 
and a mockery , when they have established this 
wrong, to send them to that tribunal to ask for 
redress. No, sir; as long as I have the honor of 


| aseat on this floor, or anywhere else where therë 


is a question of justice submitted.to me, and I 
have the pawer to redress the wrong of the man 
who comes before me complaining of wrong, I 
will not send him to any other tribunal for justice 
—not even to the bar of God—because our busi- 
| ness is to have justice here, and not postpone bim 
to anywhere else. We—we, the Senate of the Uni- 
| ted States, are the arbiters and the administrators 
in this behalf of that portion of eternal justice 
s side of the grave, 
| and we have no right to put it off. on any other 
t the responsibility 


Our duty is to mee 

the position. we occupy, and the 
are submitted tous. For that 
ot send an individual coming 

here asking for redress any where else to get it, 
There is another reason why I complain in 
behalf of these men. It is a maxim of all just 
i Governments, that punishment: shall be propor- 
 Honate to the offense, and that you shall not mix 
i together in one general condemnation the man 


tribunal. 
of the place and 
questions which 
reason | would n 
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has béconte inefficient through exposures to | 
“Tihealthy climates where you have sent. him, 
ihvongh the contingencies of battle, and through: 
his own misconduct. It is not just that you 
should pat in the same category. a man who, has | 
become wilt by drunkenness, and! another man 
yho may tot cote up to the standard ¥ gh has 
“been” proposed: of “moral: perceptions, because, | 
amongst the crimes for which these two hundred 
meh were swept from their places in the Navy, 
one was. “ having his ‘moral perception of right 
and wrong ‘blunted.’ That was one of their 
crimes for whith one, two, or the whole of these 
two hundred men may have- been condemned, 
‘because, there being no record, no traces by 
which we can determine what these men have 
done, they all stand in the same category; and if 
itis said that one man was sent there for smug- 
gling, another for dishonesty, and another for 
runkenness, the public havea right to point, and 
they may point, to every man who is there, and 
@ say it may be his case: they rest under that sus- 
picion and that condemnation. $ 

The remedy which I would propose, if I could 
have my way, would be what the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Toomgs] bas submitted. I would 
undo what has been.wrongfully done. I would 
wipe it all out. If I cannot have that, I shall 
come the nearest to it lean get. Such will be the ! 
votes I will give, and such will be the course {| 
will pursue. on this bill. . 

I confess, sir, that, to my mind, this is one of 
„the most important questions that was ever ad- 
dressed to the American Senate. It is a question 
the consequences of which will not die with to- 
day, with this year, or with this generation. It 
will mark a new era in the history of our Gov- 
ernment. If a single individual, high or low, 
can be deprived of his privileges and immunities, : 
and put in a place of degradation and disgrace į 
without that open and public trial which the 
Constitution preserves to the meanest wretch who | 

“walks the earth, public liberty cannot long survive | 
the decease of public justice. When public justice 
fails to govern your councils—when public honor | 
ceases to guard jealously the rights of reputation, 
as well as the rights of property—on that day the | 
historian will date the decline and fall of this | 
Republic. That will happen when he records 
thatthese high virtues fellimto disuse, and received | 
the disapprobation of the American Senate. It: 
is for this reason that I want to put in this last į 
protest against this gross injustice, It is for this 
purpose that [ wish to utter thig last appeal in 
behalf of these men who have been stricken 
down. 

Sir, I know some of these men, I knew two 
young men, some years ago, of ancient lineage 
and honorable name, who entered into the service 
of their country, one in the Army and one in the 
Navy. All that was honorable in the career of 
an officer marked their parallel courses. One of 
them fell ou the bloody field of Palo Alto. A 
grateful country cherishes with pride the name, 
and the memory, and the fame, of the gallant 
Ringgold, who fell in defense of his country on 
the bloody fields of Mexico—more fortunate, 
more happy, than the unfortunate brother who 
devoted himself to the service of that same coun- 
try on the sea, and who has been rewarded, for 
a life of equal honor and devotion, with degyada- 
tion and disgrace. Ay, sir, if this judgment is 
*to receive the sanction of the American Senate, ; 
who would not prefer the bloody and the honor- 
able grave in which the honored dead sleeps, to: 
that existence prolonged among men with the 
mark of disgrace fixed upon him by the action 
of the Government, and confirmed by the action 
of the Senate ? 

But, sir, I will live incredulous to the very last; 
I will not believe, until the record is finally made || 
up, that it is possible the American Senate can | 
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"case I feel with every sentiment of my heart and 


; erated and awakened public opinion accords to 


; and that no change or alteration in any other 
j tion will be rendered necessary by the adoption 
; of this amendment. 


: of this amendment. 


forum of their own hearts, in the instincts of the 
own generous nature, to do justice to these gal- 
lant men, who sought it where it ought never to 
hate been sought in.vain—from an American 
Senate. Sir, itis because the case of these men 
address¢s,itself to my mind in this.way; it is be- 


every pulsation of life in my body what an out- 
rage and what a wrong has been perpetrated, and 
nöw itis to be sanctioned by the highest deliber- 
ative assembly on the face of God’s earth, that I 
express myself thus. When the time comes— 
when the sad conviction is fastened on my mind, 
so that I cdinot. doubt that the Senate will con- 
summate this act—then, and not until then, shall 
I bow in submission to the record of the Senate; 
but I shall bow in submission only until a regen- | 


these men that justice which they asked here, 
and which we denied. : 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee, addressed the Sen- 
ate in favor of the bill. His speech will be pub- 
lished in the Appendix. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I see 
that this measure will, perhaps very justly, soon 
come to a vote, and I do not intend to delay it: 
My purpose is not to delay or obstruct it; but I 
have an amendment which I wish to propose, in 
the sincere expectation that no objection will be 
made to it by the friends of the bill reported b 
the Naval Committee. I shall only say as muc 
as is necessary to explain the operation and effect 
of the amendment. The first section of the com- 
mittee’s bill provides for a trial and examination 
before the court of inquiry, of all the officers re- 
served or dropped; and then proceeds to say that, 
after this trial, “ the Secretary of the Navy shall 
present the facts and the opinion of the court, in 
each case, to the President of the United States, 
for his consideration and such action as he shall 
deem consistent with justice and the interests of 
the public service.” That is tosay, the records of 
these trials are to be presented to the President for 
his consideration and such action as he may deem 
conducive to the public service. These terms are 
exceedingly vague and general. I wish to strike | 
out the words which I have quoted, and insert in 
lieu of them: 

And the finding or sentence of the court, with the record 
of its proceedings and all the evidence, shall be laid before 
the President; and in all the cases where the said finding is 
in favor of the parties tried, respectively, and is approved by 
the President, the said parties shall be restored to the active | 
list and service in the Navy, and to their proper rank and 
grade respectively: Provided, That said officers so restored 
shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
and conseut of the Senate. 

This is in the precise language of the former 
act of Congress intended to restore to the Army | 
those officers of the old Army who, during the | 
Mexican war, had taken higher commands of | 
certain regiments which were raised for the war. 
It provides that— 

“¢ All officers of the old Army, who received appointments | 
in any of the additioval regimeuts raised for the war with 
Mexico, shall be restored to their former regiments or Corps, 
and rank as additional officers : 
ficers so restored shall be appointed by the President, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate.” 

The proviso is in precisely the same language 
contained in this former act. Here is precedent 
for it. I suppose the general language which is 
used by the committee was intended to cover the 
same meaning which is more specifically con- 
veyed in the amendment which I propose. Í have 
compared this with the other sections of the bill, 
and find that it consists with the whole of them, 
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T think, sir, we may all be 
reconciled very much to the bill by the adoption 


The PRESIDENT p tempore. The Senator ; 
from Tennessee [Mr. BeLL] yesterday proposed 


send such a record as this to the country. I will 

not believe it; I will hope against hope; and when | 
the black record is made up, and the fiat has gone 
forth, and it is made a part of the imperishable : 
annals of the country that this injustice has re- ' 
ceived the sanction of the American Senate, then, | 
and not until then, will I believe it. Will Icease | 
my voice then? No, sir; but, by the blessing of | 
God, I will appeal from the unjust judgment of | 
this Senate to a just, and generous, and magnani- |! 
mous people. I will ask them to blot out this || 
record, to destroy this history, and in the high || 


to amend the original bill. The Chair decided, | 
the yeas and nays having been ordered upon the | 
proposition to strike out, and Insert the substi- | 
tute of the Senator from Virginia, it was too late 
to move to amend the original bill. On examin- | 
ing the precedents, the Chair finds that the prac- 
tice has been both ways. If there be no objec- 
tion, the amendment will be received. ‘The 
Chair hears no objection, The Senator from 
Tennessee will have an opportunity to offer his 
amendment, 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I have waived it. 


ii does no good, and It 


Provided, "That the said of- |) 


SIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question 
enator from. Ken- 
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ison the amendment of the S 
tucky,; [Mr. CRITTENDEN. ] Diny 

Mr. BUTLER. I sincerely hope that all who 
take an interest in this subject-—both those who 


think. with the Senator from Georgia, and those 
‘who think with the representative of the Commit 


tee on Naval Affairs, the Senator from Florida— 
will agree on-this proposition of my friend from 
Kentucky. Udo not say that I can:cordially vote 
for the bill of the committee, nor has it entirely; 
received the approbation of my judgment, be~: 
cause, in effect, it does increase the Navy; but I 
know that I cannot have everything my own 
way; and rather than Vote against the bill, {I shall 
be compelled, if I conform to the convictions of 
my own judgment, to vote for it, with a view to 
restore those officers on whom] think the sentence 
of the board has operated unjustly. I shall be 
better reconciled to it with this more distinct and 
indicatory amendment offered by the Senator from 
Kentucky—for it does indicate the duty of the 
President; it does not control him.’ If the .offi- 
cers who have been removed shall be restored by, 
the finding of the court of inquiry, that finding 
is to go to the President, as I understand; with 
the facts, for his judgment; and he is to nominate 
the officers. or not, as, he thinks “proper, ‘for the 
confirmation of the Senate. À Fenta a 

I know I cannot restore the officers who. are. 
dropped. I have studied the subject thoroughly 
as well as I could; and it is my opinion that, if 
you were to declare the whole proceeding void, 
as scems to be the intendment of the amendment 
of my friend from Georgia, it would not restore 
the officers who are dropped. They have to go 
into court before they can get back, because the 
President might very well say: ‘ Whether it ts 
on the board’s recommendation, or on my own 
responsibility, the act is executed, and they. are 
dropped.” How are we to getthem back? Not 
by declaring the jurisdiction void; that will not 
doit, I say that thisis the best amendment; and 
if we shall all agree on it, I think we can make 


| the bill more acceptable, though it does increase 


the Navy, than any other proposition. : 

I would prefér to postpone the promotions until 
we ascertain who should and who should not go- 
into the Navy; but, as the Senate has overruled 
those who think wia me on that subject, I am 
not going to struggl@againsta fixed majority. It 
hink my friend from Ken- 
tucky has taken the safe road. The process 
through which this act will be executed has been 
prescribed by the process by which. another act 
has been executed, and there cannot be any con- 
fusion. Therefore I am reconciled to it, for I 
think it will not lead to any difficulty. I shall 
vote for the bill with this amendment, thongh I 
do not give it my approbation, but I know that 
| I must take this bill ornothing. I know that, if 
we leave the officers out without a possibility of 
! coming into the Navy, we shall do injustice to 
many worthy men. if we take the bill, we take 
it with the promotions, which I do not think 
ought to have preceded the action of the court. 
aah these views, however, I am willing to vote 

orit. 

Mr. HUNTER. I shall vote for the amend-’ 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky. 1 think it 
will improve the bill of the committee very much. 
I presume the bill will pass; but I wish to say 
beforehand what I believe will be the effect, and 
we shall see when we return here next winter 
whether it be notso. If this bill of the committee 
be passed, which proposes to increase the Navy, 
and wé confirm the nominations, so as to fill up 
all the vacancies, (my opinion is, that the bill 
will never pass the House,) the result will be that 
those who have been displaced or disrated, prop- 
erly or improperly, will never have any relief. 
I believe that will be the effect of passing this 
bill, and acting on the nominations; but; as the 
Senator from South Carolina has said, it seems 
to be the opinion of the majority of the Senate to 
pass this bill, and I suppose they will pass it.’ 
{ shall vote for the amendment of the Senator 


‘from Kentucky, because I think it will improve 


the bill; but Ido not believe that the serics of 
measures, which the Senate is likely to adopt, 
will afford the least remedy for those disrated or 
displaced, because the House, in my opinion, 
wil never agree to any bill proposing to increase 
the Navy, and they will not be able todo any- 
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thing else. The game will be blockedupon them, 
if we, inthe mean time, confirm the nominations. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President, it is with 
great difidence in my judgment that I differ upon 
any constitutional or legal question with my 
frieud from South Carolina; but-upon this occa- 
sion I have the misfortune to. do so. I believe 
that Congress has the power to repeal the act of 
1855, and that repeal will leave the officers in 
precisely the situation in which they were before 
any attempt was made at its execution. In the 
first place, it has not been executed constitution- 
ally, or even consistently withits own provisions. 
In the next place, the President, I admit, has the 
prerogative (if you please to term it so) to dis- 
miss any Officer in the Army or Navy, by a mere 
actof his will; and if the President had dismissed 
any officer of the Navy by a mere act of will, by 
virtue of his constitutional power granted to 
him, we could not interfere; but in this case he 
has not done so, and he cannot assume now that 
he has done it in accordance with his prerogative. 
In his approval of the ‘proceedings of the board 
he said his act was in pursuance of the law. If 
the law is unconstitutional, or if the proceedings 
under it have been improperly conducted, or if an 
attempt has been made to execute it not in con- | 
formity with the spirit of the law, all this can be 
made void by arepeal. He says that his act 
was in conformity with the law, and not by vir- 
tue of his prerogative, or the power vested in 
him by the Constitution. It seems to me, there- 
fore, that a repeal of the law will nullify all that 
has been done for it. I will not vote for this | 
amendment; and I never will vote for any meas- 
ure that will not repeal this law and restore these 
officers. 

We have more officers now than we can fur- 
nish employment for. But if you go on and 

confirm the officers now before the Senate, for 
higher places, this evil will be greatly increased. 
I heard the honorable Senator from Tennessee 
say that a great and grievous wrong had been 
done, and that tyranny and oppression had Been 
exercised, I may not use his language, but in 
substance this was the idea. He said he wanted | 
iustice donc to the officers who had been wronged. 
Mir, they have all been wronged—every one of | 
them. T'he country has beeg wronged by retain- 

ing officers as unqualified for gervice as those who 

have been dismissed; unqualified from personal | 
defects as well as from bad habits. There are | 
now in the Navy twice as many men of bad 
“habits as among those who have been dismissed. 
‘How is this wrong to be remedied? Let an 
eclaircissement take place with all of them, restore 
them to their primitive condition; and then com- | 
mence a searching investigation, if you please, to 

decide what is right for the interests of the 

country. 

I caughta whisper, as I thought, from the honor- | 
able Senator from Kentucky, as to the arrange- 
ments for a reduction of the Army. There is no 
analogy between that case and the proceedings of 
the latenavalboard. Then three superior officers | 
of the Army were selected to say who should be 
retained. ‘hey were placed above all motives 
of selfishness, above all the promptings of the 
mean passions of envy and malice. They were j 
placed entirely above anything of that kind when | 
the important trust was lodged in them of de- | 
claring who should be in the Army of the United | 
States and who should be dropped from it. Let | 
the three senior officers, if you please, of the 
Navy at the time when this pretended arrange- 
ment took place, be selected. Let Commodore | 
Stewart be the president of the board. Let him | 
and other officers who have no motives but the | 
well-being of their country and the honor of the! 
Navy 
such officers as ought to be retained and dismiss- | 
ing such as are unworthy to be retained. 
you will have a Navy that will be respectable. | 

Sir, the world is now in commotion; we know | 
not what a day may bring forth; and never did 
the country, at any period of its existence, de- 
mand more imperatively than at this moment a | 
respectable marine to defend its interests. Never 
has the day 
important pinnacle than at this moment. 
naval arm must be maintained upon the ocean | 
according to the resources of the v 
shall sink degraded among the nations. You will | 
not do this with the present officers. You must | 


, be selected for the purpose of retaining |! 


Then |! 
‘lof the ranks of officers in our Navy compared 


been when America stood on a more |; 
Our | 


country, Or we |; 


|; out the world. 


| been stricken off; you must preserve and improve 


| wou 


reclaim to the service those gallant men who have 
the esprit du corps of the Navy; you must inspire f 
national confidence in this arm: of the service; 
you must not take your officers from those who 
linger and loiter about bureaus for distinction, 
and become favorites of the court, Such ‘‘carpet~ 
knights” will not sustain you against the marine 
of England, or any othernation. You must take 
men of muscle and nerve~men who feel some 
esprit du corps. You must not take those who 
destroy the chivalry and the honor of the Navy. 
You must take men who will sustain the flag of 
the country; and without such men, dishonor 
will-be attendant upon every effort to give your 
Navy éclat. If you want your Navy corrected— 
if you want amendment in its condition—if you 
wish it improved—place # in the hands of men 
who have no motives of self connected with its 
reform, and who will look back upon the honors 
which they won and earned—gallantly won and 
honorably carned—in the defense of their coun- 
try; and they will feel that they are bound: by 
their acts to do whatever will add to its future 
glory. These are the men to whom you ought 
to confide the well-being of the Navy, that 1m- 
portant institution of the nation. If you trust it 
to a few individuals who are selfish, and who are 
to be promoted by their action, or if you indorse 
the acts of such men, you bring disgrace upon 
the nation and disorder upon the Navy; and hon- 
orable men will be loth ever to trust their sons or 
their persons in it. 

If we repeal this law we shall annul what has 
been done under it. The President has declared 
that, by virtue of this law, these officers were 
dropped, and not by virtue of his prerogative; and 
he cannot gainsay what he has certified. I hope 
he will not do so, at least. At any rate, I trust 
there is a conservative principle, if not in this 
body, in the other House, that will arrest this 
crying wrong, and that redress will come eventu- 
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ally, if not immediately, to the country. 
Mr. MALLORY. The amendment offered by 
the honorable Senator from Kentucky, I have no 
doubt is offered with a just expectation that the 
bill of the committee will be rendered more per- 
fect by it,and be more certain to insure justice to 
those who may claim the benefit of its provisions. 
In that spirit the committee accept the amend- 
ment, and I hope it will be agreed to. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. IVERSON. Is it in order to move amend- 
ments to the original bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. IVERSON. I have two or three amend- 
ments to offer which are not very material, but 
will render the bill more acceptable to me. The: 
first one I submitted to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and it met his approba- 
tion yesterday. It is in these words: 


vind be it further enacted, That all officers who may be fj 
restored to active service under the provisions of this act, i 
| 

i 

| 

i 


shall be entitled to draw the same pay they were drawing 
at the time they were retired or dropped, for and during the 


time of such retirement or suspension from the active ser- 
vice aforesaid. 


Mr. BUTLER. I think they would have that 
anyhow. | 
"Mr. IVERSON. Idoubtit; but we had better 
put itin. | 
Mr. HUNTER. Doesit extend to those acted 
on by the court of inquiry, or all who demand a 
trial? 
Mr. IVERSON. a#All those restored. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. IVERSON. I move to strike out the fifth 
section of the bill in these words: 
‘That captains in command of squadrons shall be denom- 
inated flag offfcers. 
I can see no good reason for the adoption of 
that principle. The relative position, I believe, 


with those in foreign services at present 1s well 
understood and generally agreed upon through- 
This provision would introduce 
probably some confusion and some difficulty, and 
ld disarrange the present understanding and 
agreement that exists between our Navy and the 
navies of foreign nations. I consider. itothing 
more than an entering wedge to the creation of 
admirals, to which I am opposed, I move to 
strike out this section, so that we shall retain the 
present rank and the present title, that good old 


Nee 
a rd 


one of commodore, which ‘has been illustrated by 
so many distinguished:<menand so many: dis- 
tinguished annals, in. the history of the naval 
_ Mr. MALLORY. . “My friend from. Georgia 
must reflect that the committee did not:adopt this 
measure without some sufficient reason for it. He 
is mistaken ‘when: he asserts. that: the rel 
rank of our Navy with the rank of other na 

is properly understood. Scarcely a year passes 
that. difficulties do not arise on foreign stations 
from the fact, that we have no rade in. our Nav 
assimilating to the several grades in the ‘French, 
English, Dutch, and Russian navies. Tmay refer 
to the fact, that last year in China a: diftealey 
grew out of this very matter. 

We have no grade of commodore; the highest 
grade is captain. The title of commodore is one 
of courtesy; ‘it is not recognized by any of the 
nations of Europe, except as to a captain who 
temporarily hoists his flag on board of ‘more 
than one ship. When he hoists it, he is commo- 
dore; and when he hauls it down, he is captain 
again. The title of commodore confers no grade 
above that of captain. It is proposed to make. our 
captains flag officers, when they command squad- 
rons. We have a well-founded objection to the 
title of admiral; but we have none to that of 
flag officer. That will obviate all difficulty on 
foreign stations. Foreign officers claim, that the 
commanders of our ships shall be represented by 
their guns or their rank; and when they see a 
frigate or a seventy-four commanded by acaptain, 
and that captain wearing a broad pennant, and 
occupying the highest rank in our Navy, they 
cannot see the reason for it, and they refuse: to 
acknowledge him; they refuse to receive his visits; 
they refuse to interchange salutes; and the very 
moment one of our captains entera a port, under 
these circumstances, fis hand is against every 
man, and every man’s hand is against him. 
Gentlemen may think this a trifling matter; but 
itis much more important to the Navy thanathe 
Senator from Georgia thinks. We have reports 
in the Navy Department showing that difficulties 
grow out of this matter; and I trust this provision 


! will be allowed to remain in the bill. 


Mr. IVERSON. I do not profess to under- 
stand the regulations of the services, and the 
comity existing between our service and that of 


foreign nations; but I am informed by some. of 


the most experienced and intelligent officers. of 
the Navy that the matter is now distinctly un- 


: derstood, 


Mr. MALLORY. Only last year a difficulty 
occurred with Captain Breese, in the China seas, 
on this subject. Another difficulty occurred in 
Pensacola bay. Admiral Odell, afloat, refused to 
salute a captain on shore. These. things are con- 
stantly occurring; and the adoption of the grade 
of flag officer, which represents the flag or broad 
pennant, will remove all difficulty. 

Mr. IVERSON. Iam informed that the uni- 
versal understanding between other officers and 


l our own, now is, that they salute gan for gun; 


there is no difficulty at all about it. ‘The thing 
is well understood, and this section will introduce 
confusion. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not see the well-founded 
objection intimated by the chairman of the com- 
mittee against the rank of admiral. If it costs 
nothing, but gives our officers a better position 
in a foreign port, and avoids misunderstanding 
in salutes and meeting foreign navies, why not 
give them the rank of admiral, or commodore, as 
well as that of captain? We follow the British 
system in regard to lieutenants and commanders, 
and up to captains,and then we say we must not 
imitate themany further. Whyimutate them atali, 
unless we are willing to go through, so as to make 
the systems harmonious? If itis to cost no more 
to the country, if the omission to give them the 
higher ranks produces the confusion and diffi- 
culties which are complained of, why not meet 
the question at once, and give our officer as high 
a title as any other officer, and thus avoid all 

ifficulty ? 
ate MALLORY. The Senate has already 
struck out the provision of the bilin relation to 
the tide.of admiral. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
title of admiral. But, however, 
long the discussion. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 


I would rather put in the 
I will not pro- 


Lask for the yeas and nays 
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i y t 
meñt. Ido not wish to.conform.to | 

‘the demand of other people. in. regard. to titles. 

Tf an American captain. is the highest officer of 
his country’s service, he receives all the consid- 
eration to which he is. entitled... This is. merely 
aping foreign manners and foreign titles, which 
is. very strongly developed in the naval service, 
„seems to be a matter of considerable anxiety 
he Naval Committee. . E 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 

taken, resulted—yeas 10, nays.33; as follows: 

» YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Bright, Crittenden, Fitzpatrick, 
Hate, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Mason, and Tooinbs—10. 
NAYS — Messrs. Allon, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, Ben- 
jamin, Biggs, Bigler, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Collamer, Dodge, Douglas, Evans, Fessenden, Fish, 
Foot, Foster, Geyer, James, Mallory, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, 
Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, | 
Trumbull, Weller, and Yulee—33. 


So the motion to strike out was not agreed to, 


Mr. IVERSON. I have some further amend- 
ments to offer. I move to amend the first section | 
of the bill of the committee. It now reads, that 
‘the Secretary of the Navy shall cause the phys- 


~on the amend 


ical, mental, professional, and moral fitness of | 


such officer for the naval service to be investi- 
gated by a court of inquiry.” I move to amend 


by inserting in this clause, after the words ‘naval | 


service,” “at the time he was retired, furloughed, 
or dropped.’’ I desire to confine the investigation 
to his 
furloughed, or dropped, because the great ques- 
tion is, whether the naval board passed a proper 
judgment on these gentlemen. "We want to de- 
termine whether the naval board has acted prop- 
erly or itiprop 

dropping, and furloughing these men. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BAYARD. 1 desire to offer two amend- 
ments to the first section of this bill. One of 
them is the same in effect (only it goes further, 
and | think is more precise) with that offered by 
the honorable Senator from Kentucky, which has 
been adopted by the Senate. 


My ohjeet is to specify distinctly what shall be 
the finding of the different courts of inquiry, which 
are to be provided in reference to wed 

whether retired or dropped, if he pleases to com- 


tness at the time when he was retired, | 


erly, justly or unjustly, in retiring, | 


His amendment is | 
confined too much to the case of dropped officers. | 


i 
officer, | 


‘and if you mean to revise it by tribunals of. this 
kind, in cases where complaint is made, I can 
see-no reason why you should not go to the full 
extent of allowing revision where any officer 
acted. on by. the: former. Jaw complains of that 
action. "The remedy ought to be open to all, 
and not confined simply to the dropped officers, 
or the mere question of restoration to the active 
list; it- ought to extend to the entire effect of the 
action of the board under the law. 

There is a further distinction between my 
amendment and that of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. His amendment, as adopted, takes only 
the case of dropped officers, and requires a re- 
| nomination to the Senate; but in my proposition 
each class is provided for separately. ‘The officers 
restored according to the principles of the bill, 
when the President approves the finding of the | 
court, are restored to the active service in- their | 
proper rank, where they would have been if the 
law had not been passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
ment of the Senator. from Delaware is not in 
order. He moves to strike out an amendment | 
which has been already adopted—the amendment | 
offered by the Senator from Kentucky. When | 
the bill shall be reported to thé Senate, it will | 
be in order to make the motion to amend that | 
amendment as he has proposed. 

Mr. BAYARD. [inquired of several Senators | 
whether it was. in order, and they told me that, 
after the vote on his amendment. was taken, I 
could move to strike it out and insert mine. 

Mr. WELLER and Mr. BUTLER. Youcan | 
make the motion in the Senate. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator | 
can offer his amendment when the bill shall have 
been reported to the Senate hy the Committee of | 
the Whole. 

Mr. IVERSON. I have an amendment to 
offer, Itis one of the sections in the bill of my 
colleague, which I propose to attach to the bill of | 
the committee. It is in these words: 

And be it further enacted, That the President shall have | 


the purpose of inquiring into the capacity to perfonn their 
duties of any officer of the Navy whom he may deem in- | 
|| eapable as herein deseribed; and, in all such cases, the | 
1| said court and the President shall have all the powers con- 
|| ferred by this act. 


| pluin of the conduct of the naval voard. As the 
committee admitted the principle of that amend- 
ment, I do not think they can object to that which 
I now offer. 

There is also another amendment connected 
with the first section, by which 1 wish to get rid 
of a question which I think is involved in the 
language of the bill, where the words “ physical, 
mental, professional, and moral fitness of such 
oflicer for the Naval service’? are used. I pro- 
pose to strike them out, and to insert in lieu of 


them, * the capacity and fitness of such officer for | 
That I will offer ṣi 


the performance of his duties.’ 


afterwards, however, The first amendment which 


I now present, is to strike out the last clause of |; 


the first section, and insert: 

And the said court shall, in’ their finding, report 
whether the said officer, if he has been dropped from the 
rolis of the Navy, ought toabe ri ed, and if restored, 
whether to the active list, or tł erved fist; and if to the 
latter, whether on leave-ol-absence or furlough pay. And 
in case the officer making the written request as aforesaid, 


shail have been placed on the reserved list, then the court, i 
in their finding, shail report whether the said officer ought | 
stored, whether !; 


to be restored to the active list; or, if notr 
he ought to remain on the retired list on leave-ofabsence or 
furlough pay. And the finding of the court shall in all cases 


be subinitted to the President of the United States, and if ap- į 


proved by him inthe case of a dropped ofticer where restora- 
tion has been recommended, such officer may be nominated 
by the President to the Senate for restoration to the service, 
according to the finding of the court, as approved by him; 
and in the case of a retired offices, the finding of the court, 
when approved by the President, shall be conclusive, and 
such officer shall be restored to the active list, to occupy that 
position and rank in the Navy which he would have occu- 
pied had he not been retired under the action of the late 
naval board; or he shall remain upon the retired list on 


leave of absence ox furlough pay, according to the finding ; 


of the court, as approved by the Presiden:. 


The difference is, that one is more general and 
the other more specific. The amendment of the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky does not touch 
the errors which may have been committed in 
the classifidtion of the retired officers on fur- 
lough or leave-of-absence pay; and there are as 
many crrors, in my judgment, or, at least, as 
great likelihood of error, in those cases, as in an 


i 
$ 
other portion of the findings of the former board. 


il him by the bill of the last session; and yetit was 


| 
Mr. MALLORY. I hope that amendment will | 
not be insisted upon. It is entirely unnecessary. | 
The President can exercise this power any day 
| he pleases. He has full power to do it now. On | 
i| the mere suggestion of any officer of the Navy, 
|| for reasons satisfactory to him, the President can | 
| order a court of inquiry. | 
‘| Mr. IVERSON. Inquiry into the capacity of | 
{| an officer? 
‘| Mr. MALLORY. Most undoubtedly, to in- 


power atali times to eall together a court of inquiry, for i| 


by this clause give him. the right, whenever he 
thinks the public service requires it, to put an 
officer before a court of inquiry; and if the coùrt 
determine that he is unfit for duty, let the Presi- 
dent have power to put him on the retired. list, on 
jeave-of-absence or furlough pay, or drop him 
from the service, as he may think proper. I offer 
the amendment as a new section. lt is taken 
fromthe. substitute of my colleague. I ask for 
the yeasand nays upon it. nY 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 16, nays 20; as-follows: ` 
YEAS —Messrë. Adams, Bayard, Bright, Clay, Collamer, 
Crittenden, Douglas, Hale, Houston, Iverson, Mason, Pratt, 
Pugh, Toombs, Trumbull; and Weller—16." ; 
NAYS—Meésrs. Allen, Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, Brod- 
head, Brown; Butler, Dodge, Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Fitz- 
patrick, Foot, Foster, James, Mallory, Reid, Slidell, Stuart, 
and Yulee—20. í s 


So’ the amendment was' rejected. i 


Mr. BAYARD. - I submitted two amendments 
but one was not noticed. The Président, under 
the rules, decided one to be out of order, but 
the other certainly is not out of order. E now 
offer it. My amendment is, to strike out of the 
first section the words, “ physical, mental; profes- 
sional, and moral fitness of such officer. for the 
naval service,” and insert *‘ the capacity and 
fitness of such officer for the performance of his 
duties.”” eee 

My object in-offering this amendment ‘is, to 

lace before the court of inquiry which may 
Es ordered upon an application in any case, the 
true question for them to determine, and that is, 
the capacity and fitness of an officer for the per- 
formance of his duty. That is a distinct propo- 
sition which they can determine ‘on the evidence 
before them. As the provision now stands, it 
involves the objection that (though it may be true 
i there are cases in which the moral character of 

an officer, or the want of moral character ma 
incapacitate him for the discharge of his duties’ 


|| as a general rule the private morals of an officer 


| have nothing to do with the question of his capa- 
city to perform his duties. I move the substitution 
of these words. I ask for the yeas and nays on 
| this proposition. f , . 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 18, nays 24; as follows: 

YRAS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Butler, Crittenden 
Douglas, Foot, Hale, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Jones of 
Tennessee, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Thompson of Ken- 
tucky, Toombs, and Weller—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Beli of Tennessee, Benjamin, 
Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Clay, Clayton, 
Collamer, Dodge, Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Fitzpatrick, 
Foster, Geyer, Mallory, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, 
and ‘Trumbull—24. s 

So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be 
no further amendment, the question will be on 


| quire into the capacity of an officer, he can ap- 
point a judge advocate, and have a regular court 
‘| of inquiry. He has full power. 

i Mr. MASON. Then the President had the 
i powers, or nearly all the powers, conferred on j 


considered necessary to legislate to induce him to | 
| exercise them, 
| vision, that hereafter the President may call a 
i| court for the purpose of putting additional officers 
i 


on the retired list. 

Mr. IVERSON. The Senate are about to pass 
a bill which provides for putting two hundred 
and one officers on the trial of their capacity 
their fitness, both morally and officially, to pe 
form their duties. ` Now% I can see no reason 
why we should not institute a mode of trying the 
other five hundred officers who have not been de- 
capitated p the naval board. Why makea dis- 
tinction? Upon the application of these two hun- 
dred and one officers you propose to give them a 
trial, and yet there is no provision, as I under- 
stand, by which the other officers can be brought 
up and tried for their capacity. My understand- 
ing as to the power of the President is that he has 
a right to order a court of inquiry to try a man 
for crime or offenses against the regulations of the | 
| Navy or the laws, but not merely to inquire into : 
his mental or official capacity, and act upon ; 
that, and put him on the reserved list. He can | 
drop Kim from the service—he can dismiss any | 
man from the service, but he has no power, under | 
i the existing law, to put a man on the retired list, |! 
with leave-of-absence pay or furlough pay. Í} 


If you are to revise the system in any respect, 


wish to confer this power on the President, and |! 


I think this is a very proper pro- |, 


the substitute of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Toomss] for the bill of the committee, 

Mr. Toomss’s proposition is to strike out the 
whole bill after the enacting clause, and insert 
the following: 


That so much, and such parts, of said act as provides 
that “ vacancies created in the active list by placing officers 
on the retired list shal! be filled by regular promotion in the 
order of rank aud seniority,” and all other parts of said 
act which may authorize promotions in the Navy, be, and 
the same are hereby, repealed. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That, as soon as pos- 
i sible after the passage of this act, the President of the - 
United States shall cause a naval court of inquiry to 
assemble, which shall make a careful inquiry into the effi- 
ciency (mental, physical, and professional) of all the naval 
officers disrated or dropped by the “ finding”? of the late 
naval board, assembled by virtue of the said act of the 
| 28th February, 1855, and who may demand a hearing be- 
fore said court within sixty days after the passage of this 
act, and of all other officers of the Navy whose names may 
be submitted to said court by the President of the United 
States, which said court shall hear and determine upon 
the capacity, mental, physical, and professional, of all of 
said officers to perform promptly and efficiently ali their 
duties, both ashore and afloat. 

Sec. 3, And heit further enacted, Thatin all cases where 
the court may find an officer incapable, as aforesaid, of per- 
| forming his duties, they shall recommend to the President 
| to place said officer upon the reserved list of the Navy, 
either on the leave-of-absence pay or on the furlough pay 
of his rank, or that he be dropped from the service, as in 
their judgment shall best promote the interest of the ser- 
vice; which said finding and recommendation, when. ap- 
proved by the President, upon a review of the record and 
facts proven, shall be final and conclusive, and shall be 
forthwith carried into execution ; and all officers thus placed 
upon the reserved list shall be ineligible to further promo- 
tion, butsball be subject to the order of the Navy Depart- 
ment at all times for duty. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That said naval court 
inquiry shall not consist of less than seven members, a 


of 


1856. 
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majority of whom, whenever practicable, shall be composed 
Of Officers on the reserved list who do not appeal from the 
action of the late board; and in no case shal! any officer 
sit on said court who may be in anywise benefited or 
injured by the action thereof; and said court shall be gov- 
erned by the laws now of force for the government of nayal 
courts of inquiry. i 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That in all cases 
prought before said court of inquiry in pursuance of this 
act, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Navy to 
cause the officer whose capacity is to be inquired into to be 
furnished with a statement in writing specifying whether 
the incapacity to be inquired of be mental, physical, or 
professional, and the inquiry of the court shall be confined 
to the specifications thus submitted. 

Sec. 6. And beit further enacted, That whenever an offi- 
cer who has been disrated or dropped under color of the act 
of the 28th February, 1855, shal! demand a rehearing before 
the court of inquiry herein provided for, then all recom- 
mendations or “findings” of said naval board, and all pro- 
ceedings of every description taken in pursuance thereof, 
shall be deemed, held, and taken to be utterly void, and of 
no effect as to said officer. è 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the President 
shall have power at alltimes to call together a court of 
inquiry for the purpose of inquiring into the capacity to perz 
form their dutics, of any officer of the Navy whom he may 
deem incapable as herein described, and in ali such cases 
said court and the President shall have all the powers con- 
ferred by this act, and of the act of which it is amendatory 
not hereby repealed; and he shall also have power at any 
time to alter and change the members of said court, for the 
purpose of making'it conform to the qualifications herein 
preseribed; and to fill any vacancies which may at any time 

appen in said court. 

Suc. 8. And be it further enacted, That so much of the 
act of the 28th of February, 1855, as conflicts with this act, 
and so much and such parts of said act of 28th February, 
2855, as may be construed to disrate, or drop, orin any man- 
ner to impair the rights of any officer who may demand a 
rehearing before the court of inguiry herein authorized by 
law, be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 25; as follows:. 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Bright, Butler, Collamer, Crit- 
tenden, Douglas, Evans, Foot, Hale, Houston, Iverson, 
Jones of Tennessee, Mason, Pearce, Pugh, Thompson of 
Kentucky, Toombs, and Weller—16, + 

NAYS — Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, Ben- 
jamin, Biggs, Bigler, Brodhead, Brown, Clay, Clayton, 
Dodge, Fessenden, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foster, Geyer, James, 
Mallory, Pratt, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, Trumbull, 
and Yulee—25. 


So the substitute was rejected. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Iwill offer one more 
amendment, which I hope will be accepted, and 
to which I desise the attention of the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs. It 
js the following: 

And be it further enacted, That the said naval court of 
inquiry shall consist of not less than scven members, a 
majority of whom, whenever practicable, shall be composed 
of officers on the reserved list; and in no case shall any 
Oflicer sit upon said court who may be in anywise ben- 
efited or injured by the action thereof, if objected to by the 
party whose case is to be investigated. 

I hope there will be no objection to this amend- 
ment. I donot know, and 1 shall have to appeal 
to the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, if he chances to know of how many 
members a naval court of inquiry ordinarily con- 
sists ? 

Mr. MALLORY. Three. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. They decide nothing 
atal. They merely inquire for the facts and 
report. 

Mr. BUTLER. They report facts as a com- 
missioner in equity. i 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Flere is a duty of more 
importance, and I propose that the court of; 
inquiry provided by this bill shall consist of į 
seven. 

Mr. MALLORY. I trust that my friend from 
Kentucky will see that no good will be reached 
by this amendment. It will be impracticable in 
many instances. There are some officers on the 
reserved list who cannot be tried by a court of 
seven men who will not be affected by the posi- 
tion of that officer. I think we had better leave 
this matter to the good faith of the Administra- | 
tion. I feel the utmost confidence myself, that as 
far as they possibly can, they will select proper 
jedges of a court aaa ft is an open court. 

Phe members are sworn. Testimony is admitted 
on both sides, and the judge -advocate presides. | 
The practice of courts of inquiry is regulated by 
law. In my judgment, in order to expedite the 
remedy which officers under this bill will seek, | 
you must have many courts of inquiry sitting at | 
different places at the same time. One court of 
inquiry is not going to accomplish this business. 
You may call one at New York where the offi- | 


cers are corivenient to the court, and one at) 
Washington, and at different points. In that | 
view you cannot possibly find members of the: 


Navy enough to form the courts if you require 
seven on each court. I think no danger will re- 
sult from leaving it to the Navy Department to 
form these courts in the ordinary way. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I think the number 
ought to be increased. At any rate I do not think 
three are enough. 

Mr. MALLORY. They merely report facts 
to the Executive; they give no opinion on the 
facts, and they take the facts in open court. 

Mr. WELLER. They are mere commis- 
sioners to take evidence, 

Mr. CLAYTON. They are not to form a 


judgment, and J do not see why three may not 


report the facts as well as thirty. I would prefer 
the smaller number. 
The amendment was rejected. 


The bill was reported to te Senate as amended; 
and the question was stated to be on concurring 
in the amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole. 7 

Mr. BAYARD. Ifit is in order now I should 
like to move the amendment which I presented 
some time since. I think it more important; 
from the remark madc by the Senator from Flor- 
ida, that courts of inquiry find facts and not 
opinions. I want the finding, the opinion of 
these courts, presented to the President of the 
United States, whether an officer ought to be re- 
stored or not, and if restored, whether he should 
be put on furlough pay or on leave-of-absence 


pay. 

Levent the whole thing revised (and I presume 

that is the object of the Senate) in all its branches, 
by a court of inquiry. I want the Executive to 
have the benefit of a decisive opinion on the part 
of the inquiring court. Without this, there is 
no use in the inquiry, because the facts can be 
had without it. 
_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is first on concurring in the amendments made as 
in Committee of the Whole, with the exception 
of the one mentioned by the Senator from Dela- 
ware. That will be reserved at his request. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
now is on concurring in the amendments made 
by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole on 
the motion of the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Crirrenpen,] to which the Senator from Dela- 
ware proposes an amendment. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Let all be read. 

The Secretary read Mr. CrirrenpEn’s amend- 
ment, which is to strike out the last clause of the 
first section, and insert: 


And the finding and sentence of the court, with the record 
of its proceedings and all the evidence, shall be laid before 
the President ; and in all the cases where the said finding is 
in favor of the parties tried respectively, and is approved by 
the President, the said parties shall be restored to the active 
list and service in the Navy, and to their proper rank and 
grade respectively : Provided, That said officers so restored 
shall be appointed by the President by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate. 


Mr. Bayarp’s amendment to the amendment 
is to insert, in lieu of it, this provision: 

And the said court shall in their finding report whether 
the said officer, if he has been dropped from the rolls of the 
Navy, ought to be restored, and if restored, whether to the 
active list or the reserved list, and if to the latter, whether 
on leave-ot-absence pay or furlough pay. And in case 
the officer making the written request as aforesaid shall 
have been placed on the reserved list, then the court in 
their finding shall report whether the said officer ought to 
be restored to the active list, or if not restored whether he 
ought to remain on the retired list, with leave-of-absence or 
furlough pay. And the, finding of the court shall in all 
cases be submitted to the President of the United States; 
and if approved by him, in the case of a dropped officer 
where restoration has been recommended, such officer may 
be nominated by the President to the Senate for restoration 
to the service, according to the finding of the court as ap- 
proved by him. And in the case of a retired officer, the 
finding of the court, when approved by the President, shall 
be conclusive, and sneh officer shall be restored to the 
active service to oceupy that position and rank in the Navy 
which he would have occupied had he not been retired 
under the action of the late naval board, or he shail remain 
on the retired Hist, on leave-of-absence or furlough pay, 
aceording to the finding of the court as approved by the 
President. 

Mr. MALLORY. Itstrikes me, from hearing 
the amendment read, that it goes more minutely 
and accurately into the condition of the officers 
than the amendment of the Senator from, Ken- 
tucky. In that view of the case I-hope it ma 
be adopted in lieu of the other amendment. It 
seems to provide for one case, at any rate, that is 
provided for in that. 


Mr, BAYARD. ‘That is the only object, to 
have the benefit of a fair hearing before the’court. 

Mr. PRATT. If f understand ‘the amendment 
of the honorable Senator from Delaware, itis 
objectionable to me only in one ‘point. of view, 
that in the case of the retited officers, and of other 
than dropped officers, it does not require a ře= 
nomination to the Senate, but it assumes ‘the 
power of the President to reinstate them without 
the assent of the Senate. Now, myself and some 
others entertain the opinion, that all the officers 
injuriously affected by the act of the last session 
are out of the Navy, and that they. cannot be 
placed back in the Navy except by the joint ac- 
tion of all the branches of the exceutive depart- 
ment, the President and Senate,- I shall vote 
with great pleasure for the amesiibkent of my hon- 
orable friend; and I-think he will’ get the entire 
vote of the Senate without affecting at allthis ob- 
ject, if it be modified so that we who entertain 
the opinion which I express can vote forit. ‘This 
can be done by combining this proposition with 
that of the Senator from Kentiicky, by saying 
that ‘the President ‘in all cases shall nominate 
such officer, and the Senate shall confirm him.” 
This will require the action of the Senate when 
the court of inquiry shall find that an officer 
ought to be reinstated, whether he has been 
dropped from the Navy, or merely put on the 
retired list. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ido not understand the ob- 
jection of the honorable Senator from Maryland. 
By law you have created a retired list; you have 
not removed. the officers on that list from the 
Navy. They are in the Navy, and still subject to 
the orders of the Navy De artment;and how can 
you say they are out of the Navy, and how-are 
you to renominate them to the Senate? For what 
are you to. renominate them? To put them in 
the Navy? No, for the very reason that Ias- 
syme it requires in each case the approval of the 

resident, and the action of the court of inquiry. 
Thatis fair and right for executive discretion; 
but certainly it requires no nomination to the 
Senate to put the officer on the active list again, 
when it is only by law that you have placed him 
on a retired list. On what principle of Jaw can 
it be that a man who is in your service, holds 
your commission, who receives pay under your 
commission, and who is merely on what, by 
law, is made a retired list, is to be renominated 
to the Senate again in order to be put on the ac- 
tive list? Why, sir, he can be called into active 
service by the President. Many of the officers 
on the retired list have been called into active ser- 
vice by the President. Must they not be in the 
Navy ifthey are performing services for the coun- 
try, and are subject to the orders of the Navy 
Department? I submit that this objection is not 
a valid one. The whole amendment would have 
to be altered entirely to suit the views of the Sen- 
ator from Maryland, and it is contrary, in my 
opinion, to the necessary effect of the former law, 

Mr. PRATT. Itcertainly was not my object 
to bring about a renewal of the debate which was 
entered into so fully by the Senate some months 
ago. I do not propose to argue the question which 
the Senate from Delaware has argued; it has 
already been fully argued. Although he insists, 
as confidently as. he has expressed it, on the 
opinien which he has just announced, the hon- 
orable Senator from Michigan, {Mr. STUART, 
the honorable Senator from Louisiana, (Mr. Ben- 
JAMIN,] myself, and many others, have expressed’ 
the opposite opinion here, Now, the altera- 
tion of the amendment which I have suggested 
would secure the votes of all those who concur 
with me in opinion on this point, and would not 
affect at all the object which the Senator from Del- 
aware hasin view. I cannot voie for his present 

roposition, consistently with my views but I can 
vote for itif he will make the verbal alteration 
which I have suggested. That was my only 
object. 

1 knew before, by his argument made months 
since, that the Senator from Delaware entertained 
the opinion which he has just expressed; bat F 
as confidently entertain the opposite opinion, that 
all the officers acted upon under the law of the last 
session cannot be restored to their original rank 
except by the concurrence of all the executive 
department, including the Senate. That-is my 
conviction. I may be wrong, but thatis the view 


of the honorable Senator from Michigan, as 
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expressed some months ago, unless he-has altered 
his. opinion. ` That is the view of others who 
spoke then. It is certainly my opinion. 

‘Now, the Senator’s whole: object, will be at- 
tained by altering the latter. part of: his amend- 
rent, so that, whenever the court of inquiry find 
that a dropped officer should be restored, “the 
President shall nominate that: officer.to.the Sen; 
ate; and wherever. an officer. has, been placed in. 
the other grades under the bill of the last session, 
and the court of inquiry believe: that he ought 
to be reinstated in active service, thè Presi- 
dent shall nominate him as the. gentleman from 
Kentucky has provided in hisamendment. With 
this modification we.can all vote for it. 1 would 
then vote for it with the utmost pleasure. 3 

Mr. CLAY H I feel disposed to sustain 
what I. understand” to be the chief object of my 


colleague, but I. look upon the proposition sug- 
gested by the Senator from Maryland as very 
important. I consider the officer whois dropped 
or retired, out of the Navy. I have consi lered 
that the retired “officers were placed in a digni- 
fied position by the act of the last session, and I 
was quite willing for them to remain there. 
But, sir, this amendment proceeds on the suppo- 
sition that they are in the Navy. [havealways 
looked upon it that. they were out of the Navy, 
and that is my sincere belief. Then, sir, if they 
are out of the Navy, they must. be renominated 
by the President, in order to bė restored to the 
Navy. 

I nN very well that on this subject, which 
has been discussed at such length —I may say 
discussed ad nauseam on both sides — nobody 
wants to hear an argument now; every man’s 
mind is made up on this subject, and I do not 

urpose to venture into the discussion afresh; 
[have forborne during the whole day from par- 
taking in this discussion at all. Butif I have a 
settled opinion on any subject, it is fixed that the 
President of the United States, untrammeled 8f 
Congress, has the exclusive power of removing 
public officers from both the Army and the Navy. 
That I have understood to be the fixed law of 
this country ab urbe condita, and it is bottomed 
upon more than one hundred thousand prece- 
dents—for there have been more than one hundred 
thousand commissions, civil, military, and naval, 
issued, every one of which bears on its face that 
the incumbent of the office holds it during the 
pleasure of the President. Is it not astonishing 
that if the construction now put on the Consti- 
tution be correct, George Washington never dis- 
covered it? Fle was the first man who ever issued | 
one of these commissions, and every commission 
issued during his administration was, in the 
language of your law, during the pleasure of 
the President. So, too, of Thomas Jefferson. I 
think he knew something about the Constitution. 
So, too, of James Madison; and every President 
you have ever had has issued his commissions in 
the same terms; and itis vain to attempt to get 
up a distinction between the Army and Navy, | 
and civilians. They are all removable at the will | 
of the President. en not go into the discussion | 
so far as relates to the various cases already | 
alluded to, and others that might be cited; but I | 
desire now, in order to put the fact on record, to 
allude to one circumstance that occurred during 
my public life, which I believe has never got into 
the public debates or the public prints. 

I remember the time well when the Senate was 
agitated upon the great question of the removal | 
of the deposits. I remember the celebrated res- 
olutions of Mr. Clay, which were afterwards 
condemned and expunged by order of the Senate. | 
I remember well that one of the leading resolu- 
tions introduced by that distinguished gentleman 
at that day, directly declared against the remov- | 
ing power of the President, in the case of the | 
dismissal of William J. Duane, who had refused 
to remove the deposits. The subject was dis- , 
cussed from week to week, from month to month, 
and at last it came to a vote. Now, mark what | 
occurred then. Not a single Whig Senator in | 
the Senate voted to sustain Mr. Clay in the res- | 
olution which he had introduced. ‘Nota single | 
man of them, besides himself, would agree to ; 
support the proposition which he laid down, that 
the President had not the removing power. 
What was the result? 1 wag present ata con- i 
sultation behind your chair, sir, when John 


Tyler and myself insisted on his changing the 


resolution; and -you will find, by. referring back 
to. the debates of the day, that he did change his 
resolution at the suggestion and entreaty of his 
friends. I wag one of them. But the resolution, 
as it stood and. was adopted. bythe Senate, was 
drawn; not by.,Henry Clay, but by John Tyler, 
who is now alive ‘and will prove the fact.. The 
resolutions, as passed, did not deny the removing 
power of the Président; they only denied the le- 
gality of the ‘late executive proceedings.” That 
was the. language of the resolutions. They de- 
clared those proceedings tobe in derogation of | 
the Constitution and the law. They attacked 
the removal of the deposits; they attacked the | 
specie circular; but they left every man free to 
vote on them without committing himself to this 
question, which not a single Whig in the Senate 
besides Mr. Clay was willing to do. I refer 
back to this circumstance, because I have per- 
sonally a fresh recollection of it, and the record 
will confirm what I have stated. I say that al- 
though those were high party times, and although 
at that day there was an anxious disposition to 
condemn the action of the President for the re- 
‘moval of William J. Duane, if it could be done 
as a constitutional act, there could not be found | 
on the floor of the Senate a single Whig Senator 
besides Mr. Clay who would agree to do it. 

Now, sir, I have considered that the President 
has the exclusive power of removal. I think if 
there is anything settled in the Government, that 
is settled. It seems to me tẹ be an interference 
with that power, if we undertake to restore men 
whom I consider out of the Navy. This is the 
objection I have to the proposition of my honor- 
able colleague, and I am unwilling to agree to it. 
The other object which he has in view, Í heartily 
concur in. Iam desirous that these gentlemen, 
if they seek and are fairly entitled to a restora- 
tion, Shall have it; but they shall have it, by my 
vote, in the only constitttional way. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I am ver 
sorry that my honorable colleague should think 
it necessary to introduce into a discussion in ref- 
erence to this amendment, that which only tends 
to distract the attention of the Senate to a matter 
not involved in it at all. I have conceded that, as 
to all dropped officers, they must be nominated | 
to the Senate. I have never questioned that 
power, although I thought it had its limits. Ido 
not mean to enterinto itnow. But gentlemen 
ask me to reform my amendments to meet their 
constitutional views. By doing so, I am sacri- | 
ficing my own constitutional views. I consider 
that every retired officer is in the naval service. 
If not, what an absurdity is involved in your 
present law? Commodore Stewart is out of the į 
Navy, and he commands the navy-yard at Phil- | 
adelphia! Commodore Smith is chief of a bu- 
reau; but he is not in the Navy! Licutenant | 
Maury is chief of the Observatory; but he is not | 
inthe Navy! Lieutenant Maffit commands three | 
vessels on the coast survey; but he is notin the; 
Navy! 

That is the doctrine of gentlemen, that, because 
an officer is on the retired list, though under the 
law the President may command and put him in 
„active service, he is not in the Navy; and they |! 
ask me to put in my amendment a provision, that | 
in order to’ put the officer inthe Navy, he shall į 
be nominated to the Senate as if he were nota: 
member of the Navy. I cannot do it with my! 
views. The Senate may vote down my amend- |! 
ment if they see fit; but I have my own views of } 
the Constitution. 1 hardly know of a proposi- |! 
tion which involves a greater absurdity than the | 
idea of saying that an officer is not in the Navy, 
when that officer is now, by the action of the ji 
President alone, under your law, commanding at | 
the navy-yard at Philadelphia. if 

Mr. MALLORY. When I remarked just now |; 
that I hoped the amendment of the Senator from | 
Delaware would be accepted by the Senator from | 
Kentucky, I supposed that the amendment was || 

redicated upon the position which has been | 
illustrated by the Senator from Maryland, and | 
that is one which I have maintained uniformly | 
on this measure. I suppose the amendment em- | 
braced that, as I listened to its reading from the | 
desk. I propose now, at the end of the amend- | 
ment of the Senator from Delaware, to insert this | 


by the. President, by. 
the Senate. 

So as to make it conform, to this extent, with 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Ken- 
tyky. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- 
ator from Delaware accept the modification? 
“Mr. BAYARD. I will accept it; but I must. 
be ‘permitted to make one remark. It involves 
this question: In*what mode will you issue a 
commission to an officer who is now on the re- 
tired-list, after his appointment by the President 
and the Senate to the active list ? , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Dela- 
ware, as amended, to the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole.. ; 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the amendment, as amended, was con- 
curred in. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and was read the third time. 

Mr. HOUSTON and Mr. MASON called for 
the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill; and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER. If it is in order, I move to 
strike out the proviso offered by the Senator from 
Florida to the amendment of the Senator .from 
Delaware. g Ue 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. . It is too late, 
The bill has been ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, and the question now is on its 
passage. : 

The question being taken by yeas.and nays, 
resulted—yeas 26, nays 11; as follows: - 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, Ben- 
jamin, Biggs, Bigler, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Clayton, 
Collamer, Dodge, Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Fitzpatrick, 
Foot, Foster, Iverson, James, Mallory, Pratt, Reid, Sebas- 
tian, TH@nbull, and Yulec—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bright, Douglas, Hale, Houston, Hun- 
ter, Jones of Tennessee, Mason, Pugh, Stuart, Thompson 
of Kentucky, and ‘Foombs—I1. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. FOSTER. As the bill has been very con- 
siderably amended, and is an important bill, 1 
move that the usual number be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 4 

On motion by Mr. BUTLER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
| and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, ` i 
And the Senate adjourned. 


and. with. the advice and, consent of 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
: Turspay, July 15, 1856. 
The House met at twelve o'clock, m. . Prayer 


by the Chaplain, Rev. Danrex Waro. 
‘The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Asgury Dicxins, their Secretary, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed bills of the fol- 
lowing titles, in which he was directed to ask the 
concurrence of the House: 

An act for the relief of Nathan M. Lounsbury; 

An act to amend the charter of Georgetown, in 
the District of Columbia; 

An act for the relief of J. R. Powell; 

An act for the relief. of Eliza B. McNeill; and 

An act for the relief of Ambrose Lanfear, of. 
Louisiana. 

THE SUMNER ASSAULT. 
The SPEAKER. The first question in order 
for consideration is the second resolution reported 
by the select committee to investigate the alleged 
assault on Senator Sumner by a member of this 
House; which is in these words: 
Resolved, That this House hereby declares its disappro- 
bation of the said act of Henry A. Epmunpson and Law- 
RENCE M. Kerrr, in regard to the said assault. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Dunn] asks 
for a division of the question—that a separate 
vote be had on each member named in the reso- 
lution. The Chair decides that. the resolution is 
indivisible. From that decision, the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. A. K. Marsuatt] takes an 
appeal. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Jones] moves thatthe appeal be laid on the table. 


proviso: f 


Provided, That the officers so restored or placed on the i 
reserved list, shall be appointed to their places respectively |! 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I hope the appeal 
will be withdrewn, and that there will be unani- 
mous consent for a separate vote in reference to. 
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each member named in the resolution.. The 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Kerrr] is 
anxious that there shall be a separate vote. 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL» 1 intended to with- 
draw the appeal when I came here this morning. 
Ido not desire there should be any division of 
the question, though I still believe. that the reso- 
lution is susceptible of division.” 

Mr. CRAIGE. Linterpose the same objection 
to a division of the resolution that I did on yester- 


day. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It is notin order 
to move that there be a call of the House. The 
House is thin, and. the only way that I see to 
have a callof the roll is to move that the House 
adjourn, and call for the yeas and nays; which I 


do. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I must inter- 
pose an objection to the withdrawal of the appeal 
. from the decision of the Chair. « The question 1s 
an important one, and ought to be decided. I 
am not prepared to yield to the justice of the 
Chair’s decision. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman cannot object to 
the withdrawal of theappeal. The rule is clear, 
that a member’s motion is under his control until 
it has been altered, or acted upon by the House. 

The SPEAKER. There has been no amend- 
ment, and it is competent for the gentleman from 
Kentucky to withdraw the appeal. : 

Mr. WASHBURN. I renew it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move that the appeal be 
laid on the table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope a direct vote will 
be taken on the resolution, with a view to a 
reconsideration when the previous question 1s 
exhausted. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the motion 
to adjourn. . 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 0, nays 194; as follows: 

YEAS—0. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allen, Allison, Bar- 
bour, Barksdale, Henry Bennett, Hendley S. Bennett, 
Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bowie, Bradshaw, 
Branch, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, John P, Campbell, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Cagie, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Cling- 
man, Howell Q Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, 
Comins, Cox, Crag; Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Cumback, 
Damrell, Davidson, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, Denver, 
De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, Dunn, Durfee, 
Edie, Edmundson, Edwards, Elliott, Emrie, English, Eth- 
eridge, Ssvaus, Florence, Foster, Galloway, Giddings, Gil- 
bert, Goode, Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, 
Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, ‘Thomas L. 
Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hickman, Hoffinan, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, How- 
ard, Hughston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Kelly, Kelsey, Keunett, Kidwell, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Lump- 
kin, Alexander K. Marshall, Matteson, Maxwell, McCarty, 
McQueen, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Millward, 
Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, } 
Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Parker, 
Pearce, Peck, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, 
Pike, Porter, Powell, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Reade, 
Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Robisen, Ruffin, 
Sabin, Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, Savage, Scott, Seward, 
Sherman, Shorter, Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stephens, 
Stewart, Stranahan, Swope, Talbott, Tappan, Taylor, 
Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Traften, Trippe, Vail, Valk, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Warner, Cad- 
walader ©. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watkins, Watson, Welch, Welis, Wheeler, 
Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, Wood- | 
worth, Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zolicofier 
194. x j 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I withdraw 


the appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
The question recurred on the second resolution 
reported by the select committees which is as 


follows: 

Resolved, That this 
bation of the said act of Henry A. Epmunpson 
rexer M. Kerrr in regard to the said assault. 

Mr. LETCHER demanded the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER stated that the yeas and nays 
had been already ordered. | 

Mr. DUNN. As there can be no division of 
the resolution, I move to lay it upon the table. 

Mr. STANTON. I would inquire what has | 
become of the appeal taken yesterday from the 
decision of the Chair that the resolution was not 
divisible ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- | 
tucky withdrew the appeal. 

Mr. STANTON. sti there is no other way of | 
reaching a division of the question, Į shall be in- į 
clined to renew the appeal. If gentlemen around | 


House hereby declares its disappro- 
and Law- | 
t 


me see any other mode, I am willing to adopt it. 
My own opinion is, very decidedly, that the 
House is entitled to a separate vote on the nares 
in the resolution. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, I object to this debate. 

Mr. HAVEN. Will the Chair allow me to 
make an inquiry? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object to.any debate. 

Mr. HAVEN. Supposing a vote is taken 
upon the resolution, and it is either adopted or 
rejected, where ‘shall we stand then with refer- 
ence to the previous question? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question will 
be exhausted. 

Mr. HAVEN. And a motion to reconsider 
will be in order? 

_ Mr. HOUSTON. I object to these questions 
in the nature of debate. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that 
they are strictly matters of debate, but such in- 
quiries are always allowed by the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Notalways allowed. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question will 
be exhausted when the House shall have passed 
its judgment upon the resolution. $ š 

Mr. HAVEN. As Isee it pains my friend 
from Alabama, I will not ask any furthef ques- 
tions. 

Mr. DUNN. I withdraw the motion to lay 
the resolution on the table. 

Mr. CARLILE. I desire to make an inquiry 
of the Chair in regard to a question of order. 
Suppose the motion of the gentleman from In- 
diana should be withdrawn 

Mr. DUNN. Itis withdrawn. 


would be the effect of a vote rejecting the reso- 
lution, and then a motion to reconsider? 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is debate. 

The SPEAKER. It js not a question proper 
for the Chair to determine what will be the effect 
of certain votes. If the gentleman from Virginia 
raises a questionof order, the Chair willdecideit. 

Mr. STANTON. I renew the request that the 
resolution be divided, and that the vote be taken 
first upon the first name in the resolution; and I 
ask that a paragraph on page 107 of the Manual 
may be read. 

The Clerk read the paragraph; which is as 
follows: 

“Jf a question contain more parts than one, it may be 
divided into two or more questions. But not as the right 
of an individual member, but with the consent of the House. 
For who is to decide whether a question is complicated or 
not? where it is complicated? into how many propositions 
it may be divided? The fact is, that the only mode of sep- 
arating a complicated question is by moving amendments 
to it; and these must be decided by the House on a ques- 
tion, unless the House orders it to be divided ; as, on the 
question, December 2, 1640, making void the election of 
! the knights for Worcester. On a motion, it was resolved 
to make two questions of it, to wit: One on each knight. 
So, wherever there are several names in a question, they 
may be divided, and put one by one. So, 1729, April 17, 
on an objection that a question was complicated, it was 
separated by amendment.” 


Mr. STANTON. Now, I ask for a division 
of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
resolution is not divisible, inasmuch as it does 
not contain two propositions; one of which will 
stand when the judgment of the House has been 
passed upon the other. 

Mr. STANTON. From that decision I appeal. 

Mr. JONES. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
| Ohio, or any other gentleman. upon this floor who 
thinks the Chair has made an erroneous decision, 
| to divide that resolution, and make two proposi- 
tions of it. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I rise to a question of or- 
der. 1 desire to have read the first paragraph on 
page 101 of the Manual, in relation to the previ- 
ous question, and then perhaps the House may 
know what they are doing. 

The paragraph was read, and is as follows: 

« When any question is before the House, any member 


|i may move a previous question, ‘whether that question 


i shall now be put? If it pass in 
| the afirmative, then the main guestion is to be put imme- 
| diately, and no man may speak anything further to it, either 
! to add or to alter.”* 

| Mr. CLINGMAN. I move to lay the appeal 
| upon the table. 5 a 

|: The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
! asks for a division of the question, and cites the 
| 107th page of the Manual... The gentleman will 
| see that thesecond clause: of the paragraph which 


i (called the main question) 


Mr. CARLILE. Then IJ desire to know what. 


has been read forbids.a division of: the que ; 
except it be by thé unanimous consent ‘of. th 
House. |The clause referred to 4s ih these words: 
‘But not as the right of an individual, member, 
but with the consent of the House? 00 CESS 6 3 
Mr. STANTON. That is the very: point: 1 
make—that it may-be. done with the, consent ‘of. 
the House; not the unanimous consent...) 2 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hag asked ‘the: 
consent of the House, and it has. been refused 3. 
but the point upon. which the Chair bases, its 
decision is, that it is not in human power to divide. 
the resolution into two parts. DEE 
Mr. STANTON. Yam here acting judicially. 
Asa judge or juror 
The SPEAKER. 


to lay the appeal on the table* 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Task my colleague 
to withdraw the appeal. There is another way 
in which we can reach this matter, and have a 
separate vote; and that is, by moving a reconsid- 
eration after the previous question shall have been 
exhausted. I propose to take that course. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I object to debate. x 
Mr. LETCHER. I ask the yeas and nays. on 
the appeal. hae 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, “ Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the House 2” 
and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 16%, 
nays 25; as follows: te 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allen, Allison, Barks- 
dale, Hendley S. Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bocock, 
Bowie, Boyce, Bradshaw, Branch, Brenton, Broom, But 
finton, Burlingame, Burnett, James R. Campbell, Carlile, 
Caskie, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R, W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, 
Covode, Cragin, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Cumback, Dam- 
rell, Davidson, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, Denver, De 
Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dowdell, Edie, ‘Bdwards, Eliott, 
Emrie, English, Etheridge, Evans, Florence, Foster, Gal- 
loway, Giddings, Gilbert, Goode, Granger, Greenwood, 
Grow, Augustus. Hali, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J, Morrison 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrisonj 
Hickman, Hoffman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valen- 
tine B. Horton, Houston, Howard, Jewett, George W. Jonesy 
J. Glaney Jones, Kelly, Kelsey, Kennett, Kidwell, King, 
Knapp, Knox, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Matteson, Maxwell, McMullin Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Packer, Pearce, Peck, Pelton, Pettit, Phelps, Powell, 
Pringle, Puryear, Reade, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, Rob- 
bins, Roberts, Robison, Ruffin, Rust, Sabin, Sandidge, 
Savage, Scott, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
Wiljam R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stranahan, Swope, 
Talbott, Tappan, Taylor, Thorington, Thurston, Tratton, 
Trippe, Vail, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Waldron, Walker, 
Warner, Elihu B. Washburne, Watkins, Watson, Wells, 
Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Wood, Wood- 
ruff, Woodworth, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—162, 

NAYS—Messrs. Ball, Billinghurst, Bliss, John P. Camp- 
bell, Knight, Knowlton, Kunkel, McCarty, Killian Miller, 
Parker, Perry, Purviance, Ready, Sapp, Seward, Sherman, 
Simmons, Spinner, Stauton, Todd, Underwood, Walbridge, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Israel Washbutn, and Daniel 
B. Wright—25. 4 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the second 
resolution, on which the yeas and nays had been 
ordered. s 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 70, nays 125; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Bren- 
ton, Buffiuton, Burlingame, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Col- 
fax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, ‘Timothy Davis; 
Day, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Emrie, Giddings, 
Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, Knapp, Knowlton, 
Matteson, Killian Miller, Morgan, Mott, Murray, Penning- 
ton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Purviance, Robbins, Roberts, Suge, 
Sapp, Scott, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahen, Tappan, Thor- 
ington, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge; Watdron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Eulihu B. Washburne, Watson, 
Welch, Wood, and Woodworth—70. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Hendley 8. 
Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Broom, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, James Il. Campbell, John P. Campbell, Léwis 
D. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Bayard Clarke, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Gox, 
Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Denver, De Witt, Dowdell, 
Dunn, Edwards, Elliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Fior- 
ence, Foster, Galloway, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus 
Hall, J. Morrison Harris; Sampson W: Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hickman, Hoffman, Valentine B, 
Horton, Houston, Jewctt, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, King, Knight, Knox, Kun: 
kel, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K; Mar- 
shall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, McCarty, McMullin, 
McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Millward, Moore, Mor- 
rill, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Pearce, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Pringte, Puryear, 
Quitman, Reade, Ready, Rieaud, Ritchie, Rivers, Ruffin, 
Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, 
Wiliam Smith, Wiliam R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stew- 


art, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Thurston, Todd, ‘Trippes Un- 
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deredoa, Vail; Valk, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 


Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Woodruff, Daniel 

B: Wright, John V. Wright, and Zolticofter—125. x 
“So the resolution was not agreed-to.:: ` 
` Pending the call of the roll, © : 


Mr. NORTON said: -T wish to make one, 
word of explanation in regard to the vote ‘which? 
Jam about'to give on the question. I desired to 
have the resolution divided. ‘I think the évi-" 
dence, in the case of Mr. Kerrr,: sufficient to 
induce me to vote “ay” on the resolution, so 
far as he is concerned; but in reference to the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Epmunnson,] I 


cannot vote to pass the censure of the House 
upon him, under the circumstances, as shown by 
the evidence. I myst vote for a censure on both 
oy On neither; I therfore vote “no.” 

Mr. ROBISON.’ For the same reason given 
by the gentleman from Tilinois, [Mr. Nonrow,] 
I decline to vote altogether. 

Mr. STANTON. 1 vote “ay” as to Mr. 
Krirt; ‘no,’ as to Mr. EDMUNDSSON: 

Mr. VALK. I regret the necessity which 
compelled my absence from the House yesterday 
when the vote was taken on the resolution of the 
majority of the committee for the expulsion of 
Mr. Brooxs. Had I been able to remain in the 
House, I would have voted against the resolu- 
tion, and in favor of the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. Eneuisn.] 
On the present resolution, I vote ‘“‘no.’’ 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I de- 
cline to vote against an innocent man because he 
is chained to one who may not be innocent, I 
therefore decline to vote. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, we 
are acting under the complaint of the Senate, 
and that against the gentleman from South Car- 
olina [Mr. Preset only—that body not com- 

laining of the gentlemen implicated in this reso- 
ution. And, moreover, not regarding this 
‘House to have jurisdiction of such a case as 
that made out by the evidence before us, under 
any circumstances, I vote in the negative. 

r. WASHBURN, of Maine. If I voted at 
all, I should have to vote against my convictions. 
I therefore decline to vote. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I should like 
to record my vote. J was called outside before 
the Clerk came to my name. 

Several Memuers objected. 

Mr. JONES. Well, i merely wish to state 
that I was inadvertently called out, and if I had 
been in my seat I should have voted ‘ no.” 

Mr. McCARTY. 1 desire to change my vote. 
J agree with the majority of the committee in the 
conclusion to which they have come on the evi- 
dence; but, as the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Enmunpson] has not had his day in court to ex- 
plain, it would be improper to find against him, on 
the evidence, from which he might possibly have 
exculpated himself, if he had had an opportunity. 
My first vote, “ay,” was to express my con- 
victions in regard to the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Kerr.) My vote, as I now give 
it, is to express my convictions in regard to the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Epmunpson.]_ I 
vote “no,” for the reasons [ have just given. 

Mr. ORR. I must object to debate in this 
way. 

Mr. DURFEE. Under the circumstances I 
shall vote “ay,” 

Mr. COVODE. I wish to withdraw my vote, 
as I cannot have the resolution put in the shape 
which I desire. 

There was no objection. 

After the vote was announced— 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I rise to a priv- 
ileged question. I purposely voted with the ma- 
jority so as to be able to move a reconsideration 
of the vote, my purpose being to move an amend- 
ment which will enable the House to take a sepa- 
rate vote on the resolution, {f therefore make the 
motion to reconsider, and call for the previous 
question, 

Mr. CRAIGE. 
being offered, 

The SPEAKER. No amendment can be 
offered, Weis by general consent. 

BELL 


_ Mr. CAM . Task to have it read for 
information. 


Mr. ORR. I object. 
~ Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I make the motion 
“to reconsider, and move the previous question. 


I object to any amendment 


the yeas and nays. 2 

The yeas and. nays were ordered. Cranes 

The question ‘was taken; and it was decided-in 
the negative—yeas 97, nays 105; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs.*Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Hendley S. 
Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Broom, Burnett, 
Cadwalader 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R., W. Cobb, Cox, 
Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, 
Eliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Florence, Goode, 
Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Harrison, Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, George 
W. Jones, J., Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, 
Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Samuel S. 
Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Moore, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Peck, 
Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ready, 
Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. 
Smith, Sneed, Stepheus, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Thurs- 

‘ton, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, War- 
ner. Watkins, Wheeler, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John 
V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—97. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Claw- 
son, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, Be Witt, Dick, Dick- 
son, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Galloway, 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Wall, Harlan, 
Haven, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine 
B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Matteson, Mc- 
Carty, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
Nichols, Norton, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stranahan, ‘lappan, Thorington, Todd, Trafton, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
burne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Welch, Wells, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth—105. 


So the motion to reconsider was not laid on the 
table. ; 

The question recurred on seconding the previous 
question. 

. Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Topp and 
Bargspare were appointed. 

The House divided. and the tellers reported— 
ayes ninety-eight, noes not counted. 

So the previous question was secended pand the 
main question ordered, which was the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the second resolu- 
tion of the committee was rejected. 


Mr. BARKSDALE called for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 104, nays 98; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Aison, Barbour, Benson, Bil- 
linghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffinton, 
Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, 
‘Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Haven, Hick- 
man, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, 
Howard, Uughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowl- 
ton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Killian 
Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, 
Parker, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, 
Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, 
Tappan, Thorington, Todd, ‘Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, 
| Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu 
! B. Washburne, [srae} Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wells, 
| Williams, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—104. 
| NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bocock, 
Bowic, Boyce, Branch, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John 
P. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Wil- 
| liamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, 
| Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, Elliott, English, Eustis, Evans, 

Florence, Foster, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. 
Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Harrison, Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. 
Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, 
Lindley, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, Me- 
Mullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Moore, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Packer, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, 
Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, San- 
didge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, 
Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Thurston, Trippe, Tyson, Under- 
wood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, 
Whitney, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright 
and Zollicoffer—98. ý 


So the vote was reconsidered. 
. Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. ETHERIDGE stated that he had paired 
off on this question for this day with Mr. Pearce, 

‘Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi, stated that he 
was not within the bar when his name was called ; 


John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie,- 


f 


follows: $ 


f he had been, he would: have voted” 
“no”? 7 Pk he 
After the announcement of the vote,- vee 
“Mr. CAMPBELL; of Ohio, moved the follow- 
ing amendment, as a substitute for the second’ 
resolution: bes 
Strike out all after the word “ resolved,” and insert ag. 


$ 


That the House hereby declares its disapprobation. of tlie: 
said act of- Lawrence M. Kerrr. in regard to. the said: 
Resolved, That the House hereby declares its disapproba-" 
tion of the said act of Henry A. Epmunpson in regard-to 
the said assault... | : Pn 

Mr. CAMPBELL. » The House. yesterday: 
seemed to be very unanimous in favor of asepa- 
rate vote. The- friends of the gentleman ‘from: 
South Carolina, [Mr. Keirr,] and in fact the gen: 
tleman himself, expressed great anxiety: to have 
a division of the resolution. [think thata division: 
is but just to the parties, and for tha t-purpose F: 
have proposed this amendment. °‘ldesired yes- 
terday morning to submit’a similar, amendment, 
but under the rules—the gentleman from Alabama: 
(Mr. Houston] having submitted a motion to're- 
commit—I wag: deprived of the privilege which’. 
is usually accorded.to those reporting.a measure,’ 
to perfect it before.the vote be tak b= 
mit this amendment, and ‘intend tom 
viòus question. ` fete ee : 

Before moving the previous question, howéve 
I desire to say that, as the gentleman from South’ 
Carolina has not been heard, (he has said noth- 
ing during the whole discussion,) if he wishes to 
address the House, I will withdraw the call-for 
the previous question for his benefit, but will not 
do so for the benefit of any other person, or for 
the purpose of opening up general debate. I now 
move the previous question. ` . i 

Mr. MILLSON. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio hear a suggestion from me? I desire to say. 
to the gentleman from Ohio that the question in’ 
its present aspect has not been. discussed at ally. 
The gentleman will remember that, on his original 
introduction of the resolution under which the 
committee was appointed, I, on his: moving the 
previous question, asked hi ithdraw that 


“to 


submit some general remarks, not at all intended’ 
to inflame the passions of membersin any degree, 
but simply directed to the legal aspect of this 
question. I shall be brief if the gentleman from 
Ohio will withdraw his call for the previous ques- 
tion. g Ea Eo 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I should be very glad to 

accommodate my friend from Virginia, and I have 
no doubt that his remarks would be of a charac- 
ter not calculated to engender any passions here; 
but if I withdraw the call for his Pencfit, T must 
necessarily do so for those about me. This sub- 
ject has been discussed, I think, in allits aspects. 
‘The amendment does not change materially the 
form of the original proposition. It simply places 
it in the position in which there can be separate 
votes. ‘The precise language used in the original 
resolution is used in the amendment. A great 
deal of time has been consumed. The session is 
far advanced; and there are other questions of 
privilege to follow this—among others, the con- 
tested-election cases—and the business of the 
country has not yet beendone. I therefore must 
insist on the previous question. 

_ Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman makes ‘an 
indirect charge against me. I ask the gentleman > 
to allow me to explain. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. If I-have. made a charge 
of a personal character upon the gentleman from 
Alabama, I take it back... I did not intend -to 
make any personal remark. i ; 
Mr. HOUSTON. I want to show that the 
charge is not correct. I can do it, if the gentle- 
man will give me an opportunity. : i 
Mr. LETCHER. Will the gentleman ‘from 
Ohio indulge me. for a moment? 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman from Vir“ 
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ginia will see where we shall land, if this debate 
is again opened, f : 
, Mr. LETCHER. I wish the gentleman to 
withdraw his call for the. previous question for 
ohe moment. 


“Mr. MILLSON. 1 didnot understand the gen- | 


tleman from. Ohio to refuse to aecede to my 
request that he should allow me a moment to 
explain the reason which induced my original 
vote, in connection with the vote I shall give at 
the present time. ; : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Very well, I will with- 
draw the demand for the previous question, and 
allow the gentleman to make his remarks, still 
retaining the right to the floor myself. 

Mr. ORR. I object to any such arrangement. 
I insist that the gentleman from Ohio shall either 
insist on the demand for the previous question, 
or withdraw it altogether. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Very well, if the friends 
of the gentleman from Virginia insist upon en- 
forcing the rule, I will not withdraw the demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. LETCHER. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio to allow me to ask just a single question. 

Several Members objected. 

Mr. KNIGHT. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio a question. [Cries of “‘ Object !”’] 

Mr. LETCHER. I wish to ask a question in 
reference to my colleague, [Mr. Epmunpson. | 
[Cries of “ Object !”] 

The previous question was seconded. 

Mr. LETCHER. Iask for the yeasard nays 
upon ordering the main question. { want to see 
who, in the new aspect of the case, will vote to 
cut off debate. 

Tee eas and nays were ordered. 

r. 
House hereby declares its disapprobation of the 
gaid act.” hat said act? I want the act to be 
specified. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iwill explain. 

Mr. LETCHER. I object to any explana- 
tion. The gentleman from Ohio cannot occupy 
the floor upon this matter to the exclusion ` of 
everybody else. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 
the resolutions are accompanied by a preamble, 
to which they refer. If the resolutions are dis- 
posed of, the question will then be on the pre- 
amble. 

Mr. DUNN. Then I rise to a point of order. 
The resolution relates to something else. That 


something else, I understand the Speaker to re- | 


mark, is contained in the preamble. The reso- 
lution, therefore, is incomplete in itself without 
that ‘© something else.” I ask that that ‘€ some- 
thing else,” whatever it is, may be read for the 
information of the House. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering | 


the previous question. 
to be decided. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I submit that the 
gentleman from Indiana, or any other member 
of this House, has the right to have the preamble 
read, inasmuch as the Speaker, has stated to the 
House that the resolution refers to something 
described in the preamble. 

The SPEAKER. The 


right of the gentleman to have the 
S g 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. o relieve the 
gentleman from any difficulty in relation to the 
expression used in the resolution, I will modify 
it by striking out the word “ act,” and insert 
* conduct.” 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman has no right to 
modify his resolution. I object. 

The preamble was then read. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Billingliurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Chafiec, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, 
Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Dam- 
rell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, English, Galloway, 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
Haven, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine 
B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowiton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Matteson, Mc- 
Carty, Kiltian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
Nichols, Norton, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchic,. Robbins, Roberts, Robi- 
gon, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spin- 
ner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, 
Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, 


Thatis the first question 


UNN. The resolution reads ‘* that the | 


Chair thinks it is the | 
pee read. | 


108, nays 91; as follows: | 


Waidron, Cadwalader O.. Washburne, Bilihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, Watson; Weich, Williams, Wood, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth—108. 

NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Hendley S. 
Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, branch, Broom, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W- Cobb, Cox, 
Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Dunu, 
Elliott, Evans, Florence, Foster, Goode, 
gustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris 
Thomas L. Harris, Harrison 
George W, Jones, J. Glancy 


Sampson” W. Harris, 

Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, 
Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Lake, 
Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Max- 
weil, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Miltson, Mor- 
decai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, 
Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Rieand, Rivers, Ruffin, 
Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, 
Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Valk, 
Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, Daniel B. Wright,- 
John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—91. 


So the question was ordered to be put. 
Pending the call of the roll— 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask for a separate vote 


! on each of the resolutions, and call for the yeas 


and nays on the first resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first upon 
the motion to strike out and insert, which is not 
divisible. If the motion is agreed to, it will then 


be competent for the gentleman to for a 
separate vote upon the resolutions. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
strike out and insert, and it was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the adoption of 


| the resolutions as amended. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I now call for a separate 
vote upon each resolution, and ask for the yeas 
and nays upon the first resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The resolution is as follows: 


Resolved, That this House hereby declares its disappro- 
bation of the said act of Lawrence M. KEITT, in regard 
to the said assault. 

The question was taken on the resolution; and 
it was decided in the affirmative—-yeas 106, nays 
96;.as follows: 

YEAS —Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Jaimes H. Campbell, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, Tim- 
othy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Galloway, Gilbert, Granger, 
Grow, Robert R. Hall Harlan, Haven, Hickman, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughs- 
ton, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Kunkel, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, Moore, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Norton, Parker, Pelton, 
Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Reade, 
Ritchie, Roberts, Robbins, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, 
Tappan, ‘Thorington, Todd, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wells, 
Williams, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—106. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Hendley S. 
Bennett, Bucock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Broom, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, 
Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, Eni- 
ott, English, Eustis, Evans, Florence, Koster, Goode, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Hoffman, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Kelly, Kidwell. 
Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Maxwell, MeMullin, .McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Nichols, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Peck, Phelps, 
Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin, 
Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, 
Wiliam Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stew- 
art, Swope, Talbott, ‘Taylor, Thurston, Trippe, Tyson, 
Underwood, Vail, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, 
Whitney, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, Jobn V. Wright, and 
Zollicoffer—%6. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Pending the call of the roll, . r 

Mr. VALK stated that he had paired off with 


Mr. Gropincs. 


of with Mr. MEACHAM. 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was agree! 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon the second 
resolution; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That this House hereby declares its disappro- 
bation of the said act, of the said Henry A. EDMUNDSON, 
in regard to the said assault. 

Mr. CAMPBELL asked for the yeas and nays 
upon the adoption of the second resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. R 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 60, nays 136; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, 


Greenwood, Au- | 


d to; and |i 


į said assault, not on 


| the assailant: therefore 


Mr. PORTER also stated that he had paired | 


Buffinton, Burlingame, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Col-. 
fax, Comins, Cragin, Cumbaek,. Damrell,. imothy. Davis, . 
Dean, Dick, Dodd, Emrie, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Rob- 
ert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Howard, Kelsey, ‘Knapp, 
Knowlton, Matteson, Morgan. Moirill; Mott; Murray; Pen- 
nington, Perry, Pettit, Pike; Purviance, Robbins, Roberts. 
Sapp, Scott, Spinner, Stranahan, "Tappan, : Thorington; 
Trafton, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washi- 
burne, Watson, Welch, and Wood--60. fad! She VS 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Alien; Ball, Barksdale; Hendley 
S. Bennett, Benson, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch; 
Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, James i. Campbell, Johir 
P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Cas- 
kie, Bayard Olarke, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson 
R.: W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, 
Day, De Witt, Dickson, Dowdell, Dunn, Edie, Edwards, 
Elliott, English, Eustis, Florence, Foster, Galloway, Goode, 
Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Thomas -L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, 
Hickman, Hoffman, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, Hugh-: . 
ston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kid- 
well, King, Knight, Knox, Kunkle, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, 
Lindley, ‘Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Samuel 8. 
Marshall, Maxwell, McMuilin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Millward, Nichols, Norton, Mordecai’ Oliver; Orr, 
Packer, Parker, Peck, Pelton, Phelps, Powell, Pringle, Pur- 
year, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, 
Robison, Ruffin, Rust, Sabin, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, 
Sherman, Shorter, Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stanton, Stephens, Stew- 
art, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Thurston, Todd, Trippe, Ty- 
son, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Ejiihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, 
Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Woodruff, Daniel B. Wright, 
John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—136. 


So the resolution was not agreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. BRANCH stated that 
with Mr. FLAGLER. 

Mr. RVANS stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Woopwortu. 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the last resolution was rejected; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table; which latter motion was agreed 
to. 

The question was next on the adoption of the 
jreamhles which was read, as follows: 


Whereas, the Senate of the United States have trans- 
mitted to this House a message, complaining that PRESTON 
S. Brooxs, a Representative from the State of South Car- 
olina, committed upon the person of CHARLES SUMNER, 2 
Senator from the State of Massachusetts, while seated at 
his desk in the Senate Chamber, after the adjournment of 
that body on the 22d of May last, a violent assault, which. 
disabled him from attending to his duties in the Senate, and 
declaring that the said assault was a breach of the privi- 
leges of that body: And whereas, from respect to the priv- 
ileges of the House, the Senate have further declared that, 
inasmnch as the said Preston 8. Brooxs is a member of 
this House, they cannot arrest, and, à fortiori, cannot try 
or punish him for a breach of their privileges, that they, 
cannot proceed further in the case than to make their com- 
plaint to this House, and that the power to arrest, try, and 
punish, devolves solely on this body: And whereas, upon 
full investigation, it appears to this House that the said 
Preston S. Brooks has been guilty of the assault com- 
plained of by the Senate, with most aggravated: circum- 
stances of violence; that the same was a breach of ‘the 
privileges not only of the Senate, but of the Senator as- 
sailed, and of this House, as a coordinate branch of the 
legislative department of Government, in direct violation of 
the Cénstitution of the United States, which declares that 
Senators and Representatives “ for any speech or debate in 
either House shall not be questioned in auy other place :”? 
And whereas, this House is of opinion that it has the power 
and ought to punish the said Presron S. Brooxs for the 
ly as a breach of the privileges of the 
Senator assaited, and of the Senate and House, as declared 
by the Constitution, but as an act of disorderly behavior: 
And whereas, it further appears from such investigation, 
that Henry A. EpMUNDSON, & Representative from the 
State of Virginia, and LAWRENCE M. Krrrr, a Represent- 
ative trom the State of South Carolina, some time previous 
to the suid assault, were informed that it was the purpose 
of the said Preston S. Brooxs to commit violence upon 
the person of said CHARLES SUMNER for words used by bim 
in debate asa Senator in the Senate, and took no measures 
to discourage or prevent the same; but, on the contrary, 
anticipating the commission of such violence, were present 
on one or more occasions to witness the same, as friends of 


he had paired off 


Mr. CAMPBELL. 
amendment to the preamble, 
previous question. 

Strike out all after the word “‘ whereas,” where 
it last occurs, and insert: 


It further appears from such investigation that Law- 
RENCE M. Kerrr, a Representative from the State of South 
Carolina, was informed previously to the said assault that 
it was the purpose of the said PRESTON S. BRooxs to com- 
mit violence on the person of the said CHARLES SUMNER 
for words used by him in debate, as 4 Senator, in the Sen- 
ate, and anticipating the commission of such violence, was 
present in the Senate Chamber when it oceurred, and at- 
tempted to prevent an officer of the Senate and others from 
interfering for the purpose of protecting the Senator from a 
continuance of said assault, therefore— 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The amendment 
is not in order. 


I move the following 
and demand the 


Mr. CLINGMAN. The previous question 


jasena ~ 
has been: drdered; and it operates as well on’ the: 
teamble ‘as on the résolutions, 055e DOSES cc 
The SPEAKER... The previous question was. 
ordered onthe resolutions, and there-was ho time, 
during the consideration of the resolutions, when 
the preamble was open tò amendment.: ©. i 


“Mr. JONES. How came it before the House? : a 


The: SPEAKER. It was reported by the se- 
lect: committee. i eee 
2 Mr: JONES. And is it not to be voted on, and 
was not that-fact known when the previous ques- 
tion was called? I would inquire.of the Chair if 
he ever’ knew, in the whole: history. of parlia- 
mentary. proceedings, when such a decision was 
made? dries of“ Order!” “ Order!”) Tam only 
inguiring for information. DETEN 

‘Mr. CAMPBELL. Debate is not in order. 

‘Mr. JONES. Now, can the Chair point out 
any case where such a decision was made? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I call to order. 5 

Mr. JONES. Iam inquiring for information, 
which it is important we should have. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman had better 
‘ead the report of our proceedings. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

. Mr. HOUSTON. When the previous ques- 

‘ion was called, did it not apply to everything be- 
‘ore the House at the time, in connection with 
che matter to be voted on? ; 

The SPEAKER. Everything: before the 
House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is tae position I oc- 
upy.. Everything before the House to be voted 
m was under the operation of the previous ques- 
iion. It is true that the preamble is- to be voted 
on last. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I object to debate. 

Mr. HOUSTON. When the resolutions are 
voted on, of course the previous question is ex- 
hausted, so far as they are concerned; but it still 
operates on the preamble, for the preamlje and 
resolutions were reported from the select com- 
mittee for the action of this Louse; and when the 
previous question is called, it operates on every- 
thing before the House tr be voted on. The pre- 
amble had to be voted on immediately after the 
resolutions, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment to the pre- 
amble is.in order, for the reason that the previous 
question only operated on the questions submit- 
ted by the Chair, The Chair has only submitted 
the resolutions which have been voted on. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Indulge me in one remark. 

Mr. HAVEN. h pained the gentleman when 
T wished to make a remark; and, as he objected 
to me, I must object to him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘The gentleman’s pains have 
a singular direction. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The preamble and resoln- 
tions stand asa title anda bill, We first pass 
the resolutions, and then take up the preamble. | 
That is purliamentary law, . i 

The SPEAKER, The preamble is a statement 
of facts; and when the resolutions have been 
passed, it may be necessary that the preamble 
should be amended. There has been no time | 
since the preamble was reported when it could 
be amended, except the’present. If amendment 
is offered to the preamble, it is the duty of the 
Chair to submit the question to the House. 

Mr. JONES. Ifa bill with a preamble is read, 
and then the previous question is called, does it 
not cover everything but the caption of the bill? 

The SPEAKER, It covers everything sub- | 
mitted to the House. 

Mr. JONES. Then, if the Chair and Clerk 
do not happen to read the preamble, that pream- 
ble is not covered bya call for the previous ques- 
tion. But this preamble was read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will read the fol- 
lowing passage of the Manual in support of its 


decision: 

“ When a bill is taken np in committee, or on its second 
readiug, they postpone the preamble until the other parts of 
the bill are gone through. The reason is, that, on consid- 
eration of the body of the bill, such alterations may therein 
Hoe as May also occasion the alteration of the pream- 

Mr. JONES. I appeal from the decision of the 
Chair that an amendment is now in order to the | 
preamble, the main question having been ordered 


to be put. .The resolutions have been voted on | 
under the operation of the Previous question, and 


Thold that the previous question is net exhausted: 
until we have voted on the preamble. 22s 
The SPEAKER. Inasmuch as the prev: 
question was‘ ordered on -the resolutions, wh 
were alone. submitted to the: House, it does=no 


s 


mendment insorder.. Sere 
Imove that the appeal be 


Mr. PEARCE. ° 
onthe table) = E 3 

The question was taken, and the motion was’ 
agreed to; there. being ona’ division—ayes. 136,. 
noes. 28. - 

So the appeal was laid on the table. ; 

Mr. DUNN: | I invite the careful attention of 
the House to the phraseology. of the amend- 
ment. 

Task that it be read. 

The amendment was read. í 

Mr. DUNN. I ask the indulgence of the House 
to make a single remark. The resolutions upon 
which votes have been taken were deductions 
from facts to which they referred. ‘hose facts 
are set forth in the original preamble. Now, 
what were the facts reported to-the House in that 
preamble in reference to Mr. Kerrr? The pre- 


amblegtands in the place of the indictment, and 
thee ce amounts to nothing. ; 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I have no par- 


ticular objection to hearing the gentleman from 
Indiana; but I refused to withdraw the demand 
for the previous question this morning for another 
gentleman, and Í must insist on it now.. Ido not 
do it from any want of respect for the gentleman, 
but I feel it my duty to do it. 

Mr. DUNN. I present this matter as a point 
of order, Mr. Speaker, and if I am out of order 
otherwise, I suppose I have a right to present it 
to the Speaker for his decision and the judgment 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has aright 
to present the auestion as a point of order. 

Mr. SEWARD. There was no objection to 
the gentleman occupying the floor when he got 
up, and I maintain that the objection comes too 
late now. 

Mr. DUNN. J do not want to engage in gen- 
eral discussion, It is a point of order alone that 1 
wish to call the attention of the House to, for 
surely members have some protection here as to 
what they have once recorded by their votes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The Journal will show all 
the facts. 

Mr. DUNN. The facts reported in. reference to 
Mr. Kitt, and from which the resolution which 
has beenadopted was a deduction, were these and 
these only: That he had been informed of the con- 
templated attack, knew of it, and was present 
when it occurred. Present in what character? 
Asa witness, and in no other character. The 
rule holds in pleadings as in suits, that where an 
express purpose is mentioned, every other pur- 
pose is excluded; there is no inference. Well, 
sir, the purpose stated was, that-he was there asa 
witness, and that excludes every thingelse. There 
was no other evidence before the House when 
we voted on that resolution. I am confining my- 
self strictly to the record, and the record is the 
preamble. What is in the report otherwise than 
1n the preamble, amounts to nothing, because the 
resolutions refer to the preamble. It is the in- 
dictment. Now, when we were called on to vote 
on the resolution, we were called upon to say 
whether this House disapproved of his conduct 
in that transaction, so far as that conduct was 
detailed to the House in the preamble. What 
was it? I have mentioned it; it was, that he 
knew the assault was contemplated, and did not 
interfere to prevent it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, Cnterrupting.) I 
will relieve the gentleman from Indiana from his 
difficulty, if he will yield to me for one moment. 

Mr. DUNN. If the gentleman thinks he can 
remove the difficulty, 1 will yield for that pur- 

OSE. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I withdraw the demand 
for the previous question; and, in lieu of the 
amendment which I have offered, I move to 
amend the latter part of the preamble by striking 
out the words, “© Henry A. Epmunpson, a Rep- 
resentative from the State of Virginia,” where 
they occur, and changing the phraseology so as 
to make it conform to that alteration. 


Mr. DUNN. That is all right. With that I 
am satisfied. z ; 


apply to ‘thé preambles The Chair: rules the? i 


| Miller, Moore, 


Mr..SMITH, of Virginia. ask that it be read 
as.it will stand if amended; and I ask, further, . 
thatthe paragraph of the. report immediately. 
preceding the preamble may be read. f 

<FheSPEAKER. Itis not competent, pending 
the call for the previous question, to have any 
portion: of. the report read. 

‘Mr, JONES, of Tennessee. I ask that the 
preamble, as it now stands, may be read. 

The-preamble.as it would read if amended was 
then read, as follows: 

Whereas, the Senate.of the United: States have trans- 
mitted to this House a message, complaining that PRESTON 
S. Brooks, a Representative from the State of South Car- 
olina, committed upon the person Of CHARLES SUMNER, a 
Senator from the State of Massachusetts, while seated at 
his desk in the Senate Chaniber,.after the adjournment of 
that body on the 22d of May. last, a violent assault, which 
disabled him from attending to his duties in the Senate, and 
declaring that the said assault was a breach of the privileges 
of that body: And whereas, from respect to the privileges 
of the House, the Senate have further declared that, inas-. 
much as the said Preston S; Brooxs. is a member of this 
House, they cannot arrest, and; @ fortiori, cannot try or 
punish him for a-breach of their privileges; -that they can- 
not proceed further in the case'thamtomake their complaint 
to this House ; and that the power to arrest, try; and punish 
devolves solely on this body: And whereas, upon full 
investigation, it appears to this House that the said PRESTON 
S. Brooxs has been guilty of the assault complained of by 
the Senate, with most aggravated circumstances of violence; 
that the same was a breach of the privileges, not only of 
the Senate, but of the Senator assailed, and of this House, 
as a coérdinate branch of the legislative department of 
Government, in direct violation of the Constitution of the 
United States, which declares that Senators and Represent- 
atives, * for any specch or debate in either House shall not 
be questioned in any other place:’? And whereas, this 
House is of opinion that it has the power, and ought to 
punish the said Presron S. BKooxks for the said assault, not 
only as a breach of the privileges of the Senator assailed, 
and of the Senate and House, as declared by the Constitu- 
tion, but as an act of disorderly behavior: And whereas, it 
further appears, from such investigation, that LAWRENCE 
M. Keirt, a Representative from the State of South Car- 
olina, some time previous to the said assault, was informed. 
that it was the purpose of the said PresTon S. BROOKS to 
commit violence upon the person of said CHARLES SUMNER, 
for words used by him in debate, as a Senator, in the Sen- 
ate, and took no. nieasures. to discouggge or prevent the 
same; but, on the contrary, anticipati: e commission of. 
such violeuce, was present, on one or more occasions, to 
witness the same, as a friend of the assailant: Therefore— 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would suggest 
that this preamble has reference to something 
which does not appear in the proceedings, > 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, Pii trust to that. 

Mr. WALKER. Is it in order to move an 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It. is not, pending the call 
for the previous question. : 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and, under the operation 
thereof, the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the adoption of the 
preamble as amended. : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and was decided in 


for the yeas 


| the affirmative—yeas 104, nays 83; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra: Clark, Claw- 
son, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dick- 
son, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, bmrie, Galio- 
way, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, 
Harlan, Haven, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Matteson, Killian 

q Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle. Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 
Robison, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Todd, Trafton, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Ellihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wells, Wood, 
and Woodruff—104. 

NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Hendley S. 
Bennet, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Broom, Burnett, Cadwal- 
ader, John P, Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Cling- 
man, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox; Craige, 
Crawford, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Elliott, Eustis, 
Florence, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hal, J. Morrison 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hoffman, 
Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, 
Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S, Marshall, 
Maxwell, MeMullin, MeQucen, Smith Miller, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Packer, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Puryear, Quit- 
man, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Sav- 


age, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 


i Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, 
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Underwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wheel- 
er Winslow, and John V. Wright—83. 
So the preamble as amended was agreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. WASLEIBURNE, of Illinois, stated that 
Mr. Wasusvane, of Wisconsin, had paired off 
for ten days with Mr. FAULKNER, of Virginia. 

“Mr. KUNKEL. J wish to state that { voted 

for the resolution from what appeared in the tes- 

- timony. I had hoped. that the preamble would 
have been amended; but the gentleman from In- 
diana objected. There arë things in the pre- 
amble which I donotapprove. I therefore decline 
to vote. i 

Mr. ENGLISH stated that he was not within 
. the bar when his name was called. Had he been, 

he would have voted in the negative. 

After the announcement of the vote, 
Mr, CAMPBELL, of Ohio, moved to recon- 


sider the vote just taken, and also moved to lay | 


the motion to reconsider on the table. 

“Mr. KEITY. I will ask the member from Ohio 
not to press his motion now. The House will 
bear me witness, that I have not thrown a glove 
into the arena of the debate that has been just 
closed. I will ask the House to hear me to- 
morrow on some matters. 
to violate parliamentary propriety, and I feel quite 

- certain that l will not. Ifthe House gives me 


consent to make some remarks to-morrow, ĮI shall į 
be quite well content that the motion to lay on | 


the. table. be taken. 


My. STEPHENS. If the IJouse adjourns now, į 


before the vote be taken, will not this be the first 

uestion in order to-morrow? 

“The SPEAKER, The motion to reconsider 
ang lay on the table will be the first question in 

- order. : 

‘Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I will have the mo- 
tion to reconsider and lay on the table entered; 
and I move that the House now adjourn. 


‘On motion of Mr. HALL, of Iowa, it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from 
the files of the House of the papers in thé case of John B. 
Gratiot, for reference to the Senate. 

The question was taken on the motion to ad- 
journ, and was agreed to; and thereupon (at four 
o’clock, p. m.) the House adjourned till to-mor- 
row, at twelve o’clock, m. 


| IN SENATE. 
5 Weonespay, July 16, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 


Ms 

Mr. JOLINSON. At present all the members 
who compose the Committee on Enrolled Bills 
are absent. One of the members of the committee 
of the other Houseds now present with a number 
of enrolled bills, on which action ought to be had. 
I therefore move that an additional member be 
added to that committee, 
be disposed of, with the understanding that the 
additional member shall be required to act only 
until the return (which is anticipated immedi- 
ately) of some one or other of the members of the 
committee as it now stands. 

“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Arkansas moves that an additional member 
be added to the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 
` The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSON. I move that the appointment 


be made by the Chair. 


The motion was agreed to; and Mr. Bicas was 


‘appointed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WELLER presented the petition of Chris- 
Moses J. Barnard, late 
of the Army, praying for a renewal of her pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 


tine Barnard, widow of 


Military Affairs. 


Mr. PEARCE presented the petition of Thomas 
Quantrell, an officer in the war of 1812, praying || 
to be allowed arrears of pension; which was 


referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
Mr. STUART presented 
zens of Michigan, praying 


Newaygo to 


I shall endeavor not |i 


in order that these bills iP 


1 
two petitions of citi- || 
for the establishment 
ofa mail route from Laphamville to Croton, in 
that State; anda petition of citizens of Michigan, 

raying for the establishment of a mail route from |; ( 
White Lake, in that State; which 


were referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 
Mr. BIGLER presented the petition of Rachel 

Posey; widow of Micajah Posey, a revolutionar 
| soldier, praying to be allowed a -pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Mr. HUNTER presented the petition of Wil- 
liam J. Hubard, praying that he maybe author- 
| ized to place in the Capitol, at Washington, a 
Jac simile of Houdon’s Statue of Washington, now 
at Richmond, Virginia; which was referred to the 
| Committee on the Library. : 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. BAYARD, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Elizabeth Montgomery, heir 
of Hugh Montgomery, be referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion of Mr. BIGLER, it was 


Ordered, That Robert Johnson have leave to withdraw 
his memorial and papers. 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 

| Mr. WELLER submitted the following reso- 
i lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
! sent, and agrecd to: 

Resolved, That the Committee . Dro be, and they 


are hereby, instructed to inquire in propriety and ex- 
pediency of allowing extra compe jon to the United 
States district judge for the southern district of California, | 
during the trial of land cases arising under the act of Con- 
gress providing for the settlement of private land titles in 
California, and te report thereon. 


Mr. PEARCE submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be di- 
rected to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the 
Secretary of the Navy to purchase, for the use of the Gov- 
ernment, the copyright of the double chart, known as the 
c“ Great Circle Protractor,”’ for finding the shortest, or great 
circle route from place to place on the globe ; and also, to 
report the sum which, in their judgment, would be a suita- 
bie compensation to the inventor, in view of the importance 
of the invention to the interests of navigation. 


Mr. PEARCE submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
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sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, ‘Phat the Secretary of War be directed to fur- 
nish the Senate with a copy of a statistical report of the 
sickness and mortality of the Army of the United States, | 
submitted to him from the office of the Surgeon General. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WELLER asked, and by unanimous con- 
| sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
380) in addition to an act entitled “ An act mak- 
ing provision for arming and equipping the whole 
body of the militia of the United States;”’ which 
| was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs. ` 

Mr. TOOMBS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom the subject was referred, 
i| reported a bill (S. No. 381) to amend the acts 
regulating the fees, costs, and other judicial ex- 
| penses of the Government, in the Siates, Terri- 
| tories, and District of Columbia, and for other 
urposes; which was read the first time, and 
ordered to a second reading. ‘ 

Mr. BROWN, fromthe Gommitiée on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, who were instructed by a res- 
| olution of the Senate to inquire into the subject, 
reported a bill (S No. 
the people living west of Rock creek 
rict of Columbia, 
sion of that part of said District to the State of 
Maryland; which was read, and passed to a se- 
cond reading. 


| was referred the petition of Jonas P. Levy and 
| others, reported a bill (S.No. 
i the Washington Benzole Gas Light Company 
which was read, and passed to a second reading. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a petition 
reported a bill (S. No. 384) to incorporate the 
guardians of the poor; which was read, and 
passed to a second reading. 
He also, frm the same 


other citizens of Washington, reported a bill (S. 
No. 385) to incorporate the Washington Mutual 
| Building Association; which was read, and passed 
to a second reading. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, to whom was referred the bill 
| (S.No. 223) toamend the act approved August 
‘An act making further pro- 


| 31, 1852, entitled “ 


He also, from the same committee, to whom | 


of citizens of Washington, į 


vision for the satisfactio 
rants, reported it with*an ame i 
> He also, from thesame committee, to who 
was referfed the petition of Effie Van Ness, asked: 
to be: discharged from its further consideration, y 
and. that it be referred to the Committee on Rev- 
glutionary:Claims. ae genes 
“COPYRIGHT Law. O uN 

Mr. BAYARD.. Lam instructed: by-the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary to report back: the: bill: 
which was referred to them, supplemental tothe 
copyright law, with an amendment, and 1 ask 
for its present consideration. | It is a bill that 
ought to have been passed originally; but if there! 
be objection, or discussion, I shall suffer it to go 
over. I hope the Senate will consider it at once,’ 
because itis a bill that- certainly ought to have 
been passed long ago. = > Du : 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro-: 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to .con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 239) supplemental to an” 
act entitled “ Àn act to amend the several acts 
respecting copyright,” approved. February 3, 

51. ; : 
_ Mr. BAYARD. I will state to the Senate what. 
is the object of the’ bill, and Iam sure it willmeet #® 
with no objection. The existing law giving the 
right of copyright as to dramatic productions, 
does not protect the right of representation. The 
only value of a copyright to the dramatic author 
really is to protect the representation of his. pro- 
duction in theaters. This bill protects his right 
there, as well as the right of publication, and 
gives him action and damages for the representa-- 
tion of his play without his authority. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is it confined to our own 
authors? : 

Mr. BAYARD. Yes, sir. i 

The amendment of the Judiciary Committee is 
to strike out the words “ summary process,’ and 
insert “ction on the case,’’ as the remedy to an 
author for the representation of his play without 
or against his consent. ` 

Mr. SEWARD. I hope the amendment will 
be adopted. I introduced the bill for the benefit 
of the dramatic authors of the United States, and” 


382) to take the sense of | 
, in the Dis- | 
on the question of the retroces- | 


383) to incorporate | 


committee, to whom 
|| was referred the petition of J. W. Webb, and j 


ee the amendment is an improvement on the 
ill. 
Mr. BAYARD. The honorable Senator from 
Lowisiana (Mr. Bensamiy] suggests to me that 
an action on the case will not hold in the civil law, 
courts in some of the States, and of course the’ 
remedy, would not be sufficient. He suggests an 
alteration of the amendment so as to read ** action 
on the ease, or other equivalentremedy.”? Ihave 
no objection to accepting that amendment. Iwill 
take it as a part of the amendment, 4 

Mr, SEWARD. Very well... . 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment made as in Committec of the 
Whole was concurred in. The bill was ordered: 
to be engrossed for a third reading; was read the. 
third time, and passed. 

SWAMP LANDS IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. SLIDELL. Iask the indulgence of the 
Senate to take up for consideration the bill, S. 
No. 344. I will state, in a very few words, 
what the object of the bill is. The Commissioner 
of the General Land Office has conceived that, 
under the acts donating swamp lands, he has no 
right to pass upon the lands which are claimed 
by individuals in the State of Louisiana, under 
Spanish grants. Several suits are now pending 
between individuals and the United States in 
reference to the title to these lands. So faras they 
are swamp lands within the grants of 1849 and 
1850, if the United States should succeed in the 
litigation, the benefit would inure to the State of 
Louisiana. At present, considerable expense 18 
encountered by, and great burdens imposed-on, 
the officers of the Government, in carrying on a 
contest in the result of which the United States 
have no possible interest. The object of this bill 
is simply to transfer to the State courts of 
| Louisiana all the suits now pending between the 
| United States and individual claimants for adju- 
t 
t 


dication in those courts, 80 far as the lands are 
It applies to no others. This bill 

rovis on calculated, in some 
the donation of swamp lands to 
but that did not receive the 
Public Lands, and I 


swamp lands. 
: contains another 
| degree, to extend i 
i the State of Louisiana; 
| assent of the Committee on 


kod 


July 16; 


The Government will save expense aad trouble 
by adopting this bill. It is recommended by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

The Senate proceeded, as:in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill (S. No. 344) for the 
final adjudication of questions of title to swamp 
lands between private claimants and the State of 
Louisiana, and for other purposes. i 

The bill was reported from the Committee on 
Public Lands, with an amendment to strike out 
the third section, in these words: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That all unappropri- 
ated public Jands within the limits of the State of Louisiana, 
the title to which would have passed to said State under 
the swamp land acts aforesaid, had not such lands. been 
reclaimed by the hand-of man before the passage of suid 
acts, and thus excluded from the swamp grants aforesaid, 
be, and the same are hereby, granted to said State, subject 

ato the provisions and restrictions in regard to swamp lands 
“contained in the acts aforesaid. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill provides that the proceedings in regard 
to the Spanish land claim, lying in the State of 
Louisiana, and known as the ‘“ Houmas,” insti- 
tuted in behalf of the United States, under the 
authority of a resolution of Congress, approved 
June 26, 1846, be transferred to the State courts 
of Louisiana. The privilege of transfer is allowed 
to all claimants under Spanish titles. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Ihave an amendment to 
suggest to the first section of the bill. There are 
now proceedings pending in the Federal courts in 
Louisiana, under the authority of the resolution 
of Congress referred to in the bill. It may per- 
haps be, that the defendants in those proceedings 
prefer the Federal jurisdiction. I do not think | 
the suits ought to be transferred in those cases 
without their consent. I therefore move, after 
the words, ‘‘ State courts of Louisiana,” to insert 
this proviso: 

Provided, The parties defendant consent to such transfer. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments made as in Committee of 
the Whole were concurred in. The bill was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I move that the title be 
amended by striking out the words, ‘and for 
other purposes. ”’ 

The motion was agreed to. 


THREE MILLION BILL. 


Mr. WELLER. I move now that the Senate 

roceed to the consideration of what is usually 

nown here as the three million bill, which was 
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
along time ago. The Senator from Tennessee, 
{Mr. Jones,] 1 believe, has the floor on it, and 
“will desire to occupy a very short time on the 
queron: As soon as he shall have concluded, I 
ghall move to portpone it until Monday next, for 
the purpose of going into executive session, 

Mr. MALLORY. Before the bill is taken up, 
I wish to notify my friend from California that 
it is my purpose, at one o’clock, to move an ex- 
ecutive session, It is now half past twelve 
o’clock, and I should not like to interrupt my 
friend from Tennessee in his speech. 

Mr. WELLER. Ifthe Senator from Tennes- 
see can be allowed to go on now, I am very sure 
he will get through within ten minutes after the 
time at which the Senator from Florida desires to 
make his motion. 

Mr. MALLORY. Very well. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill (S, No. 124) to increase the efficiency of the 
United States Army. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. President, | 
when this bill was last under consideration the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. HALE] occu- 
pied the floor, Iam sorry that he is not here 
to-day. J do not know whether he concluded his 
remarks or not. He addressed the Senate upon 
two different occasions on the bill, and it is 
mainly 


in regard to the objections urged by that | 
Senator í Snes al 


corrected. It is a question of importance to. the. 


‘country, and Senators ought to be informed on it 
-If before they. cast their= 


votes. If the argument 
presented by the Senator from New. Hampshire: 
were conclusive or founded ‘in fact, I myself 
should hesitaté very much before casting my vote 
for the bill; but I think most of the objections 
urged by that Senator will be found to be alto- 
gether imaginary. 

What is the bill, and what does it propose? It 
proposes an appropriation of $3,000,000—for 
what? For the purpose of manufacturing cannon 


i and carriages, modifying our present small-arms, 


making additional small-arms, and increasing our 
stock of ammunition. That is the object and 
purpose of the bill. “Now, the only question 
which it seems to me to be necessary for us to 
inquire into, is whether this appropriation is 
necessary and proper, or not. 

The Senator from New Hampshire, and I be- 
lieve my honorablecolleague, expressed the opin- 
ion that it was fry large appropriation; and 
they seemed to be astonished that the War De- 
partment should ask for $3,000,000 for these pur- 
poses. The question is not whether the amount 
is large or small, but whether it is necessary? If 
the amount were only $3,000, and it were neces- 
sary, we should vote forit. If it were necessary, 
we should be equally ready to vote $3,000,000, or 
$30,000,000, or $300,000,000, on being satisfied 
i that the interest, the safety, and the honor of the 
country require it. It is tothis point that I pro- 
pose chiefly to address myself, whether it is 
necessary or proper that thisappropriation should 
be made? 

One of the first objections urged by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire was that he regarded 
this as a war measure, and therefore he was op- 
posed to any such demonstration. Now, I do 
not care whether it be a war measure or a peace 
measure. That does not affect the real merits of 
the question. Its not our duty to be inquiring 
| what effect it may produce on the minds of any- 
body else, or what effect it may produce on the 
minds of foreign Governments. The question is, 
whether or not it is our duty to provide for the 
defenses of this country, so as to meet any emer- 
gency which may arise. But, if I were disposed 
to give any sort of weight to this argument, in- 
stead of coming to the conclusion that it is a 
war measure, I should arrive at a wholly different 
conclusion. 1! regard it as preéminently a peace- 
measure. If we had no defenses whatever—if 
the whole world knew that this great people 
were in a state of utter defenselessness, I submit 
to every thinking Senator here, whether that fact 
would not be a sufficient inducement to aggres- 
sion by other Governments upon us? I say this 
is a peace measure, because, if we can demon- 
strate to the world that we are in a condition of 
defense, and are a people ready and able to de- 
fend ourselves against any aggression that may 
be heaped upon us, I think it will have the most 
salutary effect upon the delibetations of foreign 
Governments before they come to the conclusion 
to make war upon Us. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator from New 
Hampshire says he regards this as a useless 
expenditure of public money. That depends, 
of course, upon the facts; and I shall present 
| the facts very briefly, in order that we may 
| determine whether it is a useless expenditure 
or not. Before I do so, I wish to inquire if we 
assume to ourselves to determine whether this 
measure is necessary or not? Is it not a duty 
incumbent upon us first to investigate the facts? 
The Senator from New Hampshire admitted 
frankly—for with all his sins, and he has many 
of them, I think, on one subject at least, he is 
entitled to the merit of candor—that he had not 
investigated the subject, yet he arrived at a con- 
clusion as boldly and confidently as if he had 
given the most thorough investigation to it. He 
thinks that the expenditure will be useless, and 
therefore the money ought not to be appropriated. 
Now, sir, the President of the United States, by 


| the Constitution, is empowered, directed, and 


authorized, to investigate matters of this kind. 


that I shall claim the “indulgence of the 
* 


They are under his charge and jurisdiction. ‘He 


United States, and upon all his responsibilit 
President, he recommends to Congress an appro- 
priation of $3,000,000, for the purposes specified 
in the bill. Is not that entitled to some little con, 
sideration? “However gentlemen may estimate, 
the President of the United States, whatever of 
passion. or prejudice may ‘enter into their "estis, 
mate, it does not become-us as Senators, it seem 
to me, to pass judgment hastily, without in 
tigation, on the President, in the discharge of a 
great official constitutional duty. The Presi 
of the United States; in the discharge of th 
duty, has recommended to us this appropriation 
and the Secretary. of War, who is at the head of 
the Department, comes forward and indorses ` 
that recommendation, and fortifies it with a ‘report. 
We are called upon by the Senator. from New 
Hampshire, without an. investigation, without 
any knowledge of the facts, (as is admitted 
that Senator,) to vote down this proposition, ` 
take all the responsibilities which may attach to it 

Now, suppose that, by accident-or misfortune. 
we become inyolved in a war with some of the 
foreign Governments of Europe, and it shall tarn 
out in the sequel, as it will turn-out, unless this’ 
appropriation be made, that “was 
necessary, and we suffer .g i 
great loss of life, and grëat losso p 
consequence of. this failure: ask if Senators ‘ar 
prepared to take the responsibility. of producing . 
such a state of things blindly, without, having 
given to thé subject a single. moment's reflection, 
or investigation? As for myself, IL am bold in 
some matters, but I am, not quite bold: enough 
for that. oe ` 

I ask the Senate to pause, and tell me what arè 
our means of defense on the Pacific coast? -If 
we should become involved in a war with Eng- 
land, France, or Spain, recent events demonstrate 
very clearly that we can have no reliance what- 
ever on our intercommunication by the Isthmus. 
Have we such means of defense on the Pacific 
coast as would grant security for a single hour? 
Why, sir,;you have not ammunition ‘enough 
there to fire ten rounds of cartridge for each of 
your guns; and you have not. guns enough’ to ` 
protect you at a single point on the Pacific coast; 
and yet, when we ask for means to send ammu- 
nition and guns to the Pacifi coast, we are told 
if is a monstrous proponition, ana it is a proof of 
the profligacy of the present Administration. We 
are warned against that profligacy. We are told 
that the appropriation ought not to be made, 
when J assert here, on authority, that you have 
not ammunition enough on the whole Pacific 
coast to fire ten rounds with your guns now on 
that sea-board. There are other facts connected 
with this matter. I believe the Senator from 
New Hampshire and my colleague arë the only 
persons who urge any serious objections to this 

il. The Senator from New Hampshire said: 

“ I regret exceedingly that the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs thinks it his duty to press the bill to 
a vote this morning. J had hoped that he would consent,to 
its postponement untif to-morrow. I object to the bill for 
many reasons. One is, that I think this appropriation. is 
entirely unnecessary. It is exceedingly strange that such 
an appropriation as this should be wanted as an extraordi- 
nary appropriation, outside of the regular estimates of the 
War Department ; because it is not part of the annual-esti- 
mates which the head of the Department has presented to 
Congress. I perceive by this bill, that $1,150,000 are wanted 
for making alterations in old muskets.” 

I propose to answer that; but there is but one 
point to which I desire now to invite attention. I 
am sorry the Senator isnot here. I do not wish to 
say anything unkind about him. His patriotic 
speech yesterday has gone very far to mollify my 
feelings to him. He also stated: ie: 

“Tam not much of a military man.” .~ 


And all he affects:to know of such matters, he 
seems to have learned from his excursions in 
hunting, while a boy, inthe mountains of New 
Hampshire. Upon that experience he proceeds 
to read his strictures upon the President of the 
United States and.the Secretary. The next par- 
agraph to the one which I have read is in thes 
words: : 

“ The proposition is to take these old muskets now in the 
armories with flint-locks, to rifle them, and put on percus- 
sion locks, with Maynard’s primer. Now, I am told by 
those who pretend to have some knowledge on the subject, 
that these old arms, after this enormous sum shall have beeu 
expended upon them, will not be worth much more.than be- 


fore, when they are compared with the other improveinents 
which have been made in small-arms. -They will bea 
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great improvement on what they now are,-but they will not 
be what they ought to be; because modern experience, as 
Iam told, suggests that the. breech-loading muskets and 
rifles are entirely superseding the use of.those loaded at the 
muzzle; and one bi ch-loading rifle is worth a dozen of 
those of the other kind. If yoü spend your $1,250,000 in 
repairing these old muskets, and: fit: Maynard’s primer to 
them, they, will not beso near.to the standard which mod- 
er nimprovements now require, as they were with flint-locks 
when they were made. In’other words, the breech-loading 
rifles will take the advantage of: them altogether. 

“J further understand—though this subject comes up so 
suddenly that I have not had time to inform myself upon it 
—that an appropriatioa-was asked for and granted to the 
War Department, some time ago, of $90,000, for the pur- 
pose of experimenting with breech-loading rifles ; and I am 
told that that sum has not been. expended; that the exper- 
iment has not been made. ; These old guns, though they 
will be very good with Maynard’s primer in dry weather, 
will not stand wet weather.” 

These are the opinions of the Senator from New 
Hampshire. Now let us look into the facts. 
First, allow me to say that I am not here for the 

urposé of defending the President of the United 

tates or the Secretary of War. They need no 
defense from me; and if they did, they have many 
friends here, much more able, much more com- 
petent, and doubtless much more willing to enter 
on the distharge of that duty than lam. But, 
sir, I am ready to defend the President, the Sec- 
retary of War, or anybody else, when unjustly 
and improperly assailed. [I believe them to have 
been unjustly assailed on this occasion, and in 
defending myself, I wish to defend them. I stand 
here to defend myself and not the President of 
the United States. I aman humble member of 
the Committee on Military Affairs who reported 
„this bill. I take on myself the full share of re- 
sponsibility that attaches to the bill, and am will- 
ing to be tried by it. Iam ready to stand up in 
its vindication here or elsewhere. 

The Senator says that our muskets,- when 
thus prepared—mark you, $1,200,000 of the 
money proposed to be appropriated in ‘the bill 
is to effect changes in our present muskets — will 
be worth but little, and not at all comparable to 
the present Sharpe’s rifle. Now, Mr. President, 
I profess to know something on the subject of 
guns, and I undertake to assert here to-day, not 
upon a mere opinion, that the old muskets which 


we have now in ourarmoriesand arsenals, which | 


lconfecs are comparatively worthless, will, when 
this change is effected upon them, be equal to 
any arm in the United States in all respects, 
and will be superior to any arm in the United 
States in point of range. The musket used at 
ae has an estimated average range of one 
hundred yards. We are not left to conjecture as 
to what will be the range of these muskets when 
thus improved. We have heard a great deal 
about the Minie rifles, but I say there never was 
such a gun as the Minie. Minie never made a 
gun in his life, and there is no such thing asa 
inie rifle. I have conversed with Minie himself, 
and he told me that he never made one. What 
they call a Minie rifle in France and here, is 
nothing more nor less than the old American 
musket converted into a rifle; and the great 
virtue and excellence of the Minie rifle consists 
in the cartridge alone, and not in the gun. We 
propose to take these old muskets and rifle them, 
and use the Minie cartridge; and then they become 
precisely what you understand by the Minie rifles, 
and are precisely the gun which is used in the 
French army, for I have seen thousands of them. 
One million two hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars of the sum appropriated by this bill is to 
be applicd to the conversion of this gun into what 
is termed the Minie rifle. What is the estimate? 
The estimate is, that it will cost three dollars 
a gun. How many guns have we? You have 
five hundred thousand muskets now on deposit 
in the arsenals and armories of the United States, 
and you have three hundred thousand deposited 
with the States, making eight hundred thousand 
in all. I admit that they are practically worth- 
less for all useful purposes. 
gun, it is stated, will convert them into the Minie 
rifle, and furnish them with percussion locks and 
the Maynard primer; and then, in my judgment, 
you will have such a military arm as is not to be 
found on the face of the earth. Then, shall we 
apply $1,250,000 to this purpose? Your guns 
are useless now; and with this expenditure of 
three dollars a piece you can convert them to-one 
of the most effective arms known to any service 
in the world. i 
Some six weeks ago, the Military Committee 


Three dollars per | 


of the Senate was invited to go downi and witness 
experiments with this improved gun... The ex- 
periments were had, and it was:found thatthe 
old musket of the United States, which. was 
before worthless, by this improvement was ca- 

able of arange of nine hundred yards effectively. 


s it not worth ‘three dollars per gun to change’ 


the range from one hundred to nine hundred 
yards? The old pistol, which: was good at.a 
range of seventy-five or eighty yards, upon actual 
experiment was found to be effective at a range 
of five hundred yards, when improved as pro- 
posed; and now, when we ask an appropriation 
of three dollars a gun to convert them into such 
an instrument as that, we are told it is profligacy 
and a useless expenditure of public money. I 
maintain that if you are to have defenses at all— 
if you are to have arms, there never was an ap- 
propriation more just or more judicious, from the 
foundation of this Government until the present 
hour; for there has never been such an improve- 
ment in fire-arms made by the ingenuity of man 
at so small a cost. For three dollars you can 
convert the old musket into the most effective 
weapon now known to the history of the world. 

But the Senator from D ampshire says 
that, even when you have m $s improvement, 
the musket will not be at al al to the breech- 
loading rifle. That is a question which is debat- 
able. I shall not enter into an argument upon it, 
and it is not material. We have not got the 
breech-loading rifle, but we have the musket. 
What can you get the breech-loading gun for? 
I have the estimate. We paid Mr. Colt for his 
carbine forty-five dollars a-piece for a portion of 
them, and for the residue, thirty-two dollars and 
fifty cents per gun. We have purchased a por- 
tion of Mr. Sharpe’s rifles, and what did we pay 
for them? We paid him thirty dollars a piece 
for them. Then these breech-loading guns will 
cost you at the lowest price thirty dollars, when 
for three dollars you can make a better military 
arm than cither of them. 

The Senator from New Hampshire calls the 
Secretary of War to task for the $90,000 which 
were appropriated two years ago for the purpose 
of purchasing breech-loading rifles. We did 
make that appropriation, not, however, by my 
consent; but it is the law, and I submit to it. 
What was the law? Was the Secretary directed 
to go and invest $90,000 in Sharpe’s rifles? No. 
Was he directed to invest it in any rifle? No. 
He was directed to make a full investigation and 
experiment, and invest the money in the best 
breech-loading rifles he could get. That experi- 
ment is going on. The Secretary of War pur- 
chased some of Sharpe’s, and some of Jennings’s, 
and some of three or four different patterns, and 
they are now all in the hands of the soldiers of 
the country. Theexperiment is being made; and 
when it has been made, and the result is pre- 
sented to the War Department, I take it that the 
Sceretary of War, in the execution of the law, 
will invest $90,000, unless Congress, in their 
wisdom, shall repeal the law, which, in my judg- 
ment, they ought to do. So much, then, for the 
$90,000. The Secretary has done all that the 
law required him to do; and if he had done more 
he would have gone outside of the law, and acted 
in violation of the law. 

But the Senator asks the cost of our arms. I 
have that information. If any Senator pays at- 
tention to the annual report of the Secretary of 
War, which is an elaborate one, and which per- 
haps I should not have read with much care but 
for my position on the Committee on Military 
Affairs, he will find that the Secretary of War 
informs the Congress of the United States that a 
new and improved arm is now in process of con- 
struction. They are making patterns by which 
the guns hereafter to be made will be made on 
the principle known as the Minie principle. Not 
one has yet been made—not, at least, up to the 
time of the report of the Secretary of War. 
They were preparing then; and in the mean time 
he asks for this appropriation of $1,250,000, that 
the old gun may be converted into this rifle arm 
known as the Minie rifle. 

The muskets made by the Government of the 
United States cost us ten dollars a piece. Then 
you pay ten dollars. for the gun made in the 
‘American armories as against the gun made by 
individual enterprise, or the breech-loading rifle. 
You havea pisiol—Colt’s pistol. This costs you 
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from twenty-four dollars to twenty-eight dollars, 
as against the pistol made in’ the United States ars 
niories at from seven dollars to. eight dëllars. 


| The. pistol made in the United States armories 


for eight dollars has an effective range. of five 
hundred yards. Mr. Colt’s pistol costs twenty- 
eight dollars, and hasan effective range oflessthan 
one hundred yards. - It is true that the breech- 
loading pistol will fire much oftener than’ ours. 
Ours is a single-barrel pistol, loaded at the muz- 
zle, and the other is a breech-loading pistol with 
five shots. They can shoot much more rapidly; 
but then, while it has its advantages, it has, ac- 
cording to military science, some disadvantages. 
It has no such range as the pistol manufactured 
in our armories, and therefore it is notat all com- 
parable for long distances. We have eight hun- 
dred thousand stand of arms comparatively use- 
less at present, and we want to convert them into 
effective arms, and we ask this appropriation for 
that purpose. Is not this proper? fe: 
_i come now to the next pomt. Another por- 
tion of the bill is for the manufacture of cannon. 
Mr. President, have you inquired what your de- 
fenses are? How do they stand? You have 
thousands of miles ot sea-coast, and if every gun 
belonging to the United States was planted at a 
roper position on the coast from New York to 
New Orleans, you would not have guns enough 
to furnish that coastalone. I repeat, that if every 
single piece of stationary artillery in the United 
States was properly adjusted on proper points on 
the Atlantic sea-board from New York to New Or- 
leans, you would not have enough to supply that 
coast. You are vastly deficient in the number of 
cannon which you require, and in the carriages 
which are necessary. A. portion of this appro- 
priation is to supply that defect. Is it neces- 
sary to defend the country atall? If it is, let us 
defend it effectually; let us have no pretension 
about it; If you intend to hold out the pretension, 
let us have something of the substance and some- 
thing of the reality. j 
There is another point in the bill. A large 
amount, $450,000, is appropriated for ammuni- 
tion. I remember that the Senator from New 
Hampshire was horrified at that. Four hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars at one time for ammu- 
nitjon! He certainly went back to the days of 
hiBoyhood, and thought of those excursions of 
his on the hills of New Hampshire, with his little 
flask on one side and a pouch on the other, when 
he thought he was ready to meet an army. That- 
may do very well for the hunting boy, but I think 
it would be a very poor defense fora great nation 
like this. If every pound of powder and ball that 
you have got in the United States service to-day 
were brought together, how much have you got? 
I have stated that you are vastly deficient in the 
guns; but taking the guns which you have now, 
all the cartridges which you have got in the United 
States would not furnish twenty-five rounds for 
them. I speak advisedly. Sir, in all your arse- 
nals throughout the whole Union, you have not 
got twenty-five rounds of cartridge for your can- 
non. If you were involved in a war to-morrow, 
or next month, you would cut a beautiful figure 
with twenty-five rounds of cartridge! In forty- 
eight hours, at Sebastopol, they shot away more 
than you have in your whole country. But yet 
gentlemen tell us that it is a monstrous proposi- 
tion to talk of appropriating $450,000 to buy am- 
munition, when you have not got twenty-five 
rounds of cartridge, according to the report of 
the ordnance department. You may go on in 
the same ratio with the construction of guns, that 
you have gone on for the last twenty years, 
according toa statement from the War Dennie 
ment, and at the end of forty years you will not 


| have your fortifications manned. 


Then, Mr. President, it seems to me that if we 
intend to put the country in a state of defense at 
all, there never was a wiser and juster appro- 
priation than this. How can you arrive at the 
conclusion that it is mere profligacy to be ex- 
pended in the defense of the country? If it was 
money to be squandered in, favoritism, or for the 
creation of new offices, or in donations, I would 
enter my protest; but this bill does not propose 
to create a single additional office or any addi- 
tional officer. It is simply an appropriation to 
buy arms aakammonition for the defense of the 
country. Frepeat, that if it was as clear to my 
mind that $30,000,000 were necessary. as: It'is 


esë: $3,000,000 are indispensable, I would 
é thirty millions fór the purpose. T would: 
70 rée hundred. milli6ns if ‘necéssary. -We 
@o not know that we shall always be-at peace; I 
tfust in Heaven that we may bes but it is the 
patt‘of wisdom, the’ part of prudence; and the. 
‘part of patriotism, to be prepared for emergencies.” 
‘This is a peace measure. Let the nations of the-} 
earth ‘know. that we'are in a condition to defend 
‘ourselves from any attack they may ‘make upon 
us, and; my word for it, they will deliberate long, 
‘cautiously, and carefully, before they make up 
‘their minds to enter into a collision with us. 

These are the facts which I proposed to pre- 
sent to the Senate. I do not know that it is 
necessary for me to present any more. One 
point more, and I think I shall have done with 
‘this question, 

The Senator from New Hampshire referred to 
the profligacy of this extravagant Administra- 
tion—and God knows they have spent money 
enough—but it comes with a very bad grace from 
a man on this floor to berailing against the Admin- 
istration for its profligacy, when it is known to all 
of us that the President capnot spend the money 
unless we appropriate it. Now, how far the 
Senator from New Hampshire is responsible for 
this profligacy, Ido not know. I take my full 
hare of it. have voted upon all occasions, I 
‘believe, without exception, for every appropria- 
tion asked for that looked to the defense of the 
country. 

Mr. SEWARD. The Senator from New 
Hampshire has not been here during the time 
this Administration has been in power. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. tie was not here 
last year, but I think he was here during a por- 
tion of the time of this Administration. 

Mr. SEWARD. Only this session. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then Lguppose 
he is not responsible, but we are responsible. 
The Congress of the United States is responsible. 
‘That is where I want to fix the responsibility. 
We are all responsible, more or less—some for 
one appropriation, some for another. I takemy 
full share. I believe Tam about as profligate as 
anybody here, and I have never failed or refused 
yet, and as long as I am here (which will not be 
very long, I take it for granted from the signggpf 
the political times) I shall never fail to vot®®the 
last dollar in the Treasury whenever I am satis- 

_ fied that it is necessary for the defenses of the 
country. 

The Senator from New Hampshire says that 
$12,000,000 have been Pataca for these pur- 
poses last year, and he fell into a most extraor- 
dinary error there. lam sorry that he is not 
here to correct himself, because I do not believe 
that he meant either to misrepresent or to do in- 
justice to anybody. I think it was an evidence 
of the truth of his candid confession at the be- 
ginning, that he did not know much about what 
he said. Thisis the statement to which I allude: 

“This manufacture has been going on—1 have only given 
you a very small sample—in this unprecedented manner | 
A million of dollars a month has been expended by the | 
Secretary during the whole year, for the expenses of his 
Department amount. to $12,000,000. With this enormons 
manufacture of arms he now comes and asks for $3,000,000 
in addition to the very many millions he has already had. 
Now, sir, | put it to the Senate and to the country--[ put 
it emphatically to those members of the Senate who mean 
to arraign the present Adiinistration in the coming cam- 
paign for its profligacy, its extravagance, and its gross ex- 
penditure of the public money, and Fask them if they are 
willing to take the responsibility of voting this additional 
sum to the President under these circumstances ??? 


He calls on all here who intend to oppose this 
Administration and to arraign it on the score of 
its profligacy and extravagance, to know whether | 
or not they are prepared to vote these $3,000,000? 
How far that may be just, or generous, or liberal, 
or magnanimous, I leave the Senator to determine 
for himself. It strikes me as a very strange and 
extraordinary argument to be addressed to the 
gentlemen of this body, acting here upon their | 
responsibilities to the country. Will you be 
deterred from voting an appropriation for the 
defense of the country, because you desire to 
attack the Administration on the score of extrav- 
agance? ‘That may comport with the notions of ji 
patriotism entertained by some gentlemen, but it 
‘does not come up to the standard which-I have |! 
erected for myself. Tam ready t@gattack this or if 


ti bill No. 327, with an amendment in the nature 


necéssary for the defense of the country, 


| by the select committee in the matter of the 


| South Carolina shall have concluded his remarks. | 


any other Administration when it is wrong, but | 
I shall not be driven from voting appropriations |i 


they afford an occasic 

ing the Administration 
. “But, sir, iñ what- L h 
assumes. a very stra 
convey the impressio O have x 
expended.in the manufacture of arms during the 
last year. Is that so? Nothing could be more 
foreign to the fact... The truth is, that only 
$1,100,000'a year has been expended during the 
last ten years for the purchase and manufacture 
of arms, and of that sum €200,000 has been 
appropriated to the distribution of arms among 
the States, leaving the small amount of $900,000 
a year for the construction, manufacture, and 
repair of arms, and the purchase of ammunition, 
Instead of $12,000,000 a year, the amount falls 
below $1,000,000.. Instead of $12,000,000 it is 
but $900,000. 

But, Mr. President, 1 perceive that the honor- 
able chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
is becoming impatient, and therefore, with this 
brief presentation of the facts, I submit the ques- 
tion to the Senate. I believe the appropriation 
to be demanded by the best interests of the coun- 
try, for its sec or its peace, for its protec- 
tion when war% come, and therefore I am 
ready to voté for the bill. 

Mr. WELLER. 1 now move that the further 
consideration of this bill be postponed until Mon- 
day. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish to ask the honorable 
Senator from California whether the amendment į 
which was promised when the bill was under 
consideration some time ago has been proposed 
or printed? 

Mr. WELLER. The amendment was pre- 
sented and adopted, but the bill has not been 
printed since the amendment was offered. There 
will be some very material amendments submitted 
on Monday, and therefore we shall gain nothing 
by printing the bill now. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion of Mr. MALLORY, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; and after some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, July 16, 1856. 


The louse met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Danier Waroo. 


anda pretext for attack- 


ave: just read the Senator | 
osition. His remarks 


The SPEAKER stated the question first in 
order to be on the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. CampsELL,] to lay on the table the 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the House | 
agreed to the preamble to the resolutions reported | 


assault on Senator SUMNER. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, | 
on the subject of the alteration of the cent coinage; 
which was referred to the Committee of Ways | 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DENVER. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to report back Senate 


of a substitute. I ask that this bill may be now 
received, for various reasons. ' 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, and Mr. DEAN, 
objected, and called for the regular order of 
business. 


THE ASSAULT ON SENATOR SUMNER. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Understanding | 
that the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. | 
Keirt} wishes to be heard onthe motion to re- | 
consider, I will withdraw the motion to lay that | 
motion on the table for the present, with the ex- | 
pectation of renewing it after the gentleman from | 


Mr. KEITT then addressed the House for an! 
hour. He concluded by saying that he had sent 
his resignation to the Governor of South Carolina, 
to take effect when he announced it to the House, 
and that he was no longer a member of this Con- 


gress. Mr. K.then retired from the Hall. His 


hat $12,000,000 ave been if : 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 


speech will appear in the Appendix. 


“Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. ew. my 
tion to lay on the table the motion to recon: 
the vote by which the preamblgge the resol 
was adopted. i O O Ero , 


he question was taken;.and the motio 


GE FROM THE PRESIDEN 
A me yin writing, was receiyed. fi 
Président of the United States, by Srp. 
srek, his Private Secretary... 0 
Also, a message notifying the, óu 
President had approved and signed i 
No. 13) granting the right of way tothe St.. 
and Iron Mountain railroad’ through the arse 
magazine, and Jefferson barracks tracts... 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE...’ 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Dicxiys, their. Secretary, announcing”, thar 
the Senate had passed an act to amend an act en: © 
titled “An act to promote’ the. efficiency of the - 
Navy;’’ in which he was directed to ask. the con: 
currence of the House. © PERAS E rs 

Also, that the Senate had passed abill of this 
House, for the construction of. i m; Fort 
Ridgley, in: the Territory.of M to “the 

he Ter- 


South Pass-of the Rocky Mountains, 
ritory of Nebraska. : : 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as“truly enrolled: bills and 
a joint resolution of the following titles; when 
the Speaker signed the same: ee We as 

An act to grant to L. J. Horner and children 
a section of land in Oregon; ` : a 

An act for the reltef of the legal representatives 
of Captain Joseph H. Whipple, deceased; 

An act for the relief of Jacob Price, of Jeffer- 
son county, Virginia; ae? pene 

An act for the relief of Captain J.P. Hatch, 
of the United States Army; and Ter l 

Joint resolution for the relief of Dr. William 
P. A. Hail, late of the Tennessee, volunteers in 
the Mexican war. A ee ae 

ILLINOIS CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE.” 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I now. call up 


for consideration the report of the Committee of ` a 


Elections on the contested-election case from the . 
Sme of Ilinois, between Messrs. Archer and 

len. i 

The resolutions reported by the Committee of 
Elections were read, as follows: fe a 

Resolved, That James C. Allen. was not elected, andis 
not entitled to a seat in this Rouse. GS pe 

Resolved, That William B. Archer was elected, and'is 
entitled to a seat in this House. ; í 

Mr. WASHBURN then briefly addressed. the 
House in support of the report-of the committee. 

Mr. ALLEN followed, and spoke for an hour 
in defense of his right to the seat: "The speeches 
aré withheld for revision, and will be published 
in the Appendix. ; 

Mr. EDIE. I donot desire to make a speech. 
I merely wish to announce to the House that: I 
have paired off for a week from next Monday 
with the gentleman from South Carolina, Mr. 
Orr, and that my.colleague, Mr. Mituwarp, has 
paired off for the next week. with the géntleman 
from South Carolina, Mr. Boycg. a 

Mr. CUMBACK. J ask the consent of th 
House to present a couple of petitions, that they 
may be referred to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is it necessary to bring 
them in here? ` maa Soke i 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. WAKEMAN.) | 
The Chair is of opinion that it is not necessary. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I object fo everything 
out of order. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. I will say to the House that I 
shall, if there be no objection, publish with my 
remarks some additional statements. i 

Mr. HARLAN. J will say to the gentleman 
from Illinois, and to the House, that the contest- 
ant will be very happy, if the House will consent, 
that the gentleman from Illinois shall be permitted 
to go on and make any further statements upon 
this queStion which he desires to-make, so that 
the contestant may have an opportunity of -hear- 
ing here all that he desires tosay. If the House 
will consent, that will be entirely agreeable to the 
contestant. [Cries of ‘ Agreed !’’] 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wil not object; 


as the 
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gentleman from Illinois is one of theparties inter- 
ested in this controversy; but otherwise I should 
object. : ng 

r. NORTON. {trust that when the leave is 
given to my colleague, it will also be understood 
‘that the contestant shall have-leave to make any 
statements to the House that he desires to make. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Before the gentleman 
from Illinois proceeds; E desire to. ask the chair- 
man of the Committeé’of Elections.if he designs 
pressing these resolutions to a vote this evening? 

Mr. WASHBURN: T hope that what discus- 
sion is to take place on the resolutions, will take 
place this evening. =I do not propose that a vote 
shall be taken upon the resolutions this evening, 
but I give notice that, when the discussion shall 
have closed to-day, I will move to postpone the 
further consideration of the question antil to-mor- 
row at one o’clock, when, if I can get the floor, 
I shall move the previous question. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I would suggest to the 
gentleman from Maine, thatit should be the gen- 
eral understanding that he shall not call up this 
matter in the morning until the committees shall 
have been called one hour for reports; then let 
him move the previous question, and dispose of 
these resolutions. : i 

Mr. NORTON. I hope this debate will not be 
closed to-morrow at one o'clock. This is an in- 
teresting case, and an important one to the people 
of Ilinois.. I wish to be heard upon it, but there 
is very little prospect of my being heard by the 
House this evening, and J prefer to be heard in 
the morning. : ` 

Mr. WASHBURN. Let the gentleman go on 
now, and make his speech. 

Mr. NORTON. I should prefer not to. go on 
now. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I fecl it due to say, that so 
far as I am concerned, I shall in the morning de- 
mand the regular order of business. If this mat- 
ter is the regular order, I shall insist on proceed- 
ing with it at once in the morning. 

Mr. ALLEN. Idesire to say to the House 
that I am too much fatigued to speak any more 
this afternoon, and will not, therefore, avail my- 
self of the leave of the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I suppose thas the contest- 
ant will be permitted, if he desires it, to address 
the House. If it be necessary, I will make a 
motion that he be permitted to address the 
House now. < 

Mr. HARLAN. I desire to know if it is the 
purpose of the gentleman from Alabama to con- 
fine the contestant to the present time, or shall 
he speak at his option? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Let him speak the same 
time as the sitting member. I did not intend by 
my motion, to limit him to any time, but only to 
give him an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. NORTON. Iunderstood that unanimous 
consent was given, some time ago, that the con- 
testant should be heard. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so 
understood. : 

Mr. STEPHENS. As no gentleman seems 
inclined to go ön this evening, I move that the 
House adjourn, 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
nays on that motion. 

‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURN. When I called for the 
yeas and nays, I understood that the gentleman 
from Illinois. (Mr. ALLEN] desired to continue 
his remarks this evening, but he has given up 
any such idea. l do not interpose any objection 
to the adjournment. 

Mr. ALLEN. It would afford me much 

leasure to speak to one or two more points, but 
Tam exhausted, and unable to protéed: 
Let us notadjourn, but go 


I demand the yeas and 


Several MEMBERS. 
on with this case. 

Mr. HOUSTON, The gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. ALLEN] is exhausted, and unable to go on, 
and yet he is called to proceed with his speech 
this evening, if he intends to make any further 
remarks under the consent granted by the House. 
When the contestant is granted leave to address 
the House, he is not to proceed to-night. Oh, 
no! his remarks are to be postponed until to- 
morrow. My motion was an honest and a candid 
one; and if the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ALLEN] desires to continue his remarks, I do not 
understand why there should be objection. 


‘sh 


journ, and it was agreed:to; and.thereupon (at 
i three o’clock, p. m.) the House adjourned until 
to-morrow at twelve o’clggk, m5 


IN SENATE. 
Tuourspay, July 17, 1856. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. Í 


| The PRESIDENT pro tempore Jaid before the 
Senate a message from the President of the Uni- 
| ted States, transmitting a copy of a letter of the 

27th November, 1854, from the Commissioners 
of the United States in China, and of the regu- 
lations, orders, and decrees which accompanied 
it, for such revision thereof as Congress may 
| deem expedient, pursuant tothe sixth section of 
| the act approved 11th August, 1848; which was 
referred to the Committee J oreign Relations, 
| and ordered to be printed: 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of 
George Washington Greene, praying Congress 
to authorize a subscription to a work which he 
proposes to publish, containing the correspond- 
ence of Major General Greene, of the army of 
the Revolution; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. * 

Mr. FISI presented additional papers in rela- 
tion to the petition of J. Hosford Smith; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PUGH Presented the petition of J. H. 
Piatt, praying that the pension due to Lewis 
Piatt, a revolutionary soldier, may be paid to his 
heirs; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of George Col- 
vin, who was a soldier in the Indian war of 1794 
and 1795, praying to be allowed a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of T. Winslow 
| Gordon, in behalf of the American Medical Asso- 
ciation, praying Congress to make an appropria- 
tion, and to appoint a committee for the purpose 
of investigating the etiology and pathology of 
epidemic cholera; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

A motion to print the memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. FISH presented a petition of Robert M. 
Stratton and others, praying that they may be 
authorized to contract with the Government for 
carrying the United States mails between New 
York, St. Thomas, Barbadoes, Demarara, and 
Para, ın first-class steamships; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
| Post Roads. 

DRAMATIC COPYRIGHT LAW. 


Mr. BAYARD. Iask the consentof the Sen- 
ate to move a reconsideration of the bill which was 
passed yesterday for the amendment of the copy- 
right law, with a view to the correction of gram- 
| matical errors merely, the correction of which is 
essential in order to make the bill intelligible. I 
move the reconsideration for that purpose. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BAYARD. The amendment is to insert 
after the words, “perform or represent,” the 
words, ‘‘ the same,’’ and after the word ‘f cause,” 
the word “it.” 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill 
| (S. No. 239) supplemental to an act entitled “* An 
act toamend the severalacts respecting copyrights, 
approved February 3, 1851,” as amended, was 
| passed. 

NAVAL RETIRING BOARD. 


Mr. TOOMBS. 
joint resolution, which I shall call up at some 
time to suit the convenience of the Senate. 

! Leave was granted to introduce the joint reso- 
lution; which was read a first time, and ordered 
ito a second reading. It is as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Reprosentatives in } 


The qüestion was taken on the motion to ad=/| 


I wish to lay on the table a || 


Ath. Resolved, That the finding of the late naval board 
approved and executed by the President of the United 
States, in the case of Lieutenant Washington A. Bartlett, 
violated these constitutional rights of the accused, and is 
therefore null, void, and of no effect. 


EXTENSION OF CAPITOL GROUNDS. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire.to make a report from 
the Committee on the Distiict of Columbia. 
communication from the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings, relative to the purchase of certain lots 
adjacent to the Capitol grounds, and the price 
at whith they are held by the owners, was some 
time since referred to that committee with in- 
structions to make certain inquiries. . They have 
had the subject under consideration, and have 
instructed me to report that they will move an 
amendment for that purpose to the civil appropri- 
ation bill when it shall be under consideration. 
The amendment is rather long, and I present it 
now, so that it may be printed and laid.on the 
desks of members. f 

Mr. PRATT. I would suggest that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings, if 
that course meets the approval of the chairman 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BROWN. I have no. objection: to its 
taking that reference, so that it be printed. We 
had to take cognizance of the subject, inasmuch 
as it was referrgd to us. i 

The amendment was referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings, and ordered to be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PUGH asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolution rel- 
ative to the building for the custom-house and 
post office at Toledo, in the State of Ohio; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEWARD asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill a No. 
386) to amend the several acts now in force in 
relation to the Patent Office; which was read a 
first time. 

Mr. SEWARD. I understand that the Com» 
mittee on Patents, although they have reported a 
general bill, have some amendments under con- 
sideration. I therefore move to refer:this bill to 
the Committee on Patents, and that it be printed. 

The bill was.read a second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BROWN. I move to postpone the prior 
orders, with a view of taking up the husiness of 
the District of Columbia. If the motion prevails, 
ĮI shall first ask for the consideration of the bill 
in reference to the District armory. 

Mr. MALLORY. Ido not wish to interfere 
with the District business. I wish to proceed 
with that, as this day was set apart for it, but I 
should like a short executive session. I move, 
therefore, that the Senate now proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi yield the floor? 

Mr. BROWN. Yes, sir. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion of Mr. MALLORY, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business, 
and after some time spent therein the doors were 
reopened. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Cuttom, their Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker had signed the following, enrolled bills 
and joint resolution; which thereupon received 
the signature of the President pro tempore: 

An act for the relief of Jacob Price, of Jefferson 
county, Viz 5 

An act fof% relief of Captain J. P. Hatch; of 
the United States Army; 


July 17. 


». An act for the telief of the legal representatives 


€ Captain Joseph H. Whipple, deceased; < 
? An'act to Siani to L.J he orner and.children 


a section of land in Oregon; and o o on $ 
A resolution for the relief. of: Dr. William P: 
A. Hail, late-of the ‘Tennessee volunteers in the 
Mexican war. ZEU os ea See ae 
APPALACHICOLA AND BAINBRIDGE 1 


- Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on:the’Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom the subject was 
referred, reported a bill (S. No. 387). providing 
for the regular transmission of the mail on route 
No. 6842, and asked for its immediate considera- 
tion, 
The bill was read the first and second times. 
It proposes to authorize the Postmaster General 
to allow to George Bucknam, $20,000 per annum, 
for the residue of his term for his mail contract 
on the route between Bainbridge, Georgia, and 
Appalachicola, Florida, . 
a Mr. BRODHEAD. How much does it appro- 
sriate—#20,000 ? : 

Mr. YULEE. There is an estimate accom- 
panying the bill. 

Mr. CASS. I should like to hear some reasons 
for the appropriation. Is there any report from 
the Post Office Department on the snbject? 


Mr. YULEE. ‘There 1s a report from the com- 
‘mittee, . 
Mr. CASS. Is there any application from the 


Post Office Department. 

Mr. YULEE. I will state the facts of the ¢ase. 
‘Appalachicola is the third cotton port on the Gulf 
of Mexico, and is accessible, with convenience, 
only by water. The mailis transported from Bain- 
bridge, a distance of nearly two hundred ahd ten 
miles. Inthe midstof the cotton season, the con- 
tractor having taken the service for a sum (about 
$9,000) which proved to be entirely inadequate to 
sustain the line, was on the eve of total failure. The 
citizens of the place, in view of the imminent ne- 
cessity for such interference, united in purchasing 
a couple of boats, and paced them in the service, 
taking a transfer of the contract from the ori- 
ginal contractor. Upon investigation it was found 
they were doing the service at a loss of $27 000 
per annum. 1f the contract had been annulled, 
and the Postmaster General obliged to open pro- 

osals for further service, the mail might have 

een suspended for a month or two during the 
most important business scason, and, to insure 
good service, would probably have had to pay a 
much larger amount than we have agreed upon 
with the agent of the citizens. We have agreed 
to bear about $10,000 of the loss off their hands, 
they agreeing to continue the service for the resi- 
due of the term, in order to insure the regular 
transmission of the mail. 

The case, from various circumstances which I 
will not detain the Senate to enumerate, seemed 
to present a proper one for exception from the 
general rule, and which justified the exercise of 
a proper discretion in placing the service upon a 
stable footing. 

We found, upon examination, that the sum 
now allowed would bring the compensation for 
this service more nearly upon a par with the 
usual cost of similar service in the adjacent States, 
as wil be found in the instances which I will read 
‘to the Senate: 


“ For the steamboat service between Claiborne and Mo- 
bile, one hundred and forty miles, (much less in distance 
than this,) $21,929. 

“ Between Chattanooga, Tennessee, and Decatur, Ala- 
bama, for similar service, two hundred and two miles, (also 
less in distanee,) $19,500. 

“ Between New Orleans and St. Francisville, one hun- 
dred and seventy miles, (still less than this service,) $25,000. 

t Between New Orleans and Vicksburg, one hundred and 
forty-seven miles, $40,000. 

t Between Mobile and New Orleans, one hundred and 
thirty-three miles, $35,000.” 

We adopted a rate rather less than is now being 
paid in the adjacent States; and it seemed to us 
an arrangement necessary to prevent the failure 
of service at an importini commercial point. 

_Mr. MASON. I should like to know what the 
views of the Postmaster General are on this prop- 
osition. -Itake it for granted that there have 
been communications between him and the com- 
mittee other than verbal. 

Mr. YULER. There was no written commu- 
nication. The position of thes master Gen- 
eral was this: He found on exa 10n that the 


service on this route had always been exceedingly 


{| to redress.it himself. bu 


bùt he-had no power 


‘itregular and unreliable, 
the ordinary mode of 


annulling the -contract 
which in this. case was. a course likely to be at- 
tendedswith serious inconvenience. Fie was un- 
willing tomakean yr ymmiendation, considering 
thatitwas.a matt h addressed itself entirely 
{6°thedisévetion- gress. ae DE: 
Mr: BR WN entlemen. are willing tolet“ 
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object toit; but if any one desires to speak further 
upon it, I must moveTts postponement “until to- 
morrow. i x : 
‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It requires 
unanimous consent to consider the bill now. 


Mr. YULEE. I hope there will be no objec- 
tion. f 
Mr. EVANS. I do not know enough about 


the bill to vote on it understandingly. 
to its consideration now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then it must 
lie over until to-morrow. 


POST ROADS IN TEXAS. 


Mr. HOUSTON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads inquire ie: expediency of declaring the 


I object 


road from Palestine n Springs, Texas, a post route, 
and to report by join olution or otherwise; also from 
Indianola, by New Branveltz, and Middletown, to Freder- 
icksburg, in said State. 

DISTRICT ARMORY. 

On motion of Mr. BROWN, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 252) to repeal so much of the act 
of March 3, 1855, as provides for the erection of 
an armory in the city ‘of Washington. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

It proposes to repeal so much of the act of 
March 3, 1855, as directs the Secretary of War 
to cause to be constructed, on such site, in a cen- 
tral position on the public grounds in the city of 
Washington, as may be selected by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, a suitable building 
for the care and preservation of the ordnance 
and arms and accoutrements of the United States, 
required for the use of the volunteers and militia 
of the District of Columbia, and for the care and 
preservation of the military trophies of the rev- 
olutionary and other wars, and for the deposit 
of newly invented and model arms, and as 
makes an appropriation of $30,000 for that pur- 
pose: It also proposes to direct the Secretary of 

Nar to pay the contractars for the erection of 
the building such sum as will be a fair and just 
equivalent for any losses they may sustain on 
account of the passage of this bill; and if the 
Secretary shall find it necessary to take the 
whole, or any part, of the materials already pro- 
vided for the construction of the building, he is 
to cause it to be sold, and the money arising 
from the sale to be paid into the Treasury. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, so much has 
already been said upon this subject that I do not 
propose to add anything now except a brief reca- 
pitulation of the facts, so that those Senators 
who desire to understand the subject may have it 
in the most convenient form. 

During the last session of the last Congress, 
an amendment was reported from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, by the late Judge 
Dawson, then a member of this body, proposing 
to erect this building. It authorized the Secre- 
tary of War to superintend the erection of it, 
and the President of the United States to select 
the site of it. In pursuance of the authority 
thus given, the President. selected, through 
Colonel Craig, of the Army, a site on the public 
| Mall. At the opening of the present session, 
early in the winter, in February I think, the 
matter was brought to the attention of the Dis- 
trict Committee; and [, as chairman of that 
committee, moved a resolution calling on the 
| President to know what he had done under the 
authority of the act of Congress. This brought 
| from him the first official report which we had 
on the subject, stating that the site for the build- 
ing had been selected, and through whose agency 
it was done. The committee: believed that that: 
was an improper place for the building; that it 
was another encroachment upon a magnificent 


and. advertising. anew, | 


this bill: pass ‘without. further ‘debate I shall not | 


public reservation, which would: in: the “end, in 
their judgment, lead to. total destruction ofthat 
whole’ reservation...” ‘They, therefore, without 
meaning to rebuke the President—without mean~ 
ing to express an opinion that he had committed 
any. error, but, simply in justice, as they con- 
ceived, to the public interest, instructed. me-to 
reporta bill to remove the site. of the building 


from the public Mall to Judiciary Square. That 
bill canis ore the Senate, and was passed by a 
‘unanimous yote-on'a very brief explanation. 


The next day. the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Yurrr] moved. a reconsideration, after stating 
that the matter had. not--been fully understood. 
The motion succeeded; there being litle or no 
opposition to it.: He then-called upon:the Presi- 
dent fora second. report. After a considerable 
delay we had that report: When the subject 
came up for consideration’ the original bill was 
stricken out, and by order of the Senate the bill 
now before this body was reported by the com- 
mittee, there being, T think, upon the yeas and 
nays, more than two thirds for instructing the 
District Committee to report the bill in this form. 
' This is, therefore, not the bill of the committee, 
but the bill of the Senate reported, in obedience to 
the order of this House. I was: anxious, and 
was instructed by the committee, to ask for the 
immediate consideration of the bill. T did so, 
but the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Sroart} in- 
terposed an objection, and the bill was laid over. 
He assigned asa reason for his objection that he 
wanted further information upon the subject. He 
called for information; which produced the third 
message from the President. This occasioned 
some further delay. When the third message 
was sent in, I called the attention of the Senate 
again to the subject, and asked for the consider- 
ation of the bill. About this time my friend from 
Alabama [Mr. Firzrarricx] wanted still further 
information, and he moved a fourth resolution 
calling for further information. Long delay from 
one cause or another ensued. Some four or five 
days ago, certainly not more than a week, we 
got the last report. It has been printed, and is 
now upon the table; and I avail myself of this, 
the first opportunity in my power, to call up the 
bill for consideration. I make this statement in 
justice to myself, and the committee for whom.I 
now speak, to show that we have not delayed ac- 
tion upon this little matter any longer than we 
could possibly help in due deference to the wishes 
of gentlemen here. 

Now, I do not care again to discuss the merits 
of this question. Some feeling has been man- 
ifested in the Senate about it; why, I do not 
understand. A good deal of feeling has been 
manifested in the executive branches of the Gov- 
ernment; and why, I cannot comprehend. It is 
simply a question whether a public building shall 
stand upon a spot of ground which the Commit- 
tec on the District of Columbia believe to be an 
improper place; or whether. it shall stand some- 
where else? 

Now, sir, I say, as I have said before, that I 
do, individually, as a citizen and a Senator, feel 
a special and particular anxiety that the public 
reservations about this city shall be no further 
marred by encroachments. I see by the report 
| sent here in obedience to the call made by the 
Senate, under the,resolution offered by my friend 
from Alabama, that encroachment after encroach- 
ment has already been madc on the reservation 
commonly known as the Mall; and, strange to 
say, I find arguments based upon this very state 
l of facts to justify this further encroachment. 
Because you have taken off a slice of it on the | 
north side, and another on the south side, and a 
| little on the east, and some more on the west, and 
i thus carved it down to less than two thirds of its 
| original dimensions, you are now asked, as a 
i matter of course, to take off another slice; and, 
when you have done it, this will furnish an 
i additional argument for taking off a little piece 
more; and thus it will go on, until the whole 
reservation be destroyed. 

The object, andthe only object, which the com- 
! mittee had in view, was to arrest these encroach- 
ments, to stop them where they are, to proclaim 
to everybody interested, or who may desire-to 
take any part of that reservation for any pur- 
pose at all, that “this is a reservation designed 
| for public use originally by George Washington, 
held sacred for a long time, and afterwards a little 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


THE OFFICIAL PROCEEDINGS OF CONGRESS, PUBLISHED BY JOHN C. RIVES, WASHINGTON, D. 0. — 


SATURDAY, JULY 19, 1856. 


THIRTY-FOURTH CONGRESS, Ist Session. 


I beg Senators to pay attention to what I am now | 
saying. You are told it stands in a little angle, 
and that putting this building there is not gomg 
todoany harm. if Senators will take the trouble | 
to look at it, they will find that by putting up this 
building you are making two more angles; and by | 
and by you will be told, ‘‘ Here are angles, and if | 
you put a building here it will not do any harm,” | 
and when you put up these second buildings, you | 
will make more angles. Thus you go angling ) 
around all the reservation, until you have de- | 
stroyed the whole of it. \ 
Another objection is based on the ground of | 
the damages, and a frightful bill of damages was | 
sont into us here. Before a spade had been stuck 
into the ground—before a single lick had been | 
struck towards putting up the building, when | 
not even one fifth of the material had been pur- | 
„chased, a bill of damages was trumped up and 
sent into the Senate, under official authority, | 
stating to us, that by a discontinuance we should 


i 
ng only fills up alittle angle. | 
f 


be mulct in $25,000 or $26,000 damages, on a con- f 


tract of a litle over $28,000. 
Under this act, which requires that a just and | 
fair compensation shall be paid for what has been 
done, no such bill of damages ever can be footed. 
On account of the delaysrwhich have occurred 
here —and it was delayed against the earnest 
remonstrances and constant petitions of the com- 
mittee—the damages have somewhat increased, 
erhaps $3,000, or 94,000; or $5,000, Ifthe bill 
Fist introduced and passed had been let alone, | 
there would have been no damages, for nothing į 
had been done—not a lick had been struck. The | 
parties had purchased some materials in the way 
of brick and stone, which could have been taken 
by the Governmentat cost, and worked into other | 
buildings just as easily as they could have been | 
worked inio this. But these delays have occurred, | 
and the contractors have gone on and got up the 
first story of the building, I believe. Whatever 
work they have done, if the bill passes intoa law, | 
the Government must necessarily be compelled to | 
pay for. L would take no mechanics’ labor with- 
out paying a just and fair equivalent; but if the | 
building was finished—if the last brick was on it— 
if the painter’s brush had touched it for the last 
time, and it had been occupied, I would take it i 
down to the last stone sooner than allow it to stand | 
on this reservation. I would do more. If I had my 
way, I would take down the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution to the very foundation, and if I could do 
nothing else with it, I wouid pitch the whole con- 
cern into the Potomac, and send back the money | 
to Smithson’s heirs. Lwould not to-day give up | 


j 
f 
H 


the reservation which it mars—which it makes a |; 


perfect eye-sore in my judgmeni—for the whole | 
Smithsonian Institution and all the blessings it 1s 
But that 


tizen, but as a mem- 
If it 


of it. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. President, I be- 
lieve all here will bear testimony to the fidelity 
of the Senator from Mississippi to the interests 
of this District. He hes been vigilant in sea- 
son and out of season, so faras my knowledge is 
concerned, in regard to District interests. Ihave 
no purpose to serve in this matter. My sole 
object is to do what I think is right, and for the 
public interest. Confiding in the report of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, as I do 
in the reports of all the committees of this body, 


104 


{| there had been indiscretion committed on the part 


my recollection is that I voted at first in accord- 

ance with their recommendation, and I believe I 
voted for the recommittal, with the instructions 
proposed. From the statement of the committee, 
1 was impressed with the belief that the work 
should be arrested, and I thought that perhaps 


of Congress, in making this large appropriation of 
$30,000 for the purpose of erectingan armory here. 
f it were an original question submitted to me 
now, although the District is under the fostering 
hand of Congress, I should question the propriety 
of an appropriation, to this extent at least, for 
the benefit exclusively of the District. It has | 
claims, however, on Congress. We are the ex- 
clusive guardians of the District, and there is 
some propriety in furnishing facilities to the vol- 
unteer companies for the deposit of their arms for 
the protection of the District in the case of war, 
orto suppress mob violence. There are many 
occasions when it becomes necessary to have or- 
ganized companies, to be drawn on promptly and 
readily to suppress insurrection and insubordin- 
| ation. 
| Concurring as I did with the District Commit- 
tee, according to my recollection, 1 voted to refer 
the subject to them, with instructions to report 
pretty much the bill now before us. At that time 
I thought but little progress had been made in 
the work, and I sapposc@pch was the conviction 
of Senators generally. I did not imagine that it 
had proceeded to the extent which the reports of 
the War Department have developed. But when 
the report came in, showing the large amount of 
damages claimed at the hands of Congress and 
the advanced state of the work, it became a grave 
question not only for me, but for the Senate, to 
decide whether we should abandon the work, and 
abandon all guardianship over the District of 
Columbia, so far as providing them with an arm- 
ory was concerned, when to do so would cost as 
much money as the building itself. That being 
the state of the case, I thought it became a grave 
| and important question to ascertain from the 
i proper department all the facts that could be de- 
veloped on this subject. 

With that view, and for these reasons alone, 
(because no individual has approached me on the 
subject, and I have no feeling in regard to it,) I 
introduced a resolution cailing for full informa- 
tion on the whole subject, and particularly in 
regard to the extent and nature of the grounds 
known as the Mall. I desired to obtain all the 
information 1 could, for the purpose of enabling 
the Senate to act understandingly on this ques- 
tion. Now, if we abandon this work, what will 
be the damages? The various items are set down 
| in the document before me. I shall not detain 
the Senate by reading them, but they amount in 
the ageregate to the sum of 24.819 10. Idonot 
undertake to justify these items, but IE may say 
that they enumerate th 
window-frames prepared, the rock, the excava 


e bricks purchased, the || 


tion, and the cost of everything in a state of | 
| preparation to proceed with the work. i 

That information was in the report sent to us ; 
| upon a call made on the President of the United | 
States. 
whole amount of the appropriation for the con- ; 
struction and completion of the building. J asic : 
| you, sirpand I ask the Senate, if it is not a grave | 

uestion to determine whether we shall pay | 
25,000 damages, speaking in round numbers, | 
and abandon the work, or pay $5,000 more and | 
llet the work be completed? "That cstimate of | 
damages was up to the 1st of July, and the work 
fis still in progress. To show you how littie | 
| concern L have felt in the progress of the work, 
|I may remark that I was never informed until | 
i the honorable Senator from Mississippi disclosed | 
| the fact to-day. that the first storyis now erected, 
|I did not know it. I have not examined the | 
building. We may be told that this amount of | 
damages will not be allowed by Congress. Does | 


sir, that at some time, if we 


country satisfy you, 
will be successfully, 


decline it now, an application 


The damages lack but $5,000 of the |, 


| here as manifesting 


not your knowledge of the legislation of this | yo 


| matter? If they are 


made to some future Congress for this sum? “l 
have seen many bills of this character presented 
to the consideration of Congress, and rejected, 
time and again, and, after all, at some unpropi- 
tious time, Congress has been found to allow 
them. However unjust and exorbitant these 
damages may be, I tell the Senate that, if -we stop 
this work, we shall have to pay within a few 
thousand dollars of what it will cost to construct 
the building; and if. we do not pay the amount, 
some subsequent Congress will doit.. This esti- 
mate was for damages up to the Ist of July. 
Since then the partics have been at work, and 
are now; and if we pass this bill and send it to 
the other House, before it can be acted on there, 
the chances are ten to one that it will be com- 
pleted before Congress agrees to repeal the act 
and discontinue the work. f 

There were many considerations which induced 
me at first to vote for the reference of this subject 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
I am as anxious as the Senator from Mississippi 
to preserve the beauty of the public walks, and 
all that adorns this metropolis. I was led to 
believe that this building would mar the beauty 
of the Mall, and was put there for the purpose 
of destroying the public grounds designed to be 
reserved for public use. tt wasa matter that had 
not attracted my attention, and I doubt whether 
it attracted the attention of many Senators on this 
floor. We were told that the ground was laid 
out at the origin of the Government under the 
auspices of the Father of his Country. It was 
a subject about which I had but limited inform- 
ation: and I desired to learn all the facts connected 
with it. Now, what do we learn from the report 
of the Secretary of War? We find that the Mall 
originally embraced over three hundred acres; 
that all the south side of Pennsylvania avenue, 
from ‘Third to Sixth streets was a portion of the 
Mall; but that has been taken from it,and man 

arts of it have been cut off. A building, which 
is very much denounced, and which the Senator 
from Mississippi says is such an eyesore to that 
locality, has eighteen acres set apart for it by the 
action of Congress—1 allude to the Smithsonian 
Institution. ew Senators, I venture to say, have 
studied this subject, and really understand what 
it is that they are called upon to vote on. I 
thought at first that the Mall embraced simply 
the inclosed grounds in the neighborhood of the 
Smithsonian Institution. Nor did I know, until 
the report of the Secretary of War, that such a 
large amount of land had been made asa donation 
to that institution—eighteén acres. 

I do not design to go particularly into the report 
of the Secretary of War; but I tnink it due to him, 
due to the President, and due to all parties con- 
cerned, that the facts should be spread before the 
country. We have thrown on those officers, with- 
out their will or request, these duties; and if you 
will read their reporis on this subject, you will 
find that no public functionaries could have been 
more guarded and more careful of the public in- 
terests in selecting a location for an institution of 
this kind. You are aware, and so is every, Sen- 
ator on this floor, that, in the location of such a 
building as this, you cannot hope to satisfy all 
the local interests of the community. In our 
respective States there are conflicts as to the 
location of court-houses and State-houses, and. 
other public buildings. Our own experience 
admonishes us of that. Now, is no confidence to 
be reposed in the standing and high position and 
character of the officers having charge of this 
not fit guides, if their motives 
„and if they are to be held up 

feeling on this subject, I do 
not know whom we can trust. If you, sir, were 
occupying the high position of the Secretary of 
War, and your conduct had been scrutinized as 
the conduci of that officer on this subject has 
been, would you not feel an interest to have your- 
self well understood before the country?. I say 
u would, and so would every other Senator on 
ihis floor. What interest nas the Secretary of. 
War to serve in this matter? I have no idea that 


are to be impugned 
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the gentleman desires to throw any Blame on the 
Secretary of War, but that inference might. be 
drawn. That public functionary has performed 
his duty. His acts are the subject of public 
serutiny; and it is no more than proper that he 
shoud desire to put himself right before the 
country, and show. that he has discharged his 
duty faithfully and properly. ae 

Now, sir, what was the first. proposition pre- 
sented to the Senate in regard to this matter? It 
was to remove the armory to Judiciary square. 
That square is already occupied; and would you 
locate. a parade ground, and would you turn 
Joose the ‘roar of artillery, and the parade of 
troops and horses, in the vicinity of the hospital 
and the courts of justice? That seems to me to 
be out of the question. Where, then, is this 
institution to be located? The impression is 
thrown out that it is located on a favorite spot ; 
on the Mall, and blurs and destroys all the beauty 
of that public walk. Does not the gentleman 
know that the Mall has been laid off into streets | 
that streets are running north and south and 
east and west, through it? By the glance which 
I have been able to bestow on the report of 
the Secretary of War, I learn that such is! 
the fact. If the gentleman had used the argu- 
ments which he now uses, when the attempt was | 
made to run the canal through—if he had been | 
on the floor of the Senate and had used these 
arguments when Congress disposed of the prop- | 
erty contiguous to the Mall on Pennsylvania | 
avenue, from Third to Sixth streets, they would 
have come with much force. ‘Then a sufficient | 
quantity of land could have been preserved to ; 
insure all that the gentleman seems to desire on | 
that point; and in this desire of his I concur 
most heartily. : | 

Mr. President, F do not wish to detain the Sen- : 
ate; it is rarely that I trouble them; but as Ii! 
offered the resolution which elicited the informa- ! 
tion communicated in the last report of the Sec- | 
retary of War, because I felt that injustice had | 
been done to that officer in the performance of a ; 
responsible duty, Lam diaposcd to be particular | 
in stating the facts. The President of the United 
States has told you that he made the Iécation, 
Cannot we trust him? Does he show that he 
was indifferent to the matter. He says: | 

“The selcetion of the site was made after a full hearing | 
of the parties interested, and a personal examination by | 


Would you ask anything more of the Chief 
Magistrate of this Union? He says the site was 
selected after he had heard all the parties inter- 
ested. Ie gave his ‘directions to the Secretary 
of War on the subject, and the Secretary re- | 
ferred it to Colonel Craig. Colonel Craig tells | 


you, with great minuteness and exactness, the |! 
£ 


desire which he had to make the best selection | 


which ke could for the site. 
the points suggested, and he has detailed them ' 
in his report. Is all this to pass unheeded and | 
unobserved by the Senate of the United States? 
Be itso. I want, however, to put the facts right | 
and correctly before the country. Ido not sce 
that there should be cause for feeling on any side | 
here. I have no doubt that my honorable friend 
from Mississippi, and his committee, have acted 
according to the dictates of their best and impar- | 
tial judement; but the facts are presented to the | 
Senate, and we have a right to scrutinize and de- |! 
liberate on those facts, and to form our own con- |! 
clusion on them. {am frank to say thatif Thad | 
at first known the facts as I now understand them 


Mississippi in giving these instructions to the | 
committee. I should havetaken a differentcourse; ! 
and though I might not be willing to approve this į 
appropriation at first as an original question, | 
standing in the position which it does now, con- | 
sidering the large amount of damages which will | 
be sustained by stopping it, and under the full | 


‘to glance. over the manuscript. It was but yes- 


He examined all! 


terday I learned that it had been printed and for- 


. warded here; and being the original mover of the 


resolution, I felt anxiety to ascertain what was 
in it.. I sent for a copy and examined it. Now, 
Lappeal to Senators, if they have examined the 
report, and if they are prepared now to vote on 
this subject? I am not remarkable for my literary 
pursuits, but I felt it my duty to examine the re- 
port; and I say that the facts which it presents 
are eminently worthy of the consideration of the 
Senate. What does the Secretary of War tell 
you? What does Colonel Craig tell you? What 
does the President tell you? That this is the 
best location that could have been made in the 
city of Washington. You find, besides, that the 
Secretary of War says the location is isolated 
from the residue of the Mall by three streets, and 
is a portion of the Mall on which scarcely any 
other public building can be put. 

Mr. BROWN. The President never said any 
such thing; I must correct my friend; nobody 
has said so, because this location is on one por- 
tion of a seventeen-acre piece of ground, which 
is one solid mass. I am sure nobody has said so 
officially. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
but here is the report: 

“In the section between Sixth and Seventh. streets, by 
the change in the direction of the canal, more than one 
fourth of this part bas been permanently cut off and occu- 
pied by the canal; a part of it is rented out by the corpora- 
tion. and is now oceupied by Jumber, wood, and coal; 
while the remaining part is permanently cut off by streets 
from the other parts of the Mall,” 

I think that bears me out inthe assertion. 

Mr.BROWN. Istate again, on actual survey, 
that the piece of ground on which this lotstands, 
measures now about s@enteen acres solid, with 
no street running through it. It was originall 
a part of a much larger piece of ground, which 
everybody knows has been cut up by these 
streets beme run through it. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Well, sir, here it is in 
thereport. Itcontinues after what I have justread: 


& In a corner of this already permanently mutilated sec- 
tion is the site selected by the President tor the building to 
eontain the arms of the volunteers, the military trophies, 
and newly invented arms for the inditary service. tn the 
original design this section is divided into two parts by the 
grand thoroughiare heretofore noticed.” 


In consequence of the rigid and severe scrutiny 


I may be mistaken; 


on n : X i| to which these officers have been subjected, the 
myselfot all the sites suggested as suitabte for the purpose.?? |j 


Sceretary of War has in his report presented 
the facts minutely. F call for the reading of this 
document, Ithink it sheds great light on the 
subject. 

Mr. BROWN. Does the Senator ask to have 
that whole long report read ? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. - Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROWN. I object. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I ask that it be read 
as a part of my remarks, 

Mr. BROWN. [ do not want to charge my 
friend from Alabama with anything unfair, but 
here is a long paper which it will take all day to 
read. It has been printed and laid on the tables 
and desks of Senators. I object, and ask the 
sense of the Senate on the reading of the docu- 
ment, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I am sure my 
friend from Mississippi is wrong on the point of 
order. He certainly cannot object to the reading 
ofa communication which was called for by a 
resolution of the Senate. 

Mr. BROWN. The communication was read 


and ordered to be printed, and has been printed | 


by direction of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. But I hope that 
no Senator will suppose for a moment that an- 
other Senator has not the right to call for the 
reading of a communication in response to a res- 
olution of the Senate. That cannot be. 
mit the question of order. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secre- | 


tary will read the rule on the subject. 


conviction which £ believe to be the fact, that the | 
best selection has been made which could have |} 
been obtained in the city of Washington, 1 shail |! 
vote against this bill, i 

I dislike to detain the Senate, but I deem it due | 
to the Secretary of War that the facts should be | 
known to the Senate. It was only yesterday 
evening that I learned that his last report had ; 
been printed. I was nothere at the moment when 
it was presented to the Senate, and had not time 


The Secretary read the 14th rule: 

14. When the reading of a paper is called for, and the 
same is objected to by any member. it shall he determined 
by a vote of the Senate, and without debate.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question 
is, Shall the paper be read? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I wish to make it a 
part of my speech. {can read it myself if ne- 
corsar, but I prefer that the Secretary should 
read it. 


I sub- | 


i 


if 
| 


if 


-E July 17, 
Mr. BROWN. If my frien determines to 
detain the Senate by the reading of the paper, to 
which nobody will listen, I would as soon have 
the clerk read it as himself; but it lias been printed, 
it has been lying here 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Debate is not 
in order. The question is, Shall the paper be 
read? 

It was decided in the negative. i 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Then I shall have the. 
trouble of reading it myself; but I really think ït 
is a document which ought to be read. JT never 
annoy the Senate unnecessarily, and I should not 
have called for the reading of this paper now but 
that I believed Senators had not examined it. J 
never saw it until last night. [am not disposed 
unnecessarily to trouble the Senate with a matter 
that does not seem to be in accordance with their 
taste. My sole object for desiring it to be read 
was that the Senate should really understand the 
question. I assure the gentleman and the Senate 
that I do not do it for the purpose of consuming 
time unnecessarily, but I felt assured that, as it 
had so recently come here, Senators had not had 
time to turn their attention to it; and I deemed it 
proper to submit it. . 


Mr. BROWN. L 


et me ask the gentleman this 


i question: Does he suppose any Senators would 


listen to that paper, except one or two, if he 
should have it read? My objection to reading the 
paper is that it is a waste of time. Everybody 
knows that Senators are not going to listen toa 
printed paper of ten or fifteen pages. If my friend 
wants to make it a part of his speech he can 
do so. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Ido not want tò pub- 
lish it as a speech, but I want to set the Secretary 
of War right. 

Mr. BROWN. Nobody will listen to the 
reading of a long document like that. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I shall not trouble the 
Senate by having it read. I should like to hear 
it myself; but as a majority seem inclined not to 
have it read, I will not do anything against their 
wishes. I will content myself for the present 
with what I have said until I hear something 
calling for an answer. 

Mr. BROWN. I wish, in reply to the speech 
of my friend from Alabama, to say but a word or 
two in relation to the official document on the 
subject of damages, which has constituted tlie 
staple of his speech. Now, how is that enormous 
bill of damages made up? The official report 
says there is a charge of $33 97 for excavation. 
That was all the work that had been done which 
could not be turned to account when this report 
was made; and I assert again, upon my responsi- 
bility as a gentleman and a Senator, that when 
this movement was made a spade had not been 
stuck in the ground, for I went upon it and 
inspected it. Nothing had been done except to 
buy materials. What was the amountof expend- 
iture on all accounts when this report was 
made? The official report. shows that they had 


i expended for window-frames, rough sheds, 


wrought iron door-fenders, cast iron spouting, 
columns, bolt, blue rock, mortar, cement, bricks, 
&e., $5,534 80. The whole of that sum is for 
material bought, except $33 97; and whet do they 
report that they can get for it? They say they 
can sell it for $1,383 70. They have purchased 
articles for $5,534 80, which upon their own rte- 
port they say they can only sell for $1,383 70. 


| That is where your $24,000 damages come from 


so far. 

Now, what is the nextitem? Mark you, Sen- 
ators, they have purchased articles which amount 
to $5,500, and they have done $33 97 worth of 
work, The next item shows that they claim for 
damages $15,406, independent of loss on what 
they bought. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. State what that is for. 

M:. BROWN, I will read it. 

“ After delivering the above materials on the ground to 
the United States, on or about May 1, 1856, they then 
claim, (that is, on May 1, 1856,) should the order to stop 
work be received on that day, damages to the amount of 
$15,406.77 

Damages for what?. Damages for buying 
$5,500 of material, which can be sold only ata 
loss of $4,000. They have only done $33 97 
worth of work; they claim $15,000 damages on 
$33 97 worth of labor. 


That is your official report! Thatis the docu- 


1956: 
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ment which is sent here. That is the document 
which figures in my friend’s speech on this occa- 
sion. l will not stop there, but will go on. 
Listen! The next item that figures in the ac- 
count is: 

« On the supposition of the stappage of the work on May 
1, they make the additional claim of $100 per day until the 


final settlement, say iy three days after the date of the pas- | 
sage of the act, 3300.” 


Mr. CASS. Willthe honorable Senator allow 
me to ask him what document he is reading from? | 

Mr. BROWN, From the offigial report sent 
here by the President of the United States. 

Mr. CASS. I would ask still further whether, 
in that official report, they are merely enumerating 
claims of the claimants, or sanctioning them? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Enumerating them. 

Mr. CASS. So I supposed. 

Mr. BROWN. I will state what it is. The 
President of the United States was called upon to 
lay before the Senate the probable damages if this 
work was arrested. He sent the paper to the 
Secretary of War, and the Secretary of Warsent 
it to Colonel Bell, and Colonel Bell sentit to Bird 
& Company, the contractors. They made out 
_ this bill, and the President of the United States 
sent it here. 

Mr. CLAY. He did not indorse it. 

Mr. BROWN. Did not my friend from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Frrzparricn] indorse it? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. No, sir. 

Mr. BROWN. Is not that the staple of his 
speech? Has he not told you of the enormous 
damages of stopping the work? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
dertake to give any opinion about the correctness 
or incorreetness of the items of the damages. 

Mr. BROWN. I knew in the beginning that 
the very moment you probed this thing the whole | 
matter of damages would vanish into thin air. It 
is a paper sent here, I care not by whom, that 
the summing up might be looked at, and you told 
that you are to be called on to pay $24,849 10 | 
upon acontract for $28,500, when but $33 97 worth | 
of work hadbecndone. Thatisthesumming up | 
of the report, and that is all of it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly. 

Mr. FESSENDEN.  Itscemsthatat a certain 
period none of this work had been done, and the 

enator now states thatit has been carried on 
until one story has been erected. I wish to ask | 
whether it was not understood that this matter | 
was under discussion before Congress ? | 

Mr. BROWN. Of course. 


I said I would not un- | 


Mr. FESSENDEN, Was there any necessity 
for going on with it during that discussion ? ' 
Mr. BROWN. None, as lunderstand, except | 
that the executive Government determined to go 
on any way. | 
Mr. CASS. Did they not make a contract? | 
Mr. BROWN. They do not execute all con- | 
tracts rigidly. | 
Mr. FESSENDEN. The question is why | 
they did not stop at that time?, What was the | 
i 
1 


need of having the damages increascd ? 

Mr. BROWN, Twenty-four thousand dollars 
was the estimate then. I suppose the damages . 
could not have exeeeded twenty-four thousand | 


dollars in any event, when the whole building | them was $1,310 
s $1,310. 


was to cost $28,000. : 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Might not the object be | 


to increase the damages before the work was 


finally stopped ? 


Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, as I predicted i 
in the outset, my friend from Alabama has dwelt ii 
at large on the amount of this reservation which | 


has already been given up. He says you have | 
run the canal through it, you have run strects 
through it, and given portions of it for one pu 
ose and some for another; and he asks me why | 
was not here to object at that time. | will state 
to him the reason. { wosnota member of cither ' 
House of Congress at that time. So far as I| 
know, or believe, no encroachment on the Mall i 
has been made since I have been a member of: 
Congress. The location of the Smithsonian In- 
stitution was the last that was made there, but 


that was made I think before I came here. This | 


is a sufficient answer to all that argument, so far 


as it relates to me personally. it 
4 


I have only to recapitulate now what I have 


: and twelve window-frames. 'T 


i 
t 
t 
i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
4 


said before, that my objection to putting this 
house there is carrying out the very objection 
which my friend from Alabama makes. i never 
would have allowed the streets to go there. I 
never would have changed. the direction of the 
canal, so as to put it almost through the center of 
the western part of the Mall. 1 never would have 
sold out lots on either side of it. Inever would 
have put the Smithsonian Institution there. I 
would have the ground precisely as it was laid off 
by George Washington if I had had my way; but 
these things are not to be repaired now. All we 
can do is to arrest these encroachments when we 
may, and that isthe point I make before you 
to-day. 

In regard to the President’s message on this 
matter, my friend from Alabama comes forward 
to tell us what the President says about it. I 
have before me his first report, but from aught 
that appears on the face of it, the whole order of 
Congress was executed not by the President, but 
by Colonel H. K. Craig. That @ the first report. 
1 supposed when I got it that this thing had been 
done as Mr. Marcy writes letters abroad—in the 
name of the President. The Secretary of State 


writes them as he wants them; and he says, “ The | 


President told me to say so,”’ or * I am instructed 
by the President to do so and so.” A greatmany 
things are done in his name that he knows noth- 
ing about, aud which he takes no hand in. Itake 
this to be one of them. I had a right to think so 


| from the report which he himself sent to us. But 


I repeat again, that in the commencement there 
was no purpose to rebuke the President, no pur- 
pose to find fault with the Secretary of War. 
The whole object and aim of the nyovement was 
simply to rescue a reservation from ruin without 
rebuking anybody. With these remarks, I leave 
the subject. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. President, in my 
opening remarks I designed to trespass as little 
as I possibly could on the attention of the Senate, 
and | declined giving the items of the damages; 
but, as the Senator from Mississippi has given 
a partial account of them, I will enumerate the 
items. I concur with him, that $24,000 claimed 
for a few doliars expended for labor would cer- 
tainly be an exorbitant charge; but I think there 


is another, and more proper view of this question. | 
I must, forthe purpose of vindicating the parties | 


interested in this matter, say that I never took 
the ground that the Administration had indorsed 
these items. I expressly said they were damages 


| made ont by the contractors. They were sub- 
mitted as the damages that would be claimed by | 
| those who had undertaken the construction of the 


buildings. Idid not say the Administration had 


sanctioned it; for 1 presumed, as everybody | 


knows, that the Administration was well aware 
that they had no power to do so. F believe they 
are notin the habit of going in advance and as- 
suming power, especially in the payment of 
money. Ido not think that, among the faults 
charged 


to the Administration, they will ever be 


charged with that. The great difficulty with some || 


has been that they have been too economical. 


To show that my friend has not stated fairly the || 
account for damages, let me read a portion of; 
for one hundred | 
esc, I presume, |} 
The cost of |; 
he next is for rough sheds ; 
But let me give the | 


them. The first item charged 
had been bought already prepared, 


for work to be done in, $1098. 
statement: 


Statement of damages as presented by the contractors of the ; 


District Jirmory, E. Bird 5 Co., in their letter of April 
29, 1856, marked C, in answer to the resolution of the Senate 
i021, 1856. 

—'T'hey propose to tum over to the United State: 
on the ground of the Armory, as 


erty of the latter, 
or price by the contract is as herein, 
frames 
h sheds.. 
of wrought-iron doo rder 
iron columns, corbelis, cap: 
rought-iron bolts.. 

-iron spouting 
foundations, 


the ¢ 


Luside filling im..... 
25,000 common brick: 
Brown ent ston 

Granite pillar 
Granite door-silk 


3 


Amount by contract price... see see. $5,54 80 


s whereof |) 


ii Leaving the 


Nore.—According to the best estimate that can 
be made, the sale of the above materials at. 
auction on the ground would ‘not probably 
bring more than about one quarter of the con= 
tract price, If so much. Their value: to. the 
United States, therefore, from the best inform- 
ation we have, may be set down at one. quarter. Say 
Of the ADOVE ss. csecceecececcecveueeedeeeens LOS: 70: 

Leaving the remaining three quarters as a dam- 
age to the United Stutes on account of this 
HLCM viccccacsceeceerccensseneeecsrseceses ob 15E. 10: 


That is a little different from what my friend 


stated, Again: , 
Damagesto — Loss to 
pay Bird thé U. & 
g Co. 


Second.—After delivering the above 
materials on the ground to the 
United States, on or about May 1, 
1856, they then claim, (that is, on 
May 1, 1856,) should the order to 
stop work be received on that day, 
damages to the amount of....++ «$15,406 00 $15,406: :09. 
Third.—-Then on the supposition of 
the stoppage of tht work on May 
1, they make the additional claim 
of $100 per day until final settle- 
ment, say in three days after the 
date of the passage of the act... 300 00 300 00 
Now, does not everybody know that gentle- 
men who contract to construct a building of this 
magnitude are necessarily compelled to employ 
a large number of workmen, and make an im- 
mense outlay? They simply put, it at a rough 
calculation, at $100 a day. ¢ 
Mr. BROWN. What for? Will my friend 
oblige me by telling me what it is for? 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. For stopping the work 
from that time until the settlement. f 
Mr. BROWN. I will simply suggest that, if 
the work is stepped, the hands, as a matter of 
course, are discharged; the work. cannot go on 
any longer. It is not a work suspended, but 
stopped. I cannot see.any use in that. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. ` Let me conclude this 


statement: 


Damages to Loss to - 
pay Bird the U, $ 
& Co. 


| Whence, the total damages to Bird 


& Co., (supposing the work 
stopped on May L, 1856,) and the 
to the United. States, would 
ens 
Amount of damages and loss on 
May 1, 1856. .ceeeseeeee ve -$15,706 00° §10,857 10 
Nore.—In this ease of paying Bird : 
& Co. $15,406 — deducting the 
one-quarter for which the prop- 
erty would scll—the United States 
would, in fact, only pay them the 
difference, viz: $14,022 30. 

Fourth.—But then, on the supposi- 
tion that the work is not stopped 
on the Ist of May, 1856, they make 
the following additional charge, 
viz: The contract price for all 
work and materials finished or 
commenced between the Ist of 
May, 1856, and the date (un- 
known] they may be ordered to 
stop work. 

Nors.—The only means of ascer- 
taining the probatie daily amount 
of this item would be the supposi- 
tion that the work could be fine 
ished in about three-quarters of a 
year, or about two hundred and 
twenty-five working days, at the 
total cost of their contract of about 
28,800; which would give a 

_ daily expenditure of @128, be- 
tween the Ist of May and the date 
of the order of stoppage. And 
supposing some fixed day for the 
latter—-as the ist of July, 1856— 
then fifty-two working-days, at 
#128 per day, would give the cost 
to the United States, up to the Ist 
of July, 1856, of. .......$6,656 00 

From wihicli deduct one 
fourth the cost of the 
material of this item of 
materiais, which would 
belong to the United 
States, and would prob- 
ably sell at auction for 
that amount. s.. 


1,664 00 


erossse 


4 remaining 
three fourths as a Joss to 
the United States, who 
would, in fact, in this 
case, only pay Bird & 
Co. the difference, viz: 4,992 00 


6,656 00 4,992 00. 


|| Fifth. — Supposing, therefore, the 


order of stoppage or the passage 
of the law of repeal to he on the 
jst of July, 1856 ; then they make 
the further claim, from the date 


Ter sens eet 


1652 


of that order till final settlement, 
at $100 per day, say for three 
sdays, which, in this case, is al- 
ready charged above for the ist of 
Mayan cecees 300 CO 

Whence the: amount to be paid on 
the Ist of July, 1856, to Bird & 
Co., and the loss to the United 
States then would be as nearly as 
catr be ascertained from. their 
statement—- 


a tne 


Damage and loss on the Ist of July, 
185 « $22,362 00 $24,849 10 


Preeee ee Se eee Eee 


~ Presuming that the law will probably pass by the lst of 
July, 1856, no extension of damages to a later day is herein 
ingorted. 
“WASHINGTON ARSENAT, April 30, 1858. 
WM. H. BELL, Major of Ordnance. 
Colonel H. K. Crara, Chief of Ordnance. 

That, I believe, embraces all, making altogether 
ani aggregate of $24,849. I have never held this 
up ag a just account. I think my friend never 
understood me to say that I indorsed the account, 
or that any department of the Government had 
indorsed it. I took the ground that, if you re- 
jected the account and stopped the work, although 
this Senate and this Congress may never provide 
for its payment, yet I have seen enough in this 
and in previous Congresses to satisfy me that 
these claimants will never rest until they have 
the full amount allowed them. It is done here 
under the eaves of the Capitol, and it will be paid 
sooner or Hater if we stop this work. This is the 
turning point with me. If we have to incur this 
immense amount of damage, I say the cheaper | 
plan would be to complete the work and pay the 
additional amount of $4,000 or $5,000. 

As the Senator has objected to my reading the | 
report of the Secretary of War, I feel called upon 
to refer to some portions of it at least. I under- |} 
stood the Senator from Mississippi to take the | 
ground that this was not an isolated spot of land. 
Hear what the report says: 

“A number of these vards are on the same section of the 
Mall upon which the site was selected for the public build 
ing for che armory, military trophies, newly -invenied arms, | 
&e., and that section being thus already partially disposed |) 
of by Congress.” 

I ask the Senate to listen to this, and it will 
satisfy my friend, who supposed that I was in |} 
error in the statement which 1 made, that it was 
disconnected from the balance of the Mall: | 

« And permanently cut off from the other sections of the 
Mall by Sixth street, (the western limit of the control of | 
the corporation of Washington,) and by Seventh street on | 

| 
| 
| 


the west, cannot now be improved in connection with the | 
other sections, and it was deemed entirely compatible with | 
reason and propriety, and in exact compliance with the 
Jaw of the last session of Congress, that the President 
should select the cof this building on one end of this | 
section, completely isolated as it is on three sides by per- 
manent public streets, which cannot be altered without 
changing the original plan of the city.” 

Mr. BROWN. I understood the Senator to 
say that the piece of ground on which the house 
is to stand, is a little spot ent off by itself. | 
I have admitted all the time that this tract of | 
seventeen acres was cut off by a street from the i 
original two hundred and fifty acres, as the | 
Smithsonian part has been cut off, and as the 

art on which the Washington monument stands | 
has been cut off. It was once all a solid piece | 
of ground; but } stated twenty times over in the | 


. è . ! 
i temper, at least, in going on in despite of the ar- | 
going 


| carry their materials there and going on with the į 


Senate, that this seventeen acres is a solid piece. |) 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. I only say that if this ;| 
building was constructed on this part of the Mall)! 
it would not affect the balance, because it was | 
isolated by three streets which had literally cut it || 
off, and these are public streets, and so regarded. i 
Now, after what I have read, can my friend say |) 
that that is not isolated and ent off from the rest | 
of the Mall? Then whence comes ail this alarm 
about the effect which it is to produce on the |! 
beauty of the Mall? The officer who has charge of | 
the matter, and who has made a full investigation i! 
of it, tells us that it is entirely cut off from every |! 
portion of the Mall, and cannot be made use of |; 
in connection with it, The great argument of the || 
gentleman against the continuance of this insti- |! 
tution on these grounds is its effect on the Mall; |) 
that these grounds are to be f 
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nently cut off this piece of ground from the Mall, 
and it is not in the least degree affected by it. 

There are many portions of the report of the 
Secretary of War which I should like to read, 
but as the Senate seems disinclined to hear it 
read, and I suppose Senators are informed of it, 
and l was mistaken in supposing they had not 
read it, I will not be guilty of such bad taste as | 
to inflict on the Senate that which they are not 
inclined to hear. I have no duty to perform but 
to protect the public interest, and do what I be- 
lieve to be right in the disposition of this ques- 
tion; and hence, though I voted with the Senator 
from Mississippi originally to stop the work, the 
developments which have been made have satis- 
fied me that it would be injurious and improper 
to do so, and that the work can be completed 
within a few dollars of what we shall incur by 
stopping it, without any benefit to the country. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not feel any 
interest in this controversy going on between my 
friends from Alabama and Mississippi. If I un- 
derstand the conf@st between these gentlemen, it || 
is not so much on the merits of the bill as on the } 
location of the armory. If I understood the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi when he first called atten- 
tion to this subject, he did not take ground 
against the construction of this building, but his | 
objection was to its location. If I remember | 
aright his argument on that occasion, he was 
willing that the work should be carried on if the | 
location were changed from the Mall to Judiciary |, 
square, or some other point. I have no opinion 
worthy of the slightest considcration—none that 
I wouid trust myself—whether the location is the 
best one; nor shall I stop to inquire whether itis 
the best location. Iam willing to refer the ques- i| 
tion to the proper auth@ritics, and if they have | 
been hasty in their decision, let them reéxamine 
it. 

But, sir, Iam in favor of the construction of 
the building. 1 voted for it two years ago, be- || 
lieving it to be a proper building, necessary for | 
the safe-keeping of the publicarms. I still think 
so. I hope my friend from Mississippi will not | 
insist on abandoning it because he feels himself | 
aggrieved by the pertinacity with which these | 
gentlemen have proceeded with the work. J dare i 
say he is rightin that. I think they acted in bad |; 


gument proceeding in the Senate while the ques- 
lion was under consideration, and continuing to 


work. I think it was a little contemptuous to- 
wards the Senate, and I am not surprised that the 
chairman of the Committee on the District of | 
Columbia should feel it; but I hope he will not} 
allow his feelings to militate against the public | 
interests, or against the erection of a public build- 1 
ing which all of us conceived to be necessary only |! 
one short year ago. I want this house built. 
I hope the Senate will not sustain the proposi- | 
tion of the committee to repeal the act making an |! 
! 
| 


appropriation of $30,000 for this work. Assuming |! 
it to be true that it is competent for the President, | 
or the Secretary of War, or the District Com- i 
mittee, if you please, or somebody else, to select || 
a proper site for the erection of the building, letus |! 
leave the matter for the present, and agree to go || 
on with the work. If the sense of the Senate | 
shall be that the location is an improper one—and || 
such is the inclination of my own mind—and that |! 
a more suitable site may be selected elsewhere, or | 
that we have not a proper site on the public | 
ground, let us buy a site and erect a building for ; 
the purposes contemplated. 

Now, one word as to the question of damages, ! 
about which my friends seem to be in some con- | 
troversy. Ifthey will take up the subject quietly, |! 
without any feeling, they will see that there is no || 
great difference between them. TheSenator from f 
Mississippi maintains that the proposition 1s |) 
monstrous on its face; that out of $5,500 only |! 
$1,300 can be realized, and theiefore there is a loss || 


of $4,200. That is not at all strange, if he will: 
look at it quietly. These men have purchased ii 
these materials, and they belong to them. They |! 


for the military service, at private contract, at 
from thirteen dollars to seventeen dollars; but- 
when they come to sell them to George Law, he 
paysthree dollars. That is the invariable usage 
and the result of the Government speculating in 
property. Now these men, Bird & Company, 
propose that these articles shall be transferred to 
the General Government; and if they go into mar- 
ketas auctioneers to sell and dispose of them, . 
my opinion is that you will not realize even 
$1,300 for the $5,500, if you put up Uncle Sam in 
the market to sell the commodities. 

That is not althe trouble in this matter. There 
is a greater trouble than that. This very bill of 
the committee proposes—what? 


«That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed 
to pay to the contractors for the erection of. said, building 
such sum, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, as will be a fair ang just equivalent for any 
Josses they may sustain on account of the passage of this act; 
and if the said Secretary shall find it necessary, In making 
a settlement with said contractors under this act, to take 
the whole, or any part of the materials already provided for 
the construction of said building, he shall cause the same 
to be sotd, and the money arising from such sale to be paid 
into the Treasury.” ; 

Now, Mr. President, my experience, and your 
experience, and the history of this Government, 
shows that these contractors will get very nearly 
the original amount of the contract. Fhere is the 
case of Glover and Mather, who contracted: to 
carry the mail annually from Louisville to New 
Orleans for, I believe, $180,000 a year. That 
contract was taken from them by the Postmaster 


General. They came here to the Senate com- 


pleining that they were damaged by the arrest of 
the contract. That isa case precisely like this. 
What was the result of that complaint? The 
Congress of the United States passed an act that 
the Auditor should investigate the affair, and 
determine how much damage they had sustained; 
and but three days ago he allowed them $200,000 
damages upon their contract, which they never 
performed, on which they earned not a single 
dollar; for they never carried a single mail. Now. 


i you have a case in point. You propose to take 


this contract from the men you gave it to. If you 
pass the law that they shall be paid the damages 
that have accrued, my judgment is, that they will 
get very nearly the whole amount of the original 


i contract price; for they will throw all the mate- 


rial on the hands of the Government, which will 
be, in fact, a dead loss to the Government, and 
they will get paid for their prospective profits just. 
as these gentlemen did under the law of Congress; 
and under your bill they are entitled to prospect- 
ive profits. 

Now, I submit the question to my friend from 
Mississippi as itis. Į know he has no improper 
feeling about this matter. He feels of course that 
he has been treated with some indignity as chair- 
man of the District Committee. I grant that he 


| has been; and if he will only do a little swearing 


and cursing at those who have done it, I shall 
have no objection; but I do not want the public 
service to be damaged. I submit to him whether 
it is not best to withdraw the bill and let the 
building go on at some suitable point, selected 
by the Committee on the District of Columbia 
and the Senate. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator from Tennessee 
overlooks the only point in this case. This is 
not the committee’s bill, As I have already said, 
this bill was reported in obedience to an order of 
the Senate. I have no power to withdraw it, £ 
have no authority toamend it. Itis the Senate’s 
bill and notmine. They chose to reconsider my 
bill after they had once passed it, and ordered 
me to report this one in lieu of it, and now I 


| leave the Senate to pass it or not just as they 


please, for I do not care a button about it one way 
or the other, beyond trying to rescue what I con- 
ceive to be a public reservation from ruin. I hop 
we shall come to a vote. i 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Ido not remem- 
ber saying that it was the bill of the Senator from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. BROWN. But I was speaking of the bill 
of the committee, and the Senator suggested to 


I g reld up as great pub- i 

he grounds, which should be dedicated to pos _. propose to transfer them to the General Govern- i; me to withdraw it. How can I withdraw it 
terity, and to the age in which we Jive, and that | ment. Does not every man kuow that, when the ‘i when it is brought here by order of the Senate? 

all their beauty is to be destroyed by the mere |! General Government gocs into market with | Mr JONES, of Tennessee. I suggested 


ʻi 

: fies: a f E 2 al ` 
fart of the location of this institution upon them. i| commodity, they are always overreached? When || whether he might not consent to withdraw it. 
No one can doubt the fact, because itis in the |} 
l 


|i they have to buy, they are required to pay the || knew very well it was the committee’s bill, 


chart accompanying the report of the Secretary | highest price; when they come to sell, they al- | because it bears that fact on its face. I knew it 


+ r 
of War, that three streets effectually and perma- |i ways get the lowest priee, They buy mus per 


kets | was not the bill of the Senator from Mississippi 


1856. 


E. 1658 


but Ladhere to the original position which I took, 
and which, I think, the Senator cannot answer. 
The only question for the Senate to settle to-day 
is, not whether the location is a good one, ora 
bad one, because that we can change; but whether 
we shall abrogate the contract, and pay the 
damages, or whether we shall go on with the 
contract to build the house? That is the naked 
question; and it isa question submitted to the 
Senate, to decide which is best. My judgment 
inclines me to the conviction that, if you abrogate 
the contract, you will pay out the whole amount, 
or nearly the whole amount, of the original sum, 
in the way of damages, and get no house; whereas, 
by going on with the contract, you will get the 
house, and pay very little more than if you did 
not get the house. “You can do as you please; I 
care nothing about it. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, since the matter 
was discussed in the Senate some time ago, I have 
peed by the place where the armory is being 

uilt, and Iam bound to say that I think ita very 
excellent spot. lhat is my individual opinion. 
We are predisposed in this country to run into 
an excess of legislation, or rather we are running 
into the administration of the country too much. 
We are converting ourselves into a body of ad- 
ministration instead of a body of legislation. It 
js safer to give the executive officers the authority, | 
and hold them responsible, than to come to Con- 
gress in regard to every question connected with 
the location of an arsenal or an armory through- 
out the country, and other matters of that kind. 
It seems to me that this tendency is exceedingly 
unwise. I have seen it for many years, and con- 
sider it improper. In this case we authorized 
the executive officers of the Government to make 
a selection, and they have done it. Whaņis the 
objection to the location? My honorable friend 
from Mississippi looks to the integrity of the 
original reservations. I have not discovered, nor 
do | know to this day, that the places marked as 
reservations on the original plan of the city were | 
intended forever to remain vacant. I take it for | 
granted, from the structures which have been | 
erected and those contemplated, that it was not 
intended. lgo further, and I say that in my 
opinion the erection of buildings on many of them 
would be an advantage. If you were to put up | 
this armory,and twenty other buildings, on these | 
grounds, there would be vacant space enough in 
this city to suit its wants, health, and comfort, 
for generations to come. I think the Smithsonian 
Institution, instead of being an injury, is an ad- 
vantage to these grounds. | think that more | 
buildings would be advantageous. This piece of | 
ground is out of all proper proportion to the size 
of the city. 

I shall not enter into an argument on this ques- 
tion on such a day as this. I have no feeling 
about it. Ido not know these contractors from 
Adam; I do not know even their names; but 
allow me to say that it is the most natural thing 
in the world that they should go on with their 
contractif they had one, and notawait the action 
of the Senate. We have had the subject before 
us for four, or'five, or six months, and they have 
had a contract in their pockets all this time. We 


could not reasonably suppose that they would || 
blame them for going |; 
! tract. 


wait for us. No man can \ 
on. Ithink that we should determine the ques- 


tion now, at any rate, one way or the other. 

Mr. BROWN. 1 have only one suggestion to 
make to my friend from Michigan, He says we | 
are too much disposed by legislation to interfere | 
with the exccutive government. He tells us that 
the President was authorized to locate this build- 
ing; that he has done it; and therefore we have 
no business to interfere. Now, suppose the Pres- 
ident of the United States had located it on the 
square surrounding the Capitol: would you not į 
have interfered, and ought you not to have inter- 
fered? 

Mr. CASS. Ido not say that, in an extreme 
case of abuse, you should not look into it, and 
inquire. Isay youshould. If the President were 
foolish enough—I hardly know what term to 
give it—to propose to erect such a building under 
our windows, in virtue of any. discretionary | 
authority, we ought to stop it; but it does not | 
therefore follow that we should interfere in every- | 
thing. | 


Mr. BROWN. Then I do not see precisely 


į the contract, 1 


the line where the executive power begins, and 
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the legislative stops. If you have a right to say f 
to the Executive that he has made an improper 
location for a building, you havea right to change | 
it from one place as well as from another. Jf you 
have no power to interpose, you should not do ; 
it if he put the building directly in front of the 
Capitol. 3 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I wish to make an inquir 
of my friend from Tennessee, for I felt very meh 
inclined to concur in opinion with him on one 
point. L understand him to say that we can go 
on with this building under the law, and change 
the site without incurring damages. 

Mi: JONES, of Tennessee. No, sir; I did not 
that. 

r. PUGH. The damages will be as great in, 
paoor a change as in case of the stoppage of the 
work. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 said we might 
go on and construct a building under the original 
contract, and if it should be found necessary, on 
farther investigation, to changegthe locality, that 
might be done. The cost of whatever work has 
been done by way of excavation and the delivery 


8a 


of materials would be damages, and the material | 


would have to be carried from that point to such 


other as might be selectetl. I understand that the ! 
house is more than half finished; the materials | 
are ready to putin, the doors, the window-frames, | 
i| originated in this wise—thata place appropri- 


and other things. This can all be carried to a 
new location without loss, and the only damage 
we could sustain would be in the amount of cx- 
penditure for excavation, which I understand the 


Senator from Mississippi to estimate at $33 97, | 
and the cost of the removal of the materials from | 


this site to another, if it be deemed advisable to 
remove it. If you go on with it where it is, of 
course there will be no damages. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I should concur in that 
plan if I thought it practicable. But now | wish 
my friend from Tennessee to hearmy suggestions 
on that point, for I do not desire to enter into the 
discussion at large. „Although I understand that 
these contractors are constituents of mine, Ido 
not know them; f have no personal acquaintance 
with them; and J did not know that they were 
my constituents until I heard it just now. The 


Senator from Tennessee seems to think that we | 


have the power to do what he suggests. He 
must recollect that it takes two to make a con- 
tract. These gentlemen have a contract for the 


purpose of erecting a building at a certain site; | 
|| ington canal, 


now, how are you going to change it by act of 
Congress ? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. My friend cer- 
tainly does nôt comprehend the point which I 
make. I have not urged the removal of the site; 
I do not urge it now. l say, if it shall turn out 
on investigation that it ought to be removed, we 
must pay the damage that may accrue on the re- 
moval. [f, however, we have no power to annul 
the contract, or rather to change it to this extent, 
how can you annul it in toto, as proposed by this 
bill? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I agree that we have no | 
power to annul this contract without paying 
damages; an 
it will result in no building at all, 
because you must refer it to the same ofitcers or 
some other executive officers to execute the con- 
We here cannot execute a contract—we 
are not the proper body to do that. 


l 

t 

| 

H 

The proceedings of to-day are a commentary | 
on our assumptions of powers not properly per- | 
‘ 

i 

{ 

| 

i 

i 

i 

j 


taining to us. 
executive matter from an Executive Department, 


and we undertake to determine this appeal, with- | 
out giving the oficer an opportunity to be heard. 
Now, sir, all the powers of this Government are | 
not in the Congress, or the Senate of the United | 
States. We have an executive depariment pro- | 
vided for. ‘Lhe honorable Senator from Missis- | 
sippi, says that the site selected for this buliding | 
is nota proper one. The Executive Department | 
saysitis. Is the Senate of the United States a | 


proper tribunal to dispose of appeals of this || 


sort? The Senator from Michigan has’ well | 
said that we undertake to legislate too much, and | 
upon too many subjects. We undertake to say 
what kind of a gun shall be purchased for the ; 
Army, where an arsenal shall be 
an armory shall be located. W 
details when it is utterly impossible for us to do | 
it with anything like Judgment. That must | 


d if we undertake now to change || 


This is an appeal in regard to an || 
‘| thereby incapable of 


located, where || 
We enter into the |; 


be done by those who niake a personal view of 
the premises. Now, we aré actually about to 
determine this appeal, without ever having read 
the judgment of the tribunal. from “whose judg- 
ment we undertake to dissent. Weare to determ- 
ine this question upon appeal, withoutreading the 
judgment of the tribunal appealed from. Sir, 
am against it. E 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, this is a subject 
of which I confess I was entirely ignorant until 
this debate commenced, and, without meaning 
any sort of discourtesy to the gentlemen who 
have participated in it, I must say that 1 have 
not been much enlightened by the discussion, “I 
think my colleague, and the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, have displayed a good deal of excite- 
ment on the question, and the pointy to which I 
wish to direct the attention of the Senate are 
those to which my own mind was: especially di- 
rected, and upon which they did not enlighten 
me. 

Now, what was the original object of setting 
apart the ground? As I understand, from a very 
cursory and hasty examination of the report of 
the Seeretary of War, the original purpose was 
| to preserve all this ground as a public walk, 
promenade, or play-ground. I have learned 
something of the etymology of the word “ Mall” 
which I did not know before. It seems to have 


ated, in London perbaps, for playing with mall 
and ball, was called the Mall. I suppose itis a 
Saxon word. I do not think itcan be derived 
from any Greek or Latin root. I wish to call 
the attention of Senators to the map before me. 
Here, colored with green, is the ground which 
was originally reserved for the Mall. Now, I 
suppose the primary object was to prevent any 
building from being erected on it, and to reserve 
it for the recreation of the citizens of Washing- 
ton, and the itinerants who might be here. Sen- 
ators will see by this map how it has been inter- 
sected already. 

Mr. PUGEL. [ will call my friend’s attention 
to the fact that that original plat has the site of a 
house on it. General Washington intended a 
| National University to be on it, and it is so 

marked. 

Mr. CLAY. Now,I have before me a plat 
showing the present condition of the ground, We 
| find it intersected by as many assix streets north 
and south. Itis also intersected by the Wash- 
and it has been cut off on each side 
by a street. The subject of all this dispute is 
the erection of the building at the corner of one 

lat of the Mall, containing ten plats altogether. 
t appears to me from a mere inspection of the 
map—when we take into consideration the fact 
that the Mall is already dotted over with build- 


ings, that it has the Washingion monument near 
the river, the Smithsonian Institution next, then, 
conservatories and hot-houses near the Capitol, 
and that at various corners of it there are build- 


ings of some kind or other--that there isa great 


| deal of fuss about a very small and insignificant 


matter. Ido not think that the location of this 
building wili incommode any citizen of Wash- 
ington, nor interrupt his plays or pleasures in 
the public grounds in the slightest degree, nor do 


i| I sce that itis going to mar the beauty of this 


publie reserve, or play-ground, in any manner, 
Sir, I should like to inquire who are the parties 
to this contract? for, although there is said to 
have been great wisdom in the allegorical repre» 
sentation of Justice by the ancients as blind, and 
istinguishing the parties at 
all, I have always found that I could decide a 
case better where I knew the parties. I shouid 
like to know who it is that is taking such excep- 
tion and bringing such grievous complaints 
against the action of the President? Who are the 
parties to this controversy? Who is complaining 
about this gross abuse of the executive power 
about this gricvous wrong which is going to be 
inflicted upon somebody in the city of Washing- 
ton? [want to know who is to be injured by it? 
Mr. BROWN. I can answer the Senator very 
easily. I understand this public reservation, to 
be the property of the people of the United States, 
and not the property of the city of Washington, 
or any other city. I understand myself to bean 
American Senator, and to be charged in that 
capacity with the protection of the public inter- 
ests here. On my responsibility as a Senator, I 


helieved this location was wrong. I brought the 
Subject to the attention of the Senate, and they 
“determined thar it was wrong, first by passing 
‘the original bill, and then by a two-third vote 
instructing me to report this bill. .. When the Sen- 
“ator asked ime who is it that is charging the Pres- 
‘ident of the. United States with mal-action, and 
“mal-administration,and all that, I tell him noone. 
Idiffer with the President of the United States 
upon. a simple question as to whether this build- 
ing ought to be put on this reservation; and I 
ask whether I and other Senators have sunk so 
‘Jow that we dare not differ from the Executive 
upon a little question like this, without being 
called. to account and charged with arraigning the 
President at the bar of public opinion for mal- 
administration? I understand, sir, that I have 
‘the right, es an American citizen, as the humblest 
man inthe Republic, to differ even from the Pres- 
ident upon a great question, and much more the 
right to differ from him upon a small question. 
Yam his friend, but 1 thank the God who made 
me, I am not his slave. 

Mr. CLAY. I have not yet found or learned 
from the response of my friend from Mississippi, 
what I desired to know. JI asked him two ques- 
tions. First, who were the parties to this con- 
troversy, and he tells me that the American peo- 
ple on the one side, and the President on the other, 
are the parties. I asked him next, what was the 
injury complained of ? 

tMr. BROWN. I said this bill was brought 
here by order of the American Senate, and the 
Journal will show it. 

Mr. CLAY. Well, I want to know what is 
‘the injury complained of? I have not been able 
exactly to understand it. 

Mr. BROWN. If my friend does not listen 
better than he has done, he never will understand 
it, 

when they do not listen. If it has been said once, 
“it has been said a hundred times, that here was 


a reservation intended for the public use in this | 


a as great reservations in New York, Phila- 
delphia, Boston, and other cities, are intended 
there for publicuse. Boston Common is intended 
for the public use. The Park and the Battery at 
New York are intended for the public use. En- 
dependence Square in Philadelphia is intended 
for the public use. The Mall in this city was in- 
tended for the public use. Encroachments. as I 
“have said, have been, time and time again, made 
upon it by running streeis throagh it, by selling 
off parts of it, by changing the direction of the 
` canal, and in other ways. Flere was a proposi- 
tion to make a further encrosc# ment by putting 
an armory on it, I chose, as an American Sen- 
ator, charged with the protection of the great 
public interests in this city, to interpose my ob- 
jection to this location, and this further encroach- 
ment. | was seconded first by the Committee 


on the District of Columbia, of which | am chair- | 


‘man, and next by the American Senate. Now, | 
Thope that my friend from Alabama understands 
that the injury complained of is a stil further 
encroachment on a public reservation; and, sec- | 
ond, that this bill is brought here by me in obe- 
dience to a resolution of the Senate. 

_. Mr. CLAY. ‘With all due deference to my 
friend from Mississippi, 1 have not yet learned 
what I wished to know, and that is, the injury 
which will be inflicted on anybody or somebody 
by the erection of this building? 

Mr.BROWN. Whatinjury would be inflicted | 


on anybody by erecting a publie building on the || 


Common in Boston, or upon Independence Square | 
in Philadelphia, or on the Park in New York? | 
I have said that this reservation in this city cor- | 
responds with those in the other cities, | 


It is no wonder Senators do not understand | 


Mr. CLAY. The cases are not parallel at all. 
There is no sort of analogy between them. All 
the squares referred to by the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi are separate and distinct, and they are 
not divided by any streets whatever; they are 
one whole, Here we find the Mall divided into 
a dozen different plots of ground; and the one on 
which this building is proposed to be erected is | 

_ among the smallest of these piots, and it is to 
_be in one corner. I cannot see that it will inter- 
‘fere with the primary and original purpose of | 
‘ this reservation in the slightest degree. Ido not | 
see that it is going to obstruct the view; I do not | 
see that it is going to interfere with the walks, or 


impair in any manner whatever the pleasure or | 
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aggrieved, by petition. 


: the building being a nuisance, or that another 


| course there were a great many reasons, but that 
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affect the interests of any citizen of Washing- 


I can imagine some interest that is to be sub- 
served by removing this building to Judiciary 
Square. It may tend to enhance the value of 
private property round about that square; it may 
tend to add to the value of vacant lots there, and 
to increase the price which may be received in 
the sale of them. i 

Mr. BRODHEAD. That is abandoned. 

Mr. CLAY. Iam told the removal to Judici- 
ary square is abandoned. Then where is it pro- 

osed to remove this armory? It is manifest that 
if it is to be removed, it will be at-an expense of 
not less than $20,000 to the Government. It ap- 
pears, I understand, that you have expended 
something like $25,000 already in the erection of 
the building. Inasmuch as the ground has already 
been intersected by numerous streets—inasmuch 
as we have already several public buildings on 
it~inasmuch as the original purpose of the Mal} 
seems to have gen abandoned, 1 cannot see any 
reasonable obj@tion to constructing the armory 
there, and I shall vote for it. 

Mr. GEYER. I do not think this question 
has been placed on its true ground. If gentle- 
men will reflect for a moment I think they will 
see that Congress are undertaking to legislate 
where they ought to forbear. The inhabitants of 
this city, the proprietors and purchasers of lots 
in the city of Washington, made their purchases 
with a view to the plan. That plan indicated 
this ground which it is now proposed to occupy 
for the purpose of a depot of arms, as an open 
space. I do not inquire into the constitutional 
right of Congress to pass a law which will 
enable them to erect an arsenal or armory or 
any other public building on it; but I ask, is it 
just, when you have sold to individuals lots in 

the immediate neighborhood of ground which 
was to have been open ground, to provide by 
law for erecting on it a nuisance to them? 

Mr. CLAY. I understand that nobody is 
complaining of the erection of the building | 
there. It is not regarded as a nuisance by the 
people. 

Mr. BROWN. My friend from Alabama is 
very much mistaken. The matter was discussed 
here for four months last summer, and a vast 
number of the people of this city—I think seve- 
ral thousands of them—waited on the President 
and besought him most earnestly to change the 
location before making a contract. This request 
was refused. 

Mr. CASS. Is there any representation from 
any individual aggrieved to the Senate upon the 
subject? 

Mr. BROWN. I tell the Senate now, as I 
have told them before, that it is one of the great 
misfortunes of this body, that when you talk 
about things which are practical gentlemen will 
not listen. I once had here a printed book 
showing the correspondence upon the subject, 
and showing how many thousand (I cannot re- 
collect the exact number) of citizens here waited 
on the President with a written petition, and be- 
sought him most earnestly to change the loca- 
tion, and he refused to do it, 

Mr. CASS. That is not the question which 
lasked. I simply asked whether a representa- 
tion had come before the Senate from any man 
Every American knows 
where to come for redress, if he is wronged. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I desire to know | 


whether the remonstrances were on the score of 


location was preferred ? 
_ Mr. BROWN. They objected to it because 
it was a marring of an original reservation. Of 


was the preminent one. 

_Mr. FIFZPATRICK. But have any of the 
‘citizens objected to it on the ground of its being 
a nuisance? f 

Mr. BROWN. If my friend will apply to the 
Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Prart,} who has į 
the printed papers in his possession, he will see 
the whole matter. A great many articles were 
printed in the newspapers here on the subject. 

Mr. GEYER. Ido not think that it becomes 
us to be legislating so as to interfere with the 
rights of individuals, merely because they do not 


remonstrate. ‘Che United States have sold the 
lots in the immediate neighborhood of this ground. |! 


They sold them according to a plan, exhibiting 
it as reserved ground, and those persons had a 
right to the benefit of it. The value of their 
property is affected byit. Whether they remon- 
strate or not, the question is, is it just or proper 
in-Congress to undertake to impair the value of 
the property after they have sold it, by appro- 
priating what was designed tp bean open ground 
to the purpose of an armory and parade ground? 
Seventeen acres, J am told, are the contents.of the 
lot occupied by this depot of arms. Itis to bea 
parade ground; and persons who occupy lots in 
the immediate neighborhood are to have the mili- 
tary occasionally parading there. S 

It is said it will be a great nuisance to have this 
structure on Judiciary Square near the courts of 
justice, because it would annoy the courts. We 
do not consider how much it is to annoy the in- 
habitants; how much it.isto invade the privileges 
(to put it on that basis alone) of the inhabitants, 
who are purchasers of lots in the city of Wash- 
ington, according to the original plan, When 
we are attempting to erect buildings and appro- 
priate public grounds, I thini# it becomes us to 
take care that we do.not interfere with the rights 
of individuals, though we may have the legal 
authority to do so? We should ‘not interfere 
with their rights according to the-plan under 
which they purchased, and which is part.of their 
title. i 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Ido not concur 
| in what my friend from Missouri has said, though 
I always like to agree with him in everything, 
because he is a just and good man. I am tory 
to differ with him in toto on this occasion. In 
the first place, I do notadmit that when the Gov- 
ernment sold a portion of these reservations, 
it bound itself not to use the remainder of the 
groufid. My friend cannot show that. The Gov- 
ernment sold a portion of the property, reserving 
the rest, just as my friend would sell off a portion 
of his tract of land to me; but by doing so he 
| does not bind himself that he will not sell another 
portion, or that he will not build a house on it. 

The Senator from Mississippi thinks we have 
not looked at this matter. I have not paid much 
attention to it, I admit; but having been one of 
those who originally recommended the passage 
of the law for the construction of the work, I 
have felt it my duty to stand up now to vindi- 
| cate what I thought was right then. l maintain 
that the Government never came under any obli- 
gation whatever to the purchasers of these lots 
that it would not use the rest of the lots, or sell 
them, or devote them to any purpose it pleased. 
| No such thing can be shown in the record. Then 
that argument is at an end. These trespasses 
upon rights by construction are at an end, unless 
you can show in the deed that this was to be oc- 
cupied as a public play-ground, and for no other 
purpose. 

There is another difference between my friend 
from Missouri and myself. He seems to. think 
that the purchasers of these lots will be aggrieved 
by having the military parading in their neigh- 
borhood. If I owned those lots I would pay to 
| bring them there; and I venture the assertion, 
i that my friend’s wife and children, if they lived 
there, would rather have them there. Nine fam- 
ilies out of every ten would rather look at the 
soldiers than not. Instead of this being a nui- 
sance, in my judgment it will enhance the value 
of property in the neighborhood. It would with 
me at least, for the recreation which it would 
afford me of seeing the stars and stripes of my 
country occasionally. And in these days. of 
political degeneracy, when the Union may slide 
if it chooses, I think we ought to establish one in 


i sight of every house in the nation, if we can do 


it without any public expense. Upon that score 
I think the property in the neighborhood will be 
enhanced in value. If that is to be the test, rep- 


i resenting this people as I do, for I am a repre- 


sentative of the District of Columbia as well as 


| the Senator from Mississippi, I maintain that the 


people do want it, and E defy you to prove that 
they do not want it. I believe it would enhance 
the value of their property; it would stimulate 
their patriotism, and if an enemy should ever 
undertake again to burn the Capitol, I do not 
think he would succeed init. This is all that 4 


i have to say in reply to my friend from Missouri. 


I do not think he has proved his case. 
Mr. GEYER. The gentleman supposes that 


1856. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


there ig no obligation except it be created by 
statute or the letter of the Constitution. I know 
there have been a great many persons in the west- 
ern States, in carly times particularly, who were 
in the habit of making plats of towns and selling 
by a plat, and because it was not recorded, (al- 
though individuals were deceived into a purchase 
under the supposition that there was to bean open 
square in the immediate neighborhood of their 
lots,) held themselves. exempt from the obligation 
to keep it open and at liberty to make sale of it, 
supposing that they were under no moral obliga- 
tion to maintain it in the condition in which the 
represented it to be, at the time when they sold ıt 
to the purchaser. 

I takeit that, though there may be no legal ob- 
ligation on the part of the Government of the 
United States to keep open this ground—though 
there is no inhibition on us to legislate upon the 
subject, we ought to forbear interfering with the 
interests of persons who have become purchasers 
under the faith of the plat exhibited to them at 
the time when the sales were made. Edo not 
say that the Government of the United States 
may not constitutionally or lawfully erect build- 
ings there, but | do say it is a breach of faith, 
afier these lots have been sold by plan, to break 
up the plan merely because you have the power 
todo so. 

Mr. PUGH. Ihave a word to say in reply to 
the Senator from Missouri. It has been assumed 
throughout the discussion, that this ground is 
dedicated for some particular purpose. Thatis an 
utter mistake. The United States can sell every 
foot of it to-day. The deeds not only contain no 
condition, but they use words which my learned 
friend from Missouri must admit have received 
judictal interpretation, time and time again, to 
mean an unlimited, absolute fee-simple to the 
Government of the United States. The deeds use 
these words; the law uses the same words. ‘The 
deeds were before the law—they were made on 
no condition; the law is subject to no condition. 
The plat was not made till after the deeds and the 
law. The plat never was the work of the donors. 

Mr. GEYER. Iask the Senator, was not the 
plat made before the sale, and was not the sale 

. according to the plat? 

Mr. PUGH. I shall come to the point, But 
the first question is, what is the title of the Gov- 
ernment to this property? The title is as absolute 
as thatof the Senator to his own dwelling. ‘There 
is no trust in it. The lands were given to the 
Government for the Government to do whatever 
it pleased with them. | grant you, that if I lay out 
ten acres in strects and lots, and sell one of the 
lots, I am bound to keep the streets there, in 
order to give the purchaser his means of ingress 
and egress; butif I takea particular piece of prop- 
erty, and lay it outas this is laid out, with trees 

and walks, and a man buys another piece of prop- 
erty, not on the plan, but on the original place 
of the city, he acquires no right. 

All this has been settled by learned men before 
our time. One of the first Attorneys General of 
the United States gave his opinion; and he says, 
in so many words, that the title of the United 
States in this property is absolute; and that pri- 
vate persons have no right at all, and cannot 
complain at any change of the use. I allude to 
the opinion of Charles Lee, in 1799, which is to 
be found at page 4 of the Secretary of War’s 
report, (Executive documents, No. 88.) Another 
Atiorney General of the United States, Mr. John 
Breckinridge, (a very good name, and he was a 
very good lawyer,) gave an opinion to the same 
effect, in 1806; and Í undertake to say, there is 
not a court that would ever sit and hear an argu- 
menton the question, which would not affirm the 
opinion of those two gentlemen on the language 
of the deeds, and the language of the law. 

Now, sir, I intend to vote for this bill. I voted 
to instruct the committee to bring it here. I do 
not think we ought ever to have authorized this 
armory. Iam not prepared to vote for any such 
expenditure of the public money. Ido not be- 
leve in the bill of damages which has been sub- 
mitted. J think it is preposterous on its face, for 
these men to claim that amount of damages; but, 
if the armory is to stand, I shall vote to keep it 
where itis; for [think itis in the right place. 
Why is Judiciary square less violated than the 
Mall, by putting this building there? They are 
all the same thing. These squares are generally 


| 


called reservations. There is no such term ag 
«* Mall”? in the law, or in the deeds; it has been 
applied since. What have you done with it? The 
Senate saw the map exhibited by the Senator 
from Alabama, [Mr. Cray.) Was it ever intend- 
ed that this should be forever open? Why,a 
large portion of it was laid out in lots. 

Mr, FITZPATRICK, Allow me to interrapt 
my friend from Ohio. EF understand him to say 
that 
design to pay any 

Mr. PUGH. 
any damages. ; 

r. FITZPATRICK. Is the Senator aware 
that the bill contemplates the payment of dam- 
ages? 

Mr. PUGH. The bill says so. It provides 
that the Secretary of War shall pay damages, and 
I will pay damages according to the settled prin- 
ciples of law. 1 will pay these gentlemen the 
difference between their contract price, and what 
they could have done the work for. That is the 
law, and they cannot alter it by 
damages which they may make out. 
would have been their reasonable profits on that 
job? The whole amount was $30,000, and when 
they state their damages at $28,000, it only takes 
$2,000 more to build the house. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


damages. 
I do not say that I will not pay 


Mr. PUGH. It has been decided in the court 
that sits below us. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Butl wish to ask 
the Senator if the contractors, under this bill, 
will not have a right to turn over to the Govern- 
ment all the material they have on hand? 

Mr. PUGH. No, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
the bill. 

Mr. PUGH. We may take it from them at 
an appraisement. : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I understand that 
the bill expressly provides that the Government 
shall take the materials and pay for them. 

Mr. PUGH. Suppose we do take them; they 
are so much credit on account, and they reduce 
by so much the claim fordamages. ‘The Senator 
from Alabama (Mv. Frrzpatnick] asked me what 
rate of damage T would pay. I say I will pay 
the legal rate of damages, to wit: the difference 
between the contract price and the cost of the 
house. 
this building were complete, 
any more; and when he comes 
damages for $28,000 for a house which was esti- 
mated to cost $30,000, I say it is preposterous on 
its face. 

Mr. EVANS. You must pay him for the ma- 
terials and the work done. 

Mr. PUGH. Let us pay him for the work 
done. My opinion is that this man may proba- 
bly have five or six thousand dollars damages. 
I do not think he can make any more out of it. 
However, I do not wish to go into that ques- 
tion. 

The Senate, by a vote, instructed the committee 
to report a bill repealing this appropriation. It 
was debated then. 
I gave then, and shall adhere to 


I so understand 


he could not make 


no breach of trust, no breach of faith, no breach 


of any statute, no i 
maintaining it exactly where it is; and if you 
change location, the damages will be almost as 

reat as if you violate the entire contract. So 
that the question is, whether we shall have an 
armory at all? I say not; but if we are to have 
it, let it remain where itis. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not under- 
stand my friend from Ohio upon one point; or if 
Ido understand him, we do not agree. These 
gentlemen do not pretend that they have been 
damaged $24,000. 

Mr. PUGH. 1 
Mississippi to say $23,000, 
taken. I looked at the gross 

Mr. BROWN. 
United States called on the President to report to 
this body ‘what amount of damages will be 
incurred b the United States in case of the repeal 
of so much of the act of March 3, 1855, as pro- 
vides for the construction of an armory in the 
District of Columbia,” and the President sentin 


understood the Senator from 
but I may be mis- 
amount. 


he will vote for the bill, but he does not | 


all the bills of | 
What į} 


I have no doubt || 
the Senator states correctly the law as to damages. || 


That is what the man would make; if |; 


here with a bill of | 


I was satisfied with the vote | 
it; but if the j 
Senate changes its opinion, and decides to main- | 
tain the armory, Í say there is no breach of law, | 


breach of any dedication, in | 


I stated that the Senate of the | 
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sum: was spt down at 


a report in which. the 
$24,849 10 Fe gs 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not know 
the contractors, and 1 am sure it isnot the pür- 
pose of the Senator from Ohio, or the Senator 
from Mississippi, to do them wrong. “Phe Sén- 
ator from Ohio says their claim is preposterous 
on its face when they claim. damages..to. the 
amount of $28,000. Now, they do. not claimany 
such damage. They claim that onthe Ist òf July, 
1856, they will have been damaged $24,849 10. 

Mr. BROWN. If my friend will look at the 
next column he will find that the damages to pay 
Bird & Co. are $22,362, and the loss to the United. 
States $24,849 10. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I understand it 
perfectly, I think. I have seen both columns, 
and I have examinedthem. The point in which 
I wish to correct the Senator from Ohio is, that 
these gentlemen, in estimating their damages at 
$22,362, embrace the whole amount of. invest- 
ment made by them. They haye actually in- 
vested many thousands of dollars in materials, 
and the aggregate of $22,000 embraces the whole 
amount of expenditure and work and- labor done; 
it proceeds on the principle that all the materials 
are to be turned over to the Government; that 
they are to be paid for the materials the have 
purchased. Every man must understand that, 
There is not a man on the face of the carth, who 
is outside of a lunatic asylum, that would come 
| before the American Senate, and say that, by 
i| stopping a contract for the erection.of a house 
ii which was to cost $28,000 altogether, he was 
| damaged $22,000 outside of his ex enditure for 
i| material. The $22,000 embraces the brick, the 
doors, the window-frames, the stone, the sand, 
the mortar, the work, and everything that had 
been done and furnished, and just what your bill 
provides shall be handed over to the Government. 

The Government is to go into the market and 
sell out these materials; and I affirm here, what 
will turn out to be the fact, that whenever you 
transfer these materials to the Government, and 
|| put them in the market and sell them, they will 
4 never realize one fifth part ofthe original cost. If 
|| you repeal the law, and discontinue the work, 
ii you will have no houses and you will have paid 
|i out more than $20,000 in the way of damages. 
| 


j 
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Then when you take the materials, and’ go into 
the market with them, who is to sell them? The 
President of the United States? Hardly. The 
|! Secretary of War? { think not. Whois to sell 
them? Who willbe the purchaser? Everybody 
knows that when the Government goes into the 
market it will be fleeced. Then these materials 
are to be turned over; and then, according to the 
law, as defined by the learned Senator from Ohio, 
(and I have no doubt he is an excellent lawyer,) 
| the measure of damages will come in asan ad itton 
to the loss on the material. The parties are en- 
titled, according to his version, to the difference 
between the contract price and what they could 
have made. When you get contractors to come 
in to prove what they could have made, you will 
find that they could have made a very large sum. 
You admit that you are bound to pay them that 
sum, and you are bound to take the material off 
their hands and sell it for what you can get for it. 
There is no necessity for’any feeling about this 
matter. It is a simple question of interest for the 
Government whether we had better go on to build 
the house with the original appropriation, or 
whether we shall abandon it and pay damages? 
{i That is the naked question. I believe it is better 
|! for usto build the house than to pay the damage. 
Mr. PUGH. I think the Senator from Ten- 
| nessee had better have looked at thiscolumn twice, 
l! with due submission to him. It is not pretended. 
| in this bill of damages that the parties have ever 
i| done any work at all. Lacknowledge, if they have 
i| done the work, we are bound to pay for it, and 
i! pay the profits. 5 i 
||" Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. My friend will 
| allow me to stop him. I will show him thatthey 
!| have done a good deal of work. In the first place 
|| here are one hundred and twelve window-frames. 
| Mr. PUGH. That is material. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is not that work 
| done? 
| Mr. BROWN. You can put them in any other 
building. ‘ 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. But they. hare 
|| done the work. They have made the window- 
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frames, and that is part of the work, according 
to my notion of the building of a house. Lhave 
Huilt several, and I considered that a very mate- 
rial point was to make the window-frames, and | 
doors; and floors. If you will take the list, you 
willfind that it is‘all for work done. 

Mr. PUGH. I think the. Senator will under- 
stand me ina moment. They have bought these 
things ready made, and they say so; “ they offer 


to deliver the following materials,” not in the 
building, but loose. Here they are set down: 
window-frames, rough sheds, stone, iron, &c., 
and the amount ig $22,000, of which these arti- | 
cles are $5,534 80. ‘They sell us that much prop- 
erty. We pay for it. Thatis all right enough. 
‘We give them that money, and get the property. 
We may make nothing on the resale. That is 
not the question. The question is how much 
we pay them? We pay them $5,000. Now, 
what are their profits on their contract?) They 
were to be paid $28,000. That is where I was 
mistaken. Their pay was $28,000. 

Now what per cent. do these gentlemen pre- 
tend they would have made on that contract? 
On-a bid to do work for $28,000, they pretend 
here that, if this work had been stopped on the 
lst of May, their damages would have been 
$15,000, more than half the whole contract price. 
Why itis absurd—perfectly absurd. I acknowl- 
edge that we have to pay for the materials, and 
if they have done any work since the beginning 
of the session, we have to pay for that. Wehave | 
to pay, in addition to these two items, what is a | 
fair profit on their work—the difference between | 
the contract price and the price of the work— 
when completed. We are to put the man in the 
condition he would be in if he had finished the | 
house. My opinion is, that they cannot possibly 
carry the claim to one third of the sum stated | 
here. Ido not wish to go into that. j 
T would allow the whole matter to pass, but 
after -hearing what was said, I could not allow | 
the idea to be held out for all future time, that | 
all these reservations in the city of Washington | 
are to be kept open places forever. I do not so 
understand. When the question was before the | 
Senate on the motion to recommit the former 
bill, we had some discussion on the right of | 
damages and the propriety of the work. 1 see 
no propriety in the Government of the United 
States building this armory. It is not, as the 
Senator from ‘Tennessee supposed, put there for 
the convenience of the public arms. Not at all. 
Itis to be put there to keep the arms of the volun- 
teer militia companies who are to be found parad- 
ing the streets. Now, sir, 1 have great regard 
for militia companies. 1 had the honor once 
myself to hold a commission in the militia; but I 
can see no more propriety in the Government 
paying for such a house in the District of Col- 
umbia, than in the State of Ohio, the State of 
‘Tennessee, or the State of Missouri; and not 
being able to reconcile it to my judgment to vote 
for the original appropriation, I must vote for | 
the repeal. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment; and the question was stated to be on | 
ordering it to be engrossed for a third reading. | 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I call for the yeas 
and nays. | 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being | 
taken, resulted as follows: i 

YEAS—-Mossrs. Bayard, Bell of New Hampshire, Bright, 
Brown, Colfamer, Douglas, Fessenden, Fish, Foster, 
Geyer, Houston, Iverson, James, Mailory, Pugh, Slidell, 
Toombs, and ‘Trumbull—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bigler, Brodhead, Cass, Clay. Dodge, | 
Evans, Fitzpatrick, Jones of Tennessee, Reid, Thompson 
of Kentucky, Wade, Weller, and Yulee—t3. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WELLER 


in the chair.) There is not a quorum voting. 


On motion of Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, July 17, 1856. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Dawe WALDO. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a message from the President 
of the United States, transmitting a copy of a | 
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letter from the Commissioner of the United States 
in China, and the regulations, orders, and decrees 
which accompanied it, for such revision thereof 
as Congress may deem expedient, pursuant to the 
act approved the 11th of August, 1848; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, asking for an amendment of the act of 1842, 
more- effectually to prevent the importation of 
obscene and indecent articles; which was referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dicxins, their Secretary, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which he was directed to ask 
the concurrence of the House: l 

An act supplemental to an act entitled “An act 
to amend the several acts respecting copyright,” 
approved February 3, 1831; and ; 

An act for the final adjudication of questions 
of title to swamp lands between private claimants 
and the State of Louisiana. 


CAPITOL AND POST OFFICE EXTENSIONS. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the FIouse for leave to introduce a 
resolution asking for information merely. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I feel bound 
by a sense of duty to make objection. There are 
twenty other gentlemen who have similar prop- 
ositions; and, if I yield to the gentleman, I must 
yield to those others. [ deem it my duty to press 
the consideration and early determination of the 
pending question of privilege. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PHELPS. Task the consent of the House 
thatthe Senate amendments to the Indian appro- 
priation bill be ordered to be printed. In con- 


sequence of new treaties, ratified at this session 
of Congress, it becomes necessary to make many 


j alterations in the bill. ‘There are sixty-seven 


amendments; and I move that they be printed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Have the Committee of 
Waysand Means reported the amendments back? 
à Mr. PHELPS. They have not been reported 

ack. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, I have only 
to say, that if the amendments are printed now 
they will do the House no good. The committee 
will make amendments to those of the Senate, 
and by printing the Senate amendments now the 
Fouse will not so clearly understand the question 
as if they were printed with those of the com- 
mittee. ‘he gentleman says there are sixty-seven 
amendments. It has been common, within the 
past four years, to have one hundred and fifty 
and two hundred amendments to this bill. 

Mr. HARLAN. I object to the proposition 
of the gentleman from Missouri, and call for the 
regular order of business. . 

The SPEAKER. The question in order is 
the consideration of the resolution reported by the 
Committee of Elections in the case of Archer vs. 
Allen. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. 1 understand that the 
gentleman from Maine withdraws his objection 
to the introduction of my resolution. 

The SPEAKER. There is objection from 
another quarter. 


ILLINOIS CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 


The SPEAKER stated that the question before 
the House was on the resolutions reported by the 


| Committee of Elections, in the Ilinois contested- 


election case, which are as follows: 


Resolved, That James C. Allen was not elected, and is 
not. entitled to a seat in this House. 

Resolved, That William B. Archer was elected, and is 
entitled to a scat in this House. 


Mr. ALLEN, under the leave granted him by 


spoke for half an hour in continuation of his argu- 
ment in defense of his right to the contested seat. 
Mr. NORTON then addressed the House in 
support of the contestant’s claim, and was fol- 
lowed by Mr. HARRIS, of Mlinois, in reply. | 
The speeches will be published in the Appendix. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. There has 
been considerable discussion upon this question; 


the House yesterday, resumed the floor, and | 
1 


* 

and if the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Sre- 
PHENS,| who isa member of the committee which 
made the report, does not desire to address the 
House, I propose to call the previous question. 
I will also state, as I shall have the right to.¢lose 
the debate, that if the previous question is called, 
of the contestant desires to address theHouse, 
I-am perfectly willing, with the consent of the 
House, that he shall speak in my time. 

Mr. MILLSON.. I desire to speak eight or ten 
minutes on this question; and if the gentleman 
from Maine will withdraw his demand for the 
previous question, I will renew it.’ 

Mr. CADWALADER. I also desire to make 
afew remarks. I would take only five minutes 
| by the clock. f 
| “Mr. STEPHENS Itis my desire to address 

a few remarks to the House upon this case, but 
I am entirely too hoarse to do so to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Mituson] is entitled to the floor, 

Mr. STEPHENS. Let the gentleman go on 
then: I am too hoarse. r 

Mr. WASHBURN. After the: gentlemen 
shall have spoken I will call the previous ques- 
tion. ; 

Messrs. MILLSON and CADWALADER 
i then addressed the House in opposition’ to. the 
report of the committee. Their remarks will be 
published in the Appendix. ; 

Mr. WASHBURN. I renew the call for the 
previous question. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. The gentleman from 
Georgia has expressed a wish to be heard on this 
question, and I would inquire whether this call 
for the previous question will cut him off from 
an opportunity to do so? 
| Mr. STEPHENS. Jam so hoarse that I can- 
i not speak for any length of time. It is under- 
| stood that I shall have an opportunity to address 
| the House to-morrow for eight or ten minutes. 1 
i shall oppose the call for the previous question, if 
it is proposed to take the vote this evening. I 
| shall want a call of the House. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I only ask that the call 
for the previous question be seconded, and the 
| main question ordered this evening, so that the 
vote may be taken to-morrow.. I do not ask that 
it shall be taken to-night. The contestant wishes 
| to be heard for ten or fifteen minutes, and I agree 
to the understanding, that both gentlemen shall be 
heard to-motrow, and, if he desires to, that the 
gentleman from Georgia may offer an amend- 
ment, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objec: 
tion, and recognizes such to be the understand- 
ing. 

The previous question was seconded; and th 

main question was ordered to be put. > 


AMENDMENT TO THE KANSAS BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. -1 have in my hand an 
| amendment which I desire, at the proper time, 
| to offer to the amendment of the Senate to House 
| bill (No. 411) for the admission of Kansas into 
ithe Union as a State. I ask that it may be 
l! printed. 
|! No objection being made, it was ordered to be 
| printed. : 
i BILLS REFERRED, ETC, 


| Mr. EUSTIS. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the House to take from the Speaker’s table a_ 
bill (S. No. 377) for the relief of Ambrose Lan- 
fear, for the purpose of reference only. 

| No objection being made, the said bill was 

| taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first and - 
; second time, and referred to the Committee on 

| Private Land Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, in pursuance of 
previous notice, and by unanimous consent, in-, 
| troduced a bill to confirm to the State of Ilinois 
; the lands selected by said State in conformity to 
| the act approved September 28, 1850; which was 
| read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GILBERT. I ask the unanimous consent 
: of the House to take from the Speaker’s table 


i 
i 
H 
| 
l 


lj an act (S. No. 308) for the relief of John H. 


| Scranton and James M. Hunt, owners of the 
| steamer Major Tompkins. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I object to taking any 
bills from the Speaker’s table until we go to the 
business on the Speaker’s table, when all these 
matters can be disposed of. 3 


| 
i 
i 
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i 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair would remark 
that to-morrow the House will proceed to the 
business upon the Speaker’s table, and take up 
and dispose of all bills of a private character. 


THE CONSTRUCTION AND COST OF PUBLIC 
BUILDINGS. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. l ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to present a resolution for 
the purpose of obtaining information only. 

The resolution was read, and is as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
reqnested to communicate to this House the following in- 
formation in regard to the construction of the Capitol and 
Post Office extensions: 

The cost of marble workmanship of windows of princi- 
pul story, north and south fronts, viz.: the cost of the two 
jambs with brackets, the ornamental lintel which rests on 
the brackets, the pedimental head and the inside jambs and 
heads of eacit window, including setting, handling, super- 
intendence, and every expense. 

The average cost of the marble of each window as above 
deseribed, and the probable amount that said windows 
would nave cost, if they had been executed according to the 
specifications attached to Provest,Winter, & Co.’s contract. 

The cost of marble workmanship of each of the east front 
doors, embracing the two jambs with brackets, the orna- 
mental lintel which rests on the brackets, the cornice, and 
all expenses Gf superintendence, exelusive only of the 
sculptured figures iutended to be placed on the top. 

What has been the additional cost of the materials in 
consequence of the alteration of the design of the said front 
doors, from those mentioned in the contract of Provest, 
Winter, & Co, ? 

What will be the cost of the plaster models for the sculp- 
ture on top of cach front door? who is making them ? are 
they completed? and also what will be the cost of the 
marble sculpture to be cut from them ? 

What will the plaster models for the east pediment cost? 
and what will be the cost of cutting them in marble ? 

How much are the plaster casts for the bronze front door 
to cost, and how much will be the cost of the doors to be 
executed from them? 

Are any of the inner doors to be made of bronze? if so, 
which doors? and how much is the modeling to cost? and 
how mach of the work to be executed from the models ? 

How much have the models for the Indian boy and girl 
cost? what has been the cost of the marble statues cut from 
them ? aud where are these statues to be placed ? 

What is the total amount already agreed to be paid for 
plaster models to Mr. Crawford at Rome? what the amount 
to be paid to Mr. Powers? and if agreements have been 
made with other sculptors, to what amount? whut for? 
and where are such models to be executed? 

Is any scuiptrre to be introduced in the extension of 


the Post Office building? if so, what is the character? how | 


much is it to cost? was it on the original design of the 
architect adopted by Congress? and _ if not, by what au- 
thority of law has it been introduced? 

Mr. BALL. 
in reference to this matter. I do not propose to 
interpose any objection to the adoption of the 
resolution; but I sce that they are the same in- 
quiries which were propounded to the Secretar 
of War, by the Committee on the Public Build- 


I wish to make a single remark | 


ings and Grounds, and which he declined to: 


answer. 


retary of War? 

Mr. BARKSDALE. 
under any obligation whatever to inform the gen- 
tleman from Ohio whether I have consulted the 


Secretary of War in relation to this resolution or | 
But, waiving my right not to do so, I tell i 


not. 
the gentleman candidly, that I have consulted the 


Secretary of War, and he is anxious that the | 
House and the country shall have the informa- | 


tion called for by this resolution; that he declined 


giving it to the Committee on Public Buildings and ; 


Grounds, because a call had been made on the 


President, for information on this subject, before | 
the date of the letter addressed to him by that 
Ile did not deem it proper to give : 


committee. 


I do not know that I am } 


l wish toask my friend from Missis- |! 
sippi, whether he offers this resolution on his ; 
own motion, or upon consultation with the Sec- | 


to the committee information which the House | 


did not have. 
olution; and if the gentleman really wishes the 
information, why, sir, he can getit in the only 
legitimate way, in my opinion—by a resolution 
of this House, calling upon the President for it. 

No objection being made, the resolution was 
received, and agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. PIKE, from the Committce on Enrolled | 


Bills, reported as truly enrolled ‘An act for the 
construction of a road from Fort Ridgley, in the 
Territory of Minnesota, to the South Pass of the 
Rocky Mountains;”’ when the Speaker signed the 
same. 

PETITIONS REFERRED TO THE COURT OF 

CLAIMS. 
Mr. CUMBACK, by unanimous consent, pre~ 


Hence, sir, I have offered this res- | 


sented the following petitions; which were sev- 
erally referred to the Court of Claims: 

The petition of George W. Hansbrough and 
others, praying for indemnity for a schooner and 
cargo destroyed in the war of 1812 near Frede- 
ricksburg, in Virginia; and 

The petition of George B. Knaggs and others, 
asking for indemnity for property destroyed near 
Detroit, Michigan, in the war of 1812. 


THE NATURALIZATION LAWS. 


Mr. LAKE. Task the unanimous consent of 
the House to report back from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, with an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute, a bill (H. R. No. 165) to estab- 
lish a uniform rule of naturalization, and to repeal 
all acts heretofore passed and now in force upon 
that subject, in order that it may be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. 1 object. 


SLOOP OF WAR ALBANY. 


Mr. BENSON. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House that the Committee of the Whole 
be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill for the relief of the widows and orphans 
of the officers, seamen, and marines, of the United 
States sloop of war Albany, and for other pur- 

oses, 

Mr. LETCHER. 
bill upon its passage? 

Mr. BENSON. I will not ask that it be put 
upon its passage now, but will move to postpone | 
its consideration to some future day. 

Mr. LETCHER. I object. 


BUSINESS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GOODE. The House has not appropri- 
ated any of the session to the business of the 
District of Columbia. This Congress, as itknows, 
is the sole legislature for the interest of the peo- 
ple of this District; and I am requested by the 
chairman of that committee to ask the House to 
set apart Wednesday, the 23d instant, after the 
morning hour, for the consideration of the busi- | 
į ness of this District. | 
Mr. McCARTY objected. 


UNITED STATES TROOPS IN KANSAS, 


Mr. GROW. I desire to offer the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to inform this 
House whether any assemblage of the people of Kansas 
Territory, convened at Topeka, on the 4th of July instant, 
were dispersed by the United States troops; if so, and by 
what authority said soldiers acted. 


Mr. WHEELER, and others, objected. 


UTAH TERRITORY. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, offered the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read, considered, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the Unitcd States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House such information as 
may be in his possession, relating to the condition of the 
territorial government of Utah; who is now acting as Gov- | 
ernor of said Territory, and by what authority he exercises į 
his functions. | 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. For the purpose of | 
facilitating business, I move to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of this contested-clection case | 
until to-morrow, at twelve o'clock, so that we | 
may get to the regular order of business. I have 
some bills 

The SPEAKER, His not in order to move 
to postpone, as the previous question has been 
ordered. 

Mr. COBB. Then I will object to the consid- 
eration of anything else. i 
RETURN OF DUTIES ON GOODS DESTROYED | 
i BY FIRE. 
| Mr. WHITNEY. I ask leave to present to 
the House resolutions of the Chamber of Com- 
| merce of New York, in relation to the return of 
duties on goods destroyed by fire. 

Mr. McQUEEN objected. 

ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I desire to ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to take up the 
resolution of the Senate fixing the day of ad- 
; Journment. N 
Mr. DEAN, and others, objected. i 

LIGHT-HOUSE BILL. 
Mr. COMINS, from the Committee on Com- |i 


Is it designed to put the 


i 
i 


i 
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| 


1637 


7 i 
x 
p- 


merce, reported the light-house. bill; which: wag 


read a firstand second time, referred to the Com-.. 


mittee of the Whole on the 


state of the Union, 
and ordered to'be printed. ; i 


3 


MEDICAL STAFF OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. +I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to take up a Senate bill; 
which the interests of the public service require 
should be passed—I mean the bill to increase 
the medical staff for the four new regiments. I 
will simply state that in the bill passed last ses- 
sion creating four new regiments there-was no 
provision made for a medical staff—— l 

Mr. BENSON, (interrupting.) I object, 

Mr. LETCHER. I move the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
twelve minutes past three o’clock, p.m.) the 
House adjourned till to-morrow, at. twelve 
o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
_ Fray, July 18, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved: 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. BRODHEAD presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, praying for an 
appropriation for improving the navigation of the 
Mississippi river and its principal tributaries; 
which was referred to the Committee on. Com- 
merce. : 

Mr. BELL, of New Hampshire, presented the 
petition of Polly Prescott, widow of John iD. 


Prescott, a soldier in the war of 1812, praying to’ 


be allowed a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. - 

Mr. DODGE presented three petitions of citi- 
zens of Wisconsin, praying for a grant of public 
lands to aid in the construction of the Milwaukee, 
Horicon, and Lake Superior railroad; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, presented the me- 
morial of J. P. Nulton, asking compensation for 
extra Services as commandant’s clerk at the navy- 
yard, Memphis; which was referred to the: Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WELLER. I presented, some time since, 
a memorial signed by a large number. of land- 
owners in the southern part of California, which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
That memorial represents the condition of things, 
and the grievances under which they labor in that 
part of the State. As this subject is now before 
another of our standing committees, [ ask that 
the memorial be transferred to that committee. 
The Judiciary Committee have this important 
subject now before them, and I am exceedingly 
anxious that we should legislate, and extend 
some relief to these land proprietors in Califor- 
nia, and particularly those residing in the South; 
but it ought, in my judgment, to exclude from 
its operation cities, and town sites, and lands on 
which the Federal Government has made im- 
provements, In other words, it ought to apply 
to that Jand which would have been subject to 
the preémption laws of the United States, if the 


i land had belonged to the Federal Government. 


But, sir, I do not propose to speak on this ques- 
tion. { sincerely hope we may be able to provide 
an adequate remedy for the wrongs which are 
being inflicted on land claimants. Tsimply ask 
that that memorial may be withdrawn from the 
Committee on Public Lands, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That change 
will be made. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I hold in my hand a me- 
morial of a very large number of persons engaged 
in the navigation of the western waters. They 
memorialize Congress for a system of improve- 
ment on those waters somewhat novel, They 
desire thata bill shall be passed for the purpose 
of keeping the navigation of the Mississippi, the 
Missouri, the Ohio, and the Arkansas rivers open 
and free from snags and logs by contract. They 
express the conviction that that will be the 
cheapest and most efficient manner in which this 
work can be done. They state some facts which 
are scarcely credible. ‘They state that upon. the 
Missouri river they are compelled to pay from 
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nine to eighteen per cent. per annum insurance 
on théeir-boats; that upon the Ohio the same is 
paid, and still more upon the Arkansas; that 
upon the Missouri, from sixteen to eighteen per 
cent. is the lowest rate for the very. best class of 
boats, and some pay twenty-four per cent. per 
annum for insurance on*that stream. All that 
results from a class of obstructions which it is 
entirely within the power of the General Govern- 
ment to remove at a very moderate rate. _ 

They speak of particular snags existing in the 
bodies of these rivers, and known to have ex- 
isted there for a series of years, some of which 
are known to have destroyed four steamboats. 
At certain periods of the year the channel is so 
narrow, and the current so strong, that, though 
they are aware of the obstructions, they are 
drawn on them. In other places they speak of 
obstructions now increasing to a very great eX- 
tent, from previous disasters to the hulls of 
steamboats remaining in the river, which are 
almost immediately filled up by the sediment 
which these streams carry with them in large 
quantities. These boats, as they sink, become 
a further obstruction to navigation. 

They consider that the only possible means 
of effectually remedying these difficulties is by 
contracting for the purpose of removing these 
obstructions, and having the appropriation of a 
permanent annual sum, which they say will -re- 
quire only a moderate amount, to make that nav- 
igation so safe as to save millions annually to the 
commerce of the country. 

[ move the reference of the memorial to the 
Committee of Commerce; and I hope they will 
make an early report on the subject. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr, FOSTER, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom was referred the petition 


of the heirs of Manuel Gonzales Moro, sub- } 


mitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 
389) for the relicf of the legal representatives of 
Manuel Gonzales Moro. 

The bill was read, and passed to a second 
reading; and the report ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of John Dick, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill ($. No. 
890) for the relief of John Dick, of Florida; which 
was read, and passed to a second reading; and 
the report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom the subject was 
referred, reported a bill (S. No. 391) providing 
for the compulsory prepayment of postage on all 
transient printed matter; which was read the first 
time, and ordered to a second reading. He gave 
notice that he should ask for its consideration on 
Monday morning. 


Mr. BENJAMIN, from the Committee on | 


Private Land Claims, to whom was referred the 


petition of Andrew A. H. Knox and Joseph O. | 


Campbell, submitted a report, accompanied by a 


bill (S. No. 392) for the relief of Andrew A. H. | 


Knox and Joseph O Campbell, of the State of 
Louisiana; which was read, and passed to the 
second reading; and the report was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of John Temple, of | 
Louisiana, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill ($. No. 393) for his relief; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading; and the report 
was ordered to be printed : 

He also, from the committee, to whom was re- 
committed the bill (S. No. 275) giving to Joshua 
Kirby and the widow of John McNecry a right to 
enter the land covered by the life reserve of John 
McNeery, under the Cherokee treaties of 1817and 
1819, reported it with an amendment. He- sub- 
mitted a report on the subject; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. GEYER, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred a memorial of the special | 
agents of the State of Maryland, and resolutions 
of the Legislature of Maryland, submitted a re- 
port, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 394) to refund 
money advanced by the States of Virginia and 
Maryland to the use of the United States. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom | 
the subject had been referred, reported a bill to | 


j granted lands to divers in 


i 
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| and she had made grants of it to her citizens; so 


| 
| 
| 


| August, 1852, allowing additional compensation 


in certain cases; which -was read, and passed to 
a-second reading. ‘ 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. CuLLom, their Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker had signed the following enrolled bill; 
which thereupon received the signature of the 
President pro tempore: 

An act for the construction of a road from Fort 
Ridgley, in the Territory of Minnesota, to -the 
South Pass of the Rocky Mountains, in the Ter- 
ritory of Nebraska. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. YULEE. I ask the permission of the 
Senate to the introduction of a bill of which I 
have not given previous notice, for the purpose 
of reference. It is a bill which has been placed 
in my hands, making a grant of alternate sections 
of lands for certain railroads in Florida. 

Mr. WELLER. 
mittee on Public Lands have resolved not to 
initiate any measure of this sort. Very early in 
the session I introduced a bill myself making 
a grant of land for a railroad company in the 
southern part ef California; but I learned from 
the chairman the other day, for the first time, that 
they were acting on the principle that they would 
not initiate any of these bills, and therefore they 
did not report my bill. I think that the Senator 
had better let his bill lie upon the table. 

Mr. YULEE. I ask for the reference of the 
bill, and if the committee think it advisable they 
can report. 

By unanimous consent leave was granted to 
| bring in the bill (S. No.388) granting public lands 
| in alternate sections to the State of Florida, to 


‘aid in the construction of a railroad from St. 


Augustine to the St. John’s river; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Publie Lands. 

VOLE ISLAND. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN asked and obtained leave 


Committee on Territories. 
LANDS UNDER THE ASHBURTON TREATY. 


Mr. WADE. The Committee on Claims, to 
whom were referred the petitions of a great num- 
ber of individuals, who claimed damages for loss 
of titles to’certain lands in the State of Maine, 
| which were taken by the General Government 

under the treaty of Washington, have directed 
| me to report a resolution, accompanied by a 
written report. I ask for the consideration of 
! the resolution now. The resolution is in these 
| words: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be authorized 
to appoint an agent lo take and receive proof, in such man- 
ner as the committee shall prescribe, as to the claims ofin- 
dividuals deseribed in the memorials of George M. Westen, 


Congress. 

There is a written report, and perhaps it would 
be as well to read that for the information of the 
! Senate. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. You had better state the 
facts. 

Mr. WADE. The running of the boundary 
under the treaty of Washington changed what 
| was supposed to be the line of the United States, 
i and placed it further east than where it was sup- 
posed it would run. The British possessions had 
a linc there, which was called the old cut outline, 


| upon the State of Maine very much. The Brit- 
ish authorities of New Brunswick, acting in con- 
formity with what they supposed to be the line, 

dividuals: some thirty 
or forty, in small tracts; the whole of the land 
not being more than six thousand acres. The 
State of Maine claimed title to the same land, 


that there were conflicting titles, 


The treaty, in contemplation of this state of || 


things, among other provisions, stipulated that 


each of the parties who had grants, either from | 


New Brunswick or from the State of Maine, 


should beconfirmed. Whetherthey had aright or | 


not—whether it was a rightful title or a wrongful 


amend the second section of the act of 3lst of I| one—the Government stipulated that it should 


I understand that the Com- |} 


to introduce a joint resolution concerning Wolf | 
Island; which was read twice, and referred to the | 


Commissioner of Maine, now pending bevore the commit- || 
tee, to be reported to the commitice al the next session of 


but it was not the true line, and it encroached |} 


Fi 


be confirmed to the parties in possession. It so 
happened that grants were. made by New Bruns- 
wick, to certain persons, of smalltracts that really 
belonged to citizens of Maine. When you come 
to trace the title, there is no doubt about it; and 
independent of the treaty, which is the supreme 
law of the land, the citizens of Maine might sus- 
tain.an action of ejectment in their courts, and 
oust the grantees from New Brunswick, and take 
the land. But then comes in the United States 
treaty with Great Britain, saying that the tidés 
should. be confirmed to the parties in possession. 
The Government has thus taken this private 
property for the purpose of forming this treaty, 
and applied it to public use, that is, to bringing 
about the treaty; and itis no more than reason- 
able that the Government should pay the amount, 
whatever it may be. a 2 

Acting upon that principle we have in one in- 
stance, at all events, paid for one of these tracts of 
land, thus settling the principle. 
ued in the highest court of Maine that it belonged 
to the Government to pay, as will be seen by any 
one who will take pains to look into the matter; 
but the facts are very difficult to ascertain. There 
are so many of these small titles which are claimed, 
that it is difficult to undertake, by. ea parte testi- 
mony, to fix the quantity and value of the claims; 
and I do not sce any better way to doit than to 
appoint a person to go there and take the testi- 
mony, make his report, and present it to us at 
the next session. We tliink that would be the 
cheapest and quickest way to dispose of it, and 
for that purpose we report this resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. The report was ordered 
to be printed. 

DISTRICT ARMORY. 

Mr. BROWN. After the discussion of the 
District armory bill yesterday, the Senate found 
themselves without a quorum, while in the act of 
taking the yeas and nays. I rise simply to ask 
the Senate this morning to complete the vote. I 
|| do not desire to discuss the question any further, 
| and I hope nobody else does. i l 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I beg to remind the Sen- 
ate and the honorable Senator from Mississippi, 
that this is the day assigned for private business; 


i| much discussed, I think it is due to him and th 
committee which he represents, that we shoul 
obtain a vote on it, though, if it leads to debate, 
I must insist on proceeding to the Private Cal- 
i| endar. 
| Mr. BROWN. Ido not wish totrench on the 
private business of the day, but I want to com- 
plete the yote taken yesterday evening. 
i; Mr. FITZPATRICK. As it seemed to be the 
sense of the Senate yesterday to observe strict] 
the rules of order in the investigation of this bill, 
T inquire if it is in order to take up this bill this 


ride a standing rule of the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At one o'clock, 
i by resolution of the Senate, the special order ig 
|| the private bills on the Calendar. Between the 
hours of twelve and one o’clock, it isin the power 
j Of the Senate to take up any subject which a 
1| majority may direct, 
i| Mr. FITZPATRICK. Iam not disposed to 
manifest any factious opposition to this bill, but 
i| as the Senate seemed so decidedly inclined yes- 
i| terday to observe order in all respcets, I feel 
| inclined to insist on the regular course of business. 
|| According to my understanding and impression 
| heretofore, Friday has been particularly set apart 
|| for private bills. I have doubted whether we 
had a right even to transact the ordinary business 
of the morning hour, I believe the Senate will 
bear me testimony that I have not been in the 
habit of throwing any obstacles in the way of 
the wishes of geutlemen; but when I see a major- 
ity of the Senate at least so remarkably fond of 
applying the rules of order to me, Í insist upon 
their observance by others. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secre- 
| tary will read the order made by the Senate. 


| The Secretary read, as follows: 


“ Resolved, That, for the residue of the present session, 
| the private bills on the Calendar shall be special orders of 
ji the day on Friday of each week, at one o'clock, in the 
|| order in which they stand on the Calendar.” y 


| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is onthe motion of the Senator from Mississippi 


It has been Seta. 


| but still, in view of the fact that the bill has been: 


| morning and whether to do so does not over- 


a 
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to take up for consideration the bill (S. No. 252) [| 


to repeal so much of the act of March 3, 1855, as 
provides for the erection of an armory in the city 
ef Washington. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is upon the engrossment of the bill, upon which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. - 

Mr. PEARCE. I beg leave to say—1 shall not 
detain the Senate with a speech—that, if it were 
an original question, I should vote with the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi; -but as the law has been 
passed, and in part executed, and as the encroach- 
ment has been made upon the Mall, and as 1 do 
not see any probability of carrying the repealing 
act through at this session, I shall vote the other 
way. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 20, nays 16; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Benja- 
min, Bright, Brown, Collamer, Fessenden, Fish, Foster, 
Geyer, Hamlin, Hanter, James, Pratt, Pugh, Seward, Sli- 
dell, Toombs, Trumbuil, and WiJson—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Biges, Brodhead, Butler, Cass, Critten- 
den, Dodge, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Jones of Tennessee, 
Mason, Pearee, Thompson of Keutucky, Wade, Weller, 
and Yulee—16. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading. Jt was read the third time, and 
passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN BALTIMORE. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. Task for the considera- 
tion of the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PEARCE. [ trust the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania will withdraw his motion, in order to 
enable me to take up abill. Tam called away 
necessarily from the Senate fora few days, and 
I desire, before Igo, to have the Senate act off a 
bill of a local character which I think will not 
occasion debate, and which will consume but 
very little time. Perhaps a few explanations will 
be necessary from me, but I pledge myself that, 
if it shall give occasion to debate, and go beyond 
the hour of one o’clock, I shallabandon it. Itis 
Senate bill No. 348, reported from the Committee 
on Finance. ` 

The motion was agreed to;and the bill (5. No. 
348) to carry into eifect an act entitled “ An act 
to provide for the accommodation of the courts of 
the United States in the district of Maryland, and 
for a post office at Baltimore city, Maryland,”’ 
approved 17th February, 1855, was read the sec- 
ond time, and considered as in Committce of the 
Whole. 

It proposes to approve the contracts made on 
behalf of the United States, under the direction 
of the President, by Captain A. H. Bowman, en- 
gincer in charge of Treasury buildings, on the 
2d of February, 1856, with George P. Kane, on 
behalf of the Merchants’ Exchange Company, of 
the city of Baltimore, Maryland, by which that 
company entered into stipulations to convey to 


the United States a certain piece of ground front- | 


ing on Gay, Lombard, and Second streets, in said 
city, with the appurtenances thereon, and on the 


92d of March, 1856, with S. Cariss, Joho S. | 


Berry, and H. R. Reynolds, on behalf of the Grand 
Lodge of the State of Maryland, for the convey- 
ance to the United States of acertain piece of 


ground fronting on St. Paul street and Court- | 


house lane, in thatcity, and the building thereon, 
known as Masonic Hall; and with Andrew Mc- 
Laughlin, for theconveyance te the United States 
of certain grounds, and buildings thereon, adjoin- 
ing the Masonic Hall and fronting St. Paul and 
Fayette streets. Anappropriation of $386,885 66 
is to be made to carry into effect the stipulations 
of the contracts, and for repairs and making fire- 
proof building, and fitting up and furnishing cer- 
tain rooms, including all incidental and contingent 
expenses, agreeably to the plans and_ estimates 
reported by the President to the two Houses of 
Congress, on the 9th of April, 1856. 

Mr. PEARCE, I shall not trouble the Senate 
with any remarks, unless some member desires 
an explanation, which I shall be ready to make. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed, 
COLONEL JOHN HARDIN. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I now move thatthe Sen- 
ate procecd to the consideration of the Private 
Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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: House the passage of the accompanying bill in licu of the 


| necessity of being absent for a few days from the 


| that course to be pursued. The bill is before the 


: ment, and submit it to their decision. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, there is | 
a little bill which f shall be very much gratified to 
have taken up at this moment, as I am under the 


Senate. It is a bill which has passed the other 
House, and been referred to a committee of this 
body, who have reported upon it. It is a bill 
(H. R. No. 272) for the relief of the heirs of the 
late Colonel John Hardin. Task the permission 
of the Senate to take up that bill. It is the only 
private bill, I believe,in which I have any interest. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WELLER. Is not that a bill which the 
Committee on Military Affairs reported against? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WELLER. The question is on con- 
curring in the report of the committee, which is 
adverse. 

Mr. HUNTER. The question is on the bill 
the report is a mere opinion of the committee. 


> 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will |j 


be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, which proposes to 
direct the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the | 
heirs of Colonel John Hardin, deceased , $1,879 06, 
that sum being the amount of the balance due 
them under the agreement between General Wil- | 
kinson and Colone! Hardin, and to be in full sat- 
isfaction of all claims on their part against the | 
Government of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was 
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
with an adverse report, and the question will be 
on concurring in the report of the committee. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Is there a printed report? | 

Mr. WELLER. No, sir. 

i Mr. MASON. Let us hear the reasons against 
the bill. : 

Mr. WELLER. 1 might be able to assign 
some reasons why the bill should not pass, but 
Iam waiting for the Senator from Kentucky. It 
was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs; and after having it for some weeks under || 


consideration, we were compelled to report against 
it, although the Senator from Kentucky was anx- | 
ssage of the biil 
Mr. HUNTER, Asa mere question of order, | 
my opinion is, that when a bili is reported back | 
by a committee adversely, it must go through 
its regular readings. We do not take the vote 
on the opinion of the committee, but on the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question į 
can he taken either way. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. Letit be on the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
will be taken on the bill, if the Senate wishes 


Senate agin Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I beg leave to explain 
to the Senate this case, without a word of argu- 
I shall, 
perhaps, as briefly as otherwise, present the case 
by reading the report which was made in the 


other House upon the subject of this claim: 


The committee have examined the report made on the | 
same case at the Jast session of Congress by Mr. Faulkner, 
from the Commitee on Military Affairs, aud deem the same | 
so full and conclusive, as te the measure of relief which 
should be allowed to said heirs, that they herewith annex 
the same as a part of their report, and recommend to the 


one referred to them. 

“ The history of a man so noted as was Colonel John 
Hardin is so well Known to the people of this country, to 
which he extended so much of his devotion as to sacrifice 
his life in its service, as to preelude the necessity of the 
committee going into any minute detail of his career and 
services. Previous to the expedition in which he was 
killed, he was an ensign in a militia company in the mem- | 
orable expedition, in the year 1774, of Governor Dunmore, | 
of Virginia, against the Indians; he was afterwards one of; 
a company commanded by Captain Zach Morgan, during | 
an engagement of which with the indians he was wounded 
in the groin by a ball, which was never extracted to the | 
day of his death. Still suffering from the effect of that: 
wound. he was with Governor Dunmore on his niarch to 
the Indian towns. He next joined the regular Army, with 
the command of a second lieutenant: he was then attached 
to Morgan’s rile corps, aud was principally on the lines, 
until he re eda first lieutenants commission, in 1779, 
occupying a during his serviee, a high place in 
the regard of General Danicl Morgan. After performing 
many gallant deeds in these and other positions, which deeds 
Hustrate the pages of American history, he left the Army 
and went to Kentucky during the next year, 1789, located 
some land warrants, and afterwards returned to his old 
home in Virginia, and removed his family to Kentucky in 
1726. He was afterwards quartermaster in the Wabash 
expedition under General Clark, In 1789 the numerous 
depredations committed by the Indians in that locality 
induced him te cross the Ohjo witha atrong band of militia, 


| which he was prevented from joinin: 


which had a warm engagement 


e with .a 
Indians, who were defeated, which caused the suppression 


band of Shawnee 


of depredations in Wat vieinity atter that-time. -in raci, he 
was in every ludian expedition which was formed alter his 
arrival in Kentucky, except that of General St. Clair 


gon account of Dig 


having accidentally wounded himself. 

t In 1792, the hostile indians northwest of the Ohio hee 
carhe so troublesome, and committed so many outrages, that 
it was the policy of the Governmentto make peace with 
them, if possible. In order todo this, it was necessary to 
find a man of more than ordinary courage, firmness, and 
sagacity, to be the bearer of the white flag, or, in other 
words, the messenger to invite them to peace. Colonel John 
Hardin was selected by General Wilkinson, then the. com- 
mander at Fort Washington, for the reason, as the General 
says himself, in his letter, ‘I wish youto undertake the hust- 
ness, hecause you are letter qualified for it than any man o of 
my acquaintance.’ Notwithstanding the expédition was 
looked upon as almost certainly fatal-to the undertaker, it 
was notin Colonel Hardin to cvade the performance of a 
mission the success of which would be of such picalculable 
advantage to his country. The Jast letters reeeived from 
Colonel Hardin, previous to his death, show that he hini- 
seif had little hopes of returning to the bosom of his family. 
Fn the very last letter that he wrote, he says: ¢ But oh! my 
dear love, as I write and meditate on myself, to think T hve 
left a peaceful, safe, plentiful, and so dear u family, and 
throun my life into the hands of a cruel and savage enemy, E 
cannot prevent the tears flowing of my eyes at present? He 
had, indeed, thrown his life into the hands of a cruel and 
savage enemy ; for, says Marshall's History of Kéntucky, 
‘towards the close of the year, what had been apprehended 
with great anxiety—the death of Colonel John Hardin, who 
had been sent with overtures of peace to the lndians—wags 
reduced to a certainty. The particular manner of that 
death has not been ascertained with any certainty of detail. 
What has been Jearmed is, that Colonel Hardin, attended by 
his interpreter, on his route toward the Miami villages, ar- 
rived atan Indian camp, about a day’s journey from where 
Fort Defiance was aiterwards built by General Wayne, and 
nearly the same distance froma town inbabited by Shaw- 
nees and Delaware; that he was well received by the 
indians in camp, but had not been long. there before five 
Delawares came in from the town; upon learning whieh, 
the Colonel proposed to them to go with him the samé 
evening to the place. They, however, refused to go back 
that day, bat seemed peaceably disposed, and he concluded 
to camp with the Indians the ensuing night, Which he did 
without molestation. In the morning, however, without 
provocation or particular reason, a parcel of them shot him 
todearh, They seized his horse, gun, and saddle bags, ex- 
pecting, no doubt, in addition to the two former, that they 
would find moneyand presents in the latter. His Com- 
panion they niade a prisoner, and, taking him with them 
on the road towards Sandusky, murdered him by the way.? 
Thus terminated the carcer of this remarkable man, 

& His heirs now come before Congress claiming the sum 
of $200 per annum, from the date of his death, in 1792, to 
that of his widow, in the year 1829. i 

“ This elain is founded upon a promise made by General 
Wilkinson to Colonel John Hardin, the information ef 
which promise is conveyed to his wife in the letter before 
alluded to, written just previous to his departure on the mig- 
sion which ended in his death. In that letter he says: 
© Shguid 1 fall a sacrifice in this important attempt, the Gen- 
eral has promised me to be your steady friend, and that 
your yearly supply (rom Government shall not be Jess than 
$200 during your natural tife? The original ofthis letter, ag 
well as others written by Colonel Hardiu, were exhibited 
in the committee room by the Hon. Richard H. Stanton, of 
Kentucky, and copies thereof are filed with the papers. 

“ The high character of Colonel John Hardin as a man of 
honor, whose word was his bond, precludes the suspicion 
that he would have thus written to his. wife, if General Wil- 
kinson had not made‘him such a promise, and satisfies the 
committee that the promise was made, and that the Gov- 
ernment was obligated to pay his wife the amount stipu- 
lated during ber natural tite. 

“Indeed, the previous legislation of Congress would 
seem to indicate a disposition upon the part of the Gov- 
ernment to reeognize such an obligation as that made 
known in the letter of Colonel lardin, although they may 
not then have been apprised of the precise extent of that 
obligation, (as the letter referred to was not known to his 
children until within the last twelve years;) for, on the 
Qith of February, 1793, an act of Congress was approved 
giving to his widow and orphan children the sum of 5456 
per annum for seven years. This action of Congress, less 
than a year after the confirmation of bis death, when the 
facts of the case must have been fresh in the publie mind, 
proves conclusively that the Government at that time fully 
appreciated the duty it owed io the widow and chitdren of 
Colonel Hardin. Again, in the. year 1800, when the pro- 
vision made for them underthe previous act had ceased— 
in fact, but one month after the annuity provided: for had 
been stopped under the limilations of the aet—Congress 
again acknowledged the obligation due by the Government 
to the heirs of Colonel Hardin, by passing a law giving to 
each of his sons and daughters the sum of $100 per annum 
until they shail have respectively attained the age of twenty- 
one years; the last payment under this act having been 
made on the 23d of March, 1812, up to whieh time the 
widow and children had received, in the aggregate, the sum 
of $5,520 94. fn 

<The committee is not of the opinion that the obligation 
of the Government to the widow and children of Colonel 
Hardin was exhausted hy the provisions ofthe two acts men- 
tioned. General Wilkinson promised Colonel Hardin that, 
in the event of his fall, his widow should reccive not less 
than $200 per annum during ber natural life. Has this been 

done? Clearly not; for thesum of $200 {per annum] from 
the date of his death to the endof her life would have 
amounted to &7.800; whilst the amount paid to the widow 
and children, in all, onty amounts to the sunt of 83,520 94, 
The Government, at tse time of the passage of those acts, 
was poor; it could pot fully satisfy all of its obligations; it 
showed its high degree of estimation for the services. of 
Colonel Hardin by doing what it did fer the widow and 
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children but it bas never fnlly eanceled the obligations 
which was clearly due by it to them. 


| éc The committee being of this opinion, report a bill giving 

to-the heirs of Colonel John Hardin the difference between 
the amount received by his widow and children, under the 
two previous acts of Congress, and the sum of $200 [per 
annum] from the date of his death to the date of the death 
of his widow.”? 

‘The only evidence that General Wilkinson 
“made the promise here referred to, is contained in 
the letter written by Colonel Hardin at the time. 
Wilkinson had sent for Hardin, who resided in 
the State of Kentucky. Hardin had crossed the 
Ohio river at Fort Washington, when Wilkinson 
made known his object, that he wished to employ 
him on the very hazardous service, as it was 
known to be, of going to the Indians with over- 
turés. [Jere is his correspondence cotemporane- 
ous at the time from Fort Washington, giving an 
account of his condition and the troubles of his 
mind on this subject. 

Hardin admitted the danger and hazard of the 
service which he was about to undertake, and 

«consoled his wife by telling her that ‘in the 
worst event you shall be provided for; General 
Wilkinson has promised me that you shall 
have at least $200 per annum during your 
natural life.” This was a pious man as well as 
soldicr, and he writes altogether in that spirit. 
In his direction for the instruction of his family, 
he looksat things like a man of sense and of sensi- 
bility. He said that he should like to be at his 
peaceful home, but the. service was pressing; he 
felt that he could not decline it. “It is a 
hazardous one, but if I fall you are to be pro- 
vided for, and General Wilkinson says you shall 
have $200 a year from the Government as long as 
you live.” That is the highest evidence, I 
think, which the Senate can require of the exist- 
ence of such a promise. 

Now, has it been fulfilled? This promise was 
to make provision for the wife at $200 a year. If 
such a contract existed, (and I suppose the discre- 
tion of a general commanding in such a position 
must have extended to make such a one,) it $ as 
solemn and binding an engagement as can be 
made; and the Government should redeem it. 
Has itdone so? In the year 1793, (as soon as 
the fate of Hardin was ascertained, for it was 
sometime doubtful what became of him—it was 
suupposed he had perished, and it was some time 
before his fate was ascertaincd,) Congress passed | 
a law, giving $450 year, for seven years, to the 
wife and children. Was the whole of that $450, | 
given expressly by the act to the wife and chil- | 
dren, to be deducted from the aggregate amount 
of $200 promised to the wife? [say not. Con- 
gress thought themselves bound to go farther 
than General Wilkinson, though not knowing of | 
this contract. This letter of old Colonel John | 
Hardin to his wife was never known until about į 
twelve or fifteen years ago. Without the knowl- | 

edge of that letter, but knowing that this man | 

i 

| 


had perished in their service, they passed an act Í 
providing for his wife and children, giving them | 
$450 a year for seven.years. There were six chil- 
dren, and Í say that all that can be charged against | 
the wife'is $200 of this money as received for her 
annuity. 

This would bring it down to the year 1800, and 
she lived to the year 1829; in the mean time, I 
say, she was entitled tothis money. Congress in 
the year 1800 passed another law. Hardin was | 
still remembered, and Hardin’s fate was still re- 
membered; and they passed another law giving 
$100 per annum to each of his children until they 
became of age, Is that to be applied to extinguish 
the claim of the wife? The wife was the first 
object of solicitude for the husband. It was for | 
her support, if he was wounded, that he demanded | 
a pledge from the Government through his com- | 
manding officer, General Wilkinson, that his wife | 
should have $200 a year. The committee in the | 
other House, taking the view which they have 
done, in the report which I have read, charge to | 
the widow all the money given to the children by | 
the last act. Nota cent was given to the widow | 
alone by the act of 1800, or by the act of 1793. | 
The $450 was given to the widow and the six chil- ; 
dren. If this contract is believed, she was enti- l 
tled to $200 a year from the death of her husband | 
down to her own. That was the promise. She | 
is entitled to that whole sum except so far as the | 
Government may have satisfied it, The Govern- | 
ment never granted her, forannuity, anything. To | 


j 


her and her children they granted $450 for seven 
years, which brought them to 1800. In 1800 
they granted $100 a year to each one of the 
children. 2 

Now, considering the $450 allowed from 1793 | 
to 1800, and suppc-~ing that they paid $200 per 
year to her, and $250 only to the six children, 
which is certainly making an adjustment of it not 
favorable to the widow, she is entitled to the 
whole of the annuity from 1800 to 1829, and that 
„is the sum due. But the committee of the other 
House have charged her with the whole amount 
paid to her children, and have deducted that from | 
her annuity, and propose to allow only the bal- 
ance. 

This is the whole case. The committee of the 
Senate have felt themselves required to report | 
altogether against the bill. Upon what basis that 
has been done, I confess I do not know. I have 
made a calculation, according to this statement, 
exactly of what is due to the widow. It is un- 
necessary to trouble the Senate with the calcu- 
lation; but the result of it is this: $7,400 is the 
total amount of $200 per year during the lifetime 
of the wife after the death of her husband, From 
that ought to be deducted, from 1793 to 1800, as 
chargeable to her, $200 of the $450 paid to her 
andthe sixchildren. Thus I deduct $1,400 from 
47,400, and, as I understand this contract, the 
balance is due to her. What is the stage of this 
bill now? z 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Mason 
in the chair.) The bill is now before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. When reported 
to the Senate, the question will be on its third 
reading. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish, by the first vote 
of the Senate, to ascertain whether they intend to 
sustain the adverse report. If they do, there is 
no amendment to be made. If not, I shall offer 
such an amendment as it seems to me will bring | 
the sum up to what is fairly and necessarily due 
to the widow. 

Mr. WELLER. As chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, I made the adverse ; 
report on this bill. I know it is a very ungra- | 
cious task to oppose any bill for the relief of any | 
descendant of one who has performed most dis- 
tinguished military services for his country; and 
the Committce on Military Affairs were very 
anxious to give a favorable consideration to this | 
bill, but they came to the conclusion, by a unan- 
imous vote, that the Government had already 
been very liberal towards the heirs of Colonel 
John Hardin. By the act of 1793 Congress gave | 
to the widow $450 per annum for seven years. | 
They afterwards passed a law in 1800, giving $100 | 
a year to cach one of the minor children who | 
were left by Colonel John Hardin. Congress ; 
also gave to these heirs bounty land in consider- | 
ation of the services which had been rendered by || 
their ancestor. ‘They have received altogether, |! 
in money, $5,520. li 

Now, the Senator from Kentucky assumes the | 
position that there was a contract between Colonel į 
John Hardin and General Wilkinson; and that, | 
by the terms of that contract, the widow was en- | 
titled to $200 per annum during her life. We |! 
have gone back to the archives for the purpose | 
ofascertaining, if possible, if there was any rec- j 
ognition of any contract on the part of General į 
Wilkinson. We were able to find official dis- i 
patches communicating to the Government intel- í 
ligence of the death of Colonel John Hardin, and 
of the manner in which he had fallen; but in 
none of the records can we find any account of , 
this promise having been made by General Wil- 
kinson. I do not doubt, from the high character 
of Colonel Hardin, that this statement which he 
wrote immediately preceding his departure on 
this perilous movement was true—I mean the: 
letter addressed to his wife. But if it is to be | 
treated as a contract, it is somewhat strange that 
the discovery was not made until the present: 
time. All acis of Congress which have been: 
passed for the relief of the widow and heirs of 
Colonel John Hardin, and the acts of bounty, : 
were given to them because ôf the gallantry of: 
their ancestor, and not because of any contract ‘| 
or legal obligation resting on this Government to | 
take care of them. > 

I think that in this casc, if the widow were now | 
living, there is ao Senator here who would not | 


vote to make the amplest provision for her during 


her life; but she has long since. passed away. 
After sheshas been provided for during her life, 
(which the promise of General Wilkinson in- 
tended to do,) after this ample provision has been 
made for her, the heirs come in at this late day 
andask fora furtherappropriation from Congress, 
I concede all that the Senator from Kentucky has 
said in regard to the gallantry of this man, and 
all that can be said in regard to the descendants 
of Colonel Hardin; but I think this Government 
has been more liberal towards these descendants 
than to those of any other soldier of whom I 
have any knowledge. I was compelled, therefore, 
to report against the passage of this bill, but the 
Senate of course can make what disposition they 
please of it. I am content with having discharged - 
my duty, when I have told the Senate the grounds 
upon which the committee were compelled to-go 
against the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I desire to move an 
amendment to the bill. I consider that, in’ the 
terms of this agreement, the widow was entitled 
to $200 a year. She died in the year 1829. She 
received for seven years, I will suppose, her an- 
nuity of $200. That is all she has received. The 
balance due is, as I understand, $7,400, Jess the 
$1,400. That is the sum to which, I think, Mrs. 
Hardin was entitled.. I move to amend the bill 
by substituting that in place of the sum mentioned 
in the bill. oe : 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the sum mentioned 
in the bill? i 

Mr. CRITTENDEN.: The sum mentioned in 
the bill is this amount, reduced by charging the 
widow with the whole sum of $450 a year, which 
was granted to her and her children for seven 
years, and charging her also with the sum appro- 
priated to her children alone. That certainly is 
not a compliance with the contract. She has re- 
ceived $1,400 from Congress in the form of, and 
san eh of, the $450 granted for seven years to her 
and her six children. 

Mr. EVANS. Who will get this money? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. She is dead, and con- 
sequently it will go to her descendants, some of 
them in the second generation, Colonel John 
Hardin, formerly amember of Congress, who died 
at Buena Vista, was the grandson of this old man 
who was killed by the Indians. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Masonin 
the chair.) The Chair understands the Senator 
to make a motion that the amount mentioned in 
the bill ($1,879 06) be stricken out, and $6,000 
inserted in licu of it. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is, Shall the bill be read a third time ? $ 

On a division there were—ayes 10, noes 18;.no 
quorum voting, : 

Mr. FITZPATRICK, and others, called’ for 
the yeas and nays; and they were ordered; and 
being taken, resulted—yeas-13, nays’ 25; as fol- 
lows: T 

YEAS — Messrs. Bell of: Tennessee, Cass, Collamer, 
Crittenden, Dodge, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, James, 
Mason, Thompson of Kentucky, and ‘Trumbuli—13. 

NAYS — Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Ben- 
jamin, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, 
Evans, Fitzpatrick, Hamlin, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, 
Mallory, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Seward, Slidell, 
Toombs, Wade, and Weller-—25. š 


So the bill was rejected. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, it was 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it beto 
meet on Monday next. 


MOORE AND HASCALL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first pri- 
vate bill in the order of business, is the bill (S. 
No. 304) for the relief of Hiram Moore and John 
Hascall, or their legal representatives. 

' Mr. CASS. My colleague desires to be heard 
on that bill. He is unwell, and not able to attend 
the Senate to-day. I wish, therefore, that it may 
be passed over. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will 
be postponed until next Friday. 

OBED HUSSEY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill 
on the Calendar is the bill (S. No. 305) for the 
relief of Obed Hussey. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. I believe that bill is in the 
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from Michigan who reported it is not in his seat. 

Mr. PEARCE. I hope the bill will not be 
passed over. When it came up on Friday last, 
the Senator from Michigan had it passed over on 
account of my absence. I am here now, and I 


think a simple explanation is all that is neces- 
sary. è 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The- bill is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CASS. [t has no relation to the other 
bill? 

Mr. PEARCE. Not at all. 

Mr. CASS. That relates to a constituent of 
our own, 

Mr. PEARCE. This relates to a constituent 
of mince. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- | 
ator from Louisiana submit a motion to post- 

one? 

Mr. BENJAMIN.” No, sir. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which proposes to 
extend, for seven years, the patent granted to 
Obed Hussey, on the 31st day of December, 1833, 
for “a new and useful improvement, being a ma- 
chine for reaping and cutting ail kinds of small 
grain and grasscs.”” 

Mr. PEARCE. 1 understand that when I was 
not present on a former private bill day this bill | 
was passed, and then reconsidered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
fact. 

Mr. PEARCE. Itis therefore up now as if it 
were originally before us. ‘The bill proposes a 
renewal of Mr. Husscy’s patent for seven years. 
I recollect rather more than twenty years ago, 
when L was first a member of the other House of | 
Congress, to have met this old man with his ori- 
ginal invention. I saw it in this city, and 1 saw 
the principle of his wheat cutter. It has been | 
slightly altered since then; it has been improved; 
but I believe there has been no variation of prin- | 
ciple. The ground upon which he claims, and | 
upon which I think he may fairly claim, to have 
a renewal of his patent, is one peculiar to his case. 
His patent was about to expire; that is, some 
mouths yet remained unexpired of the time for 
which he had obtained his original patent, when 
he came to the Commissioner of Patents in Wash- 
ington, and made application for a renewal. He 
was advised by the then Commissioner, Mr. Elis- 
worth, to postpone the application untila shorter 
time before the expiration of the patent. He was 
not informed that there was any law or any rule 
of the Department, or any rule established by the || 
board of patent referees, requiring a specific time | 
within which application should be made, and |; 
accordingly he deferred to the advice of the Com- |] 
missioner of Patents, and did not, until some ten | 
or twelve days before the period of the expiration H 
of the patent, again go to the office and ask for | 
his renewal. When he did so, he was met by the | 
new Commissioner of Patents with a declaration | 
that he was too late—tbhat the board had estab- | 
lished a rule by which it was necessary to make 
this application sixty days before the cxpirauon 
of the patent. He found himself, therefore, shut | 
out, and he was told that he had better apply to 
Congress. He did apply to Congress at its neXt | 
session. ‘Lhe Committee on Patents reported | 
favorably on his application. l beleve the biil į; 
passed the Senate, but failed in the other House. 
He applied at the next Congress in 1350, and 
there nothing was done. all know how the 


That is the 


j 


i 


We 
public business which agitated the minds of 
members of Congress then superseded private 
affairs, and nothing was done. Atthe last session 
he made application, and a report was made by 
the Committee on Patents, after a very cautious 
and careful investigation. F think, perhaps, the 
Senator from Maine was the member of the com- 
mittee at that time who made the report—[Mr. 
Frssenppn. Yes, sir]—and who can correct me 
if 1 have made any nustake im my statement. 
forget whether the bill passed at that session or 
not. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. It passed the Senate. | 
Mr. PEARCE. Now the committee have again 4 
reported the bill, lt is within my knowledge, 1 | 
think | may say, that this inventor, a very meri- | 
torious man, has made no money as yet by his | 
atent, and is, if not poor, at the present time at ; 
east very far from having accummulated even a | 


i 


| 
| 


i tion, of clements not interfering with others, 


i to great consideration, and as having conferred 


| Cormick had been, was very unsuccessful, and 


: the time when the report we 


| to receive. 
l at bis business. 
Not only that, but, instead of being opposed | 
hborhood, the people in ; 


|, by the people in his neig 
| chine has princip 


| machine has taken everything there, 


| arose from the fact that, unfortunately, 


competency. I think, under the peculiar circum- į 
stances of the case, if anybody be entitled to a 
renewal of a patent at the hands of Congress, it 
is this worthy and most successful inventor—not 
more successful than worthy, but very worthy 
and very successful. Iam using his wheat cut- 
ter, and prefer it to all others. 

Mr. SEWARD. H affords me great pleasure 
to say a word in favor of the extension of this 
patent, because, while I have had occasion pro- 
fessionally to be concerned in the trial of suits 
which have involved the merits of different in- 
ventions, reapers, and mowing machines, it! 
has never been my fortune at all to be engaged 
or interested in behalf of this patentee, or in 
support of his invention, but always to be em- 
ployed by those who were maintaining other and 
improved instruments; which came into com- 
parisonand contrast with this one; and I am able 
from this adverse position to bear testimony to | 
the conceded originality of Mr. Hussey’s inven- 


and having very considerable merit. All that 
can be claimed by others is, that they may have 
surpassed him afterwards in the same pursuits, 
on hints common to himself and them, derived 
from unsuccessful inventors who preceeded them. 
I believe, also, that I am able to bear witness 
that he has been so unfortunate as never to have 
realized an adequate reward for hisinvention. I 
do not think it interferes with the progress of 
improvements; I think it is but a simple act of 
justice to this meritorious man, whose invention 
has very considerable merit, that he should be | 
allowed to have his patent extended for seven | 
years more under these circumstances, and E do 
not know that anybody in the world is opposed | 
to lt. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, I wìll say | 
a word on the subject, as I made the report atthe 
last Congress in favor of Mr. Hussey, in con- | 
firmation of what has been stated by the honor- ; 
able Senator from Maryland. It is conceded by | 
everybody that Mr. Hussey’s invention is an | 
original and important one. Nobody disputes 
the fact that he is entitled to the credit of having 
invented a machine of very great practical utility. 
Itisareaper not only for reaping grain, but grass; 
and the cutter is what is called the smooth-edge 
cutter, and in that I believe it differs from all 
other reapers which have been invented. 
Nobody disputes, as I have observed, the 
originality of the invention, and its very great 
value. It has not only been practically tested, 
but it was established at the World’s Fair, in 
London, on atrial there between him and M 
McCormick. Two trials, I believe, resulted in 
different verdicts; but it was conceded that they 
were both very important and very valuable ma- 
chines, and both had conferred great benefits on | 
the public, and both were spoken of as entitled 


' 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
i 


great credit on the country where they were 
invented. 

Mr. Hussey, the committee became perfectly 
atisfied, instead of being successful, as Mr. Mce- : 


that without bis own fault 
quate reward whatever for h 


reaping any ade- | 


= made, although | 
doing better, he had not beconie a man of prop- . 
erty, 


amountof pay in proportion to what he deserved | 


were his ma- } 


wi 


his section of the United States, 
ally been in operation, (for it | 
has not extended into the West; MeCormick’s 
) are very 


much in favor of Mr. Hussey’s rece 
he ought to have reecived—an adequate 
ation. With regard to that matter, I do not 
know of any oppos i i 
his ma- | 
chine and McCormick’s gotin here together; and | 
the opposition to the one seemed to consutule 
an opposition to both — they were so connected, 
MecCormick’s case has been definitively disposed 
of by this body. Thisstandson a very different | 
Ý Ty friend from Vermont [Mr. Cor- | 


foundation. My $ Mr 
LAER] took the ground, which was satisfactory 
ere the 


to the majority of the Senate, that whi 


invention; and at |! 


ng what | 
remuner- |. 
; Maryland tells us the reason; 
ition to him, except such as |! 


| 


| 
| 


and had nat received any considerable ;! 


He was a hard-working day-laborer |: | 
' ator from Maine advocated the pa 


lH Cormick’s case 


i: that there is any difference 


i idh 
: determine whether he should 


question had once been tried bythe proper tiibu: 
nal, and the extension had been denied, it should: 
not be tried again here. As-the Senator from 
Maryland has stated, there has- béen’ no: tial 
before’ of this application, and that ‘not by-the 
default of Mr. Hussey, but through ‘a misunder- 
standing of the commissioners; by which ino 
notice was given. “He- had, in fact, his fourteen: 
years. He made his application for a renéwal; 
but, under the circumstances which have been: 
stated, he was prevented from receiving the addi- 
tional seven years, which he would otherwise 
have obtained. It is one of the strongest cases 
which can possibly appeal to Congress.’ He has 
not received what, by law, he was entitled: to 
receive, and that not from his own fault, but from 
an exigency which he could not foresee or control. 


i In my judgment, and in the judgment of the com- 
‘mittee who made the report, and who were unan- 


imous upon it, he is entitled, on every consider- 
ation, to have his patent extended for the remain- 


| der of the time provided by the statute. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I wish to inquire of the 
Senator from Maine what is the difference be- 
tween this case and McCormick’s? Is not Me- 

uite as meritorious as this? 

Mr. TESSENDEN, Mr. McCormick’s might 
have been as meritorious as this; I will not dis- 
pute about that. The common’ judgment, how- 
ever, is, that the real merit of the original inven: 
tion belongs to Elussey; but i am not disposed 
to go into that question, That certainly is nota 
more meritorious case; but the difference between 
them may be briefly stated. . 

McCormick applicd for a renewal, His case 
was tried by the board appointed. to settle the 
question of renewal. They gave hima full hear- 
ng, and decided against him. In my judgment, 
they did not decide properly, because they de- 
cided onan issue which 1 thought they had no 
right to try; but they decided against him “Under 
these circumstances, the Senate considered that 
the question having been sctiled by a judicial 
tribunal appointed for the purpose, a number of 
et since, it should not be renewed here. Mr. 
Tussey never had a trial, and that not from his 
own fault. He made his application; but owing 
to circumstances, which have been stated ‘by the 
Senator from Maryland, he was held not to bein 
time to give the adequate notice provided for by 
the rules of the Patent Office. The question, 
whether he was entitled to a renewal, never was 
considered at all. The board decided against 


| McCormick, on the ground that Hussey was the: 
| true inventor. 
| was not the question for them; but the groand 
‘on which Hussey applicd, and on’ which Mr. 
| McCormick applied to the board, was, that they’ 


I held, and now hold, that that 


had not received sufficient remuneration for their 
inventions. That question has never been pre- 
sented in regard to Mr. Hussey, and he never 
has had atrial. Owing to these regulations, and 
the view taken of them under the circumstances 
stated, he has never yet had seven years, or the 
chance to show that he was entitled to a seven 
years’ extension, when, in fact and in truth, it is 
beyond all question that Mr, Haussey is aman 
comparatively poor, while Mr. MeCormick, as 
everybody knows, is aman very rich. That is 
the difference between the men and between the 
cases. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Ido not see any 
difference in point of principle between the casrs 
of McCormick and Hussey. The honorable Sen- 
ssage of MeCor- 
miek’s bill, a week ago, quite as carnestly as he 
does this. True, he does it on somewhat differ- 
ent grounds technically; but I do not perceive 
so far as principle is 


8 


L concerned. 


It is not denied that Mr. Hussey had the ben- 
efit of his patent for fourteen years. Why did 
he not get an extension? The Senator from 
but then ‘this “bill 
does not proceed on the ground laid down mn 
McCormick’s bill. We were urged to pass 
MeCormick’s bill because it leftthe question open’ 


‘i for adjudication by the only tribunal _appointe 
© by the 
i not so fair as that. 
‘extension by act of Congress. 


law to consider the question: This bills 
This bill makes an absolute 

It does not refer 
einted bylaw, to 
ave al: extension 


or not; but we undertake here; in our legislative 


Mr. Hussey to the board 
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capacity, to legislate him into a patent for an ad- 
ditional term of seven years. I want to know if 
the Senate is prepared for that.: Are we to. come 
here and consider all the merits of the question, 
and:-all the details connected with it? How do 
we know them? -I do not know anything about 
the case, except what I find stated. here; but yet 
we are called upon to vote for a law declaring 
that: Mr. Hussey shall be entitled to an extension 
for seven years. If he has been unfairly dealt 
with, if any injustice has been done him, let us 
treat Mr, Hussey just as we treat every other 
patentee in the world—send him to the board ap- 
pointed by law to examine all the facts and all 
the testimony, to determine whether he is enti- 
tled to an extension or not. But we are to abro- 
gate that law, and to take upon ourselves the pre- 
rogative of saying that he shall have his patent 
extended. If the Senate is to resolve itself into 
a commission to investigate the claims of paten- 
tees, we might as well give up all other legislative 


business; for if we were to sit here all the year |i 


round we could not decide the various applica- 
tions and the various questions arising under the 
patent laws of the country. It seems to me that 
this is most extraordinary legislation. You refuse 
to give McCormick his extension because he had 
atrial. Here isa man that you say had no trial, 
and you give him his extension beeause he has 
had no trial. If he is entitled to anything, he is 
entitled simply —— 

Mr. PEARCE. The Senator will allow me 
to suggest that he can try the Senate ‘with an 
amendment of the nature which he has suggested, 
and perhaps he will have no difficulty. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That is not my 
business. Iam against the bill in any shape in 
which it may come up. If my friend from Ma- 
ryland wishes to modify his bill, and put it in 
better shape, let him do so. 

Mr. PEARCE. It is not my bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I perecive that 
is remarked as being reported by Mr. STUART, 
from the Committee on Patents: I am against 
it on principle. There are three applications 
here now, for the extension of patents for 
reaping machines, so that the patentees may 
panair the agricultural interest of the country. 

am tired of that. Representing an agricultural 
interest, Lam tired of seeing these men getting 
life estates. Fourteen years is long enough. 
When McCormick’s bill was here, it was said 
McCormick had not made much money; but the 
Senator from Maine, to-day, says that he has 
made some money. He professed to be exceed- 
ingly poor, and made proof before the board that 
had not made a reasonable amount. Now we 
are told that Hussey has made nothing, and 
therefore we must renew his patent; and the 
Senator from New York thinks it a very merito- 


his argument by admitting that he was counsel. 

Mr. SEWARD. 1 was never counsel for him. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. You were coun- 
sel for McCormick? 

Mr. SEWARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. He was counsel 
for McCormick, and against Hussey. Now 
that McCormick’s case is disposed of, he turns 
round for Hussey. How could he take ground 
against Hussey, and for McCormick, if he 
thought Hussey was entitled to it? 

Mr. SEWARD. There is no conflict between 
them. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think there has 
been a conflict going on between all these men, 
between Moore & Hascall, Hussey, and Mce- 
Cormick. McCormick maintains, I believe, that 
he is the only man in the United States entitled 
to a patent for these machines, and that he is the 
original inventor. If the Senator will look to the 
report, he will see that that was one of the ques- 
tions considered by the board—whether McCor- 
mick or Hussey was the inventor. 
cided that Hussey was. 


They de- li 


Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator will | 


allow me to explain. Hussey was first; and Mr, 
Hussey complained that McCormick, who was 
after him, had adopted his invention; that it was 
Hussey’s; and that McCormick, under no pre- 
text whatever, could claim what Hussey had 
done; that is, to claim Mr. Hussey’s improve- 
ment, All the questions there ever was between 
these two machines was which of them was the 


more: practical and useful and beneficial? But 
the two are independent..machines, and in no 
conflict whatever. with each other. 

One. word. more, in relation to my own -posi- 
tion. I do not know Mr. Hussey, that I remem- 
ber. Nobody ever spoke a word to me on the 
subject. I saw this bill here. I knew that he had 
conceived and carried out a very great and useful 
improvement; and that, up to a year or eighteen 
months past, he had never succeeded in having 
it introduced, so as to get a reward. I know that, 
within the last year or eighteen months, it has 
developed its utility, and been acknowledged; 
and that it is the first, the pioneer of all the other 
improvements which have substituted mechan- 
ical labor in reaping for the human hand; and it 
seems to me to be a fair case for an acknowledg- 
ment, on the part of the country, to this inventor. 
If I had any interest, or prejudice, it has always 
been adverse to this person. I thank the honor- 
able Senator from Tennessee for his kindness. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The Senator from. 
New York says that Mr. Hussey has niade a 
valuable invention—1 am not disputing that— 
and that he has realized no substantial benefit 
from it. Upon what ground, then, I inquire, 
did he receive his patent in 1833? He received 
a patent in 1833 for an assumed invention, and 
he enjoyed the exclusive benefit of that inven- 
tion for fourteen years. Now, if in fourteen 
years a man receiving a patent for a thing as- 
sumed to be perfected—so much soas to author- 
ize the Government to give him a patent for it, 
securing him in the individual enjoyment of it 
for fourteen years—cannot be remunerated, Lask 
how long is ıt to be expected, ot required, that a 
man shall enjoy these exclusive benefits before he 
gets rich enough to quit? When a man has 
made an invention, perfect enough to justify the 
issuing of a patent, is not fourteen years sufti- 
cient to enable him to get remunerated forit? It 
secms to me so. 

I desire to propound another question, because 
I am in search of information on this point. 
Does not Mr. Hussey’s patent—I have never 
seen it—embrace those general principles em- 
braced in McCormick’s, and Moore & Hascall’s, 
and other inventors, whose patents have all cx- 
pired by limitation, and have not been renewed, 
and the benefits of which the country is now 


j enjoying under that freedom guarantied by the 


law? If you extend Hussey’s patent, does it 
notembrace those general principles of reaping 
machines which would énable him to exert a 
control over all other machines in the country? 
That is a matter of which I know nothing, be- 
cause I never saw the patent. It depends on the 
patent. If the patent embraces the principles 


| contained in the patent of McCormick, and you 
] | reinstate him in the enjoyment of them for seven 
rious ease; but I think he put an estoppel to all ji 


years, he has control over all these machines. 
Mr. FESSENDEN, I can inform the gentle- 
man that Mr. Hussey stated on oath, in his ex- 
amination in the case of McCormick, that there 
was no necessary contest between him and 
McCormick—that the machines were distinct 
ones. MeCormick told me the same thing over and 
over again, that there is no contest between them. 
Mr. SEWARD. I wish to say one word by 
way of explanation to my honorable friend from 
Tennessee. It would seem to me that, if the 
patent was granted in the year 1833, by the ex- 
piration of fourteen years, the patentee ought to 
obtain sufficient remuneration; but that is not 
always the case, and | think it very often hap- 
pens that the patentee does not receive any suffi- 
cient remuneration during the term of fourteen 
years, especiaily in these Improvements of agri- 
cultural implements. The prejudices of the 


| country are very strong against book-farming, 


against theoretical farming, against mechanical 
improvements as a substitute for human labor; 
and it is a long time before an improvement of 
this kind is brought into public use. 

I remember the case of the cast-iron plow. 
It has now superseded the wrought-iron plow 
the world over. Two patents were granted, one 
to Mr. Newbold, and the other to Mr. Jethro 
Wood, of the State of New York, for the inven- 
tion of the cast-iron plow. Each one made a 
plow of so much cast-iron. Jethro Wood was 
obliged to sell the wrought-iron plows, and (in 
which the improvement chiefly consisted) furnish 
them with wrought-iron plowshares. People 


‘would pay him for them, and ‘when he wanted to 


| get them to experiment with his cast-iron plow- 


share; he would have to throw one in, and ask 
them to take it. People went home with it in the 
expectation that the thing would not last when it 
encountered. the stones and snags, but would 
be broken. Hot metal! and ‘how would it. an-: 
swer forthe plow! The consequence was, that 
Jethro Wood, after fourteen years, got a renewal 
of seven years, and still he did not get indemnifi- 
cation, and again it expired, and was renewed by 
Congress a second time, and carried to twenty» 
eight years, and by that time he succeeded inget- 
ting asmall support for his family; and his orphan 
children have been here from year to year since 
trying to get an acknowledgment, while New- 
bold’s children are here now, and they never got 
one. Such is the fact about Hussey’s machine, 
All these other jnventors, I believe, acknowledge 
the merit of Hussey’s; and yet, in perfecting the 
mechanical arrangements of the machine, which 
is very complex, and prevailing on the public to 
adopt it, he has spent the fourteen years; and it 
is now just in a condition to remuncrate him. 
But I beg leave to repeat again that I am speak- 
ing entirely as a volunteer; and-from respect to 
this useful. and worthy man,;-who-has. added to 
the fame of our country, and has: obtained a rec- 
ognition for the inventive talent of the country at. 
the great world’s fairs in London and in Paris, {> 
feel that it would be very unwise and unjust not 
to allow this recognition; and I do not think there 
is a man in the world, outside of the Senate 
Chamber, who would thank: us if we should re- 
fuse to allow it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. My friend from New 
York might have stated another point of import- 


| tance in this matter. There are but a very few 
| weeks in the year when you can use these reaping 


machines. There are only five or six weeks in 
the year when you can make experiments with 
them. They are not like ordinary machines for 
other purposes. They can only be used in the 
reaping and mowing season. Twelve years with 
these machines is only equal to one in point of 
fact with others. Mr. Hussey obtained his pat- 
ent for this reaper, and was engaged, as Mr, 
McCormick was, fora large portion of the four- 
teen years in bringing his machine to perfection, 
and doing away with its defects and difficulties. 
Having only that period of years in which to 


j tty his experiment and perfect it, in reality the 


time granted must have been exceedingly small. 
Mr. PEARCE, There are a number of Sen- 
ators who think this is not the. proper tribunal 
for the investigation of the facts necessary to be 
inquired into in a case like this, I admit the 
force of the objection, The Senator from Ten- 
nessee made the objection, and I thought he 
would be prepared to obviate it by.an. amend- 
ment; but as he has not done so, I have prepared 
an amendment, which will refer the settlement of 
this matter to the Commissioner of. Patents, and 
authorize him, on a full consideration of all the 
facts, to renew the patent if he thinks it ought 
to be renewed. I move to strike out all after the 
enacting clause of the bill, and insert this amend- 
ment, which I hope will obviate all objections: 
“That the Commissioner of Patents be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and empowered to receive the application of 
Obed Hussey, a citizen of the United States, for a rehcar- 
ing of his application for a renewal of his letters patent for 
new and useful improvements in the machine for reaping 
all kinds of smail grain, dated December 31, 1833; and 
the said Commissioner of Patents is hereby authorized, di- 
rected, and required, upon such application being made to 
him as aforesaid, if made within three months from the 


| passage of this act, to cause public notice to be given of the 


time and place of hearing and considering the same, and to 
grant or refuse a renewal and extension of the said letters 
patent for the term of seven years from the date of said ex- 
tension, in the same manner and upon the same principles 
as they might have been extended for the term of seven 
years on said former application : Provided, however, That 
all persons now enjoying the lawful use of any machines or 
or improvements protected by the said letters patent of the 
said Obed Hussey, and the purchasers of any such machines 
or improvements so in use or lawfully constructed, if and 
when said Commissioner shall renew said patents as afore- 
said, may continue to use the Same, notwithstanding the 
provisions of this act: And provided, also, That if, upon 
such renewal and extension of said patent as aforesaid, it 
shall be found to be too broad ints claims, the same may to 
that extent be disclaimed, by entering a disclaimer in the 
usual form atthe Patent Office, on payment of thé usual 
fees therefor.” 


Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, U thought on 


last Friday. the Senate decided in McCormick’s 
case that it would not renew: a patent; that it, 
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would be content to leave the patentec his remedy 
as prescribed by law. He is entitled to a renewal 
if he can obtain it after a trial by the Commis- 
sioner of Patents; and if, through any fault of 
his, he fails to obtain such a renewal, he ought 
not to come here for the purpose of being legisla- 
ted into a renewal of the, patent. 

McCormick’s case was quite as strong as this. 
I suppose no one will dispute that he was as mer- 
jtorious an inventor as Hussey. He, ioo, claimed, 
in regard to the original machine, the patent of 
which it was proposed to renew, that he had not 
made anything by it; and 1 think he was sus- 
tained by the Committee on Patents. ‘Whatever 
he had made was on other improvements, and 
upon other patents, for which he did not ask a 
renewal here. In that respect, then, they stood 
upon precisely the same ground. 

The amendment of the Senator from Maryland 
proposes that Hussey may be allowed a new 
trial for the purpose of obtaining a renewal of 
the patent, because he says he was ignorant of 
the law, and did not avail himself of the rights 
he had under the Jaw, or language to that effect. 
McCormick asked, and was sustained in that 
view by the Committee on Patents, that he should 
be allowed to go before the Commissioner again, 
because his application had been ruled out upon 
mere technical grounds, and not upon its merits. 

Now, l cannot see why you should grant per- 
mission to one, and refuse it to the other; but [ 
can see a very good reason why the Senate should 
interfere against the renewal of any patent. The 
law aflords all the remedy which itis proper to 
grant to the patentee, and if he fails to avail him- 
self of it, or if he fails before that tribunal, then 
it scems to me there could hardly be a case in 
which the Senate ought to interfere. I cannot 
conceive a worse tribunal than this to try ques- 
tions of renewals of patents. The proper tri- 
bunal is that which is provided by law, and if 
the patentce fails to obtain relief there, [do not 
think we ought to undertake to sit upon the 
question. 

if this be granted, I think justice to McCormick 
would require that he also should have the same 
opportunity to go before the Commissioner to try 
his application, and I think that in this amend- 
ment MeCormick’s name ought to be introduced, 
so that both shall have the same remedy if it be 
given to either, for one isas much entitled to it 
as the other. For myself, L am not prepared for 
any renewal of patents by this body either di- 
rectly or indirectly. If parties fail to secure the 
remedy which the law allows by the proper tri- 
bunal, they must lose their application; for it 
seems to me that this is not a body to try such 
things. 

Mr. PEARCE. The Senator from Virginia 
is certainly mistaken in one respect, These cases 
do not stand upon an egual footing, If I am 
rightly informed, McCormick’s application was 
heard upon its merits. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is the question. The 
Committee on Patents reportthat itwas not heard 
upon its merits, but was ruled out on technical 
objections. 

Mr. PEARCE. Itwas heard, and depositions 
were received. Some depositions were rejected 
for technical reasons, but others were not. ` “here 
was a hearing. Hussey never had a hearing at 
ail. His application was cut short by the inform- 
ation that it was not sixty days prior to the ex- 
piration of his patent, although he had applied 
some months before, and he was advised by the 
Commissioner of Patents to defer it, no notice 
being given to him of any such rule as I have 
before alluded to. That constitutes a very wide 
distinction between the two cases, but it does not 
necessarily follow that McCormick’s case is to 
be rejected, unless it is past reconsideration. I 
do not know whether any motion for its recon- 
sideration hasbeen made; but surely it is not ne- 
cessary that we should reject this case because 
the Senate has rejected McCormick’s bill. The 
foundation of this application is obviously an 
equitabic one. However, I shall not detain the 
Senate.. The Senator from Maine is much better 
informed on the question than Iam. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to say a word in 
reply to the honorable Senator from Virginia. 
I think he has changed his ground somewhat 
since last Friday. If I heard him rightly, he then 
stated to the Senate, not that he was opposed in 


| principle to granting an extension in any case, or 
| that he thought Congress ought not to interfere 
| in any case, but that he came here with a strong 
desire to vote for McCormick’s bill if he could 
bring his mind to the conclusion that it was 
| proper. The ground upon which he put his 
objection to that bill was that McCormick’s case 
had been once fairly tried and adjudicated upon 
its merits, and being so fairly tried and adjudi- 
cated upon its merits, he could not vote for an 
extension. Now, he states to-day that he is 
opposed in all cases to granting an extension 
under any circumstances. That is an objection 
lio Hussey’s bill which he did not find to 
| Mr. McCormick’s. 

Now, sir, let me say to the Senator that there 
is no necessary connection between the two cases. 
The difficulty in regard to Hussey’s case has 
been that it has been lumbered up, and putin 
connection with that of Moore & Hascall, and 
of McCormick, to which there are very strong 
| objections, in the western country particularly— 
| and in my belief it has been from the action of 
McCormick himself—and the friends of the other 


bill, that Hussey has been kept in connection 
| with them throughout, and that is the difficulty 
under which he has labored. This case stands 
upon entircly different grounds from the others. 
Moore & Hascall’s patent was out twenty years 
ago, if I recollect aright, and there were other 
difficulties connected with it which do not arise 
| in either of these cases. Hussey’s bill was re- 
ported unanimously by the committee, and I be- 
lieve even the honorable Senator from South Car- 
olina, who ordinarily opposes everything of the 
kind, was in favor of the report and bill in this 
case. 

Mr. EVANS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Hesaid to me, and gave 
me liberty to state it to the Senate, that he con- 
sidered it an exception; that Hussey had never 
| had atrial, and it was a meritorious case, and one 
to which he could agree, though he was exceed- 
ingly opposed to McCormick’s hill, McCormick’s 
bill was reported by a bare majority of the com- 
mittee, and that only a permissive majority, for 
the sake of giving him a chance to try the ques- 
tion before the Senate. But there was no doubt 
Jin the mind of any member of the committee in 
regard to Hussey’s application. It struck every 
man as so equitable a casc, that there was a unan- 
imous report. 

Now, what is the simple question? Gentlemen 
say that Congress ought not to interfere; but our 
laws presuppose that a term of twenty-one years 
is not too long a time for an inventor to have, in 
order to receive remuneration for his invention; 
because, after granting a patent for fourteen years 
they give seven years additional, wherever it is 
shown that remuneration has not been had in 
fourteen years. flere we present a case where 
it was hardly possible that the machine could be 
introduced into general use in the ordinary time, 
and show thatby amere misapprehension—a mere 
| mistake—this Inventor, Mr. Hussey, never had 


an opportunity to try the question whether he 


l 
\ i : : 

i| had aright to a seven years’ extension, which the 
| s 


| principle of the laws gave him. 


in my own, provide that where a man has Jost a 
right by a mere legal misapprehension or mIs- 
take, the courts shali have power to remedy it. 
The courts are to see that he is not deprived of 


larly when it results from the action of the 
public officers, as in this case. Is Mr. Hussey 
asking for anything more? By a mere misap- 
prehension, not of his own so much as of the 
Commissioner, and a misunderstanding between 
two successive commissioners, he has been de- 
prived of the opportunity to havethe question 
upon which the whole matter rested, settled by 
the proper tribunal. Being a meritorious man, 
admitted to be so by the committees of this 
body being over and over again unanimously in 
his favor, (for he has had more than one report,) 
! he has been here ever since that occurrence. tte 
‘comes here a comparatively poor man, having 
reecived no remuneration such as he ought to 
receive —nothing, in fact, 


lace him where he would have been if 


and to : 
5 him atthe time. 


he had had justice done 


which can be called | 
remuneration at all—asking you to deliver him | 
from the consequences of this misapprehension, | 


i The statutes of almost every State, certainly || 


| 


| 
| 
| 


| any right by a mere misapprehension, particu- |; f ; 
| they swim, let both swim together, 


It strikes me that we ought not to be turned: 
round to.the case of McCormick, and told that. 
he did not get it. That is no reason why Mr. 
Hussey should not have it. Suppose: that Mrs 
McCormick has. been unjustly used: it: doesnot: 
follow that upon the state of facts here presented, 
it would be just to deny the application of 
Hussey because McCormick : was denied: {f 
McCormick was. unjustly used, it certainly. does.: 
not follow that we are therefore under obligation. 
to misuse somebody else. who: applies to us. 
That is not a proper mode of reasoning either : 
for a court or the Senate, or for any kind of body. 

Mr. Hussey is an exceedingly meritorious, 
modest man. He belongs to the Society of 
Friends, and that is proof of his modesty, I sup- 
pose. He devoted himself to this work. He 
was unquestionably the original inventor. Fle 
asks for the benefit of this improvement, which 
interferes with none other. There are no remon- 
strances from his own neighborhood. The peo-: 
ple of Maryland and Delaware, who receive the 
largest benefits from him and patronize him most, 
are in favor, as the committce understand, of. 
his receiving this additional protection. Why, 
then, should gentlemen come in here and connect 
this machine with others, and deny him what the 
law intended he should: have, because he lost.it 
by mere accident? 1 see no”good sense. in: it. 
Neither do I believe the doctrine that, because 
the agricultural community have derived so much 
benefit from this man, they are entitled to come 
and say he shall not receive adequate remunera- 
tion for the benefit he has conferred on them. 
There is a selfishness in this which | do not ap- 
prove, and hope never to see encouraged here. 

Mr. BROWN. 1 move to amend the amend- 
ment by inserting the name of Cyrus H. McCor- 
mick after the name of Obed Hussey. If this 
bill is to pass, I want to put both of these parties 
together. 

‘Mr. FESSENDEN. They ought not to be 
put Nga they do not stand upon the same 

round, 

Mr. BROWN. There was a contest between 
them when they were before the Commissioner 
of Patents and board of examiners as to which 
had precedence; and the contest resulted in the 
rejection of both of them and in notgiving a fair 
trial to either, as I say and believe. . If you send 
them back, send them together. I think the weight 
of testimony is in favor of McCormick; but I do 
not feel called upon to judge in reference to the 
matter. I say, remit the case back again to the 
Patent Office, and let them both stand where 
they did before any decision was rendered on 
their application. If there is any propriety in 
sending one of therh, there is most manifest pro- 
pricty in sending them both back. I know of no 
reason, and can conceive of none, ever after lis- 
tening to my learned friend from Maine, why 
McCormick should be turned out and Hussey 
turned in. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
one to defeat the other. 

Mr. BROWN. My friend says he does not 
wish to defeat Hussey by putting in McCormicls. 
Now, I do not choose to give advantage to one of 
these parties over the other because he may 
chance to have special friends in the Senate. If 
one is defeated, let both be defeated. If there. 
is propriety in rejecting one of these applica- 
tions, the same reasoning applies to the other 
case. If they go down, let both go together; if 
if one has 
an advantage over the other by priority of dis- 
covery, let that be determined where it ought to 
De determined—in the Patent Office, before the 
Commissioner and the board of examiners. I 
shall certainly not consent to give Mr. Hussey 
the advantage over Mr. McCormick. J would 
never have assented to give McCormick the ad= 
vantage over Hussey, Ladvocated and voted for 
MeCormick’s bill. ` I was ready to vote in favor 
of Hussey’s bill; butnow that McCormick’s has 
been rejected by the Senate, I cannot vote for 
Husscy’s unless you putin McCormick, because 
I know enough of these cases to know. that the 
merits of each are almost precisely the ‘same. 
If the Senate think proper to turn one of them 
down, 1 go for turning the other down; forF 
believe they ought to stand together. By.a-mere 
accidental vote in the Senate, 1 am not going to 


I do not want to use 


| give one of the parties an advantage over the 
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other.. I think it is proper to put McCormick in | 
this bil, and let them both stand or fall together. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Mr. Pres- 
ident, I have no desire to make a speech, or to 

say anything about a case of this nature; but as 
the bill before the Senate. comes from a commit- 
tee of which I ama member, itis proper, perhaps, 
that I should make. a remark or two. I cannot 
agree with the position of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi. I was impressed with the usefulness 
of MeCormick’s invention, and with the credit 
and renown which it had secured for our country 
abroad. For these reasons I was favorable to 
his application. I would. not vote directly for 
the renewal of his patent, but, as he said he had 
not had a fair hearing, I was willing to submit 
-the case to the Commissioner of Patents (Judge 
Mason) for a rehearing, he being a man in whose 
integrity, capacity, and ability, | have great con- 
fidence. Feeling satisfied that, if that bill was 
passed, his judgment would be a correct one, I 
voted for the bill which was under consideration 
last week, to enable McCormick to apply to him 
for a renewal. 1 do not sec, however, that be- 
cause McCormick failed in obtaining that retrial 
or new trial, this applicant, Obed Hussey should 
now have McCormick swung around his neck 
like a stone, to sink him. It is hardly fair. 
This man, as remarked by the Senator from 
Maine, seems to bea quiet old Quaker gentle- 
man,and I now simply desire to state to the Sen- | 
ate the reason why I have determined to support į 
this bill, after my examination of the facts of the 
case, i 
Among the powers of Congress granted by the | 
Constitution is ‘to promote the progress of: 
science and useful arts, by securing, for limited 
times, toauthorsand inventors, the exclusive right | 
to their respective writings and discoveries.” | 
This old man made a valuable discovery, for |! 
which he was entirely anremunerated in the time 
allowed him by his patent. In this view of the 
case, treating it as a matter in equity, L was of 
the opinion that he was entitled not to have a 
retrial, hke McCormick, but an absolute renewal. 
I admit that {am very much like my friend from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Evays,] a member of the 
committee. 1 do not go in for experimenting 
with atmospheric telegraphs, or balloons to sail 
from here to San Francisco in a day. I should 
not like to make a trial trip in a balloon from here 
to the Pacific ocean, considering the dangers of 
trial trips upon railroads, In addition to that, I 
have no idea of experimenting to have a fellow 
go through a tube guarding the mail, in an at- 
mospheric telegraph, above or below the ground, 
with forced air-pumps. Ldo not want any of my 
friends to be lodged about St. Petersburgh in the 
sand banks in this weather, or to be left on the! 
mountains next winter with a mail bag shot like 
a ball from a cannon, I am supposed to be a 
litte skeptical in these matters. Uthink, however, 
that we have taken a very reasonable view of 
this case. The time allowed for patents was 
supposed to be sufficient to enable an individual ; 
to realize something asareward, as an encourage- 
ment for improvements in the arts and sciences. | 
If he is poor—as pocts and inventors, and men of 
genius generally are—if be has not been remu- 
nerated, L think that Congress, under the Consti- 
tution, on equitable considerations, ought to} 
allow him an opportunity by renewing his patent. 
The committee were unanimous in their report 
on this bill. I personaily know nothing about 
this old man; but I learn, from those who are as- 
sociated with him, that he is a meritorious and 
clever man. Upon the principles of equity, under 
our constitutional power to promote and en- 
courage discoveries in the arts and sciences, we : 
have aright to passa bill of this kind. I come 
to the conclusion, from my Investigation as a 
member of the committee, that this bill ought to 
be passed. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Maine was mistaken in regard to the posi- 
tion which I took in MeCormick’s case. I said 
then that I had generally opposed all attempts to 
renew patents by legislation, and I thought it 
must be a very extreme case which could justify 
it; but that I hoped, inasmuch as he did not ask 
to have his patent renewed here, but to be remit- 
ted to the proper tribunal to try it over again, 
there might be something in his case which 
would enable me to vote forit, After hearing the 
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issue was made, 


he had failed to do it. 
setting at naught the law, if in such a case we |! 
were to take upon ourselves a reéxamination, | 


argument, I was convinced that it was not proper 
todo-so. I referred to that case because, in my 
opinion, it presented precisely the same principle 
involved now, to show that the Senate had al- 
ready made a decision which would bar the ap- 
plication now made in behalf of Hussey; that 
they. had decided the general principles which 
covered. this case as well as the other; so that 
there is nothing inconsistent between the posi- 
tion which I took then, and the position which I 
take now. 

Nor did I argue that it was unjust to McCor- 
mick; on the contrary, I believed the decision of 
the Senate was proper then, and I think it would 
be propér now, to adhere to the precedent set on 
that occasion. Itis true, (I referred to the opinion 
of the Committee on Patents, not to my own,) 
I said that the Committee on Patents had declared 
that MeBormick was ruled out, not on the merits 
of his case, but ona mere technicality of law. 


_ If he was ruled out on amere technicality, so far 
l as the trial was concerned, he stood on the same 


ground with Hussey who did not go before the 


. Commissioner in time, on account of his ignorance 


of the law. Isaid that if Hussey did not make 
money by this invention, so also it was no proof 
that McCormick had not made money on the 
invention which he sought to have repatented. 
Whatever he had made was on improvements, in 


regard to which he sought no new patent. I said j 


that, so far as I could see, the principle in the two 
cases was the same. I have seen nothing in the 
cases to distinguish between them. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I voted against the 
application of McCormick for two reasons. The 
first was, because I thought he had a fair oppor- 


tunity of making good hisapplication, if he could | 


do so before the examiners according to law. I 
understood that his claim for a renewal was ad- 
judicated there, and adjudicated upon its merits, 
If the exclusion of a deposition, where many 


were taken, because of the defect of notice, or | 


want of proper form in the notice, is to be called 
technical, and the whole decision affected by it, 
all our legislation will prove entirely nugatory, 
which intended to remove from this House the 
discussion of such a question by a reference of it 
to the Patent Office. It gives no title whatever, to 


; say that his application was overruled on techni- 


cal grounds. The matter at issuc was the merit 


of his application; and if he did not maintain 


and defend it there, he has by law no right to 
appeal farther, or retry that question. 
takes depositions informally, and is guilty of any 


such impropriety in respect to them as causes | 


them to be rejected, he has no right to say that 
the rejection is on technical ground, ‘The proper 


afforded to him to maintain it by proof if he could; 


and his failure to do so docs not prevent it from | 


being a decision on the merits. I thought, there- 
fore, he had all that the law allowed him—a 
proper opportunity of maintaining his claim—and 
lt would be altogether | 


giving him thereby chance after chance. 
I had a further reason. Another question was, 
whether he had been remunerated. 1f I under- 


stand, from his own showing, he has been, to the 


extent of some $450,000, 
Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator will ask the 


‘Senator from Maine, he will tell him differently. 
The report of the Committee on Patents was, that 
i he had not been remunerated under the invention 

|, which he sought to have repatented. 
J had a special charge of the | 
case of McCormick, and the evidence is that he 


Mr. BROWN, 


was not remunerated at all on the patent which 
he seeks to renew. He took out two other pat- 


ients for improvements on the original, and the 
: three were combined in one machine. 
: perfect machine he made profits, but on the ori- 


On that 


ginal machine he made nothing, but rather lost 
money. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. These are distinctions 
which, I think, amount to very little. He has 
made money—a grcat deal of money. 

Mr. BROWN. Ido not know bow much. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Ivoted against him on 
both these grounds: that he had been remuner- 
ated—I do not know to what extent, but an 
extent that might be called handsome for an in- | 
ventor—and that he had had a fair opportunity, | 


if he } 


The proper opportunities were | 


f 


and his cause had been determined against him by 
the proper tribunal. The Senate decided against 
him. 

Now, sir, this being done, what propriety 
would there be in sustaining the motion of my 
friend from Mississippi, and saying that, having 
had a fair trial and decision before the Senate, 
the Senate shall be again troubled with the agita- 
tion of the same question, against which they 
have solemnly decided, and shall now reconsider 
the case of McCormick in the form of an amend- 
ment to this bill, and, as my colleague suggests, 
hang a dead man around the neck of a living 
man? I can see no propriety and no justice in 
it. McCormick has had his fair trial everywhere, 
and everywhere has failed to maintain the issue— 
| everywhere failed to show his right and title to 
a renewal of his privilege. He has failed to ob- 
tain a renewal of his patent here and before the 
| commissioner. Hussey has had no such chance. 
The cases are perfectly distinguishable. Hussey 
has had no remuneration. THe is now what he 
was in the beginning—a poor and artless me- 
chanic—artless I mean in the manner of securing 
his legal rights. He has made nothing;and how 
has he lost the opportunity of appearing before 
the Commissioner? By the misdirection of your 
own officer presiding in the Patent Office. He 
himself mistakes, misleads Hussey, who, by re- 
lying on your officer, placed there and appointed 
ii for the purpose of receiving and dealing with his 
i application, was misinformed as to the natureand 
time of the notice to be given. That is the way 
he lost it. He had no hearing, and he lost it in 
a manner that attaches no fault, and no imputa- 
tion of negligence whatever to him. 

Now, Lask my friend from Virginia, if these 
|| are not strongly distinguishable and strongly dis- 
criminating circumstances? There was remuner- 
| ration in the one case, a fair trial in the one case, 
i and a decision against the applicant. Inthe other 
case there was no remuneration and no trial; but 
1¢ trial was defeated by means of our own officer. 
ir, the cases are perfcetly clear, perfectly dis- 
nguishable. In my opinion, it is clear that the 
ne had no right and that the other had. Sol 
hall vote; and the very character of this man 
eems to me to bring his case exactly within the 
pirit of this law intended for the encouragement 
f talents like his. We have found Mr. Hus- 
sey a man who was actually a mechanic, little . 
| versed in law, but with that sort of genius and 
hat sort of industry in the application of his 
| genius, which makes him, in the very spirit and 
temper of those laws, the object of that protection 
|| Which it was intended the public should give to 
such men. He has lost his rights on a point of 
law. He has lost his case by the misdirection of 
the judge you appointed. All that is admitted. 
There is no controversy as to it. I think Mr. 
| Hussey ought to have a renewal. He has made 
| nothing; and J cannot keep from my mind in this 
| case another consideration. This man’s machine, 
though it in the first place may not have been as 
perfect as improvements have made it, was the 
great original from which all such machines 
started. The reaping machine was his idea. Ee 
first attempted to putit in practice. He gave the 
idea to the world. He gave the idea in a prac- 
| tical, mechanical shape and form to the world, 
|| and all the improvements which have been made 
since have sprung from that as the tree springs 
from its root. There is the root of it all. 

In the hands of Mr. McCormick—for I do not 
know much about the distinction between hig im- 
provements and the original invention—it has 
veen a mine of wealth. The great World’s Fair 
gave it a name and fame all over the world; but it 
sad it before. In the distant fields of the West 
we have seen his machine at work everywhere. 
There has been a great remuncration; it may not 
e adequate, I am willing to see an ample reward 
obtained by the inventors of useful machines, 
| which contribute to the wealth of the country, 
jand to the convenience and wealth of others. 
| Mr. McCormick, I hope, with his machine has 
| reaped his own harvest, and a plentiful one. I 
do not doubt that he has. Hussey has reaped 
nothing but sorrow and disappointment, and 
i| defeat and poverty. Now, sir, I am willing to 
give him an. additional term to try and compen- 
sate this man for broaching this idea, and giving 
it to the world. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. 
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„word, more in the way of personal explanation 
on this matter than anything else. I shall vote 
for this bill, I- stated the other day that I should 
have desired to vote for McCormick’s bill, but 
our Legislature had-instructed my colleague and 

-myself to. vote against the renewal of all patents. 
‘Upon referring. to the terms of the instructions, 
which, on such a subject, I felt inclined to obey, 
though not: generally yielding to the power of a 
Legislature to. instruct its Senators on all sub- 
jects, I.found them toapply to cases only in which 
the patent had already been once renewed, and 
renewed by the Commissioner, and instructing 
us to vote against all further renewals by legisla- 
tive action. If I had. remembered the exact 
terms of the instructions the other day I should 
have voted for McCormick’s bill. ‘This bill 
appears to me to have every possible merit which 
an application of this kind ever can have. I can 
conceive no objection to it; and I must say that, 
while I should feel disposed, and be glad to do 
anything I could to give McCormick a chance to 
have hisapplication for a renewal tried afresh 

Mr. BROWN.. Here is the application on my 
motion, and I am going to bring it to a test. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, . If the gentleman had al- 

‘lowed me to finish the sentence, I was going to 
appeal to him whether his motion was a generous 

‘one... McCormick’s case has been passed upon 
and rejected; and I do not think it is a generous 
application on the part of McCormick’s friends, 
to use the simile already twice referred to, to hang 
this millstone around the neck of a meritorious 
appicant: He has. lost his application, but not 
altogether, for I presume it can be renewed, and 

„renewed on its merits. I think this isa very dog- 
in-the-manger kind of policy to injure poor Hus- 
sey, if he cannot succecd himself. It is far from 
obtaining him friends, and would rather induce 
me to vote against his application. I admire no 
such mode of proceeding, and cannot sustain it. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. President, I voted last. Fri- 
day against the renewal of McCormick’s patent, 
and I shall vote also against this, perhaps with 
somewhat different feelings. I admit that my 
‘sympathies have been to some extent touched by 
the claims in behalf of this applicant. I, however, 
vote on principle against all these renewals by 
the Legislature. Congress has by law provided 
a mode by which applicants who consider, them- 
selves not sufficiently indemnified during the first 
term of fourteen years granted, may obtain an 
extension. If they fail, it is not the fault of the 
law; itis their own fault. But I am opposed to 
these applications to Congress, with all the ap- 
pliances which they bring about them, the con- 
sumption of time, and other things. 

I have, however, another objection against 
voting for this particular application. The Legis- 
Jature of my State have expressed unanimously, 
and, I believe, more than once, their disapproba- || 
tion of the extension of this patent. The reso- 
lutions were passed, I believe, unanimously, and 
presented by my colleague, who probably has |! 
forgotten the fact, inasmuch as he thought there 
was nobody outside of this Hall who was not 
willing to grant this legislation. The Legisla- 
ture, having requested me to vote specifically 
against this application of Mr. Obed Hussey, I | 
shall vote partly in compliance with their wishes, | 
though, like my friend from Louisiana, I do not | 
hold strictly to the doctrine of instruction; but | 
wherever I can I will respect the opinion of my | 
Legislature. Believing, therefore, that they do || 
not wish it extended, and believing that the whole |; 

olicy of legislative renewals of patents is wrong, | 
Poshali vote against the bill. 

Mr. BROWN. Ido not understand the prop- ji 
osition which is advanced by several Senators, |! 
that, because a party has failed to make large |: 

rofits on his patent, he ought, therefore, to stand į 

etter before the Senate than a man who has |! 
made profits. I think the parties cught to stand | 


here on the merits of their applications, and that |; 


you ought not to be scrutinizing as to the amount p ! 
| with either gentleman; but I myself take the | 


If two men have inventions of equal 
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of profits. 
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merit, and one has industry, skill, and perse- 
verance, to make profit out of. his invention, and 
the other is a lazy sluggard and indolent fellow, 


who makes nothing, is he, on. account of his want | 


of merit, to stand on better terms before the Sen- 
ate than a man who has merit? That is your 
proposition, and that is all of it. 

Now, so far as these original inventions are 
concerned, the evidence is simply this: that Me- 
Cormick made nothing by his discovery; Hussey 
made nothing by his; but McCormick, being a 
man of genius, a man of perseverance and in- 


dustry, went on to make improvements upon his | 


machine, through which improvements he made 
profits. But for these improvements he has 
separate and distinct patents, which are not now 
before the Senate, were not before the Patent 
Office, nor anywhere but in his possession, 

The distinguished Senator from Kentucky 


| (Mr. Crirrenpen] says that McCormick had a 


fair trial before the Patent Office board of com- 
missioners, and that Hussey had not. Why 
had he not? I understand the case to be that 


McCormick made application for an extension | 


of his patent; Hussey interposed with a plea 
that he had priority of discovery; and upon that 
plea of his the board „ordered the taking of tes- 
timony. The testimony was, to be taken by 
McCormick and by Hussey, each for himself. 
The testimony of both was taken before the 
board, and both-were rejected. Ido not under- 
stand why one had not as much chance as the 
other. MeCormick’s case which has passed more 
especially under my supervision, was,.accordin 
to the testimony of Commissioner Burke—an 
I am only to judge from what appears’ on. the 
face of the papers—rejected on a technicality,’ 
the technicality being that his testimony. was 
not taken according to the forms of law. 
Gentlemen choose to draw distinctions as to 
what is a technicality. I take it, that if a man’s 
testimony is ruled out of court on the ground that 
it has not got the seal of the county clerk to it, 
so as to show that it was properly taken, that is 
a technicality. 
of the witnesses; it does not say 
mony was not taken; but the justice of the county 
is not known to be justice here; and why? Be- 


cause the county court clerk did not certify to the | 


fact that he was a justice of the peace. That is 
one of the technicalities; but Lam not going to 
pursue the subject. 

Now, my friend from Louisiana says he thinks 
it is hardly fair for me to bring forward MeCor- 
mick, and ask to have his name inserted in this 
bill after Hussey’s. Why, sir, whose bill is it 
that you have got up here? It is McCormick’s 
old bill. . Nothing is done to it except to strike 
out the name of McCormick, and insert that of 
Hussey. Itis not even an original proposition 
offered for Hussey; but you take up McCor- 
mick’s bill, vote that down, and then take the 


same bill, strike out the name of McCormick, and | 


insert Hussey’s. I am against it. I care not 
what others may think, or say, or do. Tam will- 
ng to put them both in the same boat, and let 
them sink or swim together. If you do not put 
n McCormick, fam for scuttling the boat, and 
letting Hussey down. Put in McCormick, and 
I am for having the boat to float. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Mr. President, I am, like 
some other gentlemen, placed in a position in 
which justice to myself requires me to make a 
very few remarks. Ido not see how it is that 
gentlemen can with propriety, according to the 


: facts, say that these two cases are In any mea- 
| sure identical, or have any relationship to each 
They both relate to reapers, 1t is truc, | 


other. 
and that I believe is the only thing in which 
there is a resemblance. , 

Mr. BROWN. Then how came Hussey to 
interpose to prevent McCormick's application? 
Mr. COLLAMER. I believe I understand 


do not moan to say that I agree. in the history 


It does not attack the credibility | 
that the testi- | 


tolerably well the history of the transaction. I i 


i 


history of the transaction-as: I understand it, 
other gentlemen. take it as they. understand 
Mr. Hussey took out. the, first patent: ` 
not in my mind the exact date... Pky 

Mr. PEARCE. December, 1883000000" 

Mr. COLLAMER, «think Mr. MeCormick’s 
patent was taken out in 1834 or 1835. - The sug= 
gestion made by the Senator from Mississippi, 


| that the- board; in passing.on Mr. McCormick’s 


application for an extension, passed on the merits 
of Mr,-Hussey’s ‘case, cannot be true. , 

Mr. BROWN, “I did not say ‘that, oar 

Mr. COLLAMER. ‘You ‘said: they rejected 
both. They did not rejeet both.: ; wi 
Mr. BROWN.. I did not say they rejected 
both on the same ground, ©: | ; A 

Mi COLLAMER. They did not reject them 
at all. cae Le 

Mr. BROWN. Did they extend the patents? 

Mr. COLLAMER. Mr. President, L app 
hend any gentleman will perceive that Mr. as: 
sėy’s application, if hé had made oùe foran 
extension, must have been made a year before the 
other man’s. When Mr. McCormick made his ap- 
plication for an extension of his patent, Mr. Hus- 
sey’s time for making an application had expired, 
It could not be that there were two such applica~ 
tions before;the board at once.. There was büt 
one. Mr. Hussey’s time for an application had 
already expired; it had gone by. McCormick 
made application for an extension. Hussey made 
none then, because he could not make any. He 
had undertaken to make an application before, 
and he learned that he was shut out. He firstap- 
plied to the Department, and he was then told 
that he. had better defer it to a future day. He 
did defer it; and when the future day came, before 
his patent expired, he went to make application; 
and then he was told that by the rules of the 
Department he was too late. Of course he never 
made any application. It is not true, therefore, 
that when McCormick’s case was passed his was 
passed upon too. i “eee 

Mr: PUGH. I would ask the Senator; where 
he gets these facts? i 3 

Mr. COLLAMER. From the report read by 
the Senator himselfand by myself the other day. 

Mr. PUGH. I mean to ask for the evidence. I 
have no doubt the Senator from Maryland has 
been assured so, and I have no doubt the Senator 
from Vermont has been assured so. |. 

Mr. COLLAMER. (I understand from the 
report of the committee . i 
Mr. PUGH. But there is no report. f 
Mr. PEARCE. Allow me to explain, I be- 
lieve there was no report made atthis session, 
but two years ago a report was made, in which 
all the facts were set forth, and a letter from Mr. 

Ellsworth verifying them. 

Mr. COLLAMER.. This is the statement of 
the committee, and I understand that. nobody 
disputes that the facts are so, If the Senator from 
Ohio disputes them, I will call up the former ree 
port and read it, butthe dates show that there 
could not have been two applications at that time. 
Then let us examine these two cases separately 
in their order. 

What was Mr. McCormick’s case. I know 
that it is exceedingly difficult in a court, and more 
difficult in a larger body,. always. to tell upon 
what grounds a decision is made, One judge will 
agree to a decision for one reason, and another 
for another reason, and so, probably, it is in the 
Senate. T cannot say upon what ground the 
Senate rejected Mr. McCormick’s application, L° 
can merely speak for myself, I know nothing 
of the opinion of others, further than they ex- 
plain them here, uot by their votes, but by the 
reasons assigned for them. The.Scnator from 
Mississippi sceks all the while to dwell upon the 
fact, which is no doubt satisfactorily established 
in his own mind, that Mr. McCormick was de- 
feated in his application to the Patent Office, on 
account of some technical objection to his testi- 
mony. I understand that there is not a single 
word of truth in the representation. I know. the 


* 
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Sénatorunderstands it as true; and dwells upon 
it, and ‘repeats it over and over; but the testimony 
which we had last week, and the other.papers in 
the case, show that that was an entire mistake. 
Thé objections made. by. Hussey ’s counsel at the | 
very time when McCormick’s case was on tral, 
and which are among the papers, will, show that 
there was no such. objection taken, So far from | 
that, the papers show that Mr. Hussey, by his | 
éounsel, attended at the taking of the testimony, | 
and cross-examined the witnesses. No technical 
objection was made to the testimony on that 
ground. : ; PIAA A 
Farther, if you read the véry. Mirst petition 
which McCorinick presented to the Senate, for 
the purpose of getting a new hearing in the case, | 
Fouwil find that he does nót pretend to put his 
claim on any such ground at all. : 
.. Now, sir, that case was tried by the board and 
hey decided that, in point of fact, the patent which 
was sought to be renewed never ought to have 
beed granted to him in the first place, That was 
the ground on which it was rejected. Lamaware 
thatthe Senator from Maine says that was an im- 
proper issue, but I think otherwise, I thought 
80 before, and I think sonow. That patent was 
taken out by McCormick before our, statute of 
1836, previous to which time a patent was always 
pranted as a matter of course. By the statute of 
1836 power was granted to the board to extend 
patents; but because it did not expressly confer 
‘the power of examining into the foundation of 
the original patent, was that excluded? That 
jower was omitted fora very good reason. Under 
that law, a previous examination was necessar 
before the granting of a patent, and therefore it 
had been passed upon by the competent author- | 
ity previously; but when the board of revision 
‘came to exercise the power in relation to the 
patents granted before such an examination was 
required by law, it became more important for 
them to ascertain whether there was any original 
merit in the claim for a patent, Is it possible 
for gentlemen to say that that was an improper 
ground for a decision on McCormick’s applica- 
‘tion at that time? f , 

‘Again is it possible that they could not look 
into the propricty of the original grant of Me- | 
Cormick’s patent, when they saw that to extend 
it would be doing nothing but producing a body | 
of law-suits, they being satisfied that there was 
no original merit in the grant? Notatall. Por : 
these reasons, I was convinced, in my own mind, | 
dn the first place, that McCormick’s application | 
for an extension was not rejected on any technical | 
ground; and in the second place, that it was | 

ecided on the merits, and on an important and | 
proper issue; and therefore the poine Gavin’ been 
tried by a court of competent jurisdiction without į 
any objection to informalities, Í thought the mat- | 
ter should end; and hence f voted ‘against the | 
extension of McCormick’s patent, ` i 

Now, what sort of resemblance has that to this 
case? Here is a man who obtained a patent for 


Jawyers there -myst 


| demerit in undertaking now to say that he shall | 


questions its value. He applied for an extension, 
and he ought to have had a right to show to the | 
board that he was not compensated. ‘That was | 
the proper tribunal before which to show it, and | 
he was ready to show it. Ele went to the Com- | 
missioner, and was told he was too carly. He | 
waited a little time longer: and again, before the | 
expiration of the patent, applied to the Commis- 


sioner, and then he was told that he was too late. |! 


Now, if I understand the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Maryland, he asks to have an oppor- 
tunity of going there now. He has been trying 


all the time since that period to get a renewal. |i 


Why should he not be permitted to present that 
question to the Patent Office? Was he in fault? | 
Tsee none. Was he not put off by the head of 
the department to whom this business was com- | 
mitted? Certainly he was. He applied at first, | 
and was told that he was too early; and after- | 
wards he was informed that, by the rules of the 
department, he was too late for a hearing. 

Now, has this man had the advantage which | 
the law offers. to the community? Has he had |} 
the Opportunity of a hearing in relation to the i 
propriety of the extension of his patent? He | 
certainly has not had it. - Is he in fault for not 
having had it? ‘Iseenone on his part. Where 
can he go for a new trial? I say to my brother 


j 
| 
| 
i 


| thing else. 


l i ] : || back as 1 
a useful invention. Nobody doubts its utility, or |f 
t 


be. power somewhere ‘to 
grant him a new trial. ‘This is the only author- | 
ity which’ can grant it. Why ‘should ‘he not 
have a new trial?. It sceme to me that there 1s 
not only merit in his claim, but there is great 


not have hisclaim allowed unless you will aliow 
alike privilege to a man whom you have already | 
decided is not entitled toit.. Such are my views: 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. President, | 
I have no desire to detain the Senate, but 1 wish | 
to allude to a sentiment advanced by my friend 
from ‘Kentucky, [Mr. Carrrenpex,] which is 
entitled to high consideration, and, if it were true | 
in point of fact, would go very far to change my 
opinion in regard to this case. In urging the 
claim of Mr. Hussey to the extension of his 
patent, my friend assumes that Mr. Hussey gave 
to the world the grand idea of a reaping machine. 
If that were so, I would vote to give him a new 
hearing, and if I were the court of investigation, 
I would give a patent for fourteen years, or twice 
fourteen if necessary; but the facts I think are 
not exactly that way. The honorable Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Corzamer] must allow me 
to read, from one of Wis own’ witnesses, against 
himself. 

Lassume, in the first place, that Mr, Hussey 
is not the inventor of reaping machines; that he 
is not the discoverer of the great principle, and 
has never given the idea to the world, asassumed 
by my friend. from Kentucky. Now, I will read 
frot a speéch of the Senator from Vermont, 
delivered on last Friday... Fe quotes Mr. Page; 
and relies upon Mr. Page, and } think very 
justly, as against McCormick, Now, what does 
Mr. Page say? ou 

On the contrary, I have abundant reason for believing 
that opinion to be correct, and that it does Mr. MeCormick 
no injustice, evenif the patent of Hussey be left entirely 
out of the question., and reference is had solely to those of į 
previous dates,” 

Thereby admitting conclusively that there 
were patents anterior to Mr, Hussey’s, and that 
if Hussey’s was out of view altogether, Mr. 
McCormick would have a contest with previous 
discoverers and inventors... 

“Mr. COLLAMER. Because Mr. Page, who 
is entitled to all the commendation that the gen- | 
tleman bestows on him, says that McCormick’s 
could not be allowed even if Hussey was out of 
the case, that is not deciding that Hussey ’s claim 
may not be good. 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee. It decides that 
there were discoveries before Hussey’s. 

Mr.COLLAMER., Notcoveringall the ground 
of his, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessce. I will show the | 
record. It issaid that this old man isa Quaker. | 
I do not know that being a Quaker adds to him. | 
Į do not think ‘he is a bit more honest for that, | 
than if he were a Baptist,a Presbyterian, or any- | 
This is not the first machine that 
was invented for reaping or for mowing, As far 
803, this Government issued a patent | 
to Richard French and J. T. Hawkins, of New | 
Jersey, fora reaping and mowing machine. From 
1803, up to the time when Mr. llussey got his 
patent, there were fifteen patents issued by this 
Government for reaping and mowing machines, 
Mr. Hussey got his patent just as Mr. McCor- 
mick got his. Each and all of them got them 
before the act of 1836 was passed, which required 
them to show that they had not been preceded 
by similar discoveries and inventions, So Mr. 
tiussey stands not a whit better than Mr. Mc- 
Cormick stands; for sixteen patents of this na- 
ture were issued by the Government anterior to 
the one issued to Mr. Hussey in 1833. 

Mr. PEARCE, The‘Senator will allow me 
to ask him one question. Docs he know, and 
will he aver, that there ever was a machine put | 
in practical use worth a pinch of snuff, before 
Hussey invented this? f know there were pat- 
ents; l know there were efforts made in England 
and elsewhere; but they were good for nothing. 
Hussey invented the first practical machine. | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 will answer the | 
question. I cannot tell whether it was worth a | 
pinch of snuff or not; but T know it was worth | 
enough for this Government to grant a patent for 
it. Then it is a question for my honorable friend | 


to decide, whether this Government would issue 


patents for inventions not worth a pinch of snuff. 


Ï never saw Hussey.’s. machine, nor.any..of those 
that-preceded it. Y Mr. Hussey’s was. such an 
excellent machine as is now represented, why, in 
the name of God, did he not make some money 
out of it in fourteen. years? The. patent was 

ranted in 1833—twenty-three years ago; and if 
it was this gréat machine which my friend says 
iwas; isit not a little strange that he is now'so 

oor asto be represented as worthy of the cons 
sideration of the Senate,on the ground that he 
made nothing: out of 5t? ee 

His was the great first original invention worth 
a pinch of anif; all the rest are not worth a pinch 
of snuff! think he must have made money 
enough out of itto answer; but if he did not, the 
evidence is prima facie,-at least, that it was not so 
excellent a machine as some others—not quite sò 
good, perhaps, as McCormick’s, or Manny’s, 
or Bell’s, or Hill’s, or a dozen others that might 
be mentioned, I only wanted, however, to show 
the single fact, that he was not the original dis- 
coverer of the principle of mowing by machinery: 
It was discovered as far back as 1803 in this 
country, and much further back than that in 
England. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, it seems to 
me very singular that persons who voted against 
the bill under consideration’a few days'since, for 
the extension of Mr. McCormick’s patent, should 
now maintain the bill before the Senate. Per- 
haps the bestargument which I could make against 
the passage of the bill;now under consideration 
would be to repeat the speech of my honorable 
friend from Vermont, made last week. What 
was the ground which he took in opposition to 
the renewal of McCormick’s patent? He said it 
had expired seven years ago. Hussey’s patent 
expired nine years ago. Fle told us that in the 
mean time capitalists had engaged in the manu- 
facture of reaping-machines, and it would be 
unjust to them that McCormick’s patent should 
be extended, because it would break up their 
business, or put them at the mercy of McCor- 
mick. Justso with Hussey. His patent expired 
nine years ago, In the mean timea large sum 
of money. has been invested in the manufacture 
of his machines, particularly in the State of Hli- 
nois. Our State is particularly interested in these 
reapers and mowers, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Has my friend ever seen 
one of Hussey’s there? 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Ido net know that I have 
seen Hussey’s reaper in operation; I have never 
examined it; but if it is worth anything, I am 
very certain itis being manufactured there. In that 
region of country we have hundreds of these ma- 
chines all over our prairies; we have large estab- 
lishments in the State, in some of which, Tam 
told, more than 'a hundred thousand dollars of 
capital are invested in manufacturing these ma- 
chines. It was an objection the other day, that 
McCormick’s patent should not be extended, 


i because its entension would interfere with the 


rights of those persons. Now, if Hussey has 
made such a discovery as we are told here to-day, 
that is so vastly important—and it may be for 
aught I know—does not the same objection ap- 
ply? He may be entitled to credit for the dis- 
covery which he has made. I am not sufficiently 
familiar with these respective machines to know 
which is the better one. I understand that they 
embrace principles which are common to all of 
them; but it is very certain that, if there is any 
such important principle in Hussey’s machine as 
is contended for here, the public have been wsing 


| it now for nine years, and the enterprise of our 


people would certainly have led them to embark 
in the manufacture of the article if it was so well 
worth having during that time. 

Mr. SEWARD. Allow me to say to my 
friend that all these machines embrace mechan- 
ical principles common to them all, and which 
have long since become public, whether patented 
or not. Each one of these machines, however, 


is organized as a piece of mechanism so distinct 


from the other that they stand separate. They 
embrace, of course, a common principle, open 
to the public, but they have, besides that, such 
a distinct peculiarity of mechanical arrangement 


| in cach case, that they stand separately, without 


any, conflict, as I understand. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. If that be so, and there 


be a valuable principle in Hussey’s machine, is 
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onit at this time, 
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it-not-as apparent as the noonday. sun, thatthe 
manufacturers have availed themselves of that 
principle for_the last nine years? 

Mr. JAMES. ‘Willthe hono 
way fora moment è | Ma 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. f 

Mr. JAMES. TfI had heen inthe Senate this 
morning when the case. was-ealled up, I should 
have asked forits postponement.: I supposed the 
two cases of Moore & Hascall and this would 
be postponed to-day. The committee are now 
getting evidence. which they want to use before 
the Senate, and Task that this question be laid 
over till next Friday: 

Mr. BRODHEAD. There is another reason 
which 1 beg to suggest to the Senator from Hli- 
nois. It is evident that there is no quorum here, 
and if we take the vote now there will be none. 

here was none yesterday in the afternoon. I 
therefore suggest to my friend from Hlinois the 
propriety of yielding the floor for a motton to 
adjourn. 
ir. TRUMBULL. I shall have no objection 
to the motion; but [have only a few more words 
to say, and L wish to say those words now, be- 
cause the attention of gentlemen is directed to 
the subject. It is difficult to. argue any ques- 
tion with gentlemen who furnish the evidence 
while they are speaking. There is no written 
report accompanying these bills; and when an 
objection is stated to the bill, how is it met? A 
Senator rises in his place on the floor, and makes 
a statement of facts to cover the objection. It 
has been stated over and over again to-day, that 
Hussey was entitled to peculiar favor, because 
he had been misled by the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents, that when he first applied to renew the pat- 
ent he was told it was too early, and when he 
applied again he was told it was toolate. Now, 
the report does not show any such state of facts. 
have sent for the report made. two years ago, 
and that refers to the report made in 1848: Itdoes 
state that Hussey made an application for a re- 
newal of his patent eleven days before it ex- 
pired; but it does not say one word about his 
ever having made any prior application. Now, 
‘if he did not understand the law 

“Mr. PEARCE, The Senator will allow me 
to say a word. I stated, and I state again, that 
have seen the paper, and I. have seen among 
‘the papers filed with Hussey’s petition, and the 
report, a letter of Mr. Ellsworth, confirming his 
‘statement here. Iam not able to lay my hands 

on i ime, I admit, but I will say that I 

„have seen it, and it is so. I shall take some 
pains, however, to endeavor to procure the pa- 
per if the matter goes over. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not mean to dispute 
the word of any Senator on the floor. All that 
I said was that it was very difficult to present 
‘objections to a bill, and have them constantly 
remedied by the verbal statements of Senators, 
and Í called attention to the report. I have not 
examined the papers of which the Senator from 
‘Maryland speaks, and, doubtless, he is correct; 
‘but the report does not state that fact. If we are 
to rely on what appears here in the papers, the 
fact is that- Hussey never made application for 
the renewal of the patent until eleven days be- 


fore it expired, and the law of 1836 required that | 


he should make application in time for the Com- 
missioner of Patents to give notice so that per- 
sons contesting might appear and do so. I will 
not oceupy time further. I will give way. 

May BRODHEAD. Imove that this subject be 
posiponed until Friday next, in order that we may 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RECONSIDERATION OF A VOTE. 


Mr. HUNTER. I wish to enter a motion, as 
a matter of form., My friend from Kentucky 
thinks that the vote which was given on his bill 
to-day was given without it being understood. 
I move a reconsideration, for the purpose of 
enabling him to present his views upon it, and { 
ask that the motion be entered on the Journal. 
Tt is the bill in relation to the heirs of Colonel 
John Hardin. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
‘ness, and after some time spent therein, the 
doors were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


rable Senator give | 
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. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.. 
` FripayY, July 18, 1856. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 

by the Chaplain, Rev. Danie, Waxpo. 
The Journal of yesterday was read andapproved. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FAULKNER. ‘The Army appropriation 
bill is the first bill in order when the House next 
goes into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. Ihave three amendments which I 
propose to offer when that bill is called up; and to 
facilitate debate, and that each gentleman may see 
them before he is called upon to act on them in 
committee, I desire-that they may be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee... L ask the gentle- 
man from Virginia if these amendments propose 
to carry out existing laws? ë 

Mr. FAULKNER. They do not, sir. 

Mr. JONES. Then I expect they will not be 
in order to that bill. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That will be a question 
to be determined when they are offered. It will 
be for this House and for the Chair to decide then. 
They are short amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee objects. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I do not understand the 

entleman from Tennessee as objecting at all. 

e says he did not object, 


APPLICATION TO INTRODUCE A BILL. 


Mr. COMINS. I ask leave to introduce a 
bill for the purpose of having it referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to 
be printed. i 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object, and call 
for the regular order of business. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will it be in order now to 
move to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar? ‘ 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order pending 
the resolution on which the previous question has 
been called. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Sipney Wester, his Pri- 
vate Secretary, notifying the House that he did, 
on the 17th of July, approve and sign bills and a 


Prayer 


joint resolution of the following titles: 


An act togrant to L. Jane Horner and children 
a section of land in Oregon; 

An act for the relief of Jacob Price, of Jefferson 
county, Virginia; 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Captain Joseph H. Whipple, deceased ; 

An act for the relief of Captain J. P. Hatch, of 
the United States Army; and 

A joint resolution for the relief of Dr. William 
P. A. Hail, late of the Tennessee volunteers in 
the Mexican war. 


ILLINOIS CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 


The SPEAKER stated that the question be- 
fore the House was on the resolutions reported 
by the Committee of Elections, in the Illinois 
contested-election case, on which the previous 
question was ordered, and which are as follows: 

Resolved, That James C. Allen was not elected, and is 
not entitled to a seat in this House. 

Resolved, That William B. Archer was elected, and is 
entitled to a seat in this House. 


Mr. STEPHENS, under the agreement en- 


‘tered into yesterday, addressed the House for 


fifteen minutes in opposition to the report of the 
committee. 

Mr. ARCHER, the contestant, by unanimous 
consent, spoke for half an hour in support of 


! his claim to the seat. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, as chairman 
of the committee which reported the resolutions, 
then closed the debate, and replied to the argu- 
ments which had been urged against the report of 
the committee. 

The speeches will be published hereafter (in 
the Appendix) in connection with the preceding 
debate upon this question. 

The question now being upon 
the resolutions, 

Mr. STEPHENS asked for a separate vote on 
the resolutions, and for the yeas and nays on the 
first resolution. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Mississippi. Would it be 
in order now to have a call of the House? 


the adoption of 


“The SPEAKE 
previous quéstion, ~ 0 <> 
-~ Mr. WRIGHT. “Then Imi 
do now adjourn, and-on that: 
and nays. ae 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; nd it was 
the negative—yeas 3, nays 174;-as follo: 

YEAS—Messrs.. Billinghurst, Augustus Hall, and 
Queen—3. 2S : See 

NAVS—Medsrs. Aiken, Albright, Allison, Bail, Barbour, 
Barksdale, Henry Bennett, Hendley S. Bennett, Benson, 
Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, -Buffinton, 
Burlingame, Burnett, Cadwalader, James H. ‘Campbell, 
John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Clawson, Clingman, Hoi- 
i eli Cobb, Williamson R.W. Cobb, Colfax; Comins; Cox, 


enna Zar 


Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, Davidson, 
Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, Denver, De Witt, Dickson, 
Dodd, Dowdell, Dunn, Durfee, Edmundson, Huliott, Emrie, 
Englisli; Etheridge, Florence; Foster, Thomas J.D. Fuler, 
Gilbert, Goode, Granger, Green wood, Grow, Robert B. Hall, 
Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 1 Harris, Harrison, 
Haven, Hoffman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine 
B. Horton, Houston, Hughston, Jewett, George W. Jones, 
J, Glancy Jones, ‘Kelly, Kelsey, Kidwell, King; Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Lake, Leiter, Leteher, Lumpkin, 
Alexander K..Marshall, Humpbrey. Marshall, Samuel 8. 
Marshall, Matteson, Maxwell, McCarty, McMullin, Meach 
am, Kilian Miller, Smith Millér, Milison, Moore, Morgan, 
Morrill, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Packer; Parker, 
| Peck, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Phelps, Pike, Porter, Pow- 
ell, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ready, 
Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Robison; Ruffin, 
Rust, Sabin, Sapp, Savage, Scott, Seward, Sherman, 
Shorter, Simmons; Wiliam Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stan- 
ton, Stephens, Stewart, Stranahan, Talbott, Tappan, Tay- 
lor, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Trippe “Tyson, 
Underwood, Vail, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Warner, Blibu R. Wasbburne, Israel Washburn, 
Watkins, Watson, Welch, Wells, Wheeler, Wiliams, 
| Wood; Daniel B. Wright, Jobn V. Wright, and Zollicoffer 
a ron i 


So the House refused to adjourn. : 


Pending the call of the roll, Bago Py 

Mr. EÜSTIS announced that. he had paired 
off with Mr. Kunxet on this question. — 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, announced 
that his colleague, Mr. Hicxman, had paired off 
with his other colleague, Mr. Pearce, until 
Wednesday next. $ 

Mr. DAY stated that Mr. Morr 
off with Mr. Smitu, of Alabama. 

Mr. DEAN stated that Mr. Wooprurr had 

aired off with Mr. Bow. eee 

Mr. FLORENCE. Iam desired by Mr. OR 
to inform the House that he has paired off wit 
my colleague, Mr. Epis, until Monday. week. 
Mr. Orr has left, as the House is awaré, in con- 
sequence of ill health, and has gone to the Warm 
Springs in Virginia. 

Mr. PHELPS stated that his colleague, Mr. 
| Oxiver, had paired off with Mr. Howarp,. aH 

some time next week. : y < 

Mr. EVANS stated that he:had paired off with 
| Mr. WALBRIDCE., pein ey pe 

Mr. TAYLOR. stated that his colleague, Mr. 
SanpipGe,-was detained from the House by. ill- 
ness. i 
The question recurred on the first resolution, 
on which Mr, Sreruens had called the yeas and 
nays, as follows: 


Resolved, That James C. Allen was not elected, and is 
not entitled to a seat in this House. aa 


The yeas and nays were ordered. AET 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 


the affirmative—yeas 94, nays 90; as follows: 
Ball, Barbour, Henry 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Buffintou, Burlingame, James H.Canipbell, Lewis 
i D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark,,Clawson, Colfax, Com- 
ins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, 
De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Duifee, Edwards, Emrie, 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert Bi Hall, Harlan, 
Harrison, Haven, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine 
B. Horton, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowl- 
| ton, Knox, Leiter, Matteson, Metarty, Meacham, Killian 
Miller, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Norton, Parker, 
Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Parviance, 
Riteliie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Shertnan, 
Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Sizanahan, Tappan, Thoring- 
ton, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, 
Waibridge, Waldron, piinu B. Washburne, Israel Washe 
burn, Welch, and Wood—94. ; a 
NAYS Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. Ben- 
nett, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John . Campbell, Car- 
| Hte, Caruthers, Caskie, Bayard Clarke, Clingman, Howell 
| Cobb, Williamson H. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, 
Cullen, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Eliott, 
English, Etheridge, Florence, Foster, Thomas J, D. Fuller, 
Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, 
| Thomas L. Harris, Hoffman, Honston, Jewett, George W. 
| Sones, J. Giancy Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Takes 
Leteher, Lindicy, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Samue 
| S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smita Miller, 
|! Millson, Packer, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryéar, 


ait. 


had paired 
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itn Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, 
Be sana hiner TERE A. Smith, William Smith, 
Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Taibott Taylor, Trippe, 
Underwood, Vail; Valk, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, 
Whitney; Williams, Daniel B.: Wright, John V. Wright, 
and Zollicofter—90. ` 

‘So. the resolution was agreed to. 
“© Pending the call of the roll, , 

Mr. COLFAX stated that Mr. GALLOWAY had 
paired off with Mr. Bococx. $ 
> Mr. HOWARD stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Oxrver. 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL said that he had 
paired off with Mr. Sace on certain questions 
‘understood between them, and he did not feel at 
liberty to vote on this resolution. 

2 Mr. PURYEAR stated that his colleague, Mr. 
‘Patne, had been called home by indisposition, 
‘and was still detained at home, very ill, and un- 
able to attend. : 

Mr. WATSON stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Waxxer. If he had been able to vote, 
he would have voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire to say that Mr. 
Kownxex has paired off with Mr. Eustis till to- 
morrow; and after to-morrow he will pair off 
with me for two weeks from next Monday. 

After the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. WASHBURN moved to. reconsider the 
‘vote just taken, and also moved to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table; which latter motion 
was agreed to. ; 

The question recurred upon the adoption of 
‘the second resolution, reported by the Committee 
of Elections; which was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That William B. Archer was elected, and is 
entitled to a seat in this House. 


Mr. McMULLIN. Does the previous ques- 
tion apply to this resolution? 

‘The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. JT demand the yeas and 
“nays upon its adoption. 

he yeas and nays were ordered 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 

the negative—yeas 89, nays 91; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, | 
Brenton, Buflinton, Burlingame, James if, Campbell, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Chafee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Co- 
inins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Dean, 
De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Duna, Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, i 
Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, | 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B, Horton, Hughs- 
ton, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, 
Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, 
Morrill, Murray, Norton, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 
Sabla, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Traftou, 
Wade, Wakeman, Watbridge, Waldron, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, Isracl Washburn, Weleb, and Wood—89, 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. Ben- 
nett, Broom, Cadwalader, Jolin P, Campbell, Carlile, Car- 
uthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R.W. 
Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Day, Den- 
ver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Eliott, Buglish, Etheridge, 
Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Green wood, 
Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Warris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Haven, Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. 
Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Leteher, 
Lindley, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Mar- 
shall, Maxwell, McMullin, MeQueen, Smith Miller, Mill- 
son, Moore, Packer, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, 
Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sav- 
age, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, 
Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
Wheeler, Whitney, Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and 
Zollicoffer-—-91. 


So the resolution was not agreed to. 


Mr. CLINGMAN moved to reconsider the | 
vote by which the resolution was not agreed to, 
and al.o moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. Se 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, demanded the} 
yeas and nays upon the latter motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 

the negative—ycas 90, nays 91, (the Speaker 
- voting in the negative;) as follows: 


YEAS-- Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. Ben- 
nett, Boyce, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Camp- 
bell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, |! 
Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Etheridge, 

; Florence, Foster, ThomasJ. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, | 
Haven, Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. į 
Glancy Joues, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher. 
Lindley, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, S 
ion Bae MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Mill- 

"son, Packer, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quit- 
man, Ready, Reade, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Savage, 


+ 


2} 
amuel S. Mar- |! 


| Matlin, McQueen, 


1 wood, Vail, Valk, Warner, 


Seward, Shorter, Samuel. A. Smith, William Smith, Sneed, 
Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, Under- 
wood, Vail, Valk, Warmer, Watkins, Wells, - Wheeler, 
Whitney, Wiliams, Daniel B: Wright, John V. Wright, 
and Zollicofier—90. . i 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson; Billinghurst, Bingham, Bradshaw, Bren- 
ton, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, 
Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, 
Dean, De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Emrie, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
Holloway, Thomas K. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Hughs- 
ton, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, 
Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Moore, 
Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Pelton, Penningion, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, 
Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, 
Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thoring- 
ton, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Welch, and Wood—90. : 

So the House refused to lay the motion to re- 
consider upon the table. : 

The question then recurred on the motion to 
reconsider. i, 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, demanded the 
previous question. i 

Mr. WATSON moved that the House adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessce, moved a call of the 
House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Kentucky, moved that 
the House adjourn, and. demanded the yeas and 
nays. i é 

Mr.MAXWELL. I submit that the motion 
to adjourn is not in order, the House having just 
decided that motion. i 

The SPEAKER. The motion that there.be a 
call of the House has since been made. 

Mr. JONES withdrew the motion that there be 
a call of the House. ’ 

Mr. CAMPBELL withdrew the motion that 
the House adjourn. . 

Mr. MILLSON. I rise to a question of order. 
T submit that this is not a question which can be 
reconsidered by the House. The judgment of 
the House declaring that Mr. Allen is not entitled 
to his seatis final and irrevocable. The moment 
that the judgment of the House is pronounced he 
ceases to be a member, and no reconsideration of 
the House can elect him to be a member again; 
and so the declaration of the House that Mr. 
Archer is not entitled to his seat,is a final judg- 
ment of the House, and itis not competent for 
the House afterwards to revise its decision, hav- 
ing exhausted its power in making the original 
decision. . 4 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks itis com- 
petent for the House to reconsider, and overrules 
the question of order. 

The previous question was then seconded; and 
the main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, moved that the 
House adjourn. 

Mr. MATTESON called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. . . 

‘The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 88, nays 93; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Bail, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, | 
Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, 
Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, 
Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Dean, 
De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Emrie, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Hughston, Kelsey, King, | 
i Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Matteson, Me- 
Carty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, 
Norton, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sapp, 
Seott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, | 
Tappan, Thorington, ‘Thurston, ‘Todd, Trafton, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Watson, Weich, and Wood—88. 

NAYS ssrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley $. | 
Bennett, Boyce, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, 
; Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, 

Dunn, Edmundson, Elliott, English. Etheridge, Florence, 
i Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Green wood, Augustus 

Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas T. Harris, Haven, 
Hofman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, 
Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, Me- 

; Smith Miller, Miilson, Moore, Packer, 
Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, 
Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin. Rust, Savage, Seward, 
Shorter, Sumuel A. Smith, William Smith, Sneed, Ste- 
phens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, ‘Trippe, Under- 
Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, 


Whitey, Wiliams, Daniel B. Wright, John y. Wright, 
and Zollicoffer—93. 


Ds 


The question again recurred upori the motion 
to reconsider; and ‘being taken, it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 91, nays 95; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, 
Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Dean, 
De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, 
Giddings; Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Hailan, 
Harrison, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Hor- 
ton, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, fight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Leiter, Matteson, MeCarty, Meacham, Killian Mil- 
ler, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Norton, Parker, Pelton, 
Pennington, . Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, 
Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, 
Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thoring- 
ton, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Watson, Welch, and Wood—-91. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. 
Bennett, Boyce, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John: P. 
Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Bayard Clarke, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, 
Craige; Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, 
Edmundson, Elliott, English, Etheridge, Florence, Fos~ 
ter, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode; Greenwood, Augustus 
Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Hoff- 
man, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J, Glancy Jones, 
Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lump- 
kin, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, 
McMultin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Moore, 
Packer, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, 
Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust; Savage, 
Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith; William Smith, Sneed, 
Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, Tyson, 
Underwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Daniel B. Wright, John V. 
Wright, and Zolliceffer—95. 


So the motion to reconsider was not agreed to. 


Mr. STEPHENS offered the following resolu- 
tion, upon which he demanded the previous ques- 
tion: : 


Whereas this House has declared that neither James C. 
Allen nor William. B. Archer is entitled to a seatin this 
House from the seventh congressional district of Illinois, 
Therefore— 

Resolved, That in the judgment of this House a vacancy 
existsin said district; that the election which has been con- 
tested in this [louse be referred back to the people of said 
district; and that the Speaker of this House notify the Gov- 
ernor of said State of the resolution of this House. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House pay to William B. 
Archer, of Hlinois, claiming to have been elected to this 
House from the seventh congressional district of that State, 
his mileage and per diem up to this date. 


The previous question was seconded; and the 


main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. LETCHER called for a division of the 
question. 

The question was therefore upon the adoption 
of the first resolution; and being taken, the resolu- 
tion was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for the yeas 
and nays upon the second ‘resolution. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The second resolution was then agreed to. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolutions were adopted, and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the regular order 
of business to be the call of committees for reports 
of private bills. 

Mr. WATSON. I desire to give notice to 
the House, that to-morrow morning I shall call 
up the Nebraska contested-election case. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I ask leave to report 
from the Committee on the Judiciary a bill to 
establish a uniform rule of naturalization, for the 
purpose of having it printed. 

Many Memsens objected. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved that the 
House adjourn, ; 


SPEECHES IN COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask the gentle- 
man from Tennessee to withdraw that motion to 
enable me to move to go into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, for the purpose 
of holding an evening session, to enable gentlemen 
to make speeches of a general character, with the 
understanding that no business shall be trans- 
acted, and that no motion shall be in order ex- 
cept a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. JONES. Ihave no objection to that, and 
will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


Mr. McMULLIN. I am opposed to night 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


sessions. No good can grow out of them. 
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The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I- move, then, that the 
House adjourn. ` 

The question was taken, and the motion dis- 
agreed to; there being, on a. division—ayes 67, 
noes 80. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to make a report from the 
Committee on Territories. Ae 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I must object. I would not 
under any other circumstances. 

Mr. BENSON... Does not a motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar 
. take precedence of a motion to go into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to go into 
Comunittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar 
takes precedence on Fridays and Saturdays, those 
days being set apart for the consideration of pri- 
vate business. 
= Mr. LETCHER. I move that the House 
adjourn: 

he motion was agreed to; and thereupon the 
House (at fifteen minutes to four o’clock, p. m.) 
adjourned until to-morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownvay; July 21, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. DEAN. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I have 
received, and been requested to present to the 
Senate, proceedings of a meeting of citizens of 
Chicago, relating, in part, to the treatment of a 
number of citizens of the State of Illinois, on their 
way to Kansas, to settle in that Territory; and, 
so far as relates to that subject, they have been 
forwarded to me with a request that I would 
present them to the Senate. The resolutions 
state that a number of perane started from Chi- 
cago to become actual settlers of the Territory 
of Kansas; that while on their way, conducting 
themselves in a peaceable manner, they were vio- 
lently assailed, despoiled of their property, and 
forcibly driven back; that the Missouri river, one 
of the great highways of the United States, is so 
infested by armed bodies, that there is no security 
for property, person, or life, of a free-State man 
upon it; and they request that Congress will pass 
Jaws for opening that great highway, and pro- 
tecting the lives and property of the citizens of 
Illinois, and other States, on the great national 
highways of the Union. 

am somewhat at a loss as to what committee 
these proceedings should be referred. I sup- 
posed, at first, that the Committee on Territories 
might be the most appropriate; but as the injury 
complained of was not sustained inthe Territory, 
but upon the Missouri river, while citizens of 
Illinois were on their way to the Territory, and 
as the prayer of the petitioners is, that Congress 
may take some action to have that great public 
highway opened for the safe passage of peaceable 
citizens, L do not know that the Territorial Com- 
mittee would have jurisdiction over the subject; 
and, perhaps, it more appropriately belongs to 
the Judiciary Committee, as it would be for that 
committee to devise such legislation as might 
protect peaceable citizens while traveling on the 
great highways of the country. I move that it 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GEYER. I hope it will not be referred 
to that committee. Ltis obvious that this petition 
has reference to acts probably of some of my con- 
stituents. Iama member of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, and should dislike very much to act upon 
it. When the time comes for the appropriate 
consideration of the subject, E shall be able to 
show that these gentlemen have not much more 
. to complain of than other persons who have been 
driven out of the Territory by the authorities of 
the United States. I lament very much the state 
of things which exist on that frontier. I regret 
that persons going to that country find an occa- 
sion to get into difficulties with the inhabitants of 
the State on the river, and that, when they are at 
a disadvantage, they take the oceasion also to 
promulgate false alarmsthrough thecountry, com- 
plaining of injuries done to them. This com- 

any that went from Chicago went there armed, 
with their arms loaded. 


The PRESIDENT. pro tempore. The Senator 
from Missouri will yield a moment. . It is notin 
order, under the rule, to discuss the merits of a 
petition on a motion to refer. i 

Mr. GEYER. .Isimply ask, then, that it may 
not be referred to the Committee on the J udiciary, 
of which Í am a member. If it is, 1 shall have 
to be excused from serving on the occasion. © 

Mr. MASON. I did not hear distinctly what 
was the prayer of the petition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ceedings of a meeting. 

Mr. MASON. I heard the outline and the 
general idea, but not distinctly the prayer. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Shall I state it again? 

Mr. MASON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The prayer is that Con- 
gress will pass such laws as may be necessary to 
protect citizens while traveling upon the great 
highways of the nation, alluding to the Missouri 
river. 

Mr. MASON. Congress, I apprehend, has 
no jurisdiction over the subject, but still, as it 
pertains to the alleged state of things in Kansas, 
they may have jurisdiction over it if it is in any 
way connected with their territorial jurisdiction. 
I move, therefore, that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have no objection to 
that direction being given to it. I suggested the 
Judiciary Committee, thinking, perhaps, that it 
would be more appropriate. Ido not know that 
it has any connection with territorial affairs at all. 
The very suggestion made by the Senator from 
Virginia, that Congress has no jurisdiction, it 
strikes me, is a proper consideration for the Ju- 
diciary Committee. I am indifferent as to the 
course it may take; and if the Senate think proper 
to send it to the Territorial Committee, I shall not 
object to it, though I think the other more appro- 


riate. 
: The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no 
objection the memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

It was so referred. 


Mr. FESSENDEN presented the petition of | 


It is the pro- 


George Jewett, executor of Luther Jewett; de- | 
ceascd, late collector for the district of Portland 
and Falmouth, Maine, praying that his estate 
may be released from liability for certain public 
money lost by the failure of the firm in whose 
hands it had been placed for transmission; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey, presented | 
the memorial of Rodman M. Price, formerly a 
purser in the United States Navy, praying that 
Congress will authorize and direct the accounting 
officers of the Treasury to credit him with. the | 
payment of a certain amount of money advanced 
by him to the agent of the United States for their 
nse in California, and to pay over to him the 
amount which shall be then due to him, with in- 
terest thereon at the rate of six per centum per 
annum; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FISH presented the petition of William 
Marsh, praying compensation for his services as 
a soldier in the war of 1812; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. IVERSON presented the petition of Robert 
Wickham, praying to be allowed an invalid pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Barbara Glo- 
ver, formerly the widow of John Smith, a soldier 
in the war of the Revolution, praying to be allowed 
| a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. WELLER, it was 


Ordered, That the petitions of the officers, non-commis- 
sioned officers, musicians, and privates, of the first regi- 
ment of New York volunteers in the Mexican war, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FESSENDEN, from the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Elizabeth Emmons and | 
brothers, heirs of Uri Emmons, deceased, sub- | 
mitted an adverse report; which was ordered to 
be printed. 


He also, 


from the same committee, to whom 


was referred: the petition: ‘of ‘Nathan Scholfield,- 
submitted a report,accompanied by a bill (S2No: 
396) for his relief; which was read, and passed 
a second reading. The report was orderé 
printed 7 i ; DE Ee 
Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee où Private 
Land Claims, to whom was referred House bill 
(No. 226) to authorize the legal representative 
Pascall L. Cerre to enter certain lands in the State 
of Missouri, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted “a report; which was ordered to be 
printed. : = Epi 
BILL INTRODUCED. i 


Mr. BENJAMIN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to bring in a bill (S. No. 
397) explanatory of so much of. an act passed Aù- 
gust5, 1854, making appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the year ending the 30th 3 une, 
1855, as refers to the payment of. the ‘expenses 
incurred by the State of California it the sup- 
pression of Indian hostilities in said State; which 
was read the first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. : 


DISCOVERIES OF GUANO. : 


Mr. MASON. Task the Senate to take up. foi 
consideration a bill which was reported from the. 
Committee on Foreign Relations last week, and 
which was made the special order for a day that 
has gone by, to protect the discoverers of guano, 
It is one of very great interest to the agricultural 
and planting States, and I hope it will meet the 
approbation of the Senate. a 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to consider, 
the bill (S. No. 339) to authorize protection. to 
to. be given to the citizens of the United States 
who may have discovered deposits of guano. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill... 

Mr. FISH. Task that, the reading of the bill, 
be suspended, and I appeal to the chairman of 
the committee to postpone it until to-morrow. 
have an amendment or two which I wish to sub- 
They 


a 


mit, but they are not with me at present. 
are at my house. 
Mr. MASON. Ihave no objection, l 
The further consideration of the bill was post- 
poned until to-morrow. h ied a 


DISPERSION OF ASSEMBLAGES IN KANSAS. 


Mr. HALE. I submitted the other day a res- 
olution of inquiry, which lay over one day. 
have been detained by indisposition for several 
days from my seat, and I ask the Senate to take 
up that resolution now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion will be read. 

Resolved, ‘I'hat the President of the United States be re- 


The resolu- 


}-quested to inform the Senate if any instructions have been 


issned to any military oficerin command'in: Kansas to dis- 
perse any unarmed meeting of the people of that Territory, 
and to.prevent, by military power, any assemblage of the 
people of that Territory. ‘ 


The resolution was considered and agreed to. 
REGISTERING OF VESSELS. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Task the Senate to take up 
for consideration the bill (S. No. 937,) reported 
by the Committee on Commerce, to amend the act, 
passed Deccmber 31, 1852, concerning the regis- 
tering and recording of ships or vessels, 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read asecond time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. ' : : 

Under its provisions, the fifth section of the act 
of December 31, 1792, will be repealed, and the 
oath of the ship’s husband, or managing owner, 
will in all cases be sufficient for all the purposes 
of procuring a register for vessels, as provided in 
that act, and in the acts additional or supplement- 
ary thereto. This oath is to conform in all. re- 
spects to the requirements of those acts. >: 

Mr. HAMLIN. By theact of 1792, the actual 
owner of a vessel is required to make an oath be- 
fore the register can issue. The practice of the 
Government, however, has almost uniformly been 
to allow the ship’s husband to do the same thing. 
It has been found impracticable to carry out the 
provisions of the law of 1792. The owner, or 

art owner, of a vessel may be the master, and 
he may be in a distant port when the vessel sails, 


and the registry is desired to be changed; but 


| under the regulation of the Treasury Department 


the ship’s husband has been permitted to make 
that oath. This bill is only to make the lawin 
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‘onformity. to What is the regulation of the De- 
Seine: In‘ the code recently adopted bythe 
Egritiission appointed under the direction of the 
Treasury Department, this precise principle has 
been incorporated. | ope there can be no 
doubt that the change should be made: - 

. The bill was reported to- the Senate without 
ainendinent, ordered to be engrossed. for a third 
reading, read the third time, and’ passed. 

: DELAWARE BREAKWATER. 

“Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I move: that 
the Senate take up the bill (S. No. 94) making an 
appropriation forthe improvement ofthe Delaware 
breakwater. I will:state very briefly the reasons 
why:it.ought to be taken up now, and passed at 
this session. ; 
i the principle has been settled by Congress, so 
that, at all events, as to works of this kind, there 
can. be no doubt. ‘The work is eminently na- 
tional beyond all question. It is a work that rc- 
lates not’so much to my own State, as to.the.com- 
merce of the whole country from Maine to Geor- 
gia, It is an asylum for vessels of the whole 
coasting and foreign trade of the country. Ithas 
preserved to them millions of property from loss. 
There have been some. $2,000,000, Í think, ex- 
pendgd on it, or near that sum... According to the 
design—I-do not mean for its entire completion, 
but:even as laid out—the work is to be raised 
above the water, for the purpose of protection, 
twelve.feet. The upper strata of stone are very 
heavy, and afford protection, and when once put 
up they: remain without injury from the ocean 

during the heaviest weather; but the line, which 

is already above the water some three fect, some 


eight feet, (there being only a portion, about one | 


third or one fourth, I think, which is twelve feet 
high,). stands in such a position that each year, 
when no appropriation is made, the work is in- 
jured whenever there is a heavy storm. About 
$100,000, or $125,000, will complete what is al 
ready above the water to its proper designated 
height, and afford fivefold the protection which 
it now does to the commerce of the country. 
Under these circumstances, the work having been 
sustained under all Administrations for twenty 
years past and move, and no appropriation hav- 
Ang been made for the last three years, I think the 
bill ought to be taken up and be passed at this 
session. 1 move that it now be taken up. 

Mr. TOOMBS. It is hardly in order to take 
‘up that bill now, and there are some rather im- 
portant matters connected with the Judiciary 
which ought to be acted upon. The subject of 
internal improvement hag had its full share of 
the time of the Senate, and this bill isa special 
order, with a batch of them. I prefer that the 
morning hour, at least, should be allowed to 
other matters. 

Pr 


Mr. BAYARD. I do not su 

bill will lead to any discussion. 
Senator desires to debate a question which has 
been so often discussed, and the principle of 
which the present Congress has settled by more 
than a two-thirds majority. There can be no 
objection to the particular measure, because it 
has been recognized by successive Congresses 
for thirty years past. The work was commenced 
thirty years ago; it is nearly: completed; and this 
appropriation is necessary for its preservation 
and efficiency. The appropriation proposed is 
$100,000; and it will give to the work five-fold 
the efficiency which it now has. Ten minutes 
will be sufficient to pass the bill if it be taken 
up. Ido not suppose that any Senator desires 
to make a speech on a question so threadbare as 
yegards argument. I am obliged to be away after 
the second day of this week, and am anxious to 
have it disposed of before I go away. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I do not wish to in 
any objection to the taking 
bill, but I desire to make 
consideration. There are other bills on the Cal- 
endar equally meritorious with this, and situated 
precisely as it is in relation to the character and 
situation of the work; and 1 suggest—I hope the 
Senator may be willing to adopt the suggestion 
—that we assign the day after to-morrow for the 
consideration of all those bills. 

Mr. BAYARD, This bill will not take long. 
Tput it on the ground that I shall not be here’ 
myself the day after to-morrow. It cannot in- 
terfere with other bills; and, with great deference 


ose that the 
presume no 


terpose 
up of the Senator’s 


a suggestion for his | 


to'the: honorable Senator from Maine; I do not 
think he can, in the wholé-catalogue of works of 
internal Improvement, find one so pretiminently 
national in its character as the one provided: for 
by the bill which I now move to take up. It is 
of no particular interest to my State; we have no 
coasting trade of any amount; but to the city of 
Philadelphia, aiid the navigation of the river Del- 
aware, and to the whole coasting and foreign trade 
of the country, it is of great importance. i It has 
already saved millions of dollars to your citizens, 
and it stands in the position I have shown you. 
It was commenced more than twenty years ago, 
and carried above the’ water line nearly in its 
whole course. There are breaks in the structure 
that do not carry it up to the height which is ne- 
cessary for the purpose of protection. The con- 
sequence is, that in that part which is not twelve 
feet above the water (the designated height) 
breaks occur at different intervals.. The ocean 
breaks through in a storm; thus it affords a very 
inadequate protection. There are many vessels 
there—very often as many as sixty or seventy 
lying there at one time, loaded with valuable car- 
goes. One hundred thousand dollars will almost 
entirely complete the line to the top; and until it 
is completed, the heavy stones being always 
placed on the top for that purpose, an injury is 
done to the smaller stones until they are coped in | 
this-way with heavy stones of two tons and- up- 
wards, and they are washed away by heavy 
storms. The finished portion of the work is not 
subject to that difficulty, 

Mr. CLAYTON. I can bear testimony with 
my colleague to the fact, that this work is of small | 
importance to the State which we represent. We 
have very little coasting trade, but we are com- 
pelled from our situation to become special wit- 
ness of the great advantages of this work to the 
country; and we should be false to our duty if 
we did not give other Senators the information 
which we have as to the importance of the work. 

This is perhaps one of the few, if not the only 
great national work, entered upon by the United 
giates, that has really paid its way. It is true, 
Ss my colleague has said, that it has saved 
already millions of dollars to the commerce of 
the country; and there ig not a State in the Union 
for which it has saved more than the State of 
Maine, represented by the honorable Senator ob- 
jecting to the taking up of this bill at this time. 
Sir, if you will go to Cape Henlopen or Cape 
May, you can scarcely stand on either of these 


H 


i 
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the importance of this work to the commerce of 
the country. If a cloud appears in the horizon, 
when there is not a single vessel lying in this 
breakwater, if there is the slightest appearance 
of a storm, you see at once the whole ocean 
whitened with the sails of different vessels, all 
aiming for the breakwater for protection, and 
they get it there. There was not a spot probably 
on the coast of the United States which was 
more remarkable for shipwrecks, before this 
breakwater was built, than Cape Henlopen. 
Since it was built there has been scarcely any. 
The reason why this work is of comparatively | 
small importance to the State which I represent, 
is, that our vessels are generally vessels of light 
draught, and easily find a refuge and protection 
in the streams of the State, with which they are 
perfectly acquainted; but these are streams in 
which large ships from the different ports of the 
country cannot enter, or in which they could not 
find refuge, for they draw too much water for 
that purpose. Our coastage, however, draw but | 
little water, and desire but very little protection | 
from the breakwater. I repeat again, there has | 
never been a work of greater benefit to commerce; 
and of the necessity of this appropriation there 
could not be a doubt. Indeed, sir, if Congress 
were acquainted fully with the importance of 
this work to the country, another improvement | 
would be added to it—the icebreaker and the 
breakwater would be Connected; and although 
the breakwater is of vast importance to the coun- | 
try, it will never be what it ought to be until 
these two works are connected, 
got BRODHEAD, I beg to Suggest to my | 
tiend irom Delaware, that the Senator from 
Maine will withdraw his objections. 


i 
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capes any day in the week without witnessing |} 


presetit this bill from the Committee on Commerce 
to-the Sénatv,and to récommend its passage, and 
I am certainly prepared to defend and maintain it; 
but at the same time the honorable Senator from 
Delaware will please to take notice that there are 
only three of the Committee on Commerce here, 
‘and that we have general charge and supervision 
ofall these ‘bills for the improvement of rivers and 
harbors. We. have sent three of them to the 
House; which were regarded as test bills, favor- 
ing improvements in different portions of the 
country—one for the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi river, afiother for the improvement of the 
St. Clair: flats, and the other for the St. Mary’s 
river, All the rest it is our purpose to urge’on 
the Senate for their consideration at a very early 


day. $ 

The honorable Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Sruarr] is absent, and is, Ï believe, absent from 
indisposition. The honorable Senator from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. Benjamin] is not now in his place. 
If the Senators will accept our proposition, take 
to-morrow or the next day for their consideration, 
whichever will suit them, we shall endeavor to 
bring up all these bills in the orderin which they 
stand on the Calendar. For one, I am not willing 
to commit myself toa departure from that course. 
On that subject I wish to state that, while {T recog- 
nize and appreciate the importance of this im- 
provement, it does not stand alone. There isa 
bill for the improvement of Hell Gate, over which 
a large portion of the foreign commerce passes, 
and which, as every body knows, is a place of 
peculiar danger. There is a propriety in giving 
that as carly a consideration as possible. If you 
go up the Hudson river you will find that the 
whole internal commerce ‘on the lakes and the 
Evie canal is arrested by the overslaugh on the 
Hudson; and I-need not inform the Senate that the 
bulk of that trade exceeds the whole foreign trade 
of the United States. If you ascend beyond the 
canal to the lakes, then I believe and say there 
is not one completed and perfectly safe harbor on 
the whole of the lake coast of the United States 
of America. If you say that some expenditures 
have been madé‘on those improvements, and. that 
the works aie suspended, and in a dilapidated 
condition, that is true of the whole system of 
works: therefore I suggest to the Honorable 
Senators from the State of Delaware, that the 
will undoubtedly have their bill passed; they wilt 
have our support; but it is only reasonable, as it 
seems to me, that they should allow the com- 
mittee to call up the bills in their ordinary course, 
and they will do so atas an early a moment as 
can be desired. 

Mr. BIGLER. Ishall vote for taking up this 
bill. I see no peculiar force in the suggestions of 
the Senator from New York. This bill is right 
in itself. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Bayarp] has given usa very important reason 
for its prompt consideration. He has introduced 
it here; he feels solicitoüs for its passage; and 
says that he is obliged to be away at the time 
indicated by the Senator from Maine. Itis a 
measure that concerns my constituents deeply. 
I have been repeatedly urged to ask the Senate to 
consider this bill. 1 shall vote for its passage. 
The condition of the work has been described by 
the Senator from Delaware; it is in progress; It 
18 In a perishable condition; and a few thousand 


| dollars now expended will be a matter of econ- 


omy for the Government. I trust the Senate will 
take up this measure, and dispose of it. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I shall vote, for 
the motion of the Senator from Delaware, for the 
reasons stated by him, because I think there can 
be no question in the mind of scarcely any Sen- 
ator that this is a very general and national 
object; but I wish to interpose a single word in 
reference to some other bills, I will say nothing 
of any particular work in which I feel any sep- 
arate Interest; as, for example, the appropriation 
proposed by one bill for the Tennessee river; but, 
as to the Mississippi river, there is high expedi- 
ency, not to say necessity, for passing the bill 
making an appropriation’ for removing the ob- 
structions, as far as possible, in the river. I think 
no object rises above it. I trust, if the other bills 
are not taken up in-their order, that the bill ap- 


Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator from |! 
Maine substantially made my speech while he |! 
had the floor, I belicve I ha the honor to! 


| 
| 
| 


i 


propriating a sum of money for the removal of 
the obstructions in the river Mississippi, which 
is the main trank, the artery of the gteat internal 
water communications, will be taken up at some 
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time or other, as soon as convenient, With these 
réiarks, I shall not detain the’ Senate, but shall 
vote for the motion of the -hon6érable Senator 
from Delaware. 7 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, twenty years ago 
ormore ! hada good deal of official connection with 
this work, and am well aware of its importance. 
As a matter of personal accommodation to the 
honorable Senator from: Delaware I shall vote to 
take up the bill; but Í wish to observe that it is 
useless to spend our time in discussing the rela- 
tive value and importance of the various works 
provided for by the bills on our Calendar. We 
might waste: our whole time about it. I suppose 
there is no gentleman who does not consider the 
works within his district as equally important 
with any othér: We had better discuss their 
merits when they come up, and take up the bills 
on the Calendar in their order. I shall not vote 
to give any preference to any bill after this, but I 
od this simply as a matter of personal accommo- 
dation to the Senator from Delaware. 

‘Mr. BAYARD. The reason why I appeal to 
the Senate to take up this bill is not personal to 
myself merely, but itis because of the condition 
of the work. The work was commenced more 
than twenty years ago, and in its present condi- 
tion very little more than the appropriation now 
proposed wiil complete it to the proper height 
above the, water line, so as to prevent the annual 
injury which it undergoes in its incomplete state. 
That is the reason why it peculiarly calls for 
action. 

"Phe question being taken on the motion to take 
up the vin, on a division; there were—ayes 12, 
ocs 11; no quorum voting. ; 
‘Mr. BRODHEAD. Task for a recqunt. 
Mr. CLAYTON. [ call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. That is not necessary; 
ayecount will be sufficient. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to state that, at one 
o’clock, I shall be compelled to asx the Senate to 
‘proceed to the consideration of the three million 
‘Bill, of which I gave notice the other day, so 
that, if this bill is likely to lead to debate, it is 
scarcely worth while to take it up for the remain- 
ing few minutes of the morning hour. Butl take 
it for granted that it has been so fully discussed 
‘heretofore that no onc desires to speak on it, and | 
‘Yghall not interpose any objection. I have no 


“doubt ‘that there is a quorum in the Senate if 


there be a recount. 1! 


Mr. CLAYTON. I suppose there can be no 
‘debate, and no necessity for debate, on these sub- 
jects. I ask for the yeas and nays on the ques- 
tion of taking uv the bill. 

Mr. WELLER. I appeal to the Senator from 
Delaware to withdraw the call. We can accom- 
plish the object by a recount, without the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. CLAYTON, I shall not insist. i 

The question being taken on a division, there | 
were—ayes 18, noes 13; no quorum voting. 

Mr. WELLER. I suppose the President, by 
counting himself, would make a quorum, 

Mr. BRODHEAD. The Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. Tuomson] has come into the Cham- 


ber. 

~ Tho PRESIDENT pro tempore. A recount is 
called for. The Chair will put the question again. | 
“Senators in favor of taking up the bill on the 
motion of the Senator from Delaware will show 
it by rising. 

The motion was agreed to, there being, ona 
division—ayes 19, noes 14. So the Senate pro- 
ceeded as in Committee of the Whole to consider 
the bill (S. No. 94) making an be ana for 
the improvement of the Delaware breakwater. Its 
object is to appropriate $100,000, to be expended | 
under the direction of the Secretary of War, for 
the improvement and repair of the Delaware 
breakwater. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third |; 


reading, read a third time, and passed. 
JUDICIAL EXPENSES. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I move to take up the bill (S. 
No. 381) to amend the act regulating the fees, 
costs, and other judicial expenses of the Govern- | 
ment in the States, Territories, and District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes. n i 

J will state, if the Senate desires to hear it, that 
the enlargement of the expenses under the act of 


li The motion was agreed 


| 1853, in this District especially, and in various 
Ferritories ‘and district courts of the United 
| States, has become enormous. The reports are 
before me; they are quite voluminous; but I will 
give a sample of one of them ini this District, and 
the Senate will judge from it. JT have them also 
| from the Territory of Utah. This bill proposes 
to release the General Government from the pay- 
ment in this District of costs in all cases below 
felony. The way in which the present system 
is worked. in this District will be shown from the 
report of the Auditor of the Treasury, from which 
F will read a brief extract: 

« Upon referring to abstract A, it will be seen that the 
total amount paid'to magistrates and constables, up to De- 
cember 31, 1855, is $64,526 41. That from May 17, 1848, 
to June 30, 1854, a period of six years, the amount paid was 
$36,196 83. That from July 1, 1854, to. December. 31, 1855, 
a period of eighteen mouths only, the amount paid was 
$28,329 58, only $7,867 25 tess than the amount of the first 
six years the Jaw was in force. If the amount charged 
for the half year ending the 30th instant shall equa! the 
amount paid for the half year ending December 31, 1855, 
(there is room for but little doubt that it will exceed 
$12,689 10,) then the expense of the two years ending June 
30, 1856, will exceed the expense of the siz years ending 
June 30, L854, by the amount of $4,821 85. Can this excess 
be legitimately or fairly attributable either to the increase 
of population, or the increase of crime in the District? 

« Abstract B exhibits the number and disposition of the 
cases before the magistrates for the half year ending De- 
cember 31, 1855; from which it appears that the gross 
number of criminal cases was 6,798, of which 3,826 were 
discharged on bonds to keep the peace, and 1,959 were dis- 
missed, including warrants on which no returns were 
made ; so that 5,785 cases out of 6,798 are shown to have 
been so unimportant as to demand no punishment. Of the 
balance of the cases there were nominally 637 committed to 
jail, 315 bound to appear at court, 58 whipped, and 3 bound 
to support bastards, in atl 1,013; but in reality there were 
i but 695 different persons affected in the 1,013 cases, for 
several warrants ran against the same person in many in- 
tances,” 

They go on, and by multiplying subpenas, 
and paying officers, they have run the estimates 
of the marshal in this District, for the last half 
year, up to $12,000 for the. payment of justices 
and constables. Sometimes in a case of riot 
thirty-five warrants are made out for four persons. 
That is shown by one of the papers I have here. 
That has been done by cross-indictments and 
subpenaing various parties. It is merely a 
scheme by which constables and magistrates run 
the United States to large expense. In an ordi- 
nary riot, where there is not sufficient testimony 
to bind the parties over, there is an expense of 
two, three, or four hundred dollars. 

Similar evils exist in the Territories of the 
United States, where marshals and other officers 
frequently have themselves summoned. It is 
decided, by many of the existing courts, that they 
| have no power to discharge grand juries until the 
i end of the term. You summon them, and get 
| €arough the business in one day, apd yet the court 
will keep open for bankruptcy cases perhaps three 
months, and you pay the grand jurors two dol- 
lars and fifty cents or three dollars a day all the 
time. In that way the expenses of the judiciary 
| have unnecessarily grown to enormous sums, 

L havc a statement of the facts’ on all these 
points; and if they will not weary the Senate, or 
if they desire to hear them, I shall read them. It 
is to correct these evils that the bill is introduced. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. It is quite unnecessary to 
read them. We understand the bill, and itisa 
good one. 


Mr. TOOMBS. ‘The bill was carefully con- 
sidered by the Judiciary Committee. 
to; and the bill was 
read a second time, and considered as in Com- 
| mittee of the Whole. It proposes to require the 
| accounts of the commissioners, marshals, attor- 
| neys, and clerks of the United States, to be cer- 
tified to by the district judges, subject to revision 
by the accounting officers of the ‘Treasury, from 
whom an appeal lies to the Secretary of the In- 
| terior. It provides that the fees of not more than 
| four witnesses shall be charged to the United 
| States for examinations before commissioners in 


tance be certified to by the district attorney, sub- 
ject to revision as in éther cases. Ít prohibits the 
holding of the courts at more than three places in 
| each Territory; gives power to discharge grand 
| Juries during term time; and prohibits the re- 
| ceipt of witness fees by the marshal or his-depu- 
| ties. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I move to amend the sixth 
section by adding these words: 


| 
| 
i 
| criminal cases, unless their materiality and impor- 
H 
i 


But in no event shall they: ‘paid by dhe United Sti 
In this District; at Risti fe 
clërk of the court arepai 
even in suits “between pr 
instance? there -was a feé : 
dered by him for last year; the amoun 
by the United States, and his: acedu 
turned over to the marshal for colle 
United States. -Thave the evidence fror 
terior Department that, though’ thé United Bt 
paid him $10,000 for his accotints, the 66h 
only $600: He makes the United States ~p 
his clerk’s fees, then the accounts are titrnéd over: 
to thë marshal, and hardly a dollar is-paid ‘at allt 
I move this addition to ‘the sixth’ section’ and 'it 
will then read: Ee AARE NSS 
Seo: 6. And be it further enacted; That aN tosis and fees 
for services. réndéred' by the ‘clorks of “the several coutts in 
the District of ‘Columbia;. chargeable. to others. than sthe 
United States, shall. be payable immediately after, the ser- 
vices are performed, and shall be collected. by such rules 
and regulations, not incompatible with: law, as may ‘be 
scribed by the courts in which such services are render 
Lut in no event shail they be paid by the United States. yo: 
There is no reason. why. the United, States 
should pay costs in controversy between A and 
B in trover in this District, more than-anywhere 
else in the: United States; but now théy sesall 
paid by the United States: The clerk draws on the 
‘Treasury, turns over his bills, gets A, By and:G, 
collecting, and outof last year’s $10,000 account, 
I think $600 were collected by the United States. 
The amendment was-agreed to. ocou 4 
Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, this Hill pro- 
vides four places. for the taxation of costs: in 
cases to Which the United States-are parties. 
After having provided that ‘the costs: shal 
taxed by the judge of the district, it- then pro- 
vides that that taxation shall beat, the «mere 
mercy of the accounting officers in. the Auditor’s 
and Comptroller’s offices here.” 1 object to that 
yovision. It seems tò me tobe one of manifest 
injustice. There is a provision in the general 
law relative to the costs and fees, which provides 
that the marshal ofeach district shall forthwith 
pay, upon the taxation by the court, and be sub- 
jected to a pevalty if he does not pay on that 
certificate, and is subjected to one of the penal- 


ties, 1 suppose, imposed by the independent 
Treasury law. He is bound to pay. it binds 
him. itis a certificate by the officer who taxes 
the costs to compel the marshal to pay A By he 
is compelled to pay; he has no discretion; he, has 
nothing to do with the taxation of. the costs. 
Now, if you give the accounting officer ‘here a 
right to alter that taxation of costs, you do not 
get the money back from the witness or the 
jurors, but you get it from the marshal; and 
thus you put him between two fires+-between 
the taxing officer and the witness:on one side, 
and the accounting officer of the ‘Treasury on the 
other. ees í ae 

[concur with the’ bill that there is something 
wrong in the taxation of costs. I fear that it has 
been. very loósely done; and I concur in the 
proposition that the judge of the district shall be 
required to tax the costs; but after he has taxed 
them, Í do not want any accounting officer of the 
Treasury to overhaul them. He has no more 
right to overhaul the taxation of costs in a suit 
in which the United States are parties, thai in’s 
cause between individuals. ‘If the district-at- 
torney is not satisfied, he can make a motion to 
retax them in court’ but why do you punish 
the marshal who has acted in good faith, and; in 
obedience to the positive provision’ of law, has 
paid out the money ? You compel him, then, to 
respond out of his pocket for the errors of judg- 
ment of the officer who taxes the costs. This 
has been done three or four times liere, and it 
has been done in defiance of law by the accounting 
officers of the Treasury in every case. } donot 
know how many marshals’ accounts are suspend- 
cd under the daim by Auditors and Comptrol- 
lers, and their clerks, to sit as aleeurt of error 
judicially upon the taxation of costs by the off- 
cer appointed by law. : I grant that the taxation 
has been very unjust and erroneous in many 
cases, and [ wish to put all proper afecuards on 
ity but after we bave made the ards, there 
letit stand. | calfatrentio: Bat, hav- 
ing made the district judg per officer to 
tax costs, there ‘the matter ought to stagad, bor, 
in addition to the fact that the marshal is required 


i forthwith to pay the money on the ‘certificate 
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of that officer, there is another provision, that he 
hiniself shal: not issue any scrip, paper,’ ac- 
knowledgment, or receipt, to.a witness or juror. 
He has got.to:pay him the money... He cannot 
issue paper, saying, ‘“I-acknowledge to have 
received this certificate, and. I will pay you the 
money provided the accounting officer finally al- 
Jows.it.” He has to:pay the money on the spot. 
He. cannot even-issue his acknowledgment, and 
wait for the decision. The amount of the matter 
is, that every marshal of, the United States is 
first. compelled to pay the money on the certificate 
of the officer taxing the costs, and then, at an 
interval. of. five or six months, he gets his own 
-pay here, on the action of the accounting officers 
of the Treasury, and he is compelled to pay out 
of. his own pocket for any error of judgment 
committed by the taxing officer. It seems to me 
that this is unjust. Itis repeated four times in 
the bill, and. my proposition is to strike it out 
wherever it occurs. My amendment is to strike 
out of, the first section, these words : 

“And the same shall be subject to revision upon their 


merits. by said accounting officers, as in case of other public 
accounts.?? 


Mr. TOOMBS. The difficulty is that youhave 
no security for taxing costs unless it is subject to 
revision by the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury. All the disbursing officers of the Govern- 
ment throughout the United States are subjected 
to the same responsibility. Your. subordinates 
in the Army and in the Navy-are oftentimes or- 
dered to pay money by their superior officers. 
The experiment was tried for many years in this 
Government, and it was found utterly impossible 
to have any effectual check on the disbursement 
of public money, unless by this species of ac- 
countability, Among our district judges we have 
a great many different sorts of people, and under 
the present system there is very little responsi- 
bility. Every one who will take the trouble to 
look into this subject will find that there are 
most outrageous abuses existing. ‘The marshal 

encrally makes out his own bills of costs. He 

rings them to the judge, who signs them, and 
they are brought here sometimes with charges of 
thousands where they oughft not to be dollars. I 
might instance one in the Territory of Utah, where 
over $2,000 were charged for a guard for the judge 
and the district attorney of the United States on 
their way to court, [Laughtor.] It cost $7,000 
apiece to hold two courts in the Territory, and 
$2,000 were spent for men as a company to escort 
the judge and district attorney to court, and addi- 
tional amounts for rations and bageage-wagons 
for them. A guard of honor for the judge of 
twenty men was provided! Of course he certi- 
fies to his guard of honor, and they are in the 
recent requisitions which I have among the pa- 
pers, and can turn to if necessary. 

Thon there is the case of commissioners. I 
have looked at some of their charges, and find 
them atrocious. There are very heavy charges 
on occasions of publie excitement, particularly 
under the fugitive slave law. Availing themselves 
of the peculiar character and importance of the 
question, and the feeling which it excites, great 
multitudes of witnesses and of parties are sum- 
moned where it is wholly unnecessary. The 
marshals, their deputies, and their sons, are sum- 
moned as witnesses. The marshal makes out the 
account, and the commissioner certifies to it, and 
you have an account for twenty, or thirty, or 
forty thousand dollars, when, if honestlv done, 
it would not amount to one thousand dollars. 
What I mean by honestly done is, done effi- 
ciently~—without any extra expense, I desire to 
do everything that is necessary to secure the 
administration of the laws. Some of these ofi- 
cers, availing themselves of the proper determi- 
nation of the Government to have the laws faith- 
fully executed, have considered themselves as 
having a wild and unlimited discretion to run up 
bills of costs, injurious to the country, and inju- 
rious to the very good cause in which they are 
serving, 
Take the case of the judge at Pittsburg, which 
has been before Congress. He goes on from 
day to day and holds court for probably one hun- 
dred and “eighty days in the year, according to | 
his record. to the attendance of all | 


He certifies 
the officers for ever day; he certifies to their 
judge participates in it | 


five dollars a day, ‘The 
oftentimes from the pecil 


ji 
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iar relations in which || 


he stands to the parties. In many cases- the 
judge’s son is the clerk of the court. There are 
some transactions in regard to. the judiciary 
hardly-fit. to be mentioned in this body. 

Fhere is no hardship:in putting the courts of 
justice, and especially the district courts and 
commissioners of the United States, under the 
same checks in the expenditures of public money, 
as all the disbursing officers of the Army and 
Navy and Treasury, who disburse millions every | 
day. . There might be some difficulty at first, and 
some conflicts between the Department and the 
judges, but they would soon make their decisions 
conform to the final decision of the Secretary of 
the Interior. . Our practice for twenty years has | 
shown that there is no safety to the public Treas- 
| ury without some such safeguard as this. During 
Í the Jast ten or fifteen years, without any increase 
! of business, the expense of some of the courts 
has gone up twenty, thirty, and even fifty per 
cent. 

‘While we have complained very justly of the 
profligate expenditures in various branches of the 
Government, nothing can exceed in that respect 
the increase which has taken place in the ex- 
penses of the judiciary department. They are 
the most flagitious and unnecessary of all others. 
The Senate has heard frequently of the conduct 
of some of the courts in bankruptcy cases, and 
the same evil still continues. A man goes into | 
court and makes a motion in those cases, at va- 
rious times, and a certificate is given that the 
marshal and clerk, and everybody else, attends, 
and they get paid in that way for every day for 
five, or six, or seven months. 

Some of the judges hold that they have no right | 
to discharge grand juries during aterm. Honest | 
judges say they have the power, and they do dis- 
i charge the grand juries when there is no busi- 
ness for them; but one half the district judges of | 
the United States hold that they cannot discharge 
a grand jury when they have no business, so that 


| matter, and they may kee 
j they please, and the grand jury will draw pay 
from the United States every day. 

The complaint is that the judges have certified 
to these bills. They have certified to them con- | 
stantly. Some of them I have before me which | 
not one Senator here would sanction, but they | 
have been sanctioned by these judges. I wish to i 
put these expenditures under some safeguards, | 
The present system may result from the inatten- | 

tion of the judges. Probably it is so. They | 


the court may be held open for some immaterial | 
it open as long as} 


ji 3 aaron os 
great abuses in the Federal courts. If, however, 


there be such a-case as he states of a judicial offi- 
cer, the remedy is not by legislation—the remedy 
is for the House of Representatives to impeac 
| him, and bring him to the bar of the Senate. I, 
do not know anything about sucha case, and of 
course do not express my opinion upon it. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Allow me to make a sug- 

estion to my friend from Ohio. If we pass this 

Bil it will be the interest and duty of the marshal 
to watch over the allowances made by the judges 
in favor of witnesses and jurors, for he will know 
that he is to be held responsible to the accounting 
officers for the over-payment. At present he has 
no earthly interest in watching over these fees, 
He says, “ I shall -be-paid back whatever I pay 
under the judge’s order; itisa pro forma entry; 
and I have no interest to protect the interests of 
the United States.” If this bill.be passed, the 
marshal’s duty will be to watch and object to any 
illegal fees the judge may, from oversight, order 
to be paid; because it is only the man who has a 
pecuniary interest in seeing these sums limited to 
their precise legal amount thatcan be relied upon 
as a disbursing officer. - : 

Mr. PUGH. Suppose he does object, and the 
judge overrules him, he is compelled to obey; 
and then under this bill the accounting officer.of 
the Treasury overrules the judge. a 

Mr. BENJAMIN. In ‘that case I‘ haveno 
doubt Congress would overrule the officer, and 
impeach and turn out the judge. 

Mr. PUGH. Itwould cost the officer twice 
the amount to have a special act passed. I sa 
select any officer you please for this purpose. It 
would occur to me that the judicial officers would 
be most proper; for if we cannot trust the judges 
we can trust nobody. Select your judges, and 
say they shall be responsible for taxing the costs 
to be paid to the jurors and witnesses; but after 
they have made their decision, do not say to an 
executive officer, who has no concern, and could 
not be asked to have any concern in the matter, 
who is not a lawyer, who is not expected to be a 
lawyer, that he shall be responsible for the errors 
of your judicial tribunals. It is only in respect 
to this point that I make objection. As to the 
marshals own charges in serving process and 
calling deputies, or calling anybody else, I agree 
with the Senator from Georgia, that he should be 
subjected to the strictest responsibility that can 
be put on him at the Department. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I think the objection from 
the Senator from Ohio is a very fanciful one. It 


j 
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| have got accustomed to certifying these bills too | 
| much pro forma, and therefore I would provide | 
that the marshal who makes up the bills shall į 
see to it that ™o other than the legal costs and | 
; charges are allowed, and for this I would hold | 
him to the same responsibility as every other | 
disbursing officer. I admit that there is some | 
| ground for the position taken by the Senator from | 
| Ohio, but I think we cannot reach the evil in any | 
: other way than that proposed by the bill. | 
Mr. PUGH. I do not object to any relaxation | 
of the marshal’s own cost. I agree with the Sen- | 
i ator that these abuses have become so shameful | 
| that the time has come to redress them; but the 
| accounts of witnesses and jurors are audited by 
| the court, according to law, and the court issues 
| a certificate to the marshal to pay them, 
items ought not to be recalled afterward 
| cause the marshal does not get the money. i 
|, Mr. TOOMBS. There is the same provision 
jin regard to disbursing officers in the civil and 
; military service of the United States. H 
Mr. PUGH. I did not wish to interrupt the | 
Senator in his argument, but this is the provision | 
| of law to which I have referred: 
“Tn eases where the United States 
‘al shall, on the order of the court, 
utes, pay to the jurorsand witness 


appear by such order to be entitle 
| allowed him 
1 


| 
| 
| 


These | 
s, be-: 


i 
i sh 


are parties, the mar. 
to be entered in its min 
es such fees as they may | 
à to, Which sum shall be 

atthe Treasnry in his accounts.” j 


He has nothing to 
y how many jurors 


| 
| funds witt 
| ing officer 


is hardly to be presumed, if the marshal made a 
fair effort to bave an honest and good bill of costs, 
and the judge decided against him, that the ac- 
counting officer of the Treasury would overrule 
the judicial decision. The difficulty has been 
that the marshal makes these requisitions often- 
times in advance, and they are carried to the 
court, and no opposition is made by the judge. 
The marshal summons the witnesses, and. sum- 
mons the jury, and is presumed to know the facts. 
The decision of the judge is oftentimes given on 
his own statement of facts, It is almost impos- 
sible for him to decide wrong where the marshal 
makes an effort to have it done properly. I made 
allusion a short time since to a requisition which 
{ had not then at hand, but I will read it now, to 
show how the marshals are in the habit of treat- 
ing the Treasury: : 

Second Judicial District Te States Court, June Term, 

56, 


Necessary guard to judge and attorney from Great Sait Lake 
City to Parowan fron Company, two hundred and fifty 
miles through Indian country, twenty men, thirty days, 


a four dollars per day for man and horse, each twenty dol- 
BTS as SSA T E EA 


per day. each eighty dollars... seeceresese ` 320 00 
Rations for twenty men, thirty days, one dollar, 
each, 600 oe. ee ee ceee eves RRT +s» 600 00 
Thirty-six jurors, (grand and petit,) two dollars 
per day, Six davs...... cece cece cc ace cececceee 432 00, 
Thirty-six witnesses ......... sesecees. 32400 
Mileage for jurors and witnesses. 360: 00 
2,000 00 
90.00 
penses . E IE P E E R 100 090 
Marshals fees and per diem, $500-——commission- ? 
S, BIAB TR. arae cece ceetenenreeeseneesenne 629-72 
Bailiff and Crier. .....eeceevecetesceseceac cece 60 00 


$7,309: 72 


j 


1856. 


- THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Third Judicial District United States Court, Fuly Term, 


Estimated expenses of twenty men to. guard Judge from 
“Great Salt Lake city, ta Genoa, Carson coùmty, seven 

hundred miles throagh an Indian-country, seventy-five 
x days, going and returning, at four. dollars. per day for man 


» and horse, $300 Cach...secnevsercasaeceser se 86,000 00 
Four baggage wagons seventy-five days, five dol- 
VarS COCH 6. ...e cere econ esectoeeeswererss seeee 1,500 00 


Rations seventy-five days each one dollar, 1500.... 1,500 00 
Thirty-six (grand and petit- jurors) twelve days 


wat two dollars each, 72....cecceeeseseoeceseess, 864 00 
“Witnesses. ..ssesecsccdessoseeees 648 00 
“Mileage for jurors and witnesss...........+-+.. | 360 00 
“Guard service and other expenses incident to 
ovvserving writs, &ce. in an Indian country.......+ 2,000 00 
Estimated expensés of court and jury rooms, 
“twelve days, at fifteen dollars per day..-.----- 180 00 
‘Stationery, lights, &.,.. cco eee ee ee eeeeeenses wes 400 00 
‘Marshal’s fees and per diem, $500—commission- 
ERES $265 d4evcesseccsreee cece ceesereceerescee 765 44 
Bailiffs'and:criers per diem....- ETERNAN eses 120 00 
14,037 44 
Thus we have a charge of over $14,000 for | 
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judges somehow. 
+ Mr. BENJAMIN. That is $1,200 a day. 
“Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir; that is the way the 
money istaken. There is no other mode of pro- 
curing accountability except by holding respons- 
ible the party who spends the money. We should 
hold him to the same responsibility that we hald 
disbursing officers in the Army and Navy and 
‘eivil service of the country. 
“Mr. PUGH. I donot see the parallel between 
‘the cases.. How can you compare an executive | 
‘officer, á marshal, who pays out money on the 
‘order of a judge by express requirements of law, 
‘with a disbursing officer in the Army or Navy or 
‘civil service who pays on his own discretion? 
«Mr. TOOMBS. But those officers are ordered 
ay. 
: Ae PUGH. Then the order is their protec- 
‘tion. : 
Mr. TOOMBS. Itvery often happens that an 
-inferior officer is ordered to pay a certain amount 
for transportation; for example—or I will take a 
‘ease which we have been arguing for a week or 
two: Suppose a captain in the Navy orders four 
Jagsistant masters to be on duty when he is entitled 
‘to but two. The purser is ordered to pay them, 
aiid when these accounts come here that item is 
‘disallowed. - 
f r: PUGH. That would be a void order in } 
itself. Í 
Mr. TOOMBS. It is utterly impossible, I; 
think, to have security in any other way. The 
Senate will see that every one of the items com- 
‘posing the United States court expenses is made 
‘up by the marshal, It is nothing but his accounts 
confirmed. He is the man that makes them 
“wrong from the start, and therefore he is the, 
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Proper person to be held resporfsible. He ought | 
to: know how to make out a bill of costs. We | 
‘have found by experience that the judges usually | 
‘eertify to whatever accounts the marshal presents. | 

‘While I admit that there isa point in the position | 

‘of the Senator from Ohio, and though this pro- | 

‘vision may lead to a temporary inconvenience, I | 

MMink it is impossible for you to protect the Treas- | 

üry without holding the marshal responsible for | 

illegal expenses, whether paid by the approval | 
of.the judge or otherwise. 

“Mr. GEYER. The Senator from Georgia sup- 
oses that this is an analogous case to that of a | 
isbursing officer in the Army or Navy, and con- | 

tends that, because a disbursing officer who pays | 

-under an illegal order is held responsible for that | 

‘payment, a marshal who pays money under al 

Teel order ought, therefore, to be responsible for | 
‘the legality and regularity of that order. Now, | 
‘Lapprehend there never was a case where a dis- 
“Bursing officer in the Army or Navy paid upon 

“an order authorized by law, and where he was 

‘Commanded by law to make the payment upon 

ithatorder, in which he has been held responsible 

‘for the payment. In this case the law requires 

‘and commands the marshal to make payment on 

the decision of the judge. He has no discretion, į 
ag your disbursing officer has. When a voucher | 
is presented to a disbursing officer, he is made ; 
the judge of the sufficiency and regularity of the | 
charge, and he takes upon himself the responsi- | 
bility of making the payment; but in this case 


you appoint a district judge, and say that upon 
his decision and mandate the marshal shall-exe- 
cute his decision, and he is under a heavy penalty 
to do so. In the mean time you propose to 
allow an appeal, and make him take the conse- 
quences of a reversal. It seems to me that this 
is altogether a different case from thatisupposed 
by the honorable Senator from Georgia. I hope 
the amendment will prevail... The bill contains 
many valuable provisions. The mischiefs which 
exist ought to be corrected; but I do not think 
they should be, corrected at the expense of the 
marshal, who is acting under the orders of the 
law, and not merely of the judge. 

Mr. HUNTER. Do I understand the Senator 
from Missouri to say that, when the judge passes 
on those accounts, he passes on themasa judge— 
that it is a legal decision—that it makes them 
legal? Does he not pass on them merely as an 
auditor ? 

Mr. GEYER. The law requires the marshal 
to pay the accounts on the order of the court. 

Mr. HUNTER. Would it not be in the power 
of the marshal to refuse to pay, if an order were 
made contrary to the regulations of the ‘Treasury 
Department. 

Mr. GEYER. I apprehend not. It is made 
a part of his legal duty under a penalty. 

Mr. HUNTER. It seemsto me, then, that so 
much of the previous laws as makes it imperative 
on him to pay to the order of the judge, should 
be repealed. 1 think the accounts ought to be 
brought here for revision. I believe the general 
system of accountability in the Treasury ought to 
apply to the marshal’s accounts as to every other 
class of accounts; and if there be anything in the 
existing state of the laws incompatible with that, 
it ought to be repealed. I ask the Senator from 
Georgia, if he cannot introduce an amendment to 
that effect? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iam perfectly willing to agree 
toan amendment of that kind. I want the ac- 
counting officers here to have the final decision. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think that is indispensable. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. There isa difficulty which 
neither of the Senators, as yet, has adverted to. 
When a cause is tried, and the witness is sum- 
moned, and is in attendance on the court, he is 
entitled to his fees for his attendance, and they 
must be paid at the time. 
wait, and come back a distance of one hundred 
miles, or more, a: end of the year, when the 
marshal’s accout®®are settled, for the purpose 
of getting his dollar, or two dollars, or three dol- 
lars. He must be paid at the time, so that there 
must be responsibility at that time somewhere 
for the payment of witnesses’ fees; and so, too, 
of the jurors’ fees, Now, as the Jaw stands, the 
marshal takes the order of the judge, and pays 
those fees. The difficulty in the Jaw, as the Sen- 
ator from Georgia has very well explained, is, 
that marshals are corrupt, that judges are, per- 
haps, sometimes corrupt—very rarely, I hope— 
but very often are careless; and the consequence 
is, by abuse of power in the marshal, large extra 
numbers of witnesses are gathered together at the 
cost of the United States, and for numbers of 
days, far exceeding what is requisite. f 

The committee propose to remedy the evil by 
making the marshal’s accounts examinable here 
by the accounting officers of the Treasury. The 
objection made to that is this: the marshal has 
been bound to pay, and if you make his accounts 
reéxaminable, and those accounts are not allowed, 
you place him in a false and dangerous position, 
which he ought not to occupy. The reply, I 
think, to that objection, is very plain and clear. 
If the marshal honestly attempts to have the 
costs properly taxed, if you make it his duty, by 
putting him in this dangerous position as regards 
his accounts, to sce that no overcharges are made, 
the consequence will be that the marshal will 
watch the expenses of the cause, and ifthe judge 
orders an overpayment he will enter his opposi- 
tion and urge it and litigate; and if, upon a fair 


That witness cannot || 


and honest opposition to the order of a judge so | 


made, the judge shall finally determine, notwith- 
standing the marshal’s objection or opposition, 
that he must pay that amount, there is no danger 
whatever that the officers of the Treasury will 
then refuse to allow the charge on the ground 
that it has been forced on him and he 
ortunity of avoiding the payment. , But as the 
aw now stands, the order of thesjudge being 


had no op- | 


final, and ‘the: accounts: not being. examinable 
here, the marshal has/no- interest in’ opposing 
anything. :On the contrary, he hasan’ interestin 
colluding to.increase the expenses; and: the j i 
carelessly approving them, the: whole-amountis 
paid here without examinations “E think<the 
remedy of the committee.is the only feasible oñen 
There will be an oceasional,'a veryrare case of - 
injustice done to a marshal; but when that is done 
he must: do‘ as-all other public: officers do; apply 
to. Congress for a remedy if- he ‘is oppressed:by 
the Departments... Ido not think, however, that 
you will find an Auditor of accounts'or a Secre» 
tary, to whom an appeal is- allowed, who will 
mulct ‘a marshal with a disallowance of items 
which he ‘has strenuously opposed in the interests 
of the Government, and which he has been abso- 
lutely forced to pay by the superior power of the 


judge. fog ; ; : WHS 
BUTLER. Mr. President, although this 


Mr. 
bill comes from the committee with which i-am 
connected, I donot poe to have any especial in- 
formation on the subject. The Senator from Geor- 
gia has had the bill under consideration, and he has 
made explanations, such as have been approved 
by my judgment,and I give that approbation 
now. Heretofore, as far as my experience:and 
investigation have gone, the interests of the mar- 
shal, the interests of the witnesses, and the inter- 
ests of the jurymen, have all concurred; and the 
consequence has been that abuses have accumu- 
lated from time to.time without any correction. 

„It is said they may be corrected by judicial 
discretion, or by the interposition of judicial 
authority, in bringing these expenses: down: to a 
proper limit. Now, itis not worth while:to dis- 
guise the fact, that the remote district: judges 
might as well sign the paper, as: presented by the 
marshal, with the hand over the writing, as in any 
other way, for, as well as I understand, they do 
not investigate the charges. Perhaps, at theend 
of the term, they sign accounts and let them goon 
the faith of the marshal; but make the marshal 
an adversary party to sift the costs at the time the 
accounts are made up, and, I answer for it, you 
will secure something like truth. I never. knew 
a case where money was disbursed without there 
being an adversary interest, when it did not goall 
on`one side. op 

Under the present system, I regard the jurors 
and witnesses and marshal on one side, and:the 
judge as indifferent; and signs the accounts with- 
out examination. As the Senator from Louis- 
iania says, I will answer for it practically that if 
the marshal is placed in opposition to examine 
these accounts and see that justice is done, the 
district judge will- not be reversed one time outof 
five thousand by the Department.. J do:not'think 
any gentleman occupying a position ain. one of 
thèse Departments would interfere with the de- 
cision of the judge when the marshal himself 
had been‘in an adversary position to correct the 
accounts. I am willing that something: like juss, 
tice shall be attained when there are parties toda, 
justice; but when all run one way, depend upon 
it, the result must be mischief. Why, sir, the 
abuses which have been committed in this way 
are beyond anything 1 dreamed of until present- 
ed by the committee. I shall go for the bill, 

Mr. GEYER. The honorable Senator from 
Louisiana supposes that ‘he has found a remed 
for an acknowledged evil by a compulsion, whi 
he supposes the bill provides upon the marshal 
to become a party to every bill presented by a 
juror or a witness. He admits that there is a 
necessity that the witnesses and jurors should be 
_paid immediately, and therefore is unwilling, I 
understand, to repeal that portion of the law 
which: makes it obligatory on the marshal to 
make the payment on an allowance by the:court. 
He then supposes that jurors and witnesses will 
be drawing money in that way to which they are 
not entitled; but he proposes to leave the law 
stand which compels the. marshal to pay them 
money to which they are not entitled, upon the 
order of the court, he to take the risk of an af- 
firmance of the judgment of the judge of that 
court upon the bill of costs. mo 

Now, Mr. President, this remedy which is to be 
substituted seems to me to be altogether extray- 
agant, when it proposes to make the marshal a 
party to the account of every witness and every 
jeror, and compel him to be in attendance in 


court when the bill is presented, to have it taxed, 


andto- become a party to @ controversy: between 
the United States and the-witness ‘or juror, for 
ihe charge for his: compensation. Without an 
express’ command: of. the law, or-some penalty. 
for not doing-itas proposed by, this-bill, a mar- 
shal: who should attempt. to. interfere, except 
when. called upon, by- the-court as a witness: in 
the setilement of the-account of anybody else 
against the Unitcd States, would be considered 
as-impertinenily interfering in business that did 
wot-concern him. I: would ask the honorable 
Senator, ihe had been a juror, ora witness; and 
was about to: present his account. for allowance, 
and the marshal should step. up. and interfere, 
and attempt to engage ina controversy between 
himand the United States, which the judge was 
tosettle, haw would he regard it?.. 

“Mr. BENJAMIN. -1 will state to the Senator 
that, under existing laws, I should consider it 


very impertinent; but the object of this bill is to 
make it quite pertinent and respectful. : 

Mr, GEYER... So I understand it. Then, sir, 
the abject-of..the bill, as | understand the honor- 
able Sénator’s explanation, is this: there are wit- 
nesses and jurors who have been paid more than 
they were entitled to, ` ft supposes that.other 
witnesses and. jurors may have demands of the 
same character. They are to get the money out 
of the pockets-of the marshal by the express 
command of ‘the law; and in order to make-the | 
marshal see that he-does not pay more out of his 
pocket than he lawfully ought to pay, he is to | 
abide the decisoin of another tribunal before which 
this judgment upon which he has paid is to be re- 
wiewed. He cannot escape. And the answer is, 
tht the marashal ig to be made responsible for the 
correctness of the judgment of the judge; and if 
the judge shall err, even when he interferes, he 
is still to be made responsible for that judgment. 
As is very properly suggested by an honorable 
Senator near me, the amount, after all, may be 
allowed. ` If he is to come here and have such an 
allowance made, he having paid it afier having 
made an effort in the court to have it disallowed, 
it will in the end amount to the same: thing. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that the appro- 
priate remedy for the. error.of the judgment of 
the judge would be this: if anybody is to be 
punished for it, let it be the judge himself, and 
not the marshal, But the law in that respect is, 
T think, well enough as it stands. With regard 
to the officers of the court, it is very easy to 
provide that the payment shall be suspended until 
the allowance is finally affirmed by the account, 
ing officer here; butin regard to jurors and wit- | 
nesses, payment becomes necessary immediately, 
and it will not do, in my judgment, to make the 
marshal responsible for the errors of the court. 

Mr. WELLER. 1 desire to ask the Senator 
from Georgia the reason why section thirteen has 
been inserted in this bill? Itis a section which 
provides that ‘‘no clerk, deputy clerk, marshal, or | 
deputy marshal, of any of the courts of the United | 

“Blates, shall hold or exercise the dutics of com- 
missioner of any of said courts, nor receive 
compensation therefor.” I know that, in many 
of the States, the clerk or deputy clerk is United 
States. commissioner. He has charge of all the 
boolts and papers; and it seems to me to be much 
more convenient that the duties of these officers 
should be.confided to the same person. Unless 
there be some good reason for changing this prac- 
tice, I desire to retain it as itis. In the State 
which I have the honor to represent, I know that 
the duties of commissioner are performed by two 
of the clerks, They are men admirably qual- 
ified for discharging the duties of commissioner, | 
both intelligent men of legal learning -—— 

Mr. TOOMBS. Let me suggest to the Senator 
that it is as well to get along with one part of the 
bill ata time. There is now an amendment 
pending to the first section. When we get to the 
thirteenth section we can discuss that. If we go 
on irregularly we shall have the discussion of 
two. or three points at once. 

Mr. WELLER. Iam not now proposing an | 
amendment. I am simply desiring to ascertain 
the reason why this section has been inserted. | 
The discussion of the whole bill is now properly 
in order. | 

„Mr. BENJAMIN. Let me suggest to my 
friend from California, that I have an amendment 
to the thirteenth section; but I think we had bet- 


.. The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in- 
the chair.) . The pending questionis on the mo- 
tion of the Senator. from: Ohio, to strike out cer- 
tain words in the first section. 

Mr. PUGH. $ propose to withdraw that 
amendment, and: to. offer it-in-a different. shape, 
as @ proviso tobe added to the end of the section: 

Provided, however, That no account of fees or costs, paid 
to. any withess or juror upon-the- order of any. judge.or 
commissioner, shall be so reéxamined as to charge any 
marshal for an erroneous taxation of such fees or costs. 

I wish te make’ one suggestion to the Senator 
from Louisiana,and the Senator ftom South Car- 
olina. They say that a marshal has been con- 
cerned in summoning these witnesses. Why, 
sir, the marshal docs not order a single witness 
to be summoned—he serves process. It is the 
district attorney who. names the witnesses. The 
marshal has nothing to do with the number of 
jurors; they are fixed either by law or by the 
court. How isit his interest to increase or dimin- 
ish the number of witnesses or jurors? He has 
no interest in itatall. Heean make them neither 
more nor. less in number. Why isit that you 
are to make it the interest of the marshal to iti- 
gate the question? It is the duty of the district 
attorney, and you are asking the marshal to per- 
form the duty of the district attorney. H is his 
business to stand up for the United ‘States in all 
their courts, and see that no money is charged to 
the Treasury improperly. Now; instead of light- 
ing upon the corrupt judges of whom you have 
spoken, or indolent istrict attorneys, you are 
asking a: man who is not a lawyer to depart from 
his proper duty, and take upon himself their 
duties. 

1 want to protect the Treasury of the United 
States from improper charges; but if it can only 
be protected by shielding indolent district attor- 
neys, or indolont or trifling judges, and sacrificing 
men who are not supposed to be lawyers, I, for 
one, shall vote against protection. I agree that, 
in regard to all the rest of the marshal’s charges— 
all his charges for transportation of judges, for 
transportation of prisoners, for his.own fees, his 
own costs, everything: in relation to which he has 
any responsibility—{ would vote with Senators 


-charge the duties quite as well. They themselves, 


to subject him to any amount of reéxamination. 
But when you say in one breath that he shall pay 
the money upon the order of the judge where the 
district attorney should attend, and he does pa 
it in obedience to law, and then say that he hali 
have his account overhaule the clerks in the 
auditor’s office, it seems to me to be an incon- 
sistency. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iwill accept the amendment. 

Mr. PUGH. Iam much obliged to you, 

Mr. TOOMBS. Although it is wrong, E will 
accept it to get rid of a discussion. This is a 
very small portion of the expense. It is as dimes 
compared to thousands of dollars. 

Mr. PUGH. The unjust judge was prevailed 
upon after a hearing. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WELLER. I now move to amend the 
bill by striking out the thirteenth section, to which | 
1 have called attention. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WELLER. 1 made some inquiry awhile 
ago why this change is proposed to be made in 
the law, and I was in hopes that thogSenator 
who reported the bill would give me some reason 
for it. It isa departure from the old law, and I 
think it is due to the Senate that some reason 
should be assigned for the change. 

Mr. TOOMBS. There have been quite a num- | 
ber of abuses growing out of persons holding 
two or three offices at once. These expenses 
have grown very large. Sometimes a clerk of a 
court is paid in three or four different characters, 
as clerk, as commissioner, and as witness. As 
a general rule it is better, especially in regard 
to matters involving the disbursement of public 
money in distant places, that one man should || 
hold butone office. It is more difficultte impose |i 
onthe Treasury, where that is the case, than where | 
one man holds a number of offices together. I! 
think it is proper to provide, that neither the |) 
clerk, nor the marshal, nor the deputy clerk, nor į 
the deputy marshal, shall hold the office of com- | 
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missioner. There are other persons who can dis- | 


1 


audits-the accounts: of:A;:himself;: as commis- 
sioner, That is the difficulty growing out of it., 
“Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I have no doubt 
that there are many abuses which ought. to be 
corrected, and I have no doubt that.part of them 
arise from the equivocal phraseology of the exists 
ing laws. The dificulties in regard to the account- 
ability. for public money I know by experiengs.. 
They arise from the nature of our institutions and 
the nature of our business. You require an ofi- 
cer, civil, military, or naval, at a distance fromthe 
seat of Government, to make payments. Hemakeg 
them on his diseretion.. The parties to whom-he 
pays the money are scattered. He comes: here, 


and his accounts are rejected by the Auditor. -He 
cannot get the money: back from the parties to 
whoin he has paid it. .That seems. to bea hard 


nse. . ; < int 

“The military rule, which has been referred to, 
has not been correctly stated, I think: The rule 
in the Army. as to paymasters—and Lsuppose it 
is the same in the N avy as. to. pursers—is; thig: 
If a paymaster is. required to make a.payment,.. 
and he doubts its propriety, or if he is required 
by the commanding officer .to make a purchase, 
and he says he has no authority. to.do.it, he:in- 
dorses his doubts on the orders; < Then if. the 
commanding oficer reiterates it he makes.the 

urchase. If the account be'rejected the amount 
is charged to the commanding officer... Che-pay, 
master merely obeys his orders. . That is the 
provision in the Army -on the subject, and has 
een for a good while. K ats i 

Now, sir, the accounting officers are liable. tọ 
mistakes like everybody else. © They:may make 
mistakes in the settlement of accounts; they. may 
make mistakes to the amount of many thousands 
of dollars, and nobody ever made the accountin 
officers pay the money. There is one practica 
difficulty with regard to them, which I will state 
to the Senate. An accounting officer, with. the 
most perfect. honesty and the greatest disposition 
to do justice, by continuance im his position, 
comes to have a leaning always in favor of the 
Government. The operation of ‘the mind of an 
accounting officer of experienceis not, whatreason 
is there why. this amount, should not be paid, 
but what reason is. there why it should. not. be 
rejected. Perhaps this is the natural result. of 
their position. I will give yonan instance that 
occurred here, to my own knowledge, with, one 
of the most honest men this Government ever 
had as Auditor, who was in the Department, for 
nearly half a century. He got into such a. habit 
that he distrusted every account. Senators per- 
haps know that on the lakes: there is a great 
snpply of what are called white fish. During a 
.portion of the last war with Great Britain we 
were in extreme fear of starvation, and an order 
was piven to a quartermaster to purchase seine, 
in order to catch fish. It was in the month of 
November when white fish run. It was at a 
time when suppHes were vastly. important to the 
troops. The account came here to Washington, 
and it was rejected. Why? The Auditor had 
spent his life on the Delaware and Potomac, and 
he said, ‘ this is a cheat; fish do not run in Nọ- 
vember.” He knew something about shad, and 
he took it for granted that no fish everrun.in the 
fall. He came to the conclusion, at once, that 
there was a combination to cheat the Govern- 
| ment, and. he rejected the account, and charged 
the officer with the amount. This occurred tọ 
my personal knowledge, and I had ‘to interfere 
to have the matter corrected. 

I have no doubt the accounting officers here 
are very honest in the performance of their duty; 
but because an account appears to be an extrav- 
agant one, or because payments.are made which 
the officer may think the Jaw ought not to author- 
ize, it does not follow of course that it was done 
from bad motives. There may have been an 
error in judgment. It seems to me that there 
must be some discretion lodged. somewhere. 
am willing to correct any actual abuse that exists. 


| have not understood heretofore that the courts 


took the initiative in. the making out.and paying 
of accounts. I.supposed the marshals. paid:the 
accounts, and then the court certified te them. 
This I presumed was the general course in. the 
district courts of the United States, but it: may 
be otherwise. : 


ter get through with this section at first. 


at present, are of tentimes auditing their own || 
accounts. ; Under existing laws, A, as marshal, ! 


Mr. BUTLER. I think you are right....... 
Mr. CASS. I know this was the case; for 
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many years in my life I: was-marshab-of. the 
district of Ohio, and it was so then.” 

Mr. WELLER. I do not think the reason 
assigned by the Senator from: Georgia (Mr. 
Toomss] is sufficient to make the important 
change in the law which-is proposed by the thir- 
teenth section of this bill: When he ‘speaks of 
abuses in distant parts of the Union, Ido not know 
whether he refers to that portion of the country 
from whence I come or noti but Iam very sure 
he has heard of no charges ‘against the commis- 
sioners there; nor am I aware of any inconve- 
hience resulting from thé union of the offices of 
clerk and commissioner in the same person. On 
the contrary, as he has charge of the papers and 
records, I think the public interest is advanced by 
having them united, when they can be, inthe same 
individual: - It would be impossible, I presume, 
in'my State, to obtain a man to discharge the du- 
fiés of commissioner and occupy an office, unless 
he had some other position connected with it. So 
that. there is no person who can so well and so 
satisfactorily discharge the duties of a commis- 
sioner as the clerk of the court who has charge 
of the books. If the Senator from Georgia per- 
sists in this section, I shall ask the Senate to ex- 
člude from its operation the State which I have 
the honor to represent. There the offices are 
united in the same individual; the duties have 
been discharged satisfactorily to the public, and I 
do not wish to have any change made, I will 
move to amend the thirteenth section so as to 
exclude the State of California from the opera- 
tion of that section.  ~ 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I will suggest to my friend 
from California to withdraw that amendment in 
favor of one which I propose to offer, and which 
will probably meet his views. I propose to 
strike out of the thirteenth section the words, 
“clerk, deputy clerk.’”* So far as my own 
State is concerned, I am satisfied that- these 


“officers perform the duties of commissioners bet- 


tér than any other persons who could be found. 
‘We find them exceedingly useful in that respect. 
Iam perfectly willing to exclude the marshal 
and deputy marshal from being commissioners. 
Tdo not think they ought to be. They are ex- 
eċutive officers. Twill, therefore, if the Senator 
from California will accept that amendment, 
Yiove to strike out the words, ‘clerk, deputy 
clerk,” from the section. 

‘Mr. WELLER. [am perfectly satisfied with 
that amendment. 
_ The amendment was agreed to. 
" “The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments made as in Committee of 
the Whole were concurred in. The bill was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
‘was read the third time. . 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I believe it is too late, but 
Isuppose that, by unanimous consent I may call 


attention to the cleventh section of the bill, which 


itappears to me requires some modification, which 
I submit to the Senator from Georgia. 

That section provides for a repeal of so much 
of the present law as gives the clerics of the United 
States district courts a salary equivalent to $500, 
ora sufficient sum of money to make their sala- 
yies'g500 if the fees of the office do not amount 
‘9 that much. Ido not know how it may be in 
‘other districts of the United States, but some 
years ago a district was formed in the western 
Hart of Louisiana, aad 1 doubt whether the fees 
‘of the clerk in that district amounted to ten dol- 
larsa year—possibly they may have amounted 
‘to twenty dollars. 

Mr. TOOMBS. About five dollars ordinarily, 
I sce by the accounts. 
:- Mr. BENJAMIN. 
almost certain, that you will get no clerk in that 
‘district for the fees of the office. Nobody will 
accept the office. There must therefore be some 
‘arovision for making that salary equal to an 
pmount sufficient to induce a man to accept it, or 
the district must be abolished. “You will have 
‘judge there whose salary is $3,000 or $3,509, and 
yet with no marshal; no, district attorney, no 
clerk, and consequently a sinecure at $3,500 at the 
expense of the Government. I believe there are 
other districts in the United States. where the 
‘clerks’ fees do not amount to $100a year. Itap- 
pears to me, that in all cases where the officers of 
ihe court or competent persons cannot be found to 
accept the places ‘for the fees, there ought to: be 


It is very possible, indeed | 


no court, and the district:ought to be added to 
the next adjoining district. As long as the off- 
cers are willing to take the offices for. the fees, it 
is well. enough, but if they are to-be. paid for 
doing nothing you had better abolish the office. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The bill has now reached a 
stage when it is not susceptible of amendment, 
having passed its engrossment without unanimous 
consent; but I am perféctly willing, if the Senate 
think proper, to take up that question now. This 
bill, however, was framed mostly with reference 
to other abuses. I agree with every word which 
the Senator from Louisiana has justsaid. There 
aré cases Where the clerk serves for one day, and 
draws five dollars, and sends a requisition to. the 
Treasury for $4.95. Ihave seen’some of these 
drafts in the Interior Department. I doubt 
whether it would be expedient to remedy those 
evils in this bill. 1 think in such places as those 
to whichthe Senator from Louisiana has alluded, 
the offices ought to be abolished; but that brings up 
other influences, and for that reason I think it 
would be better to provide forit in a separate bill. 

Mr. BENJAMAN. I propose merely to call 
the attention of the Senate to the matter. If the 
committee propose to provide for it ina differ- 
ent bill, I have no objection. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I agree with the Senator from 
Louisiana in his object, but this bill was intended 
to remedy other evils against which it provides, 
and which are so universal. We can attend to 
the other grievances afterwards. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I recollect very well that, 
when the bill passed to which this. is an amend- 
ment, there was a discussion in relation to this 
very point. I recollect distinctly that it was 
found, on investigation, that there were several 
clerks who received a compensation varying from 
$200 to $500 a year, who were required to keep 
an office all the time, and to remain in it—not 
that class of cases which the Senator from Lou- 
isiana has stated in the western district of his 
State, but officers who had service to render, and 
were required’ to keep an office and remain in it 
the whole year, who did not receive a compensa- 
tion beyond from $250 to $500 a year. The part 
of that law which this section proposes to repeal 
was passed to meét that class of cases, and I think 
this section had better be stricken out. The Sen- 
ator from Georgia tells us they propose to remedy 
these cases by another bill. Now, there may be 


| a class of cases where the compensation is so 


very small as to Wuce the committee to annex 
the districts to some other, or make some other 


| provision in relation to the clerks; but the pro- 


vision of the law which itis now proposed to 
repeal, was designed for cases where the clerks 
are compelled to keep an office, and remain in it 
the year round, but get only $200 to $300 a year. 
This is a great hardship, and $500 a year is 


| assuredly a very small compensation for these 


officers.’ I think that portion of the bill ought to 
be stricken out. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I say that in every case where 
there is not business enough to pay the officer 
for his ‘services I would attach the district to some 
other. It is better to put the saitors to inconve- 
nience—because the courts are for their benefitin 
the main—rather than have courts stuck all over 
the United States with unnecessary officers. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I have myself no feeling in 


! the matter, but I think a wise course of legisla- 
ition would lead the Senate to strike out this 


section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is, ‘Shall the bill pass?” 

The bill was passed. 


THREE MILLION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. WELLER, the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 124) 
to increase the efficiency of the United States 


‘Army. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I move to 
amend the bill by striking out, in the item for al- 
tering small-arms. of old patterns, the appropri- 
ation of $1,250,000, and substituting $500,000. T 


| move also to strike out the proposed. appropri- 


ation formanufacturing small arms of new models, 
which is $250,000, and insert $150,000; to strike 
out the item for ammunition for small arms, 
which is $150,000; and ‘insert $100,000; to strike 
out the item of $450,090 for supplying ammunt 
tion for seacoast, garrison, aud -ficld-guns, and 


4 


! jn the old. muskets. 


| 
| 
| 


j 


| 


| 


| charge; as it is rifled with the 


insert 4250009 to. sirike.cut-theappr 
$200,000 for increasing. the sarees 
nals; and -ingert. $109,000; go:thatt 
amended asi propose, inst 
2,000000; it will appropri I Ë 
[ leave the appropriation for large guns 4600,000, 
because heligve that as opmental ee bbe 
one of the best appropriations: that ha 
proposed. The other.items I-degire to: cut do 
and therefore I move-these-amendments: 
. Mr. President, when: this bill:-was ody 
there was q different ‘state of things -froni what 
exists. now;. -I do`not see the necessity of. appro- 
priating so largely for the purpose of altering the 
old: small-arms. So far. as large guns are’ ne- 
cessary.for arming our forts, L think jt would ‘be 
economy to:buy them, especially as many as are 
wanted for the Pacific coast. I-believe we ought 
to arm that coast as soon as. possible; Ido: not 
propose, therefore, toreducethat item of $600,000. 
Most of the. others I have: proposed: to: reduge 
according to the amendment. KoT ae be 
Mr. WELLER. I cannot consent, of course, 
to the amendment of my friend’ from Virginia, 
because I.am acting under-the instructions of the , 
Military Committee in reporting the. billjbut I 
should be very much disposed myself-to favor 
the reduction of many of the items, particularity 
the one in regard to the manufacture of small- . 
arms. ‘There are, l believe, about three hundred 
thousand stands of those muskets now: in:pos+ 
session of the States. I do not think there’ will: 
be a sufficient, number sent in’ for the. purpose of 
being rifled and having new, locks-placed on them 
within the year, to justify the-expenditure of so 
large an amount as wag proposed. originally.in 
the bill. I say, too, thatthe state of things under 
which the bill was originally inwoduced is some- 
what different from the state of thiags which now 


| exists. $ 


Disgúise it, then, as we might, there: wasa 
threatening aspect in our foreign relations, and 
we all felt the necessity: of putting our country 
in a proper state of defense at once. The ordi- 
nance designed for fortifications is indispensably 
necessary in order to supply the forts now in a 
condition to receive. them. The Senator from 
Virginia, I believe, does. not propose. to, reduce 
that, or change it in any respect. $ o ipe 

I shall be satished with the action of the San- 
ate on this. question, although 1 cannot.con+ 
sent to the amendment, still believing: the whole 
$3,000,000 could be profitably: and usefully ezg- 
pended in putting the country in a-proper state 
of defense. wer g re 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question 
is on the first amendment: of the Senator from 
Virginia, to strike out $1,250,000. in: the clause 
“ for altering small-arms, including those now in 
possession of the. States and. Territories, ™ and 
insert $500,000. Se 

Mr: CLAYTON. I desire the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs to inform me if 
he is entirely satisfied that these old muskets ‘can 
be successfully rifled. I have no doubt the hon- 
orable Senator has information on that subject. 
I have heard doubts expressed by persons whose 
opinions I am disposed to respect, as to whether 
these muskets can be successfully rifled. 

Mr. WELLER... I can only, in. answer to 
that, give the Senator the information which he 
can-obtain in the ‘annual report of the Secretary 
of War, in which it is stated that the experiment 
has been fully tested. The-Ordnance department 
report that they have tested this experiment to 
their entire satisfaction. Lnaturally supposed, at 
first, that the rifling of. those old muskets must 
necessarily weaken the barrel; but on ‘the other 
hand, this was met by the faet that they use very 
little more than half the quantity of powder used 
The old: musket consumed 
one hundred and ten grains of powder for a 
Minie ball, only 
sixty grains are used; so that, by reducing the 
quantity of powder, the slight. effect which the 
rifle has on the barrel does not deteriorate it or 
injure it, T can also say-to the Senator, that I 
have seen the experiment tried myself. I have 
seen this weapon. fired at two hundred and fifty 
and at five hundred.yards. At five hundred yards 
I regard-it as one of the most effective weapons 
L-haveever seen fired. That old musket, which 
was entirely useless in the hands df ‘our troops, 
by rifling it, and putting on .a- patent cock with 


* 
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omes one of the best weap- 
seen anywhere. © ` 
I wish to ask the Senator 
from California one question.” ‘The Senator from 
Rhode Island, (Mr: James], who isa practical 
mechanic, has suggested: to me that this manner 
of undertaking ‘to primea piece by putting ina 
tube tò the vent has been fully tested by himself, 
and that in point of fact, after firing a few days 
it gives way and cannot be sustained. ` 
‘Mr: WELLER. I intended to inquire into 
that at the Ordnance department, having received 
thé same information as the Senator from Ver- 
iriont from the Senator from Rhode Island, who 
is eminently a practical man. His statement to 
me was; that after being fired one hundred times 
the plug put in there would come out. I do not 
know how that is; but I take it for granted that 
the Ordnance department, in making the experi- 
ment tested that, and looked at that question. 
‘When they make a general report-that the exper- 
iment is successful, | take it for granted that they 
have looked into the question. 

Mr: MALLORY. [call the attention of my 
friend, the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to the fact, that the States and Ter- 
ritories have now some small-arms which no de- 
gree of improvement can render efficient. I will 

- instance Hall’s rifles, which are perfectly useless, 
which were issued by the General Govern- 
ment, and are now in the possession of the States 
‘and Territories. No improvement on that gun 
can possibly make it any better. It is worthless 
now. I desire to ask whether, under this bill, 
the States will have the right to surrender these 
arms and draw others in lieu of them which may 
be useful? My State received a proportion of its 
quota in Hall’s rifles, and they have always been 
useless since they were drawn. I ask whether 
the committee would accept an amendmentauthor- 
izing the States to surrender the Hall ’s rifles given 
to them, and draw others in lieu of them. 

Mr. WELLER. I think that question requires 
more examination than can be given to it now. 
It ought to be examined by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, so as to see how far the General 
Government should go intaking back old arms. 
This bill simply proposes that, if they should re- 
turn the muskets now in process of rifling at our 
manufactories, the General Government will, at 
its own expense, make efficient rifles out of them. 
There is no proposition of course to call on the 
States for the various arms, and reissue them in 
any form, but simply to call for these old mus- 
kets, in order that the improvement may be made 
on them, and then to redistribute them to the 
several States. 

The various amendments offered by Mr. Hux- 
Ter were agreed to. 

Mr. SEWARD. How much do the amend- 
ments reduce the bill? 

Mr. HUNTER. One million two hundred 
thousand dollars. The original bill appropriates 
$3,000,000; this reduces it to 1,800,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
The question is, Shall the bill be engrossed, and 
read the third time? 

Mr. HALE. 1am not going to make a speech 
on this bill; I have done that; but I wish simply 
to discharge my duty by asking to have the yeas 
and nays taken on it. I thought the bill was 
useless entirely when it was introduced, and it 
seems now to be admitted that two fifths of it 
was so; but we are called upon to vote the other 
three fifths. I think the friends of the bill hav- 
ing admitted that two fifths of it was bosh, the 
Senate should vote that the other three fifths are 
so likewise. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to move an amend- 
ment to the bill, which is necessary to make the 
appropriation correspond with the items. I move 
to strike out the words, ‘* $3,000,000,” and insert 
“ $1,800,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 


Maynards primer, bee 
ons F think that E have 
“Mr, COLLAMER. 


on the engrossment of the bill, resulted—yeas 7, | 


nays 10; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell of New Hampshi 

- yar 3 2 ampshire 

por of Tennessee, Benjamin, "Bright, Brodhead, Cass, 
. ay ton, Collames, Dodge; Douglas, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foot, 
ori en anien verson, Mallory, Mason, Pratt, | 
Pugh, Sow: i, Slidell; Thomson of New Jersey, and i 


NAY&—Mesers. Biggar, Durkee, Feasenden, Hale, Hous- | 


H 


ton, ‘Thompson of K 
and Wilson—10. 


So-the bill was ordered. to be engrossed fora 
third reading. It was read the third time, and 
passed. a 5 


entucky, Toombs, Trumbull, Wades 


HARBORS`IN MAINE. 


“Mr. HAMLIN. I ask the Senate to indulge 
me by taking up Senate bill No. 54. I think it 
will not consume many minutes of the time of 
the body. Hisa bill making ‘appropriation for 
thrée harbors in Maine. Iask it, because I may 
not be here more than a very few days, and I am 
anxious that the Senate shall vote on the bill. 
I think it will receive no opposition. g 

Mr. SEWARD. | voted against a similar 
motion in regard to another improvement this 
morning, for the reason that I thought we ought 
to take up these bills in their order; but the Sen- 
ate decided otherwise, and chiefly on the ground 
of personal courtesy to the Senator from Dela- 
aware, who wished to be absent after to-morrow. 
That is precisely the case, as I understand it, 
with the honorable Senator from Maine; and the 
Senate, having established that precedent in the 
one case, l hope this motion will be agreed to. 

Several Sewarors. Take them up now. 

Mr. SEWARD. We are ready to take them 
up; but the honorable Senator from Michigan, 
(Mr. Sruarr,] belonging tothe committee, issick, 
and will be back in a day or two, and we are 
waiting for him. I think it would be but proper 
and fair to give the honorable Senator from Maine 
a hearing. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Thereare three items in the 
bill, all works for which appropriations were 
formerly made, and for which estimates are now 
furnished. It may be impossible for me to be 
here when the bills shall be reached in their order; 
and I think if the Senate give me their attention 
they will be able to act on the bill in a few min- 
utes, if they will indulge me in taking it up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 54) making appropriations 
for certain public works in the State of Maine. 

It proposes to appropriate $8,000 for contin- 
uing the repairs of the breakwater in Portland 
harbor, Maine; $50,000 for continuing the break- 
water at Richmond Island harbor, Maine; and 
$15,000 for continuing the breakwater at Rock- 
land harbor, Maine. The moneyisto be expended 
under the authority of the S@wetary of War. 

Mr. HAMLIN. These are all harbors directly 
on the coast, by which all the commerce between 
the Atlantic and the English coast must necessa- 
rily pass, One is at the mouth of the Penobscot 
river; the other is in Portland; and the other is 
midway between Portland and Boston. There 
are thousands of vessels which seck refuge, pass- 
ing by these harbors every year, for protection. 
They involve both our foreign and domestic com- 
merce. There are no harbors on the coast of 
Maine which can be more national in their char- 
acter than these three. These appropriations are 
allto complete works which have been begun. The 
last appropriation in the billis wrong,and I move 
to amend it by striking out ‘¢ Rockland,” and in- 
serting “ Owl’s Head.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I move to add to the end of 
that clause, “and extending the same to Eagle 
Ledge.” That is in accordance with the Secre- 
tary’s recommendation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I propose to strike out 
“« $15,000,” and insert $12,000,” as that is the 
sum estimated for by the Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments made as in Committee of | 
the Whole were concurred in. The question was 
stated to be: ‘* Shall the bill be engrossed and 
read a third time?’ 

Mr. HUNTER. I call for the yeas and nays | 
on that question. Í 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being | 
taken, resulted—yeas 24, nays 8; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alien, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Benjamin, Bright, Cass, Collamer, Dodge, Dur- 
kee, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Hate; Hamlin, | 
Houston, Jones of Lowa, Pratt, Sebastian, Seward, Trum- | 
bull, Wade, and Weiler—24. 


NAYS — Messrs. Biggs, Fitzpatrick, Hunter, Iverson, 


Mallory, Pugh, Reid, and Toombs—8. 


So'the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. It was read the third time, and 
passed. : 

MARQUETTE HARBOR- 


Mr. SEWARD. I think it is only just and 
‘fair now that we take up and dispose of the 
rest of these improvement bills in their order. 
I move, therefore. to take up the bill (S. No. 36) 
making an appropittion for the construction of 
a harbor at Marquette, on Lake Superior, in the 
State of Michigan. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of. the bill, No amendment being 
proposed, it was reported to the Senate without 
amendment; and on the question of ordering it 
to be engrossed for a third reading, Mr. Bices 
called for the yeas and nays, and they were or- 
dered; and being taken, resulted— yeas 21, nays 
12; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, 
Tennessee, Benjamin, Cass, 
Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Hale, Hamlin, 
Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Trumbull, Wade; 
QL ; 


NAYS—Mesers.. Biggs, Brodhead, Butler, 1 
Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, Pratt, Reid, 
and Weller—12. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
HARBOR OF MANITOWOC. r. 


Mr. SEWARD. The next bill on the Calen- 
daris (S. No. 88) for continuing the improvement 
of the harbor of Manitowoc, Wisconsin. Imove 
to take itp. 

The motion was agreed to. ` 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the prior order 
be dispensed with, and that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. SEWARD. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. HALE. Is that motion in order until this 
bill is disposed of in some way or other? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) It is the every-day practice to inter- 
pose motions to adjourn, or to proceed to the- 
consideration of executive business. ; 

Mr. HALE. A motion to adjourn is always 
in order, but not so a motion for an executive 
session. es 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
mon practice of the Senate. 

Mr. BULLER. Itis the common practice of 
the Senate, and is generally acceded to, except in 
the case of river and harbor bills. ý 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
would hold, as a question of parliamentary rule, 
that the motion could not be entertained until the 
pending bill was disposed of; but the Chair will 
receive the motion of the Senator from South 
Carolina, in pursuance of the practice of the Sen- 
ate. The question is on that motion, to proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being on 
a division—ayes 13, nays 24. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (S. 
No. 88) is before the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole. 7 

It proposes to appropriate $12,500, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the War Depart- 
ment, for continuing the improvement of the har- 
bor of Manitowoc, Wisconsin, on Lake Mich- 
igan. 

Mr. SEWARD. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to offer an amendment to 
this bill, to strike out ‘* $12,500,” and insert 
“ 662,780 92;” and strike out the word ‘‘con- 
tinuing,” and insert ‘‘completing.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. On the 
question of ordering the bill to be engrossed, and 
read a third time, 

Mr. BIGGS called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 23, nays 11; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Benjamin, Bigler, Bright, Cass, Collamer, 
Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, 
Jones of Lowa, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Trumbull, Wade, 
Weller, and Wilson—23. 

NAVS—Messrs. Biggs, Brodhead, Butler, Fitzpatrick, 


Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, Pratt, Reid, and 
Toombs—11. 


Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Collamer, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Jones of Iowa, 
and Wilson— 


Fitzpatrick, 
Toombs, 


It is the com- 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 


third reading. It was read the third time and 
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passed; and its title was amended by substituting 
* completing” for “ continuing.” 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. MALLORY. Imove that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. SEWARD. [hope not. 

Mr. CASS. If the Senator from Florida will 
withdraw his motion to-allow me to introduce a 
resolution, I will renew it. 

Mr. MALLORY. : I'withdraw it for that pur- 


pose. 
` Mr. CASS. I present the following resolu- 
tion, and ask. for its consideration: 

` Resolved, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That 
the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives adjourn their respective Houses sine die 
on Monday,'the 11th of August next, at twelve o’clock, 
meridian. 

The. resolution was considered by unanimous 

consent, and agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 


Mr. CASS. I now renew the motion made b 
the honorable Senator from Florida, in acoord. 
ance with my promise, that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

_ Mr. SEWARD. I hope the Senator from 
Michigan will vote against the motion. 

Mr. CASS. I certainly shall do it, though I 
make the motion. 

+ The motion was not agreed to; there being on 
a division—ayes 11, noes 21. 
HARBOR OF RACINE. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move to take up the next 
-bill on the Calendar, (S. No. 89,) for continuing 
the improvement of the harbor of Racine, Wis- 
consin. 

The motion was agreed to;.and the bill was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SEWARD. The bill, as originally re- 
ported, was for continuing the improvement, but 
a report has been received from the War Depart- 
ment showing the amount necessary to complete 
it. As the sum is small, I offer an amendment 
for that purpose. 

Mr. CASS. I regret that these amendments 
are added to these bills. What is the necessity 
for them? Why can they not go through with- 
out burdening them with amendments, endanger- 
ing and delaying their passage? 

r. SEWARD. The honorable Senator from 
Wisconsin can explain the matter. 

Mr. DODGE. The bills for Wisconsin were 
drawn up on the original estimates, made several 
years since. You are aware, sir, that there have 
been no harbor appropriations for many years. 
When I intis ducet then bills, L had not the esti- 
mates as made by the proper topographical officer. 
The estimates were not sent in for some time 
afterwards. The amendments now proposed are 
in strict accordance with the last estimates. The 
bills, as submitted, were in accordance with the 

“estimates made several years ago, since which 
time no appropriations have been made. With 
a view of placing these bills on a proper footing, 
the committee have proposed to amend them so 
as to come up to the estimates of the topograph- 
ical officer, Colonel Graham, who has charge of 
these works. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from New York is to strike 
out ‘*$11,000,’? and insert ‘“ $43,992 45.” 

Mr. CASS. I will not oppose the proposition, 
but I doubt the expediency of it. This sum of 
money cannot be expended during the year. The 
appropriations as they were originally proposed 
are quite as much as can be expended this season. 
I think, if we go on in this way, and take renewed 
estimates, we shall be involved in difficulty. 
Colonel Graham has made an estimate for the St. 
Clair fats that amounts to nearly half a million; 
but it got here while the bill was in progress, 
cand my colleague and myself adhered to our 
original proposition. I will not oppose it if the 
honorable Senator from Wisconsin insists on it; 
but now, if we increase the amount from $11,000 
to $44,000, and if we go on in this way, we shall 
never get along. 

Mr. DODGE. The whole amount of the bills 
for harbors on the coast of Wisconsin is from 
two hundred and eighty to three hundred thou- 
sand dollars, as they are proposed tobe amended 
by the committee. It is well known that. the 
original estimates for these harbors were made 


while Wisconsin was under a.territorial govern- 
ment; but $90,000 were then appropriated for 
these improvements, and the people of these 
towns on the lake have expended large amounts 
of money. These bills are forthe completion of 
the works, and appropriate but comparatively a 
smal] amount for that purpose—two hundred and 
eighty or three hundred thousand dollars. : De- 
lays may be dangerous; and so far as I am con- 
cerned I'am very desirous to see these bills dis- 
posed of at this time, if it is the will of the Senate 
so to do. ` 

Mr. TOOMBS. I think that is a most excel- 
lent idea, for, as the Senator from Wisconsin 
says, delays are very dangerous... I think the 
friends of these measures, as they seem to have 
enough power in both bodie#should get through 
all their bills at once, for I think the: people will 
be very apt to vacate some of their seats—I trust 
they will at all events. I think they had better 
get as much as they can now. [Laughter.] 

The question being taken on the amendment, it 
was found that there was not a quorum voting. 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not think we ought to 
be voting away so much money without a quo- 
rum. Iam not willing that these bills should be 
passed without having a quorum present. 

Mr. PUGH. I ask to have the amendment 
read on which the vote was taken. I did not 
hear it, and therefore I did not vote. 

Mr. SEWARD. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It requires 
unanimous consent to withdraw the amendment, 
it having been voted upon. 

There being no objection, the amendment was 
withdrawn. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. We now begin, sir, to 
appreciate the value of the veto messages on this 
subject. They willbe fully appreciated in about 
two years anda half, or perhaps before that time. 
Whenever you break a great constitutional prin- 
ciple you open a floodgate of legislation in this 
way. lam opposéd to it. 

Mr. PUGH. May I ask the Senator from 
Wisconsin where this harbor is situated? M 
purpose, as I before announced, is to vote on eac: 
measure, so far as I can, according to its merits. 
I find myself instructed by the Legislature to vote 
for appropriations for harbors on the northern 
lakes, and I shall endeavor to carry out that 
instruction, because I have no constitutional seru- 
ples on the question, as I have stated; but I really 
wish to know where each of these harbors is 
located. 

Mr. DODGE. Racine is on the western shore 
of Lake Michigan, a very prominent point. The 
people there have expended about sixty thousand 
dollars of their own money for the purpose of 
making a harbor. They never had but $12,500 


| appropriated for the purpose by this Govern- 


ment. It is an important commercial point, well 
known by gentlemen who are conversant with 
the western shore of Lake Michigan—one of the 
most important points next to Milwaukee on our 
borders. ` 

We have a lake coast of about two hundred 
miles, and for this distance we have five harbor 
pills reported. The sums are amal, At the 
mouths of the rivers, where these harbors are 
made, the sand frequently stops the current, and 
they have to be kept clear. This Government 
has never given more than ninety-two thousand 
dollars for our harbors while Wisconsin was a 
Territory in 1843 and 1844, and since we have 
beena State only forty-five or fifty thousand dollars 
altogether. ‘Che extent of our commerce 1s very 
great. The citizens of that portion of ourState 
have expended a large amount of money for the 
improvement of their harbors. The people of 
Racine alone have expended about sixty thousand 
dollars of their own money, as is proved by the 
documents before me, to which I can refer. if 
necessary. I think it would be doing the State 
of Wisconsin great injustice not to act upon these 
harbor bills at this time. To delay them will 
certainly be Véryimpoliticin many points of view, 
if Lunderstand the true condition of that State. 
I hope the gentleman from Ohio will unite with 
us in the passage of these bills. 3 

Mr. CASS. : I know this position, and, as my 
honorable friend from. Wisconsin says, it 18 a 
very important one. There is a great dearth of 
harbors on the western coast of Lake Michi- 
gan. Shipping, property; and life, are very much 


exposed there... This.is one: 
ant positions on. the lake, and: 
will pass the bill at-once.: Fobjec 
ment before, not.on the ground: 
ation was not necessary, but simply 
thought, that to make.any:change in the 
this stage of the see would hazard t 
repeat this is.one of. the:mosti ‘tant 
the lake. 0.2 hep pleas a 
Mr. BUTLER.: Mr: Presidènt, I haveno idea 
that I can successfully aid in opposing these bills, 
but we. have: beenreduced to: a.state of legisla- 
tion; I venture to say, unparalleled in: the legisla- 
tion of any. country. : L think-I may say, with 
perfect’ confidence, that, more’ than:one halt; of 
those who are voting for this appropriationdid 
not know where. the: place was tae it was ex- 
plained by. the. honorable gerttlemen fron. W iscon- 
sin-and Michigan.. Iam called. upon to., vote 
blindfolded—to appropriate: money: for. the:,im- 
provement of places: of which: know. nothing, 
and of which others know nothing, except as they 
are accidentally informed upon the occasion by an 
explanation from a Senator of five orten minutes. 
Now, sir, put the question to an Anglo-Saxon 
Legislature, that you will appropriate no money 
except what is raised by taxation, ahd suppose 
that a proposition were introduced here to-mor- 
row, to raise taxes to the amount of fifty millions 
for the purpose of making appropriations for these 
local improvements, the people.in that part of the 
country themselves would not consent to: the 
taxes. Because the money is given from the 
Treasury, are we to suppose that it does. not come 
from taxation? Sir, taxation should go with 
appropriation... Let us have a tax-paying constit~ 
uency, who are aware of their rights; and: know 
that the money is to be arrested from their ‘tax 
before it is appropriated.” Then, ‘I answer: for 
it, the money appropriated: here for these pur- 
poses would not be voted by the people.. This 
partial legislation is at. the hands of those who 
want it, and who. will take it. I only desire to 
bring it to the consideration of the public, for I 
do not believe any Confederacy can last which ap- 


propriates all in onc direction and none in another. 
If you have the power to regulate commerce by 
turning it from the Mississippi by the lakes: to 
New York, because that is the strongest cordon 
of States, having interests in common, one with 
another, I know I am helpless.) +... ¢ fade 

Mr. SEWARD. In answer to the honorable 
Senator from Ohio, I will say- that. the: town.of 
Racine is sixty-five miles from Chicago. noe 

Mr. PUGH, How far is it from the other 
harbor, for whith we have just passed. abill? 

Mr. CASS. Forty miles. WE db Bate 

Mr.SEWARD: Milwaukee isthe next point. 

Mr. PUGH. We passed -abill just now for 
Manitowoc. . TES x 

Mr. CASS. That is forty miles still further 
north. f ; sip 

Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator need 
not be informed by me, I am sure, that the navi- 
gation of these lakes is always destructive. This 
harbor is necessary as a harbor of refuge. There 
are from eight to ten thousand people in Racine. 
When I was there, six or seven years ago, [saw 
a very flourishing town. It is a town which 
commands a large export of wheat and other 
grain from the interior of the country. . Itis‘one 
of the most important ports upon the lakes, both 
for shelter and for commerce. : ` ; i 

I hope this explanation wil! be satisfactory. 
Though I have withdrawn the amendment which 
I offered, it is proper for me to state that, if the 
amendment had been insisted upon as it was re- 
ported by the committee, the bill would then: be 

recisely on the same footing with all the other 
bills of this kind which have been passed. These 
were originally reported as they were, only- on 
the ground that our venerable friend and colleague 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Dover] had: not prepared 
himself with the estimates of the Department as 
early as might have been done under other cir- 
cumstances; but the amendment is now with- 
drawn. . 

Mr. BUTLER. I have.a right to ask how 
many of these bills are to be introduced,and what 
are the names of the harbors, for perhaps I never 
heard of them. If 1 can be informed on these 
points, 1 willgo to a gazetteer, andlearn something 
about them: Ido not intend to take any more 
mere statements, i 
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SEWARD? -Ewi inform the-honorable 
‘Senator from South Carolina, that forthe whole’ 
State of Wisconsin there aréfive-bills.. One is 
for. the harbor of Manitowoc, «which -has been 
passet by ihe Senate. ~One-is for Racine, which 
isthe bill under consideration: “There is another 
ifor the harbor of Kenosha; -another-for:Sheboy- 
gan, another for Milwaukee, Wisconsin. i 

Mr. BUTLER. -How many for:that locality 
-show mahy-for Michigan? o >. - 

Mr. SEWARD. We-have already passed one 
for Marquette, in the State of Michigan. ‘There 
is-another for the South Black river, another for 
‘the mouth? of the Grand river, another for the 
‘mouth of Black lake, another for the mouth of 
‘Clinton river, another at St. Joseph’s, another at 
‘Monroe, -another. at. Muskegan river. This is 
for.a large extent of lake coast. The honorable 
Senator from Michigan can better explain its ex- 
tent than I can. : The whole coast line of the 
State is about twelve: hundred:miles: 

„Mr. BUTLER. How many of these bills are 

there for: New York? 

‘Mr. SEWARD... Much: less than that—only 
four- or five for large and important points on the 
lakes. 

Mr. BUTLER. How many. for Pennsyl- 
vania? i 

Mr. SEWARD: Only. one. There is only one 
harbor of Pennsylvania on the lakes, and that is 
Erie. i 

Mr. BUTLER. How many for Missouri? 

‘Mr. SEWARD. A large share, considering 
the:recent troubles there, 

Mr. GEYER. There is an appropriation for 
the Mississippi river in its whole extent; and 
another for the Missouri. 

Mr. BUTLER. How many for Vermont? 

Mr. SEWARD. One. 

oo BUTLER. How many for New Hamp- 
shire? 

Mr. SEWARD. None. 

Mr. BUTLER. How many for Iowa? 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, One. 

‘Mr. BUTLER, How many for Georgia? 

Mr. SEWARD. One; all she asked. 

E Mr. BUTLER. How-many for South Caro- 
ina? 
Mr. SEWARD. Al she asked. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘Ah! 

Mr. SEWARD. -And one more, I believe. 

Mr. DODGE. For the information of the gen- 
tleman I may state that we have statistics here 
from the proper authorities of the city, showing | 
that the present population of Racine is nine thou- 
sand. The value of real estate tëre is $1,167,081. 
The value of personal estate is $900,000. The 
value of the public buildings is estimated at 
$68,000; making altogether $2,135,081. Thus 
you have the population and the business pre- 
sented here officially from the proper authorities 
of the city of Racine. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I know of no point on the 
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now squan 


der’ your money and ‘get but little: on 
the lakes: “You get more than on the rivers, be- 
cause you get à small percentage of the value of 
the:money. expended. ` e N 

-E shall vote for this bHF because navigationis 
a great interest which requires protection. You 


the navigating interest; the worst for the owners 
of ships; the worst for the western country; and 
yet it does, perhaps, a little good on the lakes: 
any other system:-would de more good. If ap- 
propriations are to be made anywhere, I shall 
take as much pleasure in voting for one for Racine 
‘as any other poeint;-but-I trust the time will come 
when we can apply an economical and sensible 
system, that will Kurish real and substantial 
rotection to.westérn interests. ; 

Mr. HAMLIN, The evidence before the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, in relation to these matters, 
certainly has furnished no- such state ‘of things 
as has been described by the Senator from IHi- 
nois. -I cannot speak certainly of the manner in 
which appropriations have been expended upon 
the western waters. It has not-been my fortune 
to'witness the operation. Of the expenditures 
made on the coast of Maine I can speak, because 
they have uadergone my personal inspection and 
examination. ` 

Of the very few places on an indented coast ofa 


| thousand miles, where the Government has made 


appropriations for us, great and. substantial ben- 
‘efits have been rendered, not only to the com- 
-merce of the State, but the commerce of the whole 
| Union, and to all the commerce that passes our 
State on its way to or from the European ports. 
! Itis undoubtedly true that the expenditures there 
| made have not been quite as coonomical as they 
| would have been if they had been conducted by 
| individuals; but that is a misfortune with all gov- 
fernments. It is also equally true that appropri- 
ations partially to complete a work, and then 
withholding the necessary appropriation to com- 
plete that work at the proper time, has undoubt- 
edly cost the Government more than it ought. 
The misfortune therefore has been in the want 
of Congress making the appropriations at the 
roper time, which has led to increased expend- 
itures, rather than in the fact that the expend- 
iture was made by the General Government. 
Now, I speak what I know of the appropria- 
tions which have been made north of this on the 
Atlantic coast; and there is no Senator here, I 
dare say, who will rise in his place and not con- 
firm what I have said—that the appropriations on 
the Atlantic coast have been an actual ‘benefit to 
the commerce of the whole country. It is not the 
commerce of the locality that is benefited by the 
appropriation; it is the commerce foreign and dis- 
tant, Ifit were truc, however, that these appro- 
priations were so far worthless as the Senator 


| from Ilinois asserts, I can only say that he comes 
| to a different conclusion from that at which I 


should arrive. I would not stand here saying 


whole shores of Lake Michigan more entitled to 


an appropriation at this time than Racine, if this |! but oe, and then in the next breath affirm that! 


system of appropriation from the Federal Treas- || 


ury is to be pursued, instead of allowing the local |! vote for this appropriationif I did not believe that | 


authorities to.make their own harbors, which I 
believe would be infinitely. better for them than || 
to appropriate a dollar fromthe Treasury. Here |! 
I may be permitted to remark that I believe the 
greatest misfortune that ever happened to the lake 
arbors was for the Federal Government to take | 
charge of them. If, however, this system is to i! 
prevail, there is no point on the lake more de- |; 
serving of an appropriation than Racine. I would |; 
be glad to close this whole system under the firm | 
conviction that nine tenths of all the money is |í 
squandered (and every man who knows anything |! 
about these harbors knows that nine tenths is | 
squandered) under the men who have charge of | 
the matter, who are totally incompetent to judge 
of'it—your West Point cadets, who know noth- 
ing about it, who are good in their place, but are |' 
useless as superintendents of harbors; but still, | 
if.the system is to prevail—if money isto be ex- į 
pended elsewhere, and we may get one dollar out |; 
of ten in our western lake har 


RA este bors, I shall vote i} 
or the appropriation until we can get a better! 
system. i 


Sir, if you wish to 


t 
| 
| 
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make these appropriations |} 
of any use at all, patethem-under the charge of | 
steamboat captains, and pilots, and engineers, if 
who understand the business practically. You i 


| I would not go for it—not I. 


that the appropriation of ten dollars was worth 


Nor would [ still 


| the Senator from Hlinois himself-was laboring |) 


under a mistake:in his judgment. That the work 
may cost the Government more than it ought, I 


| will not deny. That it may cost the Government |; 
| more than it would if the appropriations were 


made at the proper time, successively, I will not 
deny. But Ì simply rose more for the purpose 
of saying that there has been no evidence before 
the Committee on Commerce which would justify 


jus in believing that these appropriations, as a 
| general thing, have not béen well applied. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I do not de- 


sire to prolong this discussion, I do not choose 


about the harbors in his State. My opinion is 
that this system operates pretty much in Maine, 
as it does elsewhere; but, I only speak of my ob- 
servation on those harbors which have come 
more immediately under my -eycyand which I 
have had occasion to investigate. 

There is the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
Gever,] who is a resident of St. Louis, and 


| knows that we made appropriations here for the | 


St. Louis harbor—a harbor twelve hundred miles 
from the ocean, in ariver! He knows very well 


that as long as we made appropriations for the 
work 


have got the worst system you could devise for. 


to make any issue with the Senator from Maine, |: 


with -wing-dams from Bloody Island into | 


the stream, the next flood'that:came along.would 
cut them them off; and one of-the worst obsta- 
cles in panies Louis harbor now.,.is the pile of 
stone which you put there by your appropria- 
tion. After ihe Coverincnt sot tired of filling 
up the channel of the river, and making it worse 
every. time it touched it, the city of St. Louis-ap- 
‘plied to the State of Ilinois for permission to run 
a dam from the east side of Bloody Island to the 
main share. They did so, and accomplished the 
‘object at once; butit never was accomplished un- 
til your Government left it, and the city of St. 

Louis and the local authorities took charge of it. 
Now, sir, you may go to Milwaukee, twelve 
miles from Racine——- ` f 

Mr. DURKEE. Twenty-five. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Twelve, T think. 

Mr. DURKEE. No; twenty-five. i 
Mr. DOUGLAS, Beit twenty five; but I think 

ou have mistaken the geográphy of your own 

tate. At Milwaukee you made, your appropria- 
tion. Your engineers fixed your harbor and your 
piers down at the mouth of the river, one half or 
| three fourths of a mile from the real business 
‘town. You cut it out, Land believe the first, ship 
i: that went in got in and wentashore; the next one 
irun in astern and sunk; ard sd. on, until you 
filed it up; and after eight or ten years, you 
passed a’bill in the Senate to chaiige:the location 
of your piers one half or three fourths of a mile 
from where your engineers put. them, and now 
you are erecting them at a different point. I ask 
| the Senator from Wisconsin if that is not the 
fact in regard to appropriations there? 

Mr. DURKEE. That is true; but the first ap- 
propriation was expended at what was thought 
to be, by the engincer department, a proper place 
| for the improvement. On subsequent reflection, 
| however, it was thought, the beach having been 
worn away, that it was economy to put it further 
up. 

"Mr. DOUGLAS. The subsequent reflection 
was, that the Senate overruled the engineers, 
without knowing anything about the facts. Your 
engineers were one way, and the Senate the other, 
| and the Senate happened to act in conformity to 

“subsequent reflection.” Now you may go to 
Michigan City, the next harbor on Lake Michi- 
gan, forty miles from Chicago, and the only lake 
harbor in the State of Indiana. You made your 
appropriations for the mouth of that creek; and 
as quick as you made the work, the first storm 
that came filled it up with sand, so that you had 
| not three feet of water in the mouth. Then you 
i abandoned it and began again, and it filled up 
again. You have kept it on, and it has filled up 
as fast as you went. It made land for the ripa- 
‘Yan proprictors, but-it made no harbor for your 
; vessels, and therc has never becn a vessel that 
could draw six feet of water in that harbor, and 
| never willbe. What did you do with the last 
|i appropriation which you made for that harbor? 
| Blair & Co., private individuals, had run a pier 
| out into the lake, and charged tolls upon the pier, 
and you went and spent your appropriation by 
|, adding to the length of their private pier; and 

What good have you 
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; that is all you did with it. 
got out of it? . 
When you take up these harbors one by one 
| yon find a successión of blanders—blunder upon 
i plunder all the way through—and yet you cannot 
; get western men to look the thing in the face, 
i and remedy a system which brings almost as 
i Many calamities as it does advantages with it. 
i! Tadmitthat in some places you do some good; 
| and until we can get a better system, Í, as a 
i-western man, living upon the banks of these 
| lakes, shall hold on to this. But you are keeping 
sour people there hoping for something in the 
future, and yet advocating a system which brings 
i: nothing but disappointment and ruin in its train. 
i That is the result of your system—it is the prac- 
ji tical result. It is so on the Ohio river. You 
; have been expending $80,000 a year, above the 
|, falls, for years; and what has heen attained by 
it? I will organize every steamboat captain on 
i the Ohio river, above the falls, as a jury, and I 
ii will take every pilot as a witness, and I will 
prove, that every time you have made a wing- 
dam you have made the navigation worse. 
i, wil prove by those witnesses before that jury, 
i that every time you touched it you made ‘it 
|, Worse; for when you made a wing-dam in order 
: to narrow the channel, and make the water shoot 


i 
} 


| 
i 
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2 jntérest, by a regard for its protection, 
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eet 
through and cut a deeperchannel there, the water 
ran off and showed a bar above: <"When you 
riade a cut through that, it showed: another bar; 
and so, every time you removed one bar it-dis- 
élosed another, until the wise meneame to the 
conclusion that the Ohio ‘river would: be the best 
havigable stream in the world, if there had only 
been. water enough init; and the only. trouble 
Was, that there was not water enough on the bars; 
arid-every time. you- removed’ one bar you dis- 
elosed another. in: the bottom. That has been 
the result.’ It hasbeen done, too, under your 
topographical. engineers, who went out there, 
knowing nothing about the practical result of an 
‘@bstruction.at the bottom of a stream, and in the 


channel of the str@im. But take a Steamboat cap-. 


tain who has run for twenty years, or a pilot who 
has been aground one hundred times, as my friend 
from California suggests, and he knows what 
éffectihe sinking of the wreck of a boat has on 
‘the depth of a channel. He knows what effect the 
‘femoval of a snag has on the channel, and what 
‘the making of a wing-dam has. He is a prac- 
tičal man. One dollar expended by him is worth 
“óne. hundred. dollars expended by topographical 
‘engineers, who do not understand the business. 

-You never will have protection to western com- 


“tierce as long as it is under the charge of the 


“War Department and your topographical corps. 
I mean no disrespect to the presentincumbent, nor 
to any other incumbent. It grows out of the 
ature of the case. You must reverse your whole 
“System; you must dispense with your topograph- 
‘ical corps as superintendents; you must take the 
tter Out of the charge of the War Department; 
q must put it under the charge of the local 
‘authorities; you must have practical, experienced 
“men—steamboat captains, underwriters, steam- 
‘Poat owners—men whose fortunes are invested in 


: navigation, whose lives are devoted to the watch- 
ing 


of that interest, in order to expetid this money, 
ou wish to do any good ‘with it. If you wish 
to do anything on the Mississippi river, let the 
work by contract to a practical man under the 
‘direction of your boards of trade, your under- 
writers,and your shipowners, or some other class 
of business men who understand what they are 
doing—and then you will get some return for 
money which yow expend. 

know, sir, that it is not considered proper to 
n.this way. I know it is a great feather in 
olitician’s cap if he can go home and say, “I 


ap 
“ave got $100,000 for my district,’’ without refer- 


‘énce to whether that $100,000 of public mone 


yields one farthing in return 
T know it is a good hobby to electioneer upon; 
but I am telling you what my convictions are, as 
a western man, of the result of this system of 
appropriations expended by this Government 
¿únder the direction of your topographical corps. 
eVet the Senator from Maine, if he could come to 
“the conclusion that I do, would not vote for a 
‘dollar. Sir, as long as these appropriations are 
made for Maine, as long as they are made for the 
“whole ‘Seacoast, as long as they are made any- 
‘where elsé, when they come near my home, and 
FT think I will get one dollar'of good for ten dol- 
‘Tars of expenditure, I am going to take the money 
yave-until we can reform the system. 
ind to say, as a candid man, that experience 
ws that a reform in this system is necessary— 


st--but a reform prompted by friendship for that 


‘omy in the expenditures, by wisdom in the direc- 
tion of the expenditures of the money. T think 
we ought to reforia this system so that we shall be 
able to get something for the public good. Ihope 


we-are now prosecuting. 

“Mr. CASS. Irise merely to express my dis- 
st from the opinions advanced by the honor- 
te: Senator from Ilinois. 1 believe—in fact I 
knows that the appropriations for the lakes have 
“been of vast importance. I have seen in my time 
“improvements that evince it. E have no doubt 
whatever that errors have been committed, and, 
‘as L stated here on former occasions, there is an 
obvious cause for it. When these improvements 
“began, that is, when the white settlements com- 
“menced on these lakes, the rivers were not. open 
=~they had bars. I have already told the Senate 
that I crossed the mouth of the Cuyahoga river 


“on foot; there was no getting into it; and now 


to the public good. | 


ot prompted by hostility to the navigating inter- 


by econ- | 


for but little, if anything, under the plan which | 


But I am |! 
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| there, and steamboats of the largest size-go ‘in by 
| means of these: improvements: ‘There was a time 
| when we. could not get into Buffalo; but every. 
| vessel had to go to Black Rock. “We ean goin 
there now by these improvements. ‘They have {| 


been experiments to some extent, and they: are- gi 


F 
; 
1 
| experiments to this day in some places. You 
| have been defeated in. many-instances, but still | 
your. improvements have been valuable: forthe 
| time, arid finally lead to good.: The young men} 
of the engineer corps have to learn like other peo- 
| ple, but there are always able and experienced 
Officers to superintend. In the Senater’s own: 
city of Chicago now is one of the most able and 
experienced officers in the Union, Colonel Gra-., 
| ham, whose opinions on such subjects areas good : 
| as those of any engineer who can be found... He 
| superintends the work of all these lakes. 
The honorable Senator refers to Milwaukeeas 
j a specimen of the way in which these appropria- 
tions are expended. Certainly at the entrance of ; 
| the river there was a difficult problem as to how | 
the improvements should be made. The first j 
| attempt was to make piers atthe mouth of the 
river. The river projects out, and runs parallel | 
| with the lake for some distance. Nowithas been 
| found more convenient to cut off the point. Fre- 
| peat again, it was an experiment. In respect to l 
| Michigan City, of which the Senator has spoken, | 
| it is at the very southern extreme of Lake Mich- 
(igan. It is exposed to the waves of that great 
i lake, and they are very dangerous. There isa | 
little creek there that cannot keep itself clear under {| 
any circumstances. We -undertook to make a || 
harbor, but there was no force in the creek to | 
carry the mud and sand out, and keep itout, as in} 
these other streams. At times during the year į 
they rise, 
opening. 
igan City 
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| it can be permanently made without filling up, is i 


| questionable; but it is an object to be sought. It |} 
| isan object of vast importance to the northern |} 
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| most foolish way that could possibly be devised 
I want to |; 
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| Tunderstand all these bills do not amount to more | 
i than that—spent in making improvements in the || 
| great rivers of the country and in the harbors of | 
| the lakes, will do as much good to our commerce | 
i and to our prosperity as it will if spentin repair- | 
| ing a set of miserable old muskets that are not | 
! worth a straw now, and will not be worth a straw || 
| more when you have spent $1,800,000 on them. `; 
| I want to present the question to the friends of | 
‘economy; and I should like to have the ear of || 
| the honorable Senator from South Carolina, who i| 
| watches the Treasfry in this matter with faithfal |} 
i assiduity. Would it not have been as well to! 
| bring a little of his scrutinizing economy to bear į 
on the wholesale draft that went out this: morn- | 
| ing, of $1,800,000 at a slice, to repair these old 
| muskets, and buy cannon, and buy powder to 
Í fire salutes?—for we have no enemy to fire at. 

I present the question whether $1,800,000 will |; 
| not do quite as much good if spent in this way, i 
| as if spent in that?. You have the money, and it || 
t will be spent, undoubtedly. There 1s no doubt |! 
| that you will spend all you have got, 


| there is á great city. of fifty thousand inhabitants. 


| I guess they have learned -a litle’ by ‘this “tit 
i The Senator from Illinois’ should: be charitable 


| progress. 


i times itis very-likely that by another Adminis- 


ness profitably; 


ii and supporters; one w 


and a little | 
i more, for I perceive by the report of receipts and | 


| expenditures that we are drawing a little on the | 


3.’ Phe’ sarpli 
the end of every ‘year. á 

The money has tò besp 
spend it for something usefu 
appropriated be spent-as fo 


mMomMing. 9 ee 
_ Sir, it seems- to. me that 
internal commerce see $70,000; 
very much for them to ask a smal 
three per cent. of this:immense amount, for their 
particular benefit, for their section, for their rivers 
and harbors; instead‘of letting. it‘all.go 
where nothing would be left: to’ tell yò 
was spent, and for whatit- was spent. c 02S 

`- Lam glad, sir, that I have read, the speech of 
the Senator from. Illinois.” I. sill do- him? the 
eredit—I know. I shall not be misunderstood—to 
say that 1 have derived some benefit from it, be- 


to give the lientenants of our Navy something'to 


do; 
sloops for them to go to sea in, If we have to 
graphice engineers ground out’annually at W 

oint we must have something for'them 


enough to believe that, after they have made so 


| many blunders, they are not 'so stupid. but, that 
nt 


make some improvement “and some 
When thèy have: blundered, so many 


they will 


| tration, when they have spent this appropriation, 


they will be competent to take hold of this busi- 
but: if we keep them we must 

employ them. oy s 
Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, this debate 
is not very profitable for the friends of the bill, 
because we find ourselves answering an argument 
which has been made by one of our own friends 
ho votes for the bill. I 


li rise, therefore, for the purpose of asking those 
who concur with me in thinking that these meas- , 


ures are important, to acceft:the vote of the hon- 
orable. Senator from Ilinois with thankfulness. 
His vote is more effective than ten even of. his 
ablest speeches. His vote is a perfect answer fo 
the whole argument which introduced it. T hope, 
therefore, we shall be content to leave him in the 


enjoyment. of his own special reasons for voting 
in favor of the bill, if he agrees with us in the 
general result. ae be 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I rise now 
mainly to make one special remark, and that is 
in reference to the refuge which has-been taken 
under thenameof Mr. Calhoun. The Senator from 
Michigan, (who himself js authority, I _know,) 
when he has.the power of commanding as many 
votes as he can here for these appropriations, has 
brought to his aid the authority of Mr. Calhoun’s 
name. My attention was called toitin hisspeech. 
T wish now to ask the gentlemen who are voting 
ander ‘the authority of Mr. Calhoun’s name, 
whether they: have observed the limitation of his 
doctrine? Be was a wiser man than to trust 
appropriations of this kind: to local temptation: 
J admitthat Mr. Calhoun gaid, aw T heard him 


where. 
yt: 


for if we must have lieutenants we musthave 
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S A had. the-honor, the other day,in 
my, speech, to the Senate on this subject, to state 
expressly that Mr. Calhoun made two limitations, 
That stated by the honorable Senator was not one 
of them. I will state his two limitations. One was, 
that harbors of refuge are. within the constitu- 
tional powers of Congress, and not. harbors: of 
commerce... That, practically, is of little import- 
ance to us on the lakes; for there is no harbor 
there that isnot a harbor of refuge. They are 
yery much wanted. ` His other limitation was, 
that a river running through or between three or 
more States, no matier whether the, Mississippi 
orany other, may be improved. by the Federal.. 
overnment. He deduced that from the Consti- 

tution, not from the cession of Louisiana. These 
were Mr. Calhoun’s doctrines. ; 

| Mr. BUTLER. He did, I know, deduce it 
from the Constitution; because, whatever the 
Constitution could have done before in reference 
to-maritime interests on the Atlantic, he said was 
applicable to the Mississippi. I dissented broad- 
ly from him on this question. But 1 did not say 
‘Gat he did not derive the authority from the 
Constitution; but he applied to the Mississippi 
what had been applied to the other maritime inter- 
ests, and he thought the Mississippi came fairly 
within the purview of constitutional authority. 
The appropriations made by these bills, however, 
have not been with reference to any one of his 
Jimitations... If you say that a harbor of refuge 
„ig a harbor of commerce, you confound the dis- 
tingtion which Mr. Calhoun intended to keep open 
between them. If gentlemen undertake to take 
refuge for these measures, they cannot take it 
under the name of Mr. Calhonn. Idid not agree 
with him on. this question. 

l have always said that it was in the power of 
the States, by the consent of Congress, to make 
a compact to keep open the Mississippi river. If 
the people on the Mississippi river, or on the 
lakes, now wish these improvements, why do not 
two, three, or four States enter into compacts for 
the purpose of improving the navigation? I 
should be reconciled somewhat to the Missis- 
sippi, on the ground which I have stated—that it 
runs through more States than any other river on 
the earth; although E do notat all agree with the 
experiment of voting $600,000 to take mud away 
which will be washed in again; but that is a 
question of expediency. f 

The Senator from New Hampshire has made 
allusion to the fact, that I seemed to be somewhat 
indifferent to the appropriation for guns, while I 
have been vigilantin relation to the appropriations 
for rivers and harbors. I will say to the Senator 
from New Hampshire, if it be any consolation to 
him, that I did not vote for the appropriation for 
making rifles out of old muskets. I did not be- 
lieve in it, 

Now, sir, I think if you were to do justice, 
the best way would be to divide the $70,000,000 
among the States, and let each State use it as 
she thought proper; but that will not be done 
because there are portions of this Confederacy 
which have the appropriation in their power, and 
if they have it all by construction of the Consti- 
tution, what is the use of giving it to the minor- | 
ity. We who are inthe minority can getnothing. 

e may ask for it; but if we were to ask for an | 
equal. distribution of the money, would it be | 
granted? .We should be told that it was uncon- 


stitutional to raise money and then distribute it i 


among the States. Why, sir, you would have | 
many voices against it, and they would all come | 
from one source, There is but one course to || 
which the appropriations for these improvements | 


snow. for.a grêat many. 


| here by the Senator from Hlinois; and I submit it 


are running, and it is as was said by the fox on 
looking at the tracks going into the lion’s den: 


-it—all.goes. onewa 
Mr. MASON. -Th 
“Michigan just. now spoke in terms of very de- 
| served encomium of anw: officer-of the topographi-. 


‘nel Graham has made any report upon the expe- 


-resolution calling for it. 


subject; and it is that, although some good is 


he hi orable Senator from. 


eal corps; whom-it has. been my good fortune to. 
nov years, and who. 1-know 
deservedly. stands -in his corps as. one of their. 
most enlightened men, able, experienced, and of 
undoubted. probity-—E mean:Colonel James Dun- 
can Graham... Now. I want .to know. from. the 


honorable Senator from Michigan, whether Colo- 


diency or practicability of improving the flats of 
St. Clair river, in reference to which I think we 
assed a bill at this session ? os 
Mr. CASS. He has. made a report, and itis 
on the honorable Senator’s table. It has been 
laid on. the table of every Senator. Si 
Mr. MASON. Sent here at this session? 


Mr. CASS. -At this very session I offered a 


Mr. MASON. I have not read it, because I 
‘have not.seen it. I ask the Senator therefore to 
say whether Colonel Graham reports on the ex- 
pediency or practicability of improving these 
flats in the way proposed in the bill? 

Mr. CASS. It is a long report. There are 
two or three channels. across the St. Clair river. 
One is much. longer than the other. Colonel 
Graham is of the opinion that it would be best 
to take the longer route, at the expense.of per- 
haps. half a million of dollars. The bill was 
reported by the committee before his report was 
made.. The report did not come until late. He 
was collecting materials as to the statistics of 
the region. The bill has taken the old survey, 
and a shorter survey of about half a mile, 
which engineers calculated could be completed 
for $45,000; but if experience should subsequent- 
ly show that Colonel Graham was right, it will 
have to be done. His report is, that the chan- 
nel, as I before stated, willbe filled up by sand, as 
the President states in his veto. 

Mr. MASON. I had not read the report, and 
did not know that one had. been made; but I did 
hear in some way during the present session—I 
do not know from what quarter, certainly not 
from Colonel Graham, because I have had no 
communication on that subject from him—ihat 
it would appeat from this report of Colonel Gra- 
ham, that the mode of improving the river con- 
templated by the bill passed by the Senate was 
utterly impracticable, and, as the Senator from 
Illinois. has expressed it, merely squandering 
money. 

Mr. CASS. It is a question whether the sand 
of Lake St. Clair will be thrown in to fill the 
channel. Colonel Graham reports that it has 
had that effect. Captain Nicholas, of the Navy, 
has written to me, that, in his opinion, it has 
not changed at all. He has been there for some 
years; but if it is changed, and itis to have that 
effect, it will have to be done. 

Mr. SEWARD and others. ‘ Question!” 

Mr. MASON. , No, not yet. The honorable 
Senator from New York deprecated fhe turn this | 
debate was taking, as I understood him, which I 
construed to mean deprecation that the true con- 
dition of this class of appropriations should come 
before the country. The honorable Senator from 


| 
H 

Pee ; $ {i 

Ilinois, who, we all know, is conversant with the |} 
f 
| 


mode of appropriation, and the mode of executing 
these works by the Federal Government, has 
given us the benefit of his knowledge on that 


done, for every ten dollars expended you receive 
one dollar benefit. The honorable Senator from 
Michigan, who is now the Corypheus on this 
subject, has said, as I understand, that, although 
it is undoubtedly true that they have committed | 
great blunders, and where they thought the sand | 
would not come in they find that the sand does 
come, and where they thought their harbors could 
be made they have not been made, yet these 
blunders might be expected. I-understood the 
Senator to say, that you cannot make works of 
this character without paying for experience and || 
science, and you must ex: 


to get at some good. ‘That is the substance of || 
his statement. That is the very thing exposed || 


| 


} 
i 
t 


to the knowledge of the world, to the knowledge 
of human affairs, to all who listen to me, that if 


| 


fromthe United 
of. dollars, and 


ou-are going to take the money 
States. by: hundreds. of thousands 


expend it upon obscure localities, can you expect 
anything else ? : 


debate should not gone (oi S wots f 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee... I do. not. rise to 
detain the Senate; but having heard the remarks 
which have been made in relation to the opinions 
and course of Mr. Calhoun. on. this subject;:! 
think a tribute to thestatesmanship of that distin- 
| guished gentleman is due from me, in view of the 
opinions which I entertain, and the principles 
upon which. that great man proceeded when he 
gave his sanction to the policy of making appro- 
priations for the improvement.of the navigation 
of the Mississippi and its great tributaries. I 
never had any idea that that distinguished. gen- 
tleman supposed he could. deduce very satisfac- 
torily to himself, from any particular provision 
of the Constitution, the power of improving the 
river Mississippi or its large tributaries; but. he 
took a view of the subject, which, allow me to 
say, is characteristicof him, as I think it ought to, 
be characteristic of every great mind who is in 
control or possession of any influence in this Con- 
federacy. . He saw that the improvement of the 
navigation of that river and its tributaries was of 
i such powerful influence, affecting all the States 
and all the people of the great valley of the Mis- 
.sissippi, that one of two things was to be the re- 
sult. Those interests were so great, that to come 
to the conclusion that the Constitution of the 
Federal Government, the organic law of this 
great Confederacy, contained no power to improve 
or to render easy and safe the navigation of these 
great internal communications, would beattended 
with dangerous consequences. Such a power was 
a desideratum not only in this Government, but 
inany Government of a similar:kind. [twas clear 
that the States bordering onthe river had no 
power to render safe or improve. the: navigation 
of it. He saw that it had such a potent control 
over the actions of the States and the people of 
that section of the Union and the valley of the 
Mississippi, that they would seize hold of any 
reasonable or plausible ground of construction in 
ithe Constitution (either that provision which 
gives Congress. power to regulate commerce, or 


i| the war power, which is.a stronger one perhaps, 


than that of commerce) to improve these rivers, 
and to render the navigation safe and casy. This 
presented such considerations to his mind, that 
he saw this construction would be forced on the 
| country through the necessity of the case; that 
it must either be regarded as a casus omissus al- 
i together, or that we must derive it from either 


| one of those powers. 


I have always considered that the war power 
was an amply sufficient one as a foundation for 
the appropriations for constant improvement, 
whether the sands accumulated at the Belize. or 
anywhere else. That great man considered it 
expedient and proper for him, as a statesman. of 


i this country, to come to the conclusion that he 
| might safely and properly derive the power'to 
| im 


prove that great channel of intercourse in the 
West, and its principal tributaries, justas readil 
p p J 


pect money to be wasted || and with as much propriety as the power to make 


appropriations for facilitating and rendering easy 
and safe the navigation of the Atlantic; and he 
thought it was better to assume that ground as 
an American statesman, than to have that con- 
struction forced on the Constitution through Con- 
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gress by the magnitude of the interests connected 


with it, and thereby lay the groundwork for the 
overflow of all the landmarks of the Constitution 
in regard to other great and important subjects. 
Upon these grounds he came to the conclusion 
that it was a safe. policy to admit the power in 
regard to such obvious and expedient objects of 
internal improvement, rather than to suffer the 
temptation to be presented to the country of a 
too wide and latitudinarian doctrine in regard to 
the construction of the Constitution on other 
great points and principles. 

These are the grounds on which I have always 
considered that Mr. Calhoun yielded his consent 
to appropriations for these measures, as great and 
profound views of a statesman of this country 
desiring to preserve the Constitution and the 
Union of these States. I have always given him 
credit for these motives, and I desired to state on 
this occasion the grounds on which L considered 
him justified (although it seerned to be a depart- 
ure from the stricter principles of the party to 
which he belonged, and of which, in fact, he was 
the head,) in his course on this subject. He was 
agreat man and profound statesman in every 
respect. I wished to say on this occasion, as I 
have said to my friends for fifteen years before 
his death, that I had no distrust of Mr. Calhoun. 
If I could have seen him President of the United 
States, [should have considered that I saw aman 
there who would have been one of the greatest 
vonservators of the Constitution and the Union 
that ever we saw in the executive chair. 

Mr. MALLORY. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. SEWARD. I shall not detain the Senate 
at this late hour of the day, but I give notice that 
I will endeavor to go on with these bills to-mor- 
row, and | shall ask the attention of the Senate 
to-morrow, if an executive session is- now 
desired, . 

_ Mr. MASON. I hope the Senate will finish 
them to-day, for I wanted, after consultation, to 
get up the resolution in regard to the Sound dues. 

Mr. SEWARD. I shall agree with the Sena- 
tor to take up that, but there is time enough for 
both. 

The further consideration of the bill was post- 
poned until to-morrow. : 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motionof Mr. MALLORY, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, July 19, 1856. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Daniel Waldo. 

‘The Journal of yesterday was rcad and approved. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order 

is the reception of reports of a private nature. 

The standing committees will be called in order 


for that purpose. f 
On motion of Mr. GIDDINGS, the Committee 


Prayer 


i sideration of the petition of Edward L. Norfolk, 
j of Massachusetts, for compensation for services 
rendered the Government of the United States in 
constructing machinery, &c., at Memphis navy- 
yard; and said petition was laid on the table. 


and, 


improvements, in order to put it on its passage. 
The SPEAKER. 
unanimous consent. 


106 


of Claims was discharged from the further con- | 


Mr. COMINS, from the Committee on Com- i 
merco, reported a bill for the relief of Solomon | 
which was read a first and second time, |! 


Mr. SNEED. I ask the unanimous consent, 
then, that it may be done. Iam sure, when gen- 
tlemen understand the case, they will not make 
objection. It will take buta moment. 

ir. COBB, of Alabama. Let us proceed with 
the business regularly. 
_ Mr. PHELPS. I give notice that I shall ob- 
ject to the reception of anything but reports of a 
private nature. 

Mr. SNEED. Ifit be in order, I move that 
the rules be suspended, to enable me to make the 
motion. 


i The SPEAKER. Itis not in order on this 


ay. 

Mr. SNEED. It is a private bill. 

The SPEAKER. A motion to suspend the 
rules is only in order on Mondays. 

Mr. THORINGTON, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported back, with arecommend- 
| ation that it do pass, a bill (S. No. 26) granting 

bounty land to Jared L. Elliott; which was re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole Elouse, and, 
with the report, ordered to be printed. 
Mr. T. also, from the same committee, reported 


| stitute, a bill (H. R. No. 158) granting to the in- 
habitants of the town of St. Genevieve, in the 
State of Missouri, for the support of schools, 
certain vacant tracts and lots of Jand; which was 
| referred toa Committee of the Whole House, 
i| and, with the report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. T. also, from the same committee, reported 

a bill for the relief of Francis Wlodecki; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to a 
| Committee of the Whole House, and, together 
with the report, ordered to be printed. 
{ Mr. BRENTON, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported back, with a recommendation 
that it do not pass, a bill (Hy. R. No. 232) 
i granting bounty land to Jonathan Lambert, of 
Darke county, Ohio; which was laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports on the following petitions; which 
were laid on the table, and ordered to be printed: 

The petition of Timothy Eaton, praying that 
the assignment of a land warrant made by George 
Watson to him may be made legal. 

The petition of citizens of Cape May county, 
New Jersey, who served as volunteers in the 
war of 1812, praying an amendment of the 
bounty land act of March 3, 1855. 

The petition of certain citizens of New Jersey, 
| praying that the provisions of the bounty land 
act of March 3, 1855, may be extended to them. 
i| The petition of the citizens of Penobscot, 
| Maine, praying for an amendment to the act of 
i| March 3, 1855, granting bounty land. 

The petition of citizens of the State of Penn- 
| sylvania, praying for an amendment of the bounty 
land law. 

The petition of Thomas W. Howard andothers, 
| heirs of Alexander Talbot, praying that the late 
act of Congress granting bounty land may be so 
| amended as to allow them to receive a warrant for 
| such bounty land as their ancestors would be 
| entitled to, if alive. ; 

The petition of Hon. Benjamin Ruggles, Hon. 
|) William Kennon, Sr., and ten other citizens of 
| Belmont county, Ohio, for the amendment of the 
: bounty land law of 1855, so as to grant one hun- 
dred and sixty acres of land to the children of 
soldiers of the United States killed in the war of 


|| The petition of Ann Billings, praying bounty 
| land for the services of her father, Jacob Clark, 
"in the revolutionary war. 


back, with an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
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ne poinion of chr ©. Treadwell and others; 
soldiers of the war of 1812, pray} orants i 
land for services in said oa ying for grani, OF 

The petition of Lucretia Brown, of Massachuć 
setts, praying for a modification of the bounty 
land law of. 1855. = 

The petition of James Kemrard, a soldier of 
the war of 1812, for relief. : 

The petition of Nathaniel Perkins, for amend: 
ment of bounty land law, so as to admit of oral 
testimony in proof of service. j 

The petition of Maria Everit, widow of Jere- 
miah Everit, deceased, praying foran amendment 
of the bounty land act of March 3, 1855. 

The petition of Lucy Brigham, of Massachu- 

setts, praying that a pension be granted her upon 
proofs now on file in the Pension Office. - 
_ Mr. BENNETT, of New York; from the 
Committee on Public Lands, reported a bill for 
the relief of Mark and Richard H. Bean; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole Flouse, and, with the 
report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, reported back, with a recom- 


| mendation that it do pass, a bill (S. 32) for the 


relief of Rebecca Freeman; which was referred to 
a Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. ` 

Mr.COBB,of Alabama. I would inquire of the 
Chair whether it is in order to reporta bill which I 
hold in my hand, and which has been ordered to 
be reported by the unanimous consent ofthe Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, the object of which is to 
appreciate the price of land warrants? 

a RITCHIE. I object, as it is nota private 

ill. 

Mr. CRAGIN, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Nancy D. Holker; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. : 

Mr. C. also, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report on the petitions of Jane W. 
Ballard, and the heirs of Ethan Allen; which was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MURRAY, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
the heirs of Alexander Stevenson; which’ was 
read a first and second time, referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole Housc, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TRAFTON. I wish to submit a report 
from the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
in the case of the claim of Jonas W. Nye, and 
ask that the report may be made a special order 
for next Friday. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object. 

Mr. TRAFTON, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, then reported the following 
joint resolutions; which were read a first and 
second time, made the order of the day for to~ 
morrow, and the resolutions and reports ordered 
to be printed: : 

Joint resolution for the relief of J. W. Nye, 


, assignee of Peter Bargy, jr., and Hugh Stewart; 


and 

Joint resolution in favor of J. W. Nye. 

Mr. HORTON, of New York, from the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, reported the fol- 
lowing bills; which were severally read a first and 
second time, referred to a Commitiee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed: 

A bill to confirm the title of Ethan Ray Clark 
and Samuel Ward Clark to certain land claimed 
under a grant from the Spanish Government; and 

A bill for the relief of Roswell Minard, father 
of Theodore Minard, deceased. —__ 

Mr. H. also, from the same committee, reported 
adversely on the memorial of the Boston and 
Lake Superior Mineral Land Compeny; which 
was ordered to be laid on the table, and printed. 

Mr. HORTON, of Ohio. I am directed by 
the Committee on Private Land Claims to report 
back House bill (No. 403) for the relief of the in- 
habitants of St. Louis county, Missouri. 
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Mr. McCARTY. IT object. That is not a 
private bill. ne ý na 

The SPEAKER. It cannot be received, un- 

s by general consent. 
se HORTON - In the case of Thomas L. 
Desharoon, on which the Committee on Private 
Land Claims has heretofore made an adverse re- 
port, further evidence has been presented to the 
committee; and I, move that the papers be re- 
referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

It. was so ordered. , 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported the following bills; which 
were read a first and second time, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to 
be printed: 

x bill for the relief of John C. McConnell; 

A bill to reimburse the estate of Joseph Mc- 
Clure, a postmaster in the war of 1812; and 

A bill authorizing the payment of the Govern- 
ment’s.share of the expenses attending the im- 

rovement of C street, along the site of Fort 

orter, in Buffalo, New York. f 

Mr. QUITMAN, from the same committee, 
reported back the following bills; which were 
severally referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed: _ 

An act (S. No. 224) for the relief of A. S. 
Bender; and ys 

An act (S. No. 262) for the relief of James 
Davidson, of Kentucky. 

Mr. Q. also, from the same committee, report- 
ed a bill for the relief of John A. Sims, adminis- 
trator of L. Sims and Brother; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to a Committee 
of the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Q. also, from the same committee, asked 
leave to report a bill authorizing the purchase of 
lands adjoining the Washington arsenal grounds, 
and providing for the drainage of swamp lands 
adjacent. 

‘Mr. HOUSTON, I object. That is not a 
private bill. 

The SPEAKER. It cannot be received, unless 
by general consent. - 

Mr. QUITMAN, from the same committee, 
also asked leave to report a bill to provide for the 
settlement and payment of the expenses incurred 
in suppressing Indian hostilities in the Territory 
of Nebraska, 

Mr. HOUSTON made the same objection, and 
the bill was not received. 

Mr. SAPP, from the same committee, reported 
back an act (S. No. 229) for the relief of F. A. 
Cunningham, paymaster in the United States 
Army; which was referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. S. also, from the same committee, report- 
ed the following bills; which were severally read 
a first and second time, referred to'a Committee 
of the Whole Elouse, and ordered to be printed: 

A bill for the relief of Jesse Morrison, of 
Illinois; 

A bill for the relief of Anne E. Bronaugh, 
widow of the late John W. Bronaugh; and 

A bill for the relief of Antoine Robadeau. 

Mr. BUFIFINTON, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back an act (S. No. 161) for the 
relief of Joshua Shaw, of Bordentown, New Jer- 
seyi which was referred to a Committce of the 

hole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Wiliam Kendall; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to a 
Committee of ihe Whole House, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. BENSON, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported adversely on the.petitions of 
Isaiah Cobb, of Cape Elizabeth, Maine, and of 
Moses Davis, of Portland, Maine; which were | 
ordered to be laid on the table and printed, and 
that the committee be discharged from the further 
consideration thereof. 

Mr. PENNINGTON, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported back Senate bills of the 
following titles; which were referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and ordered to be 
printed: 


ie Nite ag 143) for the relief of George P. 


An act (No, 260) for the relief of J. Randolph 
Clay. > ae > i 
Mr. ZOLLICOFFER, from the Committee oñ 


I 


i 


i 


| (No.181) for the relief of Rebecca Halsey, widow 
of Zephaniah Halsey, a soldier of the Revolution; |} 


| Senate bills for the relief of Mar 


| plain that this bill should be passed. 


the Territories, reported a bill for the relief of 
Richard H. Weightman; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROOM, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions; reported a bill providing an 
increase of pension to Daniel Waldo, of Onon- 
daga county, New York; which was read a first 
and second time. ; 

Mr. AIKEN asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to consider the bill at this time. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, ‘objected. ; 

The bill was then referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROOM, from the same committee, re- 
ported back the following Senate bills; which 
were referred toa Committee of the Whole House, 
and ordered to be printed: i 

An act (No. 120) granting a pension to Ben- 
jamjn Berry, a soldier of the Revolution; 

An act (No. 220) for the relief of Hannah F. 
Niles; an ` 

An act (No. 285) granting a revolutionary pen- 
sion to Sarah Blunt. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York, from the same || 


committee, reported back the bill of the Senate 


which was referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed. . 

Mr. M., also, from the same committee, re- 
ported bills of the following titles; which were 
severally read a first and second time, referred to 
a Committee of the Whole House, and ordered 
to be printed: 

A bill for the relief of Maria Burgher, widow 
of Jeremiah Burgher, deceased, a revolutionary 
soldier; 

A bill for the relief of Lettie Griggs, widow of 
Simeon Griggs, a revolutionary soldier; and 

A bill for the relief of the surviving children‘of 
John Gilbert, a revolutionary soldier. 

Mr. OLIVER, of New York, asked the consent 
of the House to take from the Speaker’s table 

i M. Jones | 
and Eliza B. McNeill, and put the same upon 
their passage. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected. 

Mr. OLIVER, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, then reported a bill for the relief of 
Louis Hembert; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time. 


Mr. O. said: I hope the House will give me | 


their attention for one moment. This Louis Hem- 
burt was in the war with Mexico, and at the bat- 
tle of the National Bridge had both his legs shot 
off. 
per month. The committee recommend that his 
1 hope the House will consent to pass this bill at | 
this time. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. If the House will | 
allow me for a moment, I think I can make it 


Several MEMBERS. 
jects. i 
Mr. COBB. Very well; then I will not say a 

word. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and | 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was | 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. OLIVER, from the same committee, re- | 
ported back House bill (No. 288) for the relief of H 
{saac Washburn; which was referred to a Com- | 
mittee of the Whole House, and ordered to be || 
printed. 

Mr. O. also, from the same committee, reported 
the following bills; which were read a first and 
second time, referred toa Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed: 

A bill for the relief of Richard Phillips; 

A bill for the relief of Mary Kirby Smith; 

A bill for the relief of Sarah Hildreth; 

A bill for the relief of James M. French, of the 
State of New York; 

A bill granting a pension to Thomas Alcock, 
of Rochester, New York; 

A bill for the relief of Nehemiah Ward; 

A bill for the relief of Anthony W. Bayard; 

A bill for the relief of William Craige; 

A bill for the relief of George W. Whitt 


i 


Let it go. Nobody ob- | 


if 
H 
ij 


i 
| 
i 
| 
BI 


H 
i 


en; 


A bill for the relief of James A. Glandin 
A bill for the relief of Edward Rumsey; 
A bill for the relief of George Cassidy ; 
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He now receives a pension of eight dollars || 


A bill for the relief of Cornelius H. Latham; 


and 

A bill for the relief of Robert H. Stevens. 

Mr. O. also, from the same committee, reported 
back Senate bills of the following titles; which 
were severally referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and ordered to be printed; 

Anact for the relief of the heirs-at-law of Sarah 
Crandell, deceased; 

An act for the relief of Nancy Bowen and Sarah 
Larrabee; : ; 

An act granting a pension to Nancy M. Gun- 
sally, formerly widow of Lyman M. Richmond, 
deceased; an 

An act granting five years’ half pay to Mrs, 
Ann Turner, widow of Ebbert Turner, deceased, 

On motion of Mr. OLIVER, the same commit- 
tee was discharged from the further consideration 
of the following petitions; which were laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to 
be printed: 

The petition and papers of John Russell, of 
New York, asking pension for military services 
in the war of 1812. 

The petition of Emanuel P. Steadman, pray- 
ing for compensation for services rendered in the 
war of 1812; iy 

The petition of David Watson, for invalid 
pension, for services in the war with Mexico; 

The petition of Cyrus Weston, an invalid ‘of 
the war of 1812, for a pension; 

Petition of William Poole, asking arrearage of 
pension; | . ; 

The petition of Reuben Appeson, an invalid 
soldier, praying a pension; 

_ The petition of Elizabeth Frye, praying a pen- 
sion; ‘ ` 

The petition of Ruth B, Philips, for a pension; 

The petition of John Berley, for a pension; 

The petition of Benjamin Allen, praying for 
increase of pension; ` 

The petition of Lenman Gibbs, praying that he 
be paid arrearages of pension; 

The petition of William Lumhill, praying a 
pension; 

The petition of James Redenn, praying that he 
be paid avrearages of pension; and l 

The petitions of Thomas P Dudley; Luther 
Cole, Henry Leake, and Benjamin Cressy, for 
pensions, and arrearages of pensions. : 

Mr. SAVAGE, from the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Henry 
Steuart; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. S. also, from the same committee, reported 


| 


Y i L || back a bill of the Senate for the relief of Daniel 
pension be increased to sixteen dollars per month, |! 


Dolan; which was referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported the following bills; which 


| were read a first and second time, referred to a 
' Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 


accompanying reports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Langley; and 

A bill for the relief of Jonathan Cilley. 

Mr. P. also, from the same committee, reported 
back a bill of the House directing the payment 
of arrearages of pension due Simeon Smith, de- 
ceased, late a pensioner of the United States, to 
his heirs-at-law; which was referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DICKSON, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported the following bills; which 
were read a first and second time, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed: 

A bill for the relief of Roxana Kimball; 

A bill for the relief of Mrs. Rachel McMillan; 
an 

A hill for the relicf of William Kingsbury. 

Mr. WELSH, from the same committee, re- 
ported back a Senate bill for the relief of Lemuel 

Vorster; which was referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EUSTIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill to indemnify Henry Leef 
and John McKee for the illegal seizure of a certain 
| bark; which was read a first and second time, 
| referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
j and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
|i printed. 


‘approved the 17th of February, 1855; in which || elaimants. I regard this as the most important bill 


_ as indicated below: 
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‘Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Pat- | 
ents, reported back Senate bills of the following 
titles; which were severally referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and ordered to be 
printed: i 

An act for the relief of Edward A. Stevens; and | 

An act for the relief-of Joseph Nock. 

On motion of Mr. THURSTON, the Commit- 
tee on Accounts was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of Charles Gordon, 
of the city of Washington, asking payment for 
services rendered asa draughtsman, under the 
resolution of the 4th of May, 1848; and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BRENTON, from the Committee on Pub- | 
lic Lands, reported back Senate bill to grant the 
right of preémption in certain lands to the Indi- į 
ana Yearly Meeting of the Society of Friends; 
which was referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MEACHAM, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, made an adverse report | 
upon the several petitions of Isaac Scaggs and 
others, and the Washington and Alexandria Rail- | 
road Company; which were laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST, from the Committee | 
on Indian Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
George D. Dousman, one of the securities of Wil- 
liam H. Bruce, late sub-agent in Green Bay, in | 


the State of Wisconsin; which was read a first į| b 


and second time, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, from the Com- | 
mittee of Elections, reported a bill for the relief | 
of Abelaid Guthrie; which was read a first and | 
second time, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dicxrys, their Seerctary, informing the | 
House that the Senate had passed bills of that 
body of the following titles: 

An act to repeal so much of the act of March | 
3, 1855, as provides for the erection of an armory | 
in the city of Washington; and 
_ An act to carry into effect an act entitled “An 
act to provide for the accommodation of the courts | 
ot the United States for the district of Maryland, | 
and for a post office at Baltimore city, Maryland,” | 


he was directed to ask the concurrence of the 
House. 
REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. As the committees | 
have been called through, I move that the House 
proceed to the consideration of private bills upon | 
the Speaker’s table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The following Senate bills and joint resolutions 
were then taken from the Speaker’s table, sev- | 
erally read a first and second time, and referred | 


An act for the relief of Horatio J, Perry. Re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


‘Union may be discharged from it, that we may 


i| which claimants are as much interested as in this. 


itd 


An act for the relief of Richard W. Meade. | 
Referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | 
An act for the relief of John P. Baldwin, one | 
of the owners of the Spanish brig Gil Blas. | 
Referred to the Committee of Claims. i 
Anact granting a pension to Mary A. M, Jones. 
Mr. OLIVER, of New York. L ask that the 
bill may now be put upon its passage. 
Mr. MORGAN. I object. 
The bill was then referred to the Committee on | 
Invalid Pensions. i 
A resolution to authorize the Secretary of State | 
and the Secretary of the Interior to setile the | 
claim of William Carey Jones for certain services. | 
Referred to the Committee on Public Lands. | 
A resolution for the benefit of Susan Decatur, | 
widow of Commodore Stephen Decatur, late of | 
the United States Navy. Referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Naval Affairs. i 
An act for the relief of Charles E. Anderson. | 
Referred to the Committee on Forcign Affairs. | 
‘An act for the relicf of Adam D. Steuart, exec- | 
utor of Daniel Randall. Referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Miltary Affairs. 
‘An act for the relief of Asbury Dickins. - Re- | 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. i 


il mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar has 


|| mittee of the Whole House have reported to the 


An act for the relief of Michael Nourse. Re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

An act for the relief of Brevet Major General 
John B. Walback, of the United States’ Army. 
Referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

An act for the relief of John Robb. Referred 
to the Committee of Claims. - 

An act for the relief of Wiliam H. Chase. Re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

An act for the relief of Major General Arthur 
St. Clair. Referred to the Committee of Claims. 

An act for the relief of Martin Fenwick. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

An act for the relief of Peter Parker. Referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. ` | 

An act for the relief of Nathan M. Lounsbury, 
Referred to the Committee on Invalid. Pensions. 

An act for the relief of J. M. Powell. Referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

An act for the relief of Eliza B. McNeill. Re- |: 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

FURTHER REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I askleave to report, from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, an act granting pen- 
sions to the officers and soldiers of the war with 
Great Britain in 1812, and those engaged in the 
Indian wars during that time. 

_Mr. PHELPS. I object, as it is not a private 


ill. i 
Mr. SAVAGE, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports on the several petitions of Wilham 
Baird, Lawson Jones, and F. B. F. Martin; 
which were laid upon the table, and ordered to be 

printed. à 

Mr. GOODE. I hope to obtain the unanimous 
consent of the House to set apart a day for the 
transaction of the business of the District of 
Columbia. It has had no time apportioned to it 
during this session, and yet it is business import- 
ant for the whole community. [ask that Wed- 
nesday next, and a day or two thereafter, be set 
apart for that business. 

Mr. McCARTY objected. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, addressed the Chair. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Lask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of Senate bill No. 117, 
which is a bill to provide facilities for the trans- 
action of business in the Court of Claims, so as 
to enable that court to do the business of private 


to which we can turn our attention.. I ask that | 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


now take it up in the House. 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama. 1 cannot yield for 
that purpose. There are many other bills in 


Mr.GIDDINGS. Do I understand there is 
an objection? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama objects. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Then I move to go into 


Committee of the Whole on the Private Calen- 


ar. 
Mr. COBB. Thatis the motion I was about | 


to make. 
Mr. STEPHENS. f move that we proceed 


— 


iments had been all voted down. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. “I hope that 
suggestion will be acted on by the consent of the 
House. : PL ina 
_ Mr, JONES, of Tennessee. If I understand 
it; Sbjection, day is only on ge first'andfouřth 

ridays ofthe month, and thėn ir i : 
the Whole House. : P Sommas x ` 

The SPEAKER. This isnot objection day. 
Itis a day for the consideration of private bills, 
and for debate. bes) Spee 

Mr. PHELPS. Imerely suggest to the House 
that we would, by unanimous consent, consider 
this as objection day in Committee of the Whole 
House. =` 

Mr. JONES. object to‘that. : 

Mr. McMULLIN. I should like to know 
what has-become of the contested-election cases. 
The SPEAKER. They are not in order to- 


Mr. McMULLIN. We have two'sets ‘of gèn- 
tlemen from several States. They have been here 
long enough and at sufficient expense, and I pre- 
fer to take up these contested-election cases ‘and 
gh ae of them. ame 

he question was put on the motion to go ‘into 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar; 
and it was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself -into 


d 


| Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 


(Mr. Ernerince in the chair.) » 
WEST DRINKWATER, AND OTHERS. 


The committee proceeded to the consideration 
of a bill(H. R. No. 205) for the relief of West 
Drinkwater, and others. : eit 

The bill authorizes and directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to West. Drinkwater, 
Kingsbury Duncan,: Jonathan Clark, Samuel 
Duncan, and John Duncan, or to such persons as 
may be legally authorized to receive the same, 
as their heirs or legal representatives, the sum of 
$33,213 17, that being the amount paid into the 
Treasury of the United States, and placed to the 
account of fines, penalties, and forfeitures, in 
consequence of a suit, the United States vs. sloop 
Mary and cargo, in the district court of Maine, 


| January and April, 1815, the said sloop having 


been captured by the aforesaid persons from the 
British, and delivered to the proper authorities 
of the United States in the State of Maine; said 
sum to be paid to the several persons hereinbe- 
fore jamel, or to their heirs or legal representa- 
tives, in equal parts. See 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
fromVirginia (Mr. Mitison}I think had the floor 
upon this bill when the committee was last in 
session. . to eae 

Mr. MILLSON. No, sir. I had thé floor, and 
spoke upon the bill. The motion, that the, bill 
be laid aside to be réported to the House, with a 
recommendation that it do not pass, was made. 
Tellers were appointed upon that motion, and the 
committee rose, because it appeared upon taking 
the question that no quorum voted. 

Mr. GREEN WOOD. Was there not an amend- 
ment pending? f 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The amend- 
I move that 
the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House, 
with a recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the committee that the report in the 


to the business on the Speaker’s table. 
The SPEAKER. The motion to go into Com- 


precedence of that motion. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Will not the gentleman 
from Alabama withdraw his objection to my re- 
“quest that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill for the Court of Claims? 
I appeal to him as a friend to the claimants to 
withdraw his objection, as the bill is of a charac- 
ter to do good. 

Mr. COBB. I withdraw my objection if no- 
bady else objects to it. 
`- Mr. McMULLIN. I renew the objection. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I simply wish the House 
first to dispose of one or two bills which the Com- 


House. . 3 
Mr. PHELPS. I desire to make a suggestion | 


to the House. This is not objection day, but I || my speech. 


hope the House will agree that it shall he so con- 


sidered, and that we go into the Private Calendar.! 


> Eeg 


case be read. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. 
I object. f 

Mr. McMULLIN. Isit necessary to have the 
unanimous consent to have that report read? _ 

The CHAIRMAN. It is, the report having 
been once read before the committee. iz 

Mr. McMULLIN. Well, sir, the committee 
will remember that this bill was before them some 
two months since. It is a bill, if my recollection 
serves me correctly, in relation to which there. 
was evidence satisfactory to my mind that thers, 
had been connivance and fraud; and, instead: of- 
giving these parties money out of the Treasury, 
as is proposed by this bill, we ought to pass an: 
act requiring one of these parties to disgorge what 
he has already improperly, and fraudulently tes 


It has been once read. 


, ceived from the Treasury. " Now, sir, L ask that 


the report in the case, may be read asa part of 
I have no idea, of allowing a bill of 
this sort to be smuggled through the committee 
„until we, know something about it. 


July 19, 


-1684 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


eee 


"Mı. KNOWLTON. If the gentleman from 
Virginia will allow me a single remark, I will 
suggest that the gentleman and the committee 
should bear in mind that, instead of there being 

two or three parties involved in this case, there 

is now only one. The amendment associating 
the heirs of Captain Miller with these parties was 
voted down; and now, by no possibility, can his 
heirs get one dollar under this bill.. The bill was 
discussed at great length when the committee was 
“lastin session. We are not disposed to renew the 
discussion unless forced into it by the other side. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Iam not disposed to allow 
this bill to pass without discussion. I am satis- 
fied that it ought not to pass; butin order to have 
the facts of the case fully before us, I ask that 

. the report may be read. 

The report of the committee | 

digest of it has already appeared in the 

Mr. McMULLIN. Mr. Chairman, 
dence attached to that report ought in justice to 
be read. Iwill not insist upon the rea ing of it 
unless some other gentleman desires to hear it. 
But the committce will observe, from the reading 
of that report, that the parties before the House 
complain of the injustice done to them by Cap- 
tain Miller and his associates. Sir, it was the 
duty of the crew to have come forwad and had 
their portion of the prize paid to them at the time 

_ the proceeds of it were distributed. They failed 
to do so. They say they failed because they 
were poor, and were consequently unable to pros- 
eeute the claim in the courts of justice. And now, 
after forty years have gone by, they come for- 

rard with ex parte testimony,and ask the House 

to reimburse to them the money which they say 
was fraudulently taken from them by Captain 
Miller and his associates. I ask the committee 
if they are prepared to vote this money to these 
individuals, when they admit that they were en- 
titled to a portion of the prize money which was 
improperly and fraudulently withheld from them, 
because they failed to prosecute their case in the 
courts of the country? I have not heard the tes- 
timony read upon which the committee predicate 
their report, but I desire to call the attention of 
the committee to the question, whether this bill 
ought to be here or not? Is not this bill of that 
character which should have gone to the Court 
of Claims? [submit to the calm judgment of 
this committee, whether or not this 1s not one of 
those cases which, of all others, should have 
been referred to that court? 

Vere is a case which is based entirely upon 
ex parte testimony. Is this committee prepared 
to pass this claim when the case, as made out by 
the showing of the party himself, on ex parte 
testimony, shows that a fraud was committed | 
upon the crew? Is the House prepared to pass 
this bill when, more particularly, we hold that 
this bill has had an improper direction? This 
Congress ought to have heen discharged from its | 
consideration, and it ought to have been referred 
to the Court of Claims. If the House of Repre- 
sentatives is to investigate claims of this character, 
I ask, in the name of common justice and of | 
common sense, what claims should be referred ! 

to the Court of Claims? If this is not a fit sub- 
ject for the consideration of the Court of Claims, 
pray tell me where you will find a case which 
ought to go there? Are gentlemen prepared to 
say that any one haying a claim against the Gov- | 

eriment may bring it before this House, with a 

view to avoid the expense which would attend 

its prosecution before the Court of Claims? I 

have no doubt that, if you were to investigate all 


was read. A 
Globe. 
the evi- 


the cases which you are called to pass upon here, |) 


nine tenths of them would be found to be such 

as ought to be referred to the Court of Claims; 

and Il submit to the gentleman himself, who re- 

ported this bill, whether or not he is not asking 

this House to take cognizance of a case which 

ought to have gone to that court, where the tes- 

timony on the other side—the testimony on be- 

half of the Government, might be heard, and 

where Captain Miller, who is charged with fraud j 
and corruption, might be heard? Are you pre- 
pared to pass a bill, to say the least of it, of so 
doubtful a character? 

„tam not disposed to trespass upon the time of | 
the committee, but I hope they will examine the 
testimony. I most assuredly shall vote against | 
the bill unless the gentleman who reported it shall 


j 


i report that I made, and that was an 
| port upon the case of Noah Miller. This is the || 


matter was under discussion before—that justice 
demands its passage. But I repeat that the case 
should be referred to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Iam almost unwillingto say 
a word to the House in reference to this bill, after | 
the discussion which the question involved in it 
underwent when it was last before the committee; 
but, sir, itis necessary and proper for some one 
to say something in reply to the remarks of the 
gentleman from Virginia. He says he shall be 
compelled. to vote against this bill unless he re- 
ceives some satisfaction from the members of the 
committee who reported it, and he seems to have 
difficulty in reference to it upon two grounds: 
first, as to whether it is now rightfully before us; 
and next,as to what may be the facts involved in 
it? He says he thinks this is one of those cases | 
that ought to be decided by the Court of Claims. | 
Now, sir, I do notagree with him in that opinion; 
I do not think that the question presented in this 
pill is one that can properly be decided by that 
court. That court was organized and vested with 
authority to examine such claims against the 
United States as are founded upon any law of 
Congress, or upon any contract, express OF im- 
plied, with the United States. The claim which 
is here presented has nothing of either of those ; 
characters. i 


It is a claim which is not founded 
upon any law—it is a claim which does not pro- | 
ceed from any contract or implied obligation. | 
lt is simply a claim presented to-Congress, in 
which the political action of the Government is 
asked upon equitable considerations growing out 
of what ought to be regarded as its settled policy. 
It is admitted that there is no legal demand, and 
that there is no claim founded upon an existing 
obligation either express or implied. 3 

But this is the question presented: Shall, or 
shall not, the political power of the country be 
exerted in the manner proposed by the commit- 
tee to carry out the established policy of our 
Government in this particular case ? Now, sir, 
whether it ought or ought not to be exerted de- į 
pends on the facts; and with deference to the | 
opinion of the gentleman from Virginia, I can- | 
not believe that there is any question of fact | 
involved in the consideration of this bill. The | 
facts are admitted. There was a capture made, | 
in the waters of the United States, of property ; 
destined for the use of the enemy then in pos-| 
session of a portion of our territory; and it is | 
admitted that a portion of the persons who made j 
that capture, instituted a certain proceeding | 
founded upon the provisions of laws then in foree, | 
under which a forfeiture of the property was | 
incurred upon a ground different from that of | 
capture. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Wil the gentleman allow | 
me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. TAYLOR. Certainly. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Iask the gentleman from 
Louisiana if there has not been heretofore more į 
than one action of this (louse upon this matter, | 
and whether adverse reports have not been made ; 
upon it? 

Mr. TAYLOR. There has been one adverse 
report, but it was based upon the fact that there 
had been a misrepresentation by Captain Miller, : 
who was one of the parties engaged in the trans- 
action, with respect to one point—that he acted : 
under a commission issued by a collector of one | 


of the ports of the United States, when, in fact, : 


|| no such commission was held by him at the time ; 


of the capture, and that the commission set up | 
by him was antedated. i 
Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman will allow | 
me to set him right. ‘Fhe gentleman is mistaken | 
in supposing that there has been any adverse 
report in this case. The gentleman refers to the 
adverse re- : 


first time that this case was ever presented to | 
Congress. The report in the case of Noah Mil- | 


| 
ler sets forth all the facts and circumstances, but ; 


in point of fact it is no report cither in favor or |; 
adverse to this case. l | 
; j 

Mr. TAYLOR. His true the report made re- ; 
lated to the same subject-matter, but to different ; 


i parties. His report was on the claim of Captain ;| 


Noah Miller for an amount additional to that al- | 
lotted to him by the district court of Maine in the : 
proceeding alluded to. ‘Vhat report would have 


satisfy mo—which he failed to do when this i 


been well founded on no other ground, so far as: 
Noah Miller was concerned, than that he had i 


| 


1 
{ 


been guilty of misrepresentation in the proceed- 
ing had in the district court. It was not well 
founded on the ground that it was in opposition 
to the principles of international law, or.of our 
own law. It could have been well founded on no 
other ground than that the party would not have 
been entitled to any part of the fundin the Treas- 
ury of the United States, admitting the facts and 
the principles to have been correctly stated by 
those who urged Captain Miller’s claim, because 
of his previous misconduct. But, aside from this, 
he would have been excluded for another reason, 
He had already received a larger portion of the 

roceeds of the capture than could have been al- 
otted to him if the property had been distributed 
as a capture. The simple question, then, is this: 
are those who were a portion of the crew of the 
vessel which made the capture rendered, by any 
misconduct of Noah Miller, incapable of receiving 
from the bounty of the Government such portion 
of the proceeds of the property captured from the 
enemy, ina meritorious enterprise, as they would 
otherwise have been entitled to on every consid- 
eration of public policy? That is the question 
involved in the present bill. And though the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Muson] regarded 
the original capture as illegal, it was chiefly on 
the ground of misconduct in Noah Miller, as I 
understand it, that he placed his opposition to 
his claim. 

I was not disposed to contend against the posi- 
tion which he took with respect to tbe want of 
merit on the part of Noah Miller, For myself, I 
think he ought to be excluded from any further 
benefits to be derived from a distribution of that 
fund. I was, however, indifferent as to the adop- 
tion or rejection of the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Virginia, excluding him ex- 
pressly, because under no circumstances did I 
conceive that Noah Miller or his representatives 
could reccive any further amount. The only 
real question presented at this time is, whether 
any misconduct urged against Noah Miller ought 
to operate so as to prevent Congress from doing 
that which sound policy requires should be done 
with respect to other individuals who were not 
parties to that act, and who could not be parties 
to it? ‘hey stated all the facts involved in the 
case fully and fairly, when they were examined 
in relation to the other claim; and, in my opinion, 
thore never was a claim which political consider- 
ations more imperiously required should receive 
the sanction of the National Legislature, than the 
one under consideration. 
= Mr. McMULLIN. I move that the bill be laid 
aside, to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it be referred to the Court of 
Claims. 

Mr. BENSON. That motion is not in order 
while there is a motion pending that the bill be 
| laid aside, to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. [think the motion 
made by the gentleman from Virginia would be 
in order if there were no precedent motion. Tt 
does seem to me that, on the statement just made 
by the gentieman from Louisiana, this bill should 
be rejected. Whatis the position assumed by 
that gentleman? That there is no legal or implied 
obligation on the part of the Government to pay 
this claim. On what ground does he rest the 
passage of the bill? On political grounds. The 
Government is asked to pay a claim which its 
advocates say depends on neither legal, moral, 
nor equitable obligations. It is in the nature ofa 
bounty, and nothing buta bounty. Are we to 
take up all claims that may be presented to us, 
and confer bounty in like manner, when they may 
have failed in successive Congresses for thirty 
years? 

I understand that this claim was first prosecuted 
in the name of Noah Miller. It failed. It was 
decided to be invalid, and that it ought not to be 
paid. New claimants make their appearance, and 
the claim is pressed, not on legal grounds—not 
because the Government is required to pay this 
bounty, but merely for the reason that, as the 
money at one time under the operation of the 
law was paid in, it ought now to be paid out of 
the Treasury. [can seeno merit whatever in the 
bill. The proper course to be pursued in my 
judgment is to refase the payment of the money 
by defeating the bill. 


Mr. TAYLOR. The gentleman from Tennessee 
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has falleninto an error. I did state, sir, that the 
claim could not rightfully go before the Court of 
Claims, because it was not derived from any law, 
nor was it the result of any obligation, express or 
implied, existing against the United States. But, 
sir, I did not say that it was not founded on 
an equitable obligation. On the contrary, it is 
founded on an equitable obligation, and an equit- 
able obligation of a political character. 

The question presented to the consideration of 
the House is this: Ina state of war, the Congress 
of the United States, by its legislation, has said, 
that all those in the public service of the nation 
who make acapture from the enemy shall be 
entitled to the proceeds of that capture. Now, 
sir, this legislation applies to the cases of indi- 
viduals in the public service, or to those in private 
armed vessels duly licensed and commissioned. 
The legislation of Congress has been of a general 
character, and did not provide for many cases 
which are necessarily embraced in the principles 
of the general acts. But there have been partic- 
ular acts of legislation since that time, in which 
the principle involved in the general legislation 
has been applied and extended by Congress, 
again and again, to cases of this kind, which 
depend upon the same principle.: It has been 
extended to cases in which private citizens of the 
United States, acting under the.influence of pat- 
riotic motives, and in discharge of the highest 
duty which the citizen owes to his'eountry, have 
captured property from the enemy, in the waters 
of the United States, in every instance in which 
such fact has been brought to the notice of the 
Government, If such property had been cap- 
tured on the high seas by persons holding com- 
missions, it would have been devoted to their 
advantage; and, on the same principle, we ought 
to give to those individuals who have made cap- 
tures in the waters of the United States without 
commissions the like advantage. It is equitable 
and right, that the political principle which led to 
the adoption of the general law giving to the 
captors property in the thing captured, should 
be applied to private individuals. And it is more 
particularly so in this instance, because the Con- 
gress of the United States, in the exercise of its 
political power, has again and again seen fit to 
make such an extension and such an application 
of the principle to others similarly situated. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Does the Chair entertain 
or recognize the motion which I submitted—that 
the Committee of the Whole House report this 
bill to the House, with a recommendation that the 
committee be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of this bill, and that it be referred to 
the Court of Claims? If the Chair entertains that 
motion, I desire tosay a word on the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 
the question was originally on the motion of the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Mrxuson,] that 
the bill be laid aside, to be reported to the House 
with a recommendation that it do not pass; and 
on that motion tellers were ordered. The gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. McMuxiim] moves an 
amendment to that motion, so as to discharge the 
Cominittee of the Whole House from the further 
consideration of this bill, and that it be referred 
to the Court of Claims. As an amendment, the 
motion is in order. 

Mr. MILLSON. I will relieve my colleague 
of the dificulty, as I suppose that at present his 


motion is hardly in order, pending the motion | 


which I submitted at the last session of the com- 
mittee that the bill be reported to the House, with 
a recommendation that it do not pass. With a 


view, however, of sending this case-to the Court | 


of Claims, I will withdraw the motion which I 
made, so as to make in order that motion, which 
Į will submit, if my colleague please,,in lieu of the 
motion which I originally presented—namely, that 
it be referred to the Court of Claims for adjudi- 
cation. I withdraw, then, the motion which I 
originally submitted. : 

Mr. CADWALADER. Iwill ask the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Mituson] to favor me 
with a reference to the date of his speech, or as 
nearly as he can give it, when this case was last 
before the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. MILLSON. I do not know exactly when 
it was. It was some four or five weeks since. I 
am just informed by one of the officers of the 
House that it was on the 20th of June that this 
question was last up before the committee. 


3 


| admitted on all hands that the capture was ile- | 


to 


Mr.CADWALADER. ThenI beg leave tosay 
whatthegentleman himself cannot say, that [hope 
that no gentleman will vote for this bill, without | 
reading the remarks, printed under date of 20th 
June last, delivered by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia on this floor. e there shows, I think, to 
the conviction of every impartial mind, that, with 
a mere change of name, this is the same dishon- 
est and disreputable claim that has been already 
rejected. 

Mr. MILLSON. I was about to say further, 
that when this question was before the committee 
on a former occasion, | presented all the views 
which then occurred to me, why this bill ought 
not to pass. I acquitted myself of my duty, and 
was perfectly willing that the House should 
take on itself the responsibility of either passing 
or rejecting the bill. If the discussion of that 
day is not remembered, it isnot my fault. I feel 
no sort of inclination to go into the argument of 
the question again. | 

But, as the facts seem to be very generally mis- 
understood on all sides, I will briefly say what 
the case is, without repeating any of the argu- | 
ments which I presented before. It is a simple | 
claim to reccive from the Treasury, on the ground | 
that the capture was an illegal one—more than | 
the parties were entitled to if it had been a legal 
one. The case as presented to the court, and as | 
decided by the court, was decided on the suppo- 
sition that the capture was legally made. It is! 


gaily made; but, by the contrivance of the princi- | 
pal parties, it was made toappear to the court that 
it was a legal capture. 

Mr. KNOWLTON. I askleave to correctthe 
gentleman from Virginia. | 

Mr. MILLSON. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. KNOWLTON. Ona former occasion I 
showed that the action of the court was based on 
the ground that it was a seizure under the revenue 
law, while the facts as afterwards developed į 
show that it was a capture instead of a seizure. 

Mr. MILLSON. Now, thatis precisely what | 


I said. If it was a capture, it was illegal, be- | 
cause these were non-commissioned captors. | 

Mr. KNOWLTON. Will the gentleman allow | 
me? It was explained on a former occasion that | 


the men who composed the crew embraced in || 


this bill, believed that they were acting legally | 
under Captain Miller. It was not their fauit, as i 
the evidence shows. 

Mr. MILLSON. 
that, whether they believed or did not believe that 
the capture wasalegalone. I speak of the facts. 
I say that the gentleman himself [Mr. Knowrroy] | 
has admitted, and will admit now, that the cap- | 
ture was illegal. Isay again, that it was present- | 
ed to the court as a legal capture by the contriv- | 
ance of the principal parties. It was made to | 
appear that the capture was a legal one: and the ; 
judges, considering the capture to be alegal one, ; 
disposed of the proceeds by giving one half to | 
those who took the property, and the other half: 
to the Government, distributing the moiety which | 
the captors received between Noah Miller and the | 
collector, and giving to the present petitioners | 
$1,000 each, as their share of what the court | 
regarded to be a legal capture. | j 

Í say that the present application is founded on | 
the ground that the capture was not a legal one; į 
that it was not made by a revenue boat, as was 


osed to be. ` l 
That is the simple state of facts. J shall | 
not trouble the House further if it has forgotten | 


what I said on a former occasion, when I was | 
presenting my views in opposition to the bill. | 
Mr. GIDDINGS. If I can get the attention | 
of the committee for a single moment, I will ex- | 

ress my views upon the subject of this bill. 

his case was fully investigated before our com- 
mittee; and in order to understand its merits It | 


is necessary to go to the history of the action of 


j 
t 
ji 
i 


I have nothing to say about || 
i: iel H. Heath, late of the firm of Renner & Heath, 


A 


i 


} 


i 
| 
d 
| 


and took possession of a boat in Machias bay,in 
that State.. They attacked a British vessel; some 
of them were killed in the action; but they cap- < 
tured the vessel, and the Government awarded . 
the prize to the captors; and in every instancé, I: 
want gentlemen to understand, where citizens” 
have ee vessels from the enemy during” 
any of the wars, those vessels have been award- 
ed to thecaptors. Sir, these men, although they 
did not wait to be commissioned by the Governs: 
ment, yet risked their lives—some of them were 
killed; but they captured the vessel, and the pro=“ 
ceeds of the sale went into the Treasury. Here, 
sir, are these men, whose money the Govern- 
ment has had the use of for forty years. They 
are now in the decline of life and in poverty. 
They do not. ask for money: which is to. come 
from our constituents, They ask us to give 
them the money to which they are entitled, for 
the vessel and cargo which they captured, and 
which has been withheld from them. And shall” 
we withhold it? Would that be patriotism upon ` 
the part of this House? Why, sir, every. man 
who entered the service of the country, and con- 
tinued in it fourteen days, receives one hundred 
and sixty acres of land. But these men were’ 
in actual combat for three hours; they captured 
the vessel and cargo which were sold by the 
Government; and the question now is, shall we 
give them the money to which they are entitled? 
That is the whole case. ` 

Mr. MILLSON. I withdraw the motion to 
report the bill to the House with a recommenda- 
tion that it do not pass, and substitute the motion 


| that the bill be reported to the House with the 


recommendation that it be referred to the Court 
of Claims. 

Mr. SAPP demanded tellers upon the motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Sapr and 
Miuison were appointed. : 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 35, noes 104. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported to 
the Elouse. i 


HEIRS OF RENNER AND HEATH. 


Thecommittee next proceeded to the considera- 
tion of House bill (No. 206) for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of Daniel Renner 
and Nathaniel H. Heath. i 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to cause the claim ‘of Daniel Rennet and Nathan- 


or their legal representatives, to be audited and 
settled according to the principles of equity and 
justice—the same being for property estroyed 
by the British in 1814, during the last war with 
Great Britain. 

Section two provides that the claim shall be ex- 
amined upon evidence now on file, and such evi- 
dence as may hereafter be presented, and com- 
pensation shall be made for the value of the 
movable property destroyed, after making a fair 
deduction for the probable damage and cost of 
removing said property to a place of safety, and 
returning it to the city after the danger had 
passed; provided that the sum paid upon the 
settlement of said account, in addition to what 
has been heretofore paid, shall not exceed the 
sum of $4,636; which, when paid, shall bein full 
of all damages and claims of the said Renner fe 
Heath, or their representatives, arising out of the 
destruction of their property by the enemy during 
the said war with Great Britain; and provided 
further, that the amount paia by virtue of the 
provisions of this act shall be paid inequal parts 
to the said Renner & Heath, or to their legal 
representatives. : 

The report states, that during the last war 
with Great Britain, Danicl Renner and Nathaniel 
Ii. Heath, under the firm of Renner & Heath, 
were engaged at the city of Washington in the 
manufacture of rope and cordage for the Navy, 
as well as for the community generally. 

That when the city was threatened with inva- 
sion they had on hand in their walk, near the 
navy-yard, a large quantily of cordage, rope, 
and twine, suitable for the public usc; and fear- 


|| ing the destruction of their property by the 


the Government in such cases. "The first capture | approaching enemy, they employed, in ample 


that was made in the Revolution was under cir- || season, 
ll all their stock to a place of safety; h 
entered || boats were taken from them and impressed into 


cumstances similar to these. It was by men, 


inhabitants of Maine, who yoluntarily 


a sufficient number of boats to remove 
but their 
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the serviceof the United States toremove Young’s | 
brigade. aćross-the Potomac, by order. of Gen- 
eral Winder. Renner &.Heath then procured 
carts, and afterwards wagons, for the yemoval of 
their property; but these were also impressed by 
the United States Government, to remove books 
and. papers. from the public offices, and for the 
removal of other public property. Finding their 
utmost industry, and vigilance, as exhibited. in 
these energetic efforts to.save their. property by 
removal, thus frustrated by the: Government, 
they were reluctantly compelled to leave it to its 
fate. 

The enemy soon after entered the city, dis- 
covered. these naval stores, set fire to and burnt | 
them, and with them destroyed all the stock, 
implements, and buildings of the said Renner & 
Heath, comprising substantially their entire prop- 
erty. Of the liability of the Government to make 
compensation for the movable stares thus de- 
stroyed, Congress made full admission on a for- 
mer application for relief, the petitioners then 
being allowed $19,803 60. towards their losses 
thus sustained. That sum was awarded to the 
petitioners, then representing the firm of Renner 
& Heath, under the act of Congress for that pur- 
pose, approved February 16, 1819, by the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury Department, 
to whom the subject. was by that act referred, 
and who were unable to make a larger allowance, | 
notwithstanding the evidence, because they were | 
yestricted to that amount as the maximum by the 
terms of the act itself, 

Mr: HALL, of Massachusetts. I move that 
the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a recommendation that it pass. 

Mr. McMULLIN. What is the amount of 
the appropriation ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not more than four thoy- 
sand dollars. 

Mr. McMULLIN. My friend from Alabama į 
[Mr. Cosg} says that the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. COBB. Yes, sir. It submits the question 
to the decision of the Treasury Department. He 
cannot allow more than four thousand dollars. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. This case was investigated 
in 1819. [t seems to me that the Congress of that 
day were as capable of giving this question a just 
decision as we are. Since then, however, we 
have, in addition to the first appropriation, paid 
for the rope-wallt and other buildings. I suppose 
the Congress that paid for the rope-walk and 
other buildings was as competent to judge of the 
case as we can be. Two dollars the ton was the 
amount deducted for the removal of the hemp, 
rope,&c, Is two dollars sufficient forthatremoval? 
How far would two dollars the ton remove the 
property of this company? I should like to know 
whether two dollars per ton is sufficient for the 
removal of that property out of the way of the 
enemy. I know something of hauling. In my 
youth I was engaged in hauling goods, wares, 
and merchandise. 

It strikes me, Mr. Chairman, that this claim is 
rather of a questionable character. It has been 
before the Congress of 1819 and the Congress of 
1853.. Unless we can fix on some mode of final 
decision, there never will be an end to these claims 
against the Government. I will not vote for the | 
bill, though it may be advocated by my friend 
from Alabama, who is, as a generat rule, a good 
standard for my action. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I should like to ask the 
chairman of the committee whether the fact is 
established that the boats for taking the property 
out of the way of the enemy were impressed into 
service by the Government forces? 

Mr. COBB. That is established beyond con- 


troversy. 
DAVIDSON. Then I do not see how we 


Mr. 
can avoid paying. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, if 
gentlemen will read the report in this case, they 
will find that, after the restoration of peace in 1819, 
a claim was. made for hemp, cordage, twine, &c., 
destroyed by the British forces when in posses- 
sion of this city in 1814, of $31,510 75. Congress 


nify them for the loss of rope-walk and fixtures 

destroyed by thé enemy, an appropriation was 

made of $6,744.. In all, there was appropriated 

the sum of $26,547 50. The rope-walk and other 

buildings, and the hemp, rope, cordage, &c., 

have all been paid for. Are we to go back and 

revise all acts of indemnity heretofore passed? 

Are we to reéxamine bills passed forty, thirty, 

twenty, or even five years ago, and say that 
enough was not appropriated to satisfy any par- 
ticular claim? Are we to do this when necessarily 

nearly all of the evidence important for the exam- 

ination has been-destroyed, lost, or mislaid? Let’ 
gentlemen look for a moment where this sort of 
legislation is to lead us. . 

Then, sir, I say that this case having been 
twice passed upon, and twice paid by Congress— 
first fot the movable property, and afterwards 
forthe property attached to the freehold—we 
have nothing more, and should have nothing 
more, to do with it. 

Mr. KNOWLTON. Iregretthatmy colleague 
on the committee, [Mr. Marsuatt, of Illinois,] 
who reported this bil, is notin hisseat. Idonot 
remember all the particulars of the case, but I 
remember well that it was demonstrated to the 
committee, that there was more property de- 
stroyed there than the parties have ever been 
paid for. It was also shown in evidence that 
there were teams prepared by the parties for the 
removal of that property, and that they would 
have removed the property, but that the Govern- 
ment stepped in and took those teams, and came 
to this very building for the purpose of removing 
the public property, in order that the public 
records might not be destroyed. 

The committee, under the circumstances, were 
of the opinion that the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. HALL, of Massachusetts. It seems to 
me that the representations made by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee can hardly have its effect 
of inducing this committee to reject the bill on 
the ground that this claim has already been twice 
acted upon. ‘I'he very fact that it has been twice 
acted upon makes it perfectly obvious, to my 
mind, that there has been imperfect action. 

Granting that there has been perfect action in 
all the provision of law to pay for the rope-walk 
itself, yet for the removed property the amount 
claimed was not paid; and it so appears, from 
the fact that a certain sum was appropriated—a 
sum not sufficient to cover the claim in all its de- 
tails. There is no reason then, why, under the 
cireumstances, this claim should not be further 
pursued; and the proposition is now only that, 
as there is an uncertainty as to the amount of 
money which ought to have been paid, a provision 
should be made to pay the petitioners such 
amount as they have not been paid, and are enti- 
tled to, to be determined by the Auditor of the 
Treasury Department. If it is referred to him, 
all the evidence in regard to this matter will be 
canvassed. If there is no new evidence, the Au- 
ditor of the Treasury will say then there is no 
claim, and there will be an end of the proceeding. 

What reasonable objection can be urged to this 
course when there is a diversity of opinion in re- 
gard to the matter ? As these men were obstructed 
by the Government in the attempt to save their 
own property, and their materials used to save the 
archives of the Government from destruction, 
they ask that they may be compensated in full, 
and asthey ought to be. There isno reason why 
this opportunity to be heard should not be given 
to them, and that is all that the bill proposes. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I-would like to in- 
quire of the gentleman from Massachusetts, if 
this same evidence, upon which the claim to be 
paid is now asked, was not before Congress in 
1819 and in 1853? 

Mr. HALL. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. FULLER. I recollect something about 
this claim, and members who remain here any 


į length of time well know allsuch claims. I recol- 


lact that in 1853 it was said that these men had 
been paid for their rope and hemp. I suppose 
that, three or four Congresses hence, a claim will | 


passed-a law to pay for the hemp, rope, cordage 
twine, &c., destroyed as alleged. Fe did cae 
admit the full amount of the claim of thirty- 
one thousand and odd dollars; it appropriated 
$19,803 60 for the losses incurred as alleged. In 
‘ebruary, 1853, another act was passed by Con- 
gress for the benefit of these parties, To indem- | 


| 


be brought up for the loss of the use of that prop- 


erty. 

À f have another objection to this bill. If there 
is aclaim against the Government and itis a just 
claim, this is the proper body to specify the sum, 
and to appropriate it, and it should not be referred 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, or to any 


accounting officer of the Treasury. It was precise- 
ly in that way that the Galphin claim got through 
—by referring it to the Secretary of the Treasury 
to settle it according to principles of equity and 
justice. If Congress, acting as a judicial body 
upon this case while the transaction was fresh,and 
the recollection of witnesses fresh, investigated 
the matter and agreed upon the sum to be paid, 
why should it not be res adjudicate, and why 
should Congress be afterwards called upon to 
redpen it? here never will be an end to claims 
against the Government if this course is adopted. 
I recollect that this claim was regarded with great 
doubt in 1853, and the action of Congress then 
was supposed to be an end of it. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. It seems to me that 
this bill ought not to pass. According to the 
report of the committee, we are here called upon 
to review that which the committee which origin- 
ally examined this case thought was a final 
decision. - A dispitte seems to have arisen about 
this price of the rope. The committee which 
originally examined this subject thought that 
a certain deduction should be made; and this 
claim comes before Congress again, upon the 
ground, that that committee made too large a de- 
| duction, and that the prices which the claimants 
had charged originally were fair prices, or prices 
that the goods would, a short time afterwards, 
have brought: Where an invoice has been made 
out of property destroyed, leaving’ the owners 
to put down their own prices, and your com- 
mittee has, in the adjudication of the loss, determ- 
ined the prices, and there has been no successful 
appeal upon the part of the claimants to the Con- 
gress which adjudicated it, it seems to me that it 
is rather too late a day now to come before the 
Congress of the United States, and ask them to 
review and readjust the proper prices which they 
ought to have charged for their losses. 

I am not disposed to criticise the action of 
another Congress, but I must confess my inability 
to perceive the principle upon which the Con- 
gress of 1853 voted to pay these people for the 
rope-walk. The enemy could not have trans- 
ported the rope walk away, though they could 
the goods; and itis a new principle of public law 
to bind the Government to pay for real estate, or 
real chattels, destroyed by the enemy. 

However, they have got back here, and I am 
not now disposed to reopen the case, much less 
to refer it to an Auditor of the Treasury Depart- 
ment to say what, according to the equity of the 
case, is right. This case has been Sead upon 
two occasions by the Congress of the United 
States, and the parties have been compensated 
upon both occasions. They have had full oppor- 
tunity to make themselves heard in full. The 
first time they did present their case in full, and 
it is res adjudicata, so far as Congress is con- 
cerned. ; 

Congress has considered the subject, and adjudi- 
cated upon it; and it seems to re that it is too 
late in the day now to be bringing forward evi- 
dence to attempt to correct prices, especially when 
that correction is to be the correction of an adjudi- 
cation made by Congress. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. If any gentlemen 
have anything further to say against the case I 
should like to hear it. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Iam not in the habit, 
Mr. Chairman, of taking part in such discussions 
as this, and I only rise now for the purpase of 
; calling the attention of the House to the two sev- 
eral acts which Congress has passed for the pur- 
pose of compensating these individuals for the ' 
alleged loss of their property. I fully agree with 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. H. Mar- 
SHALL,] that there ought to be some point of 
| oe against the presentation of claims, when 

they have been once considered and passed upon 
by Congress, especially where they have been 
favorably considered, where a bill has been passed 
for the relief of the parties, and where they have 
| taken the benefit of the act. 
| Now I propose to send up to the Clerk’s table 
| an act passed by Congress in 1819, that it may 
be read for the information of the House, and 
i for the purpose of showing the character of the 
| first act passed for the relief of these parties. 
The bill, approved February 16, 1819, was read. 
| lt authorizes and directs the accounting officers 
iof the Treasury to settle the claim of Daniel 
' Heath and Nathaniel A. Renner, on account of 
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cordage, spun yarn, and hemp, burned in. their || 


rope-walk, by the enemy, in August, 1814, upon 
their exhibiting such proof of the quantity and 
value of said articles as shall be satisfactory to 
said officers, provided that the amount shall not 
exceed the. sum of $19,803. 60. 

Mr. GREENWOOD, Now, Mr. Chairman, 
it seems that heretofore these. parties have had 
some $26,000 paid them under two acts for al- 
leged losses by the burning of. their property in 
1814, and they. now ask a further appropriation 
of $4,000 to pay them for losses for what they 


say no ample compensation has been made. Ij 
the second act, by | 
which it will appear that the fullest latitude has | 
been given to these parties and their represent- i 


propose, now, to send u 


atives to come in and make their proof before the 
Treasury Department, and receive the compen- 
sation they were entitled to on making that proof. 
Itis very évident, as I before remarked, that there 
must be some stopping-point. The matter ought 
to be closed down at some. point or other. If the 
pie think proper to receive under acts which 

ave been passed by Congress for their benefit, 
they ought to be forever stopped and precluded 
from coming in a second or third time and seek- 
ing further compensation for the same property 
and the same character of loss. 

The bill approved February 3, 1853, was read 
by the Clerk. It authorizes and requires the 
Secretary of the Treasury to cause the claim of 
Mary B. Renner, widow of Daniel Renner, de- 
ceased, who was the surviving partner of the 
firm of Renner and Heath—which claim arose 


from the alleged burning of a rope-walk, and of | 


seine tWine therein, by the enemy in August, 
1814, belonging to said firm—to be audited and 
settled on principles of equity and justice, look- 
ing at the evidence theretofore produced before 
Congress or the Lreaory Department, and to 
such evidence as, might be produced, provided 
that the allowance so made shall in no case exceed 
the sum of $6,744.. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Now,sir, it will be seen 
by the reading of this act that the largest latitude 
was given, not only to look at the testimony here- 
tofore produced, but to give the parties the priv- 
ilege of producing additional evidence before the 
Treasury Department, for the purpose of having 
their claim settled. It is true there is a provision 
here which says that the amount shall not exceed 
$6,744. We have to ask ourselves why was it 
that this limit of $6,744 was placed in this bill? I 
take it—and 1 desire the gentleman from Alabama 
to answer that point—that that was the amount 
alleged to be due, as shown from the evidence at 
the time the bill passed. If I am carrect in this 
supposition, I should like the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. Coss,| when he rises to respond to 
me, to tell me why it is that this third claim 
comes in; and whether it arises from having dis- 
covered other testimony in addition to the testi- 
mony heretofore adduced before the committees 
of Congress in 1819 and 1853? I cannot, for the 
life of me, ascertain on what principle these bills 
were passed. J cannot learn it from the report 
itself; and looking at the two acts passed on the 
subject, giving to the parties the widest latitude, 
not only that the Secretary of the ‘Treasury should 
look at the testimony already given, but should 


give the parties liberty to produce additional tes- | 


timony for the purpose of establishing that claim 

before that Department, I hope the gentleman 

from Alabama willbe able to satisfy me that there 

is some justice in asking for this third act to be 
assed for the benefit of these partics. 

Mr. CORB, of Alabama. I hope that, ifI should 
omit alluding to this particular interrogatory of 
the gentleman from Arkansas, he will call my at- 
tention to it, because it is very easily explained. 
When so fair and comprehensive a report has 
been submitted by an intelligent committee, after 
a thorough and practical examination of the testi- 
mony connected with the case, it would lock like 
presumption in me to attempt to make a_case 

Jainer than the committee has made it. But I 

nd that gentlemen are ready to stickle on par- 
ticular things, while they leave untold things 
which ought to be told. 

In regard to this claim it affords me pleasure, 
at all times when I can stand before the American 


Congress and advocate justice and right—when | 


I can stand before the American Congress, and 
let my voice Le heard, and my sentiments be 


! adjudicating this case, 


expressed to the whole.céuntry.. Tam here todo 
justice—not to stickle on particular phraseology, 
or prevent honest claims from being allowed. 
The history of this case has been set forth by 
the committee. They state, in their report, that 
in 1819 the Congress of the United States passed 
an act authorizing the payment of nineteen thou- 
sand-and odd dollars. And what did that Congress 
do? They restricted the amount to nineteen thou- 
sand and odd dollars. They said that they should : 
notbe paid more thanthatamount. And why? The 
principle had not then been established, that this’, 
Governmer®. was bound to pay for property 
destroyed by the enemy, when that destruction: 
has taken place through ‘the fault of the Govern- 
ment. They then undertook to make some cal- 
culation as to the value of the hemp, but they had 
one single particle of evidence upen which to 
predicate their action. They came to the con- 


clusion that, probably, an overcharge had been i| 


made. They had no doubt of the propriety and 
justice of the full value of the hemp being paid 

y the Government; but without evidence as to 
its value, they undertook to limit it to. nineteen | 
thousand dollars. Well, sir, the Department, | 
when they adjudicated the claim, decided that 
more was due these parties, but they could not 
go beyond the limit fixed by the act of Congress. 

In 1852 a bill came down from the Senate, 
making an appropriation for payment of the losses 
incurred by the destruction of the rope-walk. It 
was reported in the House by Judge Daniels, of 
North Carolina; and every gentleman who knows 
anything of the character of that gentleman knows | 
the strict construction which he always applied to 
claims against the Government. But upon this 
occasion he expressed his belief that this full 
amount should be allowed. I advised him to 
offer the amendment; but he said that, if an 
amendment was made, it would send the bill back 
to the Senate again, and, in consideration of the 
lateness of the period of the session,. the bill 
would probably be lost.: He thought, therefore, 
it would be better to allow the bill to pass in the 
shape in which it came from the Senate. and trust 
to the justice of future Congresses for the balance. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Wil the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. COBB. I would rather noj until I have 
finished what I have to say. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to obtain some 
information from the gentleman. 

Mr. COBB. That is precisely what I am en- 
deavoring to furnish. {Laughter.] I hope the 
gentleman will allow me to get through with what 
I have to say, and in the mean time bear in mind 
the question he has to ask me. I say that when 
this bill was first reported, there was not a par- 
ticle of evidence before the committee as to the 
value of the hemp; but when it came up the 
second time, proof was adduced from respectable 
citizens of Washington and Georgetown, as toits 
value. Some of these witnesses are still living, 
and could substantiate the testimony, if any one 
doubts the genuineness of the evidence. 

But, sir, the facts are fully set forth in the report 
of the committee. It is proved that the parties 
made every reasonable effort to remove the hemp— 


that they employed wagons and carts for that |; 


purpose, but they were taken to transport Gen- | 
eral Winder’s army across the Potomac. They 
again procured wagons and carts for that pur- 
pose, but these were also taken from them by the 
Government, for the purpose of removing the 
archives of the Government across the Potomac; 
so that the Government are really indebted to 
these men for the means of saving the public 
archives. ‘The evidence is conclusive, that their 


hemp and twine were destroyed by the action of || 
i the y 
| ine them. Mr. Gales, who was here at the time, 


overnment in preventing them from remov- 


d 


testifies that the British did-not destroy property | 
known to be private, exceptin some cases where 
they burned houses from which shots were fired; | 
showing that this was regarded as public prop- | 


erty. | 
The bill which passed Congress in 1852 passed || 


this House without a solitary objection, on ob- 
jection day, when there were as many to watch 
the proceedings of the House carefully as arenow 
here to watch them. The Department have here- 
tofore gone to the utmost limit of their power in 
but they have been re- 
stricted to the payment of a certain amount 


H 


|i more: will ‘be. paid. 


This bill proposes also’ to: leave it'to the officers 
of the Treasury.to adjudicate it: If the: bill 
| passes, it must undergo the ordeal of an’ exam- 
ination by Mr. Whittlesey,: the Gomptroller:.of 
the Treasury, and ‘if itis found that: all has been 
| paid that justice to the parties: requires, nothing 
i aid. 'Fhis bill also’ mits the. 
amount to be paid, if anything-is found due, and 
it further provides that this ‘shall be ‘considered. 
as.a final adjudication of -the-matter,: There aré’ 
no newitems now submitted—nothing which was 
not originally. laid: before Congress... The’ only: 
provision which the bill makes is for correcting’ 
an adjudication made by: Congress’ when ‘they 
had no evidence before them’ upon which to base 
| their decision, as to the. amount ‘which ought 
properly and legitimately to’ be. allowed. Was 
there any other point of*inquiry made by the 
gentleman from:Arkansas?) = 0.00. - r 
Mr. GREENWOOD. I wish`to call the’atten-' 
| tion of the gentleman to the fact, that Congress 
| have already adjudicated. upon this subject, and: 
to ask him why they rejected ten or twelve thoa- 
sand dollarsof the claim? ©. => ane PY 

Mr. COBB... I have already answered that 
question, and the report of the Senate committee” 
upon the subject explains the matter fally. * 

Mr. GREENWOOD. T understood’ he gen- 
tleman to refer to witnesses living in Washington 
and Georgetown. Isit proposed that they:shall 
| be called to give evidence upon the subject?’ 

Mr. COBB. They have already testified upon: 
the subject. What Í said was, that‘one of them 
was still living in Georgetown, and could be: 
called to substantiate the evidence given, if any- 
body doubted it. - i AES T E 

Mr. GREENWOOD. ‘Was the testimony: 
taken when the second. bill-passéd, or hag it been 
taken since, before the officers of the Treasury 
Department? s ete eono 

Mr. COBB. It was theact of 1853 -that author- 
ized payment for the rope-walk, and other build- 
| ings- which were destroyed. Twenty per cent. 
was deducted, arbitrarily, from the amount: that: 
| was allowed for the hemp. The committée had 
| no evidence of the value of the hemp. ‘Twenty 
| per cent, was deducted for the removal, and pro- 
| bable overcharge. i ; e 
Mr. GREENWOOD. 
| assume the value of the property without 
| mony:to the fact? oa st ae 

Mr. COBB. That was in 1819; when there was - 
no evidence at all. I hope that I am understood 
| I will recapitulate. In 1819 the price of hemp 
was assumed to be so much. ' There was no 
| evidence as to the value of that article. The" 
price assumed was twenty percent. too low.: The” 
| deduction was arbitrary. Patra 

Now, Mr. Chairman, are this House unwilling 
that this matter shall go to ‘the Secretary of the’ 
Treasury for adjudication? Are they ‘unwilling! 
to pay these claimants what may be: found due 
them? Is there an individual here who is willing’: 
to withhold from the widow and orphan whatis 
due them, and out of which they have been kept ™ 
so long? For this money which they ask they 
| have suffered bankruptcy. All their propert 
| was swept away to pay for this very hemp which 
was purchased to make rope for the Government, » 
The fact is on record, that all the.clainiants’ 
property was seized and sold under a writ of 
execution. TIN: AIEEE 

The question is this: Will the committee alow: 
the Department to adjudica Are: 
gentlemen willing to let that Department say 
| whether anything is due to. these: parties? Js- 
| there any man here with so small a soulas to- 
refuse this modicum of justice? I think not.’ 
My friend from Tennessee knows that the bill: 

assed in 1852-53 without a single. objection. 

Yow, it is said to bea pone case; that it is: 
another Galphin claim. was here when that 
Galphin claim was passed. I voted against it. It- 
taught me a lesson never to votesfor any bill that... 
does not fix acertain sum... This. bill says that 
the amount shall not exceed. $4,000. 

I will say a word in reference to the transpor- 
| tation of the property. It is in evidence from 
| Georgetown merchants that two dollars per ton 
| was ample compensation for carrying the prop: 
| erty out of the way of the enemy.. The mer- 
| chants who prove this are the most reputable of 
| their class. But we have deducted four dollars 
ithe ton We have said that the claimants shall 


Did the committee 
testi- 
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not.be paid exceeding a certain amount. T shall 
not further tax the patience of the House. I 
investigated the case at the instance of Judge 
Daniels, and we both came to the conclusion that 
the claim was just, and ought to be paid. In 
1853, the claim was recognized to be so eminently 
just that it was allowed to be reported out of its 
order, and without objection ‘put on its. passage. 

-Mr.McMULLIN. Why did the Government 
pay for these buildings? It was expressly on 
the ground that the British had destroyed them 
under the belief that they were Government prop- 
erty. 

Mr. COBB. Government stores were in thems 

Mr. MeMULLIN. The buildings were de- 
stroyed.. .It was found out that they were not 
Government property, and Congress passed an 
appropriation in 1853 to indemnify the parties for 
the loss. In 1819 they were paid for the hemp, 
rope, &c., that were destroyed. Not satisfied 
with the liberality of the Government in paying 
for this property, which it was not bound in 
equity, honor, or justice, to pay for, they come 
here again with a new claim. 

Mr. COBB. During the second Congress 
after the appropriation of nineteen thousand and 
odd dollars was made, the claim was renewed, 
and was continued until the death of the parties. 
They left behind them widows and children. The 
matter was allowed to sleep until 1852. By the 
action of the Government they remained in pov- 
erty for thirty odd years, i 

Mr. McMULLIN. If my recollection serves 
me, we were appealed to to pay for this property 
in 1852, on the ground that it was withholding 
from the widow and orphan what was rightfully 
due to them. We paid for property that was 
burned down by the enemy under the belief that 
it belonged to the Government. We have paid 
for all the materialsand manufactured article and 
the property, and yet they are not satisfied. Be- 
cause we do not vote for this claim, the gentle- 
man from Alabama takes the measure of our 
souls. 

Mr. COBB. Itake that back. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Let gentlemen revert to 
the facts of the case, and say whether, in jus- 
tice to their constituents, they can pass this bill, 
though it is for widows and orphans? ‘Will gen- 
tlemen squander the public money on claims with- 
out justice or equity? I will not, if others do. 
My vote will be against the bill. 

. LETCHER obtained the floor, but yielded 
to— 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the committee rise, with a view to an 
early adjournment. It is known to the Honse 
that Mr. Curran, for many years chief of the 
corps of official reporters for this House, died at 
his residence in this city yesterday morning. 
His funeral will take place this evening; and to 
allow the reporters and his friends here to attend 
it, I move that the committee rise. 

_Mr. COBB. Let this bill be passed before we 
rise. 

Mr. LETCHER. I intend to make a speech 
on the bill. I yield for the motion to rise. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Ernerwaeer reported that 
the Committee of the Whole Elouse had, accord- 


ing to order, had the Private Calendar under con- | 
sideration, and particularly a bill for the relief | 


of West Drinkwater, and others, and had di- 
rected him to report the same back without 
amendment, and with a recommendation that it 
do pass; and that it had also under consideration 
a bill for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of Danicl Renner and Nathaniel H. 
Heath, and had come to no resolutions thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Jones, of Tennes- 


see, (at three o’clock, p. m.,) the House adjourned f 


until Monday at twelve o’clock, m. 
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The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
y Rev. Dr. E. W. Senon, of Tennessee. 


TheJournal ofSaturday was read and approved. 
Pending the reading of the Journal, 


b 


Mr, COBB, of Alabama, said: The Journal |i in 


z i 
Prayer || 


i 
i 
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| 
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contains some ten pages, and is but a rehearsal of 
the private bills, which were reported on Satur- 
day. I propose, if there is no objection, that the 
farther reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 


Mr. MATTESON. I object: 
The Clerk proceeded with the reading, but was 
interrupted by 


t 7 

Mr. MATTESON, who withdrew further ob- 
jection, as his only object was to give time for a 
quorum to assemble. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
Journal be read. 

The Clerk then concluded the reading of the 
Journal 

The SPEAKER stated that the first business 
in order was the call of the States for resolutions, 
and that resolutions were in order from the State 
of Maine. 


NEBRASKA CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 


Mr. WATSON. I desire now to call up the ! 
contested-election case from Nebraska. 

Several members addressed Mr. WATSON, re- 
questing him to yield the floor. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Task the gentleman from 
Ohio to yield me the floor for a single moment 
merely. 

Mr. WATSON. I should be glad to do so, 
but several gentlemen are applying to me to yield 
the floor, and if I do yield it to one I must to 
others, and I shall do nothing at all to-day. 

Mr. MATTESON. I rise to a question of |! 
order. It is, whether the gentleman can, to-day 
being resolution day, call up that.case at all. 

The SPEAKER. The case referred to by the 
gentleman from Ohio is a privileged report, re- 
lating to the right of a member to his seat. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask my col- 
league to allow me to introduce a resolution 
changing the hour of meeting from twelve to 
eleven o’clock, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Take up the 
resolution fixing the day of adjournment first. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I am addressing my col- 
league, and not the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. WATSON. I would gladly accommodate 
my colleague, but if I yield the floor now I see 
that the day is gone entirely. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Iam satisfied that if the | 
gentleman from Ohio will hear my proposition 
he will have no objection to yicld me the floor. 

Mr. WATSON. I have no doubt that I should 
‘be willing to yield the floor to many members of 
the House, so far as their object is concerned; 
but if 1 yield the floor now I shall lose the day. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. Irise to a question of 
privilege. ‘There is a motion pending to recon- 
sider the vote by which a bill was referred to a 
committee, and I ask the Chair whether that 
motion is not first in order? 

The SPEAKER. It cannot supersede the 

question of privilege called up by the gentleman 
from Ohio. 
_ Mr. WASHIBURNE, of Illinois. I desire to 
inquire of the Chair whether a motion to suspend 
the rules would not override the proposition called ! 
up by the gentleman from Ohio? 

The SPEAKER. It would; but the gentleman 
from Illinois cannot take the floor from the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to submit such a motion. 

Mr, WASHBURNE. Then l appeal to the 
gentleman from Ohio, as this is the only day on 
which we can move to suspend the rules, to yield 
for that purpose. | 

Mr. HOUSTON, I object to all debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
declines to yield, and debate is not in order. 

„Mr. WATSON. I have too many chances to || 
yield the floor to accommodate any one of the || 
gentlemen. i 

Mr. FLORENCE. I must depart from my | 
usual good nature, and shall have to object to | 
anything out of order. 

Mr. WATSON. I want now to dispose of | 
the contested-election case from Nebraska; and | 
I ask that the resolutions reported by the com- |i 
mittee be. read. 

They were read, and are as follows: 

_ Resolved, That Bird B. Chapman is not entitled to a seat | 
in this body es Delezate from the "Cerritory of Nebraska. f 


Resolved, That Hiram P. Bennet is entitled to a seat in 


this body as such Delegate, 


I ask that the 


Mr. WATSON. A portion of the questions 
this case arise upon the election laws of the 


Territory of Nebraska, and involve a conformity 
or non-conformity with the statutory. provisions 
of that Territory. There is another question, 
which goes to the competency and eligibility of 

ortion of the voters who voted at that election. 
The question which relates to conformity to the 
statute involves the votes of three counties; and 
that which relates to the question of the eligibility 
or qualification of voters, relates to the two coun- 
ties of Richardson and Pawnee. The election 
itself, the contest itself, presents to my mind what 
is a very singular state of facts. A body of men, 
calling themselves territorial. canvassers, have 
seen fit to reject, and refuse to count, the votes of 
one half the counties in the Territory; they have 
seen fit to reject nearly one half of the voters of 
the Territory. If this was in conformity to law, 
then there is no remedy for it; but we ought to 
hesitate long—we.ought to be well convinced that 
we are compelled to reach the conclusion which 
they came to, before we summarily reject and 
disfranchise nearly one half of the voters of that 
Territory. 

Now, the grounds upon which the votes of 
those counties have been rejected, I will state 
briefly to the House; and I will state briefly why 
a majority of the Committee of Elections have 
been unable to concur with those canvassers. 
The vote of the county of Oteo is first rejected, 
for the reason that the returning officers of the 
county did not make their returns in conformity 
with the statute of the Territory. There is some 
degree of conflict, and some degree of repug- 
nance, in the statutes of the Territory, which, 
in the beginning of the consideration of this 
question, we should understand. There is a 
territorial act relating to elections, and an act 
relating to the taking of the census and other 
matters; one of which, as I learn in the history 
of those acts, originated in the Council, and the 
other in the House of Delegates. Those acts 
passed each other in their passage from the 
Council to the House, and from the House to the 
Council, and each House agreed to the act passed 
by the other branch of the Territorial Assembly. 

Now, between them there is some little conflict 
and repugnance. By the act in relation to elec- 
tions, 1t is made the duty of the precinct judges 
at the polls of the election to canvass or count 
the votes—for these two terms are used as synon- 
ymous in the statute. After the votes have been 
counted, the judges certify one of the poll-books, 
and put upon it a certificate which is set out in 
the act, and this is returned to the county register, 
After it goes into that office it is an office paper, 
and it remains there upon record. He calls in 
the probate judge and householders. These 
votes, after they get into the hands of those ofi- 
cers, are consolidated, and the ordinary usual 
form of abstract—designating, of course, each pre~ 
cinct and the number of votes cast for each officer 
—is made and sent to the secretary of the Terri- 
tory. After all these abstracts come into his office 
he calls to his aid the other territorial officers, 
and here again these abstracts are canvassed or 
counted—for there is no difference in the election 
law, as I understand it, between a canvass and a 
count. The results of this canvass or count are 
communicated to the Governor, and he gives the 
certificates to the State officers. 

In this county of Otoe the precinct returns were 
sent up to the county register. He, instead of 
retaining these returns, forwarded them to the 
office of the secretary of the Territory, and when 
the territorial canvassers came to count these 
votes, they rejected them as irregular. Itis not 


| pretended that there was any fraud in the election. 


It is not pretended that the voters were notlegally 
entitled to vote under the territorial law. [tis 


| not pretended that there is any objection to that 


county, save and except that these precinct re- 
turns were forwarded to the secretary of the 
Territory, instead of the abstract only being sent. 
Now, I hold that this question is easy of solu- 
tion. Whatis this abstract? Itisnothing more 
than the certificate of these householders and 
probate judge, that A B and © D reccived a 
given number of votes cach for certain offices. 
‘Phere is no authentication about it. They have 
no power to correcta single precinct return. They 
have no right to revise. They attest nothing. 
They simply attest their own count; and their own 
count is evidence of nothing but of the fact that 
certain papers are in the office, and that these 
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certain papers foot up a certain result: Now I 
holdthat,in so far as the evidence before these ter- 
ritorial canvassers is concerned, it was better on 
these original papers than it would have been on 
their certificate. These men might err. They 
are, like the rest of us, liable to err. Their count 
might have been incorréct—their returns imper- 
fect, subject to all the contingencies to which these 
matters are liable. But when the original precinct 
returns are sent up, the canvassers have then the 
best evidence that can be given to them of the re- 
sult of the election in the precinct. The certifi- 
cate of the probate judge and householders only 
shows that such papers are in the office. 

How, then, for reasons of this kind, are we 
justified in rejecting the vote of Otoe county? I 
think that the reason should be urgent—that it 
should be conclusive, and that the law should be 
imperative before we take the liberty of disfran- 
chising the precinct or county. ‘Therefore, we 
dissent from these territorial canvassers. We 
could not, under our view-of duty, do otherwise 
than count the vote of this county. 

Now, in the county of Dacotah, which is the 
county whose vote was rejected, the objection 
is the same. There is, however, in reference to 
this county, another objection which may have 
been urged, and which we did not see fit to re- 
gard. Allof the objections in regard to Dacotah, 
thus far, are the same asin regard to Otoe, There 
is, however, this difference between the two 
counties: The vote of this county, I believe, 
numbered twenty-five, and that vote was unani- 
mously in favor of the sitting member. The 
Governor, in issuing his proclamation designat- 
ing the place of election in that county, fixed 
Dacotah city; and no election was held at the 
designated point, but at Omaha Creek, some 
miles distant. We, however, regarding the 
irregularities which always will get into the pro- 
ceedings of a new Territory, did not see fit, for 
that reason, to reject the vote, but counted it in 
the general tally. 

"The third county whose vote has been rejected, 
is that of Washington. There was this irregu- 
larity there, that in two of the precincts—the 
precinct of De Soto and of Cumning—the judges 
did not send up the regala poll-books to the 
register of the county. We have evidence before 
ua that they kept the poll-books. That point 
is established. ‘They deposited their poll-books 
with one of the judges, in conformity wtth 
the statute, but the other was not sent to the 
county register. They did, however, send up į 
their ‘certificate, which should have accompa- 
nied the tally-sheet from the precinct of De Soto. 
For the other precinct, they sent up their certif- 
icate with the tally-sheet. In that county the 
probate judge and householders canvassed these | 
certificates and tally-sheet. They certified to 
their abstract, so that that part of the statute 
was complied with. That abstract was duly for- 
warded to the office of the secretary of the Terri- 
tory. Now, had these men stopped here, there 
could not have been any reasonable pretext, on the 
part of the territorial canvassers, for refusing to 
canvass the votes of this county; and I must say 
that I am not able to see why they did not can- 
vass the votes of every county. 

But these men added to the certificate what I 
hold to be, and what I think every legal man in | 
this body will hold to be,surplusage. The regis- 
ter states that there were no poll-books returned 
ed from De Soto and none from Cumming City; 
but that in one case there was a certificate, and 
in the other there was a tally-sheet. Now I hold 
that this formed legitimately no part of their duty. 
The county register, on receiving them, might 
have laid them before the county canvassers— 
the probate judge, and the householders, but 
there his duty stopped, and anything beyond that 
was an act of supererogation. Then the probate 
judges and householders might have refused to 
count, but in the refusal they would have had to 
strike down the election of the entire county, or | 
they might have notified the officers to send up | 
the’ poll-books, But having taken them, and 
counted them, and examined them, then no fur- 
ther duty devolved upon them but to make their 
certificate, and make it in conformity to law, and 
then their duty ceased. Anything done beyond 
that was done beyond the legal requirements, 


and is surplusage. For that reason we have re- 
fused to regard anything in this certificate save | 


and except its legitimate legal substance, and that 
is, that so many votes were given in the different 
precincts for certain officers. If there had been the 
slightestevidence that there had been any illegality 
or any fraud, or that any wrong had been done, 
we would not have hesitated to consider it asa 
matter of substance. But when the law requires 
that in every election precinct the poll-book shall 
be deposited with the county clerk, should the fact 
of a non-conformity to the law upon the part of 
the officers in depositing the poll-books with the 
county officers operate to disfranchise a county, 
or a precinct, or even a single individual? e 
have, therefore, agreed to admit the abstract re- 
turned by the proper officers in each of these pre- 
cincts. 

Then, sir, in regard to the counties of Richard- 
son and Pawnee, it is alleged that there were some 
irregularities. It is alleged that persons were 
allowed to vote who were not entitled to vote 
according to the laws of the land. Both these 
counties were regarded as one for the purposes 
of the election; but the objection is raised, that in 
the county of Pawnee, the election, instead of 
being held at Pawnee City, was held at the house 
of aman by the name of Abrams, several miles 
from that place. Now, sir, of this fact there is 
no legal evidence. The case, as laid before the 
committee, does not present any regular legal 
evidence that this election was not held at Pawnee 
City; and upon that ground alone I should hesi- 
tate long before I should reject the vote of this 
county. But the law does not provide that the 
election in that county shall be held at Pawnee 
City. It simply provides that the Governor of 
the Territory shall designate the place. The law 
also provides that the probate judges shallport 
up notices in every precinct at least thirty days 
before a general election, and at least ten days 
before a special election. By another statute, it 
is provided, that where a county is unorganized it 
shall be attached to an adjoining county.’ At the 
time this election was held, the county of Pawnee 
was unorganized, and for the purposes of the 
election it was attached to the county of Rich- 
ardson. For all purposes, therefore, as far as the 
election was concerned, it was practically a blank. 
Tt was made a part and parcel of the county of 
Richardson. ‘Then, if the election was held at 
any place in the county of Richardson, it was a 
valid election. 

Another objection was raised that the judge of 
probate, at the precinct of Archer, refused to 
give notice of the election, under the supposition 
that it was upon an Indian reservation. It was 
subsequently ascertained, however, that it was 
not, and the people assembled, appointed their 
own judges, and held an election. It is claimed 
that this precinct, at all events, must be rejected, 
for the reason that the probate judge did not give 
any notice. I hold the matter to be very clear 
that the provisions in relation to the notice of the 
appointment of officers, and all such things, are 
merely directory. None of them are matiers of 
substance; not one of them confers a right on the 
voter. The voter receives his right from a higher 
source. Every man coming within the descrip- 
tion of the public law is a voter. 

In proof, every man is a voter, unless: he is ! 
legally disqualified by some provision of law. | 
The function of the fundamental law is to qualify | 


and limit the right of suffrage, and, unless a cer- | 
tain class of persons shall come within that limit- 
ation, and be excluded by positive law, they are 
all voters. The law does not confer the right to 
vote; that right comes with our manhood, our 
intelligence, and the relation we hold to the State. | 
We all have it, unless the law places on it a lim- 
itation which excludes us. Then, sir, to say that | 
subordinate officers and probate judges have 
higher functions 
they have power to disfranchise a whole county— 
isto give a construction to the law which we are | 
not willing to give it. How easy it would be, | 
under that construction, for probate judges to de- | 
feat the whole purpose of the Government? How | 
easy to revolutionize the politics of the Territory? 
How easy to have a Legislature elected that would | 
frame a code of laws to suit their own private | 
opinions, in disregard of public sentiment, by re- | 
fasing to give notice in a few of the important | 
counties? Will gentlemen say that these subor- i 
dinate officers hold the rights of whole counties | 
in the hollow of their hands, and that they may t 


than merely to give notice—that || 


| apply it to any organized Territor 


make or unmake officers, enfranchise or disfran- 
chise whole communities ? .Itmattersnot whéth- 
er the officer gave notice— it wasa matter merel: 
directory. The people had the power in their 
own hands, and when they. held their election, 
the act was theirs in the capacity of citizens and ` 
freemen; and unless there is some wrong done, 
their voice must be heard—it must be regarded, © 
and their vote must be counted. ee 
There is another question involved in relation 
to the county of Richardson, which I will briefly 
notice. Itis claimed that some nineteen ortwenty 
—the evidence is not clear as to the actual num- 
ber—residents of an Indian resérvation voted. in 
this election; and that. they were not entitled. to 
vote. This reservation is made by the tenth ar- 
ticle of a treaty concluded on the 15th day of July, 
A. D., 1830, with the Otoes, Omahas, Torras, 
Yancton and Santee bands of the Sioux, which 
tenth article is in the following words: 
_ The Omahas, Iowas, and Otoes, for themselves, and 
in behalf of the Yancton and Santee bands of the Sioux, 
having earnestly requested that they might be permitted to 
make some provisions for their half-breeds, and partic- 
ularly that they might bestow upon them the tract of coun- 
try within the following limits, [here follows a description 
of the boundaries,} it is agreed that the half-breeds of, said 
tribes and bands shall be suffered to occupy said tract of 
land, holding it in the same manner and by the same title 
that other [ndian titles are held; but the President of the 
United States may hereafter assign to any of the said half- 
breeds, to be held by him or them in fee-simple, any portion 
or tract not excceding a section of six hundred and forty 
acres to each individual.” 


Now, I understand this matter of. Indian title 
to be a very simple one. They hold under this 
article of the treaty in common, until the land is 
assigned to them in severalty. There is no treaty 
with the half-breeds; the treaty is with these 
bands of the Soux. There is no nationality in 
one of theoccupants. He and the others occupy 
in common, no one having a separate estate, but 
all holding under the ordinary Indian title. ‘This 
is a matter in fee; it passes to them and their 
heirs. There is this only in Indian titles to dis- 
tinguish them from others; the parties have not 
the power to sell without the permission of the 
Government. They have a fee in the land, with 
no power to sell without the permission of Gov- 
ernment. ‘They cannot sell to other nations; 
they cannot sell to individuals. That is the only 
limitation. They are merely landed proprietors, 
and hold in common subject to the right of the 
President, when he may see fit, for any reason, 
to assign them tracts in severalty ;and when those 
tracts are assigned to them in severalty, they hold, 
and may dispose of them, as property is generally 
held and disposed of. 

How, then, can it be that persons who occupy 
that land are not entitled to vote? These persons 
cannot sell their lands, but they can permit men 
to occupy them. They can lease them and per- 
mit them to be farmed. The only limitation is 
that the Government holds over their heads a 
preémption, and the Government will not permit 
them to convey their lands in fee-simple; but they 
have a right to occupy them by themselves or by 
their tenants. Now, I cannot see any valid rea- 
son why persons occupying those lands should 
not be permitted to vote. Itis claimed thatunder 
the act of 1834, regulating intercourse with the 
Indians, they are excluded from voting, But 
there is no provision of that kind in the act. You 
have got to interpolate not only words, but sub- 
stance in that act, to exclude them. And it 
requires a violent construction of that act to 

y for at the 
time of its passage it was expressiy excluded, 
in its operation, from the Territory of Arkansas, 
and from cvey Territory and State government 
then within the United States. It was contem- 
plated in that act that only the lands in the unor- 
ganized portion of the Government should be 
regulated by it. Itis true that it gives the Indian 
agents,.the officers of the Government of the 
United States, the power to expel persons who 
settle upon the Indian lands, and the act was de- 
signed to protect thè Indians against trespassers; 
but there is no provision which attaches any such 
severe penalty as the loss of suffrage upon a man 
thus trespassing. : 

Mr. J EWETTI. Will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question? . 

Mr. WATSON. Certainly. l 

Mr. JEWETT. I would ask the gentleman 
from Ohio if he recollects of any sale ever having 
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been.made, by the sanction of the Executive of. 
the United States, by thè half-breéed Indians on 
this reserved land? f 

Mr. WATSON: On this reserve? 

Mr. JEWETT. On their reserved lands. The 
question is, does the gentleman know of any sale 
having been made under the treaty which the. ji 
gentleman has read? 

Mr. WATSON.” I will answer the gentleman, 
that. there was a half-breed tract lying upon the 
Mississippi river, in the State of Iowa, that they 
did sell. 

Mr. JEWETT. The gentleman, does not an- 
swer the question. The question was confined 
to the Territory of Nebraska. . 

Mr. WATSON. I know of no sales having 
been made in the Territory of Nebraska; nor do 
I suppose that it would have been competent to 
make a sale on the part of the Indians, unless em- 
powered by the President of the United States to 
do so. Lsuppose that the Government, until par- 
tition is: made, held’ the right of preémption to 
those lands. ` 

But admit these people to have been trespassers: 
yet this was in the Territory of Nebraska. The 
lands formed a part of the Territory, and there 
is.no act, or any part of any act, that I can find, 
which excludes it. from the Territory of Ne- 
braska. Being there, then, these people were 
inhabitants of the Territory, within the meaning 
of thé law; and when they became inhabitants, 
all the rights and all the privileges of inhabitants 
of that Territory attached to them; and, admit- 
ting them to have been trespassers, they did not 
forfeit their rights as inhabitants. 

Suppose any one of us had owned this tract, 
and had owned it by purchase or by grant from 
the Government: we would have owned it in fee- 
simple; and the only difference between the sup- 

osed case and the other is, that our estate would 
bave been a little higher than that of the Indians, 
and our right a little more perfect, and we could 
have sold and disposed of it. If any man went 
and settled upon lands thus situated, he would 
be a trespasser, and though the Indian agent or 
United States marshal could not go and expel 
him, yet you, L, or the owner, could do so before 
a justice of the peace, and call in the aid of the 
constable, because we could resort to the sum- 
mary remedy of forcible entry and detainer. In 
either case he is a trespasser, and in the one 
ease the minister of the law would expel him, 
after judgment obtained before a secondary tri- 
bunal, and in the other the officers of the United 
States could expel him upon sight. But he loses 
in the one case as much as in the other. If you, 
for that reason, exclude from voting every man 
in the Territory. of Nebraska who is a tres- 

asser, you will exclude a great portion of the 
inhabitants of the Territory. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I would ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio whether the authorities of the 
Territory of Nebraska exercise any civil juris- 
diction over that reserve ? 

Mr. WATSON. I will say to the gentleman 
from Arkansas that I have understood, though it 
does not appear in the case, that they have. ‘Uhey 
have granted a ferry charter. I understand that 
all similar reserves have jurisdiction exercised 
overthem by the States, or by the Territories, in 
which they lie. The section of country where I | 
live is dotted all around with reserves. “We have 
a reserve, in behalf of the Wyandots, eighteen 
by twelve miles in width, 
out by express treaty with themas a nation; and | 
our State has always exercised jurisdiction there, 
rendered judgment, sent out executions, collected 
them, and punished for crimes committed by the 
Wryandots themselves. There are several other 
reserves resembling this—some small ones granted 
to families. There is a section there granted to | 
a family of the name of McCulloch; there is 
another granted to another family; and another 
to a boy known as the Cherokee boy. There 
are a number of these reservations—some larger, 
and some smaller—and the State has always ex- 
ercised jurisdiction over them. In respect to this | 
reservation in behalf of the half-breeds of Iowa, 
there never was, as I am informed, any doubt || 
about the exercise of jurisdiction in the Territory 
prior to its organization as a State; and the State 

zovernment has always exercised jurisdiction. 
do not see how you canexclude it.” You fix the 


| organized asa State or Territory; and they are | 


It was a reserve laid |! 


|, dian tribes shall be first given. 


jand the language is too precise to be without |! 


clause excluding: these reservations from your i 
jurisdiction? If the States or Territories do not. | 
exercise jurisdiction, where is the power? ‘These 
occupants have no sovereignty; they. are not 


no more. a sovereignty than are A. B, © D, or 
E F, by name. A grant of land does, not neces- 
sarily carry sovereignty with it. The right of 
empire must lie in that Territory. There is no 
place else where it can be deposited, It was. in 
the General Government until thè territorial or- 
ganization, and then it was transferred to the 
territorial authorities; and unless it is deposited 
there, there is no such thing as the right of sov- 
ereignty in it. 

Mr. STEPHENS. In the bill organizing Kan- 
sas and Nebraska Territories, jurisdiction over 
these Indian reservations was expressly excluded. 

Mr. WATSON. Have you got the act there? 

Mr. STEPHENS. Ihavenot. All the trea- 
ties made by the Government with. the Indians 
were to be kept strictly in force, and nothing in 
these bills gave any jurisdiction inconsistent with 
the treaty, or with the. rights of the Indians. 
That is my recollection. As to the jurisdiction 
of Ohio over the Wyandots, I know nothing of 
that; but I do remember very well, that a serious 
difficulty arosa in my own State—Georgia—when 
she attempted to extend her jurisdiction over In- 
dian tribes. It was a question for the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and that court decided 
that Georgia had no right to extend jurisdiction 
over these tribes. I will here express no opinion 
upon that point. Georgia did retain her jurisdic- 
tion in criminal matters over these Indian tribes, 
and soon afterwards they were removed. 

In answer to the gentleman from Kentucky, I 
will state that, as far as I can see, the territorial 
authorities have abstained from all jurisdiction 
over these Indian reservations. They did not 
even embrace them in the census returns. In the 
census papers, directions were issued that the 
residents on these Indian reservations were not 
to, be included, and some who were included 
claimed their privileges, and refused to pay taxes 
to the territorial authorities. 

Mr. WATSON. Whether they be recognized 


ties—-whether they be required to perform the 
duties of good citizens or not—does not, I take 
it, settle this question, It is one of plain law, 
and whether the territorial officers did or did not 
perform their duty, docs not affect the construc- | 
tion which we are to give these laws. I do not 
know of any act that has been exercised there, 
| with the exception of granting this ferry charter, | 
and that I only have from information. Ido not 

profess to be well informed in regard to this, nor | 
do I think it touches the question, cither one way 

or the other. lt is true, however, ag I under- 

stand it, thata portion of these votes were counted, 

They were all counted for members, both of the 

Council and of the House. 

Now I will call the attention of the House to 
the provision in the Kansas-Nebraska act which 
the gentleman speaks of, for it forms one of the 
points. of the case—and was, as I learn, the 
history of the case—originally the ground öf ex- 
clusion. It provides: 

“That nothing in this act contained shall be construed 
to impair the rights of person or property now pertaining 
to the Indians in said Territory, so long as such rights shall 
remain unextinguisbed by treaty between the United States 
and such Indians, or to include any territory which, by 
treaty with any Indian tribes, is not, without the consent of 


said tribes, to be included within the territorial limits or 
Jurisdiction of the State or Territory.” 


Mr. STEPHENS. That is the section I re- 
ferred to; and there every Indian reservation is 
expressly excluded, unless the consent of the In- 


Mr. WATSON, 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Then read it again. 

Mr. WATSON, (reading:) 
—“‘or to include any territory which, by treaty with any 


Indian tribes, is not, without the consent of said tribes, to 


be included within the territorial limits or jurisdiction’ of 
the State or Territory.” i 


Now, this refers to one class of reservations, 


I do not so understand it, 


or not, Mr. Speaker, by the territorial authori- | 


meaning. If there be a reservation there which, 


i by the provisions of the treaty, the Government i 


boundaries of your Territories, and where is the | 
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| has bound itself not to include in any State or | 


Territory, then such reservation is excluded from || 


the territorial limits... What is the necessary in- 
ference? That all other reservations are included. 
That was the meaning of the act, and the inten- 
tion of the law-making. power, that every kind 
of reservation should be included save this one 
class. 

Then there can be nothing in this act, there 
can be. nothing in the act of 1834, there can. be 
nothing inthe legal relations of the parties, either 
to the community or to each other, which could 
exclude these persons.. They are inhabitants of 
the Territory—trespassers if you please, crim- 
inals if you. please; sbut yet, until they are con- 
victed of an infamots crime which would deprive 
them of the right of suffrage, they can come there 
and exercise that right. A man may be there 
dealing in contraband goods with the Indians. 
He may be there keeping a gambling-house. He 
may be violating law and good morals; but still 
he has not forfeited his right to vote. He is an 
inhabitant of the Territory; has been there the 
time required by law, and has a right to claim his 
suffrage as a part of his manhood; and no party 
can exclude him from the exercise of that right 
until he shall have lost it by conviction for an 
infamous offense. 

For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, we have 
deemed it proper to count these votes; and on the 
whole count there is no controversy as to who 
has the majority. The count gives to the cons . 
testant a majority, small, it is true, but a clear 
onc—an undisputed one—a majority of thirteen, 
Under that state of the vote, how we could ex- 
clude him from taking his seat here as rightfully 
as the rest of us, I cannot tell. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I have risen to ask the 
general consent of the House to take up the joint 
resolution of the Senate fixing a day for final’ 
adjournment. I hope there will be no objection, 
Ifthere is, I shall move a suspension of the rules. 
I think it is time to take some action upon that 
resolution. 

Mr. SAGE. Lobject. . 

Mr: CLINGMAN. I move tò suspend. the 
rules. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will ask the gentleman 
from North Carolina if itis his intention to take 
the resolution up and dispose of it in its present 


| shape, or to amend it by fixing some day in the 


future such as the House shall sco fit to determ- 
ine on? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. My object is to allow the 
resolution to come up, and then there will be, 
I suppose, two or three propositions to fix differ- 
ent days: They can all be voted on, and if none 
of them are agreed on, no harm will be done. 

Mr. ALLISON, The chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means [ see is absent. I 


| think it was his intention to make some remarks 


upon this resolution when it came up. I hope, 
therefore, the gentleman from North Carolina 
will not press his motion at this time. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If the resolution comes 
up there will be an opportunity for the gentleman 
from Ohio to make any proposition he may have 
to make. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The appropriation bills are 
all special orders. 

Mr. HAVEN demanded the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on Mr. Cuineman’s 
motion; and there were—yeas 107, nays 57; as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bing- 
ham, Bliss, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, Burnett, Cadwal- 
ader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Chaffee, 
Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clingman, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Comins, Cox, Cragin, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, 
Davidson, De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, Edwards, 
Kiliott, Etheridge, Florence, Poster, Giddings, Goode, 
Granger, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Harlan, Thomas Ly 
Harris, Haven, Valentine. B. Horton, Houston, Jewett, - 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Knight, 
Knox, Lake, Leiter, Leteher, Lumpkin, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Maxwell, McCarty, MeMullin, McQueen, Mea- 
cham, Smith Miller, Moore, Morgan, Mott, Murray, Nich- 
ols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Packer, Peck, Phelps, Porter, 
Powell, Pringle, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ricaud, Ritchie, 
Rivers, Rufin, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, 
Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Tay- 
lor, Todd, ‘Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Wade, Warner, 
Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Wil- 
liams, Wood, Daniel B. Wright, and Jolin Y. Wright—167. 


NAYS—Mesers. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henty. 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bradshaw, Lewis D. Camp 
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bell, Clawson, Colfax, Cumback, Damrell, Dean, Denver, 
Dunn, Durfee, Emrie, Evans, Robert B. ‘Hall, Thomas R. 
Horton, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knowlton, Matteson, Killian 
Miller, Millson, Morrill, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Purviance, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, William R. Smith, Stran- 
ahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Trafton, Wakeman, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Watson, Wells, Whitney, and Wood- 
worth—o7. i 

So (two thirds not having voted in the affirma- 


tive) the rules were not suspended. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. CRAWFORD stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Coss, of Georgia, had paired off with Mr, 
Day until Monday next. 

Mr. LETCHER stated that Mr. FAULKNER 
had paired off with Mr. WasHBuRNE, of Wis- 
consin, 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL stated that his col- 
league, Mr. Swope, had paired off with Mr. 
Grow for this day. > 

Mr. HOUSTON stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Harris, of Alabama, had paired off with Mr. 
CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, until this day week. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE HUDSON RIVER. 


Mr. SAGE asked the unanimous consent of 
the House that the Committee of Ways. and 
Means be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the bill of the House (No. 120) to improve 
the channel of the Hudson river above and below 
Albany, but not above Troy, New York. 

Mr. LETCHER, Mr. HOUSTON, and others, 
objected. 

‘Mr. SAGE moved to suspend the rules. 

Mr. LETCHER demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 73, nays 87; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Barbour, Henry Bennett, Benson, Bil- 
linghurst, Bliss, Broom, Buffmton, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, 
Cumback, Timothy Davis, Dean, Denver, De Witt, Dick- 
son, Dodd, Dunn, Edwards, Etheridge, Eustis, Granger, 
J. Morrison Harris, Haven, Thomas R. Horton, Kelséy, 
Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowiton, Knox, Lindley, 
Humphrey Marshal, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, 
Morgan, Mott, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Pelton, Pennington, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Ricaud, Ritchie, 
Robbins, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Sneed, 
Spinner, Stranaban, Thorington, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, 
Waldron, Ellibu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, 
Wood, and Woodworth—73. 

WAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Barksdale, Bell, Hend- 
ley S. Bennett, Bingham, Bradshaw, Brenton, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, Ezra Clark, 
Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Craw- 
ford, Cullen, Damrell, Davidson, Dowdell, Durfee, Elliott, 
Emrie, Evans, Florence, Foster, Giddings, Goode, Green- 
wood, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, "Thomas J.. Harris, Valen- 
tine È. Horton, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. 
Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Meacham, 
Smith Miller, Milson, Moore, Morrill, Packer, Perry, Pettit, 
Phelps, Powel, Purviance, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, 
Rivers, Roberts, Rufin, Sabin, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. 
Smith, William R. Smith, Stanton, Stewart, ‘Talbott, Tap- 
pan, Taylor, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Trippe, Walbridge, 

Varner, Whitney, Williams, Daniel B. Wright, and Joha 
V. Wright—87. 


So (two thirds not having voted in the afirm- 
ative) the rules were not suspended. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. STANTON asked the unanimous consent 
ofthe House to introduce the, following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the daily hour of meeting of the House 
shall be at eleven o’clock a. m., until otherwise ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. T rise to a ques- 
tion of order. I ask what has become of the 
Nebraska contested-clection case, which was 
before the House this morning. 

The SPEAKER. 


in order to move to suspend the rules while that 
uestion was pending before the House? The 
hair will sce, by looking at the rules, that when 


any business whatever 1s before the House, no ; 


motions are in order except the motion to adjourn, 
the motion to lay on the table, the motion to 
postpone, &c, Now, sir, it was in order to move 
to postpone this election case until to-morrow ; 


but I submit that it was not in order. to move to | 
take up any other business until that was disposed | 


of in some way. 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions reported 
by the Committee of Elections were in order 
under the rules of the House as a matter of priv- 
ilege, and would have been decided by the House, 


k It was superseded by a. 
motion to suspend the rules. | 
Mr. JONES. Wel, I submit whether it was į 


if nothing had intervened to prevent; but the 
motion was made to suspend the rules, and the 
practice of the House has been to receive the 
motion on Monday. i 

Mr. JONES. But the Chair will find, if he 
will turn to the rule, that when any business is 
before the House, no motion shall be in order 
except a motion to adjourn, a motion to lay on 
the table, &c. No other motions whatever are in 
order except those there enumerated. 

The SPEAKER. The motions to which the 
gentleman from Tennessee refers, apply to every 
question that is before the House. But there is 
also a rule which makes it competent. for the 
House on this day to suspend the rules. 

Mr. JONES. T hold that the business before 
the House must be gotton out of the way before 
any motion to suspend the rules can be enter- 
tained. I ask for the reading of the rule. 

The 46th rule was read, as follows: 

« When a question is under debate, no motion shall be 
received but to adjourn, to lie on the table, for the previous 
question, to postpone to a day certain, to commit or amend, 
to pospone indefinitely ; which several motions shall have 


precedence in the order in which they are arranged, and 
no motion to postpone to a day certain, to commit, or to 


| postpone indefinitely, being decided, shall again be allowed 
on the same day and at the same stage of the bill or proposi- 


tion.” 


Mr. JONES. Now, sir, that rule declares that 
no motion shall be entertained when a question 
is under debate, except such as are there men- 
tioned. I hold, therefore, that under the 46th 
rule a motion to suspend the rules is not in order 
while the election case is before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The 46th rule operates upon 
the business of the House in every day’s session 
except that of Monday. On Monday the rules 
allow motions to suspend the rules to be made, 
and the rule applies to questions of privilege as 
well as to those of any other character. 

Mr. JONES. I submit this question to the 
House—- 

Mr. STANTON. I call the gentleman from 
Tennessee to order. 

Mr. JONES. Iam stating a question of order. 
I submit this question to the House: Suppose 


| the House suspends the rules, and the resolution 


of the gentleman from Ohio is fairly before the 
House: would it be in order then to make an- 
other motion to suspend the rules before that 
resolution was disposed of? 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order. 

Mr. JONES. Well, sir, the effect is precisely 
the same, whether the question comes before the 
House in one way oranother. Whenever a ques- 
tion is fairly before the House, it is not compe- 
tent for the Speaker to entertain any motion 


| except those enumerated in the 46th rule. 


The SPEAKER. The practical effect of the 
construction given to the rules by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, would be to prevent any motion 
being submitted to suspend the rules, for there is 
never a moment that something is not before the 
House. The uniform practice has been to receive 


t motions to suspend the rules on Monday, and 


the Chair thinks it is obligatory on him to enter- 
tain the motion of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. JONES. ‘What is before the House now 
but the Nebraska contested-election case? 

The SPEAKER. That is the question in 
order. 

Mr. JONES. Then no motion has precedence 
of that question until itis disposed of. It isa 
question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, this morning, 
called the States for resolutions under the rule. 
The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Warsow] called 
up a question of privilege. The gentleman from 
North Carolina, {Mr. CLIxGMAN,} obtaining the 
floor regularly, interrupted the question of privi- 
lege by a motion for a suspension of the rules. 
The Chair holds that, on this day, it is in order 
to move a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. JONES. If amotion be made to suspend 
the rules of the House, and a question of privi- 
lege is called up, does not the latter question take 
precedence, for the reason that questions of privi- 
lege take precedence of all other propositions? 

The SPEAKER. A question of privilege rests 
on a rule of the House; and if the House chooses 
so to do, it has the power on this day to suspend 


| that, as well as other rules. Thisisa question 


for the discretion of the House, and not for the 
decision of the Chair. 


| move to suspend the rules, for the | 
i taking up the Senate resolution fixing the day 


hi 


Mr. TAYLOR. The gentleman from Tennes- 
see is in error in this particular: . It would. be in 
order to object to receiving any. proposition out: 
of order; but when the rules have been suspended 
for that purpose, the proposition must be ‘Cony. 
sidered. i ET dada 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. ` Ise 
there objection to the introduction of the resolu> 
tion? 5 PaT 

Mr. RUFFIN: Yes, sir, I object. : 

Mr. STANTON. I move that the. rules be 
suspended that the resolution may be introduced 


| and adopted; and on that motion J ask the yeas ` 


and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered.. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the aflirmative—yeas 110, nays 45; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Bishop, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffinton, Bur- 
net, Cadwalader, Lewis D. Campbell,, Carlile, Caskie, 
Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman; Williamson 
R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Cox, Cragin, Craige, Craw- 
ford, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Dean, De Witt, 
Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Edmundson, Edwards, Eliott, 
Emrie, Biheridge, Evans, Foster, Giddings, Gilbert, Gran- 
ger, Greenwood, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J- Morrison. Harris, ; : 
Haven, ‘Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Hortony Kelsey, 
Kennett, Kidwell, King, Knapp, Knight, Kuowlton, Lakey |. 
Leiter, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, MeCarty, 
Killian Miller, Millson, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Perry, 
Peitit, Pike, Porter, Powell, Pringle, Purviance, Paryear, 
Quitman, Reade, Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stewart, 
Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Trafton, Trippe, Under- 
wood, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Elihu B. 
Washburne, Watson, Wood, and Woodworth—110. 

NAVS—Messrs. Aiken, Ball, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 8, 
Bennett, John P. Campbell, Cullen, Denver, Dowdell, 
Eustis, Florence, Goode, Thomas L. Harris, Houston, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Knox, Letcher, 
Lindley, Maxwell, MeMuilin, McQueen, Meacham, An- 
drew Oliver, Packer, Pelton, Phelps, Roberts, Ruffin, Sav- 
age, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, 
Stephens, Talbott, Taylor, Thurston, 


Todd, Vail, War- 
ner, Israel Washburn, Daniel B. Wright, and. John Vv. 
Wright—45. 


So the rules. were suspended, two thirds voting 
in the affirmative. 

Pending the above call, 

Mr. SCOTT stated that Mr. Harrison was 
too unwell to be in attendance on the sessions of 
the House. 

Mr. JEWETT stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Briss, and therefore could not vote. 

Mr. THORINGTON stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Harz, had paired off with Mr. Hottoway 
for the present week, . ‘ 

Mr. STANTON. Icall for the previous ques-. 
tion on the adoption of the resolution. i 

Mr. CRAIG. I hope the gentleman from 


| Ohio will withdraw his call for the previous ques- 


tion, that I may submit an amendment. to the 
resolution. 

Mr. STANTON. 
amendment? 

‘Mr. CRAIGE. That the daily sessions of this 
House commence hereafter at nine, a. m.; and that 
the Speaker of this House, and the President pro. 
tempore of the Senate adjourn their respective 
bodies sine die on the 28th of July instant. 

Mr. STANTON. I cannot withdraw the call 
for that purpose. 
Mr. TODD. 
laid on the table. 
Mr. EUSTIS. I call for the ycas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken; and the House refused 
to lay the resolution on the table. ` 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I ask. the gentleman to 
withdraw the call for the previous question, 1m 
order that I may submit an amendment. 

Mr. STANTON. What is your amendment? 

Mr. GREENWOOD. It is as follows: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) ‘That the President 
pro tempore of the Senate, and the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, adjourn sine die their respective Houses on 
Monday, the Lith day of August next, at twelve o’clock, m. 

Mr. STANTON, I cannot withdraw the call, 
for amendments to fix the day of the adjourn- 


What is the nature of the 


I move that the resolution be 


i ment of the session. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee: Is it in order to 
purpose of 
of adjournment of the session ? 

The SPEAKER, It is not in order. 

Mr. JONES. For what reason? 

The SPEAKER. Because the resolution be- 
fore the House is up for consideration under a 
suspension of the rutes, and.it is the uniform 
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practice of the House not to entertain a motion 
to suspend the rules under such circumstances, 

Mr. JONES. The uniform practice of this 
session. 7 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. LETCHER. If I were to move to recon- 
sider the vote ordering the main question to be 
put, would [ have a right to debate the proposi- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. If the House review its 
proceedings, and then refuse to order the previous | 
question, it will be competent for the gentleman | 
to debate the proposition. 

Mr. LETCHER.: Icall for the Fen and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. lM 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 128, nays 37; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Hendley S. Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, 
Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffinton, Burlingame, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caruth- 
ers, Caskie, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Williamson 
R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Cox, Cragin, Craige, Craw- 
ford, Cumback, Damrell, Davidson, Timothy Davis, Dean, 


Elliott, Emrie, English, Etheridge, Evans, Foster, Giddings, 
Gilbert, Granger, Greenwood, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. 
Morrison Harris, Haven, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. 
Horton, Kelly, Kelsey, Kennett, Kidwell, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Lake, Leiter, Lumpkin, Humphrey 
Marshall, Matteson, Killian Miller, Millson, Moore, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Peck, 
Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Powell, Pringle, Purviance, Pur- 
year, Quitman, Reade, Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Samuel A. 
Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Stew- 
art, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, "Eratton, 
Trippe, Underwood, Vatk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Warner, Elihu B. Washburne, Watson, Welch, 
Whitney, Wiliams, Wood, and Woodworth—128. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Ball, Barksdale, Bell, John P. 
Campbell, Denver, Eustis, Thomas L. Harris, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Knox, Leteher, 
Lindley, McMullin, McQueen, Meacham, Smith Miller, 
Andrew Oliver, Packer, Pelton, Penningtou, Phelps, Ri- 
caud, Ruffin, Savage, Shorter, Stephens, Talbott, lor, 
Todd, Vail, Esracl Washburn, Wells, Daniel B. Wright, 
and John V. Wright—37. 


So the resolution was adopted. 


Pending the above call, 

Mr. FLORENCE stated that on this question 
he had paired off with Mr. Hueusron, who was 
in favor of the resolution, whilst he (Mr. F.) was 
against It, 

Mr. STANTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and also | 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

Mr. JONES. Is the resolution adopted? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. JONES. And the House meets at eleven 
o’clocic hereafter? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. JONES. I wish to call the attention of the | 


Speaker and members of the House to the first "| 


rule, and to say, that an observance of the require- 
ments of its provisions will be insisted on. 

The rule was read, and is as follows: 

“ He [the Speaker} shall take the chair every day pre- 
cisely at the hour to which the House shall have adjourned | 
on the preceding day 5 shall iminediately call the members | 
to order; and, on the appearance of a qnorum, shall cause | 
the Journal of the preceding day to be read.” 

The SPEAKER. The requirement of the rule 
will be attended to. i 

The motion to lay the motion to reconsider 
upon the table was then agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was reccived from the Senate, by | 
Asnory Dicks, their Secretary, informing the | 
House that the Senate had passed bills of the 
House of the following titles: 

An act to amend an act, passed December 31, 
1792, entitled “An act concerning the registering | 
and recording of ships or vessels;”? and i 

Anact making an appropriation for the im- | 
provement of the Delaware breakwater, 

Also, that the Senate had passed a resolution | 


providing for the adjournment of the two Houses || 
of Congress sine die on the 11th day of August || 
next, at twelve o’clock, m.; in which he was :| 


directed to ask the concurrence of the House. 
NATURALIZATION LAWS. 
i 


Mr. H. MARSHALL, Task the unanimous 


consent of the House. to report back from the #: 
Committee on the Judiciary, a bill to establish a | 
uniform rule of naturalization, with a substinte `’ 


ji 


i 
| 
| a paper. 


therefor, and ask that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and printed. 

No objection being made, 

Mr. MARSHALL, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back, with an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute, a bill (HI. R. No. 165) 
to establish a uniform rule of naturalization, and 
to repeal all acts heretofore passed and now in 
force upon that subject; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and with the substitute ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee, obtained the floor. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I rise to a privileged 
question. I desire to call up the motion to re- 
consider the vote by which a bill (H. R. No. 73, 
to provide for carrying into effect the first article 
of the treaty between the United States and her 
Majesty the Queen of the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland, of the 15th day of 
June, 1856, was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Smita] was assigned the floor, and 
the gentleman from New Jersey cannot take the 
floor from him to call up that motion. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. The Senate have 
just sent to us a joint resolution, fixing the day 
of adjournment on the 11th of August. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to take it up 
now for consideration. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I object. 

Mr. SMITH. Then I move to suspend the 
rules for that purpose. 

The joint resolution of the Senate was then 

„read, and is as follows: 

Resolved, (the House of Representatives concurring,) 
That the President of the Senate, and the Speaker of the 
Fouse of Representatives, adjourn their respective Houses 
sine die on Monday, the llth of August next, at twelve 
o’clock, meridian. 

Mr. DUNN. I will send to the Clerk’s desk 
an amendment to the Senate resolution, which I 
propose to offer at the proper time, and ask that 
1t may be read for information. 

No objection being made, the proposed amend- 
ment was read, and is as follows: 

Provided, That on or before that day an act shall have 
passed both branches of Congress, and received the exec- 
utive sanction, for the settlement of the troubles in Kansas ; 
and which shall contain, amongst its provisions, one reés- 
tablishing, in terms or in substance, in said Territory, and 
also in the ‘Territory of Nebraska, the restriction against 
slavery us it was imposed by the eighth section of the act 
of the 6th of March, 1820, whereby the State of Missouri 
was admitted into the Union. 


Mr. MEACHAM. I send tothe Clerk’s desk 
| an amendment, which 1 ask to have read for in- 
| formation. 

Mr. DEAN. ITecall for the yeas and nays upon 
the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MEACHAM. 1 ask that the amendment 
which I have sent up may be read for information. 
I only ask exactly what was granted to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. The resolution of the 
| gentleman from Indiana is not before the House. 
| It was only read for information. 

Mr. MEACHAM. Well, lask that my amend- 
ment may be read. 

Mr. SHORTER. I object. [Criesof “ No,” 
“ No.”] 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the 
| amendment cannot be read. 
| Mr. H. MARSHALL. If the gentleman ob- 
| jects, is it not the right of the House to decide 
the question whether or not it shall be read? 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I do not understand 
that the House is to take any vote upon the 
amendment, and I suppese it is the right of any 
| member to object. Ido not object myself, but I 
| want the action of the House upon the matter 
immediately. 

The SPEAKER. 


The rule of the House is 


|i that, where a paper relates to a question before 


the House, the reading of it can be called for by 
any single member; but this is not exactly such 


Mr. MEACHAM. I move that the amend- 
ment be read to the House for information. 
The motion was agreed to. 


| Clark, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, 


The amendment was then read, and is as fol- 
lows: : 

Resolved, (The Senate concurring,) that this Congress take 
arecess from the 4th of August to the 20th day of October, 
1856, provided that no extra mileage be paid any member, 
or any per diem during the recess. 


The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 120, nays 46; as 


follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Hendley S. Bennett, 
Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bocock, Brenton, 
Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P, 
Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskic, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Cox, Cragin, 
Craige, Crawford, Cumback, Davidson, Timothy Davis, De 
Witt, Dickson, Bodd, Dowdell, Edwards, Elliott, English, 
Etheridge, Eustis, Florence, Foster, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Goode, Granger, Greenwood, J. Morrison Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Haven, Thomas R. Horton, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Joues. Kelly, Kelsey, Kennett, Kidwell, King, 
Knight, Knox, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexan- 
der K. Marshall, Humptrey Marshall, Matteson, Maxwell, 
McCarty, McMullin, McQueen, Meacham, Killian Miller, 
Smith Miller, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
Nichols, Norton, Packer, Peck, Pelton, Phelps, Porter, 
Powell, Pringle, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ricaud, Rivers, 
Ruffin, Sage, Savage, Sherman, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, 
William Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, Stew- 
art, Talbott, Tappan, Taylor, Thurston, Todd, Trippe, 
Wade, Wakeman, Warner, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watkins, Williams, Woodworth, Daniel B. 
Wright, and John V. Wright—120. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Bishop, Bradshaw, Lewis D. Campbell, Clawson, 
Damrell, Dean, Denver, Dunn, Durfee, Emrie, Evans, 
Galloway, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Valentine B. Horton, 
Knapp, Knowlton, Millson, Parker, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Purviance, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sapp, 
Scott, Simmons, William R. Smith, Stranahan, Thoring- 
ton, Trafton, Valk, Walbridge, Waldron, Watson, Welch, 
Wells, and Whitney—46. 


So two thirds voting in the affirmative, the rules 
were suspended, and the resolution was taken 
from the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I call for the pre- 
vious question on the resolution. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I hope it will be 
voted down. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask the 
gentleman from Tennessee to withdraw the call 
for the previous question, that I may move an 
amendment, making the day of adjournment two 
weeks from to-day, and then let the House vote 
on both the days named. 

Mr. SMITH. I cannot withdraw the call, for 
I am satisfied that it would only result in the loss 
of time, ` 

The question being on seconding the previous 
question, the Speaker on a division announced— 
ayes 64, noes 87. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for tellers. 

Mr. SMITH. I withdraw the call for the pre- 
vious question, so as to let the gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr. Wasuzurne] submit his proposi- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The vote has been taken, 
and tellers have been called. The gentleman, 
therefore, cannot withdraw his call for the pre- 
vious question except by unanimous consent. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Wasu- 


| BuRNE, of Illinois, and Pue.ps were appointed. 


Mr. DUNN. Is it in order, at this time, to 
move to lay the whole subject on the table? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. DUNN. Then I make the motion; and 
on that I ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 54, nays 105; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Bishop, Bradshaw, Broom, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Clawson, Cumback, Damrell, Dean, Dunn, Durfee, Einrie, 


; Evans, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Kennett, Knapp, Knowl- 


ton, Lake, Meacham, Killian Miller, Millson, Morrill, Mott, 
Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, 
Purviance, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Sher- 
man, Simmons, Stranahan, Thorinyton, Trafton, Valk, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Watson, Welch, Wells, Wood, and 
Woodworth—o4, 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Hendley S. Bennett, 
Benson, Billinghurst, Bliss, Brenton, Buflinton, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Chaffee, Ezra 
Jomins, Cox, 
Cragin, Craige, Crawford, Cuien, Davidson, ‘Timothy 


| English, Etheridge, Eustis, Florence, Foster, Giddings, 


Davis, Denver, De Witt, Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, Edwards, 


Gilbert, Goode, Granger, Greenwood, J. Morrison Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine 
B. Horton, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Kelly, 
Kelsey, Kidwell, King, Knight, Knox, Leiter, Letcher, 
Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander R. Marshall, Humphrey Mar- 


| shall, Matteson, Maxwell, McMullin, MeQueen, Smith 


Miller, Moore, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Packer, Peck, Phelps, Powcll, Pringle, Quitman, 
Reade, Ricaud, Rivers, Rufin, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Spinner, 
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Stanton, Stewart, Talbott, Tappan, Taylor, Thurston, 
Todd, Trippe, Wade, Wakeman, Warner, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Williams, John V. 
Wright, aud Zollicoffer—105. : 

So the House refused to lay the whole subject 
on the table. 

The question recurred on seconding the call for 
the previous question, on which tellers had been 
ordered. 

The tellers resumed their places. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I appeal to the 
gentleman from Tennessee to withdraw the call 
for the previous question, in order that I may 
submit an amendment to the resolution. 

Mr. SMITH. The House is dividing. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to have the de- 
mand for the previous question recalled, so that 
I may submit an amendment. 

Mr. SMITH declined to withdraw the call. 
` Mr. CAMPBELL. It is impossible for us to 
finish the business of the country in the time 
specified. í 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 67, noes 80. 

So the previous question was not seconded. 

Pending the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to know whether, 
if the House adjourn now, this subject will come 
up to-morrow ? 

The vote was here announced as above. 
en CAMPBELL, of Ohio, addressed the 

air. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. McMuturw.) The 
House having negatived the call for the previous 
question, the resolution is left before the House; 
and the Chair is of opinion that, inasmuch as the 
House has suspended its rules for the purpose of 
considering the resolution at this time, it will, if 
the House adjourn now, be the first matter in 
order at the session to-morrow. 

Mr. McMULLIN. So I suppose, and there- 
fore I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 submit that the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. MceMuxuiy] rose before 
the Chair stated the vote, and that consequently, 
the floor having been assigned to me, he cannot 
take it and move to adjourn, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion 
that the gentleman from Virginia is not entitled 
moving an adjourn- 


ment. The gentleman addressed the Chair be- 


- fore the vote was announced, making an inquiry, 


which has been replied to; but the gentleman 
from Ohio had been previously recognized. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 move to amend the reso- 
lution by striking cut “ the 11th day of August,” 
and inserting “ Tuesday, the 2d of September.” 
I desire to state, ina very few words, my reasons 
for submitting this amendment; and I wish to 
call the attention of the House and of the country 
to the condition of the business which is now be- 


fore the body, and to the circumstances by which | 


this House has been surrounded from the 3d of 
December. Two anda half months of the time 
were thrown away in the organization of the 
House. The regular appropriation bills have 
been reported by the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and special orders 
them for nearly four months. 
have been acted upon 


But few of them 


sumed the time of the House. 


Why, sir, we have not yet determined who are | 
members of this body; and, nevertheless, two |! 


thirds have voted to adjourn, and go home with- 
out doing the business of their constituents, and 
without being able to tell them who are the reg- 
wlarly-clected members. Now I am unwilling to 
go to my constituents with a tale of that kind. 


Some important improvement bills have been | 
passed, interesting to particular sections of the | 


country, and all the other sections of the country 
have been entirely neglected. r 
gentlemen here who have charge of very import- 


ant bilis for works of internal improvement ren- | 


dered necessary by the interests of commerce, and 


who have been unable to have them considered ! 


at all, for the reason that these higher questions 
of privilege have overridden all other classes of 
business. I hold that it is unjust to other sec- 
tions of the country if, after having passed these 
bills, gentlemen shall not have an opportunity of 
bringing these questions before the body for con- 
sideration. 


have been made for j 


for the reason that ques- | 
tions of privilege have arisen, which have con- | 


I know there are | 


| diana and myself. 


Gentlemen tell us that their elections are coming 
on, and that therefore we should adjourn. Sir, 
let the elections take care of themselves at home. 
I call on the members of the House of Represent- 
atives to stand up faithfully and industriously 
in the discharge of the duties which have been 
assigned to them until the 4th of next March. 
‘We have no appropriation bills before the Senate. 
Many of the important bills are unacted upon in 
the Committee of the Whole in this House. The 
privileged questions involved in this contested- 
election case will, I am informed by the chairman 
of the Committee of Elections, take up-most of 
the time of this week, and part of the next week, 
if notall. On Fridays and Saturdays you have 
provided, bya resolution which you cannot over- 
come without a two thirds vote on Monday, that 
the business of the Court of Claims shall be at- 
tended to.. The days assigned to the Committee 
of Waysand Means, under the resolution making 
a special order, are Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and 
Thursdays; and looking forward with the inform- 
ation I have, I cannot see that that committee 
will have a day for the consideration of their 
business prior to the 11th of August. And if this 
House takes the responsibility of forcing an ad- 
journment on that day, let the responsibility rest 
‘on the House, and not on the Committee of Ways 
and Means, who, in the discharge of the duties 
incumbent on them, have long since reported the 
appropriation bills to this House. I shake off the 
responsibility of any such adjournment, and I 
throw it upon the House. 

I do not believe that it is possible to do the or- 
dinary business of the session which is pressing 
upon us, and which the necessities of the public 
require should be transacted, before the 2d of Sep- 
tember. I call for the previous question. 

Mr. HAVEN obtained the floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I demand the previous 

uestion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not under- 
stand the gentleman from Ohio to demand the 
previous question until the floor had been assigned 
to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I certainly moved the pre- 
vious question before taking my seat. That was 
my intention. 

Mr. DUNN. Irise toa point of order. The 
House cannot judge of what was the intention of 
the gentleman from Ohio. The fact was that the 
gentleman from: Ohio took his seat, and the floor 
was assigned to the gentleman from New York, 
after which the gentleman from Ohio demanded 
the previous question. 

Mr. 
tion of veracity between the gentleman from In- 
I state to the gentleman and 
to the House that I did call the previous question 
before taking my seat. 

Several Mrmuers. You did. 

Mr. DUNN. I insist upon my question of 
order. As I understand it, the gentleman from 
Ohio did not call the previous question until after ; 
the floor had been assigned to the gentleman from 
New York. 

[Cries all over the Hall of “ Yes, he did.’’] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 
the gentleman from Ohio took his seat, and that | 
the floor was assigned to the gentleman from | 
New York. The Chair did not understand the 


gentleman from Ohio to call for the previous j| 


question until the gentleman from New York had 
possession of the floor. If, however, the gentle- 
man from Ohio states that he called the previous ! 
question while he held possession of the floor, 

the Chair will state the question. H 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I certainly did call the | 
previous question while I held possession of the | 
floor; but L will withdraw the call in favor of my 
friend from Indiana, if he will renew it. 

Mr. DUNN. The 
gentleman from New York. 
that I made my point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will, under the 


circumstances, consider the floor to be in posses- |: 


sion of the gentleman from New York, if the call 
for the previous question is withdrawn. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
of a member to withdraw the call for the previous 


question, and then yield the floor to any parue- | 


ular member? 
The SPEAKER. [tis not. 


CAMPBELL. Then it involves a ques- || 


| responded in the affirmative. 
|| the House adjourn 
1 


It is in his favor |; 


© business of the House, 


Is it in the power į 


If the gentleman |! 


question, and yields the. floor, he ields:it alta- 
gether. The gentleman.from New York has not 
stated for what purpose he-rises. ied 
Mr. SMITH. 1 understood the gentleman to 
assign the floor to-the gentleman from Indiana.. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman could not-so 
assign the floor. oa 


Mr. McMULLIN. It is very obvious to my 
mind that we cannot dispose of this matter. this 


evening. I move, therefore, that the House 
adjourn. : A 
r. HAVEN. I should like very much‘ to 


know how my friend from Virginia o 
floor to make that motion. 

„The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia has not the floor for the purpose of making 
any motion. The Chair desires to know if the 
gentleman from Ohio withdraws the call for the 


tained the 


previous ena : 
i oe PBELL. : Yes, sir, I will withdraw 
the call. 


Mr. HAVEN. I desire to state, in the first 
instance, before saying anything upon the reso- 
lution before us, that when the gentleman from 
Ohio had closed his remarks, I addressed the 
Chair. The Chair recognized me, saying, ‘* The 
| gentleman from New York.” The gentleman 
from Ohio then rose, and demanded the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs leave to 
state to the House that the gentleman from New 
York has stated the facts correctly, unless the 
gentleman from Ohio twice demanded the previous 
question. 

Several Mumsens. He did demand it twice. 

Mr. HAVEN. I merely wish to say that, if 
the previous question is considered as pending 
before the House, of course I can say nothing. 
I wished to debate the resolution of the Senate. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, Mr: Speaker, 
withdraw the demand for the previous question 
unconditionally. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I object to its withdrawal. 

The SPEAKER. It is not the right of the 
gentleman from Virginia to object. The gentle- 
tan from Ohio has the right to withdraw the call 
for the previous question. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Well, sir, as the Chair 
has settled the rights of other gentlemen, I should 
like to have my rights attended to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will state for what purpose he rises. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I rise forthe purpose of 
saying that, some minutes since, I propounded 
| the question to the Chair, whether this matter in 
its present condition would come up as the un- 
| Gnished business in the morning. The Chair 
I then moved that 
and the Chair thereupon 
| assigned the floor to the gentleman from New 
York. Lwish to know how I was disfranchised, 
and the floor assigned to another gentleman? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia rose, while a question was being put to the 
House, after the affirmative and negative had 
voted, but before the Chair had announced the 
vote, and propounded the question he has stated, 
to which the Chair responded. The gentleman 
| from Virginia then moved thatthe House adjourn, 
| which motion was not in order, the prior vote 
! not having been announced. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the consent of the gen- 
tleman from New York to enable. me to offer an 
| amendment to strike out the 2d of September, and 
to insert the 26th of August. 

Mr. HAVEN. [ am in favor of the resolu- 
tion as it came from the Senate, which provides 
that we shall adjourn on the 11th of August. I 
am not particular whether a few days before or a 
few days after that day is fixed upon, but I am 


1 
i 
j 
| 
t 
{ 


|| opposed to spinning outand extending this session 


floor was assigned to the |! € te 
|!| perior knowledge of my friend, the chairman of 
| 


into the month of September. I concede the su- 
ithe Committee of Ways and Means, as to the 
although I have studied 
it very carefully, and endeavored faithfully to 
| keep up with its history during the time we have 
! been engaged in the. business of the session. 

Tt is true, as my friend from Chio has said, that 
the appropriation bills necessary to be passed 
have been the special order of the House for 
some three or four months past: he said four 
months, butI think that is too long. Yet he ap- 


from Ohio withdraws the call for the previous 


| peals to us to give him more time to put those 
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through, aad for that purpose to continue 
them as special orders. This is the very objec- 
tion Emake. Tf four months will not suffice to 
pass them when they are ‘special orders, four 
ears would not do-it. “The difficulty isnot in 
ihe want of time, but of inclination or ability to 
work and do the labor ‘of the House at all. This 
Congress has been running along here for months 
inva very inefficient manner—slipshod, careless, 
and down at the heel—swinging back-and forth 
-with-a ‘small. majority—vibrating, as I think, ina 
most unbusiness-like manner, one way or the 
other, during all that time, with very inconsider- 
able results. And notwithstanding these bills 
-have been made the special order during the time 
referred to by the gentleman from Ohio, thereby 
giving them ‘every advantage, yet here they are 
staring us in the face, and not yet passed through 
this House alone. There is no end to this, sir, 
until we make an end by a final adjournment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman is mis- 
taken; we have passed several of them. 

Mr. HAVEN. I did not mean to deny that. 
I spoke comparatively. Now, the quicker we 
can adjourn with safety the bettér. The gentle- 
man has the detailed information on the subject, 
which I have not. Extend the time to Septem- 
ber, as he desires, and when the 25th of August 
comes, my word for it this House will be ex- 
actly, in respect to these bills, in the condition 
that it ig now. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. In order to present this 
thing fairly to the House, it is due to me to state 
that the pecial order could not be taken up and 
considered for the reason that there were ques- 
tions of privilege that took precedence. This is 
the cause of delay of action on the special order. 

Mr. HAVEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire the 
‘gentleman from Ohio, and other members of the 

ommittee of Waysand Means, who have more 
to do in conducting the business of the House 
than other members, to understand that I do not | 
impute any neglect or blame to them. I know 
the embarrassment the committee has to labor 
under, and I desire to do them no injustice. | 
What I think and what I desire to say further 
is, that after the very hot days have set in, and 
our time is being lost and whiled away, as it has 
been, in useless and irrelevant discussion, bear- | 
ing in no respect upon any practical business of 
the country, the remedy is not in putting off the 
day of adjournment, but in fixing an early day, 
and determining to work up to it punctually and 
promptly, and cease these irrelevant, and, as I 
think, uscless speeches. 

There is something in the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Ohio about privileged questions 
hke the contested election cases—cases which 
have been disposed of during the past two weeks. | 
They have, during most of that period, occupied 
the greater part of the time of the House, I admit; 
but it is equally true, if we had been governed by | 
a due sense of self-respect, and of the importance | 
of the time of the Flouse, that those privileged | 
questions ought to have been, and would have 
been, settled longago. The question of privilege 
arising out of the assault ona Senator by a member 
of this House was debated for nearly two weeks, 
when the whole matter should have been settled | 
in two days, and, I think, with a better effect upon | 
the public mind. These election cases are of the | 
same class as it regards privilege; and I regret | 
that my friend from Ohio |Mr. Watson] did not 
call for the previous question this morning when 
the contested case from Nebraska was up. Men 
can talk forever on these cases, if we will obli- 
gingly yield to them. I can talk myself on the 
matter under consideration almost an hour, if the | 


‘bills 


ined not to ‘do the business—and I speak in no 


unkindly spirit— which in. my- judgment they 
ought to do—which the peace and quiet; if not the 
integrity, of the whole country require should be 
speedily done. Ispeak, of course, in regard to 
Kansas. Here are her difficulties, in regard to 
which we have gone to vast expense. e have 
raised a committee, and sent it out there to inves- 
tigate the facts, which have heretofore been in per- 
petual dispute here. Ihave not read ‘the report 
of that committee. I have not yet had time—itis 
“now but three days from the press—it is volumin- 
ous—1188 pages; but I presume, when it comes 
to be read, it will estop members—it will silence 
them as to what were and ‘what are the actual 
facts in the Territory —what the true condition 
of thingsis there. Having ascertained the facts, if 
a proper business spirit could be engendered here— 
if gentlemen who profess so much s mpathy and 
anxiety for Kansas desired it shoul have a prac- 
tical result, or would even allow it, we could take 
up that question and dispose of it ina day, or in 
two days at most. We could dispose of it with a 
knowledge of the facts, and not act as the House 
did two weeks ago, when the revolutionary—the 
squatter sovereignty Topeka convention bill was 
forced through here without the evidence from 
the committee—without a word of ascertained 
facts, more than we had when we sent out the 
committee to Kansas. Sir, there wasa purpose in 
that hot haste then, justas the other House was 
passing a different bill. There was a desire to 
make the other House an‘offer before they made 
one to us, and then shuffle off the subject here 
for the session, give it a wide berth as to legis- 
lation, but take it on board and husband it in its 
political aspects for service in the campaign. 
am satisfied of the fact—indeed, I think there is 
no mistaking the evidences—that the majority 
here intend there shall be no final disposition of 
the Kansas question during this session. 

On the one hand, the House has forced through 
a bill by a lean majority that all know the Senate 
will not accept; and the Senate has acted a very 


similar part towards the House. Each side seems 
to think that, with a good-sounding offer, the 


country will justify it for having made the offer, 
and not justify, but condemn, the other for reject- 
ing it; whilst the ultimate result—and I believe 
design—is to leave Kansas in her present terribly 
distracted condition and sufferings until after the 
fall elections. Each side intends to go to the 
people on the offer it has made, but which it knew 
would not be accepted by the other. That is 
what is very clear to my mind, and what the 
| country will soon see, is the intention and the 
| driftof the majority here. I deeply regret it; but 
it being so the sooner we adjourn the better. 1 
do not blame my friend from Indiana [Mr. Dunw] 
for attempting to incorporate into the resolution 
of adjournment an expression of the sense of the 
House that something should be done on poor 
Kansas’s account before the adjournment. If I 
thought anything could or would be done here in 
that way that the Senate would pass, I, too, would 
go for a restriction upon the resolution; but the 
truth of the matter is, the majority here have 
determined todo no such thing. The present 
! decree here is, that no relief is to be extended to 
suffering Kansas this session. We have talked 
about Kansas and her wrongs until the whole 
country has become excited, and that before we 
have a word of the proofs which we have sent 
for bearing upon the subject. We have talked 
wisely and heatedly, without any knowledge of 
the facts; but the moment we get the facts—the 
moment our committee report, we let the subject 
rest—we drop it, and repose ourselves on the 


House will listen to me. [Laughter.] 

Why, sir, gentlemen will talk to anything, if 
you wul give them your good-natured attention. 
Many men here seem to wish matters to drag 
along, and they say, ‘¢ Don’t call for the previous 
neue “ Don’t take the vote.” ontinue 
this everlasting talk, refuse to settle the matter 
by vote when the facts have been ascertained, 


i 
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| 


and the legitimate discussion has terminated, and i 


in that way we may spin out this session until /! 
the next one begins, and even then the business || 
of the country will be in as bad a plight, and no i 
nearer finished, than it is now. f 

Mr. Speaker, I see, in the unmistakable evi- j 
dences about me, and in various parliamentary 
maneuverings of late, that members are determ- 


| talking we have done before. We declare we 
have made the Senate an offer, (which, it is well 
known, it will not accept,) and we will stand 
upon that, and go to the country for the spoils, 
and the offices, and let Kansas bleed. 

Mr. Speaker, seeing and feeling nothing effect- 
ive isto be done for Kansas, although I would 
stay aslorgas he who would stay longest to extend 
relief to the actual settlers there, if the gentleman 
from Ohio, the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, really thinks he will be unable 
to carry through in the time specified the busi- 
ness particularly confided to his care—I refer to 
the appropriation bills—then I am for a reason- 
able extension of the time. 
however, is, that the appropriation bills are 


My experience, | 


always passed in the last fortnight of the session, 
whenever that last fortnight is. If we linger on 
until November, they will be passed in the last 
fortnight then, and not until after the day is. fixed 
and known for the adjournment. If the llth or 
18th of the month of August is fixed for the ad- 
journment, the appropriation bills will be passed 
intime. Suchis my opinion. From the evidences 
around me, the haste of members to act without 
information and without proofs, and their disin- 
clination to‘act with either, I am convinced that 
very little business besides the appropriation bills 
will be closed'up at this session. ‘Therefore, I 
shall vote for the resolution. 

Mr. GREENWOOD obtained the floor, but 
yielded to s 

Mr. KENNETT. Did I understand the gen- 
tleman from New York to say that he would be 
willing to accept the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana—to vote for the adjournment with 
a proviso for the restoration of the Missouri com- 
promise ? 

Mr. HAVEN. I donot know how my friend 
understood me. F did not know there was any- 
thing about the Missouri compromise in the pro- 
viso; for I gave no particular attention to its read- 
ing, and did not then think of addressing the 
House; but I state this, and am ready to stand by 
it: If I believed there was any: disposition on the 
part of the majority of this House to act on the 
subject of Kansas, with a view to, bring it toa 
conclusion, and that the Senate would concur, L 
would go for fixing a limitation or qualification 
on the resolution of adjournment, if that would 
accomplish it, of the nature of the one proposed 
by the gentleman from Indiana. I do not speak 
particularly in reference to the Missouri compro- 
mise; but | do know and speak this: J believe a 
majority of this House would pass a bill with 
that provision in it, but only with a knowledge 
that the Senate would reject it. At the same 
time I am of the opinion that the Senate would 
in the Same way send their bill here. I have 
myself prepared a bill which I have no doubt 
would pass the Senate, which it seems to me 
steers clear of prejudices in the North and in the 
South. It does justice, I believe, on all hands, 
and secures what moderate and reasonable men 
desire or will be satisfied with. 

It provides, in substance and in brief, for com- 
missioners to take charge of the whole subject of 
an election in Kansas; for.an enumeration of the 
inhabitants; for a new apportionment for a new 
Legislative Assembly; for a registration of the 
voters; for a return and registration and right to 
vote of those who have been driven out, or have 
left on account of the difficulties there; for a 
repeal of the obnoxious laws in regard to the 
right of speech and discussion there; for holding 
anelection in November next for a new Territo- 
rial Legislature, anda Delegate here. It disannuls 
the old or present Legislature, and provides that 
every act passed by it shall be of no force what- 
ever after the new Legislature shall have been in 
session for ten days, unless the new Legislature 
approve or reénact them; and I have added, 
since it was printed, a provision for discontinuing 
and annulling all indictments for treason or other 
political offenses, and setting all prisoners for 
such offenses against the alleged laws of the Ter- 
ritory free at once. This is but a very brief 
statement of its leading features. The Territory 
| can then go on like other Territories, until she 
has enough population to entitle her to a Repre- 
sentative here, when I provide for her forming 
a constitution and coming into the Union as a 
i| State. This would be regular and in order; and 
no rational man here, or elsewhere, can doubt 
what her institutions would be under such a state 
of things. 

But Í have no idea this House will, or intend 
ii to, take up this or any similar measure which 
i| would stand a reasonable chance to pass both 
| Houses, and receive the executive approval. It 
I will only take up and pass some extreme meas- 
i} ure which it is known will never become a law 
|! for want of consent from the other branch of Con- 
gress. Isay this, imputing no personal disrespect 
i| to any gentleman here. [am speaking of their 
ji politics. Tam looking at things as they present 
themselves in their political aspects here—and 
such are the evidences I see about me. They are 
| in hot haste to vote before they get the evidence; 
Jand they are ready to drop the subject the 
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moment they get the necessary information to act 
upon it. Am I not justified in saying, that up to 
this day such is the evidence of the disposition of 
a majority of this House in regard to Kansas? 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker-—— 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. il! the gentle- 
man from Arkansas permit me to say a word? 

Mr. GREENWOOD. For one word. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire.to understand 
whether my friend from New York [Mr. Haves] 
regards the restoration of the Missouri compro- 
mise as an eXtreme measure? 

_ Mr. GREENWOOD. The gentlemen are get- 
ting into polities. 

Mr. HAVEN. I will answer the gentleman. 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL. I object to the 
discussion. [Cries of “Not? “Nor? 

Mr. HAVEN. I would like to answer the 
gentleman from Ohio, if allowed to do so. 

‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot do 
‘go unless by the unanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL. I object. 

Mr. HAVEN. Cannot I do so if objectionis 


made? 

The SPEAKER. It can be done only by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL. 
objection. 

Mr. HAVEN. I knew that gentleman would 
desire to hear the answer. What I did say, and 
what I belicve to be true, and what I believe the 
country will find willturn out to be true, is this— 
whether it is an extreme measure or not, itis a 
measure which will never go through the present 
Senate, for the present Senate set the country in 
a. blaze to repeal it. The majority of the House, I 
think, know it will never go through the Senate; 
and they know, that to pass a bill with that pro- 
vision in it here would be making the Senate an 


I withdraw my 


offer which they know it will most certainly re- || 


ject, and Kansas, as I said, be left to bleed. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I rise to a question of 
order. It is that a gentleman has no right to rise 
and address the House, and during his whole 
speech impugn the motives of other members of 
the House, as the gentleman from New York 

Mr. Haven] has done. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order comes 
too late. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I had nothing to do, 
sir, with the question of order raised by the gen- 
tleman from Vermont. I understood, however, 
the gentleman from New York especially to dis- 
claim any intention to impute any improper mo- 
tive in regard to any gentleman’s vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not under- 
stand the gentleman from New York as making 
any imputation upon the motive of any gentle- 


man. 

Mr, HAVEN. I disclaimed in the beginning 
any intention of impugning the motives of any 
gentleman. I never do that,and my friend from 
‘Vermont knows it. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I regret to see so much 
excitement in the House simply upon a proposi- 
tion to fix a day of adjournment. Gentlemen 
who have charge of important bills have detailed 
their condition, and I shall not attempt to do so. 
But gentlemen who have observed the course of 
business in this House during preceding sessions 
are fully aware, as the gentleman from New York 
has said, that until you do fix a day for adjourn- 
ment, it is impossible for the House to come 


seriously to the consideration of appropriation || I 
j ' know how we usually dined. j 
| if I thought it was any use, and I would advise 


bills. I am aware, sir, of the responsibility 
which the gentleman from Ohio feels resting upon 
his shoulders, as chairman of the Committce of 
‘Ways and Means. Iam aware of the import- 


ance of his position, and I know he feels the | 
importance of it; but the experience of that gen- | 


tleman in this House will tell him that it is im- 
possible, until almost the very last days of the 
session, to get the attention of the House to those 
bills. My expericnce has been, that if we fix the 
day of adjournment at such a day as will nofallow 
time sufficient for the transaction of the neces- 
sary business of the House, we shall not fail to 
get more time from the Senate than is allowed by 


tlie resolution fixing the day of adjournment. The | 


Senate have never failed, when the time fixed was 
about exhausted, to allow two or three more days 
whenever they have been asked to do so. I im- 
agine that will be the case now. s 

I am of opinion that three weeks from this day 


—the time fixed by the resolution for the adjourn- 
ment—is sufficient for all practical purposes. We 
have to-day agreed to meet hereafter at eleven 
o’clock until otherwise ordered; and if we adopt 
the resolution of the Senate fixing the adjourn- 


| ment on the 11th of August, I am willing to vote 
| for a resolution fixing the daily hour of meeting 


at ten o’clock, and to sit here as longas any other 
gentleman. 
of every gentleman—although, as I have said, I 
am in favor of the Senate resolution—I desire to 
offer an amendment such as will accommodate 
those who differ with me. Would it be in order 
for me now to offer an amendment to thé’amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio? 

The SPEAKER. It would be in order. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I propose, then, to 
amend by inserting ‘‘the 18th day of August,” 
in lieu of the “ 24 day of September.” That will 
be four weeks from to-day; and in putting this 
question, I presume the question will be taken on 
the longest time first, and then on the shorter 
time. The three days—the 2d of September, 18th 
of August, and 11th of August—will be sufficient 
to enable every gentlemen to choose such a time 
as will suit him. I move the previous ques- 


tion. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. May I ask the gentleman 
from Arkansas to withdraw his demand for the 
previous question a moment? I will renew it. 
[Cries of “No!” “ No!” f 

Mr. GREENWOOD. 1 dislike to be discour- 
teous. I scarcely ever call the previous question 
at all. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Dunn] 
desires to say a word or two to the House, and 


| if the gentleman from Ohio will renew the de- 


mand, or yield the floor to the gentleman from 
Tadina, who will do it, I will withdraw the de- 
mand. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Itis not my purpose to de- 
tain the House more than a few minutes. Iwill 
say here very frankly that if we were to restore 
the former practice of meeting at ten o’clock and 
adjourning at six o’clock, we might as well bring 
the session to a close in two weeks hence, as in 
two months. Formerly, when we approached the 
close of a session, we met at ten o’clock; had a 
recess for an hour and a half, and usually sat till 
six or seven. That was, however, when old 
men held seats here, and not young men who are 
incapable of action. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, | propose to these men 
who are now young, that when they are tired 
they may go home and leave us old fellows to go 
on with the business. For my part, 1 am ready 


| to sit here eight hours a day till we close the 


business, and close it handsomely. We can close 
it, then, as well in two weeks as we can in two 
months. There was to-day, at four o’clock,a 
motion to adjourn, and we usually adjourn before 
tHat time. "This practice was not known in 
former times. Let me say here, sir, that the 
committees have all disposed of their business. 
Comparatively little is to be done, except in the 
House. There may be some business before the 
House, but all the committees are now compara- 
tively free from business. 

If, then, we meet at ten o’clock, we can, if gen- 


| tlemen please, have a recess foran hour orso, and 


can then sit here cight hours a day just as well 


as we can four hours. E y 
Mr. ALLISON. How did members dine in 


| those days? 


Mr. GIDDINGS. The gentleman wants to 
I would tell him 


him to pattern after us. [Laughter.] But, Mr. 
Speaker, I am not aware that the hour of dining 
is a question for gentlemen sent here to do the 
business of the country. Sir, the business of the 
country shall not be neglected for my dining; for 
J shall remain here, even though the young men 
from Pennsylvania go home to dinner. We are 
either in earnest about doing business, or we are 
not. Weought to sit here at least till six o’clock; 
and if I could bring about a vote for that purpose, 
I would have a rule declaring it out of order to 
move to adjourn before six o’clock. A 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire 
of the gentleman from Ohio when it was the cus- 
tom of the House of Representatives to meet at 
ten, and sit till six o’clock? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. In 1840, 1842, and 1844. 

Mr. JONES. It was not so in 1844, to my 


But, sir, in- order to meet the views || 


| have been during the present session. 


certain knowlédge. The House must have quitted 


lit before 1844. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. My friend says the House 
quitted it in 1844. If so, it was When such men 
as he came in here, (Laughter.] ; 

Mr. JONES. Ido not think it ever was the 
custom, only for a few days at the close of the 
session. : ig mee) 

_Mr. GIDDINGS. “We can dispose of every 
bill on the table—of the appropriation bills, and 
of the bills to which the. gentleman: from New 
York {Mr. Haven] refers, in reference to` Kan- 
sas—in two or three weeks, just as well as if we 
sat here for as many months. “And now, I say, 
let us meet here at a proper hour, and sit tilla 
proper hour; and let the whole.country know 
who it is that moves an adjournment before that 
time, and who will not come up'and do the busi- 
ness. 

One word, now, in reply to my friend from Buf- 
falo—I mean from New York, {Mr. Haven He 
undertakes to tell us what will be done, while;in 
the very same breath, he tells us how we have act- 
ed before we had any evidence on which to predi- 


| cate our action; and how, when we had the 


evidence, we neglected to act. Now, I would 
judge the gentleman by his own tule. Tle says 
we ought to do—what? We ought not to do 
that which is right, or undo that which is wrong, 
until we see whether the Senate ‘will codperate 
with us. I want the gentleman to tell me whether 
he acts in conformity with right, or in confor- 
mity with the Senate? 

Mr. HAVEN. I could answer the gentleman 
from Ohio in the same vein; but I rather think 
that he himself believes that I have always en- 
deavored to do right. I act exactly as J’ believe 
to be right; and when I cannot get other mën to 

o up to what I believe to be right—to do allthat 

think to be right—I will abate a little, rather 
than that my fellow-citizens in Kansas should 
bleed while I go to the country on an offer in 
which I am not sincere. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I regret that the gentleman 
and myself have been separated so much as we 
I regret 
that the gentleman has been waiting all the ses- 
sion to find out what was right, and what wrong. 
I believe that during the election of Speaker, he 
did not know exactly where he was. [ aughter.t 
He did not know whether this side was right an 
the other side wrong; but he wanted to stay 
somewhere half way between both. He now gets 
into a different position. , He is not certain 
whether the House ought to do a certain some- 
thing, which the Senate will not do. Instead of 
asking himself, “Is it right? is it just? is it 
proper?” he sets up before himself and us the 
bugbear of the Senate. Ido not care what the 
Senate will do. I will do what I believe to be 
right, although the heaveiis should fall; and if the 
Senate do not agree to what the House deems to 
be right, the responsibility rests with the Senate, 
not the House. 

Mr. HAVEN. I would ask the gentleman if 
he is willing to adjourn, and leave the bill to 


| admit Kansas asa free State, which passed the 


House, and was sent to the Senate, where it 
stands? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I will do what I think 
right; and if a right bill comes, I will vote for it, 
and if wrong, I will vote against it. I will not 
hesitate because I think there-may be a majority 


| against me, but will vote steadily in the way 


which I think proper and right. f 
Mr. HAVEN. Then the gentleman and I 


| will vote to take up that bill. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I cannot agree to go with 
the gentleman until he pledges himself not to 
look to the Senate, like the sinner, who looks 
over the shoulder, to see if the devil is not 
behind him. [Laughter.] But let him come up 


| and do that which is right and proper. 


I wish to say now, that I desire the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. Greenwoop] to withdraw 


| his proposed amendment to the amendment. 


Let us vote for the adjournment in three weeks. 
For my part, I would vote for it in two weeks, 
if I had the control of business myself. But so 
long as I see gentlemen in favor of three weeks, 
I wish that gentleman to let it stand at three 
weeks. I want to know, distinctly, whether I 
understood the gentleman from Arkansas to put 
me under a pledge to call the previous question ? 
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Mr. GREENWOOD. I did, sir; but as the 
gentlernan from Indiana [Mr. Dunn] promises, 
if he can. get the floor, to. renew the call, I will 
relieve the gentleman from Ohio of the responsi- 
bility. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Then I resign it into the 
hands of the gentleman from Indiana. __ 

Mr. DUNN then submitted some remarks, 
which are withheld, at his request, for revision. 
He concluded by renewing the demand for the 
previous question. . 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. When the gentleman from New 
York was in possession of the floor, he yielded 
to me to submit an amendment, that instead of 
the 2d of September, the adjournment shall take 
place on the 26th of August. I thought my mo- 
tion was entered and pending before the House, 
but it seems that itis not. On inquiry of the 
Clerk, I find the amendment is not entered. The 
Speaker recognized me, and 1 moved the amend- 
ment. It was received, so far as I could know, 
and I submit whether it is not before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not under- 
stand the gentleman to submit an amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON, I moved it ina distinct voice. 
Gentlemen around me are aware of the fact. 1 
thought the amendment was entered on the | 
Journal. It was in that belief that I took my 
seat. There was no objection made to my amend- 
ment at the time, 

The SPEAKER. When the gentleman rose, 
the gentleman from New York was entitled to 
the floor. The Chair did not understand that 
the gentleman wished to move an amendment; 
and no amendment was received or stated to the 
House. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. If the House adjourns 
will not this question come up to-morrow? 

The SPEAKER. The House having suspended 
the rules for the introduction of the resolution, 
it will retain its place before the House until dis- 
posed of. 

‘Myr. LEITER. 
ject on the table. 

Mr. A. MARSHALL. I move that the House 
adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the motion to 
adjourn was disagreed to. 

The question recurring on Mr. Lexrer’s mo- 
tion, it was taken, and rejected. 

_ Mr. McQUEEN moved that the House ad- 
ourn. 
Y The motion was disagreed to. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL moved that the House 
adjourn. 

Lhe motion was disagreed to. 

The question now being on the amendment 
proposed by Mr. Greenwoop to the amendment | 
of Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, viz., to strike out} 
“62d of Scptember,’’ and insert in lieu thereof} 
* 18th of August,” 

Mr. CAMPBELL demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


` 


I move to lay the whole sub- 


Mr. McMULLIN moved that the House ad- || 


ourn. 
? Mr. H. MARSHALL demanded tellers on the | 
motion. 
'T'ellers were ordered; and Messrs. McMu.um, 
and Davis of Massachusetts, were appointed. 
The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
portcd—ayes 71, noes 60. 
Mr. MATTESON called for the yeasand nays, | 
and demanded tellers upon the yeas and nays. | 
Tellers were not ordered; and the yeas and 
nays were not ordered. 

So the motion was agreed to; and thereupon 
(at five o’clock and ten minutes) the House ad- 
journed until to-morrow at eleven o’clock, a. m. | 


ti 
j 


Mr. SEBASTIAN presented the petition of 
Jacob Moonhouse, chief of the Munsee tribe of 
Indians, in the Territory of Kansas, praying that 
the arrearages of the annuities due those Indians 
may be paid, and that provision may be-made by 
law for the annual payment of the said annuities; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Lowa, presented a memorial of 
the Legislature of Iowa, praying for an extension 
of the western boundary line of the State of Iowa 
to the Missouri river; and that the Indian title to 
the lands embraced by such extension may be 
extinguished; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on Territories, and ordered to be 
printed. = A 

Mr. BRIGHT presented the petition of John 
W. Salyer, a soldier in the war of 1812, praying 
to be allowed a pension for an injury received in 
the service; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. MALLORY. I present a petition of cit- 
izens of the city of Jacksonville, Florida, pray- 
ing for an appropriation for removing obstruc- 
tions in the channel between the St. John’s and 

Nassau rivers, in that State, caused by the wreck 
of a United States mail steamer therein. Thisis 
a very important matter; and while Congress is 
appropriating money for improvements of this 
character, I know of none in-my section of the 
country more worthy. I move that the petition 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
{ hope they will give it favorable considera- 
tion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, who were instructed by a resolation of the 
Senate to inquire into the expediency of making 
| an appropriation for the importation of seed sugar 
cance for gratuitous distribution to the sugar plant- 
ers of the United States, submitted a report; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. The Committce 
on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the 
memorial of Washington A. Bartlett, late a lieu- 
tenant of the Navy of the United States, have 
directed me to make a report, which I send to the 
Chair, and move that it be printed. 
for the information of gentlemen who may take 
any particular interest in this subject, that the 
papers are somewhat voluminous, and the report 
is made up chiefly of an abstractof the substance 
of the evidence and its application to two or three 
particular charges. We do not propose to move 
to print anything but the report, which contains 
the substance of the evidence. We have all the 
minutes of the proceedings of the examination 


order, so that they may be printed if the Senate 
desires it. I propose now simply to have the 
report printed. 

The report was ordered to be printed. 


On motion, of Mr. JONES, of Iowa, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the biji (S. No. 
8) to extend the western boundary of the State of Lowa to 
the Missouri river, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Territories, 


IRON STRUCTURES, 


Mr. SEWARD presented the following reso- 
| lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
: sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures inquire | 
concerning the extent to which iron may be substituted for 
woo, stone, and brick, in public buildings of the United 

tates. 


POST ROUTES IN IOWA. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous | 
consent, and agreed to: 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, July 22, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Deax. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, : ! 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. ! 


_ Mr. DODGE presented three petitions of citi- 
izens of Wisconsin, praying 
lands to aid inthe construction of the Milwau kee, Hi 
Horicon, and Lake Superior railroad; which were |! 


} 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. H 


i 
ii 
i 
tr 


j 
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for a grant of public | 


i: Post Roads be instrneted to inquire into the expediency of 


| resentatives, by Mr. Barcuay, Assistant Clerk, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 


establishing a post route from Waterloo, in Biack Hawk 
county, to Eldorado, in Hardin county, Iowa. 


ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 
A message was received from the House of Ren- 


announcing that the House of Representatives | 
had agreed to the resolution of the Senate fixing 
a day for the adjournment of Congress, with an 
amendment; in which they requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 


it 
1} 


i 


I will state, |} 


before the committee, and all the other papers in || 


|| United States, be conside: 


18th for the 11th day of August. 
The Senate concurred in the amendment. 


PAY OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. BUTLER. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to introduce a bill; and I will state 
ina very few words its purport. Ihave observed 
that protracted per diem sessions are becoming 
great evils, and a source of great expense to the 
country. I propose in this bill to allow to every 
member of Congress $3,000 for every regular 
session, and for every extra session to allow him 
the pay which he now receives, and twenty cents 
a mile for going to and returning from home. 

There being no arin leave was granted to 
introduce the bill (S. No. 398) to regulate the com- 
pensation of members of Congress; which was 
read the first time. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Let it be read through. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It willbe read 
the second time if there be no objection. 

The bill was read a second time. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
announced the passage by that body of a bill (H. 
R. No. 472) for the relief of Louis Hembert. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfin- 
ished business of yesterday is the bill (S. No. 
89) for continuing the improvement of the harbor 
at Racine, Wisconsin. 

Mr. HUNTER. That does not come up in 
the morning hour. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the un- 
finished business of yesterday, and if there be no 
other business it will be taken up. tee: 

Mr. HUNTER. I understood that the billin . 
regard to the guano islands was laid over until 
the morning hour of to-day. ` 

Mr. SEWARD. My intention was to have 
that bill considered this morning; but the honor- 
able Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] the 
colleague of the gentleman on the floor, gave no- 
tice yesterday that the bill concerning the protec- 
tion of the guano islands would be brought up 
this morning; and I suppose he will be here in a 
moment. e are waiting for him. There isan 
understanding between him and myself that that 
bill shall have precedence, and then I shall call 
up the others. I prefer to go on with the internal 
improvement bills until he comes in. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think the morning hour 
should be given to the morning business. At 
one o’clock we propose to dispose of the Sound 
dues question, and then we can take up the river 
and harbor bill. I think that was the arrange- 
ment yesterday. 

Mr. SEWARD. We were not to take up the: 
Sound ducs question, but the guano islands bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. I supposed that we were to 
take up the Sound dues first. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Why not go on with the 
guano bill now ? ; 

Mr. SEWARD. We are waiting for the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CLAYTON. But if no opposition be made 
we may go through with the bill at once. 

_ Mr. HUNTER. Ithink we had better take 
it up. 

_ Mr. CLAYTON. I donot anticipate any ob- 
jection to it. 


DISCOVERERS OF GUANO ISLANDS. 


Mr. HUNTER. I move to take up the bill 

(S. No. 339) to authorize protection to be given 
to citizens of the United States who may discover 
deposits of guano. ‘ 
_ The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, ag 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, with an amend- 
ment to strike out all after the enacting clause, 
and insert the following: 

That, whenever the President of the United States shall 
have received satisfactory information that any citizen 
or citizens of the United States have discovered a deposit 


t 


; of guano on any island, or other territory, not within the 


lawrul jurisdiction of any other Government, the saidisland 
or territory may, at the diseretion of the President of the 
ed as appertaining to the United 
States for the use and beiioof of the discoverer or discov- 


| crers, and lis or their assigns, and may, at like discretion, 


he taken possession of in the name of the United States, 
with all the necessary formalities. 


“. Mr. MASON, 
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Buc. 2. And be it further enacted, That, in order that the 
said discoverer or discoverers, or his 6r their assigtis, may 
receive proper protection. in their-rights, and at the same 
time -be restrained from.imposing.onerous burdens on the, 
consumers of guano, they shall-enter into bonds, with such 
tas and securities as ‘may be required by the Presi- 

Enit; to dètiver the said guano to ‘citizens of the United 
Stites, at said islands or other territory, on board vessels of 
the United States, ata price not exceeding $12 per ton, and 
to provide all necessary. facilities for that purpose. 
~ S¥o..3. And be it further enacted, That the importation of 
said guano inte any port of the United States shali be upon 
thesame-footing as the importation of articles from one port 
United States into any other port of the United States. 
$ 4, And be it further enacted, That nothing in this 
árt cóntäined shall be construed obligatory on the United 
States to retain posséssion of the islands or territory as 
aforesaid, for the said discoverer or discoverers, or assigns, 
or for the United States, after the guano shali have been 
temoved from the same. 

“Suc. 5. And be it further enacted, That the President of 
the United States is hereby authorized, at his discretion, to 
employ the land and naval forces of the United States to 
protect the rights of the said discoverer or discoverers, or 
their assigns, as aforesaid. 

“Sao. 6. And be it further enacted, That until otherwise 
provided by Jaw, all acts done, and offenses or crimes com- 
mitted, on every such istand or territory by persons who 
may land thereon, or in the waters adjacent thereto, shall 
be held and deemed to have been done or committed on the 
high seas, on board a merchant ship or vessel belonging to 
the. United States, and be punished. according to the laws 
ofthe United States relating to such ships or vessels and 
ffenses.on the high seas; which laws, for the purposes 
said, are hereby extended tu and over such islands or 


‘veo 
MASON. In conference with the Senator 
ún New York, [Mr: Fisu,] who has given a 
od deal of attention to the subject, I have as- 
ted to his proposition to modity some of the 
uses, with a view to make the bill large enough 
In. its provisions to include any future discovery, 
if such there should be, of guano islands. I will 
now present thém to the Senate, so as to put the. 
bill in the condition in which we desire it to pass. 
Then any Senator who wishes to offer an amend- 
ment will have an opportunity to do so. It is 
oposed to strike out the first section of the 
inted substitute, and insert in lieu of it: 

; when any citizen or titizens of the United States 
may’ have ‘discovered a deposit of guano on any island, 
rock, or Key, not within the lawful jurisdiction of any other 
Government, and not occupied by the citizens of any other 
Government, and. shall take peaceable possession thereof, 
and occupy the same, saidisland, rock, or key, may, at the 
discretion of the President of the United States, be consid- 
ered as appertaining to the United States, for the use and 
behoof of such discoverer or discoverers, or of their as- 
signs, being citizens of the United States: Provided, how- 
ever, That notice be given by such discoverer, or discov- 
erers, as soon as practicable, to the State Department of the 
United States, of such discovery, occupation, and posses- 
sion, Verified by affidavit, describing said island, rock, or 
key,.and the latitude and longitude thereof, as near as may 
be, atid showing that such possession was taken in the 
nameé of the United States; and that satisfactory evidence 
be furhished to the State Department that such island, 
rock, or'key, was not, at the time of the discovery thereof, 


or the taking possession and oecupancy thereof by the 
claimants, in the possession, or occupation of any other 


Government, or of the citizens of any other Government. 


> Mre: SEWARD. I ask the Senator whether 
it ‘is retroactive? It is clear that the words, 
“ may have discovered,’? make the provision 
retroactive as well as prospective. 

Mr. MASON. I should think it was both 
prospective and retroactive. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Sen- 
ator offer that as an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the committee? 

Mr. MASON. Yes, sir—as a substitute for 
the first section of the committee’s amendment. 

Mr.CLAYTON. lask thechairman whether 
it would not be better to add after the words, 
“may have discovered,” the words, ‘or shall 
hereafter discover?” 

I have no objection to that. 
T-agcept the modification. , 

©- Mr HUNTER. If I understand this amend- 
ment; -it proposes to give the property in per- 
petuity to the discoverer, and he may then 
charge what he pleases for the guano. : 

Mr MASON. There is a subsequent clause 
in relation to the price. i ; 
: Mr. HUNTER. -I thought this was a substi- 
tute for the whole bill. 

Mr. MASON. It is a substitute. for the first 
section of the committee’s amendment only. 
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Mr. CLAYTON. I think there is nothing in 
the bill which obliges this Government to assume 
other duties than those which are devolved on it 
by- the general principles of. international law. 
I take it for. granted that the Government is 
bound to take proper care of these discoveries. 
This bill carries out what I suppose .to be. the 
general principle of law, and explains. to the 
people of the country the duties of the. Govèrn- 
ment whenever any one of these islands. shal] be 
discovered ; and, as far.as I am able to understand 
it, it does not go at all beyond the general law 
on the subject. I am decidedly in favor of it. 
Guano has become a very valuable fertilizer. I 
have seen what purports to be an analysis of. 
some guano from a lately discovered island, and 
it is composed chiefly of the phosphate and sul- 
phate of lime. These are yery valuable fertili- 
zers, and different from the Peruvian or Chincha 
island guano. It is said to contain a great deal 
of ammonia, but nothing like the proportion of 
ammonia to be found in the Peruvian guano. 
Still the greater amount of phosphates to be 
found in this must make it, for many soils, a very 
valuable fertilizer. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. Inthe second section, to make 
it conform in its phraseology to the amendment 
just adopted, I propose, in the second line, after 
the word ‘assigns,’ to insert, ‘‘ being citizens 
of the United States; and again, in the seventh 
line, after the word “‘ island,” to insert the words, 
‘$ rocks or keys;’’ and also, in the seventh, eighth, 
and ninth lines, to strike out ‘‘ at said islands or 
other territory on board of vessels of the United 
States at a price not exceeding twelve dollars a 
ton,’’ and to insert (that which my colleague had 
his attention drawn to about the price) this 
provision: 

Ata price not excceding, for the best quality, six dol- 
lars per ton in its native place of deposit, or ten dollars per 
ton alongside in proper tubs within reach of the ship’s 
tackles, at the option of the purchaser. 

I may say that this matter of regulating the 
maximum price which the company shall be 
allowed to charge was one from necessity of ex- 
ceeding difficulty, because of the small material or 
information which the committee had, or I, asa 
Senator, had, in order to form any judgment of 
what would be a fair remuneration to them, and 
at the same time not amount to extortion upon 
the consumer. The subject also engaged the very 
earnest attention of the honorable Senator from 
New York, (Mr. Fisu,] to whom I have. been 
indebted for the amendments that have been sug- 
gested now; and I think it met our joint appro- 
bation to try the measure in the form in which it 
is presented. 

Mr. FISH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MASON. The ship-owners and ship- 
masters who go there to receive the guano, under 
the provision of the amendment, will have it in 
their power either to load the ships themselves, 
or at their option to have them loaded by the 
company. If they load the ships themselves, 
they are to pay, as a seniorage for the privilege 
of taking it, the price of six dollars per ton. If 
they are loaded by the company, they are to Pry 
a price not exceeding ten dollars per ton. Itis 
a very difficult subject, I am free to admit, on 
which to form any judgment soas to place the 
proper limits on the profits to be earned by this | 
company, and at the same time not to deter capi- 
talists from-embarking in it. I have thought, and | 
still entertain the opinion, that in the present 
form it will be most likely to secure both. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I am in favor of 
protecting the rights of American citizens at home 
and abroad, on land and sea; but I hope the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, if this bill: comes 
from them, will assign some reason to the Senate 
why there is to be a special rule laid down. in 
relation to guano islands. The rights of dis- 
covery of American citizens. to lands heretofore 
undiscovered, I suppose, are regulated by the law. |} 
of nations; and the Government will undoubtedly |t 
| enforce, atall times, the righis of discovery of any |! 


of «its. citizens ‘to any: undiscovered: land 9 
they may discover... What 1 would like to 
is, why a special ruleis endeavored to he i 
here, by. way. of. this act of Congress, in relatii 
to guano islands?. Unless. that explanation 
given, and some good: reason be ‘assigned: w 


stand, have chosen to. say, in regard: to the dis. : 
coverers of guano islands, that they shall 
the protection which this, bill extends.to.them jis 
because we consider. such discoveries beneficial 
to the public. It can afford to give the protection 
on due consideration of. the, advant othe: 
agricultural. interests which. these: 4 


zens of the United States, by the law of nations, ` 
inure to the sovereign—to the Government... It 


| by no means follows that, because.a citizen of 


this or any other country discovers an island, or. 
a continent, the islandor the, continent belongs ` 
to the discoverer. By the universal: law-of ina» 
tions, it belongsto the. nation under. whose flag it : 
was discovered. That has been the rule of public 
law always. Therefore, when an American citizen ` 
makes a valuable discovery,.of aguano. island © 
or. a continent, the sovereignty of. that. i i 
continent, if we choose to. assume it, belongs 3 
the United. States, and: the soil, belongs ‘to thè: 
United States—all of it~and: the deposits... P 
think. it would: be: mucli: better.to Jeave.this mat- 
ter under the general law of nations. | I.see no 
reason why this universal rule of. the law of na- 
tions should. be departed from.. If persons have ` 
gone on under the protection of the flag of the 
United States, and have made discoveries of 
islands before unknown, and the discovery was 
very valuable to the nation, and of a peculiar 
kind like this, it might be proper for the Govern- 
ment to make compensation to the discoverers; 
but it is certainly against the settled principle:of 
the law of nations, from the beginning of. the 
world, that the. discovery should inure to the ben- : 
efit of the individual discoverer. Thatis the prin- 
ciple which I take it the Senator from. New 
Hampshire laid down, and it is a sound one, 
maintained by all the publicists. : 
Mr, SEWARD. Nir. President, I had the 
honor to submit the- original bill on. this subject; 
and perhaps it may be proper for me'to explain 
the object which I had then-in view, and which 
is carried out more effectually by the provisions 
of the bill as proposed to” be amended by the 
Committee on Foreign: Relations. Se en 
Itis within avery recent period that guano, as 
a fertilizer, has become known, demanded, and 
used in the United States. -It-is the best fertilizer 
thatis available which is now.Known. Our sup- 
plies of it are chiefly from the islands belonging 
to the: Republic of: Peru. Every one knows that, 
while it bas: become actually necessary as a fer» 


| tilizer, especially for worn out lands, it has be- 


come. exteedinely expensive—the State of Pert 


: having practically a monopoly among the nations 


over this gréat article of commerce, : The costof 
guano at the Peruvian islands is thirty dollars a 
wn. The cost of the same article delivered at 
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New York, is fifty-five dollars.: The cost deliv- 
ered in Virginia is. sixty dollars; the cost deliv- 
ered in Georgia is sixty-five dollars; and. it is 
more especially in these’ southern States that the 
article is demanded. 

The object of. the bill; then, is to favor and 
encourage certain American discoverers, who 
necessarily associate themselves together, because 
the enterprise of a discovery and occupation is 
too large, generally, for a single individual. Itis 
to encourage them to seek out, and to appropri- 
ate to the uses of the United States, under the 
authority of law, other deposits than those of the 
State of Peru. It is practicable, we know, be- 
cause more than one such island has been discov- 
ered by citizens of the United States. It is so 
practicable that companies are willing to under- 
take to surrender those islands which have already 
been discovered, and to seek for more, upon the 
condition that they shall simply be protected as 
discoverers, and have the benefit of their own 
exertions, and of the employment of their own 
capital, labor, and skill, while making the dis- 
coveries, and extracting guano for the use of the 
people of the United States. 

lt is probably true that the discovery would 
inure, when made by a citizen of the United 
States, to the Government, for the benefit of the 
whole people; but a discovery which inures to 
the benefit of the whole people of the United 
States brings upon all the people of the United 
States the responsibility of making it practicable 
and available. Everybody being at liberty to go 
and make the discovery, and everybody being at 
liberty to enjoy it, whoever may make it, it is a 
practical resulithat nobody will be at the cost and 
expense of securing the possession, and of ex- 
tracting this valuable fertilizer from the soil. 

It requires capital. The amount of that capital 
may be estimated from the fact that on a guano 
island, rock, or key, there is necessarily a perma- 
nent establishment of one hundred men, who are 
to be taken from the class usually employed in 
the whaling business, at from twenty to twenty- 
five dollars per mouth. These men are to be 
supported, as well as to have their wages paid. 
There are to be temporary houses erected at the 
island, for the purpose of sheltering them. They 
are to lay down a track of rails—eithera wooden 
or iron railroad track—from the deposit on the | 
island to the port, or harbor, or place of delivery, 
which generally is a distance of three or four 
miles. they are to build floating docks, and 
they are to have vessels there provided for ob- 
taining food, and water, and other supplies from 
distant islands or coasts. It is at once seen that} 
all these expenses attend the occupation, and | 
reduction to use of a deposit of this kind; and 
that whoever performs that duty must expect to 
do it under the protection of the authorities of 
the United States. 

Now that this will be a practicable measure, is 
seen from the faet that the bill provides, upon a 
full understanding of the subject, that these dis- 
coverers shall furnish guano to the citizens of the 
United States at six dollars on the guano bed, and 
ton dollars per ton at the place of delivery on the , 
island. This makes a reduction from the price | 
of Peruvian guano from thirty dollars to six and | 
ten dollars, or an average of eight dollars. Then 
if the bill shall take effect, and shall be as propi- 
tious in its operations as is expected, we shall be 
able to reduce the price of guano in the United 
States from fifty dollars, as delivered in the port į 
of New York, and in Virginia sixty dollars, and | 
Georgia sixty-five dollars, down to about forty | 
dollars per ton. Here is a saving of one third or 
more of the whole cost of the article. 

Then there remains a simple question whether | 
such legislation as this is necessary. It is neces- 
sary for the protection of our owncitizens, because 
the legislation of Peru is, in its nature and opera- 
tion, such as to favor the maintaining of the mo- 
nopoly which she now has. ‘They have very 
stringent laws in regard to the anchorage of ves- 
séls in their ports, and the whole of their legisla- | 
tion on this subject regards their guano islands į 
as the great source of their wealth for the support 
of their Government, and for the payment of their 
national debt... They have offered to sell, I un- | 
derstand, the whole of their guano islands for | 
#360,000,000. That is the estimate which they | 
put on this resource, on the ground that there are 
three hundred millions of tons of guano in the ! 


islands, and that that is worth thirty dollars per 
ton. : 

The arguments of the honorable gentlemen 
who make inquiries about the bill are very proper 
in themselves. If there was any such thing asa 
prospect of dominion to be secured to the United 
States resulting from the discovery and occupa- 
tion of these islands, it would be a subject. for 
some jealousy, but the bill is framed so as to em- 
brace onty these more ragged rocks, which are 
covered with this deposit in the ocean, which are 
fit for no dominion, or for anything else, except for 
the guano which is found upon them. There is 
no temptation whatever for the abuse of authority 
by the establishment of colonies or any other 
form of permanent occupation there. On the 
other hand, the laborers who go there have to be 
sheltered and protected, and fed and maintained 
by vessels which are employed in connection with 
the shipping of this country. The bill itself then 
provides that whenever the Guano should be ex- 
hausted, or cease to be found on the islands, they 
‘should revert and relapse out of the jurisdiction 
of the United States. 

The bill, then, gives no benefitto foreigners. It 
gives no benefit to foreign nations. It gives no 
inadequate or unnecessary protection, or privi- 
lege, or monopoly, to the discoverers, being our 
own citizens, who are favored by it; butitis simply 
a measure of policy, which has for its basis the 
great necessity of reducing the price of this arti- 
cle, and breaking up the monopoly which is main- 
tained over it by the Government of Peru, with 
the direct purpose of benefit to our own citizens 
engaged in agriculture. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, this is a mat- 
ter of some importance. I do not know how far 
it may be inaugurating a new policy, and one 
which may have consequences beyond the mere 
supply of guano to the agricultural interests of 
the country. I incline to think, though, that the 
committee have proceeded on the ment principle 
in regard to it. They propose, if I understand 
the theory of their bill, to take possession of one 
of these islands for the benefit of the United States, 
and to allow the discoverer something by way of 
a premium upon the guano asa reward for the 
discovery. Itis not the intention of the bill, I 
presume—and if it were, I think it would be 
clearly wrong, according to the principles of pub- 
lic law—to admit the right of property in the 
discoverer. The right of discovery is in the nation 
whose citizen makes the discovery. 

I believe, however, that in guarding the rights 
ef the citizens of the United States, the commit- 
tee, probably, have not taken quite care enough. 
I am willing that the discoverer should be amply 
rewarded—well rewarded—for the addition which 
he has made to the wealth of the country; but it 
seems to me that this bill proposes to do too 
much. I think it may be found hereafter, if the 
deposits should be valuable, that the grant ofany- 
thing like six dollars a ton would be an immense 
reward to give for the mere discovery of the 
island. I think that whatever grant is made 
should not be made in perpetuity, but should be 
made at the pleasure of Cengress. No doubt j 
Congress would not revoke it until the parties | 
were amply rewarded; but it might be that the 
reward which this proposes to give them would 
be far beyond anything we are now thinking of. 
The interests of the agricultural community, 
which we are called upon to uphold, require that 
we should sec that there is no chance of exposing 
them toa monopoly of our citizens, anything hke 
that which they have now to suffer under a for- 


the grant should be made at the pleasure of Con- | 
gress, and I would suggest that the reward had 
better be a percentage on the value of the guano. 
According to the statement of the Senator from | 
Delaware, this guano will not be worth anything | 
like Peruvian guano; for it has not near so much | 
ammonia, if 1 understood him. A premium of | 
in the phosphates than in ammonia, would be a 
high one—too much to give them. 

Í think, too, that there ought to be a further ji 
restriction. If we allow these discoverers, as a | 
reward for their discovery, to lay a duty on the 


eign Government. I would prefer, therefore, that |! 


1 
n ‘ 
i large expenditure of money, of necessity, on the 


| the parties to make a general traffic of guano and 


charge a general duty on it. 

It seems to me that this proposition to allow 
eiglit dollars a ton is too much. I think, too, 
that the business of loading the ships had better 
be left to private enterprise. : I would give them 
a certain percentage. I do not see why ten per 
cent. on the value would not be ample; for surely 
the business would be a large one, if the deposit 
were anything like what itis said to be. Iwould 
give Congress the right to purchase at any time 
from the discoverers, at, say, double the amount 
of money which it may have cost, or which they 
may have invested. If double the amount would 
not do, I should be willing to give them more. I 
would remunerate them amply; but we ought to 
keep the control of the subject in the hands of 
Congress, and I shall notbe willing to vote for the 
bill unless we do so. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I agree to ac- 
cept so much of the suggestions of my colleague 
as shall retain this subject within the control of 
Congress. He and I, with other Senators from 
the middle States, have the common object of 
enabling the people of the country to avail them- 
selves of these new guano deposits if we can; 
and if we shall differ on the details of the bill, it 
will be a difference only in the attempt to attain 
a common object. 

What is to be desired is, so to frame the bill 
as not to deter the capitalists or enterprise of our 
country from taking hold of the thing. Now, 
the history of this bill is, that in the Pacific ocean, 
as is represented, near the equator, and at a 
distance of some two thousand miles from the 
nearest habited land, there was an accidental dis- 
covery of two small islands covered with guano. 
Where they are, rests as yet only in the knowl- 
edge of the discoverers, and those of the Govern- 
ment officers to whom it has been imparted. The 
secret has not been divulged; but these islands 
were not occupied when last seen, and measures 
were promptly taken, under the auspices of the 
President of the United States, to enable the 
discoverers of them to take possession in the 
pores of an armed ship of the United States. 
We had hoped to pass this bill into a law in 
sufficient time to give to this country the benefit 
of the discovery, matured by possession under 
these auspices; but if we fail to pass the law, the 
result will probably be, that some new discov- 
erers will be in possession before Congress shall 
meet again; and if any benefit is to result from 
the discovery of these particular islands, it will be 
lost to this country. 

Now, as my colleague has said, and well said, 
it is a delicate and difficult subject to deal with. 
I would rather, however, in dealing with it, run 
some risk of enabling the discoverers to make 
| very large profits, (more than if we could deal with 
them at arms-lengih we should be disposed to 
| concede,) than run the counter-risk of losing the 
i discovery altogether. I can very well understand 
| that it requires a great deal of intrepid enterprise 
| to risk as large a capital as must be risked in the 
| attempt to get possession of these islands before 
| the quality of the guano is known, or in the at- 
| tempt to hold possession of them afterwards, if 
i the arm of Government should not be extended 
| over them. 

We know, from those gentlemen who have in- 
terested themselves in the subject, and who now 
form the company, that so long ago as the month 
of August last,a ship was fitted out from one of the 
| New England ports, with all the necessary means 
to visit that island and bring away a cargo of this 
material, for the purpose of ascertaining what it 
was. We know that a clipper schooner was dis- 
patched in December from the port of San Fran- 
cisco, to visit the island, in order to bring intelli- 
gence of the arrival of the ship; and we know 
further that the Government of the United States 
ordered one of the Pacific squadron to visit the 


i Rive pre: il island, to be present with the American ships 
eight dollars a ton for guano, which is rich rather |} 


when they arrived there, to perfect the title by 
i taking possession. That has involved a very 


part of the discovercrs, who have attempted to 


: mature their enterprise. If, as my honorable col- 
| league says, from a fear of giving these men too 


guano, they ought to be prohibited from selling 
it to any except citizens of the United States. 
do not think, if we have to go to the expense of |: 


protecting these islands, that we should allow | 


large profits, we should deter them from carrying 


Hout what they have already attempted, and it 


should result that these are really valuable de- 
posits of guano, they must inure to other people 
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‘and not to us. The material is much too valua- 
able to escape the vigilant attention of the large 
commercial marine of other countries that is afloat 
on the ocean. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Did I not understand the Sen- 
ator to say that it had already been taken posses- 
sion of by a public armed vessel of the United 
States? 

Mr. MASON. I said that a ship had been 
sent there, but we have yet no information of its 
arrival. i 

Mr. TOOMBS. But all the steps have been 
taken, and when they shall be done, the title will 
be as perfect in the United States as if you passed 
a hundred acts of Congress, and the danger of 
losing it is no greater? 

--Mr. MASON. It is undoubtedly true, that 
when possession is taken, the title will be per- 
fected in the United States; but I presume the 
United States will not embark in business as fac- 
tors to obtain guano. 

“Mr. TOOMBS. Isupposenot. But I presume 
the United States would let everybody go that 
wanted to take it, I do not see why any com- 
pany is wanted to carry it from there. As 
the title will be perfected in the Government, 
ön possession being taken by the United States, 
and a reasonable time being allowed according 
to the law of nations to reduce it into actual pos- 
session, I do not see that this bill will in the 
slightest degree lessen the danger of losing it, or 
in a greater degree perfect the title of the United 


`: States. 


Mr. MASON. The Senator from Georgia 


" misunderstood me if he understood me to say 


thata public ship had been sent there to take 
possession. The discoverers have sent a ship 
to take possession on their own behalf.. There 
1s no authority given to the commanding officer 
of that ame to take or to retain possession on 
the part o the United States Government; so 
that if it should result that these discoverers are 
deterred from taking possession, no possession 
will be taken. ‘ThatI believe, indeed [ am sure, 
is the present posture of the affair. Now, sir, I 
did not understand the honorable Senator from 


Delaware as it seems my colleague did, to say 
. that this guano was of inferior quality to the Pe- 
. tüvian 


ano, 


LAYTON. 


Mr. ‘Will the honorable Senator 


: give me permission to state the analysis of this 


guano which I hold in my hand? 
“Mr. MASON. Certainly. ae 
Mr. CLAYTON. The analysis is, one hun- 
dred parts consist— 
Of crenates and humates of ammonia, oily matter, and lithic 
eo Ree 13.50 
Phosphoric acid, with lime 
bone phosphate 


Sulphate of lime and soda 14.96 
Magnesia from humates.. 2.21 
Sand..... Seerrrrrr errr rere) taveenncccoteccenceaaces E2 

: 117.49 


It will thus be perceived that this guano is very 
valuable. Whether it be more or less valuable 
than Peruvian guano, I have not said. Tts chief 


yalue, I did say, was derived from the great quan- j 


tity of sulphates and phosphates to be found in 
it. That is clear from the analysis. The exact 
amount of ammonia to be found in it itis difficult 
to say from the analysis. There is a portion of 
ammonia in it, but nothing like the quantity 
which is in the Peruvian guano. 

Mr. HUNTER.. What is the percentage of 
ammonia? 


Mr. CLAYTON. Itis given in the analysis 


as 13.50 including the crenates and humates of | 
ammonia, oily matter and lithic acid. The hon-: 


orable Senator probably knows very well that 
Peruvian guano contains from thirteen to seven- 
teen per cent. of ammonia. 

<Mr. MASON, 
agriculturist enough to know from the compo- 


nents of this guano how it will compare with the | 
guano of the Chincha Islands; butlam informed | 
by those most interested, the representatives of 


the company, that they have been satisfied, from 
the analysis made of the guano since it was 
brought here, that it is more valuable as. a fertil- 
izer than the same deposit in the Chincha Islands. | 
How the fact is, I do not know. That is their | 
representation, and the 1 


are most interested in } 
knowing its quality and its merchantable value. l 


I am not either chemist or! 


| cent. would be only sixty cents. 


| 
| 


I would suggest to my colleague that, so far as 
retaining jurisdiction over the price is concerned, 
it may be done by modifying the amendment 
proposed by me, to which I will assent, and 
saying that, ‘ until otherwise provided by law, it 
shall be at such rates.”’ 

Mr. HUNTER. I will say to my colleague 
that have prepared an amendment which will 
meet my view of the case. I believe it is notin 
order to offer it now, but [ will read it for inform- 
ation. I propose in the second section to strike 
out all after the word * assigns,” and insert: 

The said discoverer or discoverers, or his or their as- 
signs, may be allowed, at the pleasure of Congress, to charge 
—— dollars per ton on ali guano delivered to citizens of the 
United States, or for the use of persons within the United 
States: Provided, however, That no guano shall be taken 
from the said island except for the use of such persons: 
And provided further, bat the said duty in favor of the said 
discoverers shail be repealed whenever the United States 
Government shall cause to Le paid to them double the 
amount of money expended by them at the time of the pas- 
sage of this law, which said sum is to be ascertained by the 
Secretary of the Treasury then, or assoon thereatter as may 
be practicable, and reported to Congress at its next session. 

If double the amount expended would not be 
enough, I shall be willing to increase it. I de- 
sire to compensate them amply; but my purpose 
is, to secure to Congress the control of this sub- 
ject on the condition of paying the discoverers 
‘whatever may be an ample reward for the dis- 
covery. I propose, therefore, to leave it at the 
pleasure of Congress. Let the discoverers re- 
ceive a certain duty on all the guano sold to citi- 
zens of the United States, and if we should find 
that that was operating too hardly on the agri- 
cultural interest, let us retain in our hands the 
privilege of buying them out. I put it at double 
the sum they may have expended. If that is 
not enough, I am willing to go further; but I 
suppose if they were receiving this duty in the 
mean time, it would be an ample compensation, 
after allowing them to put the guano under duty, 
to pay them double the amount they originally 
expended. As I said before, if it shall bethought 
that this is not enough, I shall be willing to vote 
for more; but I think we ought to keep the sub- 
ject within our own hands. 

I make no question by this amendment as to 
the price which the committee propose to allow 
them. 1 do not know what would be a fair 
price. I know, however, that this must be 
pretty high, 
sate these men well, if you leave the control in 
the hands of Congress, I shall make no objection 
to the prices now proposed to be paid. When- 
ever it is in order I shall offer my amendment as 
a substitute for the seeond section. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish to submitto the hon- 
orable Senator from Virginia whether it will not 
answer his purpose entirely to merely limit his 
amendment to these words, or equivalent words, 
“ that these prices shall be subject to regulation 
by Congress hereafter at any time ?? Is not that 
enough, without encumbering the bill with details? 
To that I see no objection. I think there is rea- 
son in the argument that the matter should be 
subject to regulation. Congress will undoubtedly 
have power, under sucha clause, to regulate it so | 
as to provide for the relinquishment of this mo- 
nopoly if necessary; but I agree at the same time | 
that Congress is not likely to abuse that power. 
J am glad to hear the honorable Senator state that 
he is not tenacious on this question of price. [| 
was going to submit to him that ten per cent. 
which he mentioned, would be quite too small a 
compensation. The prices proposed by this bill 
are six dollars per ton in the native bed of the | 
guano,and ten dollars per ton delivered on board 
a vessel at the island, showing, therefore, that ; 
four dollars is for the expense of removal from | 
the bed to the ship. Atsix dollars per ton, ten per | 
Lhe honorable 


Senator will see at once that for a distant, haz- 
ardous, commercial enterprise as this Is, such a 


; compensation would be entirely inadequate. At 


have power to regulate it hereafter; and if the 
honorable Senator will reduce his amendment to 


| 
t 
H 
f 
j 
: > | 
the same time, I agree that Congress ought to ; 
| 
ł 
: eines 
simply such a one as would leave the regulation | 


of prices at all times under the control of Con- | 


gress, I think there would be no objection to it, į 


oe 


and we should pass the bill without any further 4 


Still, as itis my desire to compen- | 


another quarter, I propose to. modify the amend- 
ment now pending, by making it read thus: 

Deliver said guano to citizens: of the United States at 
said islands, rocks, or keys, until otherwise ‘provided, or 
regulated by law, at a price not exceeding, &e: © 0i“ : 

Mr. SEWARD.” That willdo. = 0 i 

Mr. MASON. That will attain“the end of 
keeping the subject under the control of Congress, 
which I agree with my colleague is very désir- 
able to be done. My own belief is that the sub- 
ject will be within the control of Congress, with- 
out the insertion of such a clause; but to make it 
certain, let it be introduced. But as to his idea 
that the right shall be reserved to. Congress: to 
pureliane the title to the guano on these islands, 

cannot consent to-that; © never could consent 
that Congress: should become the administrator 
of such a fund as may result from. these-islands. 
Heaven knows we have corrupting funds. enough 
already; and to make Congress the grand admin- 
istrators of beds of guano in islands thousands 
of miles away, I submit to my colleague, would 
shake the Government far more than it has been 
shaken already. I can never consent to that.. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ido not see. any fund, that 
we should be putting into the hands of Congress, 
according to my view. If we should buy them 
out, we should permit our citizens to go there and 
take guano by their own means. We. should 
have nothing to do in that event, except to pro- 
tect them in their occupation. If we allow these 
discoverers to charge a duty, I suppose we shall 
have to appoint some officers to see. that the 
charges are properly made; but if we were to 
buy them out, I see no fund that we should put 
into the hands of Congress. We should leave 
it to any citizen of the United States to go and 
get the guano, and not intrust-the whole matter 
to a monopoly. 

Mr. MASON. I should be quite as much 
posed to that. Ido not see that Congress ought 
to expend money, and a large sum of money, as 
a gratuity to those who may use guano. If we 
should buy these islands, and then give those 
persons access to them without any charge or 
cost, the Government would be giving a gratuity 
to one class of the people.of the country. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, this is 
something of a novel experiment. It is certainly 
a very new kind of legislation, never’ known 
before. The bill comes up this morning unex- 
pectedly. I have heard the matter mentioned 
i before, and yet it comes up so suddenly that lam 
unable to form any opinion satisfactory to. my- 
self in regard to it.” I want. more time; and I rise 
for, the purpose of inquiring whether, after the 
amendments of the committee are proposed: and 
adopted, the bill will still be open toamendment? 

Mr. SEWARD. Certainly. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then—I merely make 
the suggestion, without detaining the Senate 
now—let the committee go on and perfect the bill 
with the amendments they propose; and when 
that is done, the billas amended should be printed, 
so that we can see precisely how it stands; and 
in the mean time we should have a little oppor- 
tunity to look into it, for it is certainly an im- 
portant matter. It proposes to grant monopolies. 
{t is a new kind of legislation, and legislation 
upon an exceedingly important subject. Really 
the subject of price is one that ought to be con- 
i sidered with a little more light than we have now. 
i It strikes me, as it strikes the honorable Senator 
from Virginia, [Mr, Huwrer,] that the price 


|i proposed to be paid for the guano is exceedingly 


large. If these islands are worth cultivating, if I 
| may use that expression, for this purpose at all, 
| the price might, I think, well be reduced without 
| diminishing the inducements to entlemen to 
| invest capital in this business; but I may be mis- 
| taken as to that. I pretend to no fixed opinions 
| on the subject. I am anxious, as other Senators 
| must be, to giře all the encouragement that is 
| necessary to accomplish the purpuse, and to be 
i liberal in doing so. I should like more time to 
i I therefore suggest whether it would not 


i do so. 


i be well to print the bill as amended, when the 


amendments are disposed of, so that we may 
have a little time to examine it? 
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Mr. MASON. The remaining amendments 
are only verbal, to make the other sections con- 
form to the preceding ones. 1 move, in section 
four, line three, after the word ** island,” to strike 
out “or territory,” and insert + rocks or keys.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. The next isin the sixth sec- 
tion, in line three, after the word *‘ island,” to 
strike out “or territory,” and insert ‘rocks or 
keys.” 

he amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. MASON. The next is in line ten, of sec- 
tion six, after the word ‘‘island,’’ to strike out 
t or territory,” and insert “ rocks or keys.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. There is another amendment. 
I propose to strike out the third section, and insert 
in lieu of it a section substantially the same, but 
differently worded: The provision to be inserted 
1 eo. 3. And be it further enacted, That the introduction 
of guano from such islands, rocks, or Keys, shall be regu- 
lated as is the coasting trade between different parts of the 


United States, and the same laws shall govern the vessels 
concerned therein. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CLAYTON. If the honorable Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Hunter] will strike out the 
last proviso in the amendment suggested by him, 
I shall be strongly inclined to go for it, That 
proviso, [ think, should be stricken out, but the 
other part of his amendment occurs to me to be 
important. He proposes that, if we grant pro- 
tection to people who have discovered these 
islands, and to others who may discover islands 
of a similar character hereafter, we shall have an 
exclusive right in the United States to consume 
this guano at a reasonable price. l think that is 
fair, ‘Ihe sale should be restricted to our own 
citizens; or, in other words, the unlimited right 
to sell to everybody who may choose to buy 
should not be conferred, if we have the whole 
responsibility of defending these islands and the 
rights of the discoverers, 

I will be liberal in regard to the amount, but I 
am not quite prepared to pronounce at this time 
what sum would be a suitable allowance. Iac- 

uicseed very readily in the suggestion of ten 
dollars a ton, supposing that to be proper. If I 
knew better the real value of the guano, I could 
form a better judgment how much the discoverer 
should be entitled to. If, for example, this guano 
were like Peruvian guano, the bencfits conferred 
on the country would be such that I should pe 
very glad to allow them twelve dollars a ton for it; 
but l do not know that. T should suppose that 
was entirely too much if they discovered an 
island dn which there was nothing better than 
Mexican guano. However, I should be willing 
to make some reduction on this amount, one or 
two dollars a ton, so as to make it ten dollars; 
but in regard to the restriction of the Senator trom 
Virginia, which proposes to limit the sale of 
guano to our own people, Lam decidedly in favor of 
it, for we are to have the sole duty of protecting 
the discoverers in their rights. I wish to com- 
pensate them fully, but I want the nation to have 
the benefit of the discovery. 

Mr. HUNTER. I accept the suggestion of 
the Senator from Delaware. 1 will strike out the 
last proviso of my amendment. My proposition 


is to strike out the words, ‘in order that,” in | 
ction, and to strike | 


the first line of the second 
out all after the word “assigns,” in the second 
line, to the end of the section, and to insert: 
May be alowed, at the pleasure of Congress, to charge 
dollars per ton on all guano delivered to citizens of 
the United States, or for the use of persons within the 


United States: Provided, however, Phat no guano shall be |} 


taken from said islands exeept for the use of such per- 
sons, 


So that the section will read, ‘* that the said | 
discoverer, or discoverers, or his or their assigns, | 


may be allowed,’’ &c. 


Mr. FESSENDEN, Now I ask the Senator 


from Virginia, whether he will not yield to a mo- | 


tion to allow the bill, with his proposed amend- 
ment, to be printed and postponed? 

Mr. HUNTER. [am willing to agree to that 
as far as Tam concerned, but the bill is in charge 
of my colleague. 

Mr. MASON. Tshould be gratified to have 
the bill passed, but I yield to the suggestion. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, It is a matter of import- 
ant legigation, which, I think, ought to be well 


i 


considered. l move now that the further con- 
sideration of the bill be postponed to Thursday, 
and that the bill, as amended, be printed with the 
proposed amendment of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Hunrer.} 

Mr. MASON. The bill and amendments can 
be printed by to-morrow. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suppose we shall not 

et them until the time of meeting to-morrow. 

should like to have time to look into the bill and 
consider it when I shall have it before me ina 
printed form. Iadhere to my motion to postpone 
to Thursday. . 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was ordered to be printed. 


DANISH SOUND DUES. 


Mr. MASON. I ask the Senate now to take 
up for consideration the resolution reported by 
the Committee on Foreign Relations on the sub- 
ject of the Danish Sound dues. It has been a 
long time pending, and it is important that it 
should be disposed of. “* 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Is there not a bill 
pending which was left as the unfinished busi- 
ness of yesterday? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Virginia moves that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the resolution which he has 
mentioned; the question is on that motion. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. If that resolution 
be taken up, of course we shall have no more 
consideration for the harbor and river improve- 
ment bills. I can easily understand why my 
friend from Virginia would like to have the Sen- 
ate go into a discussion on the subject of the 
treaty with Denmark, in regard to the Sound 
dues. 

Mr. MASON. I have no desire in the world, 
ĮI can assure the Senator, to interfere with these 


bills. ‘They have shown themselves strong 
enough to take care of themselves. My motion 
was not made with reference to them; but after 


conversation with various Senators on this reso- 
lution, I intended to propose more than a week 
ago to take it up, but I have been postponed to 
this time. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Then I beg the 
Senator’s pardon; but J think we had better pro- | 
eced with the internal improvement bills as we 
have entered upon them. We have been en- 
gaged in the consideration of these bills for a 
northern latitude, and a pretty high degree of it. 
{ should like to have us come down to some lower 
latitude before we dispose of that subject. 

Mr. SEWARD. | Hore the honorable Sen- 
ator from Virginia will allow us to go on with 
the unfinished business of yesterday, the internal 
improvement bills, and dispose of them to-day. 
l think it was understood yesterday that we were 
to give him the morning hour for the consider- 
ation of the guano bill, and then go on with the 
improvement bills. | 

Mr. MASON. I did not so understand. I said 
yesterday that I should ask the Senate to-day to | 
take up the resolution pertaining to the Danish | 
treaty; and I understand the Senator from New 
York to say that there was time enough for both, 
inferring, therefore, that he yielded precedence to | 
my proposition. | 

Mr. SEWARD. I misunderstood the Senator. | 
I thought his allusion was to the guano bill. i 

Mr. MASON. {t really has become important 
that the decision of the Senate should be taken 
in regard to the Danish treaty question. We 
may be embarrassed in our relations with other 
Governments if, the question having been raised, 
it should not be disposed of finally by the Sen- | 
ate. It has remained pending for a long time, 
and it has been overruled by more interesting | 
questions—such as the Kansas question, and | 
others. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 


is on the motion of the Senator from Virginia to | 


take up the resolution to which he has referred. i| 


Mr. MASON. On that question I ask for the į 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and bein 
taken, resulted—yeas 16, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Biges, Brodhead, Clayton, Fitz- 
patrick, Houston, Hunter, iverson, Johnson, Mallory, 


Mason, Reid, Slidell, Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, į 
and Wellcr—16. 


NAYS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Ten- 
nessee, Benjamin, Cass. Collamer, Dodge, Durkee, Fes- ' 


senden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Hale, Hamlin, Jones of 
Towa, Pugh, Seward, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—20. 
So the motion was not agreed to. 
RACINE HARBOR. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. When the 
Senate adjourned yesterday they had under con- 
sideration, as in Committee of the Whole, the 
bill (S. No. 89) for continuing the improvement 
of the harbor of Racine, Wisconsin. i 

No amendment being proposed, the bill was 
reported to the Senate without amendment; and 
the question being on ordering it to be engrossed, 
and read a third time, 

Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 24, nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Benjamin, Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Dodge, 
Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Hamiin, 
Johnson, Jones of Lowa, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Thom- 
son of New Jersey, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—24, 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Biggs, Bigler, Brodhead, Fitz- 
patrick, Houston, Hunter, Mallory, Mason, Reid, Toombs, 
and Weller—12. Pe 


The bill was read the third time and passed. 


HARBOR OF KENOSHA. 

On motion of Mr. SEWARD, the Senate, asin 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 90) for continuing the improve- 
ment of the harbor of Kenosha, Wisconsin. 

The bill, as introduced by Mr. Dones, pro~ 
posed to appropriate $15,500, to be expended 
under the direction of the War Department, for 
continuing the improvement of the harbor of 
Kenosha, (formerly Southport,) Wisconsin, on 
Lake Michigan. 

The Committee on Commerce proposed two 
amendments; first, to strike out $15,500, and in- 
sert $31,353 70; and second, to strike out ‘* con- 
tinuing,’’ and insert “completing.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the first amendment of the Committee on 
Commerce. 


Mr. HUNTER. I know, sir, that on this 


| subject J am in a hopeless minority, and itis use- 


less to make any resistance to these bills; and, 
therefore, I have not troubled the Senate with my 
views on these questions; but it seems to me that 
the Committee on Commerce are pressing these 
subjects on us with so much rapidity as to require 
at least an explanation. We have no reports 
accompanying the bills; or, if there be any, I 
have heard none read. 1 do not know whether 
we are passing them upon estimates, or upon 
plans furnished by competent persons. We are 
not informed what is to be the amount of expend- 
iture, of which this is but the commencement. 
We do not know what are the principles—for I 
suppose there must be some principles—by which 
the committee is guided in passing these hills, or 
whether the only consideration with them is to 
distribute the money amongst those who are 
most anxious for it. As far as 1 can see, an 
applicant for a harbor or river improvement has 
very little more to do than to file his application 
at your desk, sir. We seem to be voting these 
appropriations without light, without knowledge, 
and without any information in regard even to 
the question of the propriety of these measures 
as measures of internal improvement, putting out 
of view the power. We have no information in 
regard to such considerations as are proper to the 
points involved. We know nothing about the 
amounts to be expended, nordo we know whether 
we are voting on the plans and estimates of the 
engineer department. 

Mr. SEWARD. The whole of this subject is 
an old one. Ithas been before the Senate of the 
United States, and before both Houses of Con- 
gress, for a great many years. The facts have 
been elaborately reported upon year after year 
by the corps of topographical engineers. There 
is nothing new in these bills since the subject was 
before the Senate last year, and they were vetoed. 

In regard to this particular bill, I have the esti- 
mate made on the 31st day of December, 1855, 
by Colonel Graham, after the survey of the whole 
work, and the estimate is: 


For chevaux de frise...ssseesceserecseeencseees  G750 00 
For crib work.....- FO eraraseeriesereese 19,096 88 
For dredging channel....... 8,464 80 
For dredging hasin west of p a 9,669 20 


asin... 20,066 34 


For dredging in north and west arms o. 


Total required for Kenosha harbor. .s.sss ess $58,047 24 
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Upon this estimate the committee, apportion- 
ing the amount with relation to the dispatch which 
is pursued relatively on all the works, find the 
sum proper to be-expended which is stated in the 
amendment. This is so of every one of these 
eases. It would only delay the Senate to go 
through and show these estimates, but we are | 
prepared to show them in all cases. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I desire to say a word or 
two in relation to the action of the committee, not 
to discuss the principle of internal improvements, 
which, as the Senator from New York justly 
ébserves, has been discussed for the last fifteen 
or twenty years usque ad nauseam. The prin- 
ciple upon’ which the committee have gone, in 


‘relation to harbors on the northern lakes, has 


beer: ‘simply this: They considered our entire 
rorthern frontier, separating us from the British 
possessions in Canada, as. entitled to the same 
advantages, as regards for facilities for naviga- 
tion and commerce, as the Atlantic seacoast. 
The peculiar physical features of these lakes are 
well known. Their southern shores form the 
northern boundary of a number of the States of 
this Union. The commerce borne upon them is 
enormous in magnitude. Owing to the peculiar 
formation of the lakes, there is scarcely, on their 
southern shores, a single natural harbor of refuge; 
and property and life are constantly exposed to 
hazard. 

‘Under these circumstances, the committee con- 
sidered that it was one of the first duties of the 
Government, if any internal improvements were 
to be made, to provide for a series of harbors of 
refuge on the southern shores of these lakes. 
‘When the northern winds blow, the southern 
shores of the lakes become the lee-shore. There 
is no natural harbor of refuge there, and some 
place must'be provided for the safety of life and 
commerce. Accordingly, the committee has had 
under its consideration a series of reports from 
the board of topographical engineers, and has 
determined to report in favor of the construction 
of breakwaters and harbors along the southern 
shores of these lakes, sufficient, according to the 
reports of the proper officers of the Government, 
to afford the requisite, the indispensable safety 
to life and commerce. 

AN these bills have been reported before. They 
ayé’all based upon estimates; they all rest upon 
the'same principle. Although I confess that there | 
appears on the face of the objection made by the | 
Senator from Virginia to be something reason- | 
able, and that the committee are pressing these 
bills through with a haste which seems to him 
somewhat indecorous, it is to be remembered that 
weare subjected bythe action of the President of 
the United States to the necessity of bringing in 
before the Senate fifty or onc hundred bills instead 
of'asingle bill; and that is the reason of the extraor- 
dinary portion of time which has been devoted 


to'this subject at the present session. If the Pres- | 


ident of the United States had notin his former 
veto messages informed the Senate that he was 
desirous of investigating each proposed improve- 
ment on its individual merits, and that he was 
ready to sign his name to such bills as might be 
passed by Congress as in his estimation provided 
for improvements of a national character, the com-! 
mittee would have reported just such a bill as had | 
been habitually reported in former years; but we | 
were obliged to take out every appropriation in the | 
former general appropriation bills for subjects of | 
internal improvement, and make each one a dis-! 
tinct bill. The consequence is, that we have been | 
compelled by the action of the Executive to con- | 
sume a vast deal of the time of the Senate which | 
otherwise could have been spared. It is for this | 
reason that the bills come up in this shape. i 

The bills, apparently, are numerous; but yet! 
the aggregate amount of the whole falls far short: 
of what gentlemen suppose. Something between | 


‘two and three millions of dollars is the entire ap- $i 


propriation for protecting the commerce of the | 
country, for protecting its navigation, for protect- 
ing life and property exposed to danger on the | 
northern lakes, on the western rivers, and on the! 
Atlantic coast. The committee has not gone to: 
any extravagant extent. The impression that it 
has gone to an extravagant extent, Í repeat, 1s ere- 
ated from the circumstance, that we have been 
compelled to bring in, for every little item, a dis- 
tinct bill. If Senators will take the pains now to ; 
refer to the distinct bills, they will find that the: 


amount of appropriations is much similar to that 
which has formerly been passed, whenever we 
have had the fortune to have a general appropria- 
tion bill signed by the President. 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator state the 
amount? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Something between two 
and three millions of dollars. I cannot state it 
exactly. I think it is very nearly two millions 
five hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. HUNTER. I desire to ask whether there 
has been any regular estimate for these works 
from the topographical bureau, or whether the 
so-called estimates have not been merely re- 
sponses to questions put either by individual 
members of Congress, or by some resolution of 
one House or the other? I would ask further, 
whether these estimates state the entire amount 
that is to be expended on these works in order to | 
complete them? For instance, we made an ap- 
propriation, and the bill has passed—the veto of 
the President having been overruled—for the St. 
Clair flats. I forget what itis. Can the Sena- 
tor from Michigan inform me what is the amount 
of that appropriation? 

Mr. CASS. Forty-five thousand dollars. 

Mr. HUNTER. “And yet I have been in- 
formed, on authority which I consider pretty | 
good, that to cornplete that work, so as to put it | 
in permanent form, will cost something like two 
or three millions of dollars. 

Mr. CASS. Oh, no; you are entirely misin- 
formed. 

Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir, between two and 
three millions of dollars. 

Mr. CASS. The honorable Senator will allow 
me to explain. I am sure he would not mis- 
state it. There is no such estimate. Colonel 
Graham, who went to the lakes last fall, has in- 
spected the work at the mouth of St. Clair river. 
It has been estimated, heretofore, that it would 
cost, I think, something like the amount of forty- 
five thousand dollars, without the dredging ma- 
chine. The dredge has been paid for out ofa 
former appropriation. lt was continued by in- 
dividual subscription, and by the Canadian Gov- 
ernment last summer. Colonel Graham thinks 
it is filling up; and, as I observed before, the sand 
of Lake St. Clair may be washing in. _ If so, it 
must be removed; that is the remedy. I am told, 
as I repeat, by Captain Nicholas, of the Navy, that 
it hasnot been filled up. Colonel Graham has gone 
on and surveyed a channel there which he con- 
siders better than that provided for by Jaw; and 
he estimates that, I think, at $530,000, as I stated 
yesterday. A work has now been ordered by 
Congress there; I hope it will succeed. I repeat, 
we cannot tell precisely the nature of these works. 
Such a revolution is going on, that we do not 
understand them exactly; but as to the estimate 
which the honorable Senator states, I think I may | 
safely say that there is none, for I have Colonel į 
Graham’s estimate in my desk, and it is nothing 
like that amount. 

Mr. HUNTER. I did not say there was an 
estimate sent in by the board for two millions | 
anda half; but I said. had been informed on 
pretty good authority, as the general opinion of 
men acquainted with such subjects, that it would 
take something like two orthree millions of doilars; 
that the present work was filling up; that as long 
as you made these small appropriations, whatever 
you did would be temporary in its effect and 
character, and that, unless you made very extens- 
ive sea-walls, it would be impossible to make a | 


permanentimprovement there. I have also heard | 


it said in reference to the bar on the Mississippi | 
river, which we passed a bill to clear out, thatit 
must be an annual improvement; that the opera- 
tions of next year will replace the sand which we 
dredge out this year, and it must be an annual 
affair. 

But what I ask is, if we are to enter on these 
internal improvements, that we shall do it on; 
something like a system; that we shall know the 
principles on which we are expending the money; 
that we shall know the considerations by which | 
we are to be guided in appropriating money for i 
these improvements. And, further, I think we: 
have a right to ask that we shall be informed as | 
to the probable amount of the entire cost for | 
which these works are to be completed; so that | 
we may know what it is we are undertaking when | 
we enter upon these expenditures. i 


Now, I have a right to complain “of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce that it does not présent to 
us some such information. I have not heard, for 
instance, in regard to the harbor now under con- 
sideration, what it is going to cost tò complete 
it. The Senator from New York tells me this is 
the estimate of what Colonél Graham proposes 
to do; but will this money complete the harbor, 
or how much more shall we have to expend on: 
Ite rare a4 

Again: are we to make these harbors of refuge, 
wherever anybody chooses to petition for them on 
the southern shores of the lakes; or are they to be: 
made at places which are likely to become great 
centers of commerce? There must be some lim-, 
itation of expediency, if there be none of princi- 
ple, on such a system of expenditure as this: un- 
ess there be, it will engulf the Treasury of the 
United States. I believe, if something is not done 
to arrest it, it will do that at any rate in less than 
ten years, ce 

r. TOOMBS. I think the statement of the 
Senator from Louisiana does not exhibit the true 
state of the case in reference to these’ expendi- 
tures; that is, we are not able to comprehend 
the whole extent of it from his statement. That 
Senator says that the committee have the esti- 
mates, and that the appropriations now proposed 
are between two and three milllions of dollars. 
Weare not indebted to the committee for everi 
that amount. I think the Committee on Com- 
merce reported, and the Senate passed a bill ap- 
propriating over six hundred thousand dollars for 
the improvement of the mouth of the Mississippi. 
Am I correct? : 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Yes, sir. BoA 

Mr. TOOMBS. ‘And that bill also contained 
a provision to continue the work forever. “The 
House of Representatives cut the amount down 
to poy. There is no particular sense in that, 
if the improvement is to be made; for, if one hun- 
dred thousand dollars be needed, three hundred 
thousand may be thrown away. As we have just 
heard from the Senator from New York, another 
member of the committee, they got reports from 
the topographical engineers, and then they say, 
“We willappropriate fifty thousand or one hun- 
dred thousand dollars of this sum, because it. is 
as much as we can conveniently pead this year;”” 
that is to say, itis as much as they dare spend, 
in order to make the people bear it. ‘* There are 
$20,000,000 in the Treasury; now we will take so 
much of it, and appropriate a little here and there: ”” 
That is the system. We heard from the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. Doveras] yesterday what was 
the result of it. Many of these estimates were 
made years ago I understand, without reference 
to the present state of things. What reliance is 
to be placed on them? 

In addition to what the Senator -from Hlinois 


_said yesterday, I may refer to the Cape Fear river 


as an example of what you have done. The 
Government spent $250,000 there, to put up the 
sume things spoken of by the Senator from New 
York. You run out wings and dams. Last year 
the people came here and told us that we had 
ruined their river; the topographical engineer 
had adopted asystem which destroyed their river; 
and they got $150,000 to remove your work. 
This may be on the same principle. A great 
many of your improvements have been utterly 
worthless. You constructed-a dam on the Ohio 
river, opposite a famous place called Smithfield— 
the Cumberlaod dam—and that Cumberland dam 
has been the subject-matter of contest ever since 
I have been in Congress. An appropriation is 
made for its repair one year, and the next year 
there is a struggle to take it away. Í know there 
has been avery severe strife between the two 
sides of the question. One side has told us that the 
attempt to force the water away from its natural 
channel to the other side of the river injured the 
navigation. I have heard the question repeatedly 
discussed by gentlemen of the contiguous States. 

The Senator from Louisiana has told us that 
the appropriation made by these bills is about two 
million five hundred thousand dollars. I think 
it amounts to more. Atan earlier period of the 
session, when I made a speech on the subject, 
somewhat at length, I took up these bills, and | 
found that, including the St. Clair flats and the 
Mississippi river bill, those reported by the 
Senate committee involved about three millions 
of dollars. ` 


July 22, 


1702 


== 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr.SEWARD. Ifthe honorable Senator will 
allow me, I will state to him that the bills re- 
ported by the commiitee for harbors on the lakes 
amountto $1,644,738; for rivers, $495,000; making 
altogether $2,139,738. Add the bills which have 
been passed, notwithstanding the disapproval of 
the President, $330,000 for the Mississippi river, 
$45,000 for the St. Clair flats, and. $100,000 
for the St. Clair river, and you have a total of 
$2,614,738. ’ f 

Mr. TOOMBS. Thatshows that my idea was 
more accurate than that of the committee. If 

you add to the sum stated by the Senator from 
ew York the three hundred thousand dollars 
struck out of the Mississippi river bill by the | 
House of Representatives, you have over two 
million nine hundred thousand dollars. Yester- 
day there was a forty-four thousand dollar amend- 
ment proposed by the committce to one of the 
Wisconsin harbor bills. Adding these sums to- 
ether, the total amountcis over three millions of 

ollars. f 

Mr. BENJAMIN: _It ought to be $5,000,000. | 

Mr. SEWARD. - The sum which Í stated in- 
cluded the amendment offered yesterday. 

Mr. TOOMBS. ‘The Senator from Eouisinna 
thinks the amount ought to be $5,000,000. Ihave 
no doubt he supposes it ought to be $50,000,000; 
and ail those benefited by the appropriation 
would vote $50,000,000 if they could gbtit. 

Now, sir, we should consider for whom we are 
voting this money. We are actually voting 
money for # portion of the States-of the Union 
which are outside the pale of the. Constitution. 
Wisconsin does not, obey the laws of the United 
States; Vermont does not obey the laws; Mas- 
sachusetts is not within their pale. You levy a | 
tax of $3,000,000 to be paid by my constituents 
to make improvements for States that are outside 
of the Constitution of the country. , The Senator | 
from Louisiana may think that an appropriation 
of $3,000,000 is not enough, and that it ought to | 
be $5,000,000; but I can teli these gentlemen that 
the people of this country have ever been justly 
dene of extortions from their pockets. The 

evolution started from a tax of three pence a 
pound on tea, As far as Iam concerned, rather 
than submit to the system which is inaugurated 
here, I do not hesitate to tell my constituents that | 
they ought to defend their purses with their 
swords. I consider it a system of audacious 
plunder, to which no free people ought to sub- 
mit. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I desire to say | 
a word as to the St. Clair flats, for the improve» | 
ment of which I understand an appropriation of | 
$45,000 has been made at this session. F heard, 
incidentally, as 1 stated yesterday, that Colonel | 
Graham, who is in charge of the works on a por- | 
tion of the lakes, had made a report on the sub- 
ject, which I had not seen, T have looked at it: 
since; and, on examining it, I find—I introduce 
it only as illustrative of the utterly crude and | 
undigested system of internalimprovements which | 

} 


is now ahout to be taken up—that former esti- | 
mates had been made by some of the topograph- | 
ical corps; that for the dredging and clearing out ii 
of the channel way over these flats to a width of | 
six hundred fect would amount to $45,000. That |! 
sum was appropriated by the bill. ‘That very į 
intelligent and able engineer goes on to say, from i 
what he had learncd—and his subsequent inform- | 
ation confirmed it—that merely to dredge out and H 
clear away the sand would amount to nothing, i| 
because one winter’s storms would replace it. He 
states that, inasmuch as no appropriation had been || 
made for this work for two or three years, and || 
perhaps longer, some of the citizens of the coun- | 
try, L think of Detroit, took up the matter them- $ 
selves, and raised a purse for the purpose of doing | 


{| of no value. 


j ury, to take that plank which relates to internal | 


the channel would fillup again, if ıt was not pro- 
tected, he states that, after the work had thus 
been done by the citizens of Detroit, he examined 
it in the following season, and he found it in the 
condition. which Í will read: : 

“The result of the soundings taken by Captain Macomb 
and myself, on the 13h of November, is shown on the ac- 
companying map, marked G. No. 35. It will there be seen 
that the depth of a portion of the dredged channel had di- 
minished as much as one and a half to two feet, and that 
the average dimiuution throughout was one foot within an 
average period of thirty-seven days, deducting the portion 
of October, in which no dredging was done.” 

He then goes on, very conclusively, to reason | 
that you may dredge out from year to year, but, 
unless you protect the work against the invasion 
of the sands, all that you do will amount to noth- | 
ing. The appropriation of $45,000, which has | 
been made, 1s to do this dredging alone. The 
same gentleman has estimaigd that the cheapest 
(which is the most destructible) structures that 
you can put there, would be to drive piles down 
on either side; and he says that theice and floods 
in winter would dislocate and destroy them, and 
in the course of two or three years render them 
You would have to put them there 
at the expense of over sixty-four thousand dol- 
lars. He then proposes, as the only mode by 
which this work can be done, to make an appro- 
priation for dredging to the amount of over forty- 
six thousand dollars; and for close piling, to pro- 
tect the work until they can make amore durable 
structure, and for that time only, over sixty-four 
thousand dollars. Then for two parallel piers to 
be built ina permanent manner, as a substitute 
for this piling, it will require $392,000. He es- 
timates, therefore, that in order to do this work 
in such a manner as to be of any value, even to 
the people of the country, for which we have ap- 
propriated at this session $45,000, will require 
for a channel only three hundred feet wide, 
$502,458; and fora channel six hundred feet wide, 
$532,991. . 

Now, Lask, of what earthly valuc, except to the. 
contractors who receive this money, is the dredg- 
ing to be accomplished by the $45,000 to be? We 
are informed by the engineer of the Government, 
that when dredging was done there two or three 
years ago, in thirty-seven days the channel fell | 
‘off a footand a half; and you propose now, with- 
out having any sea-wall alongside to protect the 
work, to expend $45,000 in removing those sands, 
which shift from year to year. ` 

Į cannot but think that, if the Government is to 
embark in a system of expenditures for the pur- 
pose of making these harbors, improving these 
rivers, and building these sea-walls upon the 
lakes, (whatever may be the doctrine of the Dem- 
ocratic faith as to instituting a great system of 
works of this character, and carrying it on, or 
talking it up one by one, and carrying it on piece- 
meal,) it would be far better for the benefit of 
the country, and for the economy of the Treas- 


improvements out of the Democratic platform, 
and cither to put none there, or to put one which | 
would insure some well-digested, defincd, bene- 
ficial, and advantageous work when it is done; 
for it is to cost the country in the end countless 
millions—probably hundreds of millions. 

Mr. CASS. Ido not wish to make any re-! 
marks to the Senate on this subject generally. 1 | 
have done that already. But I desire to make a | 
single observation in reference to the St. Clair | 


| 
| 
| 


fats, of which the Senator from Virginia has 
spoken. As to the platform of the Democratic ; 
faith, General Jackson’sand Mr. Calhoun’s plank 
is good enough for me. I do not wantany more. 

The honorable Senator from Virginia is mis- 
taken in reference to the St. Clair flats. The | 
difficulty is not what he supposes. The obstruc- | 


this work at their own expense; and he, under the |} 
authority of the Government, lent them a dredg- 
ing machine. They went to work during one 
season, and did clear out the sand to a certain 
istance, increasing the depth of water, I think, 
from six or eight feet to thirteen feet. 
_ Colonel Graham reports that it will be perfectly 
idle in his judgment to attempt to make adurable 
and permanent channel over these flats, unless 
after you clear out the channel, 
from the invasion of the sands by some structure 
out. In order to ascertain whether his 
WAS rightgthat these ware 


JE + 
9 3 ) i| that dredge-boat saved it to the Government, for | 
or abutments, on either side, that will keep them |: it was sunk under the water at the time, and 


3 j = A ins =. x 
w] theory || would have been ruined if left to remain asit was, 
shifting sands, and that | 


| tion at the mouth of the St. Clair river is not | 
i sand, but firm, imbedded clay, which it is ascer- } 
! 


| tained has not changed for generations. Last i 


i| year—not two or.three years ago, as the Senator | 
i Stpposes—a subscription was raised upon the | 


|| various cities on the lakes, principally in Buffalo, | 
| which is 
il and some in Detroit, to which the Canadian Gov- H 
» | ernment added $25,000, and this Government, as | 
you protect it | the Senator says, lent a dredge-boat. l 


peculiarly interested, some in Chicago, ; 


Lending | 


, and these people were compelled to take itup and :! 


work, it and deliver it in good order. They did 
so. They partly opened-a channel. Colonel 
Graham went upon that lake last fall—late in the 
fall, in November. He went down to look at that 
work. He is a very honorable man—none more 
so in the world—but he had not before a knowl- 
edge of the improvement and its situation. All 
that had been done was done a month or two be- 
fore—hastily done with inadequate means, and it 
is very possible that on that little Lake St. Clair, 
which is perhaps about fifteen miles in circum- 
ference, the sand may have come into a portion 
of the channel. That may be the case at this 
moment. The sand may have runinto the trench, 
but the trench itself is made by digging into hard- 
pan. lrepeat now what I said yesterday, that 
Captain. Nicholas, of the Navy, has written to 
me, stating that what Colonel Graham says of it 
isa mistake. I left his letter at my rooms. I 
should have brought it here if I had thought the 
subject would have been alluded to. I submit 
whether or not we ought to say that there will 
be no good from an appropriation which is to 
open a channel for buta comparatively small dis- 
tance exposed to nothing but the waves of that 
lake, and when the channel will be dug in hard- 
pan. What has been done is of vast importance 
to navigation at this moment; but, sir, I will not 
detain the Senate on the subject. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I thought I 
had quit this subject entirely; but I think it ought 
not to be left to pass on the representations made 
merely by the friends of these local measures. 
If you were to call ita general system of internal 
improvements, such as a communication from 
Buffalo to New Orleans, across the land or by 
water, there would be but one voice from gentle- 
men of a certain school of polities. We should 
be told that it was against platforms and uncon- 
stitutional. When, however, it assumes some- 
what of a local habitation, and has its contribu- 
tions of a particular kind, it is altogether recon- 
cilable to platforms and constitutions, and is 
worthy of the support of some of the most dis- 
tinguished men on this floor, on the ground—-and 
they cannot disguise it—of regulating commerce 
by the Treasury of this Government, or rather 
of making an experiment for its regulation; be- 
cause, as far as I have inquired about the effect 
of these appropriations for dredging, the winds 
and the waves and the sands fill them up, perhaps 
as soon as they are dug out. It is a mere ex- 
periment. 

But, sir, when the distinguished Senator from 
Michigan, for whom I have avery high personal 
regard and great vencration, undertakes to quote 
Mr. Calhoun, and General Jackson, and says 
that he intends to stand on the plank which they 
afford him to dig a trench at the St. Clair flats, 
I beg leave to tell him they afford him no such 
plank. Now, I appeal to his candor, can he, 
consistently with Mr. Calhoun’s doctrines and 
limitations, say, that Mr. Calhoun could have 
voted for an appropriation for the St Clair flats? 

Mr. CASS. I have sent for his Memphis re- 
port, and I will show his own principles in his 
own language. 

Mr. BUTLER. He was opposed to commer- 
cial harbors being established by the money of 
this Government, as the Senator himself stated 
yesterday. Then I do not see how he could be 
willing to cut a ditch to get to such a harbor. 

Mr. CASS. On that point Ihave sent for Mr. 
Calhoun’s Memphis report, and that will show 
his position. The honorable Senator from South 
Carolina and myself have had this controversy 
a great many times, and I will say now, as 1 have 
said before, that he stands at this day where he 
stood in Mr. Calhoun’s day. He did not agree 
with Mr. Calhoun on that point. Mr. Calhoun 
maintained that, under the power to regulate com- 
merce, this Government had not only the au- 
thority, but it was its duty to improve rivers, 
and to remove obstructions from harbors. Mr. 
Calhoun confined the doctrine to harbors of 
refuge. Why? What reasons did he give for 
it? Ifthe power to regulate commerce gave you 
authority to make a harbor, you would naturally 
suppose that it was a powerto make a harbor for 
any purpose relating to commerce. Mr. Calhoun 
went back to ante-revolutionary times, and, Í 
think justly, contended in that respect, that our 
Constitution contains provisions which are to 
receive an interpretation from the state of things 
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which existed then, and which brought down 
the meaning of the terms employed to our day. 
He found that the power over commerce was 
vested in the British Government, and not in the 
colonies; and he did not know that before the 
Revolution there was any power to open harbors 
of commerce, though there was to open harbors 
of refuge. If I understand Mr. Calhoun’s rea- 
soning, this is the ground on which he proceeded. 

Now, to me it is manifest, with all due sub- 
mission to that extraordinary, sagacious, wise, 
and honorable man—-and no one had a greater 
regard for him in life, and none has a greater 
regard for his memory now that he is dead, than 
myself—that if the power to regulate commerce 
gives you a right to open a harbor for one pur- 

“pose, it gives you a right to open a harbor for 
another purpose connected with commerce; and 
that if a harbor of refuge, by which property 
and life are to be secured, comes under the power 
to regulate commerce, so does a harbor which is 
necessary to enable your vessels to go in and 
unload. ` Et seems to me, that if you have power 
to make a harbor to shelter yourself froma storm, 
you can make one for the purpose of unloading. 

r. Calhoun’s ground in respect to river im- 
provements is another thing. 

Mr. BUTLER. Icanunderstand a very sens- 
ible difference: hospitality itself would recognize 
the difference between a harbor of refuge and a 
harbor of commerce. Civilized nations ought to 
hold out buoys, and light-houses, and guides, 
and safety-lamps, forthe mariner. 'Thatisa duty 
of humanity; and for this reason there might be 
some recognition of the power to make harbors 
of refuge from the storm. But it is an entirely 

. different question when you come to digging a 
new channel, and making a new source, | may 
say, of commerce. This is a power which is 
controlled by nothing except what you can effect 
by money. ` That is the only limitation which I 
gee on it. The power to do that would give 
power to make a railroad from New Orleans to 

uffalo. 

` T'he Senator from Michigan says that, because, 
according to Mr. Calhoun’s opinion, the power 
to regulate commerce gives you authority to make 
some appliances in a harbor of refuge for the pro- 
tection of life and property, it also gives a power 
to make a harbor of commerce. Ifso, why does 
it not give you power to make a channel across 
the continent on land? I see no difference be- 
tween the cases in principle. My word on it, 
Mr. President, if Mr. Calhoun, with his great 
mind, could have controlled the operations which 
he put in motion by the suggestions of his bril- 
liant, high, and responsible genius—for he al- 
ways thought with the responsibility of one who 
would follow out his own acts—you would never 
have had these bills. He went for the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi, and its great tributaries, 
on the broad ground that they were in the con- 
templation of the Constitution to be regarded as 
maritime interests, and that the legislative ad- 
miralty jurisdiction of the United States should 
extend over them, as well as the judicial admi- 
ralty jurisdiction, He thought the Mississippi 
had assumed an importance in this country as 
an inland sea, because it washed so many States. 
That was his view; but he never intended to go 
for, or advocate in any way, any measure which 
would countenance bills of this character. With 
his vastly utilitarian mind, he would never have 


gone on, even as a mere matter of expediency, to į; tal í d he, 
\; will desert them; because if you can go six miles 


expend money on ports where the next storm 
would obliterate your works. 


. ae | 
Let me say to my friend from Louisiana—I am | 


nota prophet, nor the son of a prophet—in his 
advocacy of this great system, if he were to con- 
fine itto the Mississippi, washing many States 
from the north to the south, he might support | 
that measure consistently with his notions of the 
Constitution; but allow me to say to him, that 
twenty years will not pass by before the very 
system which he is now supportihg will carry 
commerce from New Orleans, if it be successful. 
It will take commerce from New Orleans, and, 
instead of running down the river, it will be taken 
across from the Mississippi river to New York. 
That is my opinion, and therefore I think he is 
countenancing a system to oppose the laws and 
the operations of nature. As long as your Sys- 
tem was confined to the Mississippi, I s ould not 


have made eomplaint; but, as my friend from 


Georgħ has said, yr are taxing the agricultural 
portion of theso United States with a view to 

uild up towns and feed commerce. You tax a 
portion of the people of the United States, not 
quite so vigilant as those who are getting the 
money, on the ground that you are improving 
commerce! Who pays for it? Do the towns pay 
forit? I suppose it isa bounty to the towns, and 
the country pays for it. The sooner this is un- 
derstood the better. You may quote the fable, 
and tell me that when the other members refused 
to aid the stomach to digest, all the members per- 
ished. I know that commerce is necessary to 
invigorate and give prosperity to the community; 
but commerce has no right to claim these exac- 
tions at the expense of other interests. It is 
claiming them at the expense of other interests. 
I suppose the towns at this time would be willing 
to be reconciled on almost any terms’to get ap- 
propriations for their local benefit, not caring for 
the source whence the money comes. Some will 
take fifty thousand dollars, with a certain knowl- 
edge that another point asks for a million. 

Now, sir, if ever I want to find any of these 
measures of internal improvement, I have only to 
look in the index for St. Mary’s canal, as a man 
would Jook in the index of a law-book for 
“ usury,” or any other item in law. I shall find 
under that head everything connected with the 
system. Uhave once or twice had occasion to 
refer to that measure before. Mr. Calhoun was 
quoted as authority for it, on a former occasion, 
by the honorable Senator from Michigan—I 
allude to the canal at the Falls of St. Mary’s. 
When Mr. Calhoun originally was in favor of 
granting alternate scctions of public lands for 
canala—and, I believe, for railroads, though I do 
not know how that is—it was on the broad ground 
that they were contiguous to the line of the canal, 
and that, as a land proprietor, he was willing to 
give one section, provided there would be an ad- 
vance on the other in putting it into market. 

How long did that limitation last? Tt was not 
long before a proposition was made, not only to 
give alternate sections of the public lands where 
the road or canal runs, but to give alternate scc- 
tions for six miles on each side. How long did that 
last? This caoutchoue construction of the Con- 
stitution seems to expand every day. We next 
had a proposition to allow the alternate sections 
to be taken within fifteen miles; and when we 
came to make this celebrated canal in Michigan, 
at the Falls of St. Mary’s, they were not satis- 
| fied with taking alternate sections, but they broke 
through every limitation, and took the land 


one of the most stupendous canals—I have no 
| doubt a very good one—out of our money; be- 
| cause they have sold our lands, and used the 
| money for this purpose. 

When the Senator from Michigan speaks of 
producing records, let me tell him that I can pro- 
duce the last vote which Mr. Calhoun gave on 
this subject, of grants of alternate sections of 
public land. I brought the matter to his notice 
| myself. I saw that he proceeded on a principle 
which had some safety, which had the sanctions 


| of a wise man’s mind, though 1 could not agree 


| with him, because perhaps I could not understand 
| fully all the comprehensive views he took on sub- 
| jects of that kind. I said to him, “Mr. Calhoun, 
| they are not going to take these alternate sections 
l on the line of the canal, but they are going to 
| take them six miles off.” “Then,” said he, “l 


you can go ten.” He vote againstit. When 
he was honest in one purpose, and in one view, 
| it was seized upon to extenda system which was 
! nothing in the world but taking the public land 
| for local purposes. I wish it to be understood 
that the last vote which Mr. Calhoun ever gave 


i on that subject was against the propriety of devi- | 
|| ating from the strict line of taking alternate se 


‘tions on the principle of a land proprietor. I 
| refer to it now as an illustration. 

| [ desire to bring this system to the view of the 
country, and Iam glad that my friend from Geor- 
i gia has, with so much pertinacity, kept up the 
_ agitation of this subject, because it is not one of 
| to-day. Suppose there were three fields adjacent 
_ to each other at different angles, and there was a 
! manure pile 
it was sought to be put on two fields to the ex- 
| clusion of the third, what would you think of a | 


wherever they could get it. They have made | 


C- ij . 
‘them have been excluded from the operation of 


i 


$ 
i 


or a lot of guano on one angle, and |! A 
i I understand him to say he would not complain 


| have no notice of North, 


i that it would be constitutional to appt 
e 


man who administered an agent of. fertilization. 
of that kind by taking it from all three, to which 
it belonged, and bestowing it on two to: the ex- 
clusion of the third? You, are doing the. same 
thing now. On any doctrine which you. may 
choose to avow, independently of our constitu: 
tional scruples, you might as well exclude Vir- 
ginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, 
and Alabama from. this Confederacy, so. far as 
regards the bounties bestowed in the form. of. 
regulating commerce by opening rivers. Will 
you open any river in Georgia? The Savannah, 
river at one time carried down to, the sea more 
cotton than all the rivers of the earth.: Not-so, 
now. Would you bestow your bounty if I.were 
to ask, or any one were to ask, it in the name of- 
the Santee, or the still more-classic river Catawba, 
running up into North Carolina,.or the. still more 
extensive river of Pedee, running to the. borders 
of Virginia? Notatall. It would be:said. they 
are not national! You might as well, by your 
act, say that you exclude those States from the 
Confederacy in the distribution .of the bounties 
of this Government. I fear the time is coming, 
if the indications are.to be believed, when you, 
might as well puta clause in the Constitution that 
the high honors of this Government shall be taken 
from that portion of the Union. What will be. 
the consequence I shall not undertake to say. .. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, the Senator from 
South Carolina has mingled so many considera- 
tions and so many issues, that it shall be my 

purpose, in what I have to say, to call the Senate 
ack to the matter which is immediately. before. 
us. I shall not go into the discussion. of; the: 
grants of alternate sections of public lands for. 
the construction of railroads or canals. . When- 
ever that subject is properly before the Senate, I 
sliall give my views. I have thus far voted 
against those grants, chiefly because I believed , 
they had attained a height of extravagance, and 
thought it behooved Congress to rebuke them. 

Now, sir, among the powers delegated to Con- 
gress by the Constitution in express terms, is 
the power to regulate commerce. What does it 
mean? ‘To prescribe the terms on which men 
may negotiate. Why, sir, you never have pre- 
scribed them. If thatis the meaning of the term, . 
you never have regulated commerce; but under 
that power you have gone on to impose duties 
upon tonnage. For what purposes? ‘To encour- 
age the American shipowner and discourage the 
British shipowner—that is to say, you have used., 
the taxing power of this Government for the 

urpose of promoting the shipping of this Union. . 

f the Senator from South Carolina, and theSen- 
ator from Georgia, be correct in their doctrines, 
every one of these acts coëval with the estab- 
lishment of the Constitution, and maintained now 
as the settled policy of the Government, isa vio- 
lation of the Constitution. 

Sir, it was one of the chief inducements to the 
establishment of this Union—it was one of the 
evils of the old Confederation, that the subject of 
commerce with foreign countries, and between the 
several States, was left to a diversity of regula- 
tioń; and it was the design of the Constitution to 
declare that, for commercial purposes as for for- 
eign purposes, the Government of the United 
States was a single Government. I repeat the 
proposition in its broadest terms: for the purposes 
of commerce with foreign nations. between the 
States, and with the Indian tribes, we are to legis- 
late ag if we were the Legislature of the whole 
Republic. We have no notice of State lines; we: 
or South, or East, or 
West. That duty is conferred upon us and it is 
forbidden to the State governments—forbidden 
in the Constitution by necessary implication— 
forbidden by all your ordinances, yall your laws 
for the admission of new States. From the earliest 
period of the Government, the Mississippt river, 
the Ohio river, the St. Lawrence river—all of 


State laws, and put under the control of the Gen- 
eral Government, s 

Now, the Senator from South Carolina says, 
opriate 
money to improve the navigation of t issis- 
sippi river. 


Mr. BUTLER. Ido not. 
Mr. PUGH. He does not complain of that. 
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Mr. BUTLER. If you confined yourselves to 
something that looked modest, I believe I should 
not have complained. | i 

Mr. PUGH. And why? Because the Mis- 
sissippi river runs from the north to the south! 
That is the high‘constitutional principle on which 
it stands. A river that runs from the east to 
the west would ‘not be constitutional. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no! I beg my friend—-- 

Mr. PUGH. I shall be happy to be corrected 
if 1 misunderstood the Senator. 

‘Mr, BUTLER. 1 say that somehow it is one 
of the peculiarities of the Mississippi that it runs 
through more parallels than any river on earth, 
as far as | know. | In that respect it seems to be 
indicated as one of the great channels of commerce. 
If it were to run from theeast to the west, I'should 
consider it a great misfortune, not on the ground 
of constitutionality, but because it would be a 
dividing line; but, as itis, it is one of the strongest 
bonds of this Union. I never said it was consti- 
tutional to make an appropriation for it. 

Mr. PUGH. | agree with the Senator that the 
Mississippi river is the strongest ligament which 
binds this’ Union together in these days, when 
constitutions are interpreted at every man’s beck 
and will, But why is it the subject of our con- 
sideration because it passes through so many 
States of this Union? So does the Ohio river. So 
does the St. Lawrence river, for I suppose that 
it may be considered a single river which joins 
all these lakes together. Will the Senator show 
mea point of constitutional doctrine, ora principle 
of any sort, which would authorize an appropri- 
ation for the benefit of the Mississippi river which 
would not apply as well to Lake Erie, Lake Mich- 
igan, Lake Turon, Lake Superior, or Lake On- 
tario? They are larger bodies of water. 

' Now, sir, oa what doctrine did Mr. Calhoun 
deliver his opinion? He said thatthe Mississippi 
river and its tributaries—the Senator omits the 
tributaries as often as he names the Mississippi, 
but the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Ber] in- 
sists all the time on reminding him of it—the 
Mississippi river and its tributaries, the Ohio and 
Missouri, might be improved by the General 
Government. ` 

Mr. BUTLER. Not tributaries running 
through less than three States. 

Mr. PUGH. The Ohio does run through three 
States and more, aud the Missouri will, after we 
get the Territorics admitted as States. If you 
take these two rivers away, there will be very 
soon no Mississippi; and if you take away the 
commerce which 1s carried into the Mississippi 
from these two tributaries, it becomes of no con- 
sequence. In fact, they are all one connected 
channel of commerce. [fe said that the naviga- 
tion there was of the same description as the 
navigation of the ocean. But the Senator says 
we have neglected the southern rivers. What 
rivers have we neglected? The Catawba? Is the 
Catawba navigable after it leaves the State of 
South Carolina? Is the Pedee navigable after it 
leaves the State of South Carolina? Not at all. 
In fact, when they leave your State line, going 
northward—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Ithought you were speaking 
of going down. Inever knew them to run up. 

Mr. PUGH. Task, is it possible for a boatto 
go up the river after she gets to the boundary of 
your State? There are rivers in my State for 
which I ask no appropriation—rivers upon which 
the State has expended her money. In my own 
case, since the beginning of this very session of 
Congress, I have refused to the commissioners 
of public works in my State, to introduce a bill 


to improve the navigation at the mouth of the | 


Scioto river, because it was wholly within the 
State—because it was subject to State jurisdic- 
tion, although that part of it which is naviga- 
ble, is the outlet of the Ohio canal, which con- 
nects the Ohio river with Lake Erie. Ido not 
ask—I will not vote fora proposition to improve 
the navigation of ariver which is wholly subject 
to State authority, not a whit more than I would 
vote to dig a canal or build a railroad. But when 
gon come to rivers that are not subject to any 

tate, which, in the nature of things, never can 
be subject to any State, we are told that the State 


of South Carolina shall have protection to all her | 
commerce which enters from the Atlantic,and we |: These were the first grants, and they were 


shall have none for ours. That is what the Sen- i! made with a view to regulate commerce. 


ator thinks is equality ! 


ẹ 


|; T believe, to your State, Indiana, to aid you in 


li in vindication of him. 
i| Mr. PUGH. 


Mr. BUTLER. I did not say so. 

Mr. PUGH. We are told how much has been 
done for us of the interior! Why, sir, what is 
| this great Navy, for which we have paid. so 

much? The discussions of the naval board ques- 
tion alone, during this session of the Senate, have 
cost almost as much money as many of these 
bills which have been discussed here. All this 
immense establishment of armed ships, of sail- 
ors, of seamen, and of soldiers of every descrip- 
tion, with alltheir armament, whom do they pro- 
tect? ‘They protect the commerce of South Caro- 
lina. They do not protect us. We get nothing 
from them. Why, sir, it will not take all your 
fingers to count the whole number of citizens of 
the State of Ohio connected in any degree with 
| your Navy. That isa thing in which we have i 
a precious little interest. We are not admitted, 
to its benefits; we have none of them. This Gov- 
ernment, year after year, is expending its revenue 
to protect the commerce of the Atlantic States, 
and then gentlemen rise up here to read us lec- 
! tures because we ask that our rivers, which the 
Government took under its protection—that our 
rivers, from the control of which the Government 
excluded us, shall be put on the same footing. | 

The Senator from Georgia says he will call on j 
his constituents to protect their purses by their 
swords! Why, sir, whose purse is this? Whence 
is derived the revenue of this Government? From 
commercc—every dollar of it. You have not 
gone to direct taxation. When. it shall bethe 
opinion of the people of the United States that 
they will maintain this Federal Government by 
direct taxation, then T will vote with the Senator 
against any proposition to improve rivers and 
| harbors; butso long as you levy the taxes for the 
į whole expense of your Government, your Army, 
your Navy, your civil list, your diplomatic list, 
on the commerce of the country, I say, give that 
| which produces all your revenue a little of your 
protection. That is the whole question—shall 
we have the protection of this Government? 

Then we are told a great deal about the plat- 
form of the Democratic party. Sir, the fact 
stated by the Senator from Michigan is remark- 
able, that the very gentleman who drew the 
resolution of which we heard so much, voted 
himself for every one of these appropriations. 
| Itis very singular, that not only General Jackson, 
and Mr. Monroe, and President Polk, but even 
| President Pierce, within twelve calendar months, 
did not discover this new light upon the subject 
of internal improvements. These are not ‘*in- 
į ternal improvements” in the sense of that reso- 

lution. They were not understood to be such. 
They were notin the contemplation of the parties 
who drew and adopted the resolution. They 
| were not in the contemplation of any public man 
lat the time when the subject was before the 
‘country. We all know what was meant. It 
was a partof Mr. Clay’s system of raising a 
| revenue by a high protective tariff, and finding a 
| method of expending that revenue by the con- į 
| struction of roads and canals within the borders 
of the States. 

The Senator from South Carolina speaks, too, 
of having departed from the original design of | 
| these grants of public lands. He says, Congress j 
| originally set out with the idea of only appro- 
| priating alternate sections. The Senator is mis- 

taken. The first grant that ever was made was, 


the construction of a canal. Congress gave al- 
! ternate sections, and after that they gave a gross 
| body in addition. The next grant was to my | 
State. Congress granted alternate sections all 
along the Miami and Erie canal, from Dayton to | 
Toledo, and, in addition, five hundred thousand 
acres, to be selected from the State at large. 

Mr. BUTLER. f did not say you had not 
done it. 

Mr. PUGH. Congress did it. 
| Mr. BUTLER. What I said was, that Mr. 
| Calhoun had never done it. He had confined | 
‘himself to alternate sections. What [ said was ; 


At the time these grants were 
: made, Mr. Calhoun was Secretary of War. ‘They | 
| were made during Mr, Monroe’s administration, | 
jand while Mr. Calhoun was Secretary of War. | 
not | 


They | 
ı were made for the purpose of enhancing the value | 


benefit from them. 

On this question, I confess I am alarmed per- 
sonally. by the number of these appropriations. 
I have so.expressed myself to my colleague and 
several. others, but what morecan we do. These 
measures are recommended to us by the execu- 
tive department, They are recommended by the 
Committee on Commerce, and they are said to be 
practicable and proper. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator will allow me 
just here to remark, that I.think he is mistaken 
in saying that they are recommended by the ex- 
ecutive department. I have seen no such recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. PUGH.. It is very difficult for me to take 
the distinctions in which the Senator indulges. 
They are estimated for, and they are stated to 
be proper. I believe that is the case. Is that a 
recommendation ? 

Mr. HUNTER. Not by any head of the de- 
partment that I have.seen or heard of. 

Mr. PUGH. By what authority. does the head 
of a department allow his. subordinate to make 
these recommendations, and then say he is, not 
responsible? I say he is responsible unless he 
dissents from the recommendations. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ido not know thatany head 
of a bureau has recommended these appropria- 
tions, 

Mr. PUGH. Somebody has recommended 
them, and some person purporting to speak by 
official authority. Whois it? Who is it that 
has told the Committee on Commerce. that this 
is the cost of the work, and that itis a proper 
work? With whom do they deal but with the 
executive Government ? 

Mr. MASON. I hope the Senator will get the 
information. What officer of the Government 
is it? 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator from New York 
has risen three or four times, and read statement 
after statement-——- 

Mr. TOOMBS. I think the Senator from New 
York has not stated that he had a recommend- 
ation from anybody that these things were proper; 
but there have been surveys by the topographical 
engineers, and they have recommended the cost; 
but as to the propriety of the work there has 
been no statement, 

Mr. BENJAMIN. So faras 1 understand this 
matter, it is so simple and clear that everybody 
who desires can know exactly how it stands. 
Applications are made to Congress from different 
parts of the Confederacy for improvements of 
this character; that is, for removing obstructions 
and improving harbors. The Committee on Com- 
merce take the subject under consideration, and 
themselves determine whether it would be ad- 
visable to have a harbor at the particular point 
where the appropriation is asked, by examining 
its commerce, its position, the extent of its ton- 
nage, its population. If they think the point is 
such, and the dangers of navigation such, that it 
is desirable to have any harbor made, they then 
apply to the Department to ascertain whether that 
improvement can be made; and, if it can, what 
sum it will cost? When that is reported, and 
in their estimation the improvement can be made 
according to the intelligence thus given them, and 
the sum to them appears reasonable, they determ- 
‘ine for themselves whether it is a proper place 
for improvement. 

Mr. PUGH. Let me take it, then, on the very 
lowest ground that can be put on it. It is a rec- 
ommendation of our Committee on Commerce, 
composed of gentlemen whom we have delegated 
to examine these subjects and advise us. I shall 
treat that committee with as much confidence as 
I have treated other committees. I have voted 
this session two or three times for propositions 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations, of 
which my friend from Virginia, [Mr. Mason, } is 
chairman, to pay out public money in large sums 
when I was not entirely satisfied’ with it; but I 
had respect for the judgment of the committee; 
and I will give that same respect to the judgment 
of the Committee on Commerce. But I say at 
the same time that I am impressed with the idea 


that this is a very large expenditure of public 
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money, and that I very much fear that those who. 
are in favor of the improvement of the navigation 
ofthe greatrivers ofthe West—or rather the great 
rivers of the Union, fur they are such—and those 
who are in favor of establishing proper harbors 
of refuge on the lakes, (for that is the limit of my 
doctrine; I stand in the language so far as I can 
understand it of the principle of Mr. Calhoun,) 
may be led, in their anxiety for local improve- 
ments, to go too far, and destroy ultimately the 
whole system. 

That is the only caution which I have to give, 
whatever authority it may bear to those with 
whom I have heretofore voted. For myself, as 
I said yesterday, I haveno conscientious scruples 
on the subject; on the contrary, I believe it to be 
a part of our duty. In addition to that,as I 
stated before, I have been instructed by the Legis- 
lature of my State to vote for these bills, and I 
have no method of guiding my judgment as to 
what is proper in each particular case except the 
recommendation of the Committee on Commerce. 
Lhave sufficient confidence in the committee to 
foliow that. 

Mr. ADAMS. The Senator from Ohio seems 
to understand the language of the Constitution 
authorizing Congress ‘‘ to regulate commerce,”’ 
as meaning ‘to facilitate commerce.” That 

uestion arose in the convention which framed 
the Constitution, and there the words, ‘to facil- 
itate,” and ‘‘to regulate,” were recognized as 
separate and distinct things, meaning different 
ideas altogether. Mr. Madison, who, perhaps, 
understood the questions arising under the Con- 
stitution better than any man who has ever lived, 
understood and expounded that clause of the Con- 
stitution to be ‘ To pass the proper and neces- 
sary laws for the regulation of commerce.’’ 
The proposition was made directly in the con- 
vention to authorize Congress to facilitate com- 
merce by the cutting of canals, but it was voted 
down by a vote of two to one. 

Mr. PUGH. I am opposed to that. The 
Senator will not understand me to say, that under 
this clause Congress can authorize the cutting of 
canals. They might cut such a canal as the St. 
Mary’s canal, or the one at Louisville, which is 
simply a channel along a great highway to avoid 
obstructions. The words of the Constitution 
are ‘to regulate commerce with foreign nations, 
among the several States, and with the Indian 
tribes.” 

.Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir, ‘to regulate com- 
merce ” by proper and necessary laws for that 
purpose, and not to appropriate money to facili- 
tate commerce. This proposition is not to regu- 


late commerce; it does not say one word in refer- | 


ence to the regulation of commerce, but it is a 
proposition to facilitate commerce which is as 
distinet from the language used in the Constitu- 
tion as any two propositions can be. 


ask the Senator where he obtains the constitu- 
tional authority for the appropriation of one dol- 
lar of the public money for the purpose preposed 
by this bill? 

‘It. is useless to argue that question. 
ority of this body, and a majority of the United 
tates, I have no doubt, have concluded to take 
a near cut to the Treasury. I believe that Mr. 
Monroe, Mr. Madison, and General Jackson, 
believed that, if these appropriations were neces- 
sary, the Constitution ought to be changed so as 
to confer directly on Congress the power to make 
them; but it is discovered now that a nearer cut can 
be found, without changing the Constitution. To 
that I have no right to object, for I have no right 
to speak for the Democracy, not being recognized 
as a member of that party. I have the right, 
however, to defend the Constitution; but it is 
not my purpose to do so now. 


: : . | 
There is one question connected with this ap- 
propriation, to which I beg leave to call the most į 


serious attention of the Senate. It has already 
been alluded to by the Senator from Georgia. 
Thisappropriation, as I understand it, is intended 


to be expended in the State of Wisconsin. Hf Tj 


am rightly informed, that State has nullified, by 
the action of her Legislature, and by her State ju- 
diciary sustaining that action, a law of the Con- 
gress of the United States. The question which 
1 present is not one binding on the Senate of the 
Unitsd States, or on Congress; but it is a ques- 


If “to 
facilitate commerce ’’ does not mean ‘* to regulate | 
commerce,” or the reverse of the proposition, Ij 


| 
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tion for their consideration, whether Congress: 
will appropriate money out of the Federal Treas- | 
ury to facilitate commerce in States which are-| 
living in open defiance of the Constitution and 
laws of the United States, and have nullified, by 
their legislation, the laws of the United States. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. My friend from Missis- 
stppi will allow me to make a suggestion here. 
We are not passing this appropriation for the 
benefit of Wisconsin, but for the benefit of the 
United States. 

Mr. ADAMS. You may talk about the bereft: 
of the United States, but the United States have 
never asked for it. Wisconsin alone asks for it. 
This, and every other appropriation of this char- 
acter, call it by what name you please, is for the 
benefit of the State, and is brought about and: | 
asked for and promoted by-the interests of the 
States. Many of these appropriations are for 
objects as local as a mill-pond; and yet you talk 
about their being national appropriations. 

I say itis a grave and serious question whether | 
the Congress of the United States ought to pass į 
laws appropriating the money of the Federal | 
Government to a State that is living in open defi- | 
ance, particularly where the judicial tribunals of | 
the State have sustained—as I understand they | 
have. sustained in Wisconsin—the action of the | 
Legislature in nullifying the law of Congress. 

Mr. DURKEE. Will the honorable Senator 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. DURKEE. If Congress should pass a 
law infringing, in the opinion of the supreme |; 
court of Mississippi, on the rights of Mississippi, 
would not the honorable Senator justify that State 
in deciding against the law? 

Mr. ADAMS. Whenever the State of Mis- 
sissippi, or any other State, thinks proper to nul- 
lify a law of Congress, I willnot sustain her here 
or elsewhere. While we remain in the Unionas 
a portion of this Confederacy, we will abide, or: 
at least I will abide, so far as I am concerned, by 
the whole compact, and not merely a portion of | 
it. I think this is a matter which should be con- 
sidered here, so at least as to inform the States 
which think proper to be governed by such por- 
tions of the origional compact and laws of the 
United States as suit their convenience and no 
more, that they shall not receive the bounties and 
favors of the Federal Government while they are || 
nullifying and repudiating the constitutional laws 
of the United States, so held by a majority of | 
Congress, so held by the Supreme Court and the || 
highest tribunals of the United States, 1 believe, 
and as far as Iam advised, by the State courts in || 
every other State that has thought proper to nul- | 
lify the laws of Congress, with the exception of | 
this one. 

I dislike to make this objection on account of my 
high personal regard for the Senators from that || 


State, yet I have felt it my duty to call the atten- if 
tion of the Senate and the country to the fact that i! 
this. and other States are. expecting. the favors || 
and bounties of the Government while they are |; 
determining for themselves what power we have |; 
here, and what laws we pass shall be operative || 
within their limits, and what laws shall not. be |: 
operative within their limits. fF 
Mr. DURKEE. Ifthe Senator will allow me, i 

I will ask him again, if he does not justify the |: 
right of the Supreme Court of Mississippi to || 
judge of the constitutionality of a United States || 
law? | 
Mr. ADAMS. I rely on that authority which || 
the people of Mississippi and all other States of || 
the Union have decided shall be the proper: 
authority to determine the powers of the Federal |; 
Government—the Supreme Court of the United |; 
States. Who authorized a State of this Union to |. 
ass upon the laws of the Congress of the United |! 
tates? When the States entered into the com- |: 
they. constituted a judicial tribunal to |: 


pact 
Toter Why, sir, if | 


determine all judicial questions. 
you leave it to the several States, in their judicial | 
capacity, to determine upon the Constitution and | 
laws of the Congress of the United Statesgsyou | 
may have thirty-one different decisions and {i 
different constructions of a law passed. by the /! 
Congress of the United States, and passed not |! 
only in conformity, but in direct obedience: to į; 
the commands of the Constitution itself, You 
would have no Government at all, if that were 
the case. I know some extreme State rights men 


i 
H 
a 
h 


contend for that 
school. . - 


;-but-T have never been of that 
It is not my purpose togo into an investigation 


of this: question, or enter ‘any protest-on the sub- 


ject. Thave never been able to discover any con- 
stitutional power for these appropriations. © T 
believe that it is to become:a permanent system‘ 
of this Government. I believe the present Exec- 
utive is the last Democratic or any other! Prest 
dent who will have the boldness to ‘step between 
the Constitution and the will of a majority: on 
this subject. I haveno idea, if youelect ‘your 
candidate, that he will ever veto. one of them; 
The last veto will be. seen before the 4th of March, 


i| Some of the candidates have already sanctioned’ 


such: appropriations. and will do’ it again; ‘and 
every other candidate before the people will do’ 
the same. f ‘ i of 

I believe, sir, that, as:the President of the Uni~ 
ted States has been overruled by two thirds: in: 
both branches of Congress, this is:to‘hecomé a 
permanent system. Itis‘a vastly important mat- 
ter that we should determine upon a general sys- 
tem. Why not appropriate an equal portion’ 
according to the population‘of the different States, 
and there let it be appropriated under the direction’ 
‘of the States? That would do'a great deal more’ 
good. Look at the appropriations for Wiscor- 
sin and Michigan alone. If I recollect aright, 
$380,000 is appropriated for Wisconsin by these: 
bills. It is notan average State in population, 
and nothing like it. If you appropriated to the’ 


| other States. in preportion to their population, and 


ifother Senators had been as careful of their States’ 
and obtained as large appropriations as ‘the Sen- 
ator from Michigan, these bills would have cov- 
ered about $15,000,000. Ina few years it will’ 
be double that amount. You. cannot grind’ from 
the people of the United States taxes enough to 
pay the expenditures unless these works shall be 
superseded by railroads. The only hope I have 
of safety to the Treasury against the consolida- 
ting effect of this system of internal improvement 
is, that railroads may supersede them to such an 
extent that there willbe a larger interest in favor 
of railroads than of river improvements. Ifthat 
should be the case, as a majority controls in this: 


| country, there may be some check to it, and it is 


the only check that I can conceive of. 
Mr. DURKEE. Mr. President, this ‘system’ 
of harbor improvements: presents itself to: my: 


| mind very much in the. same light as the Post 


Office Department. It isa ‘system of a‘ national 
character; it is diffusive in: its ‘benefits; it is cal- 
culated to improve the public mind and ‘elevate 
the public character. So it was intended by our 
fathers. ; : : 
What brought this Government into existence? 
Itwas because Great Britain undertook toobstruct 
the freedom: of commerce.’ The ‘necessities of 
commerce. called this Government into. being. 


| Why have we an Army and Navy? To protect 


commerce. The Navy is to protect your foreign 
commerce, as the gentleman from Ohio has said. 


! The great northwestern States pay a large share 
‘of the revenue of $75,000,000, which is collected 


annually by this Government. They have a 
commerce of about eight hundred millions of dol- 
lars on those lakes and the Mississippi. Now, 
shall we refuse to give one sixteenth of one per 
cent. on this commerce for its benefit, while we: 
tax it so largely? These appropriations are just,’ 
especially as the General Government’ has: as- 


| sumed the whole jurisdiction over our rivers and 


harbors and. lakes, and-has assumed the respons- 
ibility ever since the Government was formed, 
Before we refuse these-appropriations:-we should 


i introduce some other. practical system in order 


to protect this commerce. Tris on this commerce 
that our revenue is raised. 

Suppose we bring to bear on the Post Office: 
Department. the argument that Senators: use in 
support of their views on- this measure, that the 


burdens are unequal, and do not correspond with 


| the benefits received, and adopt it as a good and 


sufficient reason for withholding appropriations: 
why, sir, it would result in dispensing with this 
branch of the public service altogether. It is well 
understood that the postage revenue of the slave 
States came short five or six hundred thousand 


© dollars of sustaining the expense of carrying their 


mails. This, of course, has to be made up by 
the free States. ; : 
The-free States do not object to this; for the 
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reason that this service is of a national character.: 


Ít is a mutual benefit to governmental and in- 
dividual correspondence. So it is with harbors; 
they protect the naval.and commercial marine. 
They are mutually beneficial to both, and cannot 
be dispensed with by either. . It sttikes me that 
they are as purely national as the Post Office 
Department, and should receive the fostering care 
of Congress. 

If any measure can be devised more econom- 
ical and efficient, it shall have my support; but, 
until then, I shall feel it my duty to vote for all 
reasonable sums that may be reported by the 
Committee on Commerce for harbors of a national 
character. 

Some Senators have been pleased to use another 
argument against making appropriations for har- 
bors in the State of isconsin, viz: that the 
fugitive slave law is not rigidly enforced in that 
State. 

Now, sir, I have a high regard for the laws of 
Congress; but when Congress transcends its juris- 
diction and tramples upon the rights of the States, 
and imprisons their citizens for acts of humanity 
and justice, I believe it the duty of the courts of 
the States to relieve them by the writ of habeas 
corpus. It seems to me that if that clause of the 
Constitution, saying that the writ of habeas 
corpus shall not be suspended except in case of 
war, means anything, it means to include among 
the reserved right of the States, the right to ex- 
ercise this power. This doctrine aflords usa 
civil remedy for great abuses, which are liable to 
occur; whereas, in its absence, we have none ex- 
cept by revolution. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Ihave a few words to say in 
reference to the Senator. from Ohio, but first I 
wish to notice the Senator from Wisconsin. 1 
thought there was a very bad state of things over 
in his country, but I had no idea that they were 
such as the Senator avows on this floor, His 
idea seems to be, that he will obey whatever laws 
of Congress suit him, but that his State has a 
right to set them aside whenever she pleases. 

Mr. DURKEE, Does not the Senator claim 
for theState of Georgia the right to decide whether 
a law passed by Congress is constitutional? 

Mr. TOOMBS. As between individuals I do; 
but that decision is not final. I say the final de- 
termination of the Constitution must be by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and I never 
urged any other doctrine. 

dr. DURKEE. We do not object to that; 
we have not infringed on that right, 

Mr. TOOMBS. You claim it. 

Mr. DURKEE. No, sir. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Certainly, as I understood 
the Senator, he contends that his State ought to 
have a tribunal to decide whether the laws of the 
United States shall be obeyed there or not. 

Mr. DURKEE, Of course an appeal can be 
taken from the decision of the State court. You 
claim the same right for your courts in Georgia. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Not at all; or, at least, as the 
Senator from Wisconsin lays it down. I have 
never heard this doctrine urged before; but I will 
pass that by. He tries to analogize this system 
of internalimprovements to the post office system. 
I have been very desirous to make it analogous 
to that system. Our Post Office Department was 
started on a very sound principle, which was 
carried out until recently—that it being for the 
public benefit, where it could be distributed, every 
man should pay for it according to his benefit. 
That was the uniform policy of the Government 
from its foundation until a very late period, It 
was everywhere asserted, until recently, that the 
Post Office Department should pay its own ex- 
penses. 

The Senator from Wisconsin says that a por- 
tion of the States of the Union do not, by their 
postages, pay for the expenses of the system in 
their State. That is true, but itis not by their 
fault. It is because the commerce of the cities 
and towns who give the post office nineteen 
twentieths of all its work, wanted cheap postage. 
They raised a clamor for cheap postage. You 
reduced it against the desire and wish of the 
great body of the tax-payers and agriculturists 
of the Umited States. Now the deficiency upon 
that single branch of carrying the mails for 
commerce, Is greater than the whole mail expend- 
Hures from here te the Rio Grande. That is 


where the burden is thrown, and it will be con- | 


| tem. 


stantly thrown as a burden. ‘These people have 
been putting their postage on the agriculturists 
of the United States. They are seeking to put 
every expenditure on the agricultural interest. 
They have done it.in.all countries; and, from 
their power to concentrate, they would throw 
the entire Post Office Department of the United 
States on the people in five years, if the people 
would stand it.. Now I say you have a de- 
ficiency amounting to $2,000,000 a year in the 
Post Office Department. for the benefit of com- 
merce. I have seen one Senator even speaking 
against time to prevent a reduction of their ill- 

otten gains. I allude to the Senator from New 
Fork, [Mr.Sewarp.] We paid $800,000 a year 
to the Collins line, and gave them a large extra 
gratuity, though they have not paid one fourth 
or one fifth of the expenditures by the postages 
which they bring in. Thatis for commerce, It 
is the same case with your other steamboat lines. 
It will be the case with those which you are try- 
ing to get up. 

The Senator from Ohio says that commerce 
pays the revenue of the Government, and the 
Senator from Wisconsin tells us that the com- 
merce on the lakes is $800,000,000a year. That 
is the most absurd and ridiculous of all the esti- 
mates ever made. According to that- estimate, 
this commerce is worth more than the entire 
property of the country, real and personal, ac- 
cording to the statistics of the United States. 

Mr. DURKEE. I meantto embrace the com- 
merce of the Mississippi in that statement. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I expect so; but you will 
have to add a great deal more to come up to that 
sum. The political economy of the Senators 
from Ohio and Wisconsin is wrong. The com- 
merce does not come up to that, ‘There is noth- 
ing but our internal productions carried on these 
akes. 

Mr. PUGH. A vast amount of goods is im- 
ported into New York and carried westward. 

Mr. TOOMBS. It has done paying then. 

Mr. PUGH. Kt pays in New York city. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The commerce of these lake 
States does not pay one cent revenue, and there 
is not $800,000,000 of commerce there. If you 
take your average for ten years you will find that 
their exports do not amount to anything like 
$50,000,000. 

Mr. PUGH. We export a great amount of |! 
breadstufls. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I know what the factis. I 
have looked into the matter, and J find that the 
lake country pays your revenue neither directly 
nor indirectly, except on the principle for which 
I contend. I say that these wheat growers do 
pay this expense, and they will find it out after | 
awhile. Commerce does not pay it. They will 
find that the political economy of the Senator 
from Ohio cannot stand the test. They will find 
out who does pay your taxes. It is not the mer- 
chant, but honest industry. The consumer pays 
the tax, but the Senator from Ohio says it is 
commerce that pays it. 

Mr. PUGH. I did not say that commerce 
paid it. My statement was that you levied it on 
commerce. 

Mr. TOOMBS. No matter what you levy it 
on, the question to determine is, who pays it? 
That is the question which the country ought to | 
consider. Itis not paid by commerce; it is paid | 
by the honest industry of the agriculturists of 
Ohio as well as of Georgia. 
Ohio tells us, however, that when you quit levying 
your revenue on commerce, he will quit this sys- 
Why? The Constitution will remain the 
same, and the people who pay the revenue of the 
country will be the same as now; the consumer— | 
the labor of the honest man—pays it. The mode} 
of levying it is different; but, in its last analysis, 
it is the sweat of the poor, and there is no other 
place to getitfrom, whether you levy it indirectly | 


out of a tariff on foreign commodities, or levy it |) 


directly out of the profits of the laboring poor. | 
This is a conspiracy of enterprising wealth and 
mera@kandise, to stamp deeper and deeper upon 
the brow of poverty the original curse. We | 
understand it, and the people of this country shall |! 
understand it. 


; this back again—that you get your goods in New 
, Orleans cheaper. 
: one element of price, but only one. They know | 


Commercial men will tell yeu that you get all | 


i 
{ 


Tam well aware that this is 2 
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that the people do not necessarily get it back, or 
they would not be unwilling to pay this expense 
out of their own pockets. I give the universal 
testimony of all of them, that the theory on which 
they defend this system is not true; because, if 
it were true, they would have no objection to 
paying it; but they say, ‘ Let us come here and 
take it out of the public Treasury.” To get it 
from the people directly, would have this advant- 
age: they would get it out of the people who 
actually consumed your articles, so that, the ex- 
travagant would pay, and not the remainder of 
society who have to contribute in various ways 
to the public Treasury. They would get it im- 
mediately out of the individual man deriving 
benefit. 

The gentleman stands here asa defender of 
commerce. Why, sir, what have we done for 
commerce? The first month your Government 
was in operation, you imposed tonnage duties, 
discriminating in its favor under the commercial 
power. The next thing you did was to give it 
the entire coasting trade,which it has held closed 
up against every other nation of the world to this 
hour. Next, you gave it bounties in particular 
trades, to the amount of millions and tens of mil- 
lions. Next, you gave it drawbacks on its pro- 
ductions. The next thing you did with it, was 
to. imposé discriminating duties even on the foreign 
commerce of the country until 1849, with many 
countries. When England altered her navigation 
laws in that respect, under the act of 1818, ours 
were altered by proclamation. ; i 

Besides that, you have given to American ship- 
builders an absolute monopoly.in ship-building. 
You give them a bounty for what they do. You 
give them a drawback on the exportation of their 
productions. You give them the exclusive right 
to carry your commodities from the Atlantic 
coast to California, and all over the country, 
against the whole world. After all this “ op- 
pression,’? commerce comes here, and, like the 
daughters of the horse leech, demands, ‘‘ give! 
give! give !”” . 

The Senator from Louisiana says these appro- 
priations are not for Wisconsin, but for the whole 
country. I wish he would leave out my part of 
it. I think my colleague and myself have a right 
to represent Georgia, and we do not want it. 
My colleagues in the other House do not want it. 
Georgia does not send a man here who asks for 
it. We understand that out productions are not 
concerned in it. The trade of Manchester and 
Liverpool is of more importance to my constit- 
uents,and we have a more direct interest in their 
prosperity, than in the lake region of Wisconsin. 

We send our commodities to Europe. If you 
want to take off burdens, take them from those 
who pay them. 

The imports are paid for by the exports. 
When the Senator from Wisconsin speaks of a 
commerce of $800,000,000, let me remind him that 
last year.the whole imports were $300,000,000, 
j and nearly $250,000,000 of that were paid for by 
the exports of the very people who want no such 
i appropriations as these, leaving out the city of 
New Orleans, but including the rest of Louisiana. 
It is out of the industry of these people that you 
| get this money. J know how it is paid. 1 know 
that if I make a shipment of cotton to Liverpool, 
and bring back supplies for my plantation, as I 
did last year, I am paying for my industry. 
Gentlemen talk of commerce;paying your revenus. 
Commerce does not pay a dime. It has been fat- 
tened by plundering all the other branches of in- 
dustry, and it has become enormous; its increase 


lis beyond that of any other interest of the 


country. 

I recollecta speech made bya late Governor of 
Massachusetts, (Governor Briggs, I think ;) about 
five years ago, before the Agricultural Society of 
Massachusetts, in which he said that the whole 
agriculture of Massachusetts then was not worth 
as much as the land when they took it from the 
Indians. I may not be precisely accurate as to 


| the statement, but I think Iam; I have the speech. 


The nation, by its bounty, by its protection, has 
stimulated commerce and manufactures to the 
destruction of agriculture. Until the extraor- 


| dinary circumstances of the last two or three 


years caused breadstuffs to rise, the poverty of 


| agriculturists generally, throughout the whole 


ountry, was universal. They worked hard and 


i they had abundance to eat, it 1s true. It was true 
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in Ohio; it 2 
Illinois; it was true in those great States where 


nature is so fruitful. The times have changed 

within a few years, and I am glad of it, and they | 
have got greatly increased prices for their com- 

modities; but Í fear the increase has been but | 
temporary. The war in Europe is over. Good | 
crops may succced, and then the agriculturists | 
will see the times they have seen before. | 

This whole scheme is a part of the system of 
persons engaged in commerce, in transporting 
commodities, to put the expense of their business 
on the rest of society.. The Senator from Ohio 
has gone into an argument to show that by the 
Constitution we became one people as to com- 
merce. Iadmitit, The Senator from Michigan 
said the other day that I gave too restricted a 
meaning to the word “ regulate’? as employed in 
the clause of the Constitution giving Congress the | 
power to regulate commerce. I quoted my author- 
ities. I have never seen, in prose or poetry, ina 
legal argument, or in any language, the word 
“regulate” used as meaning to carr commod- 
ities, or as meaning anything else than what I 
stated. The Senator from Michigan said I gave 
it a restricted meaning. I know that an enlarged 
one is necessary in order to get at the Treasury. 
When you go to the lexicographers, and when 

ou consult the men who inserted this language 
in the Constitution, you see that they use it in | 
the same sense which I stated the other day. I 
read then what was done in the Federal Conven- 
tion on this subject; but it is valuable, and I will 
read it again: 

«Dr. Frankui moved to add, after the words, ‘ post 
roads,’ article 1, seetion 8, a power ‘to provide for cutting i 
canals where deemed necessary.’ 

«Mr, Winson seconded the motion.” 

Ah, says the gentleman, that is for cutting 
canals. Well, sir, canals were the most im- 
proved mode of communication known at the 
time of the formation of the Constitution; but I 
will show, from this debate in the Federal con- 
vention, that the question was not as to the 
mode, but as to whether natural obstacles could 
be removed under the power to regulate com- | 
merce. It was the unanimous judgment of all 
that it could not be, and the desire of every State 
but three, that it should not be. My own State 
was unwise enough to vote for it. She was one 
of the three; all the rest voted against it. Let 
me continue : . 

“Mr. Smerman objected. The expense in sueh cases 
will fall on the United States, and the benefit accrue to 
the places where the canals may be cut.” 

That was Mr. Sherman’s account of it, not as 
the Senator from Louisiana attempts now to jus- 
tify this appropriation as for the benefit of the 
whole United States. He understood that busi- 
ness. 

“Mr. Winson. Instead of being an expense to the 
United States, they may be made a source of revenue.” 

We have made some of these improvements. 
The Louisville and Portland canal was one of the | 
good works. We united in that case with private | 
enterprise. The work became enormous prof- | 
itable. Finally an arrangement was made with | 
some of the States, by which the United States | 
paid all the private stockholders a heavy per | 
cent., forty dollars premium on every share; and 
the Government of the United States became the | 
owner by appropriating all its portion of the rev- | 
enue to buy in the private stock, so as to make 
the canal free 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator is mistaken. Itis 
not free now. The taxes are enormous to-day. 

Mr. TOOMBS. J supposed it was free; buta 
any rate there is a bill pending for that purpose. 

Mr. HUNTER. The tax is made enormous, | 
because the private stockholders charge; but is ; 
anything charged by the United States stock in «| 
the shape of tolls? , f 

Mr. PUGH. Yes, sir. ii 

Mr. TOOMBS. I understand the system as : 
wellas the Senator from Ohio. I have looked | 
into these matters. Specious statements will not |} 
do for me. I have examined the subject to the | 
bottom. I know that twelve or fourteen years | 
ago a system was put in operation by which the | 
Government agreed to give the private stock- || 
holders forty per cent, premium on their shares, ; 
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| thought that political obstructions being removed, 


and to use the whole income of the Government . 
stock to buy out the private stockholders. _ H 
Mr. PUGH. That is true. I did not rise te i 


correct the Senator as to that; but I rose to eor; | 
rect him as to the statement that the Government 
had made the canal free. f 

Mr. TOOMBS. The object was to make it 
free, but I am not certain whether or not it has 
been consummated yet. Although the work has 
becn so enormously profitable as to induce the 
Government to pay forty per cent. premium, not 
a dollar has come into the Treasury from it for 
ten years, and I venture to say not a dollar will; 
and I think the Senator knows it as well as I do. 

But, siz, to return to the debate in the Federal 
convention. It seems that Mr. Sherman was 
wiser than Mr. Wilson in this matter, who 
thought the existence of such a power in the 
United States might be made a source of rev- 
enue. We tried that, and we engaged in a good 
work, but the moment it became profitable it was 
sequestered; that is the truth of the case. There 
has been a difficulty ever since I have been a 
member of Congress in regard to it. The Ken- 
tuckians constantly wanted us to buy it out in | 
advance. They said it was a great hardship that 
steamboat owners should pay a tax for passing 
through that canal; and I have no doubt it is the 
feeling of the Senator from Ohio that it is a great 
hardship on the owners of a steamboat to pay a 
tax for going through that lock. 

Mr. WADE. We ought to have a canal on 
the other side of the river. 

Mr. TOOMBS. No doubt you will have it 
there if the Government will build it for you, for, 
if it does no good to anybody else, it will benefit 
the contractors. 

Mr. BIGGS. There is a bill now before the 
Committee on Roads and Canals for that very 
purpose. 

“Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir; and the proposition 
has been made for ten years past. Now is a 

ood time for it. Now there is a foray on the 

Treasury. Jefferson . resisted ‘it. Madison re- 
sisted it by his veto. That was Republicanism 
or Democracy in those days. General Jackson 
resisted some and supported others. Mr. John 
Tyler resisted them Dy his veto. Mr. Polk re- 
sisted them. This is the first time from the 
beginning of the Government when a veto of a 
measure of this nature has been overruled. It 
has been from a fatal fusion. It has been from 
an abandonment of principle by those who have 
made grcat professions to the contrary. As to 
the Senator from Louisiana, he js where he has 
always been, I suppose, representing a constit- 
uency who are willing, as commercial classes 
always are, to receive the bounties of Govern- 
ment. Jefferson never said a truer thing than 
that their patriotism was bounded by their ledgers. 
The honorable Senator from Michigan, [Mr. 
Cass,] in a letter, eight years ago, declared that 
he heartily approved every resolution in the Bal- 
timore platform, this among them; but times 
change, and men change with them. The prin- 
ciples of the platform had his hearty approbation. 
I doubted it then; my doubts are now confirmed 
into knowledge. I ‘stood then where I stand 
now. I supported Mr. Polk’s vetoes. T'he Dem- 
ocratic party approved Mr. Polk’s vetoes, and 
nominated General Cass. He accepted the nom- 
ination of course. If we had adhered to the 
principles of those vetoes, we should not be in- 
volved in this wide-spresdd system of using the 
public money for local advantages. There is 
no sccurity init. It is against the nature of man 
that it can be done wisely. But, sir, let me refer 
again to the debates on this point in the Federal 
convention: & 

«Mr. Mapison stiggested an enlargement of the motion 
into a power ‘to grant charters of ineorporation where the 
interest of the United States inight require, and the legisla- 
tive provisions of individual States may be incompetent? 
His primary object was, however, to secure an easy com- 
munication between the States, which the free intercourse 
now to be opened seemed to call for. The political ob- 
stacles being removed, a removai of the natural ones, as far 
as possibie, ought to follow.” 

The very distinction which I now take was 
taken by him on that day. Some of the fathers 


the removal of natural ones ought, if possible, to 
follow; and the proposition was made to give |! 
power to cutcanais to overcome natural obstacles |i 


; in the United 


in the way of the free transmission of commodi- 
ties. This was the object which Mr. Madison 
had in view; hence he supported the proposition | 
for canals, It was not a particular sort of im- i 
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provement, for it was the best of that day.: The: - 
commniercial power was already given:in the Con~. 
stitution. Congress had the right to regulate, 
commerce, that is, to prescribe the rules for-its: 
government, to say how it.should be. carried. on, 
with foreign nations, between the different States, 
and with the Indian tribes. It was broad-and. - 
comprehensive—-as wide. in. the States. as in: the: 
Territories, It is universal at home and. abroad, 
among civilized and savage man. The.political. 
barriers which had obstructed intercouse between: 
States were broken down, and: Mr. Madison. 
wanted the natural barriers removed also. Fle. 
thought it would be wise to remove the falls of the 
Ohio, or get around them—to remove the falls of ; 
the St. Mary’s, or to get around them—to dig out- 
the St. Clair flats; but what did they say: 

“Mr. Kine thought the power was unnecessary. 

“Mr: Winson. -ftis necessary to prevent a State. from 
obstructing the general welfare.’ A 

This is the same argument we hear now. «> 


«Mr. Witson mentioned the importance of facilitat- 
ing by canals the communication with the western settle- 
ments.”? 

That is the very argument which you have 
here to-day. You have not improved on it.: All 
the intellect from that day to this has failed to 
present additional reasons to those given in this 
debate of twenty lines in the Federal convention. 
No man who has spoken has been able to give: 
any reason beyond what was given in the five or 
six line speeches of these gentlemen. Then: 

« As to banks, he (Mr. Winson) did not think, with Mr. 
Kina, that the power, in that pointof view, would excite 
the prejudices and parties apprehended. Asto mercantile, 
monopolies, they are already included in the power to reg- 
ulate trade. $ 

“Colonel Mason was for limiting the power to the’'sin=' 
gle case of canals. He was afraid of monopolies of every 
sort, Which he did not think were by any means already: 
implied by the Constitution, as supported by Mr. WILSON. 

“The motion being so modified as to admit a distinct 
question, specifying and limited to the case of canals— : 

Pennsylvania, Virginia, Georgia, ay, 3; New Hamp-. 
shire, Massachusetts, Connecticut, New Jersey, Delaware, 
Maryland, North Carolina, South Carolina, no, 8. 

That shows their construction of what they 
meant by regulating commerce. Tt was brought 
up fairly and fully between them. They knew 
no other meaning. As I stated ona former occa- 
sion, the word is the clearest and most explicit. 
to convey its own meaning in the English lan-. 
guage. Lt defies misconstruction or misconcep- 
tion. Many words in the English language have 
various meanings; this has butone. ‘Trace it back, 
for three hundred years—trace its etymology to 
the languages from which it is derived, and the 
roots are all remarkable for the certainty, distinct-, 
ness, and singleness of their menning. _ The lan- 
guage is ‘ to regulate commerce.” Itis compre- 
hensive—to prescribe the rules by. which com- 
merce shall be carried on... The first Congress did 
it. That this was the intention is shown by the 
arguments, declarations, and. votes of the very 
men who put it in the Constitution. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, lam anxious 
to know where it is that we are drifting. We 
certainly have adopted in the Cincinnati platform 
a declaration against any gengrad system of inter- 
nal improvements, and yet I hear the heads of, 
the party here declaring that we have the right, 
under the power to regulate commerce, to make. 
harbors within the States. Now, can any man, 
show me any sensible distinction of principle be-. 
tween the right to make a harbor within the juris-. 
diction of a State, and the right to cut a canal 
within that jurisdiction? Does not the one facil-. 
itate commerce as much as the other? Nay, does 
it not facilitate commerce more? Why, sir, you: 


| would cut some seventy or eighty miles of canal in 


my State, which would facilitate commerce ina 
general point of view more than any other work: 
States, for it would open up. the 
shortest route to the Atlantic for the whole west- 
ern country. I know of nothing that would facil- 
itate commerce more than to cut that canal, and 
complete. the communication between the James 
and the Kanawha rivers. If you can support, 
on any principle, the making of a harbor within 
the jurisdiction of my State, you could support 
the right to cut that canal. : 

Again, sir: if we are to go into a system of 


i internal improvements which is to exclude a gen- 


eral view. of the interests of the whole country, 
and to appropriate the money of the Federal 
Treasury to local and particular objects, it 1s not 
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just, it irot equal, itis not fair; and DP know of 
no‘argument by which you cai support the one 
in principle, and refuse the other. ` Nor can‘it be 
said that any such principle as that of building 
harbors within the States, except upon some 
remote argument of precedent, has-ever been ac- 
Knowledged or established by the Democratic 
party. Go look to their heads and their chiefs, 
if you want to know what it-is that they have 
established; look to Mr. Madison’s veto, in which 
he expressly denies the right to make these in- 
ternal improvements under the power to regulate 
commerce. Look to Mr. Monrce’s celebrated 


intertial improvement message, in which he does” 


the same. It is true, he made one concession 
which is fatal, and that is, that the power of 
appropriation is general; and if the States would 
concede the jurisdiction, you might, under the 
power to appropriate, appropriate in aid of their 
measures. Sir, even that measure of Mr. Mon- 
roe denies the power to make improvements 
within the jurisdiction of a State. Mr. Polk, 
we all know, vetoed just such a bill as- this, and 
sustained himself in a message which is one of 
the most masterly documents in the whole his- 
tory of executive proceedings. We know that 
ke has been followed up by the Democratic Pres- 
idents. Mr. Pierce, andto his honor letit besaid 
throughout this land, had the boldness and high 
principle to come forward and veto them, at a 
time when he was overrode by a large Demo- 
cratic majority here in the Senate of the United 
States. 

Sir, I want to know where it is we are going, 
and what new light it is that we are to pursue. 
As to this doctrine of precedent, E discard and 
reject it. You may pursue any policy if you use 
this as anexcuse. Nor, sir, will you find, if you 
refer to your precedents, that you are so well sus- 
tained as you imagine in regard to this matter. 
Mr. Polk, in his message, referred to the remark- 
able fact, that until Mr. Monroe’s message there 
were no precedents for these improvements, and 
the only way in which they had been sustained 
by recent arguments was by referring to appro- 
priations for light-houses and buoys. 

Now, sir, [ believe that may be maintained on 
a different doctrine; but I say, if it cannot—if you 
cannot maintain the light-houses and buoys out of 
the Federal Treasury except on principles which 
would allow us to enter into a general system of 
internal improvements, then withdraw the pro- 
tecting arm of the Federal Treasury from them, 

_ and leave them to the States to be supported as 
they were in olden times, by tonnage duties. Mr. 
Polk, in his message, not only shows that harbors 
and rivers were cleaned out by tonnage duties, 
but even refers to an instance In which a marine 
hospital was built by tonnage duties, laid, 1 think, 
in the port of Charleston. 

Sir, I am not to be told that, unless we pursue 
this monstrous and extravagant system by the 
use of the Federal Treasury, we shall have no 
improvement of rivers and harbors. It has been 
more than thirty years since we heard that ery 
in relation to canals and railroads. The General 
Government did withhold its hand, and what is 
the consequence? The most magnificent system 
of internal improvement that the world has ever 
seen gotten up by individual and by State enter- 
prise. So it will be. in regard to this. If the 
Government withholds its hand, the States will 
be adequate to the work. They will expend the 
money only on such ports as require it, and will 
pay something in return for it. Lf the commerce 
of the port is not able to bear the duties you im- 
pose to clean out the harbor, the harbor ought not 
to be made, for it is clear it does not add to the 
national wealth to the sum of its cost. If you 
leave it to them, you will have none but proper 
and good harbors cleaned out; whereas, if you 
purene this system, you will find places endowed 

y nature with advantages interfered with and 
incommoded by other places which are sustained 
by the United States Treasury, and ports will be 
cleared out, which were never made by God or 
nature, but which are to be made by the hand of 
man, and to the injurious rivalship of those to 
whom nature has given advantages. 

I say, then, sir, that I do not believe there is 
any justification for this system, either in princi- 
ple or policy. I believe with the Senator from 
llinois—and he gave good reason for the faith 
that was in him—that it would be far better for 


‘those States, for the State of my friend from ‘Ohio, 
‘to leave these matters to the States, and with- 


draw the hand of the Federal Government. There 
is one point of view in which I know it would be 
far better. It would he far better to preserve the 
limitations of the Constitution, to preserve those 
great bulwarks and landmarks which the Con- 
stitution has thrown around American liberty, 
than to build all the piers and all the sea-walls in 

our lakes that human ingenuity could devise. 
Let us adhere to them, and, my word for it, 
American enterprise—ay, sir, State enterprise, 
will do all the rest; and we shall present to youa 
happier, and a grander, and a wealthier, and a 
far more powerful people than you will find if we 
interfere with this system of expenditures. But 
I know that it is useless for me to resist. I know 
that there isa majority here of two thirds, and 
they will pass this, and they will pass all your 
bills over the veto of the President. I must still 
maintain that it is neither fair, nor right, nor con- 
sistent in the Democratic party to proclaim such 
doctrines as they have for years past in their plat- 
form, and then to come here and vote for measures 
which, for aught that I can see, are in direct con- 
tradiction to their principles. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, let me appeal, 
as a matter of justice, as a matter certainly of 
prudence, as a suggestion at Jeast involving con- 
siderations of selfishness, if you choose to so re- 
gard it, to those who can pass these bills, to do it 
at any rate with the common intelligence which 
would govern an ordinary man in the manage- 
ment of his own property. If these $3,000,000 
belonged to a single individual, do you not sup- 
pose that he would make more inquiry and more 
discrimination, and exercise a higher judgment, 
than to vote on mere blind faith upon the repre- 
sentation of the chairman of the committee? I 
have no doubt the chairman isan intelligent man, 
and will give us all the information which he has; 
but I would appeal to the chairman of that com- 
mittee, and ask himif he ever saw, in a gazetteer, 
the names of some of the places for which he is 
now asking us to appropriate money. Would 
any prudent man do this with his own property ? 
No, sir; he would do no such thing. At one 
time, I remember, there was a great contest here 
about appropriations for Big Sodus and Little 
Sodus, and [ heard it said there was very little | 
water in the Little Sodus. Can my friend from 
New York answer whether Little Sodus has water 
at all times? 

Mr. SEWARD. I can answer the honorable 
Senator. There is water at all times, and it is the 
most necessary and best harbor of refuge on the 
whole shore of Lake Ontario. 

Mr. BUTLER. I put-the question to my 
friend from New York, (Mr. Fisx.] I do not 
know where Little Sodus is. 

Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator will 
excuse me. I answered the question, as I hap- 
pened to come from the neighborhood, and have 
seen the place, and my colleague has not. 

Mr. BUTLER. Of course! am satisfied that 
the Senator would give fair intelligence on mat- 
ters of this kind; but I ask gentlemen here, as 
they are going on in this business, if they will 
do themsctves credit, and if they are acting as 
reasonable men, in voting for these bills in this 
way? Are they doing what a reasonable man 
would do, in making animprovement on his own 
farm? Do not act like the man who cursed Jay’s 
treaty. Mr. Walton, one of the signers of the 
Declaration of Independence, asked him his ob- 
jection to it, @md he said it was an unconstitu- 
tional measure. ‘* Well, my friend, have you 
read it?” “No, sir, do you suppose I would read 
as unconstitutional a paper as that?” [Laugh- 


ter. 

“They do not want now evento read these bills. 
I ren ema T include myself as far as I can be 
implicated, in the general remark—that when 
parties become so strong as to divide the respons- 
ibility by numbers, I would not trust their 
morality or their judgment. I do not say this 
merely of the particular party in favor of these 
improvements, but all parties that want a thing, 
and have the power, will have it. Where there |! 
is a will there is a way. 

Fifty years ago would anybody have said the !! 
Constitution was a power of attorney to us, the | 
agents under that power of attorney, for the pur- 


LOBE, 


pose of regulating commerce? Who would have 


J uly 22, 


supposed at that day that the power to regulate 
commerce depended on a full or an wea Treas- 
ury; so that if you have an empty Treasury 
you cannot regulate commerce, but if you have 
a full Treasury you can regulate it, and you can 
pervert it? As my friend from Virginia says, 
the great reservoirs which God has made for ships 
to go in are to be neglected, or, at least, they are 
to fave competitors in these rivals which kon 
make for them by your appropriations. y 
friend from Ohio spoke something of water run- 
ning up stream; but let me tell him that this sys- 
tem of appropriating money to regulate commerce 
ig to make commerce go up the Ohio—to make it 
go up where it was not before. Iwill do him the 
justice to admit that,so far as they build up these 
great cities, they enable us to dispose of more’ 
cotton; but what would you do in Cincinnati for 
commerce unless you had cotton? What kind 
of a city would you have? We could not buy 
your Longworth’s wine, unless you took our 
cotton. Why, sir, take away cotton, rice, to- 
bacco, and sugar from your foreign exports, and 
ou have no commerce. 

Mr. WELLER. Take gold, too. 7 

Mr. BUTLER. Gold can always make its’ 
own way—it is independent; but extinguish the’ 
elements which I have named, and you have no 
commerce, and you reduce yourselves to some- 
thing like the situation of a man living on an 
island. You would make out to live, I giant 
you, and you could live very well with your im- 
mense products in the valley of the Mississippi 
and upon the Ohio. You grow more corn than 
you can eat, but unless you could send it down 
to us, and we gave you our articles in exchange, 
you would live in the midst of your fat, and eat 
yourselves to death, without anything to support 
you, absurd and paradoxical as the proposition 
may seem, 23g 

Mr. PUGH. What would be the use of your 
raising cotton if we did not give you bread to 
eat? 7 

Mr. BUTLER. We raise bread, and we have. 
it. I grant you we take your horses and your 
hogs. Itis a fair exchange. You talk about, 
your commerce, but you have no commerce unless. 
we send it to you. We can feed ourselves. We 
did feed ourselves long before Ohio was born. ` 

Mr. WELLER. But you did not live very 
well then. 

Mr. BUTLER. We lived better than we do 
now, because nobody took from us. We had good. 
old Madeira wine, and plenty to eat and drink. 
{Laughter.] We lived very well then; and when 
our friends came to see us, we never asked them 
whether they come from the North or the South, 
the East or the West, We gave thema welcome, 

Mr. PUGH. And you do it now? ; 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir, we do it now ta gen- 
tlemen. But, sir, the most extraordinary propo-, 


; Sition which I have heard started here, is that of 


the Senator from Wisconsin, which has been. 
noticed by the Senator from Georgia. He says 
that his Wisconsin court has a right to decide 
any law of Congress unconstitutional, whether it 
be a law applicable to South Carolina, New York,, 
Mississippi, or anywhere else. Thatis the very 
court to decide its unconstitutionality. Now let 
me putacase to him. Suppose that his court 
to-morrow were to decide that the clause in the 
Constitution requiring each State to surrender 
fugitive slaves was null and void, because it was 
inconsistent with the Declaration of Independence 
and the higher law, would the Senator obey it? 
Let him answer. 

Mr. DURKEE. I will answer. I would not 
obey any law that required me to commita crime. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then am I to suppose that, 
you regard it as acrime to obey that clause of 
the Constitution requiring the States to surrender 
fugitive slaves? 

Mr. DURKEE. Isay that, where a man has 
worked forty years for another, and has been 
hired out to this man and that man, and finally 
gets away, with a desire to improve his condi- 
tion, I think God granted him that privilege, and 
I would not return him. I think that to obey a 
law requiring it would violate my conscience and 
the law of God. That is my definition. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, sir, I would not take 
your chart to navigate anywhere, if that is your 
notion. There isan express stipulation in the 
Constitution of the United States requiring each 
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State to do it, and you say you think you would 
not do it. 

Mr. DURKEE. ‘Will the honorable Senator 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DURKEE. ‘Would the Senator obey a 
law requiring him to commit a crime, even if 
passed by the Congress of the United States? 

Mr. BUTLER. That’s metaphysics. 

Mr. DURKEE. Yoware versed in metaphys- 
ics. Give usa categorical answer, if you please. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, sir, you regard it as 
a crime to obey the Constitution of the United 
States,and you say your State has a right to de- 
cide it. Suppose all the other States should decide 
otherwise. However, I am not going to carry 
on this puerile debate. I have nothing to do with 
these matters, on which I perceive there are, in 
some quarters, very radical notions. They are 
running to an issue. I have heard it stated, 
that, if all men would think independently, most 
men would think right. There are now in Con- 
gress—I have known them—men who came here 
reeking with prejudices, which were corrected 
by examination. ` All of us could save this Con- 
federacy if we would consult our honest convic- 
tions. Asit is, I do not know, and I shall not 
say. I make no threat. I hope everything will 
go smooth; but itis said 


“The course of true love never did run smooth ;”? 


and the events of a Republic never did run 
smooth. If I were a young man, perhaps I should 
be willing to take my chance with the current; as 
it is, I would rather bring about a change of sen- 
timent, if 1 could produce it. But, gentlemen, I 
tell you that, if the common property of this 
Government, and the constitutional honors to 
every part and every section are to be proscribed 
to one and appropriated to the other, the result 
will be—I shall not say what.. Colonel Benton 
used a remark the other day, which struck me, 
that all confederacies are feeble. Sir, they are 
feeble, and never so feeble as when adversary 

ositions are assumed by one portion to another, 


The ballot-box in former days was a correct- | 


ive anda common interest in this Confederacy. 
The ballot-box at this day is worse than Pando- 
ra’s box, because there is no hope at the bottom 
of it. The constituents of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin would applaud him for his votes, and 
perhaps my constituents would applaud me for 
what I should do. Now, sir, instead of the bal- 
lot-box having the controlling power to hold us 
within the sphere prescribed By the Constitution 
in regard to this measure regulating commerce or 
other measures affecting the interests of the Uni- 
ted States, the ballot-box is the element of mis- 
chiefand discord. You are left, then, to nothing; 
and you have, so far as regards the appropria- 
tion of money, no other government but the dis- 
cretion of an interested majority, that can take 
refuge under the irresponsibility of numbers. 
That will be a fatal day when we cannot confine 
this Government within the sphere prescribed for 
it by the Constitution of the United States; when, 
as in Rome, there is no veto power to preserve it; 


when the President of the United States, who is | 


the trustee and representative, sha‘l be derided, 
because, when he is ina minority here, he does 
not choose to prostitute himself to the current of 
the day, but maintains himself with firmness, 
and at a time when the tide was running over 
him, when almost everything was a wreck of 
misfortunes, when every temptation was held out 
to him to maintain a position consistent with the 
opinion which prevailed here, had the courage to 
maintain the doctrine with which he was imbued, 
and which he professed before he went into 
power. A : 
Sir, I say of General Pierce, the President ofthe 
United States, whatever opinion posterity may 
pronounce upon him, whatever opinion some of 
is local countrymen may entertain of him, he has 
at least shown this: that in the discharge of his 
constitutional duties he has been a trustee for all. 
He has struggled against the local influences of 
the region in which he was born, to maintain 
what he regards constitutional honesty and jus- 
tice. I will respect him; and, my word for it, 
when the temporary spirit which now pervades 
the community shall have evaporated and passed 
away, and when we shall be in a condition tolift 
ourselves above the prejudices which now pre- 


vail, my deliberate judgment is „that, cursed as he 
has been, deserted as he has been in some re- 
spects, he will have the enviable reputation of 


having said of him, what Pope says is one of |} 


the highest things that can be said of any one: 
«An honest man is the noblest work of God!” 
He has been honest. ` 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I desire to sub- 
mit a question to the Senator from Wisconsin, 
which | hope he will answer. 
to say that he would not return a fugitive slave, 
because it would do violence to his conscience. I 
ask him whether the Constitution of the United 
States does not require of him the rendition of a 
fugitive slave ? 

Mr. DURKEE. My opinion of that clause of 
the Constitution is, that it was a power conferred 
on the States, or rather belonged to the States— 
a discretionary power. There is another clause 
of the Constitution that requires that fugitives 
from justice shall be returned. If my State, or 
some other State, should pass a law requiring 
all the People to worship at a certain altar, or be 
imprisoned for non-conformity, would you return 
such a fugitive escaping from such a penalty? 

Mr. CLAY. I would not, because I am not 
required to do so by the Constitution of the United 
States, but am rather forbidden by its spirit, as 
well as by the spirit of the constitution of Ala- 
bama. 

Mr. DURKEE. [ hold, too, that it would be 
a violation of the spirit of the Constitution of the 
United States in my case; and I have a right to 
judge of it as well as the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. CLAY. The Senator says, as I under- 
stand him, that he understands the Constitution 
as imposing on the States the duty of pasting laws 
for the. rendition of fugitives. Do I also under- 
stand him to say that it is discretionary whether 
they shall pass laws or not? 

Mr. DURKEE. It is discretionary with the 
States to exercise that power, just as it is in re- 
gard to the other clause in regard to fugitives 
from justice. I hold that, if one State abuses its 
own laws, or its own citizens, and they escape to 
another State, this provision is not to be rigidly 


enforced by returning a fugitive from justice, | 


when it is injustice to return him. 

Mr. CLAY. All I have to sa 
construction of the Constitution which the gen- 
tleman gives is certainly entitled to the distinction 
of originality, and nothing more. 

Mr. DURKEE. Mr. Webster gave it as his 
opinion, I believe, that this power was conferred 
on the States, and not on Congress. Mr. Web- 
ster is good authority. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Do I understand the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin to say that this is a grant 


| of power to the State of Wisconsin which it 


would not have had if the Constitution had not 
granted it—this power to return a fugitive slave? 
Mr. DURKEE. Ido not. It was an original 
sovereignty in all the States. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. Then where was the neces- 
sity of the Constitution granting une power, if the 
States had it before? 


Mr. DURKEE. The Constitution did not} 


grant the power. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. 
power, did it not impose the duty? 

Mr. DURKEE. Yes; but the State is to ex- 
ercise that duty according to its own discretion. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. But it must do so. 

Mr. DURKEE. That is a matter for the 
State to settle, and not for me or for Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor The ques- 
tion is on the amendment to strike out “ $15,500,” 
and insert “ $31,353 71.” 

Mr. BIGGS. Before the vote is taken on this 


question I desire to make an inquiry of the Senator | 
from New York in regard to some of the esti- | 
mates which 1 heard him read, and I also want | 
| to understand the present bill and the amendment | 
now proposed by the Committee on Commerce. | 


Did I understand the Senator from New York in 


| reading those estimates to make the amount esti- 


mated for this work $56,000? 
Mr. SEWARD. The amendmentas reported 
ig in the bill. I have not the bill before me. 
Mr. BIGGS. 1 wish first to ascertain the 
amount of the estimates which I heard the Sen- 
ator from New York read as coming from one of 
the eens bureau. I understood him to 


read the estimate as coming from that bureau. 


I understand him | 


is, that the | 


If it did not grant the} 


| 
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Mr. SEWARD. That was for the whole 


expense of the completion of the harbor. 
Mr. BIGGS. Fifty-six thousand dollars? 
Mr. SEWARD. Yes, sir. : FCS 
Mr. BIGGS. Andthat was for the completion 
of this harbor? es a 
Mr. SEWARD. Yes, sir. sn Awe 4 
Mr. BIGGS. Then | understand thatthe esti- 
mates made by the topographical bureau. for the 
completion of this harbor, as read by the Senator 
from New York, are over $56,000. ‘Now, I want 
the Secretary to read the amendment as proposed 
to the bill. : : 
The Secretary read the amendment to strike 
out ** $15,509,” and to insert “$31,353 71.2? 
Mr. BIGGS. Then the bill as originally in- 
troduced was for an-appropriation of $15,000. 
The estimates made by the topographical bureau 
I understand to be $56,000. The committee re- 
port an amendment of $31,000: to ‘complete what 
the topographical bureau have estimated will cost 
$56,000. 
Mr. MASON. Iask for the yeas and nays on 
that amendment enlarging the appropriation. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 18, nays 15; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Belt of New Hampshire; Bell of 
Tennessee, Benjamin, Cass, Collamer, Dodge, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Fish, Foster, Johnson, Jones of Towa, Sebas- 
tian, Seward, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—18. 
_NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Biggs, Bright, Butler, Clay, 
Fitzpatrick, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, Mason, 
Pugh, Reid, Toombs, and Weller—15. ae: 3 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The next 


| amendment of the committee is to strike out the 


word ‘ continuing,” and insert “ completing.” 

Mr. HUNTER. I ask the Senator whether, 
according to the estimate of the topographical 
bureau, this amount will complete the harbor? 

Mr. SEWARD. I think this amendment 
should not be agreed to, because the estimate 
which has been alluded to is later than the ori- 
gina] one. i 

Theamendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended ; 
and the amendment made as in Cammittee of the 
Whole was concurred in. On the question of 
ordering the bill to be engrossed, and read the 
third time, 

Mr. TOOMBS called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered ;and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 20, nays 13; as follows: ; 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Benjamin, Bright, Cass, Collamer, Dodges 
Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Foster, Johnson, Jones of lowa, 
Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson 

NAYS—Messers. Adams, Biggs, Butler, Clay, Fitzpatrick, - 
Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, Mason, Reid, Toomba; 
and Weller—13. 

On motion of Mr. MASON, the. Senate ads 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, July 22, 1856. 
The House metat eleveno’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Danie, Watpo. 
CALL OF THE HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER. There being no quorum’ 
present, unless objection is made, the Clerk will 
read the Journal. 


Mr. LETCHER. Tobject. I move that there 


i| be a call of the House; and upon that motion I 


demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the aftirmative—yeas 66, nays 63; as follows: 


derwood, Warn 

NAYS-—™ 
Bishop, BI Chaffee, 
back, Davidson. Timothy Davis. Dickson, Dodd, Etheridge, 
Thomas J. D, Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Robert B. Bail, 
Maven, King. Knowlton, Leiter, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Hampbrey Marshall, MeCarty. Killian Miller, Morgan, 
Marray, Norton, Parker, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pringle, 
Ritchie, Robbins, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scou, Sherman, Sim- 
mons, Samuel A. Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Strang- 
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jat } ington; Trefton, Trippe; Vail, Valk 
eee: Wanemany, Waibridge, Waldron, Bithu B. Wash. 
burne, Watson, Williams, Woodworth, and John V. 
Wright—63. S 

So.a call of the House was ordered. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. RITCHIE said: I rise to a point of order. 
I understand that the previous question was. or- 
dered yesterday, upon the propositions pending 
in reference to the final adjournment of the two 
Houses;.and therefore a cali of the House is out 
of order. i 

Mr. HOUSTON. Can the gentleman inter- 
rupt a call of the roll? : 

he SPEAKER. Ifa call of the roll is out of 
order, the gentleman has the right to call it in ques- 
tion. The question being submitted to the House, 
‘There being no quorum present, shall the Journal 
be read ?’’ objection was made, and a call of the 
House was moved. The call of the House has 
no reference to the questions pending yesterday, 
but solely to the question of reading the Journal; 
and. the Chair is of opinion that a call of the 
House is in order in reference to that question, and 
that the previous question does not prevent it. 

Mr. BUFFINTON stated that he should have 
voted in the negative, had he been within the 
bar when his name was called., 

Mr. TALBOTT asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to record his vote, as he was not 
within the bar when his name was called. 

Mr. GREENWOOD objected. 


EVENING SESSIONS. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to make a prop- 
osition to the House, to which I am sure there 
will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to do so 
until after the call of the House, which has just 
been ordered. [Cries of “ State it!” “State it!] 

Mr. BARKSDALE. The proposition which 
I wish to make is this: There arc a number of 
gentlemen in the House who are desirous of 
speaking upon questions not immediately before 
the House; and as the session is now about draw- 
ing to a close, they do not wish to consume the 
time of the House, which ought to be devoted to 
the business immediately before it. Hence, I 
propose thatthe House takea recess, or that, when 
it adjourns, it adjourn to meet at seven o’clock, 
with the understanding that no business whatever 
shall be done, in order that an opportunity may 
be given to gentlemen to speak to questions not 
immediately before the House. I hope no objec- 
tion will be made. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I have prepared 
a resolution which will meet the case; and | ask 
the unanimous consent of the House to intro- 
duce it. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal of the House 
has not yet been read; and the Chair desires to 
avoid complicating questions until it is read. 

Mr. ALLISON. [ shall object to all such 
propesitions until the day for a final adjournment 
is fixed. 

Mr. TIAVEN. Until the Journal is read I 
shall object to everything out of order. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I move that all further 
proceedings in the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Journal of yesterday was then read and 
approved. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, I desire now to offer the 
resolution which I before alluded to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object. 

Mr. FLAGLER. I ask for a vote upon the 
pending question. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I hope the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania will withdraw his objection 
until the resolution is read. 

_ Mr. ALLISON. Ihave no objection to hear- 
ing it read. 

The resolution was then read; and isas follows: 

Resolved, That during the remainder of this session, the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
may, at any time after three o’clock, p. m., take a recess 
until seven o'clock, p. m., for the purpose of holding an 
evening session : Provided, That, during such evening ses- 
son, no motion, except that the committee rise, shall be 
entertained by the chairman—the purpose of this resolution 


being to provide such evening sessions for general debate 


only-—and that there shall be no call of the roll at such even- 
ing sessions. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I hope the gentleman 


Tom Pennsylvania will now withdraw his objec- 
ion. 


Mr; ALLISON. I withdraw it. 
Mr. KNIGHT. {renew the objection. _ 

- Mr. McMULLIN. I would have no objec- 
tion to the rest if the gentleman would modify it 
so as to include one or two evenings only, but 
I certainly shall object to its introduction until 
it is modified. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Itisnot tobe presumed that 
we will come up to the evening sessions unless we 
either want to speak or to hear others speak. 


“PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to make a personal 
explanation. A friend of mine has placed in m 
hands a number of the New York 'Tribune, whic. 
contains a personal reflection upon myself. 

Mr. KNOWLTON. I object. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

The SPEAKER stated that the first business 
in order was the consideration of the resolution 
of the Senate, relating to the adjournment, sine 
die, of the two Houses of Congress, upon which 
the ITouse had ordered the previous question. 

Mr. FULLER. I trust that no gentleman will 
object when another desires to make a personal 
explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made on the 
left of the Chair. 

Mr. MILLSON. `I rise to make an inquiry of 
the Chair. If the Senate resolution and the 
amendments should be laid on the table, anda 
motion should be made to reconsider that vote, 
would it be competent for the House atany time, 
by a majority vote, to reconsider and determine 
the question of adjournment some days hence, 
after we shall have had an opportunity of secing 
what progress we make in the privileged cases, 
and what is to become of the bills for the support 
of the Government? 

What is this? 


Mr. HOUSTON. 
this debate come up ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. MiLLson] makes an inquiry which 
the Chair does not perfectly understand. 

Mr. MILLSON. I ask whether, if the reso- 
lution and amendments were laid on the table, 
and a motion to reconsider that vote were entered, 
it would not be competent for any gentleman, a 
few days hence, or at any other time, to call up 
the motion to reconsider, and by the vote of a 
bare majority fix the day for adjournment? 

The SPEAKER. That isa very difficult ques- 
tion for the Chair to answer. The Chair does 
not like to anticipate the course of business. 

Mr. MILLSON. Then I move to lay the reso- 
lution and amendments on the table; intending, if 
that motion prevail, to make a motion to recon- 
sider, so as to call it up some days hence. 

The question was taken; and the House refused 
to lay the resolution and amendments on the 
table. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Will it be in order to 
move a substitute for the whole proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order, 
inasmuch as the House has ordered the main 
question to be now put. 

Mr. McMULLIN. If the House had not 
ordered the main question-——— 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) The House 
had ordered the main question to be now put. 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution of 
the Senate. Pending that question the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Campre.t] moves to amend by 
striking out the 11th of August, and inserting the 
2d of Septen#er; and pending the question on 
the amendment, the gentleman from Arkansas 
moved to amend, by striking out the 2d of Sep- 
tember, and inserting the 18th of August. The 
question is first on the amendment to the amend- 
ments and on that the House has ordered the yeas 
and nays. 

_ The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 117, nays 44; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allison, 
Hendley S. Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, 
Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buftinton, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, Ezra Clark, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Craige, 
Crawford, Cumback, Damrell, Davidsou, Henry Winter 
Davis, Timothy Davis, Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, Edwards, 
Emrie, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Flagler, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Giddings, Gilbert, Goode, Granger, Greenwood 
Robert B. Hall, Harrison, Haven, Thomas R. Horton, Vai. 
| entine B. Horton, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. 
l! Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kelsey, Kidwell. King, Knapp,Knight, 


How does 


Barksdale, 
Bingham, 


Knowlton, Letcher, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Mat- 
teson, Maxwell, McQueen, Killian Miller, Smith Miner, 
Moore, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Peck, Pelton, Perry, 
Phelps, Powell, Pringle, Quitman, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, 
Robbins, Roberts, Ruffin, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Seward, 
Shorter, Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Tap- 
pan, Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Wade, Wakeman, 
Waldron, Warner, Ellinu B. Washburne, Watkins, Wat- 
son, Welch, Williams, Daniel B. Wright, and John V, 
Wright—l17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barbour, Henry Bennett, Broom, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, Clingman, Cullen, Dean, 
Denver, Dunn, Durfee, Gaioway, Harlan, Knox, Lake, 
Leiter, Lindley, McCarty, McMullin, Meacham, Millson, 
Morgan, Norton, Parker, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Purvi- 
ance, Scott, Sherman, William R. Smith, Stranahan, 
Swope, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Valk, Wal- 
bridge, Wells, Whitney, Wood, and Woodworth—44. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. PURVIANCE stated that Mr. CAMPBELL, 
of Pennsylvania, had paired off for this week with 
Mr. Harris, of Alabama. . i 

` Mr. McMULLIN. I shall vote against this, 
and all other propositions, in order to get up the 
proposition of my friend from Vermont, [Mr. 
Meacuam,] to take a recess, . 

Mr. FLORENCE stated that he had paired off 
with his colleague, Mr. Grow, who was sick at 
his lodgings. A , : 

The question recurred on agreeing to the 
amendment as amended. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I under- 
stand the question now to be on the amendment 
as amended. If the amendment be voted down, 
the question will be on the adoption of the reso- 
lution as it came from the Senate? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. Then I hope the amend- 
ment will be voted down. 

Mr. MATTESON asked for the geas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. , 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 123, nays 51; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Barksdale, 
Bell, Hendley 8. Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. 
Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Ezra Clark, Clawson, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, 
Damrell, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, 
Denver, Dickson, Dowdell, Durfee, Edwards, Eliott, 
Emrie, Etheridge, Evans, Florence, Foster, ‘Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Galloway, Gilbert, Goode, Greenwood, Robert B. 
Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, 
Haven, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kelsey, 
Kidwell, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Lake, Letcher, 
Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Maxwell, 
McMultin, McQueen, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Mil- 
son, Moore, Morrill, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Peck, Pelton, 
Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Pike, Powell, Pringle, Quitman, 
Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Seward, Sherman, Simmons, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, Spinner, Ste- 
phens, Stewart, Stanahan, Talbott, Taylor, Thurston, 
‘frafton, Trippe, Vail, Valk, Waldron, Warner, Watkins, 
Watson, Weich, Whitney, Woodworth, Daniel B. Wright, 
John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—123. 

NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Ball, Henry Bennett, Bing- 
ham, Bliss, Buffinton, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Cling- 
man, Comins, Craige, Crawford, Dean, Dodd, Dunn, 
English, Eustis, Flagler, Giddings, Granger, Harlan, Knox, 


| Leiter, Lindley, Lumpkin, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, 


Morgan, Mott, Murray, Pennington, Purviance, Raffin, 
Scott, Shorter, Sneed, Stanton, Swope, Tappan, Thor- 
ington, Todd, Underwood, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, 
Eltibu B. Washbume, israel Washburn, Wells, Williams, 
and Wood—Sl. 

So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. GREENWOOD said: I announced yes- 
terday, when I offered my amendment, that I was 
in favor of adjourning on the 11th; but this being 
a compromise between the proposition of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Campseir] and the 
resolution of the Senate, I am disposed to forego 
my original intention, and vote ay. 

Mr. DAVIDSON stated that Mr. Haut, of 
Iowa, had paired off with Mr. HorLowar. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Asd cannot get my own 
proposition, I will vote ay. 

Mr.FLORENCE. This question, Mr. Speak- 
er, involves, I understand, no difference of opinion 
between my colleague [Mr. Grow] and myself; 
and I, being in the House, desire my name to 


| appear on the record. Further than that; I believe 


that my vote will not change the result, and there- 
fore I will not be violating any good faith in 
voting. I vote ay. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the reso- 
lution as amended, as follows: 

Resolved, (the House of Representatives eoneurring,) 


1856. 
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That the President of the Senate -and the Speaker of. the 
House of Representatives adjourn their respective Houses 
sine die on Monday, the 18th of August next, at twelve 
o'clock, m. sere 

The question was taken; and the resolution as 
amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to; and also 
‘moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the tables which latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was-received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Assury Dicxins, its Secretary, notifying 
the House that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which he was directed to ask 
the concurrence of the House: 

An act (S. No. 36) making an appropriation 
for the construction of a harbor at Marquette, on 
Lake Superior, in the State of Michigan; 

An act (S. No. 54) making appropriations for 
certain public works in the State of Maine; 

An act (S. No. 88) for completing the improve- 
ment of the harbor of Manitowoc, Wisconsin; 

An act (S. No. 94) making an appropriation 
for the improvement of tlie Delaware breakwater; 

An act (S. No. 124) to increase the efficiency 
of the United States Army; 

Anact (S. No. 237) to amend the act passed 
December 31, 1792, entitled an act concerning 
the registering and recording of ships or vessels; 
an 

An act (S. No. 381) to amend the act regulating 
the fees, costs, and other judicial expenses of the 
Government in the States, Territories, and Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr. Gioninas 
in the chair] stated the first question in order to 
be on the resolution reported from the Committee 
of Elections in regard to the Nebraska election 
case, on which the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Jewerr] was entitled to the floor. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. FULLER, of Maine. [ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky to yield me the floor a moment 
in order to make one word of explanation. I be- 
lieve it is a question of privilege. 

Mr: JEWETT yielded the floor. 

Mr. PURVIANCE objected. 

Mr. FULLER. I believe that I have a right 
to call the attention of the House to this article 
as a high question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Maine is not in order, objection having 
been made. 

Mr. FULLER. Then I ask to have read to 
the House the article in question, and the House 
can judge whether it is or is not a question of 
privilege. 

The paragraph was read, as follows, from the 
New York ‘Tribune: 

“ Last night the Democrats agreed in caucus to support 
Chapman as Delegate for Nebraska. Mr. Fuller, of Maine, 
when asked to-day to vote for Bennet, said he thought 


Bennet had the best chance, but as the caucus had agreed 
upon Chapinan, he should go for him.” 


Mr. FULLER. All that I have got to say is 
that that article, the whole of it, isan unmitigated 
falsehood, so far as I know anything aboutit. 

Mr. PHELPS. And as far as I know any- 
thing about it. 

Mr. FULLER. And further, that I had no 
knowledge that there was any caucus; and if 
there was, I was not present, 

Mr. PHELPS, (amid loud calls to order.) In 
connection with that very subject, I desire to say 
that a caucus of the Democratic party was held 


on that evening, in the Senate Chamber, and that | 
nothing was transacted there in relation to the | 


business of either House of Congress. 
PROPOSITION FOR EVENING SESSIONS. 
Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire now to renew 

the proposition which I made a few minutes 


since. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That during the present week, the Committee 


of the Whole on the state of the Union may, at any time 
after three o’clock, p.m., take a recess until seven o’clock, 


p. m., for the purpose of holding an evening session: Pro- j 


vided, That during such evening session, ho motion, exeept 
that the committee rise, shall be entertained by the Chair- 
man—the purpose of the resolution being to provide such 
evening sessions for general debate only, and that there shall 
be no call of the roll at sueh evening sessions. 


Mr. MORGAN. I object. 


i 


=e 


Mr. BARKSDALE. {1 desire to appeal to the 
gentleman from New York to withdraw his ob- 
jection. No gentleman will be obliged to attend 
the night session unless he choose to do so, and 
no business will be done. k 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection, if the 
gentleman will limit it to this week. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is limited to this week. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I understand the 
objection is withdrawn, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; objection is 

ersisted in, and the resolution is not before the 
ouse. 


NEBRASKA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The question recurred on the following resolu- | 


tions reported by the Committee of Elections: 


Resolved, That Bird B. Chapman is not entitled to a seat 
in this body as Delegate from the Territory of Nebraska. 

Resolved, That Hiram P. Bennet is entitled to a seat in 
this body as such Delegate. 


Mr. JEWETT said: There are three principal 
propositions of a legal character assumed by the 
Committee of Elections, and presented to the 
consideration of the House. 

It is proper, for me, before entering upon a 
discussion of the legal positions assumed by the 
majority of the Committee of Elections, reported 
for the consideration of the House, that I should 
remark that this was not the first general election 
that occurred in the Territory of Nebraska, and 
secondly, that it was not that clection which was 
provided for under the organiclaw of the Territory; 
but it was the second general election that was 
held under two acts of the Territorial Legislature, 
both passed, ne doubt, upon the same day. One 
is entitled ‘ An act regulating elections, and for 
other purposes;”’ the other is entitled “ An act 
authorizing the taking of the census, and for other 
dod sage Manifestly, the first act mentioned 

y me was the first act passed by the Legislature. 
It is general in its provisions.. Under it all the 
officers of the Territory were to be elected; the 
time, place, and manner of holding and conduct- 
ing the election were provided for in it. The 
other act is brief; but if my recollection serves 
me correctly, there is one section in it which re- 
lates directly to the question now under consid- 
eration—it is section sixth, and will be hereafter 
considered. Now, itis manifest that the majority 
of the Committee of Elections regarded this elec- 
tion as held only under the provisions of the first 
act, entitled “ An act concerning elections,” &c. 

Neither one of these laws are as perfect as 
they might be; and, unless critically noticed, it 
is difficult to see how the two can be made to 
harmonize. 

Before entering upon the discussion of the three 


propositions whichI propose to examine, it is | 


proper that I should call the attention of the 


House to some of the provisions of theseacts. It | 


occurs to me that if the majority of the commit- 
tee who have presented this report to the House, 
had read these provisions carefully and atten- 
tively, the principles stated by them to be law 
would not have been submitted for the considera- 
tion of the House. 

The House will notice—and it is necessary, in 
order correctly to understand the subject, that 
their attention should be directed to the tact—that 
however much apparent conflict may exist be- 


tween these two acts—however irreconcilable they | 


may seem to be, it is perfectly apparent upon the | 


face of the acts that the ultimate decision of all 
contested elections occurring under them, or 


either of them, is limited to the county judges, in | 


cases of county or district officerg, and in case of 
territorial officers, such as representatives or 
councilmen, is limited to the Governor of the 
Territory. Bes 

Itis very important to observe these provisions of 
the territorial laws, because it is agreed on all sides 
that the judges of election in this case have not 
complied with the requirements of the laws. In 
several instances, instead of the judges of election 
keeping one of the poll-books, (there being but 


two for each precinct,) and carefully sealing one | 


up and depositing it with the clerk of the county 
—the other to be kept by one of the judges of elec- 
tion—they forwarded the original poll-books to the 
territorial canvassers, some one hundred and fifty 
or two hundred miles distant from the election 
precincts. : : i 
But, while the majority of the committee admit 


terial. : They proceed upon'the idea that, in point 
of facts there has been no violation of thé election 
| law, or that the election’ is: not’ tobe held: to be 
invalid on account of a disregard of the law in 
this particular. They‘say that it is hot neces- 
sary forthe county officers to have the poll-bodks 
at all. ‘They hold that it isin accordancé with 
the true intent and meaning of these acts; thatthe 
poll-books should: be sent to the territorial ‘can- 
vassers, haphap EEE i, 

Now, sir, in the opinion presented by thema- 
jority of the committee, Ip as a lawyer, ‘cannot 
concur. If the discussion of this question would 
add to, or diminish, the power of the majority 
here, after what I have seen inthis House in 
other cases of contested elections, I would: not 
stand up here to advance a legal opinion in de- 
fensée of law-and order. “ But'these Délegates are 
only embassadors here—they have no: political 
power; and I can therefore venture upon the dis- 
cussion of these propositions without being “sab- 
ject to the charge of being actuated’ or moved by 
partisan feelings. So 

The latter clause of the eighteenth section of 
the act regulating elections, &c: provides that; in 
ease of a tie, the probate judge shall order a new 
election. Now, sir, when a majority of ‘that 
committee assume that the provisions of the law 
authorizing the election under consideration are 
merely directory—merely enabling or cumula- 
live acts, and need not be strictly pursued by the 
officers conducting the election -— then, sir, I 
submit to this House, how is it possible. for the 
county judge to order a new election in case, ofa 
tie, as is contemplated and provided. for.in isaid 
eighteenth section? To execute this section: of 
the law, one of the poll-books is directed::to be 
left with the county clerk, for, the. use: of the 
county judge. With it-the true intent and mean- 
ing of the act of the Legislature can: be executed; 
but without the poll-book no decision can ever 
be had in case of a tie, nor can a new election be 
ordered, 

In this case, the right and the remedy spring 
| out of the same act; and I put it to the honorable 
member of the Committee of Elections [Mr. War- 
son] who reported the pending resolutions, if the 
question, whether the statute is directory or not, 
| arises in this case? When does it arise? It arises 
only where there is a preéxisting right at common 
law, or under some statute with an inadequate, or 
imperfect remedy, and when the Legislature, by a 
subsequent law, assumes to enlarge'the remedy 
without a clause repealing the old ‘remedy, or a” 
strong negative expression in the enabling act. 
Then, and only then, this question, whether: the 
cumulative or enabling act is. directory or not, 
arises for consideration and judgment. : [tis from 
this view. of the law of the case, thatI call: the 
attention of the House to the: fact, that this is 
not an election occurring under the organic law. 
That law only assumed to control the first elec- 
tions which were to arise under it. The election 
under which one party or the other claims a seat 
on this floor, occurred under the laws of the 
Territorial Legislature. In furtherance of this 
view, I have submitted that it is manifest that 
the intention of the Legislature was to limit the 
question of the validity of elections for county 
officers, and such like, to the county judges, and 
for territorial officers to the Governor, or board 
of territorial canvassers. I will read a. section” 
from an act entitled ‘* An act to provide for taking 
the census, making apportionment, holding elec» 
tions, and other purposes.” It is as follows: 


“Sec. 6. That election returns shall be made, signed, 
and certified by the officers appointed or elected for the 
| purpose of superintending elections at each and every pre- 
| cinet in the Territory, a copy?— 


Not an abstract, 


'— a copy of which shall be forwarded to the Governor, 
who shall proceed to issue certificates of election according 
| to such election returns, to those having the highest num- 
| ber of votes for members of the Council, to be duly elected 
! to the Council; and those having the highest number. of 
i 

| 


votes for members of the House of Representatives, to be 
duly elected to the House of Representatives.” 


It is to the first act we go for the authority of 


‘| the Governor to order anew election in case of a 


i tie. When you come to the second act reported, 
and which, I presume, was the second act passed, 


iland both passed on the same day, you will find that 


| the Governor hasno authority to issue certificates 
| of election to any of these officers, Although it 


this to be true, they say that it is wholly imma- į; is required that he should havea copy—not an 


y f every- election return 
; Jimited to commissioning 
councilmen and: membersof the Territorial Legis- 
lature: I submit, how is. the..county, judge: to 
perform his; important duty of deciding -upon:a 
die. vote,..and..ordering. à new. election, if this 
douse decide, as. the. majority.of the committee 
+ that it-was.no breach ‘of ‘the--tmie intent 
and.meaning of those laws forthe judges of elec- 
on to. remove the poll-books from where the law 


k, where they were to be kept.for the county 
ré anvass.from, and not to deposit them 
he tertitorial canvassers, as they did. : 
There-are: several other sections of law bearing 

e.case which I-will read. The second sec- 
nis as follows: 
Sec.2. Anelection for Delegate to Congress and county 
flicers, viz: consisting of one probate judge, one register, 
ole shenff, one treasurer, and one surveyor for each county; 
aiso one territorial treasurer, auditor and librarian; also 
oné-district attorney for each. judicial district in the Terri- 
tory, and two justices of the peace and two:constables for 
each precinct, shall take place on the first Tuesday of 
November, 1855, and on the same day in every second year 
thereatter.? . ` 
«Here isadescriptionof the officers to be elected. 
This act, and noné other, clothes the county or 
‘probate judges with the power to decide whether 
there isa tie, and to order a new election; but 
the power and means to do so may be taken 
‘away, say the majority of the Committee of 
Elections, by the mere caprice of him who holds 
the election. And yet they say that this is no 
violation of the true intent and meaning of the 
law. T have no feelings of a personal character 
to gratify on this occasion—no. desire to be con- 
sidered'as objecting to the majority of the com- 
mittee ina personal point of view; but I must 
say, that while they entertain such peculiar 
notions of law as are exhibited in their report, I 
would not be witing for them to sit in judgment 
‘upon my rights. The law says I have a right 
to contest the seat, and directs the way in which 
it shall be done. I go to search the records, and I 
am told thatthe judges of the election have placed 
it out-of my power; that the judges, instead of 
keeping one poll-book, and depositing the other 
with he clerk, have sent both to the territorial 
tanvassers. ‘his conduct on the part of the 
judges of election is in direct violation of law, 
and should be rebuked by this House. 

Again, section twenty-one says: 

“if au elector of the county or district shall desire to 
contest the validity of an election, such elector shall give 
nofice of his intention in writing to the person whose elec- 
tion he intends to contest, or leave a notice at his usual 
place of residence within twenty days after the day of the 
election.” 

Section twenty-two says: 

“The judge of probate, and one person chosen by the 
contestor, and one selected by the contestee, shall hear 
testimony, take depositions, and determine sucli contested 
Beat, as they may deem legal and just; and should either 
party fail to appear, the probate judge and one person 
selected may decide ; or if both parties fail, the probate judge 
alone may decide.. Said board shall bave power to send 
for.and examine witnesses under oath.” 

And yet, strange to tell, notwithstanding the 
act which the honorable committee were con- 
struing declares that the judge of probate shall 
send for witnesses and decide apon the contest, 
they report to this House that the only thing he 
had to do was to canvass; and that ‘ê canvass” 

„meant “count,” and nothing more. Well, sir, 

“I looked into Webster’s Dictionary for a defini- 
tion of the word ‘ canvass,” and I find every 
other definition but ‘‘count.’? That is not there. 
The definition is ‘to examine,” “to scrutinize,’? 
as to canvass the votes for a Senator. Of course 
the word. “ count”’ is included in the definition 
here given of the word “ canvass.” 

All these healthy, important,and salutary pro- 
visions of law, thrown around the elective fran- 
chise, are held, by the majority of this honorable 
committee, to be directory merely; and the officers 
conducting the election may violate the plainest 
provisions of the law, and yet be held justified 

y that committee. 

Sections: twenty-three and twenty-four pro- 
vide: a 

* Baid notice shall express the points on which the same 
will:be contested, the place where, and the time when, the 


depositions will be takem, which time shall not. exceed 
thirty days from, tbe day of eleenon. 

“The contest board when met shall hear and certify all 
testimony. ‘relative to the said contested election; to the 
“Presidentot the Council; or Speaker of the House of Repre- 
Bentulives, as: the case. may requixa; and send all papers 


xequired them. to.be placed; to-wit, withthe county: 


l 


“Sec. 14. If the person challenged as aforesaid shall re- 
fuse to. answer fully any question which shall be. put to 
him, as aforesaid, the judge shall reject his vote. 

& Sec. 15. if the challenge be not withdrawn after the 
person offering the vote shall have answered the question 


put to him as aforesaid, one of the judges of the election 
shall tender to him the following oath: * You.do solemnly 
swear (or affirm) that you are a citizen of the United States 
of the age nf twenty-one years; that you have been an in- 
habitant of this State for one year next preceding this elec- 
tion; that you are now an. actual resident of this town- 
ship, or ward, and that you have not voted at this election. 

“Sec. 16. If any person shall refuse to take the oath, or 
affirmation, so tendered, his vote shall be rejected : Pio- 
vided, That, after such’ oath shall have’ been taken, the 
judges may, notwithstanding, refuse to permit such person 
to vote, if they shall be satisfied, from record evidence or 
other legal evidence adduced before them, that he is nota 
legal voter; and they are hereby authorized to administer 


the necessary oaths, or affirmations, to all witnesses brought 
before them, to testify to the qualifications of a person offer- 


ing his vote.” 


Now, sir, from the law of this State, which is 
in substance the law of my own State, how can 
it be assumed, for a single moment, that all legal 
intendments and presumptions of law are in favor 
of the right of suffrage? The very moment a 
man offers to vote, it is the privilege, according to 
this statute, and of all other statutes on the sub- 
ject with which I am acquainted, of an elector 
standing by, or of the judge, to challenge that 
vote. hat follows? The voter is then put 
upon his oath, and he is made to testify in his 
own case—I believe in England all men have now 
the right to testify under oath in their own cases— 
he is made a witness in his own suit; is sworn as 
other witnesses are sworn; is examined as other 
witnesses are examined; his testimony is received 
or rejected as the testimony of other witnesses is 
admitted or rejected; and if he is guilty of per- 
jury he is indicted, tried, convicted, and punished 
as other felons are. 

Well, sir, all these things he is required by 
law todo. All this testimony he is required to 
give, under the pains and penalties of perjury, 
before any evidence is to be given to negative the 
legal presumption contended for upon the other 
side. There is nothing in the argument. The 
right of suffrage is not so loose asthat. The reins 
are not quite that loose yet, notwithstanding the 
peculiar notions now prevailing, of squatter sov- 
ereignty. 

‘The next principal question of a legal char- 
acter, arising in the case, is this: it is admitted 
that there are nineteen voters who resided on the 
half-breed reservation, whose votes were all re- 
jected, as were all the votes both forChapman and 
for the contestant, in the cases where the judges 
of election, instead of sending copies, as the 
| second act required them to do, or sending ab- 
stracts, as the figst act required them to do, sent 
the poll-books away from the districts, up to the 
territorial board of canvassers. 

The committee assume that these nineteen 
votes—although it is conceded they were resi- 
dents on the half-breed lands—are entitled to be 
| counted; and they place their right to count them 
on two grounds, oneof them afirmative, and the 
other rather of a negative character. They say 
these men were trespassers on the lands reserved 
to the half-breeds. Does the mere fact of their 
| being trespassers exclude the right of suffrage? 
| But mainly they put it on the ground that, because 
ithe half-breeds may, with the sanction of the 
i Executive of the United States, sell and dispose 
| 


of as much assix hundred and forty acres of their 
land to a white man. While the gentleman from 
| Ohio [Mr. WATSON] was remarking on that ques- 
| tion yesterday, I rose in my seat, and asked him 


j high character and 
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ifthe knew of a case-of à sale of that. character 
‘by: the sanction of the Executive, and he 


promptly 
responded, ** No Well, I confess that 1 wag 
a little startled—and that was the reason why I 
put the question—to see a lawyer stand up, and 
asserta principle, and: decide.a question, not on 
‘what had occurred, but on what might, with the 
acquiescence. of the Executive of the Union. 
ccur in after times. I have been told by: 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs that no ®ale:o? 


| the kind Has taken place, and probably none 


ever will take place. It is not the intention of 
the Government to letthe white man go in there, 
and purchase up the lands, until the whole Indian 
title is extinguished, and the lands are proper 

and legally brought within the limits and bownd- 
aries of the Territory of Nebraska. ‘Why, sir, 
according. to the: theory:of the gentleman ‘from 

Ohio, if the people of the State of Kentucky were 
to go over in numbers. sufficient to purchase:the 
lands of the State of Ohio—assuming that some 
pestilence, or disease, or some. other cause, fiad 
destroyed its people—they could thus destroy 
if I may so express myself—the nationality. of 
the people of Ohio. That seems:to-me to bea 
new mode of annexation:. -When :they:go into 
Ohio, and buy lands, they. become Ohiahs; and 
not Kentuckians. y ata À 

Mr. WATSON. Do I understand th 
man from Kentucky to say that I laid down 
legal proposition that these half-breeds coul 
their lands? < Liia 

Mr. JEWETT. With the sanction: of the 
President, that they could sell six hundred and 
forty acres. : 

Mr. WATSON. The gentleman did not un» 
derstand my language as Í qualified it. I- said 
that, after partition by the President, as provided 
by the tenth section of the treaty with the Indians 
of 15th July, 1830, they hold ‘their-lands in fee, 
which in terms imports a power of sale, and they 
therefore can sell, ses : 

Mr. JEWETT. The manner in which I stated 
the case is not in conflict with the gentleman’s 
view at all. I stated generally that his argument 
was that, with the sanction of the Executive, these 
half-breeds might sell and dispose of their lands. 

I believe my friend from Delaware liveSnear 
the line between the States of Pennsylvania and 
Delaware. Now, if a few of these millionaires 
of the Black Diamond country should go over to 
Delaware and purchase the lands of that State, 
(a few large plantations would cover the whole,) 
by the argument of the gentleman from Ohio, the 
State of Delaware would become extinct, and be- 
come annexed to the State of Pennsylvania. 

I take the opposite view. I hold that, when the 
go to Delaware and settle there, they bévonie citi- 
zens of the State of Delaware. No annexation 
takes place, nor can any such annexation take 
place in that way. There can be no such enlarge- 
ment of the Territory of Nebraska as would brin 
these half-breeds within the jurisdiction of the 
laws of the country, or give trespassers there the 
right of suffrage. No man can settle there and 
annex one single inch of their land unless by some 
proper arrangement with the Government; and 
with the Indian tribes. The organic act estab- 
lishing the Territory declares it. The acts of the 

erritory now under consideration’ declares. it. 
The treaties with the Indians déclare:it;: and no 

sane man, it seems to me, can assume such a 
proposition, : 

, Now, sir, I have discussed the legal proposi- 
tions of the case, and will make some observations 
in regard to the facts appearing in the report. If 
the board of territorial canvassers are sustained 
by the House, in accordance with the views I 
have herein expressed, in rejecting indiscrim- 
rae the counties which they have rejected, 
then Mr. Chapman was elected by eighty-dight 
votes. If, however, the House be. not satished 
with that view of the case, and if they insist on 
counting every vote cast in the Territory of Ne- 
braska, legal or illegal, except the nineteen votes 
from the Indian reservation, then Mr. Chapman 
has been elected by a majority of six votes. - If 
in like manner you add to them the illegal votes 
coming from the State of lowa—as is proved by 
the two witnesses, Sharp and Sullivan, men of 
position in the county; the 
latter, if I am not mistaken, a member. of ‘the 
Legislature—then Mr. Chapman was’ elected by 
a majority of nineteen votes. d Soa 


‘suffrage is an inestimable right. 


.terday by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 


case, 
.judges and householders, there is some reason- 
“able security that the papers before them are the 


-tain proceeding in court. 
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; Now, sir, it is in proof that these men who | 
lived upon the Indian reserve refused to pay 
taxes; they refused to have their property listed 
for taxation. They lived among the Indians as 
Indians, and refused to furnish their quota for 
the support of the government. They were not. 
required to perform jury duty; they were not re- 
quired to bear arms in defense of the Territory, 
or to bear any of the burdens common to the citi- 
zens of the Territory, and J submitthat their votes 
cannot properly be counted. Sir, the right of 
It is a high 
privilege. Itis a glorious privilege for freemen 
to come up to the polls boldly, and vote in open 
day for those who are to make laws for them; 
but this right is not worth having if a set of men 
having no title to vote dye allowed to come in and 
control the elections. 

The decision of the question in accordance 
with the principles contended for by the majority 
of the committee, would result in establishing a 
rule—so far at least as territorial elections are con- 
cerned—that any body of men could hold an elec- 
tion, and the rest of mankind could vote at it; 
I, for one, protest against such ruling. 

Mr. FOSTER. Not having been able to agree 


. with the majority of the committee in several 


of the points of this case, I design very briefly 
to call the attention of the House to some ob- 
servations upon these points. The territorial 
canvassers, as I understand it, rejected the entire 
vote of four of the counties in this Territory. 
The reason assigned was that the vote of these 
counties was illegal. Now, it was argued yes- 
AT- 
son,] that notwithstanding the fact, that the of- 
ficers in these counties had not complied with the 
laws, the testimony sent up to the territorial can- 
vassers was better than if they had complied 
strictly with the letter of the law. 

Sir, the law regulating the elections in the Ter- 
ritory of Nebraska requires that the probatejudge 
in each county shall appoint the judges of the 
elections, and when the elections shall have been 
held the judges of the elections are required to 
return the poll-books to the clerk of the county, 
and then the probate judges, with three house- 
holders, shall proceed to canvass the votes, and 
send up an abstract of such votes to the territo- 
rial canvassers, who are to decide upon the result. 
Well, sir, these counties’ abstracts were not sent 
up as the law required, but instead of that the 
poll-books themselves were sent up, which the 
majority of the committee say were better evi- 
dence than the abstracts would have been. Let 
us sec how that is: In the first place, in order to 
make these poll-books reliable, you must prove 
that they were the original papers, which, as I 
understand, there is no evidence to prove in this 
If the votes are canvassed by the probate 


identical papers which they purport to be, and 
there is some reasonable security that the abstract 
made out and signed by them is the true record, 
when it comes befére the territorial canvassers. 
The poll-books themselves, however, would of 
course be true evidence, if you had any authority 
for knowing that they were.the original papers; 
but, I ask you, what evidence you have of that 
fact? Have you any certificate? 

But gentlemen will perceive that it would have 
been possible for these officers to have in this 
way perpetrated a fraud upon the Territory. 
For illustration, you want the evidence of a cer- 
You are required to 
produce a certified copy, attested by the clerk of 
the court. But suppose, instead of this, it is 
proposed to introduce a book purporting to be the 
original record from the clerk’s office, without 
certificate or affidavit whatever of its authen- 


any ‘ y 
ticity, would it be received in any court as 
evidence? Most assuredly not. Every lawyer ; 


knows that it would nci. The authenticated 
copy would be required. And so in this case, 
when what purported to be the original papers, 


which were not authenticated, were presented in- 


108 


stead of the certified abstracts, I think the terri- 
torial canvassers did right in rejecting them. 

No man can appreciate more highly than I do 
the right of suffrage. Itis a great right—a right 
which belongs to every freeman of this country— 
but it is'a right which, unless properly guarded 
and protected, is not worth having. ‘The terri- 
torial authorities had the right to prescribe rules 
and regulations for conducting the elections; and 
if the several counties did not conform to those 
rules and regulations, I think the canvassers did 
right in rejecting the votes. And I say thatit 
is not a good argument to urge that the returns 
are just as good as if they had been made in 
accordance with the law. Let them be made in 
accordance with the law. I think, too, that the 
objection made bythe sitting Delegate, that the 
election was not held in one precinct in the place 
by the Governor, is a valid objection. 

The Governor had a right to designate the 
place of holding the elections. The election was 
held not gnly at the wrong place, but the returns 
did not come up with the certificate of the probate 
judge of the county in which the election was 
held; therefore the officers rejected that vote. 
So with the county of Dacotah. The same ob- 
jection obtained in the cases of Washington and 

ichardson. The canvassers rejected the votes 
of these counties because they came without any 
authentication that they were given in accordance 
with law. l say they did rigħt. It is better that 
the people of the Territory should lose their 
suffrage than there should be a violation of law 
and a precedent established of this loose way of 
making returns. I desire to call attention to this 
fact: that the returns lack authentication. There | 
is no proof that the papers sent to the territorial 
canvassers were really the. votes cast in that 
county. 

Admitting, for the sake of argument, that all 
these votes were given, and returns made, in ac- 
cordance with law, let us look at the matter in 
that view. [tis charged that votes were cast b 
those on the Indian reserve. It is not denied, 
or, if denied, it is proved, that nineteen of the 
voters in the county of Richardson lived on the 
Indian reserve. The gentleman from Ohio argued 
that, because this Indian reservation was em- 
braced within the limits of the Territory of Ne- 
braska, therefore they were citizens of Nebras- 
ka, and entitled to vote. That docs not hold 
good. J admit they were geographically within 
the Territory of Nebraska, but deny that they 
were politically within its limits. The case is 
not an unusual onc. Some years ago a similar 
case occurred in Virginia. The city of Rich- 
mond, was made, by law, an election precinct 
by itself, and entitled toa representative ‘in the 
Legislature. The county of Henrico, in which 
Richmond is situated, was also entitled to its 
representative. On one occasion Richmond put 
up a candidate for Henrico county, and he was 
elected. His seat was contested on the ground 
that he was not a resident of the county, the law 
requiring that the representative should be a res- 
ident of Henrico. The case was disposed of by 
the Legislature of Virginia. Our lamented fellow- 
member, Mr. Rayly, think, was a member of 
that body, and chairman of the committee of 
elections. The case was decided thus: that, al-| 
though the man lived in the city of Richmond, 
which is in the center of Henrico county, yet, 
politically, he was not an inhabitant of that | 
county. So in this case: although the Indian 
reserve was geographically within the limits of 
Nebraska Territory, yet, politically, it is not 
embraced by the territorial limits. Why isit not 
politically within the limits of the Territory ? 
will call attention to ‘*An act to regulate trade 
and intercourse with the Indian tribes, and to 
preserve peace on the frontiers.” It provides: 


« That all that part of the United States west of the Mis- 
sissippi, and not within the States of Missouri and Louis- | 
jana, or the Territory of Arkansas, and also that part of | 
the United States east of the Mississippi river, and not | 
within any State to which the Indian tile has not been ; 
extinguished, for the purposes of this act, be taken and 
deemed to be the Indian country.” 


| we learn by the testimony. 


i Sections ten and eleven of that act are ai 
ows: : 7 EE 


: Seo. 10. And be it further enacted, That thè Superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs. and Indian agentsand suib-agents 
shail have authority to remove from the Indian country al 
persons found therein contrary to law; and the President 
cf the United States is authorized to direct the military 
force to be employed in such removal. Dk ; 
* Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That if. any person 
shali make any settlementin any lands belonging, secured, 
or granted by treaty with the United States, to any Indian 
tribe, orshall survey, or shall attempt to survey, such lands, 
or designate any of the boundaries by marking trees, or oth- 
erwise, such offender shall forfeit: and pay ‘the sum of 
$1,000. And it shall, moreover, be lawful for the President 
of the United States to take such measures, and, to employ 
such military force, as he may judge necessary to remove 
from the lands as aforesaid any such persons as aforesaid.?? 


By reference to the law organizing the Terri- 
tory, it will be seen that the Indian country is 
excluded from the territorial jurisdiction. * Yt is 
provided— : ae 


That nothing in this act contained shall be construed to 
impair the rights of person or property now pertaining to 
the Indians in said Territory, so long as such rights shall 
remain unextinguished by treaty between the United States 
and such Indians, or to include any territory which, by 
treaty with any Indian tribe, is not, without the consent of 
said tribe, to be included within the territorial limits ór 
jurisdiction of any State or Territory; but all such territory 
shall be excepted out of the boundaries, and constitute no 
part of the Territory of Kansas, until said tribe shall signify 
their assent to the President of the United States to be'in- 
cluded within the said Territory of Kansas, or. to.afféct'the 


ol- 


į authority of the Government of the United States to make 


any regulation respecting such Indians, their lands, prop- 
erty, or other rights, by treaty, law or otherwise, winch it 
would have been competent tothe Government to make if 
this act had never passed.’? sa 
Those who reside on the Indian reservation are 
not only not éntitled to vote, but they may any 
day be driven off asintruders. The whole military 
force is at the disposal of the President to drive 
them off. Further than that, they regard them- 
selves as intruders. The men who gave these 
votes regarded themselves as not being citizens 
of the Territory, for they refused on that ground 
to pay the territorial taxes. They threw them- 
selves on their rights as living on the Indian 
reservation. Some of them have so: testified. 
They refused to pay taxes on the ground that 
they did not live in’ the Territory of Nebraska. 
Notwithstanding this, gentlemen get up here and 
ask to have counted the votes of men who re- 


|! fused to bear their share of the burdens of the 


Government. When taxes are to be, paid they 
are not citizens of the Territory; but when votes 
are to be given they are, and demand to be re- 
garded as such. . Are these men entitled to the 
privileges of the ballot-box? ‘No, sir; ‘they were 
not entitled to the right of suffrage, and the'can-~ 
vassers did right in throwing out their votes, if 
for that reason alone. 

I will not go minutely into all the details of 
this case. Every gentleman has the evidence 
before him. There were illegal votes given, as 
At one of the pre- 
cincts we have proof that five or six unnaturalized 
Germans voted for the contestant. By the orgamic 
law foreigners making a declaration of theirin- 
tention to become citizens were entitled to vote in 
the first election; but by the territorial Jaw the 
right of suffrage is confined to citizens of the 
United States. The evidence is, that some of the 
voters had not even so much as made a decla- 
ration of an“intention to become citizens. Cer- 
tainly the testimony is that some six or seven 
never had been naturalized. ‘They were, not 
entitled then, under the territorial law, to right 
of suffrage, and they ought to be excluded. _ 

Again: it was proved that some five voters lived 
in the adjoining State of Iowa. "It is in evidence 
that they lived there both before and after the 


1 || election, and one witness says he knew them, and 


knew them to be inhabitants of the State of Lowa, 
But, overlooking all other objections, and count- 
ing every vote that was given, taking the vote 
given in-every county 1n the Territory, and strik- 
ing out from that number only the votes of men 
who lived upon the Indian reserve, men who 
lived in Iowa, and men who had never become 
naturalized citizens of the United States, it leaves 


Mr. Chapman, the sitting member, still elected 
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by a small majority: “Here itisin the proof. Tn 
“the-first:place, the canvassers did right in reject- 
ing: the-votes:of those ‘several counties, for the 
reason that no authenticated record was sentu 

sano more than if you or I had sent up a certifi- 
cate. ‘They did right, then, in excluding the 


votes. -` 

‘But upon the other view of the case, admitting 
all the votes to come in, and rejecting only the 
illegal votes which. were..cast in the Territory, 

still the sitting member is entitled to his seat. 
“These ‘are the facts, according to the testimony. 
“They are all embraced in a narrow compass; and 
‘Task members of the House how, in view of 
them, they are to cast their votes? They can 
„icome tono other conclusion than the one which 
“T have arrived at, unless they are driven to the 
“resort of saying that the men who were entitled 
“to no right of ‘suffrage, the illegal outsiders, the 
‘unnaturalized, undeclared foreigners in the Ter- 
‘yitory, the ‘men from Towa, and those upon the 
“Indian reserves, were entitled to vote. They 
are driven to that alternative before, by any pos- 
sibility, they can raise any argument to justify 
“them in voting for the contestant in this case. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I wish to 
make a few observations upon this case; but be- 

“fore doing so, I desire to ask the unanimous 
consent of the House that they will accord to 
‘the contestant the privilege invariably accorded 
“to contestants upon the floor of this House, of 
„addressing the House upon the case now before it. 

No objection being made, leave was granted. 

Mr. WASHBURN then proceeded to address 
‘the House in support of the claim of the con- 
testant. He has withheld his speech for revision; 
it will appear in the Appendix. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

-A message was received from the Senate, by 
Asnury Dicxins, its Secretary, informing the 
House that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
ment of the House (striking out ‘11th of Au- 
gust” and inserting ‘18th of August ” in lieu 
-thereof) to the resolution of the Senate providing 
-for an adjournment of the two Houses of Con- 
gress for the present session. ; 
NEBRASKA CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE-—~ 

AGAIN. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I rise to call the previous 
question. 

_Mr.GREENWOOD. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Maine a question in regard to a 
temark which he made as to legal testimony. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the call for the 
previous question, it can only be done by general 
consent. i 

Mr. CHAPMAN. I want to state that the 
genrene from Maine is mistaken in everything 

e has said. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Maine a single question in relation 
to the character of some testimony which he has 
commented upon. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Iam perfectly willing to 
answer, 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Do I understand him 
to say that a portion of the testimony here was 
taken without notice to the contestant? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Then I want to ask 
him whether the majority of the committee have 
‘not determined that legal notice is not necessary 
In the taking of depositions? 

Mr. WASHBURN. No, sir, never; but the 
reverse. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I understood the com- 
mittee to have determined that strictly legal 
notice was not required. | 

Mr. WASHBURN. We have done this: In 
the Illinois case, notice was given nine days be- 
fore. The law requircd ten days’ notice to be 
given. My judgment was, that under a proper 
construction of the law, the notice in that case 
was ten days. At all events, actual notice was 
given there. The ground on which the com- 
mittee went was this: that a party should have 


actual notice, and should have an opportunity, in | 


all cases, to be present and cross-examine wit- 
nesses. The committee would not receive tes- 
timony where the party did not have legal notice, 
or was not able to be present by himself or at- 


torney. 
Mr. GREENWOOD. I understand that no 


notice is legal unless when in strict accordance 
with the law. _- 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would suggest to the 
gentleman from Vermont that the sitting member 
requests to be heard here; and I hope he will not 
now call the previous question, so as to preclude 
him from being heard. 

Mr. HAVEN. I-understood that the House 
had unanimously agreed that, after the previous 
question should be ordered, both the sitting. Del- 
egate and contestant should be heard. 3 

Mr. MEACHAM. Yes, the understanding 
is that the contestant and sitting Delegate shall 
have the privilege of speaking. 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by 
general consent. by 

Mr. HAVEN. The proposition was put to 
the House while the Speaker was not inthe chair, 
and the House agreed to it. 

The SPEAKER. It was that the contestant 
alone should have the privilege of speaking. But, 
if there be no objection, it will be the understand- 
ing that the contestant and the sitting Delegate will 
be allowed the privilege of speaking on this ques- 
tion, after the previous question shall have been 
ordered. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I hope the gentleman from 
Vermont will withdraw the call for the previous 
question for five minutes, and I will renew it. I 
have not yet spoken to the minority report. 

Mr. MEACHAM withdrew the call. 

Mr. STEPHENS. With regard to all these 
counties, the votes of which the canvassers of the 
Territory set aside, I have this remark to make: 
I think they do right in rejecting the vote of 
Dacotah for the reasons assigned in the minority 
report. I think they did right in rejecting the 
votes of Richardson county, and of Washington 
county, forthe samereasgon. But if the cavassers 
rejected the vote of Dacotah county because the 
pee judge did not sign the returns—in which 

think they were right—of course the vote of 
each of the other counties, in which the same in- 
formality occurred, must go the same way. On 
the argument of the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 
Wasneurn,] that the votes of Otoe county and 
Richardson county should be admitted, the vote 
of Dacotah county must also be admitted. But 
what I want the House to understand is this: that 
if this principle is to be adopted towards all these 
counties—if you are to count the whole of them, 
and simply reject the nineteen illegal votes cast 
inthe Archer precinct, then Mr. Chapman has 
been elected by a majority of six. Now, the 
whole question is, were these residents on the 
Indian reservation entitled to vote? 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Task whether 
the sitting Delegate is elected by six majority ex- 
cluding these nineteen votes from the Indian res- 
ervation, provided you at the same time exclude 
the votes cast at Dacotah and Henry Abrams’s? 

Mr. STEPHENS, Not at all; butif you re- 
ject Dacotah, why not reject Otoe also? 

Mr. WASHBURN, The vote of Dacotah 
was excluded because the election was held at the 
wrong place; and the gentleman attempts to ex- 
clude Otoe simply because they sent up the returns 
mnie of having had an abstract made by the 
judge. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The returns of Dacotah 
county were rejected for the same reason by the 
canvassers—that the probate judge had not signed 
the abstract. And if you reject Dacotah county 
you must for the same reason reject Otoe, Wash- 
ington, and Richardson counties. Apply the 
same principle to the whole of them, and you are 
brought down to the single fact as to the illegal 
votes from the Indian reservation. 

Mr. WATSON. Does the gentleman admit 
the fact that the election in Dacotah county was 
held at eighteen or twenty miles distance from 
| the place designated ? 

Mr. STEPHENS. I donotadmitthe fact. It 
may be so; Ido not know how that is. There 
is no proof of it. I stated in the minority report 
that that is my understanding of the fact. So far 
as that is concerned, I am willing to admit it. 
But that is not the ground on which the canvass- 
ers rejected the return. The main ground on 
which all these returns were rejected was, that the 
probate judge had not signed the abstract. I 
think they were right. And if all the counties 
in which that error occurred be rejected, why, 


then Chapman is elected by ninety-five majority. 
And if you lct in all the votes except the nineteen 
from the Indian reservation, he is elected by six. 

Mr. MILLSON. I wish to ask the gentleman 
a question. The principal difficulty that Ihave, 
is as to the election at the Archer and Henry 
Abrame’s precincts. I want to inquire of the 
gentleman, [Mr. Srepuens,} who has examined 
the matter much more-carefully than I have had 
the opportunity of doing, whether there is any 
evidence in addition to Sharp’s, showing that 
there was an informal and irregular election at 
both these precincts; thatit was held without due 
notice; that the returns of the county in which 
these precincts are, were set aside by the can- 
vassers; and whether there is any evidence es- - 
tablishing the fact that these two elections were 
held-by sworn judges, and according to law? 

Mr. STEPHENS. Iwill answer each one of 
the questions of the gentleman; but before pro- 
ceeding to answer them, I will first reply to the 
gentleman from Maine, (Mr. Wasuzurn,] as 
to Sharp’s testimony being taken without notice. 
Sir, the sitting Delegate notified the committee of 
his wish to have Mr. Sharp’s deposition taken 
at a time when Sharp was in the city. After con- 
versing with Mr. Sharp upon the subject, the 
committee refused to take his deposition, on the 
ground that his testimony-was immaterial. At 
the instance of the sitting member, therefore, his 
affidavit was taken; and his testimony is explicit 
and pointed. He was at the election, and he 
swears to the identity of every one of these nine- 
teen voters. 

Mr. WATSON. Did the contestant know the 
time and place when and where Sharp’s testi- 
mony was to be taken? 

Mr. STEPHENS. So far as I know, he did 
not. When I returned from Georgia the House 
may perhaps remember what occurred in relation 
to the matter in my absence. The sitting Dele- 
gate informed me that he had requested the com- 
mittee to have Sharp’s testimony taken, and they 
had refused. He showed me a copy of a letter, 
in which he notified the committee to send for 
Sharp. They had not done it, I then saw Sharp. 
He told me what he knew. I told him to go be- 
fore a justice of the peace, and swear to the facts, 
and I would bring it before the House. That is 
what I did. Ido not know whether the contest- 
ant knew of his intention or not. After the sit- 
ting Delegate had brought the matter before the 
committee, and they had refused his request, I did 
not consider any notice to any one as necessary. 
Of course it was ex parte testimony. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. In every case 
before the Committee of Elections they have 
received only testimony in the shape of deposi- 
tions. But I ask the gentleman whether the 
Committee of Elections have ever excluded or 
refused to hear any testimony upon the part of 
the sitting member until after the case was closed ? 
And, under these circumstances, I ask whether 
it did not become the sitting Delegate in this case 
to give notice to the contestant of his intention to 
take this deposition? And I ask this further 
question, why, having taken this affidavit before 
the report of the committee was actually pre- 
sented to the House, he did not submit it to the 
committee, and allow it to go in with the other 
testimony, so that other members of the commit- 
tee could have an opportunity to examine it? 

Mr. STEPHENS. The réport of the majority 
of the committee was made before Sharp’s testi- 
mony was taken, and how could I give the com- 
mittee notice? [could only act as a minority. 
The minority report is in itself an ex parte state- 
ment. I could only come forward and furnish 
such information as I could collect. The com- 
mittee had closed its door; the committee had 
refused to hear this Sharp; and how else could I 
do’ than to bring out this fact by an ex parte state- 
ment? When the committee had refused to ex- 
amine this witness, was one member of the com- 
mittee to constitute himself a commission to take 
testimony, and notify the majority of the com- 
mittee, who had closed their report, and presented 
it to the House? 

Mr. WATSON. Will the gentleman from 
Georgia allow me just one word? I simply want 
to ask him if we are never to close a case before 
us? When the parties have submitted arguments 
and re-arguments, are we never to consider a case 
closed? 
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Mr. STEPHENS. I answer the gentlemen, 
certainly. The case ought to have been closed 
long before it was closed. But whatare the facts? 
The committee were requested, on the 3d of 
April, to examine this witness, and their report 

_ was not made until the 18th of April. The case 
was open for three weeks after the request was 
made, and how can gentlemen rise up here and 
tell us that they could not examine the witness, 

_ because the case was closed? How could the 
sitting Delegate bring the matter before the House 
other than as an ex parte statement? There was no 
other way in which the matter could be brought 
before the House., 

Now, in reply to the gentleman from Virginia, 
{Mr. Mittison, | I will say that, upon advisement, 
the sitting Delegate sent to the secretary of the 
Territory, and here are the original papers—here 
‘are papers ‘certified to and under the seal of the 
Territory, showing the returns from the Archer 
and Henry Abrams precincts, in Richardson 
county. They have been received since Sharp’s 
testimony was taken, and confirm that testimony 
in every particular. 

Mr. MILLSON. I did not intend to express 
any opinion whether the deposition of Sharp was 
an ex parte one or not; for in the view which I 
take of the question it made no difference whether 
the deposition had been taken on notice, or with- 
outnotice. The question I asked the gentleman 
from Georgia was this: whether the territorial 
canvassers have excluded altogether the returns 
from the Archer and Henry Abrams precincts? 
Now I want to know if there was any evidence 
on record before the committee to show that, 
notwithstanding the exclusion of these votes, 
they were legal votes, and that the election was 

legally held? I understood the gentleman to say 
that there was no evidence to show that these 
elections were legally held. 

Mr. STEPHENS. There was not. 

Mr. MILLSON. Then it was of no sort of 
consequence whether the deposition was taken 
with notice or without notice, J think. 

Mr. STEPHENS. There is no evidence to 
show that these elections were legally held. Flere 
are the returns from the Salem and the Henry 
Abrams precincts, and also from that celebrated 
precinct, Archer, in which the whole number of 
votes given in that precinct was forty-six, and 
from which it appears conclusively that Sharp’s 

testimony was true, and that these nineteen votes 
were included in the count of seventy-six. 

Mr. PURVIANCE, I wish to know whether 
this evidence, together with the affidavit of Sharp, 
was received and adopted as evidence by the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. STEPHENS. It was not, and I so stated 
to the House. The committee closed their ex- 
amination; and although they were notified by 
the sitting Delegate of his wish to examine this 
witness, they did not do it. They closed their 
door—they closed their report; and I offer this 
testimony to the House now under the broad 

-geal of the Territory. ; 

Mr. WATSON. ` I state to the gentleman that 
the committee had closed their deliberations; they 
had decided the case; and the sitting Delegate had 
been notified of their decision before there was 
any talk about this deposition of Sharp. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Well, sir, all I have got 
to say is that I do not know how that may have 
been: Iwas not here prior to the time when the 
report was made. But the report was not made 
until the 18th of April, and I think the commit- 
tee had good cause to reconsider their action. | 
think that Mr. Sharp swears to the truth. I think 
that Chapman is clearly entitled to a seat on this 
floor as Delegate from Nebraska. So believing I 
shall so vote. 

In compliance with my promise to the gentle- 
man from Vermont I now renew the call for the 
previous question. - 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

The resolutions were read. 

Mr. STEPHENS demanded a separate vote 
on.the resolutions, and the yeas and nays on the 
first one. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, the sitting Delegate, and 
Mr. BENNET, the contestant, then addressed 
the House, under the leave unanimously granted. 
Their speeches will appear in the Appendix. 


Before Mr. B. had quite consumed the hour 
allotted to him, 

Mr. SNEED said: With the permission of 
the contestant, if he will yield me the floor for 
that purpose, I will move that the House do 
now adjourn, so that he can conclude his re- 
marks in the morning. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The time to which the con- 
testant is entitled, under the rules of the House, 
has expired. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I hope the time 
of the contestant will be extended, and that he 
will be allowed to go on and finish his speech. 
{Cries of “No!” “No!??] 

Mr. WAKEMAN. The same privilege was 
granted to Mr. Allen in the election case recently 


ecided by the House, and it seems to me that it } 


is but fair that it should be extended in this case. 

Mr. HARLAN. If this privilege is granted 
now, it must be granted other gentlemen also. 
I think the debate had, perhaps, better close. I 
therefore object. 

Mr. SNEED. It is due to myself to say that 
when I asked the gentleman from Nebraska to 
yield for a motion to adjourn, I did not do it with 
the intention of depriving him of the floor. I 
supposed, of course, that, inasmuch as the privi- 
lege had been granted to other gentlemen to ex- 
tend their speeches beyond an hour, in similar 
cases, it would be granted now. I think it is 
only right and proper that it should be granted. 

Mr. BENNET. With the permission of the 
House, I will print the additional remarks which 
I proposed to make. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. SNEED. 1 now move that the House 


adjourn. 

Phe SPEAKER. Before the question is taken 
on the motion to adjourn, the Chair asks leave 
of the House to present reports from the Court 
of Claims. 

The reports were received, and disposed of as 
required by the rules. 

Mr. SNEED. I withdraw the motion to ad- 


journ. 7 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I again ask the 


consent of the House to introduce the resolution 
proposed by the gentleman from Mississippi this 
morning, relative to holding an evening session 
for the purpose of general debate. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. HOUSTON. What has become of this 
contested-election case ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis still pending, but was 
interrupted by a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Let us vote on it now. 

Mr. TODD.. I renew the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. CRAWFORD called for tellers upon the 
motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CRAWFORD 
and Topp were appointed. 

The question was taken ;and the tellers reported 
ayes 42, noes 75. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. BARKSDALE again asked the consent of 
the House to offer his resolution relative to hold- 
ing evening sessions. 


Mr. BENNETT, of New York, objected. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. Lappeal to the gentle- | 
man to withdraw his objection. No one need 
attend the evening sessions unless he pleases. 

Mr. BENNETT. I cannot withdraw it. I 
want to vote upon this contested-election case. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I appeal to the House to 
adjourn now, and not force us to vote on the res- 
olution this evening, Gentlemen must see that 
the House is thin. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. Theabsent members have 
all paired off. 

Mr. McMULLIN. No, sir, they have not all 
paired off. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I appeal to the 
House to vote now upon the resolution before us. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move a call of the 


House. 
“The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order, 

the House having ordered the main question. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move to lay the resolu- 
tions on the table,and upon that motion ĮI demand 
the yeas and nays. l 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken; and the House re- 


fused to lay the resolutions on the table. 
Mr. BURNETT. I move that the House do 


oe adjourn; and on‘ that-motion I-call for-tel- 
lers. E = 
‘Tellers were not ordered. : 
The question was then taken; and.the motion 
was disagreed to. Eyo 


The question was then taken, on the Gist reso- 
lution; and it was decided in the. negative—yeas 
63, nays 69; as follows: i a 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Barbour, Henry Bénnett, Ben- 
son, Billinghurst, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffiriton, Lewis:D. 
Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, 
Cumback, Timothy Davis, Dean, Dick, Dodd, Durfee, 
Emrie, Flagler, Giddings, Granger, Harlan; Haven, Valen- 
tine B. Horton, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Leiter, Matteson, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, 
Murray, Norton, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, erry, Purvi- 
ance, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, 
Spinner, Stanton, Tappan, Thorington, Trafton, Wake- 
man, Watbridge, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Watson, Wood, and Woodworth—63. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, 


i é Bell, Hendley S. 
Bennett, Branch, Broom, Burnett, Cadwaladet, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, 
Damrell, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Durin, Edmundson, 
Edwards, Eustis, Goode, Greenwood, Thomas ‘L. Harris, 
Harrison, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Lake, Letchér, Lumpkin, Samuel 
S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen; Smith Miller, 
Millson, Moore, Packer, Peck, Pettit, Phelps, Pringle, 
Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Ruffin, Savage, Scott, 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Sneed, Sté- 
phens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Thurston, Trippe, War- 
ner, Watkins, Wells, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. 
Wright—69. 


So the resolution was disagreed to. 


Pending the above call, 

Mr. BARKSDALE said that he had paired off 
with Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BINGHAM stated that he had:pairad off 
with Mr. Horrman. foes 

Mr. STEWART stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Bowe, had paired off with Mr. Wooprurr. 

Mr. MILLER, of Indiana, ‘stated that his col- 
league, Mr. Enauisn, had paired off with Mr. 
GALLOWAY. 

Mr. EVANS stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Morr. ; 

Mr. GILBERT stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Smita, of Alabama. : f 

Mr. RICAUD stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Hamers, had paired off with Mr. Horron, of New 


York. 

Mr. STRANAHAN stated that he had paired 
off with Mr. CLINGMAN. f 

Mr. DUNN stated that Mr. Meacnam ha 
paired off with Mr. Varr. _ tee 

Mr. WALBRIDGE stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Waxpron, had paired ‘off with Mr. Camp- 
BELL, of Kentucky. 

Mr. McCARTY stated he had paired off with 
Mr. Unverwoop. © AEE P 

Mr. PIKE stated he had paired off with Mr. 


Vain. ; ae: : 

Mr. READY ‘stated that his ‘colleague [Mr. 
ErHeripGe] had paired off with Mr. Rossiws. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move that 
‘the Hlouse do now adjourn. 

Mr. CADWALADER. Irise to a privileged 

uestion. I move to reconsider the vote by which 

the resolution that Mr. Chapman was not entitled 
to a seat on this floor was rejected; and also 
move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. f 
i| The SPEAKER. The motion will be entered. 


The question was taken on Mr. W ASHBURNE’S 
motion, and it was agreed to; and thereupon. the 
House (at five o'clock, p. m.) adjourned until 
to-morrow, at eleven o’clock, a. m. 


IN SENATE. . 
WEDNESDAY, July 23, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. DEAN. - 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
REPORT FROM THE COURT. OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Court of Claims, made in 
| pursuance of law, of the opinions of that court. 
on the claim of William Neil and others, and the 
claim of H. L. Thistle, and the decisions of the 
court in favor of the claim of Thomas M. New- 
ell, and the claim of Gibbons & Kelly, accom- 
panied by a bill for the relief of Thomas M. 
Newell, and a bill for the relief of Francis A. 
Gibbons and Francis X. Kelly. 

The report was, on motion of Mr. Bropurap, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BRODHEAD presented the petition of 
Rebecca Adams, widow of Alfred J. Adams, 
who was attached to the quartermaster’s depart- 
ment in the army in the Florida war, praying to 

-þe allowed: bounty land; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. : 

Mr. HOUSTON presented the memorial of 
George H. Giddings, contractor for carrying the 
‘mail from Santa. Fé, in New Mexico, to San An- 
tonio, in Texas, for compensation for services 
performed under his contract, and that the com- 
pensation now allowed may be increased, or his 

contract canceled; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
‘Mr. PUGH presented additional papers in re- 
lation to the petition of George Colvin; which 
` were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented a petition 
of citizens of Galena, Illinois, praying for a 

‘grant of land to the Territory of Minnesota, to 
aid in the construction of a railroad in that Ter- 
ritory; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. JONES, of Iowa, it was 


Ordered, That L. E. L. A. Lawson, heir of General 
Eleazer W. Ripley, have leave to withdraw her petition 
and papers. 


On motion of Mr. BIGGS, it was 


Ordered, That James Taylor, representative of the 
North Carolina Cherokee Indians, have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I move that the Secretary 

of the Senate be directed to return to the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives, the petition and 
accompanying papers of Isaac Lilly, filed with 
the petition of é: E. Sherman, reported upon at 
the first session of the Twenty-Eighth Congress, 
that petition and those papers having been taken 
‘from the files of the Hlouse. I understand—the 
Clerk probably will know whether I am correct— 
that these papers were brought up rather irregu- 
larly, and filed with the papers in another case, 
‘for the sake of aiding that case. I move that they 
be returned to the Flouse to which they belong. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


| Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the petition 
of Charles McCormick, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill (S. No. 399) for the retief of 
Charles McCormick, assistant surgeon United 
States Army; which was read, and passed to a 
second reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. MALLORY, fromthe Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 
William Heine, praying for compensation for ser- 
vices as artist to the Japan expedition, submitted 
a report, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 400) for 
his relief; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. The report was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of William S. Lovell, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a joint reso- 
lution (S. R. No. 32) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to pay to the officers and seamen of the 
expedition in search of Dr. Kane the same rate 
of pay that was allowed to the officers and seamen 
of the expedition under Lieutenant De Haven; 
which was read, and passed to a second reading. 
The report was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of W. R. Talbot, in 
behalf of himself and other chaplains of the 
Navy, praying for an increase of compensation, 
submittedanad verse report; which was concurred 
in, and ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of William Reynolds, 
submitted an adverse report; which was con- 
curred in, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TOOMBS, from the Committee on Indian‘ 
Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial of 
the heirs of Robert McConnell, submitted a 
report, accompanied bya bill (S. No. 401) for their 
relief; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading, -The ‘report was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S, No. 81) to provide for 
the reéxamination and payment of certain claims | 


of citizens of Georgia and Alabama, on account 
of losses sustained by depredations of the Creek | 
Indians, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a reporton the subject; which was ordered ! 
to be printed. 


FORTIFICATION OF SAN PEDRO. 


Mr. WELLER submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency and practicability of 
fortifying or improving the port of San Pedro, in the State 
of California. 

THE VANDERBILT OCEAN STEAMER. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I submita 
communication from Cornelius Vanderbilt, of the 
city of New York, in which he informs us that 
he has brought on here a new ocean steamer, 
which is now anchored off Greenleaf’s Point, and 
he extends an invitation to the Senate, as also to 
the House of Representatives, to visit her at such 
time as shall suit their convenience. He proposes 
eleven o’clock on Saturday morning. e thinks 
that this specimen of naval architecture is worthy 
of an examination, and will gratify the pride of | 
the American people. She is the largest vessel | 
which has ever floated on the Atlantic ocean, | 
having a tonnage of four thousand five hundred 
tons. She is prepared to consume two hundred 

and fifty tons of coal per day. He is very confi- 
dent that she can outstrip any vessel, either native 
or foreign, in crossing the occan by at Icast one 
day—twenty-four hours. I move that the com- 
munication le on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


IMPROVEMENT OF SAVANNAH RIVER. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 261) to alter and amend an act to 
appropriate money to remove obstructions in the 
Savannah river, to report it back with a recom- 
mendation that it pass, and to ask the consent of 
the Senate to consider it now. The Senate is 
aware that this is a bill merely providing fora 
discretion in the Department of War in the ex- 
penditure of money formerly appropriated. It | 
is not a new appropriation; it is merely to render 
efficient a former appropriation. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate | 
proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to 
consider the bill to alter and amend “An act to 
appropriate moncy to remove obstructions in the 
Savannah river below the city of Savannah, in 
the State of Georgia,” approved March 3, 1855. 

It provides that the balance of the unexpended 
appropriation made by the act of March 3, 1855, ! 
may be applied, under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of War, to remove the bars, shoals, banks, | 
and other impediments, in Savannah river, caused | 
by the obstructions, as proposed in the project 
of the commissioners, approved by the War 
Department, in February, 1853. 

The bill was reporied to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. i 

MEDALS TO NAVAL OFFICERS. 


Mr. MALLORY. The Committee on Naval ! 
Affairs, to whom was referred so much of the | 
| 
i 


I 


President’s message as relates to the presentation 
of medals to certain officers of the Navy, have 
directed me toreporta joint resolution (S. R. No. | 
31) authorizing the acceptance of certain medals | 
from foreign Governments. Task the unanimous | 
consent of the Senate to consider the resolution | 
now. The Secretary of the Navy recommends | 
itin his annual report; and I will read, for the | 
information of the Senate, a few lines on this | 
subject alone: | 

| 

l 

i 

| 


“The Emperor of France having awarded a gold medal | 
to both Surgeon Thomas V i 
Surgeon Jar 
for their prof 


| Williamson and Passed Assistant 
es F. Harrison, of the United States Navy, | 
sional services to the officers and men of the 


i 
French steamer of war Chimere, at Norfolk, during the | 
summer of 1854; the Governments of Prussia and Holland | 
having similarly complimented Lieutenant Maury for his | 
contributions to science and navigation, I recommend the | 
necessary legislation to enable those officers to accept of the | 
proffered testimonials. ”? 


There being no objection, the joint resolution 
was read the first and second time,and considered | 
as in Committee of the Whole. It was reported | 
to the Senate without amendment, and ordered to | 


be engrossed for a third redding. It was read a || 
third time. i 


Mr. PUGH. [ask for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the resolution. I desire to record 
my vote against it. , 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 25, nays 10; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of Tennessee, Benjamin, 
Bright, Cass, Clay, Collamer, Douglas, Fessenden, Fish 
Foot, Foster, Geyer, Houston, Hunter, Johnson, Jones of 
Iowa, Mallory, Mason, Seward, Slidell, Trumbull, Wade, 
Weller, and Wilson—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Biggs, Butler, Clayton, Dodge, 
Iverson, Pugh, Reid, Toombs, and Wright—10. 


So the resolution was passed. 


A BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WELLER asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
402) to provide for holding the courts of the 
United States in the State of California, in case 
of the sickness or other disabilities of the judges 
of the district court; which was read the first and 
second times, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 
` DONN PIATT. 

Mr. WADE. I move that the Senate take up 
the bill (S. No. 340) for the relief of Donn Piatt. 
Itis reported from the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, and I suppose is all right. Ido not pre- 
sume that it will lead to any. debate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the. bill was 
read a second time, and considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. í i 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to Donn Piatt, late acting chargé 
d’affaires of the United States at Paris, the sum 
of $2,114, being the amount of the difference be- 
tween the salary received by him as secretary of 
legation at Paris and that of chargé d’affaires, 
for the term of fourteen days in October, 1854, 
and from the 26th day of December, 1854, until 
the Ist day of May, 1855, and also from the 3d 
to the 11th day of September, 1855, together with 
the usual outfit of a chargé d’affaires. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Iask if there is any re- 
port accompanying that bill ? 

Mr. MASON. The bill was reported from 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, I think by 
the Senator from California, [Mr. WELLER. ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no 
printed report on the files. 

Mr. CASS. I will merely observe to the hon- 
orable Senator from Louisiana, that the general 
facts in this case are common to other bills which 
are before the Senate. I do not know absolutely 
of my own knowledge the facts of the case, but 
I am satisficd as to them. This bill is to give to 
this gentleman, who acted as chargé, the pay 
during the time he acted. I will say to the Sen- 
ator, that the compensation which is received by 
our secretaries of legation is utterly inadequate 
to their support when they are put in the position 
of being the representatives of their country 
abroad. They are exposed necessarily to great 
additional expenses. I think, therefore, the Sen- 
ate ought, without hesitation, whenever such a 
case is presented, to give the additional compen- 
sation. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. 


I cannot consent to let 


i this bill pass without at all events some amend- 


ment. Iam not aware of any precedent in the 
histery of the Government for allowing a secre- 
tary of legation the pay of a chargé d’ affaires for 
duties performed during the illness of the minis- 
ter. Where a minister has been sent away from 
his post, or has left his post, and his dutics have 
been performed by the seeretary of legation, it 
has been usual to allow the secretary the com- 
pensation of achargé d’affaires during the absence 
of the minister; but, if I understand it, in the 
present case, our minister at Paris was sick, and 
whilst he was sick the secretary of legation did 
such duties as he could for the minister; and 
now, for the first time in the history of this Gov- 


| ernment, it is proposed to pay an extra compen- 


sation to a chargé d’affaires for such services; 
so that hereafter, whenever our minister is sick 
for a few days, we shall have a bill here for the 
secretary of legation to get the pay of a chargé 
d’affaires. 

Then, in addition to that, this bill proposes to 
pay this gentleman, who was in Parisat the time, 
as the secretary of legation, the outfit of a chargé 
d’affaires. I think this isan abuse. I consider 
it my duty to call to it the attention of the Senate. 
l know of no precedent of the kind. 
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Mr. WELLER. I believe it is true, as the 
Senator from Louisiana says, that there is no pre- 
cedent where an allowance has been made to a 
secretary of legation, of this character, in con- 
sequence of the sickness of the minister; but there 
have heen a great many precedents where this 
compensation has been allowed to persons who 
were secretaries of legation and acted as chargés, 
in consequence ofthe absence of the minister from 
his post. On what principle is that allowance 
based? It is that the secretary of legation be- 
comes the acting minister, and, of course, is sub- 
jected to extraordinary expenses. 

Now, if the minister is sick, and unable to dis- 
charge the duties of his office, he might just as 
well be absent. What difference can there be in 
principle? ‘The allowance is made on the ground 
that the secretary of legation becomes the min- 
ister in fact; and he is just as much the acting min- 
ister when the minister himself is sick, as when 
he is absent. Ido not see any difference between 
the cases in principle. The whole allowance is 
based on the assumption, that the secretary of le- 
gation is subjected to extraordinary expenses be- 
cause of the new character which he has assumed. 
‘Why not apply that principle to the case of the 
sickness, as well as to the case of the absence, of 
the minister? In this case the minister himself | 
was incapable of discharging the duties of the 
office for a term of six or seven months. The 
duties of the office devolved on the secretary of | 
legation, and he was subjected to the expenses 
incident to his new position. I think that simple 
justice demands that the same principle which 
has been uniformly extended to the case of an ab- 
sent minister, should also be extended to cases 
of sickness where he is incapacitated for the per- 
formance of duty. 5 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I am not aware 
of any instance, as the Senator from Louisiana 
has said, in which the allowance has been made 
toa secretary of legation of the difference between 
his compensation and that of a chargé d’affaires, 
in a case where the minister was sick; but yet, I 
am not aware of any case like the present that 
has arisen in order to take the sense of Congress 
on the propriety of it. The minister of the 
United States in France, as is known, was, for 
some short time, actually disabled by a disease 
of a peculiar character, which made him incom- 
petent for the time for the discharge of his duties; 
and during that time it is shown that this gen- 
tleman, who was secretary of legation, did dis- į 

-charge the duties of the minister, and acted in | 

fact as a chargé d’affaires; so that, except that 
the minister was disabled by illness instead of 
being disabled by absence, there is no difference 
in the two cases. 

But the bill reported from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations by the Senator from California 
provides further for the payment of an outfit. I 
do ‘not see any propriety in paying the outfit. 
The practice of the Government, I think, has 
been uniformly, where, from the absence of the 
minister, even his temporary absence, the duties 
have devolved on the secretary, to pay him the 
salary ofa chargé; but the cases are not uniform 
that, because he discharged the duties of a chargé 
d’affaires, he should be paid an additional outfit. 
I agree with the Senator from Louisiana to this 
extent: in my opinion, the outfit should be disal- 
lowed, though I think the rest should be allowed. 
J move, therefore, to strike from the bill so much | 
as relates to an outfit. 

Mr. WELLER, There was a bill reported 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations, I be- 
lieve by the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Sur- 
DELL,| for the relief of Mr. Sanford. That bill 
also made provision for an outfit. In the case of 
Mr. Barton, who was secretary of legation under 
Mr. Livingston, and Mr. Ledyard, who was 
secretary of legation under my distinguished 
friend from Michigan, (Mr. Cass,] an outfit was 
allowed. Why discriminate? Why allow an 
outfit in those cases, andy, after you have estab- 
lished the precedent to that extent, then, on the 
application of Mr, Piatt, refuse to allow it? 

Mr. MASON, I will tell the Senator why I 
think it should be disallowed. Inthe cases which 
have been cited, at least so far as they passed 
under my notice, it was shown that, because of 
the position of the secrerary of legation at the | 
court in the absence of the minister, from his 
intercourse with the court, large additional ex- | 


enses were devolved on him; and it was allowed, 
in the discretion of Congress, to be applied in par- 
ticular instances, where, in the exercise of the dis- 
cretion, it was thought proper. Now Iam not 
aware of anything in the intercourse between this 

entleman and the Government of France which, 
in the exercise of that discretion, would add an 
outfit, which is a whole year’s salary of a chargé 
d’affaires, $4,500, to the pay of a chargé during 
the time he discharged the duties. Itis a matter’ 
more strictly reserved, I understand, for the dis- 
cretion of Congress to give it when they think an 
occasion calls for it. { do not think it calls for it 
in this instance. 

Mr. SLIDELL. My friend from California 
has made some allusion to a bill which I reported 
at the last session of Congress, for the relief of 
Mr. Sanford. I will merely state that, according 
to my appreciation of the facts, Mr. Sanford was 
better cntitled to an outfit, under all the circum- 
stances, than Mr. Piatt, for his services during 
the illnessof Mr. Mason. But, sir, I very cheer- 
fully confess that I have seen reason to believe 
that we have gone much too far in allowances of 
this sort. If the cases were precisely the same, | 
I should be disposed to interpose a check, being 
well persuaded, from everything I see passing 
before the Committee on Foreign Relations, and | 
the number of memorials for extra pay coming in 
upon us, some of them for services thirty or forty 
years ago, that you have adopted a false princi- 
ple. I still contend that Mr. Sanford and Mr. 
Ledyard were better entitled to an outfit than the 
services rendered by Mr. Piatt. ` 

Now, sir, I am not exactly aware how this bill 
bears the impress of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. It may have been adopted during my 
absence, though I have been very regular in my 
attendance on the committee. The only time at 
which I recollect this matter to have been dis- 
cussed, I distinctly understood that the majority 
of the committee were opposed to granting an 
outfit, deeming it the establishment of an enurel 
new precedent. In fact, the bill itself is new. { 
believe you will not find in our statute-book a | 
single case in which a secretary of legation has | 
received the salary of a chargé d’affaires during | 
the presence of his principal, who has been | 
temporarily incapacitated from doing duty. I 
think this bill will establish the first precedent. 
The chairman of the Committee on Foreign Re- | 
lations, of course, is more familiar with the matter 
than lam; but that 1 think was the impression | 
we had: that we went as faras we could safely | 
go in granting the difference between the pay of | 
secretary and chargé to Mr. Piatt. It is possible 
that there were some subsequent deliberations of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, at which I 
was not present, but | have a very distinct recol- 
lection that at the only meeting when this matter 
was discussed in my presence, the majority of 
the committee were opposed to the allowance of 
an outfit in this case. 

Mr. WELLER. {am sorry to say that my 
recollection of what transpired in the committee 
room differs very widely from that of the Senator 
from Louisiana, [Mr. SLmELL.] The Senator 
from Louisiana was present at the only conver- | 
sation which passed in the committee in regard to 
this bill. My distinct recollection is, that the | 
whole of that conversation related to the pro- 
priety of making an allowance to the secretary 
of legation during the sickness of the minister. 
T have no recollection of anything being said on 
the subject of the outfit. After the conversation 
had passed on that point, and we had agreed to 
establish that precedent, I was directed to report 
a bill. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I hope the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia does not suppose that I intend to impute 
to him for a moment the intention of going be- | 
yond the instruction of the committee, or the 
feeling of the committee on the subject. I hope | 
he does not give that coloring to what I have said. 
It is a mere difference of opinion as to what 

assed in the committee... 

Mr. WELLER. But theintimation was that, 
in reporting the bill from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, I acted without authority. , Cer- 
tainly the remark of the Senator from Louisiana 
went to that extent; he said he did not know how | 
the bill got here. Now, I disclose. the fact that he | 
was present at the time when this bill was con- 
sidered in the committee room, but his recollec- ; 


` 


‘| alike when we come to look 


tion and miné differ. I think nothing was ‘said 
in regard to an outfit; but the conversatio a 
simply as to whether we should establish the 
cedent of allowing this extra pay during; the 
ness of the minister. It had already been 
lished so far as the absence of a ministe 
concerned. The committee finally determined 
that question, and I was authorized to report.a 
bill in conformity with the precedents establish ed 
in other cases, which are to allow an outfit:! L 
confess I had not the direct authority of the Comi- 
mittee on Foreign Relations to report the bill in 
that'shape. 1 had theirauthority to report abill, 
and I took it for granted that it should be drawn 
in conformity with the principle which they had 
established in other cases. That is the way it 
has come here. ‘I confess, as I have said, that I 
had not the direct authority of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations for that part of the bill, but I 
had their authority to report a bill treating Mr. 
Piatt as a chargé during the sickness of Mr. 
Mason, who was then there. : ae 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I do not un- 
derstand that it is strictly parliamentary to refer 
in the Senate to what passes in the committee, 
though it is certainly a rule which is morë  fre+ 
quently disregarded than observed. I have not 
said what passed in the committee myself. 
have said only that the bill was reported by the 
Senator from California, from the committee. 
Nor shall 1 undertake now to say what passed 
in the committee, for I have really no recollec- 
tion of it; I doubt not that his statement is strict- 
ly accurate;. but the honorable Senator from 
California will find agreat many instances where 
an allowance has been made to a secretary of 
legation, who discharged the duties of a chargé 
d'affaires, of the salary of a chargé, without 
any allowance whatever. for outfit, "The occa- 
sions where an allowance has. been made for an 
outfit, are comparatively rare. I do not think 
this is one of those cases; and for that. reason I 
have moved to strike from the bill the provision 
giving him the outfit of a chargé d’affaires, 

Mr. CLAYTON. I have no doubt that the 
statement made by the honorable Senator from 
California is perfectly correct, that the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations authorized him to rẹ- 
port a bill to pay the difference between the com- 
pensation of a secretary of legation and. a 
chargé d’affaires, for the time s ecified in the 
bill. But, as he has justly Saker: nothing was. 
said about the outfit, as my recollection is. - He 
took it for granted, I suppose, that in reporting - 
the bill for the difference of the salary, he was 
to follow the precedents fouad by the committee 
in other cases, and report an outfit too. Ibe- 
lieve, sir, that that partof the bill which proposes 
to pay the difference in salary, ought. to pass: 

jelded my assent to it in the Committee on 

Toreign Relations, and I see no reason to change 
it, Tam satisfied that the gentleman from Cal- 
fornia is correct in regard to it. With reference 
to the outfit, however, I have doubts. I was 
not aware, until { examined the bill, that it pro- 
vided for an outfit being paid, I object to. that, 
though 1 am perfectly willing to give my consent. 
to the report in regard to paying the difference of 


salary. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Will the Senator from Del- 
aware permit me to interrupt him for a single 
moment? eat Wires nAi 


Mr. CLAYTON. Yes, sir. i 

Mr. SLIDELL. There is no difference at all 
between the recollection of the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia and myself on the subject of the allowance 
of the difference of pay. $ 

Mr. CLAYTON. ‘So I understand. ` H 

Mr. SLIDELL. The committee was unani- 
mous on that subject. 

Mr. CLAYTON. We all recollect the matter 
at it fairly; but as to 
the question regarding an outfit, the Senator from 
California being authorized to'report a bill, find- 
ang that the precedents sanctioned the allowance 
of an outfit, of course ‘included. that in the bill.. 
I doubt, myself, whether, under these ciream-' 
stances, an outfit oughtito be paid; and I am ins. 
clined, on further investigation, to vote with the 
chairman of the Committce on Foreign Relations, 
who has moved to strike out that provision. - If 
it can he: shown hereafter that. the precedents 
have established that in cases of this desctiption 
an outfit should be paid, I shall cheerfully vote 
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for it iù this case; but I am not. satisfied on that 
point, and would prefer, therefore, to vote for the 
salary without the outfit. vie 

“Mr. BUTLER. I learn. now for the first time 
that this bill comes here bythe unanimous opinion 
of the committee, which has not been usually the 
case, to.allow this.compensation during the sick- 
ness of the minister, I cannot vote for that. 
‘When a minister is absent he cannot perform the 
duties; but when he is present, how far he may. 
be disqualified for performing the duties because 
he may have the gout, or the rheumatism, or 
something else, | cannot say. The responsibil- 
ity.of a minister may exist notwithstanding his 
sickness, but I would not set a. precedent by 
which you could come in and claim on account 
of sickness unless there was a suspension of the 
duties of the office. . It may be so in this case, 
and it may not-be in others. Iam opposed to 
this bill, . 

Mr. PUGH. [ trust the Senate will not agree 
to the motion of the Senator from Virginia. 
This case, if it is rightly stated, falls within the 
rule of the’ Senator from South Carolina. It is 
not an ordinary case of the illness of a minister. 
It is a case of such illness as to incapacitate him 
from-performing the duties of his ofice—wholly, 
utterly. In such a case, as the Senator from 
California has well said, there is no difference 
between illness and absence, and-there can be no 
distinction made. 

Now, sir, as to the outfit. It should be borne 
in mind by the Senate, that the rate of compen- 
sation allowed by the committce is according to 
the former salary, and not according to the pay 
as fixed by the new diplomatic bill. The pas- 
sage of the consular and diplomatic act recognizes 
the propriety of an increase of salary, and yet 
the amount reported is according to the old rate. 
But is it true that this case does not fall within 
the former rule? The majority of instances, as 
Lam informed,—and I certainly have had agreat 
many called to my attention,—indicate the prac- 
tice to be thatthe outfit should be allowed. The 
Senator from Virginia, and the Senator from 
Louisiana, say it should not be in this case, be- 
cause there were no extraordinary services. I 
beg leave to differ with the gentlemen. If there 
ever wag a case where a diplomatic officer of the 
United States was called upon to perform extraor- 
dinary services, it was the prea of legation 
at Paris in 1855. That fact is established by the 
report of the House committee in this very case. 
I ask the Secretary to read that report, which 

“states the whole facts as ascertained by the 
House committee. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred 
the memorial of Donn Piatt, Esq., asking compensation for 
services rendered by him as chargé Waffaires at Paris, 
during the years 1854 and 1855, beg leave respectfully to 
report: 

That they find, upon inquiry and examination of the 
records of the Department of State, that Mr. Piatt was ap- 
pointed, and entered upon the discharge of the duties of 
secretary of the legation at Paris, on the 5th of April, 1854, 
‘That during the month of October, A. D. 1854, Mr. Mason, 
our minister at Paris, was absent from his post for fourteen 
days at the conference at Ostend, under orders from his 
Government, and that he constituted Mr. Piatt chargé @af 
faires during. his absence. 

_ That Mr. Mason was wholly incapacitated from discharg- 
ing the functions of his office by severe illness, from the 
26th of December, 1854, to the Ist of May, 1855. 

That Mr. Mason was absent from Paris, traveling for his 
health, from the 3d to the 11th of September, 1855, during 
which Mr. Piatt had charge of the affairs of the mission, 
making one hundred and forty-seven days that he discharged 
the duties of chargé d’affaires, for which he has only re- 
ceived the salary of secretary of legation. 

The committee are informed by several gentlemen, mem- 
bers of Congress, and others who visited Paris during the 
months of July and August, 1855, to witness the universal 
exposition of the products of the industry of all nations, 
that the duties of Mr. Piatt during that period were pecu- 
liarly onerous and expensive, on account of the great num- 
ber of American citizens visiting Paris, to whom the rites 
of hospitality were liberally extended. 

Although Mr. Mason was at this time personally in 
charge of the affairs of the mission, yet his health was so 
feeble as to incapacitate him for the physical exertion 
required for the attention due to his countrymen. 

For these reasons your committee believe that no com- 
pensation warranted by precedent, or any safe principle, 
will reimburse him for the expenses he incurred, or com- 
pensate him for the services rendered. 

The bill herewith reported is based upon the principle 
Which appears to be established by usage and precedent, of 
making his compensation equal to what it would have been 
if he had received the appointment of chargé d’affaires from 


the Executive, and performed th i i 
he sae pert oa p e duties of the office during 


5 


This is the rule that was adopted by the last Congress in 


July 28, 


the case of Mr. Sanford, who was Mr. Piatt’s predecessor 
as secretary of legation and chargé d’affaires ad interim at 
Paris. Your committee, therefore, recommend the passage 
of the bill herewith reported. 


Mr. PUGH. [havebutawordtoadd. That 
shows the occasion of the extraordinary circum- 
stances to which Judge Piatt was exposed dur- 
ing a large period of his term of. office, If it be 
true, as the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. SLi- 
DELL] has stated, that the Committee on Foreign 
Relations in former cases have gone beyond 
what is now considered to be a safe rule, I have 
no objection to the passage of a law which shall 
provide for future cases, and cut off these allow- 
ances; but I certainly do think that it is extraor- 
dinary, after Mr. Sanford, who held the same 
office at Paris, and after other gentlemen, some 
of whose names I have on the paper before me, 
have had this allowance, that Judge Piatt should 
now be deprived of it. I hope the Senate will 
make no such discrimination. 

Mr. MASON. I consider it my duty to say 
that this case sets a new precedent, one that has 
not occurred before, which is the giving of a 
salary of a chargé d’affaires to a secretary of 
legation during the presence of the minister at 
the court; but I agree that it seems to be right 
to do it because the minister was disabled. As 
I said before, there have been numberless cases 
where the allowance of the salary of a chargé 
has been given to the secretary for discharging 
the duties of a chargé where the outfit has been 
denied to him. Here isa new precedent giving 
him the difference of salary in a case where the 
minister was present; and it is proposed to give 
him an outfit at the same time. That is not 
within the precedents in any manner whatsoever. 
The committee of the House of Representatives 
may have thought, as they state in their report, 
that because there was an unusual number of 
strangers in Paris at the Universal Exposition, or 
World’s Fair, and the time and attention, I dare 
say, of this gentleman were very much taken up 
by the duties of hospitality and kindness to his 
countrymen, he is therefore entitled to this addi- 
tional compensation. That certainly does not 
afford a sufficient reason in my judgment, and if 
» is allowed it will extend the precedents very 

‘ar. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I had occasion, as the Senate 
very probably know, in the last Congress, to look 
extensively into the precedents in these cases. I| 
know of no precedent where a secretary of lega- 
tion has had an outfit for acting as chargé either 
in the perene or absence of the minister. The 
case of Sanford, I think, must have passed with- 
out making a precedent, as things are oftentimes 
done here without any attention being paid to it. 
There have been cases where, during the sickness | 
of the minister, the secretary of legation has been | 
allowed the pay of a chargé. I believe that was 
done in Berlin, when Mr. Hannegan was our 
minister, and Mr. Theodore S. Fay, our now 
very able and accomplished minister in Switzer- | 
land, was secretary of legation. Mr. Hannegan | 
went there, and J] am not sure that-he was ever 
presented. He was sick; and Mr. Fay did all 
the duties, and he was paid by Congress, and I | 
think very properly paid. Ido not believe that 
Mr. Hannegan ever established relations with 
the King of Prussia. 

But as to the allowance of an outfit in these 
cases, J am inclined to the opinion that no in- | 
stance has ever occurred where it has been j 
allowed. I am very sure it is against reason, | 
against principle, and against precedents, and | 
ought not to be allowed. The payment of the || 
difference between the two salaries, during the | 
time when the secretary actually served as chargé, 
I think stands on better ground; for if he did 
duty, there would seem to be some reason for ‘| 
paying him for that time, though I am not fully 
informed as to the length of service. I presume 
the committee have examined that matter. jj 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator will allow me to) 
name three cases. There is the case of Mr. San- | 
ford at the last Congress, who was secretary of 
legation at Paris. The next case was Mr. P. 
O. Barton, secretary of legation under Mr. Liv- 
ingston. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator is entirely mis- 
taken. There was no minister at the court when 


d secretary . 


| 
i | 
those secretaries acted as chargés, and they were | 
in full charge of the affairs of the legation. i 


Mr. PUGH. I understood the Senator to say 
that there was no precedent for the allowance of 
an outfit. . 


_ Mr. TOOMBS. When the minister was ab- 
sent. Nor do I think there is a precedent for it, 
except in a case where the minister never was at 
court, and the case of Sanford. 

Mr. PUGH. J agree that there isno precedent 
for paying the salary in the presence of a min- 
ister. To that extent the bill is anew propo- 
tion. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I admit that it may be proper 
to pay the salary in the absence of the minister, 
or when he is unable to discharge the duties; but 
I favor the motion of the Senator from Virginia, 
because the outfit is. clearly improper. It is not 
only against principle, but against the reason on 
which these allowances rest. The allowance of 
an outfit to Mr. Sanford was wrong; but this is 
not that case. Youare going beyond that. There 
the minister was not present, and the secretary 
had the entire charge of our affairs, and was at 
large expense; he was the chief; buta mere tem- 
porary discharge of the duty does not impose 
much additional expenses. As for the presence 
of persons on that particular occasion, there is 
nothing in that argument, except to carry the 
bill. I had some opportunity myself of learning 
something of that state of affairs. Mr. Mason, 
at that time, was very well indeed, and discharged 
his duties. I know he was doing so last June 
and July, and as late as September. That I am 
sure of, for I had.the:.pleasure of meeting him 
there. : 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator misapprehends the 
facts of the case. A portion of this time the min- 
ister was absent, but not the whole of it. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Eight days. 

Mr. PUGH. I beg the Senator’s pardon. The 
report states two entire absences. 

Mr. WELLER. One absence is from the 25th 
of December to the Ist of May. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, and others.. Oh, no. 

Mr. PUGH. Let the Secretary read the re- 

ort. ` 
p The Secretary again read it. 

Mr. WELLER. What I intended to say was 
this: that from the 25th of December to the Ist of 
May, not that Mr. Mason was absent, but he was 
not performing the duties of minister. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. J have no doubt whatever 
that the sense of the Senate will be to sustain the 
amendment of the Senator from Virginia. In my 
judgment the bill ought not to pass at all—no 
portion of it. I shall, however, make no stren- 
uous opposition to the allowance of the additional 
salary. Itis a very great mistake for gentlemen 
to say that there is no distinction in principle, 
between the absence and the illness of a minister. _ 
The distinction is broad and clear. Everybody 
that has been abroad knows it. When the min- 
ister is present at the court, although he may be 
indisposed, the responsibility of the mission rests 
upon him; the obligations of hospitality, and the 
expenses attendant upon the hospitality to citi- 
zens of the United States who visit foreign coun- 
tries, are suspended at the mission in consequence 
of the illness of the minister. If the minister goes 
away, the secretary of legation becomes the 
chief officer of this Government at the court; and 
then it becomes his duty as it were—no very im- 
perative duty, but one which probably decency 
and a due regard to our position among nations 
would require him to perform—to replace the 
minister, increase his expenses, and incur that 
additional expenditure which has hitherto been 
considered a justification for the additional salary. 

An this case, with our minister at the court, 
his house open, his family there, himself unable 
to attend to the duties of hospitality by reason 
of illness, there was no necessity, no duty, no 
obligation, that called upon the secretary of lega- 


| tion to open his house or dispense hospitality. It 


was a sufficient answer to every citizen who came 
abroad and might expect the hospitality of our 
embassy, that the minister was ill and unable to 
dispense it. The secretary of legation was un- 
der no obligation’ whatever to assume his place; 
whereas, in the absence of the minister, that ob- 
ligation does, to a certain extent, devolve on the 
5 I shall not, however, be fastidious 
about this additional compensation, in view of 
the peculiar circumstances of Mr. Mason’s 
illness. It is understood that he was entirely 
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incompetent to discharge any of the. duties. of | 


his office. I shall not be strenuous, I repeat, in 
opposition to this additional compensation; but 
as regards the outfit, I trust there will-be no fur- 
ther effort to -foist that on the country as a pre- 
cedent in these cases. 

Mr. WELLER. The -hour has arrived for 
the consideration of the special order, but I hope 
we shall have avote onthis bill. I think we had 
better take a vote onit now. 
< The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The-question 
is.on the motion of the Senator from Virginia, to 
sirike out so much of the bill as allows an outfit. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on a 
division—ayes 19, noes 13. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended; 
and the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole was concurred in. The bill was ordered 
to:be engrossed for a third reading, and was read 
a third. time. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think we had better have 
the yeas and nays on the passage of this bill. I 
understand that it is a new precedent entirely. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 28, nays 10; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bright, Brodhead, Cass, Clayton, Colla- 
mer, Dodge, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, 
Houston, Iverson, James, Johnson, Jones of Towa, Mallory, 
Mason, Pugh, Seward, Slidell, Thomson of New Jersey, 
Trumbull, Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Wright—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Benjamin, Biggs, Butler, 
Clay, Geyer, Hunter, Reid, and Toombs—10. 


So the bill was passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS—-KENOSHA HARBOR. 


Mr. WELLER. I move to suspend the prior 
orders, for the purpose of proceeding to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. No. 186) to authorize 
and facilitate the construction of a railroad and 
magnetic telegraph through the Territories of the 
United States, from the Mississippi river to the 
Pacific ocean. 

“Mr. SEWARD. I regret very much that the 
honorable Senator from California desires to in- 
sist on taking up that bill now. [think it my 
duty to ask the Senate to proceed with the un- 
finished business of yesterday, which is the final 
passage of the bill for the improvement of the 

harbor of Kenosha, Wisconsin. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
json the motion of the Senator from California 
tò take up Senate bill No. 186. 

Mr. WELLER. In arranging the order of 
business, this day was specially set aside for the 
Pacific railroad bill. An early day this week 
would have been assigned for the bills of which 
the Senator from New York has'charge, if it had 
not been for the absence of the Senator from 
Michigan, (Mr. Sruart.] Itwas the intention of 
those who are arranging this matter, to set an 
early day for the yay bills which the Senator has 
charge of, and now | beg of him not to interfere 
with the assignment for to-day of the Pacific 
railroad. 

Mr. SEWARD. I will barely say, in regard 
to this question—not to consume any time—that 
the friends of these measures find themselves em- 
barrassed in this way; that the Senate will pass 
individual bills out of their order belonging to 
this class. The consequence is, that very few 
bills are passed in their order. While Tamas 
desirous as any person can be to expedite the 
construction of a Pacific railroad, by passing a 
pill for that purpose, yet the friends of the river 
and harbor bills conceive it to be their duty, as I 
think it to be mine, to ask the Senate to go on 
with the consideration of that subject. I call for 
the yeas and nays on the motion of the Senator 
from California. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope the proper order of 
business will be preserved, and that the Senate 
will go on regularly. I believe the general under- 
standing was, that the Pacific railroad bill was to 
be.taken up to-day. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I think there is no 
member of the Senate who takes a greater interest, 
on general grounds, and with a view to the gen- 
eral prosperity of the country, 1n the construction 
of a railroad from the Mississippi to the Pacific, 
than 1 do. If I had any idea at all that any 
such measure would pass the present Congress, I 
should allow it to supersede any other business 
now before the Senate with the greatest cheerful- 
ness, and. without the slightest hesitation; but I 


have no idea that itis practicable. If that bill 
is taken up now, it precludes the action of the 
Senate on the series of internal improvement bills 
alluded to by the Senator from New York; and 
therefore I shall vote against the motion, though 
the Senator from California, I think, recognizes 
me as one of the most ardent friends of his pro- 
ject in the Senate. I think that to insist on it can 


aside the consideration of the bills mentioned by 
the Senator from New York. 

I wish further to state, that I would not feel 
any very great anxiety about these internal im- 


number of them, but for the peculiar -eircum- 
stances in which the country is now placed in 
relation to various other subjects. Under ordi- 
nary circumstances, I should’ feel no very great 
interest in having these bills presented to the 
President, vetoed, and sent back here, and his 
veto overruled by the two Houses of Congress, 
as itis likely that it would be. Now, however, 
it looks extremely partial, and almost without 
possibility of explanation in some sections of the 

nion, that a portion of these bills have, through 
the instrumentality of their particular friends— 
some South, and some North—been passed. I 
allude especially to the bills urged by the Senator 
from Louisiana and the Senator from Michigan. 
Those bills have been passed; those appropria- 
tions have been made; and some few others have 
already been passed by the Senate. I donot like 
the aspect which is presented by a few of those 
bills having been selected, and appropriations 
made for afew objects, and all the others cast 
aside, and treated, as it will appear to the coun- 
try, as having been matters of. small consider- 
ation. I regard the whole subject of the improve- 
ment of our rivers, and of harbors on the lakes, 
as one of serious importance, about which we 
have been contending for the last twenty or thirty 
years; and I think it ought to be brought to some 
termination. I think that at this session of the 
present Congress, in the present attitude of public 
affairs, we have a very bad prospect of making 
any final adjustment of that question. But in 
view of the circumstances which I have stated, I 
consider it important that we should go on, and 
pass the other bills. If we neglect them, there is 
no explanation which can be given to the coun- 
try that will be satisfactory. For this reason, I 
shall vote against the motion of the honorable 
Senator from California. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I shall be compelled to vote 
for the motion of the Senator from California, and 
J desire to say one or two words to state the rea- 
sons why I shall so vote. 

I need scarcely say to the Senate that, as a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Commerce, I have been 
ag active and energetic as almost any. member of 
the committee—I think I may say fully as much 
so as any membér of the committee—in pushing 
forward the business of the committee, so far as 
regarded these works for rivers and harbors. But 
itis true, as stated by the Senator from Galifornia, 
that, at the time when it was agreed that these 
bills should be taken up and passed, a majority 
of the Senate being decidedly in favor of their 

assage, the junior Senator from Michigan {Mr. 

puaRT] was taken sick and compelled to leave 
the city. He has a large interest, and the State 
which he represents has a large interest, in these 
bills. He is desirous of being present when they 
are pushed. He is desirous of having his vote 
recorded on them. I learn from his colleague that 
there is every hope of his being here within a few 
days. 
Under the circumstances, in view of the arrange- 
ments made by a kind of common understanding, 
I do not think it is altogether fair that I should 
aid in putting off all other business. Anxious as 
I am to see these bills passed, I must yield to the 
motion of the Senator from California; but, as 
soon as Mr. Sruarr gets back, I shall urge the 
Senate to resume the consideration of these in- 
ternal improvement bills, and shall give my vote, 
and any little influence I may possess with m 
friends, towards having them taken up. : 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I should like to 
know whether there has been any common under- 
standmg on this subject; because I regard the 
success of this motion, in fact, as fatal to any con- 
sideration of the internal improvement bills. Who 
| are the parties to the agreement, and how came 


answer no. other purpose at present, than to set |i 


provement bills, though I know. there is a great: 


it to be understood? -The first business in, order 
is the unfinished business of yesterday: Noman. 
knows that better than yourself, sir. That is the: 
roper business of to-day: If the Pacific railroad 
ill has been made by motion;and is, onthe: recòrd 
as a special order for this day, it must sta id aside: 
for: the unfinished. business, though’. a:majority 
may change the order. .. ; bof iya 
_ Now, if there has been any general understands: 
ing, L would. not seek: to. break.it; but; I never” 
heard of it before. There may be such.a:things: 
[regard ‘this: motion. as absolutely fatal:to any 
prospect of passing any: other bills. -E wish.-thei: 
Senate to excuse my earnestness.on this subject, 
because of my relation to this question. -E say 
again, I shall regard it-as. totally inexplicable: ta: 
the people of other.sections.of the Union; if: we. 
passa few favored: improvement bills, and’ then: 
so agree to the arrangementiof business here that: 
none others shall be taken up; or, if taken:up,'be« 
at a period too late to receive the-actioniof Con- 
gress after they shall have been presented; to, thes 
President, and he has had the constitutional: ten: 
days for his consideration of them. ' 
Mr. WELLER. I do not see any necessity 
for the Senator from Tennessee. showing anye 
feeling on this subject. If he desires to know by: 
whom this arrangement has been made, T have 
no objection to informing him. : 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I submit to any: 
general understanding, but I have never:heard of 


it. eae ; 

Mr. WELLER. Iam about to tell the Sena- 
tor what is that general understanding, and how: 
far it goes, and he may decide for himself how 
far it is binding on him. The majority. inthe; 
Senate are responsible for conducting the: publio” 
business. They held what is usually: celled: a 
caucus. They appointed:a committee of:six Sen- 
ators having charge of the most important bills 
pending in the Senate, that. they might go and: 
assign particolar days: for the consideration: of" 
each. The- Senate has been acting. on this. ar-. 
rangement for the last two weeks, and the public- 
business has been dispatched in the order as- 
signed. Thisday was assigned two weeks: ago: 
for the consideration of the Pacific railroad bilk, 
A movement was made at the same time to set 
Thursday, that is, to-morrow, for these’ other: 
bills; but, as I said before, in consequence of the 
absence of the member from Michigan, (Mr. 
Srvart,] who belongs to the committee, it waa: 
not assigned; and it was the intention: of that’. 
committee—of which I am a member, and ‘there-. 
fore speak advisedly—to give an early day. for: 
the consideration of those bills. There are some. 
of them that I vote for; others I do not...When-: 
ever I am satisfied that the impravement is. ne. 
cessary for military or naval.purposes, I-vote ‘for 
it; but Ido not vote. for it where it. is: necessary: 
only for commercial purposes. 

I have no desire to impede the progress of those 
bills. There is not, I am sure, a Senator on this 
side who desires to throw any other obstacles in 
the way of their prosecution than his votes. We 
are prepared to vote. Ihave no doubt every one 
of them will pass, whether you take up this rail- 
road bill to-day and dispose of it, or not. Ihave 
no doubt of the passage of all those bills. Lam 


sorry that a little jealousy has been gotten up ber 
tween the river men and the harbor men. I shall; 
go heartily for the measures in which the Sena» 
tor from ‘Tennessee is more immediately inter- 
ested, because I have always-voted for them, and* 
with great pleasure. z : 

Here we are brought in collision with each. 
other. The Senator from New York is attempt- 
ing to break down. the order established ‘by the- 
committee to which I have alluded, and has ob- 
tained the aid of the Senator from Tennessee in: 
that work. , 

Now, I think the best way of prosecuting the 
public business is to go on in'the order prescribed; 
and as a member of the committee I promise 
the Senator from Tennessee that his bills shall 
have a fair chance. I think he was unfair in as- 
suming that there was no prospect of passing the 
Pacific railroad bill. I believe it can pass the 
Senate;.and although it may be amended in the: 
House of Representatives, think it can be put, 
in such a shape as to suit the views of that House. 
I have, in other words, strong hopes of the pas- 
sage of the bill. This is my belief; and I hope 
the friends of the measure will not despond. 
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«Mr: BELL, of Tennessee. lask my friend if: 
it was agreed upon in the committee of which he 
speaks? ©: i 

Mr. WELLER. What? 

“Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 

road: bill. : Saas ; 

Mr. WELLER. It was agreed that it should 
be taken up. Most of the committee were op- 
posed to the bill, but were quite willing to give it 
a: fair consideration. Of course there was no 
agreement that it should pass. 

‘Mr.. BELL, of Tennessee. . I am sorry to hear 
it was not decided by them to pass it. 

“Mr. WELLER. By no means;. there are 
some members of the committee opposed to the | 
railroad bill; but they. were just men, and were 
willing to give a day for the consideration of it. 
They were willing that I should have it passed 
ifa majority of the Senate desired it, although 
they could not vote for it. ; 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Will my friend 
allow me to make a single remark? How could 
he go into such a committee without the friends 
of the measure? He must depend now on out- 
siders, who had no knowledge of that committee 
or its proceedings, for the main support of his 

ill. i 

Mr. WELLER. Ihad to depend on the ene- 
mies of the bill to give me a hearing at all. Iam 
not able to get it from my friends. Iam in that 
position now. I am asking the friends of the 
measure to aid me in taking it BBs and I am com- 
pelled to rely on the enemies of the bill to give me 
a fair trial before the Senate, and pass it if I can. 

Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator from 
California has got into a difficulty, I perceive, 
but it is because he has enlisted himself in an 
extra-judicial and irregular committee outside 
of the organization of the Senate. I am main- 
taining the action of the regularly-constituted 
committee of this body. Iam willing to go with 
him for his bill, notwithstanding he has taken the 
aid of the enemies of the bill in that way, or out- | 
siders; but I really think the interests of these | 
river and harbor bills is prejudiced by every 
day’s delay. We have alrcady passed three of 
those bills out of their order. there is so large 
a majority here in favor of them, that their friends 
get them up out of their order, and to-day we 
have passed still another—making four. I do 
not see why we may not as well go through with 
them in their regular order, as they stand on the 
Calendar, instead of beginning at the other end 
and going backwards. If that shall be settled as 
being the proper course, I can remove the diffi- 
culty in this case by beginning at the end of the 
Calendar and going backwards; but I prefer 
going forwards. 

: Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I rise for 
the purpose of entering my protest, as one mem- 
ber of the Senate, against the mode in which it 
is now avowed that the business of this country 
is to be carried on. It is stated that a majority 
of the Senate are responsible for the legislation 
of the country, and that they have met together 
in caucus and determined what shall, and what 
shall not, be takenup. Now, sir, I protest against 
such a course of action. That majority of the | 
Senate might as well expel the minority as to | 
adopt it. It has been disclosed now, thatthe ma- | 
jority who are controlling the business are op- 
posed to the measures which are passing the Sen- 
ate. How is it with these very river and harbor | 
bills—-these appropriations which are asked for | 
improvements in the country? I do not know | 
who was in this caucus, nor when and where it | 
met; I know nothing about its secret proceedings; | 
but very probably a majority of that caucus are | 
opposed to all these bills, and they may adopt a | 
course there which will prevent their ever coming į 
up. 

Suppose that some of us in the minority are | 
charged with local business peculiar to our lo- 
calities. We can never bring it forward in the 
Senate, because, by pre-arrangement among the | 
majority, they have determined that no meas- | 
ure, however fair, however just, shall be per- 
mitted to be brought up here, unless they allow | 
it. The minority do not enter these secret cau- 
cuses. They do not go there to make known 
the wishes of their constituents, and the claim 
or demand there may be for the passage of a local 
bill. The time of the Senate ig parceled out by 
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ean never be brought to the public consideration. 
T wish the country to know this. I wish it to go 
out and be understood, that all who do not co- 
operate in a particular class of political views, or, 
if you please, all who are not in favor of a par- 
ticular person for the Presidency, are not only to 
be proscribed upon your committees, but the 
business is to be so. arranged by a secret, uncon- 
stitutional, irresponsible caucus, hidden from 
public view, that others can bring no measure 
before the Senate for its. consideration. Now, 
sir, I have myself very few matters of a local 
character. I have never asked the Senate to take 
up any measure at my suggestion. There is one 
that I would beglad to have taken up, and I de- 
signed at one time asking the indulgence of the 
Senate to take it up; but with what prospect of 
success ? 

I hope, sir, that no person in the minority here 
will codperate with the motion of the Senator 
from California to take up the Pacific railroad 
bill. If these matters are to be arranged in cau- 
cus, let the Senator from California rely on his 
caucus friends to take up his bill—I will not say 
to pass it, because I shall at some time myself be 
glad to aid in taking up that bill, and I do not 
wish anything I may say to be regarded as hos- 
tile to it.. But I think it right and just that the 
appropriations which are asked for the public 
improvements in the West should be treated 
fairly. I do not believe it right that a particular 
bill, because it may be favored by a Senator in 
the majority, should have precedence, while bills 
in which they feel no particular interest are to 
be laid aside, and give place to other questions. 

I shall, at a proper time, be in favor of taking 
up the Pacific railroad bill, and acting upon it; 
and { hope that some measure may be passed at 
the present session to facilitate the construction 
of that great work—to make a commencement, at 
least. 1 hope we may fall on some plan which 
will be feasible, and constitutional, and just to 
all parts of the country; but I should not be 
willing to let it be brought in here to crowd out 
the business which properly comes up to-day; 
and particularly do I object to its being done 
under the secret operation of a caucus composed 
of a majority of the Senators, 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. TRUMBULL] seems to discover 
something veryextraordinary in the fact that there 
has been a caucus here. Did he never hear of a 
political caucus being held before? Is not the 
Senator well aware that that is the usual course 
ofa majority? They are responsible for the pub- 
lic business. The majority of the Senate were 
anxious to adjourn at a very early day. They 
saw that the business of the Senate was con- 
ducted in such a manner day after day, that it had 
become almost impossible to do anything here, 
‘We were discussing one day the Navy bill, the 
next day the Kansas question, and the next day 
Kansas in some other shape or form, and then 
Central American affairs and the Clayton-Bul- 
wertreaty: We have had various bills discussed 
here day after day, and then postponed for weeks, 
in order to debate some new question. We saw 
it was utterly impossible in this way to terminate 
the session before the middle of September. The 
majority, I say, then, who were responsible for 
that business, appointed persons, notfor the pur- 
pose of prescribing what should be taken up and 
what should not be taken up, but for the purpose 
of setting days for the consideration of those 
great public measures which were then pending 
before the Senate. Js there anything unconsti- 
tutional in that? Is there anything like that des- 
re of which the Senator from Illinois speaks? 

s this a proscription of the minority? Is there 
any attempt on the part of that eommittee to say 


| to the Senator from Illinois, ** You shall not take 


up your bill, because you do not belong to the 
majority ?’’ Sir, all they have ever assumed to do 
is simply this: to prescribe the order in which 
the great public questions that now agitate the 
Senate shall be disposed of. In the arrange- 
ment of this business they have assigned this 
particular day for the consideration of this bill. 

I will inform the Senate, too, of another agree- 
ment in that secret committee, and thatis this: 


| that when a bill is taken up it shall remain before 


the Senate until it is disposed of by a vote. We 
determined to break down that practice which, in 


the majority of the body, so that other measures | 


the early part of the session, had obtained gener- 


ally on these bills. Thatis apart of the arrange- 
ment. 

Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator will 
allow me to present a point to him. 

Mr. WELLER. lam going to present that 
point to you. I said awhile ago, that we were 
about to set a day for the consideration of the 
bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors. 
No day has yet been set; but, as I said, from. 
what took place in the committee, in my judg- 
ment to-morrow would have been assigned for 
these very bills. They have been taken up out 
ot their order. They were taken up yesterday, 
because the business which had been assigned for 
the day preceding was disposed of. It was an- 
ticipated that the fee bill of the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Toomss] would have occupied the 
attention of the Senate much longer than it did. 
That bill was disposed of. These bills then came 
up. They stand here as the unfinished. business; 
but it is no part of the regular assignment which 
has been made. That is the point which I sup- 
posed the Senator from New York desired to 
make, and I have that explanation to make tothe 
Senate in regard to it. But I am falling into the 
habit of some much older Senators than myself in 
consuming time in discussing what you shall take 
up. Asa general rule, we can pass half a dozen 
bills while we are discussing which one shall be 
taken up for consideration first. I shall be sat- 
isfied with the vote of the Senate. 

Mr. SEWARD. I barely wish to state that 
the bill for the improvement of the harbor of 
Kenosha, Wisconsin, is the unfinished business, 
that we ordered it to be engrossed yesterday, and 
the question is now onits passage. According 
to parliamentary law, according to the regular 
law, according even to the law which is estab- 
lished by this committee of a body which is out- 
side of the Senate, that is the proper unfinished 
business. i 

Mr. WELLER. Ifit came in the right way, 
itis right enough; but I do not want it to come 
in at the side door. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfin- 
ished business of yesterday comes up, unless the 
Senate otherwise direct; but it is the duty of the 
Chair to put the question on the motion of the 
Senator from California. : 

Mr. CLAYTON. I desire to submit a few 
remarks on this subject. I am nota partisan of 
any presidential candidate. What I am about to 
say is not intended to apply to any one of the 
candidates for the Presidency. I purpose to take 
no part in’ the controversy pending before the 
country on that subject. 1 expect to support any 
man who may be elected President in all that he 
does which is right, and to oppose him in all that 
he dees which is wrong, according to my best 
jedement, This is the political platform which 

have laid down for myself, and by it I intend to 
be governed. Others may consider it a novel one; 
but after a long public life I have made up my 
mind to be the slave of no party. 

Now, sir, in connection with this remark, let 
me say that, although I know from long experi- 
ence in the past that party caucuses are some- 
times, and for some purposes, held to be indis- 
pensable, they often produce great mischief by 
foreclosing discussion and prejudging questions 
of great interest to the country. The conseqence 
of a caucus decision generally is, that gentlemen, 
hold themselves bound by it; and when arguments 
are addressed to their understandings here which 
but for the caucus would have the effect of con- 
vincing them, and bringing them to a different 
vote, they still adhere to their party’s decision. 
They would hold themselves thrown out of their 
party lines if they did not adhere to it. Ihave 
seen much mischief coming from this source; and 
I desire now, on this occasion, to enter my protest 
against these caucus prejudications, 

There is much force in what has been said by 
the honorable Senator from Illinois [Mr. TRUM- 
BULL] on this subject. In the party caucus it is 
impossible that these questions can be discussed 
with the consideration and ability with which 
they are treated in the Senate. Gentlemen vote 
in a party caucus on a very brief consideration of 
the merits of questions; and afterwards, when 
they come here, no matter what may be the 
Strengih of the argument which is addressed to 
them.against the party decision, they hold them- 


selves bound by it. The effect, I say, often has 
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been, and will be hereafter, disastrous. I expect 
never again while I live to attend a party caucus. 
I do not intend, for the residue of my public life, 
to be bound by the ties of party. [intend to vote 
just precisely as I think right, uninfluenced by 
any other manor men whatever. I mean to pre- 
serve my own individuality and my own inde- 
pendence, fearing nothing from the frowns, and 

hoping nothing from the smiles, of any party or 
party President. 

‘Now, in regard to the matter immediately before 
us, it has been decided by the party in the Senate 
which is largely in the majority, that this bill 
shall be taken up to-day. So the Senator from 
California has told us; and he says they hold 
themselves responsible to the country for the 
public business, Is it true that they are the only 
men here who are responsible to the countiy for 
the public business? I beg leave to say that I 
am responsible for my share of the public busi- 
ness ‘done by the Senate, as much as any man 
of any party in this body, and I do not see how 
I-can be relieved from that responsibility by a 
declaration that there are other gentlemen who 
have assumed the whole responsibility upon them- 
selves. I do not see how any minority can be 
discharged from their just share of responsibility 
by the action of a majority. 

But, sir, besides this, I have other objections 
to taking up the bill which has been named. It 
is perfectly well known to gentlemen here, that 
Iam opposed to the passage of the Pacific rail- 
road bill. Wehave passed at this session a bill, 
which I did support, for making a military road 
through the Territories. That measure was intro- 
duced by the honorable Senator from California, 
and received my approbation. I proposed that 
measure several years ago, and have steadily sup- 
pored it. I have held, however, and do now 

old, that all the plans of making a railroad to 
the Pacific which have been proposed are, during 
the present generation, impracticable without 
bankrupting the Government. From my knowl- 
edge of railroads, I do not believe that, if the road 
were now made and stocked with engines, you 
could keep it up for two years. Iam for trying 
no such experiment. It will cost hundreds of 
millions of dollars. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 
from Delaware to order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will state his point of order. 

'Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. The Senator from 
Delaware is going into a discussion of the merits 
of the Pacific railroad on a motion to take up 
the bill. He is expressing his opinion strongly 
adverse to it as impracticable. I say that is not 
the question before the Senate. I would not, 
under ordinary circumstances, make such a point; 
but the opinions of the honorable Senator from 
Delaware on this subject are well known; they 
have been expressed heretofore. He is against 
it. I hope we shall proceed to the consideration 
either of the Pacific railroad or the internal im- 
provement bills; but itis aside from the question 
to discuss the merits of this measure on this mo- 
tion. I submit that point of order, and I ask the 
Chair to decide it. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On a prop- 
osition to take up subjects for the action of the 
Senate, it has been the practice to permit the rel- 
ative merits of different questions to be discussed. 

Mr. CLAYTON. That is the rule undoubt- 
edly. Iwished to show that there are other bills 
better worthy of our attention thanthis. I desired 
to show that this bill is not such a measure as 
should occupy our time to the exclusion of other 
meritorious measures of legislation now in prog- 
yess here. However, as I know that my friend 
from Tennessee is sensitive on this subject, I will 
not, if he thinks it wrong, go on further with the 
discussion. I will forbear out of the great respect 
and regard I have for him, but from no other con- 
sideration. 


I call the Senator 


The Senator 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, the remarks | 


which have been made with regard to the busi- 
ness of the Senate being arranged in caucus are, 
I think, calculated to give rise to a misappre- 
hension, We never have proposed to arrange in 
caucus what bills the Senate should pass, or what 
pills should not be passed, or how any man 
should vote.on them. Nothing of that kind has 
ever been done. The whole extent of our action 
has been this: we saw that the debates were 


prolonged interminably without a ‘vote, on one 
measure after another. We saw that one ques- 
tion was taken up one day, and then postponed 
to the next day, and another taken up, without 
any decision being arrived at. It was evident 
that, if this course were persisted in, the end of 
the session would come without any action being 
had on any important bill. I deemed it my duty, 
as chairman of the Committee. on Territories, 
to contend every morning for the consideration 
of important territorial bills, because the Senate 
had designed me to perform that duty by making 
me chairman of that committee. The Senator 
from California being at the head of the Mili- 
tary Committee, deemed it his duty to contend 
for the priority of the business of that committee. 
The chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs: 
thought it was his duty especially, every morn- 
ing, to contend for the consideration of the bills 
of his committee. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, with all the appropriation 
bills on his hands, deemed it to be his duty to 
struggle all the time for the priority of that busi- 
ness. The consequence was, that the whole time 
of the body was being exhausted in discussions 
as to what business should be taken up, without 
disposing of any important measure. 

What was the remedy for this state of things? 
It was to call upon the chairmen of the several 
committees intrusted with the principal business 
of the Senate, to confer together, and see if the 
could not agree among themselves which bill it 
would be proper to take up first, and which bill 
should succeed it, and soon. There was a con- 
ference among the chairmen of the committees 
as to which should take priority with their re- 
spective bills; and that was all. The chairman of 
the Committee on Finance would say, ‘* Here I 
have the Indian appropriation bill on my hands, 
but if you will get through with the Kansas bill 
in one day I shall postpone that.” Then the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
would say, “f cannot yield my Pacific railroad 
bill for a three weeks’ discussion on an appro- 
priation bill, but if you will get through in one or 
two days I shall wait.” This course was pur- 
sued; and the Kansas bill and the Indian appro- 
priation bills have been disposed of so far as the 
Senate is concerned. A day was agreed upon for 
the harbor bills, and another day for the Pacific 
railroad bill. This arrangement was made by 
onference among the chairmen of the committees 
as the most expeditious mode of getting at the 
business, and avoiding controversies in open 
Senate in regard to the priority of business. It 
was to avoid the very difficulty which we find 
presented here to-day. We find the session con- 
sumed with a debate as to what business shall 
have priority. If you would let the chairmen of 
the committees get together, and arrange that 
the harbor bills should be taken up to-day, and 
the Pacific railroad bill to-morrow, we could get 
through with three or four of these bills while 
they are debating their priority. lt was to avoid 
the very exhibition that is here to-day. It is not 
a partisan matter, but a consultation among those 
who are charged by the Senate with bringing 
forward the public business, as to which bill shall 
have precedence, or to harmonize, so as not to 
come into collision here every day as to the 
priority of business. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I am very happy to hear 
the honorable Senator say that I was laboring 
under an error in supposing that there had been 
a party caucus directing the mode of taking up 
the business, and what measures should pass and 
what not. Iam glad to perceive that the honor- 
able Senator concurs with me in saying that such 
a thing as that is improper, for the reason which 
I have stated. I do not object to the chairmen 
of the committees getting together and making 
arrangements among themselves, and saying 
which bill should be taken up. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Jam happy to hear it; and 
I beg Jeave to say that J} hope we shall never 
again hear of party caucuses in the Senate, got 
up by any party here, undertaking to decide what 
bills shall pass, and what bills shall not pass. I 
trust in God that honorable men of all parties 
will take such caucuses by the collar. Let every 
man stand open to conviction when he comes on 
the floor; give me a chance to address his under- 
standing. {Į have aright to addressit; he has a |i 


right to address mine. E have aright to corivince 
him if I can that he is wrong;'and he is bound 'tb- 
vote according to his conscienceafter hearing me}: 


}and I am: bound ‘to: vote: according’ tomy ‘con: 


science after hearing him. But, if the! matter'is 
foreclosed in party caucuses, I might as well talk’ 
to stocks and stones. I trust we shall: never again. 
hear of a party caucus deciding what ‘bills shall, 
and what shall not be takèn up. -` cB ELE 
Mr. CASS. The lastremark of the honorable’ 
Senator from Delaware, which is a repetition of 
one he made before, induces me to notice: it. FE 
have been in the Senate something like ten or 
eleven years, and this is the first time I ever 
heard the idea advanced that the caucuses of the: 
two great parties were to determine whether a 
measure should be adopted or not. I never heard: 
of such a caucus at all.‘ The- honorable Senator: 
from Delaware speaks of caucuses ‘that preclude’ 
the hearing of arguments, and men making ‘up 
their own opinion. I repeat, I never heard: of“ 
such caususes. I have heard of caucuses ‘about: 
the machinery of legislation, as to whether par-: 
ticular bills shall be taken up at particular times; 
but a caucus to determine how members should: 
vote on a bill, or whether a bill should pass or 
not, I never heard of. It would be a new matter 
in legislation. j 
In respect to this question, I beg leave to say 
I did not know that the bill of the honorable’ 
Senator from California was assigned for to-day. 
I am entirely in favor of it, and shall vote for it; 
and I would now vote for taking it up but for the 
fact, thatthe very object we had in view was not: 
to break in on measures pending. -There is'a bill’ 
already on its final passage, and I think myself: 
we had better go on to a conclusion with that and 
similar measures. I shall, therefore, vote against 
the motion. po 
Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, I might, if- 
I were disposed to state my reminiscences of: 
things past long ago, call up many cases which 
would, perhaps, conflict with the statement of 
the honorable Senator from Michigan; but it is of 
no importance whether he is right or not, provided 
we understand each other in future, that if there 
ever have been any such caucuses there are to 
be no more of them. That being the under- 
standing, I am satisfied. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. It will be remembered, 
sir, that the Senator from California stated that» 
there had been a caucus of the majority to de»: 
termine the order of bnsiness. Now, we under- 
stand from my colleague that there has been a con- 
sultation among the chairmen of the committees. 
Mr. WELLER. The Senator from Illinois: 
misunderstood me. I said the majority. were re~ 
sponsible for the public business, and that a cau- 
cus had been held, anda committee appointed for 


-the purpose of arranging the order in which the: 


bills of a national, of a general character, should: 
be taken up, so as to avoid conflict in the Senate. 
That was all. The caucus was called on other 
subjects; and while it was in session a committee 
was constituted, consisting of the chairmen of 
the important committees of the body, to designate 
in what order the bills pending should be taken 
up, so as to prevent a collision here—to prevent 
the state of things which exists at this very mo- 
ment—a conflict as to the order of business. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That committee was com- 
posed of chairmen of the standing committees of 
this body, to confer and arrange’ among them- 
selves the order of business: We never took 
anybody except the chairmen of the standin 
committees to arrange, talk over, consult, an 
recommend to the Senate the order of business. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is always very well, 
Mr. President, to understand the point in discus- 
gion, and it is varied materially from what was 
first understood, when we are told that this was 
a mere consultation among the chairmen of the 
respective committees of the Senate. But, sir, you 
will still observe that there has been a caucus of 
the majority of the Senate, that that majority has 
appointed a committee to arrange the business, 
and the manner in which it has been arranged 
has been illustrated by the speeches of Senators. 
They tell us that. one particular measure, it is 
understaod, is only to occupy a day; and the 
chairman of the committee having charge of the 
Pacific railroad bill, if you please, agrees, thathe: 
will not press that until the next day; and the 
chairman of some other committee, having charge 
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of another measure which: he.deems of publicim- 
portance, agrees. not-to press that until a subse- 

uent day.: Now, does. not every Senator see 
that if this system is carried out it consumes the 
whole time? Do you not arrive at the same re- 
sult against which I protested before? If the ma- 
jority.get together, establish acommittee consist- 
ing of the chairmen of. the standing committees 
of the Senate, and they parcel out the whole time 
of the Senate, to consider. their respective meas- 
ures, and say. that three days shall be devoted to 
this bill, and two to. that~—that the appropria- 
tion, bills shall occupy three days, and on the 
fourth day. the Pacific railroad bill shall be taken 
up, or. the harbor bills, is it- not manifest that by 
this.consumption of the whole time of the Senate 
you have virtually and effectually excluded the 
minority of the Senate from bringing forward 
any measure whatever? 

e all know, sir, that under the rules adopted 
here, a majority can designate the order of busi- 
nesg;.and if itis done by a majority in the Sen- 
ate, I apprehend no one has a right to complain; 
but it seems to me to be improper that the party 
in the majority should get together and determine 
what measures shall be taken up, and how long 
they shall ocupy, appropriating to their consid- 

` eration the whole time of the Senate; when that 
majority, or many of them,do. not aid by. their 
votes in the passage of some of the measures 
which are finally passed. Very likely it may be 
true. that the Senator from California will find 
himself opposed now in his efforts to obtain aid 
for the construction of a railroad to. the Pacific, 
by a majority of the caucus which appointed him 
one of the committee to arrange the business 
of the Senate. 

I have certainly no objection to the chairmen 
of the respective committees consulting together 
and arranging as to how they shall push forward 
their business; yet when this arrangement con- 
sumes the whole time of the Senate—whien, as has 
been illustrated to-day, it is decided that a par- 
ticular measure shall be taken up and pressed 
through, and another to follow right upon it, so 
as to consume all the time, I say it is virtually 
excluding the minority. 

The question was asked me by the Senator 
from California, whether I had not heard of cau- 
cuses? Yes, sir; I have heard of caucuses for 
political purposes, and for party purposes; but I 
never heard of a caucus of a majority party in any 
Legislature—nor did I know it prevailed in Con- 
gress before—which, assuming to itself the whole 
responsibility for legislation, got together, and 
monopolized all the time for the consideration of 
measures which that majority deemed important. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, My colleague is determined 
to misunderstand us on this point. He talks 
about the caucus arranging and voting down, and 
voting up business, when he has been told by 
each member that there was nosuch thing. Why 
repeat it, after it has been denied by cach man? 
He says he has no objection to the chairmen of 
the committees consulting as to the priority 
of business. He has been told that was all that 
has been done here. Then he has no objection 
to what has-been donc. Why complain of it if 
he has no objection to it? 

But he says that if this committee can go on 
and recommend the priority of business—and all 
we do is to recommend—he is willing that a ma- 
jority of the Scnate shall decide. We recom- 
mend,and the majority do decide. Heis willing, 
then, to agree to just what we have done. He 
Bays each committee will recommend its own 
bills, and thus appropriate the whole time of the 
Senate, and leave all others undone. What 
others? H your rules, by your parliamentary 
law, every bill when it comes here goes to a com- 
mittee. Hence, when each chairman of a com- 
mittee consults as to all the business of his com- 
mittee, that includes every bill before the body. 

Then who is it that suffers? Every bill has 
gone to a committee; every bill hasbeen reported 

ack by a committee; every bill is under the 
charge of some chairman: and every bill is pro- 
vided for by the arrangement of the chairman; 
and yet my colleague says that leaves out the 
balance. What balance? What measure is left 
out? Ido not see the cause of his complaint. 
It is evidently an attempt to make party capital 
by a misrepresentation of what we are doing. 

The reason of our conferring in order to expe- 


dite business was this: it is well-understood to 


-be the party tactics of the minority here to defeat 


every bill, appropriations and everything, to pro- 
long. the session of Congress for partisan pur- 

oses. We determined, if we could, to expedite 

usiness as.far as possible, and get through; and 
the chairmen of the committees conferred as to 
how. we could save time, and expedite business, 
and overthrow this attempt to produce anarchy. 
by defeating the appropriation bills, and every 
other... We understand that the. tactics of the 
Opposition is revolution by defeating every pub- 
lic measure, and. then to clamor because it was 
defeated. . . 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 should like to ask the 
Senator what foundation he has for making that 
remark? Certainly, if there is any such plan on 
the part of the minority of the Senate, it is 
entirely unknown to me and to many others who 
sit around me. I should like to know where it 
comes from, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Well, sir, talk where you 
will with the Senator’s. party friends, you hear 
it avowed in private conversation everywhere. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will ask the Senator 
what Senator has avowed it? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I say that- the Democratic 
party understand, from all we know and believe, 
that such is your policy, arranged among your- 
selves. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. {deny the existence of 
any such policy. ES 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ido not care. We have a 
right to believe it. The action of every one of 
you, thus far, convinces us that itis the policy 
to defeat action, to pea td time on questions re- 
lating to the priority of business, to prolong dis- 
cussions, to get an adjournment just before a bill 
passes, and force us to take another day on it; 
thus throwing the business of the Senate into 
confusion, in order to have legislation left undone 
when we adjourn, and abuse us, having a ma- 
jority, because we did not pass the measures. The 
very objection to this consultation of the chair- 
men of the committees, is, that it is going to ex- 
pea business. There canbe no other objection. 

t embraces all the business of the Senate. Hence 
there is no unfairness init. 1tis not of a partisan 
character. Itembraces business of all kinds and 
descriptions. I have helped to bring up measures 
to which I was opposed, in order to give them a 
hearing. We intend to give a hearing to all the 
measures, as far as we can. We are hurrying up 
the business because we believe the minority do 
not mean to have the public business done. If 
we are mistaken in that belief, we shall be grati- 
fied. I hope we are mistaken in it. I believe, 
however, that the circumstances are sufficient to 
put us on our guard, and to indicate that the 
object is to leave the Government without its ap- 
ademas and to adjourn without doing the 

usiness of the country. I dislike to have to re- 
fer to these things. Our action is founded on 
the apprehension that such is the party tactics of 
our opponents, and our object is not partisanry, 
but to perform the business of the country. 
© Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, Lam a mem- 
ber of this secret committee of which the Senator 
from Ilinois (Mr. Trumsu.] speaks; and I take 
the full responsibility of the whole case as he 
states it, without the excuse given by his col- 
league. I hold it to be the duty of the majority of 
the Senate to do its business. It is proper for the 
majority—those who concur generally in political 
action—to determine what they shall take up and 
what they shall not take up; what they will con- 
sume the time of the country upon and what they 
will not consume the time of the country upon. 
If there was not an agreement on great questions 
with the Democratic party here, with whom I 
have been acting, I would not vote to take up 
anything to which I was opposed; but there was 
an agreement simply that these important meas- 
ures should be taken up and have a fair chance. 
It is the duty of the party in the majority—those 
who agree generally on the important questions 
before the country—to direct the order of busi- 
ness, how it shall be done, and when it shall be 
done; for, as the Senator from California states, 
they are responsible to the country. I have acted 
on this principle -all my lifetime. For twenty 
years of my life, in the public councils of the 
country, I have acted on it with Whigs and Dem- 
ocrats, and every class of politicians. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. Except Know Nothings. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I have nothing to do with that 
class. I want no connection with them. 

Mr. WADE. Except Abolitionists, also. 

Mr. TOOMBS. . Yes, I except them, though 
I-believe. I acted with some of them.when they 
professed to be Whigs, until I found that they 
were giving the Whig party J oab’s stab, and were 
really. Abolitionists. Í may say, then, that Ihave 
been in party caucuses even with them. During 
the last Congress 1 was in a caucus with the gen- 
tleman from: Delaware himself, not for the pur- 
pose of arranging the order of business, but to 
see what we should: pass, and_how. it should be 
passed, and when it should be passed. It $$- 

roper, just,and sensible. The whole legislation 
depends on a majority. Then let the majority; 
get together and ‘consult, agree, and pass suc. 
measures asthey approve, and reject such as they 
disapprove, and go tothecountry upon their con- 
duct. That is my policy, and therefore I accept 
the entire responsibility of the case as put by the 
Senator from Ilinois. ` I hold it to be ghe duty of 
the majority to arrange the order of business. I 


|| would put down these very bills if I had my own 


way; but when I codperate with other men I con- 
sult. their views, and hence I agreed that these 
measures should be taken up according. to the 
order of their importance. ae 

On. this principle I have consented to consider 
the internal improvement bills, which I bitterly, 
oppose; the Navy bill, which I bitterly opposed; 
andthe Pacific railroad bill, which 1 shall oppose 
to thebitter end. But I wish the business taken up 
in the order of its importance, and if it be neces- 
sary to sit a bill out at night, let us do so when- 
ever the minority force usto it. Weare responsi- 
ble that the business of the country shall be done; 
and if the Democratic party are fit to govern the 
country they will not be driven from this position 
by clamor from an aly whatever. 

Mr. PESSENDE . Mr, President—— 

Mr. WELLER. The Senator will allow me 
to make a remark. I think the whole of this day 
is likely to be consumed in discussing the ques- 
tion whether we shall do any business at all. I 
think we should have disposed of most of these 
bills to-day if we had gone on; but if this debate 
is to be continued, it will result in getting through 
neither. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, Waive the motion, and let us 
get through with the river and harbor bills to-day. 

Mr. WELLER. Iwil withdraw my motion 
so as to allow us to get through with those bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
before the Senate is the bill (S. No. 90) for con- 
tinuing the improvement of the harbor of Keno- 
sha, Wisconsin. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I took the floor with a 
single object, not to prolong the discussion; and 
when I gave to-the Senator from California a 
chance to explain, I did not design to lose the 
opportunity of saying what I wished to say. If 
I can say it in order, I will go on; but if not, I 
will not. [**Certainly.”’ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator will allow 
me to interrupt him, I will renew the motion that 
the Pacific railroad bill be taken up for consider- 
ation, ‘That will allow him to be heard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But there is 
a question before the Senate. 

r. DOUGLAS. The Senator from Maine 
can say what he wishes to say now. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I desire to make a single 
remark in reply to the Senator from Ilinois, [Mr. 
Doveuas,] and not to consume time. I wish to 
say it to bar an inference. He charges on the 
minority a distinct design to prevent business 
being done, or to delay business as much as pos- 
sible. In fact he charges us with being revolu- - 
tionists; he says we want to revolutionize the 
Government by preventing any business being 
done. Thatis a grave and serious charge. It 
affects not only the mass, but it affects individuals 
—it affects me, for Iam one of the minority. I 
called on the honorable Senator for his authority 
for making this remark. His answer is, that it is 
generally understood, and believed, and talked 
about. Talked about by whom? Has he heard 
any member of the minority of the Senate make 
such a remark, or avow any such intention? He 
does not pretend that he has. Has he heard. any 
member of the other House avow any such in- 


tention? 
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Then what is the proof? It is, that we are 
obstructing the order of business, that we are 
debating, that we are voting for adjournments in 
the midst of a debate, and trying to put off ques- 
‘tions. ` Sir, does that apply to any question which 
has been before the Senate with regard to the mi- 
nority, except the questions arising on the Kan- 
sas bills coming from the Territorial Committee? 
Because we opposed those Kansas bills, are we 
to be charged with a design to revolutionize the 
Government, and prevent business being done? 
I apprehend that is not sufficient foundation for 
such a charge. 

1 was for gaining as much time on those bills, 
to prevent their passage, as possible, though I 
thought it could not be done. I was for gaining 
as.much time as possible, in order to give all the 
members of the minority who desired it an op- 
portunity to address the Senate without being 
crowded in the night, Was there anything im- 
proper in that? Am I to be charged with being 
a revolutionist, because I insisted on that, in ref- 
erence to tlfose bills, and those bills alone? 

Now, if the honorable Senator charges a course 
of proceeding similar to that on the general ordi- 
nary business of the body, I deny the charge 
fully and completely, and call on him to estab- 
lish it by the record. I have never moved an 
adjournment. Very. seldom has a member of 
the minority moved an adjournment. The ma- 
jority have taken into their hands the time to 
adjourn. I have as often voted against adjourn- 
ments as any man; and so have the minority here. 
I say we have manifested every disposition at all 
times to go on with the business before the Sen- 
ate, and do it. When the honorable Senator 
charges on the minority here that we have exhib- 
ited, by our votes on this floor with reference to 
adjournments, and. by our speeches, the design 
to obstruct business, Í say that, in comparison 
to. our numbers, we have not occupied so much 
time as the majority have even in debate on this 

oor. 

I say further to the Senator, that he cannot 
prove, from the records or any fact, that we have 
exhibited any such intention, or had it at any 
time whatever. The charge, I submit to him, is 
certainly a gratuitous one, and without founda- 
tion, as based on any action of the minority of this 
body at any time. It is certainly without foun- 
dation as appli to me, and, so far as I know or 
believe, without foundation as apple to any 
member of the minority here. I tell the Senator 
now that I will not consent that his broad statc- 
ment shall go to the country of his belief, with- 
out saying to him that I think the country will 
require something more than the mere expression 
of his belief, in order to fasten that charge on the 
minority of the Senate. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator wants to know 
what private conversations I have had with Sen- 
ators.and Representatives to sustain me in my 
belief, when ie knows that I should not be per- 
mitted under the rules to state them, even if I had 
had them with himself, which I do not pretend. 
He knows that it is against the rules of order, 
and against gentlemanly bearing, to comein here 
and retail private conversations. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, ask the 
gentleman not for any private. conversation. If 
he says that he has had private conversations 
with members of Congress who have avowed 
any such design, it is for him to settle whether 
he will say it. If he says that his charge is 
founded on private conversations with the mem- 


bers of the minority here, we must take occasion | 
to find out what members of the minority have | 
I call upon him 


avowed any such principle. 
for no such thing. I have the same opinion as 
he with reference to retailing private conversa- 
tions. I hold it as dishonorable as he does, or 
as any other man can. Teall upon him for no 
such thing. I ask him for the proof of his charge 
if he has 1t. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then all I have to say 
again is, that the action of the minority—and I 
have not characterized it—has been such as to 
satisfy us—and I believe it has been such as to 


satisfy the cee and everybody who has wit- | 


ings of this session—that it is 
their partisan policy to disarrange business as 
much as possible. . That has been the impression 
on our minds. Then it became necessary for us 
to use all the energies we had to hurry up busi- 


nessed the procee 


ness, and give each measure a fair hearing. The 
mode to which we have resorted, in order to give 
that fair hearing, is admitted to be a proper one, 
and a just one, calculated to accomplish the object. 
Still, that is assailed, and I cannotsee any reason 
for assailing it, unless to defeat our object. I 
used the expression, because I believed everybody 
understood it was their party policy. Iam not 
going to specify Senators here. and there; I am 
not going into details. If the minority act in 
such.a way as to acquit them of this imputation 
before the country, I shall be glad of it. If, how- 
ever, they continue to act in such a way as to 
confirm this impression, let the.public judge from 
the action which has been had heretofore in both 
Houses of Congress, and from what will happen 
between now and the adjournment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I am not 
willing that broad assertions should go out before 
the country which I belicve are calculated to do in- 
justice to myself, as I suppose I am included in 
the general charge which is made of a disposition 
to obstruct business. The charge is, that the 
minority vote for daily adjournmenits, and oppose 
the final adjournment at an early day. I voted 
this week for the resolution presented from the 
other side for a final adjournment, and I have not 
been very apt to vote for daily adjournments. 1 
was in favor of an adjournment on a particular 
occasion, a short time since, to prevent an all- 
night session, but, with the single exception of 
my vote on that occasion, Ihave voted uniformly 
with my colleague to bring up the Kansas ques- 
tion. {thought it ought to be brought up and 
acted upon. The Journals of the Senate will 
show that I so voted. There has been no dispo- 
sition to prevent the passage of bills to delay the 
adjournment of Congress, io produce revolution, 
that I have any knowledge of, or have heard of. 
The Senator tellsus he believesit. Sir, I think it 
is written somewhere of a people, that they were 
given to believe alie. A man is not always re- 
sponsible for his belief; but that there is any: 
foundation in the action of the minority here for 
the belief which has possessed my colleague, I 
cannot see. I do not think there isany; I know 
there is none, so far as Í myself am concerned. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I desire to know what my 
colleague means by his statement about people 
being given to believe a lie. Does he mean any 
personal imputation on myself? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. otat all, and the words 
bear no such imputation. My remark was, that 

ersons were not always responsible for their i 

elief, and I thought itwas written somewhere of 
apeople, thatthey were given to believe a lie. I 
do not suppose that my colleague means to assert 
that which is false. I do not mean to Say any 
such thing. I say that he is mistaken in his be- 
lief. Things have made an impression on his 
mind which is erroneous, if he belicves, as he 
says he does, that there is or was such a.design 
here I think nothing has occurred to warrant 


the belief. Individually, I know I have done |; 


nothing that would Jastity such a belief. Ihave 
had no such intention. J have never been found 
acting in a way to produce revolution, or pre- 
vent the ordinary business of the session being 
done. I wish to correct that impression which 
seems to have taken possession of my colleague’s 
mind. 

Mr. WELLER. What is the question now | 
before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- | 
ator from Illinois renew the motion of the Senator 
from California? | 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No,sir. . i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
before the Senate is on the passage of the bill (S. 
No. 90) for continuing the improvement of the | 
harbor of Kenosha. | 

Mr. WELLER. It has been ably discussed | 
this morning, and I hope we shall now takea vote i 


on it. i 
Ms. TOOMBS. [ask the yeas and nays on | 
the passage of the bill. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. i 
Mr. BUTLER. I should like to have some 
explanation Of the geography of this place. I 
never heard of it before. 
Mr. SEWARD. I will say to the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina; that it is unfortu- | 
nate he was out of his place yesterday. The dis- 


| yesulted—yeas 25, 


cussion of this bill began then, I think, about the 


passage. eve 
Mr. BUTLER. I was not present: when the. 
Senate adjourned yesterday, but in the course.of 
the day I recollect I made some. remarks on. this 
general subject. I have not, however, yet..re- 
ceived any Knowledge: as to where this place is, 
from any explanation which has been made.” 


Mr. SEWARD. © I will inform the honorable 
Senator, and all the rest of the Senators, on one.’ 
point now; and that is, that whatever other. per- 
sons, Senators. or others, may think.of the mi- 
nority of the Senateand of me, 1 shall not answer 
any- reflections that are made on my course here, 
but shall leave my public action to vindicate the 
patriotism and the wisdom of my conduct, In 
regard to these bills, being sincerely desirous that. 
they shall be passed, being equally desirous that 
the Pacific railroad bill shall be passed, having no 
choice between them as to the order of business, , 
I have refrained from this debate; and I shall not 
say one word in favor of any of these bills, more 
than is necessary to give the simple explanation 
which may be justly required of me as a member 
of the committee. I shall endeavor to.see that. 
they all pass before we sleep to-night. |. via 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not disguise the fact that; 
I make open opposition to these measures; but I 
intend to use no arguments, to resort to no strata- 
gem, to employ nothing which is not fairly within , 
the legitimate province of opposition. [I frankly.. 
say that what remarks 1 may make on this ques- 
tion will not be with a view to influence those 
who will vote for bills of this kind without know- 
ing anything of the relative locality and impor- 
tance of the places to be improved by our appro- 
priation. a i 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 will answer the Senator’s 
inquiry about the location of this place. It is 
about half way between Chicago and Milwaukee, 
on the western shore of Lake Michigan, forty-: 
five or fifty miles from each place. It isa town. © 
of eight thousand or nine thousand inhabitants, . 
and is growing very rapidly. There is behind it 
one of the richest countries in the world, one of 
the finest wheat-growing regions, with a large 
trade and an increasing commerce. It:certainly. 
comes fairly within any system which. may be. 
deemed a just. one for the improvement of the 
harbors on any of the Jakes. Itis an important 
harbor, on a very:exposed coast. 2 

Mr. BUTLER. If the country is a very rich 
one, I should think the people would be able to 
improve their own harbors; but they prefer, it 
seems, to take our money instead of their own. 
I suppose 1 cannot prevent it. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
nays 11; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Benja- 
min, Bright, Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Dodge, Douglas, 
Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, James, 
Johnson, Jones of Iowa, Pugh, Seward, Thomson of New 
Jersey. Trumbull, Wade, Wilson, and Wright=—25. ` 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Biggs, Butler, Clay; Fitzpatrick, 
Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Mason, Toombs, and Weller— 


il. 
So the bili was passed. 
HARBOR OF SHEBOYGAN. 


On motion of Mr. SEWARD, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 


| sider the bill (S. No. 91) for continuing the im- 


provement of the harbor of Sheboygan, Wiscop- 


sin. - 

‘As introduced by Mr. Dones, the bill provided 
for the appropriation of $11,000, to be expended 
under the direction of the War Department, for 
continuing the improvement of the harbor of She- 
boygan, Wisconsin, on Lake Michigan. 

he Committee on Commerce proposed to 
amend the bill by substituting $22,000 for $11,000, 
and ‘ completing” for ‘ continuing.’ ; 

Mr. SEWARD. I amauthorized by the com- 
mittee to withdraw the amendments. 

There being no objection, leave was granted to 
withdraw the amendments. i 

Mr. CLAY. This is a placè:which was not. 
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laid down in the geographies in my days. I 
should like to know from some member of the 
committee where it is. I am a solitary exception 
on the Committee on Commerce, standing alone 
in opposition to these measures. I believe they 
report favorably on all bills of this character 
which are referred to them. I have never known 
any proposition reported against that was for the 
improvement of a river or harbor. I have not 
voted for any of them; but for the sake of in- 
formation, I should like to know what is the 
population afid the trade of this place? I desire 
to ascertain whether the harbor is constructed 
with a view of building a town there, or whether 
a town is already built, which the harbor is to 
supply? First, I should like to know whether 
there is any estimate? i 
Mr. DODGE. The original estimate, made in 
1853, was $11,000 “ for continuing the harbor at 
Sheboygan, Wisconsin.” Itis a town fifty miles 
from Milwaukee, between that place and Green 
Bay. Itis avery important point at the mouth 
of a river, in a rich, fertile country, one of the 
most advantageous places for a harbor on the 
western shore of Lake Michigan. My friend 
from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] who has a knowledge 
of the country, can vouch for its importance. I 
cannot exactly state the population of Sheboygan, 
but I think it is larger than that of Racine, It 
must be between eight and nine thousand. 
Mr.SEWARD. The honorable Senator from 
Wisconsin, the chairman of the committee, has 
explained where this harbor is, and has also 
stated the estimates which were made in the year 
1853. Ihold in my hand an estimate made in 
1856. I will read the document accompanying it: 


War DEPARTMENT, Wasnineron, May 3, 1856. 

I have the honor to transmit herewith the report of the 
chief of the topographical eugincers, inclosing the estimates 
made by Major J. D. Graham for the repairs, &e., of lake 
harbors. Very respectfully, 

SEFIVN DAVIS, Secretary of War, 

The estimates feom the topographical bureau 
are somewhat elaborate, and they amount toa rec- 
ommendation of an appropriation of $36,614 55. 
‘Phe committee have recommended the sum stated 
in the bill. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, it seems that 
one portion of these bills has been passed under 
one idea, and another portion under another. 
The Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Bensamin,] 
in enforcing, with his accustomed ability, the 
Mississippi river appropriation, gave us an ac- 
count of some ten States interested, and an im- 
mense amount of business and trade, and insisted 
that that improvement was national. Now, an 
appropriation is proposed for a harbor at a town 
where there are eight or nine thousand inhabit- 
ants. We are not told whatis theamountof its 
trade, or what reason exists why the publie funds 
of the country should go to the improvement of 
this particular place. If we can appropriate to 
this town with nine thousand inhabitants, ma 
notevery other locality in the United States which 
has nine thousand inhabitants, and especiaily 
those who have no transportation, come in, and 
ask to have means of transportation furnished ? 
This bill does not come within any of the prin- 
ciples of nationality which we have heard an- 
nounced, Iam aware of the fact, that this does 
not make any difference here, but I think it my 
duty to mention the fact. Look at these esti- 
mates. Weare presented with written cstimates, 
made three, or four, or five years ago, and got 
from the War Department. 
printed. The Senate knows nothing of them. 

Mr. SEWARD. I reada recent estimate for 
this year, 1856. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I noticed that the estimate 
which the Senator read was in manuscript. 

Mr. SEWARD. Yes, sir; but it was made 
this year. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I say that the Senate does not 
know and cannot know the estimates on which 
the committee acted. It ought to be the exclusive 
business of the commitiees to lay the facts before 
the Senate without any expression of opinion 
according to the strict parliamentary law; but we 
have nothing but their conclusions; we have not 
the facts. They are not even in print. This is 
all part and parcel of a general scheme to get 
public money on the old and vulgar idea, “ Ifyou 
Scratch my back PI tickle your elbow.” That 
isthe idea. The Senate knows nothing of the eir- 


They have not been į 


| form. I think it should be explained for the benefit 


cumstances of these cases. I believe the whole 
committee is one-sided. There is no represent- 
ation of any adverse opinion except by my 
friend from ‘Alabama, and his opposition is en- 
tirely unavailing. The committee seems to be 
composed of gentlemen who are very anxious to 
get public money for their own sections. I notice 
that the bills reported by the committee contain | 
large amounts for their own sections of the 
Union. They seem to have taken care of that. 
Even the estimates of your Departments, on which 
you pretend to base these appropriations, are not 
given to the Senate. We do not know them. It 
is true one has now been called out, but there 
seem to be very many Senators who are willing 
to take all these measures on trust. 

Well, sir, if five gentlemen, constituting a com- 
mittee of the Senate, are to take the public Treas- 
ury, and appropriate it to internal improvements 
as they please, I want the country to know it, 
These are all important bills; they concern the 
public money; and I wish to get all the inform- 
ation I canin regard to them, not so much formy 
own benefit, because I am against them all, but I de- 
sire that the constituents of these gentlemen shall 
know on what principle they are voting the pub- 
lic money. Especially do Í want that great herd 
of duped and deceived people in the United States, 
who call themselves Democrats, to understand it. 
For the last twenty years, they have gone to Bal- 
timore and Cincinnati, and declared that Congress 
has no constitutional power to commence or 
carry on a general system of internal improve- 
ments. The honorable Senator from Michigan, 
when he accepted their nomination, gave his 
hearty approval to that resolution among the rest. 
Still they can come here to the Senate, and vote 
away the public money on the requisition of five 
gentlemen from States that are deeply interested in 
it. That is the case with the honorable Senator 
from Michigan, who, eight years ago, expressed 
his hearty concurrence in this very resolution of 
the Baltimore platform. 

Mr. CASS. And I concur in it now. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Well, sir, I do not pretend 
to say that the Senator is not consistent; but I 
desire to know what that resolution means? I 
know that a very large portion of the Democratic 
party of the United States believe that it denies 
all constitutional power to carry on internal im- 
provements by the General Government. That 
is the uniform opinion from here to the Gulf of 
Mexico. [ believe it is the opinion of Demo- 
crats at the North. I think it is the honest 
opinion of the Democratic masses throughout the 

nited States, and a‘ very large body of State 
rights Whigs in the South, to which class I 
have belonged. All parties in my State agree to 
this. Does the Democratic party understand this 
provision in a different manner? I know it is 
not true of them in my section of the Union, 
and I do not believe it to be true except in cases 
where they are induced to believe that some 
benefit may be derived to themselves from this 
policy. 

To undertake to say that Congress cannot carry 
| ona general system, and may carry on particular 
measures of improvement, involve a degree of 
absurdity which [ cannot understand, and I should 
like to hear it explained. The greatest objection 
to this mode of proceeding is thatit is no system, 
Itis a series of local measures for individual plun- 
der. If you systematized it—if you gave the 
money according to the wants of the particular 
sections in proportion to their population, or 
their wealth, or on any other recognized princi- 
| ple, scattering the money all over the country in 
conformity with the ratio of the tax-payers and 
| the wants of the Union, one of the greaiest diffi- 
culties would be removed. That would notaffect 
the constitutional power; but it would affect the 
question of expediency. Equality is equity in 
matters of this kind. I desire the Democratic 
j masses, the Republican masses, the State-rights 
| men throughout the country, to understand what 
is the true construction of the Democratic plat- 


of my friend from Louisiana and myself, who 
may be considered neophytes in the Democratic | 
party, both coéperating with it in the pending | 
election for the Presidency. He puts one con- 
struction on it, and I another. 


I should like to be enlightened by the fathers 


on the subject. ` I should like to know what they 


| you a great insurance office ? 
i, all the people of Wisconsin, and say that you 


say about it. I know what the Democracy of the 
South have said. I know that, when they went 
to Baltimore, and passed that resolution as they 
did for twenty years, they meant to stand by 
Polk’s veto, they meant to stand by Madison’s 
yeto, they meant to stand by Jackson’s veto, 
they meant to stand by the protest of Mr. Jeffer- 
son. There is where they thought they stood. 
They denied your right to improve harbors; they 
denied your right to improve rivers, or to do 
anything under the Constitution to facilitate com- 
merce. 

Mr. CASS. Was that in Jackson’s veto? 

Mr. TOOMBS. I think it was. I know he 
vetoed some of the river bills. 

Mr. CASS. Yes, some of them. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That is part of the system. 
The Democratic platform is against the system 
making no distinction between its parts. All this 
idea of nationality in these works is the sheerest 
delusion that ever was invented. Ifa great num- 
ber of people are interested in these works, why 
can they not'make them themselves ?# On what 
principle is the improvement provided for by this 
bill national? Because it benefits a great many 
people? On the same principle it would be na~ 
tional to rob the minority of the United States 
for the benefit of the majority. Might you not 
take my estate, and divide it among the rest of the 
people, so as to do them some benefit? It would 
require a great deal more than I have to give them 
anything; but would not this principle justify it? 
I believe many people of this country hold to that 
doctrine, and ï am satisfied that their principles 
are just as sound as those of your internal im- 
provement bills. The ‘‘ vote-yourself-a-farm’? 

eople, who deny that a man has a right to more 
kousa than he can live in, have just as sound 

rinciples as these internal improvement bills. 
May you not, on the same principle, give me 
money from the public Treasury, and say that it 
is national because it makes me richer, and there- 
fore makes fhe nation richer? In one sense it 
would, if it created wealth, but that is altogether a 
wrong idea, because transferring money from one 
man’s pocket to another, or from the pockets of 
the people of.one portion of the Union to another, 
does not increase the national wealth. You may 
rob, you may do injustice, but you do not there- 
by increase the national wealth. You might as 
well say that the highwayman, who comes to 
you and tells you to stand and deliver, and takes 

our purse, adds to the national wealth because 
he increases his own. Wealth cannot be made 
in that way. 

At one time nationality is the principle, and at 
another it is harbors of refuge. Now I want to 
come to that point. Are any of these appropri- 
| ations for harbors of refuge? I appeal to any 
| honest man in the Senate whether that is the 
object of these improvements? Itis not, This 
j isa pretext—an excuse. If you have the consti- 
tutional power to make harbors of refuge, and 
you use that as a pretext fraudulently to facili- 
tate commerce, you are violating the Constitution 
as much as if you were exercising a power 
which you had not. If an improvement for 
nine thousand people in a back country is suffi- 
ciently national, why can you not make an im- 
provement for nine thousand pcople in any other 
part of the United States? Youcan find commu- 
nities of that size all over the country. 

On a former occasion I stated that there were 
ja large number of people in this country, like 
those in the State of Georgia, who had no rivers, 
and we were compelled to expend $20,000,000 out 
| of our own pockets, for the purpose of making 
communications to get our produce to market, 
| and this Government charged us $1,500 a mile to 
do it. Why shall five hundred thousand inhab- 
| itants of Georgia, thus paying for their own 
improvements, be plundered for the benefit of 
nine thousand people in Wisconsin? You tell 
us that life is destroyed on these Lakes. Are 
Why not call up 


will give them so much for life insurance and 


| property insurance? Is not the principle the 


same? This is in direct conflict with the under- 
standing of the Democratic party, and with the 
understanding which the country had of the opin- 
ions of the Senator from Michigan on this subject, 
when he was before them as the nominee of the . 


Democratic party. 
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be led into a discussion on this subject. 
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Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I am not going to 
o a dise } I have 
had my time init. The honorable Senator from 
Georgia has repeated what has been said here a 
hundred times, but he states it with great force 
and interest, for we may well say of him, Nil 
tetigit quod non ornavit. But I repeat, this matter 
of discussion about the Baltimore platform and 
internal improvement has been gone over again 
and again. J think the Senator from South Car- 
olina (Mr. Burrzr]}. has entered the lists on it 
with me twenty, times at least. 

My idea is simply this: that a system of inter- 
nal improvements embraces almost everything— 
hospitals, roads, all the material improvements 
of a country. Is there no difference, I ask the 
Senator from Georgia, between such a system as 
that which penetrates this whole country with 
works of every description, including libraries, 
and schools, and universities, and the power, 
under the right to regulate commerce, confined 
simply to removing natural obstructions to rivers 
and harbors? Is there no difference in its nature or 
principle? And may nota consistent man disavow 
this general right of internal improvement, as 
General Jackson did, as Mr. Calhoun did, as 
General Pierce has done, and yet each and all of 
them say, that there are some works of internal 
improvement that they would agree to? Where 
is their inconsistency? Gentlemen, we are told, 
come from Baltimore after passing the resolution 


. which has been alluded to, and vote for works of 
‘internal improvements. So did one of the purest 


patriots in this land, Silas Wright, who, I was 
told, drafted the resolution; but I have reason 
now to believe that he did not draft it exactly, but 


itwas drawn up first by a gentleman in this city, 


and submitted to and entirely approved by Mr. 
Wright. After voting for it at Baltimore, he came 
here and voted for river and harbor improvements, 
never believing fora moment that, because he 
disavowed a general system to go everywhere, 
he was bound to disavow the powe» to remove 


‘any and every kind of obstruction in a harbor or 


a river, which would carry him to the point of 
refusing appropriations for light-houses, piers, 
buoys, and everything else. The idea never 
entered his head. General Jackson disavowed a 
system of internal improvements in his vetoes; 
but he approved measures of this kind. General 
Pierce has said, in two of his veto messages, that 


‘there are works of this nature which, if presented 


to him singly, he would approve of. Iam not 
here to defend their consistency; I am only de- 
fending my own. I am opposed to a general 
system of internal improvements; but there are 
river and harbor improvements for which I have 
voted, and shall continue to vote; and I think that 
is the feeling of the Democratic party. 

The honorable Senator from Georgia speaks 
of works being national. Ihave already stated 
my view of that term, and it is simply this: that 
national works are those which come under the 
power of commerce pertaining to the General 
Government, to wit: not commerce in the States, 
but the Senate will recollect that it is commerce 
t with foreign nations, among the several States, 


‘and with-the Indian tribes.” 'Thatis your power. 


You cannot go into a State and interfere with it. 


-Tt does not become a national work unless it has 


relation to other States. As the Supreme Court 
has expressed it, it is not one State, but more than 
one State, which is interested in this power. In 
my view, national works, are those works which 
are necessary to carry on that commerce; the reg- 


ulation of which is given by the Constitution to | 


Congress. _ 
Now, with respect to harbors of refuge: the 
honorable Senator has appealed to every member 


here whether that is the object? As I have said | 


before, I believe that, for purposes of commerce, 
‘we have full power; but £ believe these harbors 
‘on the lakes also to be important as harbors of 
refuge. I can tell the honorable gentleman that, 


‘if he were sailing on one of those lakes and were 


caught in a storm, I will not say that he would 


“feel as bad as I should do, but he would wish | 
“there was a harbor of refuge under his lee all 


along the lakes. He would then see the necessity 
of these works. The returns which we have got 
ghow that more than two million dollars’ worth 


“of property was lost last year, and I forget how 
many disasters occurred to vessels. _Uthink one | 
“hundred, and there was loss of the lives of hun- 


dreds of individuals. It is neither an iron-bound 
nor a sand-bound coast; it is without natural in- 
dentations. As Mr. Calhoun said, the work 
must be done; and if you do not do it, it will not 
be done. J shall not say another word. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I have heard the 
Senator from Michigan, on several occasions, in 
speaking of this power to appropriate money for 

‘improvements of this character, put it almost 
exclusively on the authority given to Congress 
to regulate commerce. I desire to know of the 
honorable Senator whether he does not consider 
the war power as sufficient under the Constitution 
to give authority to make these appropriations? 

Mr. CASS. I have said so expressly, time and 
again. I repeated it in the speech which I made 
the other day, and which should preclude me from 
saying another word on the subject, for I suppose 
nobody wants to hear me. I said then, expressly, 
that I thought Congress had full authority, under 
the war power, to make these improvements where 
they were necessary for military or naval pur- 

oses;butl did notdwellso much on that, because 

did not believe that power was disputed. I do 
not suppose it is disputed in cases where the 
works are actually necessary for the purpose. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I rather feel it a duty to de- 
fend President Pierce from the ideas advanced by 
the Senator from Michigan when he said that 
he would not defend the consistency of President 
Pierce. l endeavored, on a former occasion, to 
show what the President meant by national works 
from his own description. 

Mr.CASS. Allow me to interrupt the Senator. 
I did not speak of President Pierce’s inconsist~ 
ency in respect to his vetoes. I was replying to 
what the Senator said in regard to the inconsist- 
ency of these measures with the Baltimore reso- 
lutions, and I put him in the same category with 
General Jackson and Mr. Calhoun on that point, 
because he said in his message that there were 
some works of a national character which he 
could approve, though he was opposed to a gen- 
eral system. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 1 did not misunderstand the 
Senator. He says he is not here to defend their 
consistency. I am here to defend the President’s 
consistency, on this point, because he has been. 
perfectly consistent. As to General Jackson’s 
consistency, I do not defend it, for it is indefensi- 
ble. He vetoed some bills, and sanctioned othcrs 
in violation of his principles. His practice, as I 
stated on a former occasion, was irregular. The 
course of President Pierce has been perfectly con- 
sistent. He holds, that wherever improvement 
is necessary to carry out the war power, or the 
naval power, or any other power of the General 
Government, that stamps it with the character of 


on the amount of produce or trade of the par- 
ticular place. In my reply to the honorable Sen- 
ator from Louisiana on that question, 1 showed 
precisely what President Pierce said. Gentle- 
men have seized on his remarks that there were 
some works of a national character, in order to 
make the President’s nationality what theirs is; 
but itis a different thing entirely. Tagree with 
the President’s nationality. I agree that you 
may make an improvement wherever it is ne- 
cessary for the exercise of your constitutional 
powers. If a harbor is wanted on your lakes 
for the Navy, you can make it; and it might be 


is made; but you cannot make use of this power 
as a pretext to benefit commerce. My objection, 
and the President’s objection, is, that under pre- 
tense of the war power you seek to facilitate 
commerce. ‘The Senator from Michigan has no 
difficulty on that point, because he holds that 
“to regulate commerce,” means ‘‘ to facilitate 
commerce.” General Jackson never said so; 
Mr. Madison never said so; Mr. Jefferson never 
said so; Mr. Polk never said so; the Baltimore 
resolutions never said so, nor do J think they 
ever intended so. 

Now, the Senator from Michigan asks me if] 
cannot see a distinction between making roads all 
over the country, and making these improve- 
ments? Not a particle. The Senator contends 
that Congress has a right to facilitate commerce. 
Will it not facilitate commerce to make a road 
from the Senator’s barn to the nearest market 
town? Assurcdly itwill. Formerly, atthe time 
the Constitution was made, turnpike roads and 


nationality; and this character does not depend į 


k : a | 
wise and proper for commerce to use it when it 


canals. were the most general and improved modes 
of communication. - If you proceed. on the idea 
that an improvement must go through’ two-or 
three States, you have only to start your roads 
here and carry them through Maryland and: Vir- 
ginia to Ohio; and thus you have got the power, 
under Mr. Callioun’s idea about. three States. 
‘That was an indefensible idea. “When a resolu- 
tion in regard to it was sent to the other House, 
it was scouted out on the second reading.’ Deri- 
ocrats and Whigs, the friends and the enemies of 
the power, kicked this idea out of the House of 
Representatives, as will be perceived by looking 
through their Journals.. Mr. Calhoun departe 
from the principle in going to that extent. The 
Senator takes his errors and exceptions, and then 
ques them as authority. Mr. Calhoun always 
enied that you had any right. to facilitate com- 
merce under the power to regulate commerce. He 
had some qe awn theory in regard to a river 
running through three States, but there is nothing 
about it in the Constitution, or anywhere else but 
in his own brain, and that idea was disavowed by 
the State of South Carolina, and by every sound 
Republican in the South. j 

I still insist that if you have the right'to facil- 
itate commerce, all appropriate means for that 
purpose can be uséd, and a general system is the 
appropriate means for doing it. The power to 
facilitate commerce does not mean to establish 
universities, as the Senator from Michigan seems 
to suppose. The Democratic party have said 
that Congress has no power to commence or carry 
on a general system of internal improvements. 
Task the Senator if a general system of’ internal 
improvements cannot be carried on by rivers,and 
harbors, as well as by roads. and canals? You 
may make a system of river. and harbor appro- 
priations general. You may spend an equal 
amount on roads. All are included under ‘the 
general term ‘internal improvements. Railroads 
are now the most appropriate means and the most 
universal system of internal improvements. Our 
people have spent ¢800,000,000 in railroads ‘in 
this country; and nowhere in the. history of the 
world, from the day when Adam was driven 
out of the garden until now, has any country 
facilitated commerce more than we have by the 

800,000,000 which we have invested in railroads, 

hat is the most appropriate means of doing it. 
The people have invested their money themselves. 
If you have the right to facilitate commerce out 
of the public Treasury, you ought todo it in the 
most appropriate and expedient manner. ‘The 
judgment of all mankind tells you that this is 
ihe appropriate mode. Are you to restrict your 
appropriations to facilitate commerce to: the peo- 
ple who live on rivers? Then Vermont would 
never get a dollar, because she has no river capa- 
ble of improvement; Georgia would get none, 
‘because she has none capable of improvement. 
We threw away a.few dollars on them and found 
it unavailing, and made railroads at our own ex- 

ense. 
PEhen have you a right to make these appropria- 
tions wherever there is a spring-branch running 
into the Jakes? I believe that, throughout all 
these lakes, wherever there is a river running 
into them, under pretense of a harbor of refuge 
to facilitate commerce, you make appropriations 
for objects of that kind purely local. ‘Take the 
improvement of the Tennessee river, or the Cum- 
berland river, or almost apy river of the United 
States, and a greater number of people can use 
it*than one of these lake harbors. They are 
more especially local than any other work you 
can imagine. If you get harbors there, you must 
facilitate commerce to them by interfial improve- 
ments, by transportation over common roads, 
turnpike roads, canals, or railroads. Ohio has 
used all these, as they came along, with great 
spirit, and greatly to her own advantage. She 
has made roads to run to her harbors. Why? 
To facilitate the transportation of commodities, 
to facilitate commerce, to’ make those things 
transportable which were before not transport- 
able. 

If the General Government can facilitate com- 
merce, it ought to build railroads to these harbors; 
! because, if the power to facilitate commerce eX- 
| ists, the power ought to be exercised in the best 
| and most appropriate manner; and I cannot see 

ihe slightest difference, in principle, between 


| building a road from hereto St. Louis, and clear- 
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‘ing out St. Clair flats. Ido not believe there is 
any difference; but these are parts of a partial, 
local, and imperfect system of internal improve- 
ments, instead of a general and equal system 
which, if any’is adopted, should be adopted by 
the country. ; 

Mr. JONSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will my friend from Arkansas 
allow me to make a few remarks in conjunction 
with those of my friend from Georgia ? 

“Mr. JOHNSON. I give way to the Senator 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER, I think this is the most ex- 
traordinary legislation which I have ever known 
or heard of in any country. I have asked dif- 
ferent Senators, and they have been unable to 
give me even an account of the place. When I 
ask where is the place for which this appropriation 
is proposed ?—what is the nature of the harbor? 
—what is the depth of water? tisy cannot inform 
me; and yet I am told they will vote for these 
measures. I ask them for information in regard 
to them, but I can get none. I am required to sit 
still and not oppose appropriations, when the 
gentlemen who vote for them cannot tell me where 
the places are. They have not even gone to the 
pains of looking at the gazetteer. Now, let me 
read for the information of the Senate and the 


country, from our printed Calendar, the titles of. 


some of these bills: 


(S.No. 36.) Bill making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a harbor at Marquette, on Lake Superior in the 
State of Michigan. Brought in on leave by Mr. STUART. 
‘The bill has been read the third time. Reported by Mr. 
Sruarr-—Committee on Commerce, 

« (S. No. 88.) Bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Manitowoc, Wisconsin. Brought in on leave by 
Mr. Dopor. Mr. Donar-—Committee on Commerce. 

« (S. No. 89.) Bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Racine, Wisconsin. Brought in on leave by Mr. 
Doves. Mr. Dopas—Committee on Commerce. 

& (S. No. 90.) Bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Kenosha, Wisconsin. Brought in on leave by 
‘Mr. Dopak. Mr. Dopae—Committee on Commerce. 

«c (8. No. 91.) Bill for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Sheboygan, Wisconsin. Brought in on leave by 
‘Mr. Doves. Mr. Dopae—Coinmittee on Commerce. 

« (8. No. 92.) Bill for continuing the improvement of the 
‘harbor of Milwaukee, Wisconsin. Broughtin on leave by 
Mr. Doves. Mr. Dopeu—Committee on Commerce.” 


Now the tune changes a little: 


*¢ (S. No. 37.) Bill making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a harbor at the mouth of Kalamazoo river,in 
the State of Michigan. Brought in on leave by Mr. Sruarr. 
Reported by Mr. S'ruarr—Committee on Commerce. 

& (5. No, 38.) Bill making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a harbor at the mouth of South Black river, in 
the State of Michigan, Brought in on leave by Mr. STUART. 
Mr. Sruarr—-Committee on Commerce. 

(8. No. 39.) Bill making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a harbor at the mouth of Grand river, in the 
State of Michigan. Brought in on leave by Mr. STUART. 
Mr. Srvarr—-Committee on Commerce. 

“(S. No. 40.) Bill making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a harbor at the mouth of Black Lake, in the 
State of Michigan. Brought in on leave by Mr. STUART. 
Mr. Sruarr—Committee on Commerce. 

© (S. No. 41.) Bill making au appropriation for the con- 
stiuction of a harbor at New Buffalo, in the State of Mich- 
igan. Broughtin on leave by Mr. Sruarr. Mr. STUART 
Committee on Commerce.” 


Mr. JOHNSON. I move to dispense with 
the reading. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUTLER, Ihave no doubt my friend is 
tired of hearing all these names. What I have 
read thus far is all Wisconsin or Michigan. 

Mr. CLAY. I will state tomy friend that out 
of this fund of two and a half millions, the sum 
of $300,000 only is apprdpriated to the Missis- 
sippi river, i 

Mr. CASS. To the whole river and its tribu- 
taries ? 

Mr. CLAY. About that. 

Mr. CASS. That is a mistake. 

Mr. CLAY. I will say, furthermore, that 
from an estimate, I find that about twenty-five 
percent. of the entire amount of appropriations 
for these improvements goes to the State of 


Michigan. 
Mr. CASS. Itisa mistake. 
Mr.CLAY. Icanproveitby figures. About 


twenty-five per cent. of the entire amount goes 


to the State of Michigan, and about twenty per | 


cent., according to my recollection, to the State 
of Wisconsin. Eighty per cent. of the whole 
sum goes to the northwestern States, and to the 
State of New York. Icanadduce the proof of it 
_ Mr. CASS. The honorable Senator is labor- 
ing under a misapprehension, There is a lake 
coast in Michigan of two hundred miles, for 
which eleven appropriations are proposed. Two 


| 


have been passed which relate to the great north- 
western. communications, and not to Michigan 
alone. There are two bills for Lake Superior, 
and including those, the whole amount for the 
harbors in Michigan, is but little upwards of 
$350,000. : 

Mr. CLAY. I will show the Senator to-mor- 
row that the amount is $500,000. - = 

Mr. CASS. The gentleman includes the ap- 

ropriations for the St. Clair flats and the St. 
Mary's river, which have no more reference to 
the State of Michigan than to half the Union. 
They are on the great lines of communication 
between the lakes. Including those items, the 
whole sum amounts to $500,000. I think the 
gentleman will not maintain, on reflection, that 
for the whole Mississippi there is only $300,000. 

Mr. CLAY. I think that is the fact. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not intend to detain the 
Senate; but when bills of this kind are brought 
in, I have no apology to offer for exposing them. 
Į do not intend to make apologies for taking up 
the time of the Senate in exposing such bills as 
these. When I call on one half the Senators 
voting for them, they cannot tell me even where 
the places are, and never heard of them before. 

J have heard it said that the highest eulogy to 
be. pronounced on a great man is, that he can 
be found in the position of a schoolboy. The 
highest evidence of what is a national improve- 
ment on the great channels of communication, is 
to be found by reference to rivers and harbors 
known to history and geography. You cannot 
find these remote places even in a gazetteer. If 
you were to present a proposition to vote for an 
improvement in Okoponoko to-morrow, to cut 
through the swamp, the persons who are voting 
for this now, might just as well vote for that. 
They cannot tell us where these places are, The 
Senator from Arkansas got tired of hearing me 
read some of these names. If I had gone on 
myself, I should have been tired of pronouncing 
Michigan and Wisconsin, and presently New 
York would come up, which is a part of the 
gamé system. Ihave no doubt that gentlemen 

et tired of hearing these things, but they shall 

have line upon line, and precept upon precept, 

Sir, it would be the hardest lesson that was 
ever given to a school-boy, to require him to study 
the geography of the places proposed to be im- 
proved by the pute money. They are not to 
improve a harbor; they are to improve local 
property. That is the amount of it. You can- 
not disguise the fact that such is the effect. Yet 
I am, I suppose, to sit quietly, and in some 
measure to be rebuked by the impatient hand 
that wants the money. I will not submit to this. 
The only regret I have in this matter is that I 
shall have in some form to bring myself in oppo- 
sition to my venerable friend from Wisconsin, 
{Mr. Dovez.] I do not blame him. He is a 
veteran. He understands his interests, and he 
maintains them. But I perceive how they come 
in conjunction with many others. 

The Senator from Michigan speaks of the lake- 
coast around his State. Why, sir, there is a 
horse-shoe of water around Michigan. Suppose 
I were to ask for an appropriation on the Atlantic 
coast, from Maine to New Orleans, on the same 
footing on which he asks for appropriations, ac- 
cording to the extent of coast; he may make his 
calculation to-morrow, and he will find the amount 
to be enormous. His little coast is magnified 
every time we hear of it. Each one of these places, 
though it isbut a speck on the map, can be mag- 
nified here in five minutes by the rhetoricians in 
favor of this system, into agreattown. These 
places can assume a great importance if you-sur- 
render them to the magnifying influence of those 
gentlemen who go of course for nothing but pa- 
triotism and nationality, and care nothing for 
these appropriations on their own account! 

Sir, this is an extraordinary system; and no 
confederacy can last with a power of combination 
to take the public property from all, and give it 
away partially to some, to the exclusion of others; 
and yet that is the result of your system. J did 
not intend to allude to the bill for the canal at the 
Falls of St. Mary’s again, but the nature of the 
debate seems to force it upon me. I know that 
that measure was not presented under the power 


| to regulate commerce, though it is now vindi- 


cated on that ground. It was urged as a war 
measure—to cut a canal to save Michigan—to 


gave a region of country that had been conse- 
crated by the valor of as brave people as ever 
fought on earth. Who supposes that a foreign 
enemy will ever go there? They obtained that 
appropriation under the war power. As the Sen- 
ator from Georgia says, when you ask them why 
they claim an appropriation for the Mississippi 
river and its tributaries, the plea is nationality; 
and when you ask the reason for an appropri- 
ation for a harbor, the answer isthat it isa harbor 
of refuge! How do I know it? Where do I 
learn that it is a harbor of refuge? Mr. Calhoun 
could not have voted for the improvement of the 
harbor of Charleston, in his native State, on his 
own principles, for it was a harbor of commerce; 
but here gentlemen are voting for these improve- 
ments, sometimes because the port to be im- 

roved is a harbor of commerce, and sometimes 
Picause itis a harbor of refuge, and sometimes 
because it assumes a national character. Take it 
all and all, under the war power and the commer- 
cial power, you find it, after all, nothing but the 
convenient excuse of taking the money because 
you have the power of voting it. I know we are 
perfectly helpless. f 

Mr. President, if to-morrow a general system 
of internal improvements were to be devised, and 
I could vote for an alteration of the Constitution 
of the United States, so as to enable Congress to 
have such a power, and to exercise it by a two- 
third vote, I would be for a great highway from 
Buffalo to New Orleans, in preference to any of 
these communications. That would be equal; it 
would contribute to all sections fairly. This con- 
tributes to but one, and must necessarily be par- 
tial. As I have before said, the power of the 
Federal Government to use the public money to 
improve one place and deprene another, is little 
less than the power which has been claimed by 
Mr. Espy, of raising a cloud here, and making 
rain fall there, wherever a man can make it rain. 
It is a power that none but God can rule with 
justice. As long as you leave it to the tempta- 
tions of selfish fnan, L know where the money 
will go. It will go to make the rich richer, and 
the poor poorer. { have read from the Calendar 
the list of these bills. If I were to go on, I 
should soon come to New York; and when I do 
come to New York, I do not intend to spare, but 
I shall speak with gloves off. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I yielded to the Senator 
from South Carolina, because I knew that he 
wished to argue this matter. I have no disposi- 
tion to argue it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Itis not worth while for you 
to argue it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. No, sir; it is of no use to 
argue it. The Senator says it is a foregone con- 
clusion, and he knows it, and so does my friend 
from Georgia; and yet they argue it.. They are 
in a minority in this matter. hat is a position 
new to them, and they are very impatient at it. 
It is a place of suffering tothem. They know 
their helplessness; and yet they will fight against 
the skies and against fate. They will not con- 
sent to the introduction of the previous question 
here by which the liberty of debate will be con- 
trolled; and yet, irrational as it seems to me, they 
continue a debate which has lasted for years, 
when they admit that nothing new can be asserted 
in favor of, or in opposition to, these measures. 
They tell us the same thing over and over again, 
until now, after three o’clock, it is evident that 
there is no quorum present. They perceive the 
impatience of the Senate. I know that, acting 
with the majority constantly on other questions, 
they are very much inclined, when there is any 
‘manifestation of that sort, to cry out “ faction ! 
factious opposition ! intolerent and intolerable !”’ 
Whenthey perceive thata measure isgoing to pass; 
why not let it go at once, and permit the public 
business to progress? If there was anything new 
to be said on this subject, I have no doubt the 
Senate would be glad to hear it; but I believe that 
even the gentlemen who are debating it have 
studied it so completely, and discussed itso thor- 
oughly, and expressed sofully all their conclusions 
heretofore, that they can do no more than reiter- 
ate their old ideas in new language. J trust that 
at least those who support those bills will come 
to the conclusion to say nothing, but to sit stil 
and let géntlemen on the other side talk if they 
will. Experience has shown that this is the only 


way to dispose of measures of this kind. 


: 
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T know, sir, that what I have ‘said will not be 
taken discourteously by those gentlemen, for 
there are none in the Senate whom I like better 
personally, or for whom: can have any higher 
respect; but I submit to them that nothing is to 
‘be gained by talking forever. It will convince 


nobody, and they themselves acknowledge that 


jt is hopeless. Then why keep on? Why not 
‘end the discussion? 

“We have been brought to our present condition, 
it seems to me, by the bad management of those 
who have opposed measures of this description. 
Ido not desire to go into an argument on that 
‘question; but itis plain to my mind that if they 
had been rational enough to admit certain un- 
questionable points, we could have agreed prett 
‘well, and their vetoes could have been sustained. 
As it is, they have driven us to wild conse- 
‘quences, which any rational man, it seems to me, 


‘must have seen beforehand would be the result, 


until now there is an utter state of disorganiza- 
tion in reference to the whole question, and the 
end cannot be told by any man. This has re- 
sulted from the intemperate action, I think, of 
the enemies of these measures. By what is called 
nerve and resolution, they have carried their op- 
osition so far that it is almost impossible to 
eave any man the privilege of judging for him- 
self, in regard to these improvements, by any 
proper rule to promote the best interests of the 
country. ‘They have done this on the plea of 


` ‘opposition to a system of national improvements. 


I conscientiously believe that they might have 
sustained their vetoes if they had made very 
slight concessions, so as to sccure certain great 
points; but men will not stand the application of 
the whip and the lash. I say that these gentle- 
men, it seems to me, have demoralized the sys- 
tem by their own folly, bad judgment, and weak- 
ness. They come forward, and act with impa- 
tience and impetuosity, so that they have driven 
usinto the present condition of things. They 
know and admit that ‘their opposition now is 
hopeless and helpless, and still they keep up a 
species of guerrilla skirmish that does not rise 
to the dignity of argument—at least, so it seems 
to me. 
I do not often trespass on the Senate, and I 
should not have said a word on this occasion 
but for the peculiar circumstances by which we 
are surrounded. Jt seems to me that now there 
is not a quorum present, and that in the present 
state of affairs it would be better to adjourn, and 
then, when we come back to-morrow refreshed, 
perhaps after a fewheavy set speeches from those 
gentlemen, they will allow us to go on and vote. 

et me express the sincere hope that those Sen- 
ators who are in favor of the measure, having 
already defended them sufficiently, will be silent. 
Under present circumstances, if no gentleman 
wishes to speak now, I move that the Senate ad- 
journ. - 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

‘Mr. JOHNSON. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ishall speak when I choose, 
and on what ‘subjects I please, though I have 
great regard for my young friend from Arkansas. 

Mr: JOHNSON. ` I hope the Senator does not 
regard what I have said as meant to be personal 
at all. 


Mr. BUTLER. Certainly not. I have no 


complaint on that score; but I would ask any | 


man here whether I am reduced to such a posi- 
tion that I am to sit still and suffer every bill to 
pass that comes from the Committee on Com- 
merce without asking for some explanation, or 
making an examination or exposure of its merits? 
Will my friend from Arkansas tell me that he 
would vote for ten more bills brought in by that 
committee to-morrow withoutexamination? Will 
he tell me that he will vote for every bill brought 
here? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I will tell the Senator this. 
Tf he and others had not pursued the course they 
have pursued, which was deceptive in itself, com- 
pelling us to separate these items, and put each 


one in a distinct bill, instead of having them all | 
presented in a general bill which we could inves- | 


tigate, and from which we could strike out im- 


proper items, we could have examined the cases | 


before us, and rejected improper items. I have 
always voted to strike out many items from gen- 
eral bills. Now I cannot take each one of these 
separate bills and investigate it. No member of 


i 


the body can do it. No one can do it but a 
member of the committee who devotes himself 
exclusively to it. 

Mr. CLAY. Then the Senator will vote for 
every bill. ‘ 

Mr. JOHNSON. I will vote for every one 
which the committee reports. 

Mr. CLAY. The Senator will vote for them 
on the testimony of the member who introduces 
them; for I venture the assertion, that there has 
been not a bill introduced by any member of the 
Senate, and referred to that committee, which 
the five members who support these propositions 
have not recommended. e are reduced by the 
testimony of the Senator from Arkansas to this: 
that if a member introduces a bill-here for any 
matier of internal improvement we shall vote 

orit. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That is not my testimony. 

Mr. CLAY. Then the Senator does it on the 
testimony of the committee, and they take the 
testimony of individual members. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
committee; and now I will ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce, whether the state- 


{ment of the Senator from Alabama is correct, 


that they have reported favorably on every bill 
which has been introduced here? 

Mr. DODGE. Ido not so understand. 

Mr.CLAY. Iask the Senator to state the first 
bill introduced at this session, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, that has been reported 
adversely upon. I say the records will sustain 
me in my recollection, that every one has been 
reported upon favorably. 

Mr. DODGE. I will not gainsay what my 
friend from Alabama says on that point, though 
I have no particular recollection in regard to it. 
I know that a number of bills of this nature have 
been introduced, which 1 thought, from my views 
of the justice, and propriety, and constitutionality 
of the measures, were just and right. 

Mr. TOOMBS.. I wish to reply to the remarks 
of the Senator from Arkansas. He refers to 
what course he deems it proper for the opponents 
of these measures to take. Ihave opposed these 
measures upon the ground of their uncoiistitu- 
tionality, and I have argued that question. I 
have opposed them on the ground of their want 
of expediency, and upon that question there isa 
different view to every bill. Some bills, evenon 
the principles alleged by those who are in favor 
of this system, are liable to one objection of in- 
expediency, andsometoanother. This morning 
we passed one bill; we are now on the second. 
When we passed the Mississippi river bill, and 
the St. Clair flats and the St. Mary’s river bills, I 
did not see any reason then, and said it, even at 
the risk of being called factious, why I, as a Sen- 
ator, should not make objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Senator is well aware 


| that I made the remark with no unkindness. I 


did not speak of his course in that way. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iam not taking itin that way. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I simply said that it seemed 
tometo be hardly reasonable to fight everything to 
this extent. 

Mr. TOOMBS. [stated the grounds of the in- 
expediency of those measures. Each particular 
bill that is introduced takes money from the 
Treasury in amounts varying from $10,000 to 
$600,000. Some, if we had the power, would be 
proper expenditures. Some I would vote for if I 
had the power. I agree to their expediency, but 
not to their constitutionality. There are others 
which I have opposed. I have given objections 
applicable to the particular cases. 

I believe it is important to the country to state 


| our opinions here. Discussion on half the meas- 


ures which are presented is not for the purpose 
of convincing the Senate. I know very well that 
there is a majority in favor of these measures. 
So there was a majority here for the Kansas bill; 
but the minority discussed it, and they had the 
right to discuss it. They took an appeal to the 
country. I make this argument not for the ma- 
jority, who intend to pass these bills; but I claim 
ihe right to speak to the country when the Sen- 
ate is not pressed with business; and I will be 
candid enough to say that, even if the case were 
otherwise, I should not care. I do not call any 
one to account for that. I shall present the 
argument, line upon line, and precept upon pre- 
cept. Iwill appoal to the people of this country 


I take the testimony of the | 


t 


| Wisconsin, on Lake Michigan. 


peal will ben- 
efit the cause which Lam advocating, and which 
I honestly believé to be the cause of the Consti- 
tution and of my country. I know very well that 
these measures will be passed. Before half of 
them are presented, we know what the result'will 


‘whenever, in m ‘judgment, that 


be. Any man of intelligence knows beforehand 
what will. be the vote. ‘Discussion may-not be 
important here, but discussion is necessary: to 
produce a reversal of your decision. ‘I tell the 
Senate that I want to state the objections to all 
these measures. This is the strongest.oneT ‘have, 
that five gentlemen of this body conic here, and 
whoever ‘presents a bill has it shelled out and 
brought back again. T want the people of the 
country to understand this. ‘I wish to know 
whether they will support it? This will be one 
of the strongest arguments against. your system. 
Tt seems now the only reason why you have not 
gone to an expenditure of countless millions for 
these purposes is, that nobody has asked for it. 
As far as they have gone, everything has received 
the approbation of the committee. 1 want to go 
to the country on that issue; and I tell my friend 
from Arkansas that, whenever I think an argu- 
mènt will do good, I will submit it. 

Here, and in the other House for eleven years, 
in the country, everywhere, I have maintained 
the vetoes of Mr. Polk. I believe that reflection 


j on the subject has given me new ideas upon it. 


I have perceived thatits mischiefs are more wide- 
spread, its corruption greater, its tendency to the 
destruction of the institutions of the country and 
the destruction of equality more dangerous. Its 
tendency to piace the whole Government under 
the moneyed power of the nation is greater and 
greater. These dangers may all be in my own 
imagination; but whether that be so, or whether 
I see in a bolder light the evils that will grow by 
letting this sluice from. the public Treasury, and 
making it run by the will of the majority, I deem 
it so important, that I consider it worth an em- 
pire. It is impossible to overrate its magnitude 
in my judgment. ; 

I would do as Mr. Jefferson did when he wrote 
the protest for Virginia in 1823, when the system 
started. Hie said it was worth more than your 
Government, and in his judgment it ought to haye 
been resisted by Virginia. I have given utter- 
ance to the same sentiment here:: it is not a sud- 
den ebullition of passion, but the conviction; of 


| deliberate judgment, that the. people of thiscoun- 


try ought not to put the unlimited taxing powerin 
the hands of the Federal Government, and then 
the unlimited power to appropriate money: to 
whatever internal improvements it pleases. -For 
one, rather than do that, I say again, I would 
stand by Mr. Jefferson, and advise my country 
men. to.protect their rights by the sword.. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I should like. to 
know whether it is the intention of the Senate to 
take the vote on this subject now. Ifso, I shall 
not trespass on the time or patience of the Sen- 
ate. If the majority are ready to come to.a vote 
I will git down at once, but, if not, I desire to say. 
a few words. , 

The honorable Senator addressed the Senate 
for some time ofthe general subject. His -re- 
marks will be published in the Appendix. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for:a third: 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HARBOR OF MILWAUKEE, 


Mr. SEWARD. The next bill to which I beg. 
leave to call the attention of the Senate is (S, No. 
92) for.continuing the improvement of the harbor 
of Milwaukee, Wisconsin. I move to take it ` 


up. 

Pine motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill, as introduced by Mr.Dopee, proposed 
to appropriate $17,500, to be expended under the 


i direction of the War Department, for continuing 


the improvement of the harbor. of Milwaukee, 
It was reported 
from the committee with amendments: to strike 
out “817,500” and insert “$35,329 95,” and to” 
substitute “completing”? for ‘continuing. ?? 

Mr. SEWARD. Į am authorized by the com- 
mittee to withdraw the amendments. 

No objection being made, leave was granted to 
withdraw the amendments. The bill was re- 
ported te the Senate without amendment. 
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nitude of the sum appropriated y this bill, nor 
do I wish to delay the business of the Senate; 
pui I think we ought not to pass bills unless we 
have a quorum present. It seems to me that we 
ought to retain some semblance of the customary 
forms in our legislation. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has 
no right to decide that there is not a quorum 

resent; that must be shown by a vote. 

Mr. DODGE. I will say to the Senator from 
Texas, that Milwaukec is the strong point of our 
State. It has a population of 35,000. It has a 
commerce larger than any other port in the State. 
The steam vessels there in 1855 were 1,254, the 
sailing vessels 1,248, not reported 300, making 
altogether 2,802. Milwaukee is a port of entry 
at this time; and the rest of the points provided 
for by our bills are ports of delivery. ‘The 
amount of duties collected at this port during 
the past year was $173,130. I think there can 
be no doubt that Milwaukie is entitled to an 
appropriation of $17,500 for the continuation of 
the harbor improvement. It is well known to the 
honorable Senator from Michigan and the hon- 
orable Senator from Illinois that it is a most 
important point on the western shore of Lake 
Michigan. It is the commercial capital of the 
State. Only the small sum of $17,500 is asked 
for the continuation of this work. I should be 
pleased to have a full Senate to decide the ques- 
tion if there were any necessity for it; but I hope 
my friend from Texas will be satisfied. 

r. HOUSTON. I do not question the import- 
ance of this harbor. My objections are twofold; 
first, that there is not a quorum here; and second, 
that the work is proposed to be done under the 
direction of the War Department. I think no 
improvement of this kind ought to be done under 
the direction of the War Department. Where 
thatis the case, it is generally done by incompe- 
tent persons, who are entirely theoretic in their 
knowledge, and have no practical skill or efficiency 
in making such improvements as are adapted to 
the wants of commerce. It seems to me, that if 
this improvement is so very important to com- 
merce, duties on tonnage at this point would 
complete the improvements contemplated by the 
proposed appropriation of $17,500. I believe it 
to be my duty conscientiously to call for the 
yeas and nays on the engrossment of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and taken, 
with the following result: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell of Tennessee, Benjamin, Bright, 
Cass, Dodge, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Geyer, Seward, 
Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Wright—14. 

NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Houston, and Reid—3. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is not 
uorum voting. 

r. SEWARD. I move that the Senate ad- 

ourn, 
: Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I think it is proper 
to note the time of day. I perceive that the 
reporters sometimes do not report the hour of 
adjournment. It is now half past four o’clock, 
and I think it ought to be entered on the Journal. 

Fe WELLER, The reporters will take notice 
of ite 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no 
precedent for inserting on the Journal the time of 
adjournment, but of course the Senate can make 

an order to that effect. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I only -wish to 
bring the matter to the attention of the Senate. 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question 
is on the motion to adjourn. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and at half past four 
o’clock the Senate adjourned. 


a 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wepbnespay, July 23, 1856. 


The House met at eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Daye, WALDO. 


CALL OF THE HOUSE. 


_ The SPEAKER. The Journal will be read, 
if there is no objection. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessec. 
there is a quorum present. 
The SPEAKER. Itis apparent that there is 
no quorum present. 


Mr. JONES, Then let us have a call of the | 
House. 


I object, unless 


Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not opel the mag- | Mr. HOUSTON. It will be necessary to order 


a call of the House before the question is taken 
on the motion to reconsider, which will be called 
up this morning. I move that call now; and on 
that motion demand the yeas and nays. By the 
time the call is finished, members will be here. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. el 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 71, nays 50; as follows: 

YEAS-—~Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Barbour, Billinghurst, 
Brenton, Broom, Burnett, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Wil- 
liamson R. W. Cobb, Comins, Craige, Crawford, Damrell, 
Davidson, Timothy Davis, Dean, Denver, Dodd, Durfee, 
Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Goode, Granger, Greenwood, 
Harlan, Haven, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knox, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Matteson, Maxwell, McCarty, MeMul- 
lin, McQueen, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Mur- 
ray, Andrew Oliver, Peck, Phelps, Purviance, Puryear, 
Quuman, Ricaud, Ruffin, Sabin, Seward, Samuel A. Smith, 
William R. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Thurston, 
Vail, Warner, Watkins, Watson, Winslow, Woodruff, and 
Jobn V. Wright—71. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Barksdale, Henry Bennett, 
Benson, Bradshaw, Branch, Buffinton, Cadwalader, Caskie, 
Chaffee, Clingman, Cox, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Ether- 
idge, Foster, Thomas R. Morton, Knight, Leiter, Alexander 
K. Marshall, Moore, Morgan, Nichols, Pike, Ritchie, Rob- 
bins, Sapp, Savage, Simmons, William Smith, Sneed, Stan- 
ton, Stranahan, Thorington, Todd, Trafion, Trippe, Under- 
wood, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Ellinu 
B. Washburne, Wells, Whitney, Williams, Wood, and 
Zollicoffer—50. 

So it was ordered that there be a call of the 
House. 

Pending the above call, 

Mr. SNEED stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Rivers, was absent from the Hall because of 
indisposition. 

Mr. ENGLISH stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. GALLOWAY. 

Mr. STANTON. I move that all further pro- 
ceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I hope not. Unless we 
havea call of the House, members will be absent 
every morning. Let the call be proceeded with. 

Mr. LETCHER. That is right. 

The roll was called under the order of the 
House, and the following named gentlemen failed 
to answer to their names: 

Messrs. Barclay, Bishop, Bocock, Bowie, Burlingame, 
James H. Campbell, Childs, Bayard Clarke, Howell Cobb, 
Covode, Day, De Witt, Dick, Edie, Edmundson, Eustis, 
Evans, Faulkner, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Grow, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Her- 
bert, Hickman, Hoffman, Holloway, Howard, Kunkel, 
Lindley, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Millward, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Paine, Pearce, Pennington, Porter, Ready, 
Richardson, Rivers, Robison, Rust, Sandidge, Talbott, Ty- 
son, Walker, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Welch, and 
Wheeler. 

The SPEAKER directed the Doorkeeper to 
close the doors of the House. 

Mr. STANTON. I move that all further pro- 
ceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. RUFFIN. I hope not. The absent mem- 
bers had better be sent for. 

Mr. STANTON. We had better, I think, 
consume no more time with the callof the House. 
There is a quorum present. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Will a bare objection 
prevent the dispensing with further proceedings 
under the call ? 

„The SPEAKER. The question must be de- 
cided by a majority. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. 1 desire to make this 
remark: On the day before yesterday the House 
nearly unanimously adopted a resolution that its 
daily meetings should be at eleven o’elock instead 
oftwelve. ‘There were only thirty-seven dissent- 
ing votes. The resolution was offered by the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sranron,] who now 
moves that all further proceedings under the call 
of the House be dispensed with. The gentleman 
himself was not in his seat this morning when 
the House met. Linsist that for once the House 
shall carry out the call ofthe House. We should 
let members who are in the city know that it is 
their duty to be here, and not to delay the public 
business. I hope the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio will not prevail, but that the call of the 
House will be carried out to its fullest extent. 

Mr. STANTON, I hold that it is the duty 
of the members of this House to be here at the 
time prescribed by the resolution fixing the time 
of meeting, which certainly is not too early. It 
is perfectly clear, from all past experience, that, 
if gentlemen fail to appear at the time prescribed, 


the country and their constituents for absenting 


themselves. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. STANTON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Suppose they do as my 
friend from Ohio [Mr. Sranron] did this morn- 
ing—stay out of the House until the call is nearly 
through, and comc in just in time to answer when 
the roll is nearly through. The S’s are low 
down on the list. 

Mr. STANTON. I was not absent when the 
call commenced. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman was not in 
the House. 

Mr. STANTON, I was in the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I saw the gentleman come 


| in after the call had commenced. 


Mr. STANTON. I was in the House, and 
answered to my name upon the first call of the 
yeas and nays. I came in before the Clerk had 

roceeded with one third of the yeas and nays. 
was here three minutes after the call of the yeas 
and nays commenced. 

I have seen this experiment of compelling the 
attendance of absent members tried repeatedly, 
and never saw it result in anything except the 
useless comsumption of two or three hours of 
the time of the House. Iam perfectly satisfied 
that such will be the result now, and that it will 
have no influence in bringing about a fuller or 
more punctual attendance in future; and therefore 
I hope the House will spend no more time in this 
call. ` 

Mr. STEPHENS. Iagree with the gentleman 
from Ohio. There is now a full House, and 
perhaps to-morrow members will be in at the 
regular hour of meeting. Let us try it this day, 
and suspend further proceedings in the call. 
[Cries of “Agreed! gi ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. T make no objection to sus- 
pending proceedings in this call. I made the 
motion for a call of the House this morning, 
and it is true, as the Speaker and every member 
who was here will bear witness, that there were 

robably not forty members present at that time. 
Imos the call in order to get members here. 
Nearly an hour has already been consumed, and 
we are within a few minutes of the old time of 
meeting. 

The SPEAKER. Unless objection is made, 
ee proceedings in the call will be dispensed 
with, 

Mr. BRANCH. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will then put the 
uestion on the motion of the gentleman from 
hio, [Mr. Sranton.] 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to; there being, on a division—ayes 64, 
noes 61. 

So all further proceedings in the call were dis- 
ponsed with; and the Speaker ordered the doors 
of the Hall to be reopened. 

The Journal of yesterday was then read and 

approved. 
_ The SPEAKER stated that the first business 
in order was the consideration of the resolutions 
reported by the Committee of Elections on the 
contested seat from Nebraska. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, recommending additional 
legislation more effectually to prevent under- 
valuation of merchandise, &c.; which was referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Treasury De- 
partment, inclosing, for the consideration of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, a copy of a letter 
received from the melter and refiner of the Mint 
at Philadelphia, in reference to the proposed 
change in the cent coinage; which was referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THE STEAMER VANDERBILT. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House the following communica- 
tion; which was laid upon the table, and ordered 


to be printed: 
Wasuineton Ciry, July 23, 1856. 
To the Hon. N. P. BANKS, 


all that you can do is to place their names upon 
the record, and let them take the responsibility to 


Speaker of the House of Representatives : 
Sim: I beg leave to tender to you, and through you to the 


the motion to reconsider on the table. 
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FRIDAY, JULY 25, 1856. 


New Sekmesi No 


honorable members of the House of Representatives, this | 
invitation to visit and inspect. my ocean steamer, the Van- 
derbilt, now anchored off Greenleaf?’s Point. 

I name Saturday ensuing, at 11 o’clock, a. m., as probably 
the nearest time convenient to the members of Congress. At 
that hour, and at thelanding near the Long Bridge, a steamer 
will be provided to convey the visitors to the ship. 

T shall be gratified if it is convenient for all the members 
of Congress to be present on this occasion, to examine this 

pecimen of naval architecture, already regarded by many 
good judges. as the most perfect yet produced. It is the 
naval architecture, with the machinery, that I desire to | 
exhibit. I have brought here the ship itself, without fumi- 
ture or decoration. Her tonnage is 5,400—the largest steamer 
that has ever yet floated on the Atlantic ocean. 

With great respect, your obedient servant, ! 

C. VANDERBILT. 


EVENING SESSION. 


Mr. BARKSDALE, by unanimous consent, 
introduced the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved. That during the present week, the Committee 
ofthe Whole on the state of the Union may, at any time 
after three o’clock, p. m., take a recess till seven o'clock, 
for the purpose of holding an evening session: Provided, | 
That during such evening session no motion except that 
the committee rise shall be entertained by the Chairman, 
and no business shall be done in the House—the pur- | 
pose of this resolution being to provide such evening session 
for general debate only, and that there shall be no call of 
the roll during such evening session. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion by Mr. MATTESON, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the memorial of 
Captain John Graham. of the steamship United States, 
praying compensation for losses sustained by being pre- 
vented by the Government of the United States froni ful- 
filling his contract with certain persons, and that the same 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


BUSINESS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GOODE. I hope now to be fortunate 
enough to get the consent of the House to allow 
next Tuesday to be set apart for the transaction 
of the business of the District of Columbia, | 
which hag not occupied one moment of time in 
the House this session, and the transaction of 
which business is absolutely necessary. | 

Mr. McCARTY objected. i 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call for the reg- 
ular order of business. Let the House first dis- 
pose of the pending question, and then gentle- 
men may submit their propositions. 


NEBRASKA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The SPEAKER stated the first business in 
order to be the motion of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. CADWALADER, ] to reconsider 
the vote by which the first resolution reported 
by the Committee of Elections in the Nebraska 
election case was rejected, and to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. DICKSON stated that he had, yesterday, 
after three o’clock, paired off with Mr. Foster for 
the remainder of the day, and had requested one 
of his colleagues to announce that fact to the | 
House; but his colleague having forgotten to do 
so, he now wished to make the statement. | 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I ask for, 
the yeas and nays on the motion to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider on the table. | 

Mr. CADWALADER. I withdraw the mo- | 
tion to reconsider and to Jay on the table, which | 
I made yesterday. 

Mr. DAMRELL. 
consider. | 

Mr. CRAIGE. Did the gentleman from Mas- | 
sachusetts vote with the majority ? | 

The SPEAKER. He is recorded on the Jour- | 
nal as having voted with the majority. i 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to lay | 


I renew the motion to re- | 


f 
Mr. HOUSTON. On that motion Lask for the | 
yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. . i 
The question was taken; and it was decided in | 
the affirmative—yeas 90, nays 83; as follows: . | 
YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Rarksdale, Bell, Hendley S. } 
Bennett, Bowie, Branch, Broom, Bumett, ` f 
John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, | 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, 


Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, |! 
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Cadwalader, |) 


Edmundson, Edwards, Elliott, Eustis, Evans, Foster, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, J. Morrison 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexander K: Marshall, Samuel S. 
Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Moore, Andrew Oliver, Packer, Peck, Pettit, 
Phelps, Powell, Pringle, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ready, 
Ricaud, Ruffin, Savage, Scott, Seward, Shorter, William 
Smith, William : R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, 
Swope, Taylor, Thurston, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Valk, 
Warner, Watkins, Wells, Whitney, Williams, John V. 
Wright, and Zollicoffer—90. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bradshaw, Brenton, 
Buftinton, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Claw- 
son, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy 
Davis, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Emrie, Flagler, 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Thomas 
R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Hughston, Kelsey, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Matteson, Me- 
Carty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Parker, Pelton, Perry, Pike, 
Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, 
Thorington, Todd, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Waibridge, 
Waldron, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wat- 
son, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—&83. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. FLORENCE said: I have paired off with 
my colleague, Mr. Grow, afd will not vote to- 
day. Itis but just to Mr. Grow to say that he 
is indisposed at his rooms, and I am sorry to say 
Iam not very much better myself, and cannot 
remain in the House. 

Mr. GILBERT stated that he had paired off 
on this question with Mr. Surrn, of Alabama, 
but having noticed that that gentleman was pres- 
ent and had voted, he would also vote. He voted 
(13 no. X 

Mr. BLISS stated that he had yes'erday paired 
off on this question with Mr. Ecu 1LINGAMB, at 
the request of one of his colleagues. If he could 
have voted he would have done so in the affirma- 
tive. 

Mr. CLAWSON stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Brsnor, had paired off with Mr. Jones, of Penn- 
sylvania, till Monday next. 

The question recurred on the second resolution 
reported by the Committee of Elections, as fol- 


i lows: 


Resolved, That Hiram P. Benner is entitled to a seat in 
this body as such Delegate. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
that resolution on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SPEPHENS. I offer the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House pay out of the 
contingent fund of this House, to Hmam P. BENNET, of 
Nebraska, claiming to have been elected the Delegate from 
said Territory, his mileage and per diem to this date. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
make any opposition other than this, that I un- 
derstand allowance of mileage to contestants is 
unusual and never has been paid. I move to 
amend by striking out the mileage. 

Mr. SEWARD. I object to the resolution 
being introduced. I am opposed to the system 
of paying all these contestants out of the contin- 

ent fund. i A 

The SPEAKER. It is a question appertaining 
to the resolutions reported by the Committee of 
Elections, and the Chair thinks it is in order. 

Mr. SEWARD. In the report of the Com- 
mittee of Elections, I do not find any resolution 
providing for the compensation of the contestant, 
and I cannot see what connection the resolution 
has with the report of the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. STEPHENS. In reply to the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Smrru,] I will state that it 
is usual to allow mileage to contestants. He is 
mistaken as to the usage of the House. I trust 
there will be no objection to the resolution, and 
I ask the previous question. - 

Mr. SEWARD. Do I understand that the 
resolution is properly before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it 1s prop- 
erly before the House. ; 

Mr. SMITH. I move to amend the resolution 
by striking out that part relating to mileage. 


I move to lay 


I do not desire to | 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
question has been demanded.. | 
„Mr. STEPHENS. If the gentleman from Virè 
ginia wishes to submit hisamendment, L have no. 
objection. a 
Mr, McMULLIN.. I appeal to my. colleague 
to withdraw. his auiéadiment. If wepi penden 
to contestants we ought to pay mileage. It has 
been the invariable custom. k 


Mr. SMITH declined to withdiaw hiaamend 
ment, pal Coie mi rac ke JUNE 
Mr. SEWARD. I move to lay-the-resolution 
on the table; and call for the yeas. and naypi 
The yeas and nays were not ordered, ğ 
The question was taken, and the: House :re- 
fused to lay the resolution: on the tables ses. 
Mr. SEWARD, (at twelve‘o’clock and twenty 


minutes, p-m.). I move that the House.do.now 
adjourn. z 


he motion was not agreed to. tein 
The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered, being first on Mr. Smrte’s 
amendment. in fy : 
Mr. SMITH called for the yeas and’ nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered, 


The question was taken, and. the amendment 
was rejected. pany Bh 
Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee, called for the yeas 
and nays on the adoption.of the resolutions": tiS 
The yeas and nays: were ordered: 


The question was taken; and.it'was.decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 125, nays 44; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Bell, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, :Billinghurst, Bingham Bliss, 
Bowie, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffiaton, Ġadwal- 
ader, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra. 
Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, 
Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Dean, Dick, 
Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, Etheridge, 
Eustis, Evans, Flagler, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Greenwood, Robert B. Hall, Har- 
jan, J. Morrison Yarris, Harrison, Haven, Thomas Re 
Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Hughston, Kelly, Kelsey, 
Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Lakey 
Lindley, Matteson, Maxwell, McUarty, Killian Miller, 
Moore, Morgan, Monrili, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, 
Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, 
Pringle, Purviance, Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberta, 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Savage, Scott, Sherman, Shorter, Sim- 
mons, Wiliam R. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, 
Stranahan, Swope, Taylor, Thorington, Thurston; Todd, 
‘Trafton, ‘lrippe, Underwood, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, 
Waibridge, Waldron, ENihu B, Washburne,; {serae Wash 
burn, Watson, Weich, Wells, Whitney, Wiliams,: Wood, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth—125. ` 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Hendiey 8. Dennett, 
Branch, Burnett, John A Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, Goode; Houston, Jewett, George 
W. Jones, Kidwell, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 
S. Marshall, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson;, Andrew 
Oliver, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ready, Rivers, 


; ‘The previo 5 


Rufin, Seward, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Sneed, 


Talbott, Vail, Warner, Watkins, and John V. Wright—44. 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
agreed to; and also moved to lay the motion ‘to 
reconsider on the table; which latter motion was 
agreed to. ae 

Mr. CRAGIN. Iask to make a-report from 
the Committee on Printing. = 

Mr. SMITH, of Alabama. I desire to call-u 
the case of the contested election for the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico. ' 


CORRECTION OF A REPORT: i 

Mr. READY. The Globe of this mornin 
represents me as stating yesterday, that my col- 
league, Mr. Eruzrivgs, had paired off with Mr. 
Rogers. Asa matter of justice to these gentle- 
men I desire to say that my colleague’ paired off 
with Mr. Rozison. 

I now call up the motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill (No. 154) to provide for the 
settlement of the claims of the officers of the rey- 
olutionary army, and of the widows and orphan 
children of those who died in the service, was 
ordered to be engrossed and read the third time. 


NEW MEXICO CONTESTED ELECTION «. 


Mr. SMITH, of Alabama. LTinsist upon-the 
consideration of the report of the Committee of 


| Blections. 


July 28, 


_'THIE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The SPEAKER. The report of the Committee . 
of Elections, being a, question of privilege, is first 
in order before ‘the House. ete, a 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio.. Task the gentle- 
man from Alabama to withdraw his proposition for 
a iioment, utti! [can call-up from the Speaker’s 
table the diplornatic and “consular appropriation 
bill, with the amendments of the Senate and the 
report of the Committee of Ways‘and Means on 
the’subject. It: will not take ten minutes to ‘dis- 
ose of it... Task the unanimous consent of the 
ouse to take it up. 
The'title of the diplomiatic’and consular appro- 
priation, bill was read for information. 
“Mr. DUNN. Is that bill the business'vegalarly 
in order? : 
‘ ‘The SPEAKER. Itis not. The gentleman 
from Ohio asks the unanimous consent of-the 
House:to take it up. 
Mr. DUNN. ‘Then I object'to its being taken 


up. f 

: ven CAMPBELL. I hope the gentleman from 
Indiana will withdraw his objection. This bill 
has laid-upon-the Speaker’s table waiting for the 
action of the House upon the amendments of the 
Senate for some two months. It will not take 
more than ten minutes to dispose of it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. There is but one ‘amend- 
ment from the Senate, is there, that there is any 
conflict about ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. That is all. 

Mr. DUNN. There is also a bill involving 

the peace and welfare of this country resting upon 
that table. It is more important than all others 
before Congress together. Until that is taken 
up and acted upon, or you go regularly to the 
business on the table so that it may be reached, 
I will consent to the taking up of no favored 
proposition. 
r, CAMPBELL. Very well; if the gentle- 
man wants to stop the whecls of Government, 
-Jethim take the responsibility. That is alll have 
to say. 1 have done my duty. 

Mr. DUNN. Very well, again; I am ready 
to take the responsibility of my objection to the 
fullest extent, and in all its consequences. 

. Mr. FLAGLER. [I submit that the report of 
eee on Printing is the first business in 
order, ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
‘that the report, of the Committee of Elections, 
involving, as it does, the right of a member to his 
weat, is a question of higher privilege than that 
presented by the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire, [Mr. Craciy.] 

Mr. FLAGLER. The gentleman from New 
Hampshire first obtained the floor, and submitted 
a privileged report. 

he SPEAKER. Itis true that the gentleman 
from New Hampshire obtained the floor before 
the gentleman from Alabama; but the proposition 
‘of the gentleman from Alabama involves a ques- 
‘tion of higher privilege, and takes precedence. 

The report of the Committee of Elections upon 
the New Mexico contested-election case was then 
taken up, the pending question being on the 
‘adoption of the following resolutions: 

‘Resolved, That José M. Gallegos is not entitled to a seat 
‘in this body as Delegate trom the Territory of New Mexico. 
_ Resolved, That Miguel A. Otero is entitled to a seat in 
‘this body as such Delegate. 

Mr. SMITH, of Alabama. At the request of 
the sitting Delegate, I ask that the Clerk read his 
argument. 

: There being no objection, the Clerk read the 
argument of Mr. Gallegos; which is as follows: 


Mr. Speaker: I feel that my position here is 
extraordinary and anomalous. Bur so, LIKE- 
WISE, IS THAT OF THE PEOPLE WHOM | REPRESENT. 
Claiming to be their true representative, and know- 
ihg their right to be represented here, the sneers 
and jests with which certain honorable members 
of this body have permitted themselves to treat 
the proposition that I should be heard by counsel, 
(because of my inability to make a formal dis- 
course in English, such as would be becoming 
the dignity of this House,) have produced no 
other effect upon me t 


spirit which I had been encouraged to expect from 
all the representatives of a free and magnanimous 
‘people, With these exceptions, I have great- 
fully to acknowledge that, as well during my 
former term of service as at the present session, 


1 han that of painful disap- | 
pointment at these exceptions to the generous | 


Thaye received from ‘All quarters, as I have given | 
to all, the respect, the kindness, the justice, and | 
the moderation which each of us, by personal, 
and by representative title, may expect from the į; 
other. i p 
Sir, I claim to be the'representative of a people | 
-who ‘have peculiar demands upon your justice 

atid yourmagnańnimity. They are, in their'ori- 

gin, alien to your ‘institutions, your Jaws, your | 
customs, your-glorious history, and even stran- 
gers-to yourlanguage. ‘This, at the date of the 
treaty of 1848, was ‘the condition of the whole 
body of the people of New Mexico. I am ana- 


Oñe other topic I ‘wish to-advert to briefly, be- 
fore reviewing the report of the committee. Itis 
a mattér Which has been industrously circulated 
among the members of this House, and was made 
a formal head of attack upon me in the argument 
before the cOmimittee. “I‘refer to the allegation 
that-the influence of the Roman Catholie church 
was brought into the contest at the polls to’ secure 
my election. ‘In point of fact, this is the precise 
converse of the truth. A clergyman of ‘that 
church, k-found myself, previous to my first eléc- 
tion to this body, deprived of my living, in com- 
mon with ‘all the other ‘native clergy of New 


tive to that very soil. fam, and have ever been, 
one of that very people. They have chosen me | 
as their representative, and I am not ashamed of | 
whatsoever is common to them and to me. Asl 
am their true representative under the laws, so I 
claim to be their true type in all that has been the 
subject of sarcasm arid ridicule in the debates 
which have followed the report of the Committee 
of Elections, and I receive it all as the represent- 
ative of my people. Itis flung at them, and at 
every one of them, as much as It is at me. 

I doubt, however, whether the honorable gen- 
tlemen who find so much to condemn in my want 
of fluency in English, would not, under like cir- 
cumstances, make quite as sorry a figure as my- 
self; though it may be that they would not be so 
conscious of it, and might not feel so sensitively 
as I do (perhaps because they have better taste 
and judgment) what it seems to me is due not 
less to the dignity of the proceedings of this body 
than to my own pegsonal self-respect 

The condition of a territorial Delegate on this 
floor is an exceptional one. It is not for me to 
inquire here into its constitutional foundation. 
It is enough that, at the date of the treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo, it had already an estab- 
lished and certain definition, and a fixed cxist- 
ence, under a continuous and practical construc- 
tion of the Constitution of the United States. 
Neither is it for me to moot any question as to 
the power to incorporate into the body of this 
great Republic a foreign Territory, with all its 
inhabitants, thereby making the soil American, 
and the people American. ‘These things were 
practically settled long ago. This was the power, 
and this the efficacy of that power, in the cases 
of Louisiana and Florida and Texas, all now 
sovereign and coequal States under the Constitu- 
tion, 

By the cleventh article of the treaty it is, inter 
alia, provided, as to the inhabitants of New Mex- 
ico, as follows: 

t With respect to political rights, their condition shall be 
on an equality with that of the inhabitants of the other 
Territories of the United States, and, at least, equaily good 
as that of the inhabitants of Louisiana and tbe Floridas, 
when these provinces, by transfer from the French Repub- 
lic, and the Crown of Spain, became Territories of the 
United States.” 

I will not pause to inquire how far the spirit, 
as well as the letter of this stipulation has been 
respected in the debate to which I have reference. į 
But I remark that, as in the cases of Louisiana 
and Florida, so in the case of New Mexico, the 
office and duty of the Delegate is not to partici- 
pate in generaldebates upon this floor, but to be 
the true agent of his people, acquainted with their 
condition and their wants, and faithful and indus- 
trious in making them known. 

So far, therefore, as any prejudice has been : 
attempted to be raised against me here because 
of my reluctance to address this body in the 
English tongue, I trust that the hints which I 
have given will suffice to satisfy every reflecting 
mind that there is not the semblance of a reason- 
able pretext for assigning any weight to sucha 
consideration. If | could read in the article of | 
the treaty above cited a proviso that the people | 

i 
1 
| 


of the Territory should be restricted to elect a ' 
Delegate from the limited number of inexperi- 
enced youths who have been educated out of | 
their native Territory, so as to be more familiar i 
with theJanguage and the condition and wants | 
of others- than of those whom they aspire to: 
represent, while 1 should marvel at such an un- į 
just limitation, I should acquiesce in its peremp- 
tory terms. But in the absence of such a stipu- 
lation, and with the conviction that the making į 


B = A A } 
of speeches is not the chief or vital function of a! 


Delegate, I must hope that whatever has been: 


said ‘upon that head by the friends of my oppo- 


Mexico, excepting four only, by the new French 
bishop, to make way for imported French priests 
of his own ‘selection. ‘I'he attempt to vindicate 
our rights only setved to‘sectire the whole weight 
of ecclesiastical influence against us, one and all. 
At the election, now the subject of contest, it is 
notorious that this foreign bishop ‘did, in fact, 
intermeddle, by himself and his priests, not to 
support, but to crush me, and ‘to secure the elec- 
tion of my opponent. “And I have now the ori- 
ginal memorial, signed by upwards of thirty out 
of the thirty-nine members of the two Houses of 
the Territorial Legislature, addressed to the chief 
bishop of the Roman church, praying the removal 
of one who has shown himself capable:of so pros- 
tituting his office. ; 

Mr. Speaker, these ‘topics ‘are not willingly 
introduced by me, nor do I believe that they ‘will 
be acceptable to this House; but they are forced 
upon me, and I am compelled thus to notice them. 
leave them now to such reflections as what has 
been said may suggest to the mindsof honorable 
members, f 

I come now briefly to discuss the, merits of this 
contest upon the record before the House. 

l take, as the basis of my argument, the con- 
clusion of the report of the committee, It may 
be safely assumed by the House, that this adverse 
report States the case against me as strongly as 
the candid and honorable minds of those who 
concurred in it could view the subject. 

They conclude the report as follows, (p. 15:) 
“Yt appears that Gallegds’s majority, upon which his cer- 

tificate was awarded, Wass... sesse seses seee 99 Votes, 


Your committee find, of Mexicans votes cast for 
Gallegos which they think ought to be rejected, 131 


“cc 
This gives Otero a majority Of.......s6.0. 92 
Of the votes counted for Otero at the Mesilla precinct 
there were 72. i ee f A 
Of the votes counted for GaHegos at the Mesilla precinct 
there Were.esss sses 330 


EETETTITEEIITI 


Dodüctssrsspeccerisisisersgadorssa senarra asia Ta 
Leaves...eeeee eossoesoososee berere sesana 258 
32 


This vote being rejected, leaves Otero’s majority.. 290 


_ Upon this state of facts yourcommittee recommend the 
adoption of the following resolutions: 

“Resolved, ThatJosé M. Gallegos is not entitled to aseat 
in this body as Delegate from the Territory of New Mexico. 

“ Resolved, That Miguel A. Otero is entitled to a seat in 
this body as such Delegate.”? 

I beg the attention of the House to my first 
proposition; which is, that admitting (for the sake 
of the argument merely) that these two points, 
upon which the whole report rests, are well 
founded, viz: that one hundred and thirty-one 
Mexicans voted for me, and that the poll at Me- 
silla ouglit to be totally rejected, (both of which 
I shall hereafter show to be unfounded,) never- 
theless, it is clearly proven that a greater namber 
of votes, upon ‘the whole evidence before the 
House, remain to be counted for me; whereby, 
notwithstanding the deductions above referred to, 
I have still the majority of legal votes. 

To this end I proceed to show, first, that fifty 
votes were counted for the contestant atthe pre- 
cinct of Santa Barbara, contrary to lew. 

Turn, sir, to the printed ‘testimiony, at page 
218, and read as follows: 

“ Precinct of Santa Barbara.— We, the undersigned, 
judges and clerks of the election held on the 3d day of Sep-* 
tember, 1855, in the precinct of Santa Barbara, county of 
Dona Aña, certify that, having counted the votes given for 
the respective candidates at said election, the result is as 
follows: : 

« Miguel Otero received ‘fifty votes for the office ofcon- 
gressman. 

“PEDRO AGUIRRE, Clerk.’? 

Turn now, sir, to the report of your committce, 
at pages six and seven, where they are impeach- 


nent will have produced no effect. 


ing the return of the precinct of Mesilla, (an im- 


i 


ie. 


and you see that they quote the law of New Mex- 
ico to invalidate this retarn, because it does not 
conform to that law, (as they say,) in not exhib- 
iting a certificate that the judges were sworn. 


And in establishing that point (as they suppose) | 


with regard to Mesilla, they quote in the same 
eleventh section, which gives the form of recital that 
the judges were sworn, the following certificate as Lo 
the result: 

“ Certificate.—We, the undersigned, judges and clerks of 
elections held on the —— day of September, 1851, in the 
precinct of sin the county of , certify that, 
having counted the votes polled for the respective candi- 
dates in said election, the result is as follows: Mr. A re- 
ceived votes for the office of. . Mr. B received 
—— votes for the office of ———. Mr. C received —— 
votes for the office of -——. O., &c. ere the names of 
the judges who signed; and here sign the clerks, Z. O. —; 
who are H, YW? 

And yet this return, signed only by one of the 
clerks, and by neither of the judges, is counted 
by the committee as a good return of fifty votes 
for my opponent! 

Let me ask, sir, by what authority, and upon 
what principles of law or logic, your committee 
have cut this eleventh section in two, and hold to 
the one half while they reject the other? How 
do they give efficacy to their argument, that the 
whole vote of Mesilia is to be rejected because 
the return did not show (as they say) that the 
judges were sworn, (which it only need show by 
virtue of the first half of this section,) and yet re- 
fuse to reject this majority of fifty votes at Santa 
Barbara, when the return is utterly insufficient, 
according to the latter haif of the same cleventh 
section, which requires it to be signed by three 
judges and two clerks, while it is not signed by 
either of the judges, and but by a single clerk? 
If, in the one case, the absence of the due return 
is sufficient prima facie to annul the election, why 
isit not in the other case? If, in the one case, 
this defective return throws the burden of proof 
upon me, why does it not operate the same way 
upon my opponent in the other case? 

The most that can be fairly claimed against 
me is, that the rule should work equally in the 
two cases; and, if it does, then the result is, that 
the supposed majority of the contestant.... 290 
Ys reduced by the majority at Santa Barbara. 50 
240 


But the rule does not apply to the case of the 
Mesilla precinct. In that case, the proof is, that 
the judges were duly appointed, and did in fact 
serve. The presumption of law, then, is, that 
they were duly sworn. Thisis a perfectly well- 
settled rule of the common law. Any other rule 
would expose every officer of the Government, 
executive, judicial, and legislative, to have his 
lawful acts questioned, and the proof of his oath 
of office demanded. No attempt was made to 
prove that, in pointof fact, the oath was not 
taken. ‘I'rujilio, onc of the judges of the election, 
who stands confessed upon the record as an un- 
scrupulous partisan of the contestant, directly 
implicated in attempting a gross fraud upon the 
election of which he was a judge, (sce testimony 
of Candelaria, page 51, and of Cubero, page 36)— 
this same Trujillo was examined for the contest- 
ant, and did not venture to say that he was not 
sworn as judge, for he well knew if he should do 
so he would be immediately confronted with the 
proof of his perjury, Again, the eleventh sec- 
tion of the act of New Mexico, which the com- 


And this leaves a supposed majority of.... 


„mittee quote, gives the two forms of certificates | 
‘The one (that which recites the fact | 
that the judges were sworn) was intended for the | 


together. 


beginning, and the other (that which states the 


result) was intended for the end. The signatures | 
at Mesilla of all the judges and clerks at the end |} 
of the paper, in substance, and even in technical : 
law, suffice to authenticate the whole paper from | 
the beginning tothe end. Such isthe effect given, | 
both In the civil law and the common law, to; 
wills and other papers where a signature appears | 


in any partof the document, under circumsiances 
which importan adoption of the whole document. 
So, while the objection fails as to Mesilla, it ob- 
tains as to Santa Barbara; for, in the latter case, 
even if the judges had signed at the beginning of 
the paper, certifying that they had sworn, it 
would, inits nature, be referable to that prelim- 


inary act, and not the result of the election. But i 


not even this fact appears. 


AT, GLOBE. 
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There are one hundred and 


fact given for me. 
twenty-four oaths establishing this charge, each 


voter swearing that his vote was deposited for 
me. Yet your honorable committee think it more 


probable that these were one hundred and twenty- į 
four deliberate perjuries, than that one or more | 
of the-officers of the election should have com- | 
| mitted the fraud thus established by so many wit- | 


nesses. 


It is true, that the committee suggest another | 
hypothesis to explain away this testimony, with- į 
out imputing perjury to one hundred and twenty- | 


four men. It is, that one hundred and twenty 
four frauds were committed by the friends of the 
contestant, by substituting ballots bearing his 
name for those which the dupes intended to vote. 
I leave these alternatives to the judgment of the 


House, and to the common sense of the country ` 
at large; and, without pursuing the argument : 
further, I submit that it is proven that one hun- || 
dred and twenty-four votes at Chamisal should : 


be deducted from the poll of the contestant, and 
carried over to my account, thus making a differ- 


ence in my favor of two hundred and forty-eight, | 
which, with the vote at Santa Barbara, (fifty,) | 
makes the result two hundred and ninety-eight, ʻ 
being a majority of eight over all that the report | 


claims for the contestant. 
II. But I deny that there is ground for either 
of the two conclusions on which the report rests. 


These are: 


1. That there were Mexican votes cast for me į 


to the number of one hundred and thirty-one. 
2. That the Mesilla election is void. 
These one hundred and thirty-oue voters are 


alleged to have been unqualified, because it is said | 


that they signed a declaration, during the military 


government, of their intention to retain the char- | 


acter of Mexican citizens. 


Without pausing now to inquire into the au- 
thority and legal efficacy of the supposed decla- | 
ration, I deny that it is proven that these persons j 


voted for me, or that they voted at all. 
Upon this point the committce rely upon the 


testimony of Barry, page 20; Giddings, page 22; : 


Vigil, pages 25, 26, 27, and 28. I pray that this 
evidence may be read and considered by every 


member of this House before he votes upon this | 


question. The few pages cited by the committee 


: itself are all that I desire to be read. 


I will here recapitulate some portions of it: 

First. James Barry, pp. 19, 20. He is asked 
to look at the poll-boolks of Rio Arriba county, 
and if you find names of voters who made a decla- 
ration to retain the character of Mexican citizens 
before you, say so.”’ 

Observe the question, and hear the answer. 

He answers: ‘‘ I know a Pepro Truso, who 
lives in the neighborhood of the Pueblo of Abiquin, 
and I know that the same Pedro Trujillo made a 


declaralion to retain the character of a Mexican citi- | 


zen before me.’” 

That is to say, the witness proves that he 
knows a man who lives in a certain village, who 
made a declaration before him (the witness) to 
retain the character of a Mexican citizen; but 


how, by what authority, or under what circum- į 
stances this man made that declaration, he does } 


not state; nor does he pretend that this man is on 


of the voters for the sitting Delegate. So of the few | 


other names mentioned by him, 

l repeat my request to each member of the 
House to read his whole evidence, a copy of 
which (printed pages 19, 20, 21, and 22 of the 
document in this case) is hereto annexed. No 
fair and impartial man will deny that its simple 
results are— 

1. That he speaks of a declaration which he 
does not pretend he had any authority to receive, 
and which, upon his deposition, is to be taker 
as a mere private act, as to which it cannot be 
preten [ 
attached to it. 

9. That the persons so declaring are not pre- 
tended by him to have voted for me, or to have 
votedat all. He knows nothing about their iden- 
tity, or the fact of voung. 

See his cross-examination: 

© First question. Did you sce Pedro Trufilio, Anastasio 


ed that any legal sanction or effect was | 


|| Trujillo, Antonio Trujillo, Juan de Jesus Trujillo, or either 
:| of them, vote on the third day of September last? 
{| “ Answer. } did not. ? 
| _ “€ Second question. Do you know any of the ‘Jast-men= 
tioned four individuals whose names are found in the poll- 
books of precinct No. 5, Rio Arriba county, to be the same 
persons who deciared their intention to retain their rights 
as Mexican citizens? ; 

H newer: I do not know. 

hiri si . 2 si inet- 

eee question. 'The same as to the persons of précinct 
' & Answer. J do not know. 
i “ Fourth question. Do you know of a single individual in 
|| the county of Rio Arriba that voted, and had made the dec= 
|| laration of retaining the character of Mexican citizens 2 
| * Answer. I do not. i 
f 
i 


“ Fifth question. Do you know if all the persons whose 
names appear on this list ‘ Nosotros eligimos retener él 
caracter de ciudadanos Mewicanos,” personally declared 
their intention to retain their character as Mexican citi- 
zens? 

“ Answer. I do not. i 

“ Sixth question. Look at this same list, and say if the 
first seventeen names following that of José Gregorio Libera 
| were signed by each individual respectively ? 

; “answer. | do not know. 
i © Seventh question. Were those seventeen names men- 
tioned written by the same individual ? 

* winswer. It appears so.” 


'| Secondly, Giddings. His testimony is annexéd 
in full, Itis equally inconclusive. On page 23 
he is interrogated as follows: 


t * Tenth question. Did any of the persons whose nameg 
i} you have selected froin the poll-books of the several pre- 
| einets of the county of Santa Fó ever declare to you, or 
ever say before you personally, that they intended to retain 
| their rights and character as Mexican citizens? 
“ Answer. Not that J recollect of: 
Eleventh question. Can you swear that any one of those 
i} persons whose names you selected from the poll-books of 
|| the several precincts of the county of Santa Fé, are the 
i same persons whose names you swore were on the lists 
{| and if so, who are they? ; 
| “Answer. Jesus Ma. Sena y Baca, Luis Alarid, Gaspar 
:| Brito, Nicolas Quintana y Alarid, Miguel Pino, Jesus Ma. 
it Baca, who I firmly believe were the same persons, and a 
good many more, whom I cannot eall forth at this moment, 
although I did not see any one of them vole myself, 

“ Twelfth question. What reason have you to believe that 
they are the same persons ? 
f “ Answer. Because I do not know any other persons of 
the same name in this county. 

“ Whereupon the court adjourned until nine o’clock to - 
morrow morning.” f 


Tere are six persons conjectured to be the same 
who voted for me; and if the conjecture is right, 
still the witness declares that he cannot swear to 
! the fact of the declaration made by them. 

So much for Giddings. 

‘| The only remaining witness is Donaciano Vigil, 
(pp. 25, 26, 27, 28.) His testimony is annexed 
in full, from the printed pages of the document 

‘inthis case. He is asked, in-chicf: 

. First question. Do you know the book marked Exhibit 


f 
| 
| A? 
| «Answer, Yes; I know it. 
|! & Second question. What book is it? fie 4 
| & Answer. Itis the book in which those persons signed 
their names who wished to retain the character of Mexican 
citizens. 
| es Third question. Look at the poll-book of precinct No. 
4, county of Santa Fé, and see if you find any names among 
> : ty 0 yt à g 
| the voters who signed the declaration to retain their char- 
| acter as Mexican citizens, and whose names appear in that 
| book. 
| Answer. I see several names, but I did not see them 
| vote, and therefore Icannot say if they are the same persons’? 
| This book (Exhibit A) is in the possession of 
i| the committee. I pray that it may be carefull 
‘inspected by every member of this House. If 
they will not admit my right to demand that they 
shall do so, then Lask itasa favor. It will be 
seen, evidently, on the most cursory view, that 
whole pages of what purport to be signatures are 
manifestly written by the same hand,  Not.one 
single signature is proven to be genuine. And 
although it is perfectly competent for one man to 
sign for another by his authority, yet such au- 
thority must be proven in orderto bind him; and 
| such proof is totally wanting in this case. 
| But the witness had sense and conscience 
| enough to answer, as, above quoted, “I see ser- 
| erar names, but I did:not see them vote, and 
| therefore I cannot say if they are the same per- 
i 
| 


i 


sons. ”? 

That is the testimony upon which the majority 
of the committee expressly found their report 
that one hundred and thirty-one Mexicans voted 
ii for me. Will this House—will the people of the 
i| country—agree that, upon this evidence, a fair 
H| juryman could concur in a verdict that I have 
`! beceived one hundred and thirty-one illegal votes? 
: Tt seems to me superfluous to inquire into the 
legal efficacy of the supposed declaration by these 
i one hundred and thirty-one alleged voters; for, 
ii first, in point of fact, it is not proven that they 
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‘were voters at all; and, secondly, it is mere con- 
jecture, if they voted at all, that they voted for 
me. But I will detain the House by a few obsér- 
vations upon this point. . 

The cighth article of the treaty of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo expressly declares, that all Mexicans 
«who shall remain in the said territory after the 
‘expiration of one year from the date, &e., with- 
out having deelared their intention to retain the 
character of Mexicans,. shall be considered to 
have :élected: to become citizens of the United 
States.” 

That article, in substance, stipulates for an 
opportunity to be afforded by the Government of 
the United States to the Mexican inhabitants of 
the ceded territory to make their election whether 
to remain under the paternal protection of the 
United States, with the rights of citizenship, or to 
return to their Mexican allegiance. This honor- 
able House is perfectly well aware thatit is firmly 
settled by decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States—never questioned by the political 
departments, and approved by the general sense 
of the profession—that stipulations of this char- 
acter absolutely require an act of Congress to carry 
them into effect. The language of the treaty in 
this respect must be interpreted with reference to 
the common law, or the statute law, in which the 
same terms are used, the subject-matter being one 
of purely municipal regulation. This also is 
firmly settled by the Supreme Court, even with 
regard to the language of the Constitution itself. 
A declaration of intention,’’ as to citizenship, 
has, under our law, an established technical 
meaning. It is not pretended upon this record 
that any such “ declaration” was made by any- 
body, or authorized to be received by anybody. 
Certainly a mere private ‘ declaration,” made by 
aman to his wife, or to his friend, or to his 
encmy, or to any number of friends or enemies, 
or placarded upon a lamp-post, or at the court- 
house or tavern, or published in the newspapers, 
was not such a declaration as was intended by 

. the treaty. It was not intended that this treaty 
stipulation—so important as to questions of inter- 
national claims and obligations—so vital to the case 
of treason—of such ramified practical consequences 
—should be left to the voluntary interference of 
any officer of the Army, high or low; or any 
executive officer, civil or military, high or low; 
or any territorial authority, or any State gov- 
ernment. It was a national subject—part and 
parcel of a treaty, which is the ‘ supreme law of 
theland;’’ and there was no power or authority to 
carry it into effect, except in Congress alone, to 
whom it belongs, exclusively, to pass the neces- 
sary laws to execute the stipulations of a treaty. 

> Any other doctrine would, in tending to the deci- 
sion of this case, comparatively unimportant, 
commit all who shall officially concur in it, toa 
principle which must transfer from Congress to 
the Executive the duty and the power, by a mere 
imperial rescript, to proclaim and enforce every 
municipal law and regulation which may be 
necessary to give effect to international compacts. 
No school of statesmen or politicians will indorse 
such adoctrine. Nay, more: it will go the length 
of putting this tremendous power in the hands of 
any subaltern who may be in command of the 
military in any similar case, without any direc- 
tion or authority, ad hoc, from the President of | 
the United States; thus erecting a sort of preto- 
rian power, odious to every friend of popular 
rights. , 

Butit is not even proven in this record that the 
military commander of New Mexico did in fact 
assume upon himself any such unwarranted power 
as is attributed to him in the argument for the con- 
testant. Jf that commander were on his trial be- | 
fore a court-martial for such usurpation, it will: 
not be pretended that this record contains any 
proof to establish the fact of his interference colore | 
officii. Shall it, then, suffice to disfranchise a 
number of citizens, and to annul an election by 
the people? The whole testimony, as to the pre- 
tended ‘declaration of intention,” amounts to no 
more than mere hearsay as to a plainly illegal and | 
unauthorized actofa military officer. The proc- 
lamation inserted in the report is no part of the 
evidence in the case, and the case is to be decided 
upon the evidence. 

But, waiving this point, and conceding that the 
i proclamation may be taken as proven, will not | 
every man see at once that the supposed proof of |j 


one hundred and thirty-one votes of this charac- 
ter given to me, leaves the question between me 
and my opponent upon this point without any 
satisfactory solution? No proof whatever was 
taken by me upon this point, because, by the de- 
cision of the supreme court of the Territory, over- 
ruling a previous decision, it had been held that 
even those who actually signed that. declaration, 
unauthorized as it was, were not thereby disfran- 
chised; and from that time, as is perfectly well 
known to my opponent, (and I challenge him to deny 
the fact,) such persons sat on juries, held offices, 
judicial and legislative, and were universally ad- 
mitted to have been, by the mere act of cession, 
transferred to the United States in allegiance, and 
might be tried and executed for treason if they 
violated that allegiance by a sufficient overt act. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I have been requested by 
the sitting Delegate to present, right at this point, 
a letter from the Secretary of the Territory of 
New Mexico. It has been received since that 
paper was filed. 

Mr. CARLILE. I ask the gentleman from 
Georgia whether this letter was ever before the 
Committee of Elections ? 

Mr. STEPHENS. Not that] am aware of. 

Mr. CARLILE. ThenI hope the House will 
understand that this is ex parte testimony. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Of course it is. I stated 
that the letter had only recently been received. 

Mr. LETCHER. It strikes me that the gen- 
tleman has the right to have it read as a part of 
his ‘argument, even it has not been before the 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. It is not a part of the paper 
presented to the House, and the Chair thinks the 
gentleman from Virginia has the right to object 
to its being read. The Chair will submit the 
question to the House. 

Mr. LETCHER. The sitting Delegate has 
the right to enlarge his testimony. 

Mr. CARLILE. I did not object to the read- 
ing of the paper. I only called the attention of 
the House to the fact that it was an ex parte 
Statement. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

WASHINGTON, June 8, 1856. 

My pear Sir: At the request of your attorney, Mr. Car- 
life, it affords me pleasure to communicate some informa- 
tion touching your contested-election case. Iam informed 
that the main reason of the committee of the House re- 
porting in favor of Mr. Otero, was because of the rejection 
of votes cast for you by men alleged-to have been citizens 
of the Republic of Mexico, which decision was based upon 
the decision of the supreme court of New Mexico, in the 
case of Quintana. At this time this decision is not consid- 
ered da in our Territory, and in effect has been over- 
ruled. 

At the spring terms of our courts in 1854, I was dis- 
charging the duties of Attorney General, when it became 
my duty to conduct the criminal business of the Territory. 
At that time there were near forty indictments pending 
before the United States district court, founded wholly upon 
this alleged election of a portion of our people to retain the 
rights of Mexican citizens. Many, whose names were 
found in the books, voted at the eicetion the previous Sep- 
tember, and were not indicted for illegal voting and per- 
jury. In the prosecution of the first case called, t offered 
the book in evidence, in proof of their having been Mexi- 
can citizens at the time of voting; which offer was, upon 
objection, overruled, and the books declared not legal evi- 


į dence. This decision of Chief Justice Deavenport has been 
acquiesced in to this time—no appeal having been taken; | 


and the class of persons to whom it applied have since been 
considered citizens of the United States. Mr. Pino, whose 
name was found among the alleged signers to retain the 
rights of Mexican citizens, was subsequently elected a 
member of the House of Representatives, and is now hold- } 
ing the responsible office of probate judge of Santa Fé 
county. Mr. Quintana now is, and has been for years, 
justice of the peace ; and his judicial acts are duly acqui- 
esced in by those who heretofore alleged that he was not a 
citizen of the United States. The former decision of the 
supreme court has fallen a dead letter; and the opinion of 
Chief Justice Deavenport is considered the law of the land. | 
Men whose names are found in these books are yearly 
elected and commissioned to office, and no objection is | 
imade to them. 

{ understand that Mr. Otero declares that he did not 
know that in the count of the votes of Bernalillo county 
one hundred votes were thrown out, there having been an 
overcount for him ofthat number. In this hcis mistaken. 
He and myself counted the returns in my office, when I ex- 
plained to him the error, and he said he was satisfied the 
probate judge was wrong, and appeared content with the 
as I made it. If you desire further information, | 
ase address me at Davisville, Pennsyivania. 

Yours truly, W. W. H. DAVIS, 

Secretary of the Territory of New Mexico. 
Hon. Jose Maxust GALLEGOS, 
Delegate from New Mexico, 
State of Pennsylvania, county of Bucks, ss: 
Personally appeared before me, a justice of the peace in 


; and for the county of Bucks, and State of Pennsylvania, 


W. W. H. Davis, who, being duly sworn according to law, 


deposes and says that the within is a true copy of an ori- 
ginal letter addressed by him to the Hon. José Manuc! Galle- 
gos, and that the facts therein set forth are true to the Dest 
of his knowledge and belief. W. W. H. DAVIS. 


Sworn and subscribed before me this 4th day of July, A. 
D. 1856. JAMES M. BOILEAR, J. P. 

The Clerk then resumed and concluded the 
reading of the argument, as follows: __ 

But my opponent thought the question open, 
and took his proof, and he only pretends to have 
proven one hundred and thirty-one such voters 
for me. For whom, then, did allthe rest vote? One 
of his own witnesses says that eleven hundred 
persons, ina single county, signed such declara- 
tion. For whom did they vote ? 

I conclude this point by submitting to the 
House— . : 

1. That the alleged declaration was a nullity. 

9. That, if it be not, yet it is not proven that 
these persons voted. 

3. That, if they voted, itis not proven that they 
voted for me. 

4. That the fair presumption is that many 
more such persons voted for the contestant. 

This disposes of the one hundred and thirty- 
one votes deducted by the committee. 

It remains for me to say a few words about the 
supposed nullity of the lecion at Mesilla. 

PShall not repcat what I have argued as to the 
allegation that the judges were not sworn. I 
proceed to the other objections. 

1. “ That the seerecy of the ballot was violated by the 
act of the judge in crying out the votes, in the presence of 
the voters, as they handed in their tickets.” 

This judge, whose arbitrary act it was to cry 
out the ballots, was Mr. Trujillo, the partisan of 
the contestant. (See testimony, page 56.) It 
was another of his tricks to defeatme. The elec- 
lion was an election by ballot, as the law required, 
The voters prepared and deposited their ballots folded 
up. They were “ opened,” and ‘cried out” by 
him of his own motion. (See the evidence, page 
56. 

re the people to be deprived of their suffrage 
by the act of the judge, over which they had no 
control, unless they had seized him by the throat 
and gagged him in his chair? Let this principle 
be once sanctioned by the House, and it will be 
easy enough hereafter to manage an election, if 
there be only a suficient want of principle to carry 
the theory into practice. 

The casc of Easton and Scott, cited by the com: 
mittee, is no authority for any such principle. 
There the election was held viva voce. The people 
voted viva voce. Here the election was held by bal- 
lot; the people voted by ballot; and when they had 
so voted, one of the minority took it upon himself 
to proclaim openly what they had done secretly. 

2. “That a bystander was allowed,to take the 
tickets as handed in by the voters,” &c. 

The answer to this is furnished by the com- 
mittee themselves, at page eleven, where they 
quote the evidence of the same Trujillo, who 
alone proves the fact, and who says this by- 
stander only wrote on “some tickets” the name of 
the voter, and his number, ** to expedite the election.” 
It is not pretended that any fraud was committed, 
which would have been difficult, while Sefior 
Trujillo himself was ‘crying out” the tickets, 
and looking to the interests of the contestant. 

3. “ That the poll-books, as furnished by the 
judge of probate, according to law, were re- 
jected by the judges, and others, on loose sheets 
ot paper substituted and used.” 

or this objection, also, the committee them- 
selves furnish the answer, (report, pp. 10, 11; 
printed testimony, p. 55.) 


Deposition of Bartolo Madrid. 

‘ Answer. I was one of the clerks of said election. The 
poll-books sent by the probate judge, and brought by the 
sheriff, were not used in the election, because all of the col- 
umns were occupied by the names of the candidates written in 
them. This was noticed by myself and others in the office of 
Reyes Escontreas ; and, as we did not then know for whom 
the people wished to vote, and as the columns were all filled 
with names of candidates already, we did not use them, but 
they were sent back by Trujillo, as presiding judge of the elec- 
tion. On the day of the election, Trujillo presented two other 
poll-books, with half of the columns occupied with the names 
of the party of Trujillo ; the other half of the columns were 
left blank, for the names of the candidates of the other 
party.” 

Here is the contestant’s own witness proving 
and explaining the fact; and here is his own par- 
tisan, Trujillo, the author of the fact. The reason 
which he gives for the fact isa better one than 
can be alleged for Mr. Trujillo’s other acts m 
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evidence. In truth it is perfectly satisfactory. 
Further on, he says, (which is not quoted by the 
committec,) ‘I do not know whether they (the 
books) were modified or corrected by the judge of pro- 
bate or not.” But surely the right of suffrage 
doeg not depend upon facts like these. 

The provision, that the books be furnished by 
the judge of probate, is simply directory, and not 
at all important to the validity of the election. 
Suppose those books to bedestroyed or mutilated 
by accident or design on the eve of the election: 
will it be pretended that the election is thereby 
forestalled and defeated? As to these books the 
committee quote a part of the evidence of Camp- 
bell to support their allegation, that only loose 
sleets of paper were used. I beg the House to 
read the whole of his evidence. Itis true that 
he says, (at p. 40,) “ Two sheets of one of the books 

ere returned to me with the oath and certificate not 
signed.” “© The remainder of the books, (he says,) I 
do not know what became of them.” And yet on 
his reéxamination (at p. 67) he is asked, “ How 
miany, if any, poll-books were returned. to you?” 
And he answers, “I received one of their own 
making out, and part of one of the books I had sent. a 
And again, upon another examination (p. 41) he. 
is asked, ‘ What did you do with the POLL-B00KS 
and tickets of Mesitla?”? And he answers, ‘I 
sent the poLL-Booxs to the Secretary of the Terri- 
tory.” That is, two poll-books, independently 
of the two loose sheets, which he retained of the 
unused books. 

It is upon this evidence that- the committee 
report that ‘loose sheets of paper” only were 
used. I submit to their candor that the fact is other- 
wise. Can anybody, not of the majority of the 
committee, find any justification for their conclu- 
gion in this evidence? They say no books, but 
only loose sheets, were used. The witness, in his 
original and strongest statement against me, says, 
s Two sheels of ONE OF THE BOOKS were returned 
to me,” &c. Again, he says he received one 
whole book, and part of another. And, finally, 
he says he sent tue nooxs to the Secretary of 
the Territory, and in this he is confirmed by the 
action of the Governor and Secretary in counting 
the return. 

Finally. The committee allege, as their crown- 

ing objection to the poll at Mesilla, that one hun- 
dred and ninety-two ballots were found in the 
box not numbered or registered, and it is alleged 
that one of the judges connived at and assisted in 
this fraud. 
- ` The judge here referred to is the same Truj illo, 
the partisan of the contestant. The one hundred 
and ninety-two ballots were fraudulent ballots 
for the contestant, admitted to be so; not re- 
corded on the poll-books; not counted in the re- 
turns; not claimed by the contestant now. The 
story of this stupid and abortive attempt at fraud 
upon me and my constituents is thus told by a 
witness, at page 51: 

s4nswer. On the night of the election I was woke up 
where I was sleeping, in my house, by Santiago Trujillo 
knocking upon my door. Tasked, ‘Who is there P Trujillo 
answered, ‘Itis 1; open the door, and light a eandle.? I 
opened the door, and Jit the candle. Trujille. said, ¢ Let us 
take these boxes, and go to Domingo Cubero’s.’ We took 
the boxes, and carried them to Domingo Cubero’s. Trujillo 
then said to Cubero, ‘Hand out those tickets.’ Cubero 
then asked Trujillo what he wanted of them 5 and ‘Trujillo 
said, “I want them to put into these boxes? Cubero then 
asked Trujillo why he wanted to put the tickets into the 
poxes? Trujillo replied, ‘that he had been instructed by 


‘Don Rafael Armijo, not only to put these into the boxes, 


‘but five hundred or a thousand, and he would be responsi- 
ple forit? Then Cubero consented, and said, ‘Then we 
will put them in, if Armijo is responsible,” Cubero then 
put names upon the tickets, and a peon of his gave him the 
names of persons in El Pajo Elizarie, and places below, 
and Trujillo doubled up the tickets. After about eighty 
tickets had been prepared, I got up to leave ? At this point 
Trujillo had doubled and put into the box about eighty tick- 
ets. They then insisted that I should stay and help to 
double the tickets. I did stay until one hundred and eighty 
tickets, with names written upon them by Domingo Cubero, 
‘were put into the box. After these tickets were put into 
the box, Trujillo pulled out of his pocket a bunch of tickets, 
but I do not know how many there were—TI suppose ten or 
fifteen, but not twenty—and put them into the box. Cubero 
‘asked Trujillo if these tickets were prepared with names 
apon'them? Trujillo said, ‘Yes.’ Cubero did not write 
‘any names upon these. Trujillo and myself then left the 
house, and the boxes remained at the house of Cubero.”? 


:: When this witness was about to be examined, 
the contestant’s counsel interposed to prevent the 
disclosure. Here is an extract from pages 50 


and 51: 


On this 6th day cof December, the examination was 
Parties pres- 


«t Manuel Candelaria, upon being first duly sworn to tes- 
tify the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
upon his oath says, in answer to questions to him put on 
the part of Gallegos: 

“By S, M. Baird, attorney for Gallegos : 

c First question. Do you know anything about any fraud- 
ulent tickets having been fraudulently put in the ballot-box 
of the precinct of La Mesilla after the close of the general 
election, on the 3d of September last? and if so, state all 
you know about it. 

[** Manuel Candelaria being sworn as a witness, the at- 
torney for Otero moved the examining judge to instruct said 
witness that he was not bound to answer the first question, 
orany question, if the answer would tend to criminate him- 
self, or render him infamous, or produce disgrace to himself, 
for his participation in said supposed fraud. 

“JOHN S. WATTS, 
& Attorney for Miguel A. Otero. 


& As the examining magistrate does not know of any law 
of this Territory that the answer of the question would 
render the witness liable to indictment on a criminal charge 3 
and as none has been pointed out by Judge Watts, attorney 
as aforesaid ; and as instruction upon the point requested 
may embarrass the mind of the witness, he being a Mexican, 
not understanding English ; and as I do not hold that he 
has a right to protect himself upon the ground of disgrace, 
at this stage of the examination, [refuse to give the in- 
structions. KIRBY BENEDICT, 

“ Associate Justice, §'c.” 

Is any one so blind as not to understand this? 
And yet this is one of the grounds upon which 
the majority of the committee would deprive me 
an@ my constituents of the vote at Mesilla. 

If anything could increase the natural surprise 
which such a conclusion must everywhere create, 
it is the fact that, on the face of the evidence, this 
attempted fraud was after the close of the election, 
and it utterly failed of its purpose. How, then, 
in any view of it, can it affect the validity or 
purity of the election itsclf? This would be to 
subject a perfectly fair and regular election, which 
has closed and ended, to the. chances that some 
stupid and futile attempt, By friends of the de- 
feated candidate, may be made to adulterate it by 
matter ex post fucto; and to declare that such an 
attempt shall suffice to defeat the people of their suf- 
frages. This is simply absurd in reason, and 
monstrous in practical effect. I beg the House 
to examine this question of the nullity of the 
election at Mesilla; for if the question of the 
alleged Mexican votes should be doubtful, or 
even clearly against me, the majority at this poll 
of Mesilla, (258,) with the vote at Santa Barbara 
(counted for the contestant) now deducted, (50,) 
will still leave my majority 18 votes, thus: 


The returned total majority. essessese. 99 
Reject the alleged Mexican votes. eeressere 131 


32 


eee 


Leaves the contestant’s majority.......+++. 
But give me the deduction at Santa Barbara 
of alleged votes counted for him.....+... 50 


And my majority iSseesseeserserseesreeeee 18 


Now I confidently appeal to you, sir, and to 
this House, to admit that the grounds upon which 
the vote of this precinct has been rejected by the 
committee are not well founded in Jaw or fact, 
and that this rejection is to give a premium to fraud; 
for I have referred to the evidence, which demon- 
strates that the frauds were all on the side of the 
contestant, and that they were only perpetrated 
after the election had closed. It would also subject 
the right of suffrage to be defeated by the mere 
unauthorized acts of thejudges; since it is clearly 
proven that the opening and crying of the ballots 
was the act of one of them,a partisan of the can- 
didate well known to have the minority at that 
precinct. 

It would be to sacrifice matter of substance to 
mere matter of form, since in fact it is not pre- 
tended that the judges were not sworn; but the 
whole allegation in this respect resis upon the 
fact that the judges did not sign at the head of 
the polls as wel 
tures embracing 

aper, d 

Add to this majority of... ssesssseeen 18 

Thealleged Mexican votes, (not proven) 131 


the verification of the whole 


And my majority is... ...seeeeeeee H49 


Instead Ofroneresskserireiir enasi 99 
To which I add the Santa Barbara. 50 
Making. .ccesscecessceececeeeeers — 149 


Besides all this, there are divers other pre- 
cincts counted for the contestant, which, by the 
same law which is relied on to reject Mesilla, 


as at the foot, the latter signa- | 


(for non-conformity ‘with the directions of. the 
eleventh section quoted by the committee,) ought 
tobe rejected. In this respect there are defective 
returns on both sides; but the greater amountiof. 
such were votes for the contestant. ‘Ehus, be- 
sides Santa Barbara, where only a single clerk, 
and no judge, certified. ........000% 50 votes, 
There is Griegos y Candalerios Waste He as 
only one clerk ‘signed, (page 223) 209 ..:ff >° 
And Alameda, only two judges sign- ~ poe 
ing, (page WW) ove croveceveverses BWA | KO 
And Gertrudez, where three persons 
sign as clerks, instead of two, LE 
(page 198). .sesóuerueseceedose so HG: 0 


Making illegal returns of majorities Ba 
for the contestant..o.scseccaservees OTB: E 


Whileall irregularities and want.of conformity 
in the returns of majorities in my favor:amount 
to four hundred and seventy five votes:only, 
tested by the same rule—making a diferencë in 
my favor of one hundred and three votes on this 
point. pi 
But I rest my right mainly upon the. ground 
that the evidence does not warrant the commit: 
tee in their two conclusions, or either of them, 
whereby they attempt to neutralize my returned. 
majority of ninety-nine votes. I trust I have 
shown, by the record, that this majority stands 
unimpeached. Lest, however, there be a differ- 
ence of opinion on these points, I have now laid 
before the House the data which. must, I confi- 
dently believe, lead them to the conclusion that, 
in any view of the evidence and the law, my right 
to represent the people of New Mexico. here can- 
not be successfully resisted. Paiga 

Mr. SMITH, of Alabama. I do not desire:tọ 
make a speech in this case, unless it should: be- 
come necessary to make some explanations.: The 
contestant, however, wishes to address the House 
in his own defense. I move that he be allowed 
to speak. 

he motion was agreed to by general consent. 

Mr. OTERO (the contestant) said: Mr, Speaker, 
it was not my expectation or desire to trouble the 
House with any arguments of my own, upon the 
contest which is now to be decided. I should have 
been content to rest my claims upon the testi- 
mony in the case, and the conclusive report of the 
Committee of Elections, submitting to the judg- 
ment of the honorable members of the House, 
without myself attempting to aid their investiga- 
tions. 

But the paper submitted by the sitting Dele- 
gate on the 23d ultimo, and printed by order of 
the House, demands a reply at my hands. Jus- 
tice to the people of New Mexico, as well as. to 
myself, requires that I should notice the spirit 
in which that document is conceived, and correct 
some of the statements which have been most 
imprudently ventured in it, 

The sitting Delegate commences his appeal by 
declaring his “ position here extraordinary and 
anomalous.” What makes it so? What but 
his own neglect to qualify himself for the high 
and honorable position which he aspires to fill? 
Last summer, during the canvass, he assured the 
people of New Mexico that he had mastered the 
English language; and doubtless this assurance 
was influential in giving him the vote upon 


which he now claims a seat on this floor. 


In making that statement at home, he yir- 
tually acknowledged the force of that obligation 
which his “ extraordinary and anomalous posi- 
tion here”? convicts him of having disregarded. 
Nay, more. He even makes it a merit that he 
is not acquainted with the language in which your 

roceedings are conducted. Heseeks to identify 
himself with the people of New Mexico, and to 
excite sympathy for them through his own inca- 
pacity. He says: 


«“ They have chosen me as their representative, and Tam 
not ashamed of whatever is common to them and to me. 
As F am their true representative under the laws, so I claim 
to be their trae type in all that has been the subject of sar- 
easm and ridicule in the debates which have followed the 
report of the Committee of Elections, and I receive it all, as 
the representative of my people. It is flung at them, and 
at every one of them, as much as it is at me.”? 


I was not aware that any such sarcasm or ridi- 
cule had been flung at the sitting Delegate; but I 
am atleast certain that no such indignity has been 
offered to the people of New Mexico; and I pro- 
test against the assumption that the personal 
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deficiencies or errors of: that gentleman.are to be 
imputed by representation to. the: people of; our. 
‘Territory. | protest, also,that he is debarred from. 
claiming sympathy or tolerance on the ground of 
his not speaking English, because. he professed, 
at-the recent election, to be capable.of. represent- 
ing the people here by his acquaintance with your 
iansungs. 1. defend: my peoplé, and- every portion 
of them; from the implied charge of having know- 
ingly sent a representative who; would, boast. of 
his incapacity, and claim his seat ‘upon the very 
ground of being unable. to. fill it. i 

Had I been inthe situation of the honorable 
gentleman in. the last. Congress, I would. have 
considered.it a primary duty to my constituents, 
and a matter of due ‘respect. to your honorable 
body, to have first sought. one of your grammar 
schools and learned your language, before under- 
taking to represent my people in the American 
Congress. I say not this ina boastful spirit, nor 
because I, in company with other young men of 
that Territory, have availed myself of advan- 
tages which others have not sought to employ. 
But I say it, in order that the people of New 
Mexico, and yourselves, the Representatives of 
the States, may know in how different a light I 
view the duties of my position, from that which 
seems to strike the mind of the sitting Delegate. 
I will. venture to say further, that if any act or 
proposition of mine, offered in my representative 
capacity, had called forth the jests and sneers of 
any honorable member of this body, I should 
have taken the indignity wholly to myself, and 
should never have sought to share it with my 
constituents. Atleast, I should have deemed ıt 
my duty to defend them from so unjust an effort 
of ridicule, and I should have felt it as the 
greatest possible misfortune not to be able.to 
raise my voice in repelling the insult. I leave the 
honorable gentleman to justify himself before the 
people of New Mexico when he informs them 
that they have been treated with contempt here, | 
and he has not risen in this honorable body to 
defend them. Perhaps he will reply, ‘that the 
making of speeches is not the chief or the vital į 
function of a Delegate;’’ that ‘the office and duty 
of the Delegate is not to participate in general 
debates upon this floor, but to be the true agent 
of his people, acquainted with their condition 
and their wants, and faithful and industrious in 
making them known’? Admitting these quali- | 
fications to be the proper ones for a Delegate, 
and, that the possession of them might relieve 
him from the necessity of defending his constit- 
vents when assailed, he might still dread the appli- | 
cation of his own standard, as the measure of his | 
own efficiency and success. 

The sitting Delegate appeals to your magna- 
nimity in favor of the people of New Mexico. 
When, sir, in the history of the race of which he 
claims to be a type, did Castilian blood ever con- 
goal in the presence of power, and so far degrade | 
self as to seek to crawl into favor? I claim for 
New Mexico, not your magnanimity, but your 
fraternal justice. If she has no rights, she seeks 
not to be your pensioner. And if your favor is 
only to be obtained at the sacrifice of dignity and 
equality, she will disdain to purchase it at such 
a price. She would indeed be poor as the recip- 
jent of your richest favors, if conferred as a boon; 
and rich indeed in all her poverty, so long as she 
maintains her self-respect and independence, 
These shall never be surrendered, through my 
agency, so help me God! 

Iam not at all surprised that the honorable | 
gentleman has sought to cast a reproach upon 
the young men of that country, who have been 
educated in the United States. For many years į 
past there have been two parties in that Territory | 
—one calling itselfthe Mexican party, and indulg- | 
ing great hostility against the institutions of these | 
States; the other denominated „the American j 
party, and looking to annexation as the only se- 
curity from the perpetual discords and civil wars | 
of Mexico. These divisions commenced before || 
the late war between the two countries, and con- || 
tinue. to the present day as the fundamental dis- 
tinction between existing parties. I confess I 
have been always attached to the institutions of 
this country, and to have been taught from child- 
hood to look to this quarter for the political re- ; 
generation of my people. . Though a native of | 


am happy to entertain the thought that Tam the 
first native citizen of that acquired Tertitory who 
has come to the Congress of our adopted father- 
land, and address it in the language of- its laws 
and its. Constitution. And Iam proud to know 
that my own people at. home do not consider mé 
the. less qualified, on that account, to represent, 
them in this body, whatever may. be the opinion. 
of the sitting Delegate. © 7 0 0 7 

As to the grave charge of being a young man, 
Lhave only to reply in the words of the younger, 
Pitt: 

«“ The atrocious crime of being a young man, which the 
honorable gentleman has with such spirit and decency 
charged.upon.me, {shall neither attempt to palliate nor deny, 
but content myself with wishing that | may be one of those 
whose follies may cease with their youth, and not of that 
number who are ignorant in spite of experience. 

«Whether youth can be imputed toany man as a reproach, 
I will not assume the province of determining: but surely 
age may become justly contemptible, if the opportunities 
which it brings have passed away without improvement, 
and vice appears to prevail when the passions have sub- 
sided. The wretch who, after having seen the consequence 
of a thousand errors, continues still to blunder, and whose 
age. has only added obstinacy to stupidity, is surely the ob- 
ject of either abhorrence or contempt, and deserves not 
that his gray head or scanty locks should secure him from 
insult. Much more is he to be abhorred who, as he has 
advanced in age, has receded from virtue, and become 
more wicked with lesz temptation; who prostitutes him- 
self for money and spends the remains of his life in®the 
ruin of his country.” 

But youth is not my only crime. I have been 
accused.of aspiring to represent a people whose 
wants and condition I do not understand. Sir, 
this is ridiculous in the extreme, and I mention it 
that it may be despised. “I may,’’ quoting the 
same authority, ‘ have some ambition; yet, to 
please this gentleman, I shall not lay myself un- 
der any restraint, nor very solicitously copy his 
mien, however matured by age or modeled by 
experience.” But, sir, if any man, by charging 
me with aspiring to represent a people whose 
condition and wants I do not understand, imply 
that I am a demagogue, I shall treat him as a 
calumniator, a villain, and a libeler; ‘‘nor shall 
any protection shelter him from the treatment 
which he deserves, nor shall anything but age 
restrain my resentment; age, which always 
brings one privilege—that of being insolent and 
supercilious without punishment.” 

here is one topic, Mr. Speaker, which ought 
not to have been introduced here at this time, 
and which I should not have noticed at all but 
for the attack of the sitting Delegate upon the 
Catholic Bishop of New Mexico. Ihave asserted 
in my notice, and it is perfectly notorious in the 
Territory, that the corrupt priests did exert the 
influence of the Church to secure the election of 
my competitor. This fact cannot be denied by 
any honest man who is acquainted with the facts. 
Bat I utterly deny that the bishop was guilty of 
any interference whatever, unless that could be 
called an interference which sought merely to 
restrain the priesthood from the scandal of an 
active and zealous participation in the canvass. 
I myself carried to the bishop a petition signed 
by several influential and respectable citizens of 
the sitting Delegate’s native county, requesting 
that the priests who were actively interfering in 
the election might be forbidden to use the power 
of the Church for so corrupt a purpose. Not 
without hesitation and reluctance, the bishop 
wrote a mild letter to padre Ortiz, of San Juan, 
which letter Ialso carried to said prelate, advising 
him to abstain from taking an active part in the 
contest. The hypocritical padre, while profess- 
ing obedience to the wish of his superior, utterly 
disregarded the instruction given. He was a 
zealous partisan of the sitting Delegate, and made 
use of all the influence of his position to aid him 
in the election. 

But I feel itto be my duty to go further, and 
to defend the bishop from the charges unjustly 
made or insinuated against him. I believe him 
to be eminently worthy of respect for his piety, 


| Intelligence, and public spirit, and I should feel 


myself culpably negligent not to vindicate his 
reputation here. The sitting Delegate says: 


* A clergyman of that church, [ found myself, previous 
to my first election to’ this ‘body, deprived of my livirg, in 
common with all the other native clerzy of New Mexico, 
<cepting four only, by the new French bishop, to make 
way for imported Frenci priests of his own selection. The 
attempt to vindicate our rights only served to secure the 
whole weight of ecclesiastical influence against us, one and 
all. 


ND 7 $ p > 3 
New Mexico, and of unmixed Spanish descent, į 
I received my education in this country; and I ii 


Now, what is the truth in reference to this 


1 


matter?. Itis no part of my purpose, as it cer- 
tainly would.be unbecoming in; me, to make any 
allusion to the private character of the sitting 
Delegate. I do not, wish to be so understood. 
But the occasion requires me to say that, at the 
time of the acquisition of New Mexico by ‚this. 
country, when the new bishop was sent out, he 
found the Church sunk into the most deplorable 
condition of immorality. The priests themselves, 
were notoriously addicted to. the grossest vices. 
They. were, in many instances, the disgrace of 
every. gambling-house and drinking saloon, and 
the open frequenters of the brothels. In a word, 
they personified. vice in all its hideous and revolt- 
ing aspects. The good. bishop, seeing how the 
holy office had been prostituted and the Church 
disgraced, proceeded at once to remove the delin- 

uent priests,and substituted others in their stead. 

his is what the bishop has done: ‘this is the 
head and front of his offending.” 

But he has gone still further, and done what was 
never before so effectually done, since the days of 
the pious padres who first settled the Territory. 
He has established schools upon a good founda- 
tion, and has begun the education of the young, 
both male and female. It, is not surprising that 
the corrupt and degraded priests, who were for- 
merly the worst enemies of the people, imposing 
upon their credulity and cultivating their. preju- 
dices, as the means of. attaining their wicked 
ascendency, should find fault with the measures 
of reform adopted by the new dignitary. Butin 
spite of their complaints, all good men will ap- 
prove the change which deprives them of power 
and position, so much abused and perverted, by 
their vices. Thus much I felt it tobe my duty to 
say, in vindication of a pure and good man, who 
has faithfully served the best interests of his 
Church, and has labored for the good of the peo- 
ple over whom he has been pact. I know the 
responsibility under which I speak: I vouch for 
the general accuracy of the facts stated. 

Mr. Speaker, I should never have felt author- 
ized to allude to any of these subjects but for the 
singular production which the sitting Delegate 
has caused to be laid upon your tables. I could 
not avoid this brief reply, and the necessity 
which occasioned it must be my sole apology. 
I proceed, then, with your kind indulgence, to 
notice, with equal brevity, the arguments by 
which the sitting Delegate attempts to combat the 
positions taken in the report of the honorable 
Committce of Elections. Tn this particular I feel 
that my task is a light one; because the com- 
mittee has so clearly and satisfactorily stated the 
case, that there is little occasion for additional 
argument, even in reply to the labored document 
presented by the sitting Delegate. 

The first position assumed in that documentis, 
that the returns from the precinct of Santa Bar- 
bara are informal, and ought not to be counted. 
After quoting the return, as purporting to be 
given on page 218 of the printed testimony, the 
sitting Delegate says: 

“ Let me ask. sir, by what authority, and upon what prin- 
ciples of law or logic, your committee have cut this eleventh 
section in two, aud hold to the one half while they reject 
the other? How do they give efficacy to their argument, 
that the whole vote of Mesilla is to be rejected because the 
return did not show (as they say) that the judges were 
sworn, (which it only need show by virtue of the first half 
of this section,) and yet refuse to reject this majority of 
fifty votes at Santa Barbara, when the return is utterly in- 
sisficient, according to the latter half of the same eleventh 
section, which requires it to be signed by three judges and 
two clerks, while it is not signed by either of the judges and 
but by a single clerk? If,in the one case, the absence of 


the due return is sufficient prima facie to annul the election, 
why is it not in the other case??? &c. 


The reply to this reasoning is simple and ob- 
vious, and is to be found in the law of New Mex- 
ico, which makes the probate judge the true re- 
turning officer of the election. The poll-books and 
the bailot-boxes are both required to be sent to 


i him; and it is his duty publicly, after due notice, 


to count the votes, and return an abstract to the 
Secretary of State. Any citizen is authorized to 
question any vote; a public trial and investigation 
is held; and the true state of the polls is determ- 
ined by the probate judge. His abstract is the 
only legal return upon which the Governor and 
Secretary of State can act. The law is to be 
found quoted on the 7th page of the reportof the 
committee. A reference to it will leave no shadow 
of doabt as to the correctness of the principle 
here stated. 
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Now, it-so happens. that in the whole. book. of 
testimony, of nearly three hundred ‘pages, there 
is not a single return from the judges of-election 
which is formal and legal; for not one. of, them 
contains the indispensable. certificate that the 
judges were sworn. What.is to beinferred from 
this fact? That all these returns were. in fact 
illegal and, void? By. no.means, On the contrary 
itisto, be inferred that. the probate. judges. had. 
evidence before them. of the regularity. and legal- 
ity of the election,.and that their abstracts formed, 
the basis of- the estimate made by the Governor. 
and Secretary. The election law requires, one 
copy of the poll-books to be sent to ihe Sserelaty, 
and one to, the probate judge. The certificates 
sent to the Secretary may not be legal and formal; 
but it does not. follow. that, in the public exami- 
nations of the votes by. the probate. judge, that 
officer has not had complete evidence, of the val- 
idity of the election. His return is. conclusive 
upon that point in the absence of proof to the 
contrary. The difference between the two cases, 
of the. Santa Barbara and Mesilla precincts, is. 
this: In the former case, the probate judge ap- 

roved the returns of the judges of election; while 
in the latter case, that officer disapproved: and 
annulled them. In the case of Santa Barbara 
there was no contest; there was no question made, 
and there is no proof of any irregularity or ille- 

ality. But in the case of Mesilla, there was a 
public challenge alleging the illegality of the vote. 


_ The second point made by the sitting Delegate 
is, as to the votes at the precinct of Chamisal. 
It is not necessary for me to danything to what 
the committee has said upon this part of-the case. 
_ he. mode of voting in New Mexico renders it 
impossible that the statements made can be true; 
and the most important principle of public policy 
forbids. that voters, shall be allowed to testify 
against the ballots which they have deposited. in. 
the boxes. They have failed to prove. that the 
ballots or tickets. were fraudulently changed, and 
no other proof is admissible. iia: 

, But I wish to, correct an, error into which the 
sitting. Delegate has fallen, even supposing, his 
testimony to be admissible. He. forgets that he, 
wag allowed eighteen votes. at Chamisal, which. 
must.be presumed, to be among those which he. 
attempts. to prove. This will leave. only. one 
hundred and six to be deducted from, my vote 
and added to his; making a difference.of oily two 
hundred and twelve, instead of two hundred and 
forty-eight, as he claims. Thus, upon his own 
calculation, I would still have a majority of thirty. 
votes; although I deny that he is entitled to any 
of the votes upon the grounds stated. 

‘The third objection of the sitting Delegate has 
reference to the Mexican votes which were 
counted against me in the counties of Santa Fé 
and Rio Arriba. His special pleading upon this 
point is of the most technical character. Because 
the witnesses did. not see the voters cast their 


as well as the returns, and. there was. a. judicial 
decision in conformity with the allegation. The 
proof to sustain this decison is ample and con- 
clusive. j 

 Qne of the chief complaints I make against the 
Secretary and Governor is their arbitrary refusal 
to take the abstracts of. the judges of probate as. 
the basis of their. estimate. If they. had done 
this, as.the law requires them to do, you would 
not have been troubled with this contest. 
should have had the certificate, and my. seat 
would never have been. claimed: by the sitting 
Delegate. ` 

In making out the transcript of the case, the 
Secretary has not sent the abstracts of the pro- 
bate judges, as he ought to have done. The mass 
of papers, with which he has incumbered the 
case, are of no-value whatever, because they do 
not-furnish even, the elements from which a decis- 
ign can be made. They do, not correspond with 
the results of the election as. adopted by the Goy- 
ernor.and Secretary themselves; and the obvious 
solution of this difficulty. is, that those officers 
have taken the returns of the probate judges in 
all instances, except where it suited their purpose 
to depart from the law. Hence it has occurred 
that [ have been obliged to resort to direct proof, 
and. have been deprived of the advantage which 
a fair presentment of the. record would give me. 
Notwithstanding these disadvantages, so unfairly 
thrown. against me, I have established. the fact of 
my election beyond a reasonable doubt. 

Upon. these ‘grounds I rest the question as to 
the. vote of Santa Barbara. The return. quoted is 
not the ground upon which the Governor and 
Secretary could legally act, and it is not to be pre- 
sumed. that they acted without authority of law. 
I repeat that they were notauthorized to actupon 
the returns of the judges of election; and accord- 
ingly-the record shows that they did not so act, 
because their count doesnot correspond with those 
preliminary figures. They must have acted upon 
the abstracts furnished by the probate judges; and, 
although there are no. copies of the abstracts. pre- 
sented, the presumption of law is that they did so | 
act, except in the instances where the contrary is | 
shown, as at Mesilla, and in the county of Berna- | 
illo. 

The abstract from this latter county is found 
atthe bottom of the fourth page of the testimony. | 
Ut will there be scen that the probate judge gives | 


votes, although their names are recorded on the 
pon books and their ballots numbered, so as. to 

e completely identified, he argues that there is 
no proof of the facts thus established by the rec- 
ord itself. And, when the list of those who de- 
clared their intention to retain their character as 
Mexican citizens is produced, and the names of 
the same persons are found on the poll-books, 
and their votes identified, he insists that it be- 
comes.our duty to prove that the same names 
belong to the same persons; because, possibly, 
there may be different persons of the same names. 
The sitting Delegate is wholly mistaken as. to 
the rule of law in such cases. The facts proved 
amount to prima facie evidence, and it lies upon 
him to prove. that the same names do not repre- 
sent the same persons. In some few cases, he 
has proved that two or more persons bear the 
same names; and, in all these instances, on ac- 
count of the uncertainty thus produced, the com- 
mittee have allowed him the whole benefit of the 
doubt. It is to be presumed that he has estab- 
lished every case of the kind which it was possi- 
ble for him to prove; for it is not probable that 
there isany such thing as agencral prevalence of 
the same christian names and surnames applied 
to designate different persons. I dismiss this 
quibble, as scarcely worthy of a reply. I stand 
upon the record, and claim the benefit of its 
showing, so far as it is not contradicted by other 
legitimate proof. 

{am surprised at the assertion of the sitting 
Delegate to the effect that I have. not proved the 
votes of these Mexican citizens to have been 
given for him. The election laws of New Mex- 
ico expressly provide the means of determining 
the manner in which every citizen votes. The 
namesare required to be registered and numbered, 


| organic law of the T 


| for the sitting Delegate, I should hay 


and every ticket is noted with a corresponding 
number. The officers are forbidden to compare 
the names with the tickets, except in case of con- 
test; and if there is no contest, the law requires 
the tickets, after a certain time, to be destroyed, 
so that no man’s vote shall be exposed unncces- | 
sarily. These wise provisions of the law have 
enabled me to identify every vote, and I have 
! done it effectually. 
Fut the sitting 


Delegate, not having perfect | 


eee ; : 
| ities, endeavors to strike at the foundation of the 
whole thing by denying that his Mexican friends 


me, one hundred and five votes more than the | 
Governor and Secretary allow me. It is.alleged | 
that this was an errorof addition. Ido not know | 
how. that was. But there is no proof of the fact, | 
and the Governor and Seeretary had no power to 
correct the error. They were bound by the ab- ; 
stracts. It is very true, this House is not bound : 
by the returns of the probate judges; but those | 
returns must stand, even here, until they are | 

roved to be erroneous. ‘These one hundred and | 
Fre votes have not been allowed me by the com- 
mittee. 


| 

| acter as Mexican citizens. Although the treaty 
H 
i 


| had the right or the power to retain their char- 


expressly reserved this right to them, and al- 


though no man was bound to become an Amer- 
can eitizen against hiş own will, the sitting Del- 
egate insists that the large number of citizens who 
publicly and solemnly refused to become Amer- 
ican citizens, and declared their intention. to 
remain citizens of Mexi .o, subscribing the instru- 
| ment which has been produced before the Com- | 


| mittee of Elections, the sitting Delegate insists 


confidence in these petty quibbles and technical- | 


| that these persons were forced to become Amer- 


ican ¢ 
I nee 


New México, asa Territory of the Usited State: 
multitudes of the inhabitants—especially in 
counties of Santa Fé and Rio Arri gave vent : 
to their hostility to the United, States and, their“ 
institutions, by refusing, under the treaty, to be-’ 
come American citizens. Having. deliberately’ 
and voluntarily made their election under the* 
treaty, and having chosen to retain the character. 
of Mexicans, they have.no right to participate i 
the elections, until they shall have been regu 
naturalized according to law. So well’ settled was’ 
this principle, that a few years.ago the Legisl- 
ture of the Territory. petitioned Congress to'p 


an act for the benefit of those inhabitants who hag 


Nin, 


disfranchised themselves in. accordance with th 
provisions of the treaty. If they have repente! 
of their choice, there is no alternative but to. cot 
in at the door provided by the laws. They ca 
not break through, or ‘climb over, the barrier 
established by the Constitution and laws of, the’ 
country. : 


to hold any office. every 
principle of. law, are absolutely void. If it were, 
at all necessary, I might appeal to decisions in 
election cases to establish the principle, that elec- 
tions held, and returns made, by persons legally, 
incomretent to bold such office and exercise thè, 
functions thereof, are wholly invalid. These 
precincts are in the very heart of those counties 


i where thousands of thé inhabitants deliberately. 


rejected and disdained the opportunity to become, 
citizens of the United’ States. If. their votes, 
were thrown out, as most of them were given 
e at least. a. 
thousand majority. But the honorable Com: 
mittee of Elections did not think proper to sus- 
tain me in this point; and as my election is suf- 
ficiently certain upon other. grounds, I will not 
pursue the argument beyond this mere statement 
of the claim. i : 

I have already replied, I hope sufficiently, to 
the sitting Delegate’s arguments on the subject of 
the Mesilla precinct. The honorable committee 
saved me the trouble of saying anything upon 
the testimony of Candelaria and ubero, who. 
testify. to their own participation in a, gross, 
fraud, for the purpose of implicating one of the 
judges of election. If these witnesses do not 
succeed in impeaching the character of Trujillo, 
they do at least most effectually stamp themselves 
with degradation and infamy. It is impossil 
to resist the impression that these, witness 
were themselves the authors of the fraud, and 
that it was perpetrated for the purpose of ‘cons 
cealing the gross ilegalities of the whole election 
at this precinct, and done under the advice of Don 
J. de Jesus Bara, priest.of Mesilla, But the 
decision of the probate judge annulling the re- 
turns from this precinct stands upon grounds 
wholly independent of this attempted fraud, 
Certainly such an attempt, by whomsoever com- 
mitted, and for what purpose socyer designed, 
cannot make that good and valid, which was 
otherwise illegal and void. Nor is it necessary 
for me, Mr. Speaker, to notice any farther those 
irregularities, apparent upon the returns of the 
judges of election, as relied upon in the conclud- 
ing part of the sitting member’s statement. 

i have already shown that the probate judge is 
by law made the true returning officer, that he 
examines the poll-books, counts the tickets in the 
ballot-box, and prepares an abstract of the result 
for the Seerctary of State. This officer has before 
him the returns of the judges of election, and all 
other information necessary to enable. him. to 
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canvass the votes. Any citizen may appear and 
object to any of the proceedings, and the probate 
judge decides. His decision 1s final and conclu- 
sive against all the world, except against the 
authority of this House. But even this House 
would not undertake to reverse the decision of 
the probate judges without having before it all the 
information upon which these officers acted. If 
the sitting Delegate intended to attack the returns 
of the probate judges, he was bound to give 
notice, and submit proof of their errors. This 
he has not done. He only refers to the returns 
made by the election judges as filed in the office 
of the Secretary; but those are not the papers 
upon which the probate judges act. 

I have already shown that the Governor and 
Secretary themselves did not act on these papers. 
Therefore it is wholly vain and idle to present 
them here as entitled to any considcration in this 
contest. 

I call the attention of the House to a paper 
submitted here, since the reading of the statement 
of the sitting Delegate, by the gentleman from 
Georgia—the statement of the Secretary of State. 
Now, I submit to the House the decision of the 
Supreme Court in the case of Tompkins vs. 
Quintana. In that case the’ Supreme Court de- 
cided that these Mexican citizens were not en- 
titled to vote. The other decision, of which the 
Secretary of the Territory speaks, has reference 
to the decision of the district courts only. The 
decision of the Supreme Court, to which I have 
alluded, was made while I was in Califorgia in 
1852. The decision alluded to by the Secretary 
was made in 1853, and certainly did not, and 
could not, reverse the decision of the Supreme 
Court. 

“Mr. CADWALADER. To save the contest- 
ant the trouble of discussing this point, I wish 
to ask him whether he received any notice from 
the sitting Delegate of his intention to present | 
this letter of Mr. Davis as testimony in the case? | 

Mr. OTERO. I did not. 

Mr. CADWALADER. Then the gentleman 
had no opportunity of cross-examining this wit- 


ness? 
Thad not. 


Mr. OTERO. 

Mr. CADWALADER. Then the evidence 
is ex parte; so far as Yam concerned, I shall ex- 

unge it from my mind, and the House cannot 
egitmately be influenced by it. 

‘Mr. OTERO. Hoping, Mr. Speaker, that I 
may have satisfactorily demonstrated to your 
honorable body my claim and right to the con- | 
tested seat, J will conclude my remarks by ob- | 
serving, that I plant my hopes upon no party | 
platform; I seek aid from no party sources; I rest | 
my claim upon its merits—upon truth, upon jus- | 
tice, and upon that sentiment which will respect | 


the sovereign will of New Mexico, whose son 1} 
am; for I am native therc, and to the manner born. | 
I come here, not as a successful adventurer from | 
the restless waters of political speculation; I come | 
because my people sent me. I shall only return : 
to them when you reject me. But whatever your | 
action may be, I shall never cease to believe and | 
promulgate the sentiments I have always enter- į 
tained, that the brightest and happicst day that 
ever dawned upon New Mexico, was that on 
which she was annexed to this Union. Andi here, 
as l have there, congratulate her most heartil 
upon the happy event;and hope that she, wheeling 
in the line of her adopted sister Territories, and | 
following in the train of this bright constellation 
of States, shall, by strict observance of the Consti- , 
tution—by a proper devotion to the principles of | 
liberty—by keeping step to the music ofthe Union, | 
present, in the tuture of America, no mean glory, | 
or cause her sister States to blush, either for her | 
want of fidelity to the bond of Union, or the pa- 
triotism and virtue thet make you one and indis- | 
soluble. 

With profound acknowledgment for the cour- 
tesy extended to me on this occasion—with a | 
full reliance upon the substantial validity of my | 
claim to the contested seat, I submit the whole | 
matter to the impartial judgment of the House, | 
not doubting that justice will be done between my | 
honorable competitor and myself. 

Mr. CARLILE. We have had speeches from 
the contestant and the sitting Delegate, and, as 
there are but a few days of the session left, L! 
call for the previous question, ; 


xy a i y 3 tn i 
The previous question was seconded; and the || 


i 
t 
t 

j 
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main question was ordered to be put; and being 
put, the resolutions reported by the Committee 
of Elections were adopted. 

Mr. SMITH, of Alabama. I move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the resolutions were 
adopted; and also move that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I demand the 
yeas and nays on the motion to lay on the table. 
I believe that the sitting Delegate is entitled to his 
seat on this floor as the Delegate from New 
Mexico. __ 

The yeas and nays were ordered. re 

Mr. CADWALADER. If gentlemen will in- 
dulge me, I think I can, in five minutes, satisfy 
them in regard to this case. I have looked into 
it, with as strong an impression in favor of the 
sitting Delegate, as any member on this floor. 
[Cries of ‘* Order °] 

The SPEAKER. Debate is out of order. 

Mr. CADWALADER. TI can satisfy the 
House that the sitting delegate is not entitled to 
the seat. . ee 

Mr. JONES. I am satisfied that the sitting 
Delegate is entitled to a seat here. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
tleman to order. 

The question was taken on Mr. Smirv’s mo- 
tion; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
128, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Hendley S. Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bing- 
ham, Bliss, Bowie, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, 
Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Car- 
lile, Caskie, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Williamson 
R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Cox, Cragin, Cullen, Cum- 
back, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, ‘Timothy Davis, 
Dean, Denver, Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, Dunn, Durfee, 
Edwards, Emrie, Evans, Flagler, Foster, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Granger, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B. Corton, Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Lake, Leiter, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Matteson, MeCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, 
Smith Miller, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Parker, Peck, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Phelps, Pike, Poiter, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Quitman, | 
Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Savage, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, William R, 
Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, 
‘Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Underwood, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Israel Washburn, Wai- 
kins, Watson, Welch, Whitney, Williams, Wood, Wood- 
ruff, Woodworth, and Zollicofter—128, 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Bell, Crawford, Elliott, Eustis, 
Houston, George W. Jones, Letcher, Lumpkin, MceMullin, 
McQueen, Millson, Andrew Oliver, Rufin, Seward, Short- | 
er, Stephens, Swope, Talbott, ‘Taylor, Warner, and Ellihu 
B. Washburne—22. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

Pending the above call, 

Mr. CARUTHERS stated that he had paired 
off with Mr. Wricut, of Mississippi; but for | 
that, he would have voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. KELLY said he had paired off with his 
colleague, Mr. GiLBeRr, for this day. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE said he had paired off with 
Mr. Rosison. 

Mr. EVANS said he had paired off with Mr. 
Buss, for this day. 

Mr. GREENWOOD said he had paired off 
with Mr. Wricur, of Tennessee, and that he 
would have voted in the affirmative, and Mr, 
Wrient in the negative. 

Under the resolution of the House, Mteven 
A. Orero, Delegate from the Territory of New | 
Mexico, presented himself and took the usual | 
ae) to support the Constitution of the United | 

tates. 


REPORT OF THE KANSAS INVESTIGATING 
COMMITTEE. 
Mr. CRAGIN, from the Joint Committee on 


Public Printing, on the part of the House, made 
the following report: 


The Joint Committee on Printing, on the part of the 
House, to whom was referred the proposition to print extra 
copies of the report of the Kansas investigating commit- 
tee, have considered the same, and report the following res- 
olutious : 

_ Resolved, That twenty thousand copies extra of the ma- 
jority and minority reports of said committee, together with | 
the journal of said committee and the evidence taken by 
them, be printed—one thousand for the use of said com- 
mittee, and nineteen thousand for the use of the members 
of the House. i 

Resolved, That one hundred thousand copies extra, each, 
of the majority and minority reports of said committee 
(without the journal and evidence) be printed for the us 
of the members of the Hous 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is it the purpose | 
to take a vote on the resolutions at this time? 


I call the gen- 


Mr. CRAGIN. Yes, sir; and I call for the 
previous question. . 

Mr. CARLILE. I move tolay the resolutions 
on the table. . : 

Mr. JONES I would inquire why this report 
is an exccption to all similar ones from the same 
committee? The members of the investigating 
committee are members of the House, and under 
the report, besides getting the one thousand 
copies, they will get their proportion of the nine- 
teen thousand copies. Such a thing was never 
done before. . 

Mr. MATTESON. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. ; 

Mr. JONES. I only ask an explanation of 
the question. 

Mr. LETCHER. I demand the yeas and 
nays on the motion to lay on the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. race, 
The question was taken; and it was decided in’ 
the negative—yeas 66, nays 84; as follows: 

YEAS—Messis. Aiken, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bowie, 
Branch, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, Carlile, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, 
Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Elliott, 
Etheridge, Eustis, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, J. Morrison Harris, Haven, Houston, George 
W. Jones, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Lump- 
kin, Humphrey Marshall, McMullin, MeQueen, Siith 
Miller, Millson, Phelps, Porter, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, 
Ready, Ricaud, Ruffin, Savage, Shorter, William Smith, 
William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Tal- 
bott, Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Warner, Watkins, 
Whitney, and Zollicoffer—66. 

WAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Brenton, Buffinton, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy 
Davis, Dean, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Emric, Flag- 
ler, Giddings, Granger, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Thomas R. 
Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Knowlton, Knox, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian 
Miller, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Nichols, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stranahan, Tappan, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, EVihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Welch, Wells, Wood, Woodruff, and 
Woodworth— 84. 

So the House refused to lay the resolutions on 
the table, 


Pending the above call, 

Mr. DUNN said: Mr. Speaker, I vote in the 
affirmative, with the assurance that the gentleman 
from New Hampshire will withdraw the call for 
the previous question, in order that amendments 
may be offered to remove the objectionable fea- 
tures of the resolutions. 

After the result was announced, 

Mr. CRAGIN said: I withdraw the call for the 
previous question, so that an amendment may be 
offered. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I have no disposition to 
interfere with the report as it stands, except in 
one particular. I move'to strike outthese words: 
“one thousand for the use of said committee;”? 
and call for the previous question. 

Mr. CARLILE. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw the call for the previous question until 
T make an inquiry. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. CARLILE. I would ask the gentleman 
from Ohio, who is chairman of the Committee on 
Printing, to inform the House what will be the 
cost of the work provided for by the resolutions? 

Mr. NICHOLS. Tam happy to be able to af- 
ford the gentleman the information he desires. If 
my motion prevails, the cost, including binding 


j| of the nineteen thousand copies, will be sixty-one 


cents per copy. ‘The cost of the printing of the 
reports together, will be nine cents per copy. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The work will be too 
unwieldy for one volume, and I would inquire 
whether the Committee on Printing have taken 
into account the binding necessary in case of a 
separation of the work into two volumes? 

Mr. NICHOLS. This estimate is based upon 
binding in one volume; and I say, if the book is 
ordered to be printed and bound in one volume, 
of the size as itappears in my hand, it will be 
necessary to strengthen the usual form of binding 
adopted for ordinary congressional documents, 


i which will increase the cost one or two cents per 
i copy, which is estimated for and included in the 
estimate. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Iwish to make 


a suggestion to the gentleman from Ohio; and that 
is, that he modify his motion by striking out the 
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oné thousand copies, and make it twenty thousand 
Copies, for the use of the House—making it an 
even number. 

Mr. CARLILE. I ask the gentleman to modi- 
fy his amendment by providing for printing the 
proportional number of copies for one hundred and 
twenty-three members of the House—the mem- 
bers from the northern States. There is a large 
portion of the members of the House from the 
other section ofthe Union who do not want these 
books. By such a proposition you will save a 


Jarge sum of money'to the Government. 


“Mr. NICHOLS. I-wish to say to the gentle- 
man that I have the floor now to make this mo- 
tion to amend upon a distinct agreement with the 
gentleman from New Hampshire, [Mr. Craen] 
that I would renew the prevtous question. ` 
I have further to say, that inasmuch as. the 
amendment indicated by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia would be an imputation upon the motives 
of gentlemen who are voting for this printing, I 
will not make it asa matter of courtesy to him, 
or otherwise. 
-s Mr. HOUSTON. What does the gentleman 


. propose to do with the one thousand copies which 


were intended for thecommittee? The resolution 
provides for the printing of twenty thousand 
Gopies—onc thousand for the use of the commit- 
tee, and nineteen thousand for the use of the 
members of the House. The gentleman proposes 
to strike out the words, ‘‘ one thousand for the 
use of the committee.” "What, then, will be- 
come of those one thousand copies? 

Mr. NICHOLS. My motion was made to 
meet objections urged upon this side of the 
House. I consulted my colleague, who offered 
the resolution, and the view he had, and the view 
Thad, when he consented to allow me to make the 
motion, was simply that it would reduce the 
number one thousand. 

* Mr. HOUSTON. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman that, before he demands the previous 
question, he should move to strike out the words, 
“and nineteen. thousand,” &c.; and leave the 
resolution so that it will provide for twenty thou- 
sand copies. 

* Mr. NICHOLS. I do not want to be captious 
about this matter. I acted upon an understand- 
ing with my colleague; but I suppose, now that I 
have the floor, I can withdraw the amendment I 
have moved and put it in shape. 

_ The SPEAKER. The gentleman can do so. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I move, then, to amend the 
resolution, so that it will read as follows: 
~“ Resolved, That twenty thousand copies extra, of the 
majority and minority reports of said committee, together 
with the journal of said committee, and the evidence taken 
by them, be printed for the use of the members of this 
House. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
ing of the resolution which referred this subject 
to the Committee on Printing, and which is re- 
ferred to in the report of the committee now under 
consideration. 

“The SPEAKER. The subject was referred to 
the Committee on Printing upon a motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Suzrman,] that extra 
copies be printed. 

rt. SMITH. Let it be read. 

The SPEAKER. There was no written reso- 
lution, but simply a motion to print extra copies; 
which was referred, under the rules, to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. STEPHENS, Isuggestto the gentleman 
from Ohio an amendment to the second resolu- 
tion; and that is, that it shall provide that the 
majority and minority reports of which it pro- 

oses to print one hundred thousand copies, shall 
be printed and bound together. As the resolution 
now stands, it might be liable to a different con- 
struction. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I would say that it is not in 
my power, at this stage of the proceedings, to 
make any further modification than that which I 
have made. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The gentleman can move 
to.amend so that the House may take a vote upon 


iti 

The SPEAKER. The majority dnd minority 
reports will be printed together, if the House pass 
the resolution. 


Mr. NICHOLS, I call for the previous ques- | 
tion. | 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I hope the 


previous question will not be ordered until it is 


I call for the read- | 


i 


1 
ordered, can we have a separate vote upon the 


i three o’clock, 


| nessee will understand that that gives the Com- į 


| of the House. The Chair will state the question, | 
i i The yeas and nays were not ordered—only 


provided that the two reports be printed sepa- 
rately, as they ought to be. . 
TheSPEAKER. Itis competent for the House 
to amend the resolution but as it stands the re- 
ports will be printed together. 
Mr. HAVEN. With the previous question 


resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions are divisi- 
ble in the opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. HAVEN. Then I ask that they be di- 
vided, and I am ready to vote now. I am desirous 
to have the twenty thousand copies printed, but 
am opposed to the other proposition. 

The previous question. was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. ~ 
_ The first question being upon Mr. Nicuous’s 
amendment to the first resolution, it was put, and 
the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the first 
resolution as amended. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessce, demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL, (at thirty minutes past 
p.m.) I move that the House do 
now adjourn. - 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. J propose to the 
gentleman from Kentucky to withdraw that mo- 
tion, and [ will move that the House do now 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, for the purpose of taking a 
recess, and having an evening session for debate 
under the resolution adopted this morning. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I do withdraw it for 
that purpose. 

Mr. JONES. Then I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Mame. Pending the 
previous question, that motion is not in order. 

r. JONES. The motion to adjourn is in 
order; and gentlemen might as well agree to go 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and have a recess. 

The SPEAKER. The question can be put 
only by general consent. Is objection made to 
the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee ? 

Several Memnens. There is. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL, Then I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Let me present a point. | 
There are several gentlemen who desire to speak 
this evening, and I want to be accommodating. I 
propose to call the attention of the Chair to the 
resolution adopted this morning, providing for 
evening sessions. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL, (interrupting.) I do 
not yield the floor. I move that the House do 
now adjourn, 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask the gentle- 


~ Mr. H. MARSHALL. Tunderstand the Chair . 
to decide that the motion to go into the Committeé 

ofthe Whole on the state of the Union is notad: , 
missible the House having ordered the main qués- 

tion to be now put. Therefore, Tdo not yield, 

because it is of no use: Consequently, 1 move 

that the House do now adjourn. i S 
' Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio: T think thé House 
ought to go into the Committee of the W hole off 
the state of the Union with a view of having an 
evening session. If the gontleman from Kentucky. 
will withdraw the motion to adjourn; and there be 
objection to goinginto the Committee of the W holé 
on the state of the Union, I will move'to reéon- 
sider the vote by which the main question was 
ordered. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky to 
withdraw his motion. : i 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. -Ido not withdraw it; 
because of the Speaker’s decision. Ifthe Speaker’s 
decision were otherwise, I would withdraw. -i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides in accord- 
ance with the rules of the House. The resola- 
tion adopted this morning by general consent gives 
power to the Committee of the Whole.on the state 
of the Union, but gives no power tothe Chair to 
change the rules of the House; and under the 
rules of the House, the steady, uniform, and 
unvarying practice has been, that when the main 

uestion has been ordered a motion to go into 

‘ommittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
is not in order. ‘ 

Mr. JONES. Then 1 ask leave to submit the 
motion to go into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, 

Messrs. DODD and LEITER objected. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL, (at three o’clock‘atid 
thirty-five minutes, p.m.) I move thatthe House 
do now adjourn. piat , 

The motion was not agreed to, > i 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. J move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. Ý : : ` 

Mr. KNOWLTON. I ask to make a correc- 
tion in the report of the proceedings of yesterday 

Mr. LEITER. I object. 

Mr. STANTON. Is the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Camrsetz] in order pend- 
ing the demand for the previous question ? 

The SPEAKER. It will be entertained, unless 
objection be made. : poe 

Mr. STANTON. Then I object.. ` z 

Mr.CAMPBELL. Then I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the amendment to the first res- 
| olution was agreed to. 

Mr. MATTESON. 
tion on the table, : 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. On that motion J ask 
the yeas and nays. i ` 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
to reconsider. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I renew it. 


I move to lay that. mo- 


I withdraw my motion 


man from Kentucky to withdraw.that motion. . | 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. The gentleman will | 
see'at once, under the decision of the Chair, that } 
I cannot yield the floor. i 
Mr. HOUSTON. The resolution provides ; 


expressly that it will be in order to move to go | 


into the Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
the Union after three o’clock. | 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Lask that the res- 
olution be read. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


“ Resolved, That during the present week, the Committee į 
of the Whole on the state of the Union may, at any time | 
after three o'clock, p. m., take a recess until eleven o’cioek, | 
p. m., for the purpose of holding au evening session: Pro- | 
vided, That during such evening session, no motion, cxeept 
that the committee rise, shall be entertained by the Chair- 
man—the purpose of the resolution being to provide such 
evening session for general debate only, and that there shall 
be no eall of the rol} at such evening session.” 


Mr. JONES. That contemplates that the mo- | 


tion to go into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union may be made any time after | 


three o’clock. . 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 


i 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union a | 
power, but does not change the rules or practice i 


if there be no objection. : i 
Mr. JONES. Then we cannot go into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, | 
| 


| and cannot carry the resolution into effect. | 


Mr. MATTESON. I move to lay that motion 
on the table. ; 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to ask how the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee voted? 

The SPEAKER. There was no division. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I call for the yeas and 
nays on the motion to lay on the table. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only four- 
teen members voting therefor. : 

The question was taken; and the motion-to 
reconsider was laid on the table. PE 

Mr. KNOWLTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 
correction of the report of the proceedings of 
yesterday. I find myself recorded in the Globe 
as having objected to my colleague [Mr Furrer] 
| making a personal explanation. I simply wish 
to say that I did not make the objection. The 
Chair will be witness of the truth of this state~ 


ment, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not take the 
objection from the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to lay the 


| resolution-on the table. 


The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. READY, (at forty minutes past three, p. 
m.) I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. On that motion I 
call for the yeas and nays. 


|| twenty-one members voting for them. 


t x 
| The question was taken; and the motion.was 
! not agreed to, . 
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. Mr. GREENWOOD, ` Mr. Speaker, lunder- 
stand that. the. main question. has, been ordered 
upon, these resolutions, and. that they will there- 
fore come up as the first business.in the morning. 
I-wish to, appeal. tq. the House, therefore, inas- 
much as_there are.several gentlemen who desire 
to be heard this evening, that they will withdraw, 
all objection, and: allow, us to, go into the Com- 
mittee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union, 
and hold an, evening session. for the purpose.of. 
general debate. 

«Mr, STANTON... Let us take a vote first upon 
the.resolutions, before the House., : 

. Mr. GREENWOOD.. I have not objected to 
the. vote being taken. 

. Mr. HARLAN. Debate.is not in order. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I have no wish to 
debate, Iam making an appeal to gentlemen to 
withdraw objection to the. motion of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, , 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again state 
the question upon the motion. of the gentleman 
from. Tennessee. 

Mr. STANTON. I object, 

. Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, (at three o'clock 
and forty minutes.) 1 move, then, that the House 
adjourn. 

Mr. MORGAN, That.motion is not inorder. 
The House has just voted down a motion to ad- 
journ. 

Mr. JONES. A motion has since been made 
and withdrawn. I raised the same question yes- 
terday, and the Chair decided that the motion to 
adjourn must be received. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the 
question to the House, 

Mr, JONES demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 

‘The motion to adjourn was not agrecd to, 

Mr. LETCHER. Irise to a privileged ques- 
tion, l move that when the House adjourns on 
Friday next, it adjourn to meet on the Monday 
following, to give the members of the House an 
opportunity of accepting the inyitation of Com- 
modore Vanderbilt, read this morning. 

‘The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Virginia is not in order at, this, time. 
It would be in order to move that when the House 
adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on some other 
day which he might name. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move that the Housedo 
now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order 
at this lime; the House, having just voted.on a 
similar motion. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
journ always in order? 
The SPEAKER. The question has just been 
taken on the motion, and it cannot be immedi- 
ately repeated, without some business having 

intervened, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Kentucky. I move that | 
there be a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The motionis not in order, 
the main question having been ordered. | 
Mr. MeMULLIN. Do! understand the Chair 
to decide that the motion to adjourn is. not in 

order? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair so decides. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Upon what ground? 

The SPEAKER. Upon the ground that no 
business has intervened since the same, motion 
has been voted on by the House. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Well, sir, I ask to be ex- | 
cused from voting on the resolution before the 
House, 

The SPEAKER. 
tion to the House. 

The question was put; and Mr. McMvLLIN 
was excused from voting, amidst shouts of laugh- 
ter, 

Mr. McMULLIN. DoI understand that Iam 
excused from voting on the resolution? H 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is excused. 
Mr. MeMULLIN. I move, then, that the 

House adjourn. 

‘The motion was not agreed to. 

_Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the gentleman from Vir- | 
gma was excused from voting. i 

Mr. READY, 
reconsider on the table. 

Mr. JONES. Task for the yeas and nays on 
that motion. 


Is not the motion to ad- 


The Chair will put the mo- 


I move to lay the motion to || 


The yeas.and nays.were not ordered, F 

The motion to lay on the table. was agreed to. 

The question. then recurred on the adoption of 
the resolution aş amended, upon which the. yeas 
and nays had been ordered; and being taken, it 
was decided in.the affirmative—yeas 90, nays 50; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry. 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bradshaw, Bren- 
ton, Broom, Buffinton, Lewis D. Canipbell, Chaffee, Ezra 
Ciark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, 
Damrell, Timotby Davis, Dean, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, 
Durfee, Emrie, Etheridge, Flagler, Giddings, Granger, 
Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Haven, Thomas R. Horton, Val- 
entine B: Horton, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Leiter, Matteson, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pelton, 
Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, 
Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stranaban, Tappan, Thurston, Tedd, 
Trafton, Tyson, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Wal- 
dron, Filihu B. Washburue, Israel Washburn, - Welch, 
Weils, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—90. 

NAYS—Messts. Aiken, Hendley S. Bennett, Bowie, 
Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Craw- 
ford, Denver, Dowdell, Elliott, Foster, Goode, Greenwood, 
Houston, George W. Jones, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letch- 
er, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Maxwell, McQueen, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Peck, Phelps, Puryear, Quitman, 
Reade, Ready, Ruffin, Savage, Shorter, Samucl A. Smith, 
William Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, 
Warner, Watkins, and Zollicoffer—50. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll, : : 

Mr. SCOTT stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Unperwoop. : 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the resolution was agreed 
to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. ‘ 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the yeas 
and nays upon the latter motion. 

The ycas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion to reconsider was then laid upon 
the table. A 

The question now being on agreeing to the 
second resolution, 

Mr. JONES moved that the resolution be laid 
on the table; and called for the yeas and nays on 
that motion. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was. taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The question then recurred on agreeing to the 
resolution; and being taken, it was decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 80, nays 58; as follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bradsbaw, Brenton, 
Baffinton, Lewis D. Campbell, Chafee, Bayard Clarke, 
Ezra Clark, Clawson, Coliax, Comins, dragin, Cumback, 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Dean, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, 
Emrie, Flagler, Giddings, Granger, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Morton, Kelsey, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Matteson, Me- 
Carty, Killian Muller, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Parker, Pelion, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Purviance, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thurston, 
Todd, Trafion, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Ellina B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Welch, Wells, 
Wood. Woodruff, and Woodworth—8s0. 

NAYsS—Messrs. Aiken, Hendley S. Bennett, Bowie, 
Branch, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Craw- 
ford, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, | 
Eiliott, Etheridge, Goode, Greenwood, Haven, Houston, 
George W. Jones, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, | 
Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, | 
McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Andrew Oliver, Peck, 
Pheips, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ruffin, Savage, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Sinith, William: Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Taibott, | 
Taylor, Trippe, Tyson, Valk, Warner, Watkins, Williams, į 
and Zollicoffer—d8. i 

So the second resolution was agreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll, | 

Mr. RICAUD stated that he had paired off | 
with Mr. RITCHIE. | 

Mr. SIMMONS stated that he had paired off | 
with Mr. Fosrrr. 

Mr. MATTESON moved that the vote by 


which the resolution was agreed to, be reconsid- 


ered; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table; which latter motion 
was agreed to, f 

Mr. SAPP moved that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
_ Mr. LETCHER moved that the House ad- 
journ. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE. 
The question was then taken on Mr. Sapp’s 


I 
> > l 
motion; and it was agreed to. H 


The rules were accordingly. suspended, and the 
House.resolved itself. into the, Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Pur- 
viaNce.in the chair,) the business in order being 
the consideration of the Army appropriation bill, 
upon which the debate under the hour rule. had 
been closed. 

Mr. SAPP -obtained the floor, and. moved that 
the committee take a recess until seven o’clock 
this evening. , 

Mr.. CAMPBELL, ofOhio. I would suggest 
to my colleague, that if he intends to address the 
House for an hour he had better allow us to take 
up a bill.upon. which the debate has not been 
closed. 

Mr. SAPP. Certainly, I withdraw the motion 
for that purpose. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. . I move. that for. this 
evening’s: session the bill before the committee 
be laid aside, and that the fortification bill be 
taken up. f 

The motion was agreed. to; and the fortifica- 
tion bill taken up for consideration. 7 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that thé. first read- 
ing of the.bill-be dispensed with. 

Mr. LETCHER, [ object. 

Mr. SAPP obtained the floor; but yielded to 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of. Ohio, on whose motion 
(at twenty-five minutes past four o’clock) the 
committee took a recess. until this evening, at 
seven o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION, 


The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, resumed its session at seven o’clock, 
p. m., (Mr. Purviance in the chair.) 

Mr. SAPP being entitled to the floor yielded 
to 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, who spoke in 
favor of a.bill to grant bounty to the officers and 

crews of privateer vessels engaged in the various 
wars of the United States. ; 

Mr. SAPP resumed the floor, and spoke for 
an hour against the extension of slavery in ter- 
ritory now free. j 

Mr. BARKSDALE followed in an hour’s 
speech on the general politics of the country. 

Mr. CLAWSON reviewed and condemned the 
acts of the present Administration. 

He was followed by Mr. DEAN, who spoke 
against the extension of slavery. l 

Mr. STEWART then obtained the floor, and 
made a speech to prove that the slavery question 
is not an. open one, and that its discussion is 
dangerous to the Republic. 

The speeches are withheld for revision, and 
will be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. CLARK, of New York, obtained the floor, 
but yielded to 

Mr. BARKSDALE, who moved that the com- 
mittee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr, Purviance reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had had the state of the Union generally 
under consideration, and particularly House bill 
No. 180, relating to fortifications, and had in- 
structed him to report that they had come to no 
conclusion thereon, i 

And then, on motion of Mr. BARKSDALE, 
(at fifty minutes past ten, p. m.,) the House ad- 
journed until to-morrow, at eleven o'clock, a. m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, July 24, 1856. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Court of Claims, commu- 
uicating the opinion of the court on the claim.of 
Joseph D. Beers, accompanied by a bill for his 
relief; which, on motion of Mr. Bropuzap, was 
referred to the Committee. on Claims. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WELLER presented a petition of Samuel 
B. Smith and others, travelers on the route be- 
tween New York and California, praying for an 
investigation of the present condition of the 


1856. 


steamers of the United States, Mail. Steamship. i 
Company, the annulment of their contract for || 


carrying the mail, and that the laws regulating i 
passenger ships may be rigidly enforced inrespect | 
to. that company; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented.a petition of citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, praying for the establish- 
ment of a mail route kom the Wind Gap post 
office to the Moorestown post office, in that State; 
which was referred to the-Committee on the Post 
Office and. Post Roads. 


ERRONEOUS REFERENCE. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. I introduced a bill-a day 
or two ago for the purpose of amending the law 
providing for the payment of the California war 
debt, and. moved its reference to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. | understand that, through 
some mistake, or probably because Į did not ex- 
press myself very distinctly, the Secretary made 
the reference to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
The subject properly belongs to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and | move that the reference 
be changed accordingly. 

Mr. WELLER, T will suggest to. the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana that he had better introduce 
another copy of the bill this week. The bill has 
been referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
The chairman of that committee is absent; the 
clerk is also absent; and the committee-room is 
locked up. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, I will endeavor to have a 
copy of the bill to-day, for the purpose of refer- 
ence to the Military Committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reference 
of the bill will be changed. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial 
of R. P. Eldredge, reported a bill (S. No. 404) 
for the relief of the officers and privates of the 
Clinton Guards, of the county of Macomb, in the 
State of Michigan; which was read, and passed 
to a second reading, Š 

Mr. BENJAMIN, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom. was referred a memorial of 
the Legislature of Louisiana, and a report of the 
Secretary of War on the subject, reported a bill 

8. No. 403) to remove obstructions in the 

jayou Lafourche, Louisiana; which was read, 
and: passed to a second reading. 

Mr. MASON asked, on behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, to be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (S. No. 
75,) making compensation to George P. Marsh 
for extraordinary services and expenses on a 
special mission to the Greek Government, and for 


negotiating a treaty between the Goveraments of | 


the United States and Persia, on the ground that 
the subject had been already acted upon in a 
different form. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MASON asked, and by unanimous con- 
gent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
405) for carrying into effect the first article of the 


treaty between the United States and her Majesty | 


the Queen of the United Kingdom of Great | 
Britain and Ireland, of the 15th day of Junc, 


the Committee on Printing. It forms part of the, 
report, and the motion is not for extra, numbers. 
The motion to print was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. MALLORY, it was 


Ordered, That the report of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, accompanying the bill to provide for 
the regular transportation of the mail on the route between. 


| Appalachicola and Bainbridge, be printed. ` 


LAKE HARBORS. 
Mr. PUGH. I offer the following resolution. 


I do not ask for its consideration at the present, 


time, but I ask that it may be printed: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the 
Senate. whether any general survey or other examination 
has ever been made of the shores and islands of Lakes, 
Superior, Michigan, Huron, St. Clair, Erie, Ontario, and 
Champlain, with a view to the location and erection’ of 
light-houses, buoys, harbors of refuge, or other improve- 
ments for the protection of vessels engaged in the naviga- 
tion of those waters, and if so, to communicate the result 
of such survey or other examination, k 

That the’ President be requested to communicate also. 
whatever information can be derived from ahy of the De- 
partments in reference to the following po:nts: 

First, The number and general description of vessels en- 
gaged in the navigation of each lake ; the number of pas- 
sengers and the value of the property so transported year 
by year for the last eleven years; and the amountof duties 
paid at each port during the same period, or which would 
have been payable but for the provisions of the late treaty 
of reciprocity with the British American possessions. i 

Second, The nuinber and locations of the light-houses, 
buoys, harbors, and other improvements established by the 
Government of the United States, and the amount expended. 
for each improvement during the last eleven years. 

That the President be requested to inform the Senate also 
what additional improvements, whether light-bouses, 
buoys, harbors of refuge, or of any other description, are 
necessary, in his opinion, to protect the navigation of the 
Jakes above mentioned, at what places they ought to be 
erected, and, as far as pussible, what should be the particular 
description and expense of each improvement. 

Also, in case the autborities or citizens of any locality 
upon either of the said Jakes should undertake, or have 
undertaken, the erection of a harbor for commercial pur- 
poses, what proportion of the whole expense the Goyern- 
meut of the United States ought to pay, in his opinion, for 
the establishment and maintenance of such harbor as a 
harbor of refuge, and likewise by reason of the protection 
thereby afforded to the vessels and property of the Govern- 
ment, or with a view to the increase of the public revenne. 

Also, whether it is practicable, and in his opinion expe- 
dient, to reserve annually a proportion of the duties levied 
or chargeable at cach port of collection of the said lakes, 
the same ta be expended by the Government, or by the 
local authorities, for the protection and improvement of 
commerce at cach of said ports; and if so, what proportion 
of the duties ought to be reserved. 


I shall ask the Senate on Monday, at half past 
twelve o’clock, to consider the resolution. For 
the present, I move that it be printed. I de- 
sire this information to throw light on the ques- 
tion, which has been debated for the last two or 
three days in the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ATMOSPHERIC TELEGRAPH. 


Mr. COLLAMER. I desire to call up the bill 
(S. No. 327) to test the practicability and useful- 
ness of the atmospheric telegraph. _{ wish to di- 
rect the attention of the Senate to it once more, 
so that it may be acted upon. I desire'to have it 
disposed of. 

Mr. MASON. I will say to the Senator, that 
the bill in relation to guano, which was the un- 
finished business of the day before yesterday, was 
set specially for to-day. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I thought that was to be 
taken up at one o’clock. 

Mr. MASON. No, sir. I hope the Senator 
will allow the guano bill to be passed. It will 


! think might be altered to advantage. 


my mind.a portion of. the-argument of the honor: 
able Senator from New York, [Mr. Sewarp} is 
hardly, applicable to the existing. state of. things, 
The provisions, of- the bill.are predicated on,two, 
ideas, ‘The first isthe encouragement of persons, 
in searching forislands of this description... That, 
the Senator remarks, must necessarily bea matter 
of risk, accompanied, with considerable, expense, 
and. people. would. not be. likely.to. make these 
experiments, expensive. ag. they must be, unless 
some inducement were held. out, to. them to; aga 
complish. that purpose, such. as the prospect of 
a sufficient reward to.remunerate.them, Secondly, 
there. must be.a prospect of a reimbursement, of 
the necessary. expenditures. in preparing any. 
island.or place that might. be. discovered: in: such 
a manner that, our. fellow-citizens. could. avait 
themselves of the advantages of the. discovery; 
the. necessary expenditures for making an estab- 
lishment, for erecting houses, and preparing some 
sort of.a railroad communication, and. wharves, or 
piers, in order to effect a safe and rapid-delivery. 
of the article itself to the ships, 

Now, in regard to.the first suggestion made by 
the honorable Senator from New. York, it is mani- 
fest, from what has been stated here, ‘that that 
does not exist, This bill is to be passéd, in’ fact, 
in reference to an existing discovery. Certain 
persons, accidentally as it is said, have discovered 
a very valuable guano island, and are in, posses- 
sion of- the secret, and they do not wish, to. sur- 
render that. secret unless they can be compensated. 
therefor by being allowed the, exclusive right to 
occupy the island for the purpose of taking guano, 
either in perpetuity, or for, a certain. number. of 
years. . We haye, then, to: consider, not-any 
particular risk that has heretofore been run, but 
simply the, necessity, that these persons wonld be 
under of making provision for.the occupation. of 
the. island, and, the delivery, of the article. ` Lad- 
mit that will be attended with some. expense—not 
a very large expense, however, because it is.well 
known that the mere, getting of, the article from 
the island after the preparations are made is com- 
paratively nothing. The digging of the article is 
easy, and costs comparatively nothing. © If this is 
a small island, such as is described—I believe two 
miles long, and half a. mile wide, [Mre Fisn. 
Seven miles long]—the, only. expense would. be 
the construction of a communication to facilitate 
delivery at the shore, and the building of.a wharf 
or pier for the purpose of putting it on shipboard. 
I do not think that would be. very greate: At‘the 
same time, it is said that this. island probably 
contains guano enough to sppply the country for 
a century. - ` ` = ci 

It must be. perfecily manifest that, if we secure 
these persons in the exclusive right to-deliver this 
article for a certain length of tinie, or for an in- 


| definite. time, subject to the tontro] of Congress, 


we do all for:them that we are bound to-do, and 
all that can be necessary abundantly to remuner- 
ate them forthe purpose of securing the benefits 
of the discovery to this country. 

There are some. provisions in the bill which I 
În the first 
place, I think the price is too high. If the island 
is such as is represented, and.if the quality is such 
as is supposed, it must be clear, considering. the 
extraordinary price of Peruvian. guano, that: the 
call for this article will be veryJarge indeed, and 
the amount delivered with any reasonable facili- 


1846; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
“Mr. ADAMS asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
406) to revive and extend the provisions of an act 
passed on the 24th of May, 1824, entitled “ An 
act for the relief of the representatives of John 
Donelson, Stephen Heard, and others;’” which 
was read twice by-its tile, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


PRINTING OF REPORTS. 


not take more than five minutes. 

Mr. COLLAMER. If that is the order of busi- 
ness, I shail not interfere with it. } withdraw 
my proposition. 

DISCOVERY OF GUANO ISLANDS. 

On motion of Mr. MASON, the Senate re- 
sumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. No. 339) to authorize 
protection to be given to citizens of the United 
States who may discover deposits of guano. 


ties must be very great. The article itself costs 
nothing: it is aly the. facilities for delivery that 
cost anything, I believe that, if the price were 
fixed at one half that stated. in the bill, it would 
be amply sufficient to remunerate these persons 
i richly for any expenditures they may incur. I 
reason simply from the nature of things, because 
we have no positive evidence on the subject, and 
can have none. f ‘ 

Again, the bill provides for the delivery of the 
guano in two ways; either in its bed, to be taken 


‘ “Mr. TOOMBS. I was not present, I think, The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in į by the individual purchaser to his ship, or along- 
i when the Committee on Naval Affairs reported || the chair.) The question pending is on the side the vessel. I think it is best to make a 
; upon the case of Lieutenant W. A. Bartlett. One || amendment offered by the Senator from Virginia, | single provision, and make. it incumbent to de~ 


liver all alongside the vessel; because, if yousay 
it may be delivered: in- its bed, as these parties 
have the exclusive right to the occupation of the 
and is better than the one Lofered. I therefore || island and all the facilities of delivery, you put it 
withdraw my amendment, in order that be may in their power to tax the purchaser Just what 
offer his. | they please for the facilities afforded to him to get it 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. I have been looking at | to the shore and put it on board*his vessel. If, 
this bill since it was postponed the otherday. To l however, you make it incumbent on. them to 


(Mr. Hunter. | , : i 
Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Maine has 
repared an amendment which meets my views, | 


of :the committee told me that they did not report 

in-favor of printing all the evidence, but merely 

an abstract. J move that the whole report and 

evidence be printed for the use of the Senate. 
Mr. MALLORY. Ihave no objection if it is 

‘ desired, but t should prefer that the matter should 
o to the Committee on Printing. 

~ Mr. TOOMBS. It is not necessary to go to 


j 
j 
i 
i 
i 
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deliver the article on shipboard, they will provide 
all the facilities in a reasonable time, and not say 
to the purchaser, ‘‘ Go there and take so much, 
and give us an account of it;’* the consequences 
of which would be that there would not be suffi- 
cient facilities afforded for deiievery: 

` In drawing the amendment which I propose to 
submit, I have taken the words,toa certain extent, 
of the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Virginia, [Mr. Huwrer,] and made it a grant at 
the pleasure of Congress. It has been suggested 
to me, however, that it is rather dangerous to put 
itin that shape; for if you once make a grant to 
persons to be resumed by Congress at pleasure, 
experience has shown that Congress will never 
resume it; that influences can always be brought 
to bear here, be thecircumstances what they may, 
to prevent such a resumption. For this reason, 
it has been suggested that the better course would 
be to fix aterm of ycars, and then, if at the end 
of that term the parties have not been remuner- 
ated, let them come here for renewal” 

I have put in my amendment:a price which I 
feel satisfied will do; but Iam not strenuous about 
it, for I have no reliance on my own judgment on 
such a matter. I have also taken the Tanguage 


of which I have spoken; but about neither am Ij. 


particular. ` If, however, the Senate think it better 
on consideration to change these provisions—for 
instance, to increase the price to any larger 
amount, or, instead of having a provision that the 
grant shall be during the pleasure of Congress, to 
fix a definite term of years—I am willing to sub- | 
mit. It is for the Senate to judge on these points. | 
L send the amendment, which I propose in lieu of 
the second section, to the Chair. | 

I desire also (and I suppose I should make this 
motion first) to strike out a portion of the first 
section, which seems to me to be perfectly un- 
meaning, and which ought to be stricken out. I 
move to strike out in the tenth, eleventh, and | 
twelfth lines, these words: 

For the use and behoof of such discoverer or discov- | 
erers, or of their assigns, being citizens of the United 
States, 

The United States ought not to hold an island 
of this kind when discovered for the use and 
behoof of anybody. They hold it as their own; 
but in consideration of the discovery and certain 
things to be done, they grant the exclusive right 
to use it to particular persons. 

Mr. MASON. ‘I do notthink it is a matter of | 
any moment whether those words are left in the 
first section or stricken out. These guano islands, 
it is well understood, have no value in the world 
except for the deposit on them—what has been 


put there by the birds. The bill provides that, |} 


when that deposit is removed, if it ever shall be, | 
the title of the United States shall cease, and the | 
island be abandoned; so that the words which 
the Senator proposes to strike out are words only | 
intending to show that the right to remove the | 
guano shall belong to the discoverers under such | 
restraints as the United States may impose. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We authorize the Gov- | 
ernment to take possession of the island. If these 
words were left in the bill, “ for the use and | 
behoof of the discoverer or discoverers, or of | 
their assigns, being citizens of the United States,” | 
and it should become advisable at any time to | 
retrace our sleps in regard to the contract, on | 


being satisfied that the parties had been remuner- 
ated, should we not continue still to hold it for | 
the use and bchoof of the discoverers? Prob- | 
ably we should be unable, without farther legis- | 
lation, to throw it open to the inhabitants of the | 
United States generally; because by the terms | 
authorizing possession to be taken, it was solely | 
for that purpose, “ for the use and behoof of the | 
discoverers,” and yet the bill provides that they | 
shall hold only during the pleasure of Congress. | 
Mr. MASON. I have never contemplated, | 
whether the guano lasts only ten years, or fifty | 
j 


years, or a hundred years, that the United States 
would take from the discoverers what this bill is | 
i 


intended to give them—a right to the material | 
there, subject to such restraints and regulations | 
as the United States may impose. I have no ob- | 
jection, however, to the words being stricken out. | 
Though it will leave the bill as it is now, giving 
the discoverers only the right to the guano, I shall ! 
not oppose the amendment. i 

Mr. SEWARD. 1 donot mysclf attach any | 


great importance to these words. Still, as the bill |! 


i 
| 
i 


frames a system in relation to these islands, I 
think it might be imperfect if the words were 
stricken out. 1 beg leave to suggest to the hon- 
orable Senator from Maine, for his consideration, 
whether a modification of the section in this form 
would not answer his purpose: to insert words to 
make it read: . 

« Said island, rock, or key, may, at the discretion of the 
President of the United States, be considered as appertain- 
ing to the United States for the use and behoof of such dis- 
coverer or discoverers, or their assigns, being citizens of the 
United States, to the extent herein mentioned, and no 
further.” 

That modification would show that their title 
goes no further than the bill provides. It would 
leave the symmetry of the bill better, and it seems 
to me would carry out the object as effectually. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If these words are to 
remain in the bill, I should desire to have that 
modification made; but it seems to me that the | 
words are a little more than unnecessary. In the 
first place, they are calculated to convey an idea 
which we do not mean to convey in fact. We 
do not mean—certainly I do not desire that the 
idea shall be conveyed, by this bill, to take pos- 
session of these islands for the use of anybody 
but the people of the United States, just as any 
other Government takes possession ofan unknown 
country for the benefit of its people. I do not 
wish the idea held out that these parties acquire 
any rights in consequence of our Government 
taking possession. 1 would, however, go so far 
as to secure to them the undisputed and exclu- 
sive use of these islands under the authority of 
the United States, against all the world, for such | 
time as Congress may think proper. Surely, 
this is all they ought to ask, and I do not see 
why anything more should be required. 

Mr. MASON. I wish first to hear read the 
amendment which the Senator from Maine laid į 
on the table, and intends to offer as a substitute 
for the second section. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

That the said discoverer or discoverers, or his or their 
assigns, being citizens of the United States, may be allowed, 
at the pleasure of Congress, the exclusive right of occupy- 
ing said islands, rocks, or keys, for the purpose of obtaining 
said guano, and of selling and delivering the same to citi- 
zens of the United States, for the purpose of being used 
therein; and may be allowed to charge and reccive for 
every ton thereof delivered alongside a vessel in proper 
tubs, within reach of the ship’s tackle, a sum not exceed- 
ing five dollars per ton for the best quality: Provided, how- 
ever, That no guano shall be taken from said island, rock, į 
or key, except for the use of citizens of the United States, 
and of persons resident therein, as aforesaid: And provided 
also, That said discoverer or discoverers, or tus or their | 
assigns, shall first enter into bonds, with such penalties or į 
securities as may be required by the President, to deliver 
the said guano to citizens of the United States, for the pur- 
pose of being used therein, and to none others, and at the 
prices aforesaid, and to provide the necessary facilities for | 
that purpose witbin a time to be fixed in said bond; and 
any breach of the provisions thereof shall be taken and 
deemed a forfeiture of all rights accruing under and by 
virtue of this act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first ques- | 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from ! 
Maine to the first section, striking out the words 
which he has named. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. An amendment oughtto | 
be made in the fourth section, to strike out after jj 
“ aforesaid,” the words, “for the said discoverer 
or discoverers or assigns, or for the United 
States.”’ 

Mr. MASON. Will the Secretary be good 
enough to read the section as it will be if the | 
words be stricken out? 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

“Sno. 4. And he it further enacted, That nothing in this | 


act shall be construed obligatory on the United States to | 
retain poss 


on of the islands, rocks, or keys, as aforesaid, | | 
after the guano shall have becn removed from the same.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
now is on the amendment of the Senator from | 
Maine to the second section. lj 


reduce the price of this guano at the island, from ‘| 
that contained in the bill, and to leave it with the | 
company alone to deliver it. Now, sir, I agree : 
with that Senator perfectly, in a disposition to put | 


remuneration, I should cheerfully concur with the 
amendment, and would leave it as the amendment 
proposes to leave it, obligatory on the company 
to deliver the guano on board ship. Butmy fear 
is‘that, if we cut too closely in this matter, it will 
dull the edge of enterprise and discovery in such 
a way as to frustrate the hopes we now have of 
getting these additional supplies of guano. 

The honorable Senator has said correctly that 
the material will cost nothing. It will be there, 
subject to be taken by the discoverers, under 
the security of this act of Congress. The greatest 
cost is the expense of getting it, and the expense 
of labor. My strong impression is derived from 
what I have heard of the difficulties, and the 
great and serious embarrassments attending the 

rocuring and furnishing of labor at the Chincha 
slands —that when they come to furnish the 
labor on these islands it will be found infinitely 
difficult, and will compel those who are to work 
hese islands to pay immense prices to get labor. 

In the first place, these islands are some two 
thousand miles distant from the nearest habitable 
land, in the midst of the Pacific, and near the 
equator. In the next place, it is certain that the 
islands themselves produce nothing. They have 
neither wood, nor water, nor vegetable products 
of any description, so that everything consumed. 
must be taken there. The water must be taken; 
the fuel must taken; all the materials of every kind 
and description for structures must be taken; and. 
all the provisions must be taken there of every 
kind for the consumption of those who work. 
Then, this work is to be done in that hot, unre- 
lenting climate, under the burning sun, without 
other protection than can be extended to them by 
artificial structures, and they are required to labor 
in the most odious and disagreable material that 
can be imagined. 

I have scen, what may have attracted the at- 
tention of Senators in the course of their miscel- 
laneous reading, that at the Chincha Islands, the 
Government of Peru has found it impracticable 
to supply labor for those islands from the ad- 
jacent coast, and has resorted at last, as the whole 
world seems now to be resorting, Abolitionists 
and all, to the great hordes of China, for the un- 
fortunate Coolies, and has been driven at last to 
bring ship loads of Coolies under pretenses to 
labor on the Chincha Islands; and that the poor 
creatures, in their despair and distress, have com- 
mitted suicide as a constant practice, and thrown 
themselves into the sea to avoid the lash of their 
taskmasters and the odious and detestable work 
to which they were put in collecting this material. 
I suspect, therefore, that if we obtain possession 
of these islands, we shall find the greatest diffi- 
culty in getting labor at all, and maintaining it 
after it is there. If such be the truth, the neces- 
sary result must be, that the cost of labor will 
far excel the almost fictitious sums that were paid 
in California for labor, on the first realization of 
our possession of gold there. 

Then, if it shall so result, and this companyis 
limited to five dollars a ton, and finds it imprac- 
ticable to deliver the article at that price, the con- 
sequence will be that there will be no delivery; 
and before we can get the necessary legislation 
here again, if we can ever get it, to enable them 
to go to work, the thing will have become stale; 
it will very probably have passed into other 
hands; our people will have been discouraged; 
other nations will take hold of it, and they will 
reap those profits which are now so important to 
us. I should apprehend these results if we cut 
too closely in limiting the profits which the com- 
pany shall receive for this work. I do not know 
the proper price; it is all conjecture. I remem- 


| ber that one honorable Senator with whom Icon- 


versed on this subject endeavored to form some 
judgment of the probable cost of delivering this 


| guano, from the price of delivering coal here in 


our markets; but I cannot conceive a more utterly 


; fallacious standard than for one to attempt to 


measure his judgment by a comparison of that 
kind, for the reason which I have assigned. 

Mr. FESSENDEN., Allow me to ask the 
honorable Senator a question, as he has inves- 
tigated this matter. Jam anxious myself to fix 


the price of the guano to the consumer as low as | asum that willamply remunerate the discoverers, 
possible, having a due regard to afair and liberal | and make it an object worthy of cnterprise and 


remuneration to the discoverers of the island, and +: 


peril. 


My doubt, however, was founded on a 


those who are to work it. ffI could be satisfied || calculation of my own. What I wish to ask the 
that five dollars a ton would make them that } Senator is, whether any calculations were shown 
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him, or any data given in figures, by which he 
was enabled to fix, or endeavored to fix, the sum 
named in the bill? These are matters which are 
founded on caleculatidns. Mercantile men can | 
show at once what numberof laborers they would | 


have to employ, and what would be the cost of a | 


certain thing, and their calculation would be un- 
doubtedly liberal. If the Senator has any data 
of that description, I should like to hear them, 
because I am as willing as anybody else to pay 
any price that will accomplish the purpose. 

Mr. MASON. There were no calculations 
before the Committee on Foreign Relations when 
this bill was prepared, except such as were con- 
jectural on the part of those who were inter- 
ested in the work. Upon that subject, I confess 
I thought the estimate which they had placed on 
the probable cost of the labor was far less than 
they would realize when they came to employ it. 
According to my impression, it was supposed by 
them that labor could be procured there from 
this country, that the young men of this country 
would be induced to go there and remain tem- 
porarily on that island, and labor at twenty dollars 
per month, being maintained while they were 
there, and having a small interest, if necessary— 
hardly an appreciable interest—in the results of 
their labor. That was one estimate; but I con- 
fess it struck me as being highly chimerical; for 
I do not know the people of any portion of this 
country who could be induced to leave the United 


States, and go to labor on that island, at twenty | 


dollars a month, in that most odious of all mate- 


‘rials for labor, when they could realize more at 


home than twenty dollars a month, if they had 


‘the ordinary skill and intelligence and thrift that 


belong to our people. 
I say to the Senator, then, that the committee 
had very small mateaials to go upon; and I take 


it for granted, that the company who are inter- 


ested in this matter, and who make the proposi- 
tions to Congress, are themselves, so far as I 
know, in a state of conjecture as to what it will 
cost for labor. They estimate, but estimate very 
roughly. 
and their artificial harbors, and their railroad, 
and their structures, and tools will cost, they can 
approximate and approximate only; but the cost 
of labor is at last that which is to be the great 
element of price, and about it theyare necessarily 
uninformed, 

It has seemed to me, in considering this sub- 
ject, looking at the remoteness of the place and 
the necessity of providing machinery of some 


sort to facilitate this labor and produce the largest | 


results, that it will be found impracticable for the 
ship’s crew to become their own porters, and de- 


liver the guano to their own vessels, and it will | 


become necessary to devolve on the company the 


- labor of providing means for doing it. | thought 
-at the same time that it was safer to leave it at 


the option of the ship-owners either to become 
their own porters or to obtain the delivery by 
means of labor furnished there as proposed in the 
bill. The bill proposes to allow a certain sum, 
six ‘dollars a ton, asa seigniorage if they are their 
own porters, and ten dollars if it is delivered on 
board ship. 

While we were thus necessarily at sea, (keep- 
earnest 
that enterprise, to lead_those who have it in 
charge to carry it out,) I thought there was no 


risk, or rather there was perfect safety, in giving | 


them, by the provisions of this bill, what might 
be found hereafter more than an adequate remu- 
neration to stimulate the enterprise at the outset, 
and get it under way and plant it, when we re- 
serve to ourselves in the bill the right to regulate 
it hereafter as we may think proper. My fear is, 
that if the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Maine be adopted, it will dull the edge of 
enterprise to such an extent that the enterprise 


It is no small matter to send a body of adven- 
turers at a distance of two thousand miles from 
home to inhabit an island which furnishes noth- 
ing in the world but protection from the sea 


„around, which furnishes no supplies either animal 


-prise is stimulated at least by the hopes of high 


| 

or vegetable, or even water; and unless the enter- | 
| 

| 


profits for the time, it will fall and die away. 


in its present form, with the guarantees whic 


I 
_ prefer, therefore, that the bill should be retained 
i 


What their docks, and their wharf, | 


ing always in view, as I have kept in view, an | 
desire by means of this bill to stimulate 


“will fall through or go into other hands. | 
| 
i 
l 


are around it. There is already a provision, as 

the Senator will see, in the second section of the | 
committee’s bill, that the parties shall deliver the | 
guano “to citizens of the United States, at said | 
islands, rocks, or keys, until otherwise provided | 
or regulated by law, at a price not exceeding,” | 

Č: 

I had intended to conciliate opinions, and to | 
propose still further to amend the bill of the com- | 
mittee in the second section, by inserting this pro- 
viso: 

« That guano shall be sold or delivercd from said islands 
only for consumption in the United States; and Congress 
may hereafter regulate by law, at its discretion, everything 
concerning the sale and delivery thereof.’? 

I thought that would throw it entirely under’ 
the control of Congress in the most ample man- 
ner to provide future security, if future security 
should be found necessary. 

The amendment of the Senator from Maine, 
as 1 understood it, provides that, 


“ Said discoverer or discoverers, or their assigns, being | 
1 


citizens of the United States, may be alowed, at the pleas- | 
ure of Congress, the exclusive right of occupying the 
islands for the purpose of obtaining guano, and delivering 
it to the citizens of the United States for the purpose of 
being used therein.” 

Would not this cut off all but the citizens of 
the United States from the carrying trade? That, 
I suppose, is not the object of the Senator. Our 
treaties with most of ‘the commercial nations 
provide that they shall participate with us in the 
carrying trade, on the same terms as our own 
citizens; and if these islands become a part of 
the Unitcd States, that would be in violation of 
those treaties. But, aside from that, it should 
certainly be our object, in my judgment, if we | 
have it in our power, to limit the use of this 
guano to such carriers as could be found in the 
United States. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I am notable 
to give my assent to the amendment proposed by 
the honorable Senator from Maine, because my 
mind is impressed with the conviction that it pro- 
ceeds from a jealousy which, however wise under | 
ordinary circumstances, is in this case directly in | 
its tendency to subvert the objects of the bil. I 
think, also, that it is founded upon a misappre- 
hension of the facts, and an assumption of facts į 
which are not sustained. In the first place, the 
honorable Senator starts out in his argument with | 
the assumption, that the guano islandsare already 
discovered to which this bill is to apply, and that | 
nothing is necessary but to provide for the admin- į 
istration of the Government in regard to them, | 
while there is no object in any fature discovery. 

Why, sir, if gnano costs us now from fifty ; 
to sixty dollars a ton, the discovery of these į 
islands, which is supposed to have been made, 
will be but slightly effective in reducing the cost 
of that fertilizer as a general article of merchan- 
dise throughout the world. We want for the 
use of the United States, not only the use of the 
discoveries which have been actually made, but 
also to stimulate such further discoveries as the 
interests of the country, and I may say the inter- | 
ests of mankind, require. It would be unphilo- 
sophical to assume, that all the guano deposits in | 
the world have been already discovered. On the | 
contrary, it is most philosophical to assume that | 
there are numerous deposits yet unknown, and | 
that the Government should wisely make its į 
efforts to bring them to light. 

But there is another important clement in this | 
question, which is, that the use of guano asa fer- 
tilizer is only recent; that itis practically as yet 
only local; and that its great utilit and value 
commend it to introduction throughout all the | 
civilized world. We are, therefore, to expecta 


continually increased demand; while, by the pol- |; 


icy which suggests this amendment, we are to 
restrict the supply. Sir, it would be unfortunate 
to kill this goose in the endeavor to save for our 
citizens or ourselves the golden egg which it is pre- 
pared tolay. We ought, therefore, to be so liberal, ; 
at least,as to secure the immediate practical occu- 
pation and use of the islands, and to stimulate the 
search for more. Can any person deny that- posi- 
tion? I think not. 

Then the honorable Senator assumes that five į 


dollars aton is a sufficient compensation for the i 


removal of the guano from its native bed to the į 
shipboard. He gives us—— 


Mr. WELLER. Iam sorry to interrupt the | 
Senator from New York; but 1 believe the morn- | 


| This subject will. come up 


ing hour has expired, and I am -very.anxiousthat 
the Senate should go on with the internal. improve- 
ment bills which were under discussion- yester- 
day, or with the Pacific railroad... prefer that 
they should take up the railroad bill, of course. 
again in.the morning 
hour of to-morrow,.and 1 hope we shall dispose 
of it then. i oe 


Mr. SEWARD. I am under the direction. of 


the Senate. : 


Mr. MASON. This measure isone of: great 
moment to the agricultural and planting States. 
I think we can be done with it in.a few minutes. 
I know of no amendment but the one pending. 

Mr. SEWARD. [have buta few words tosay. 

Mr. WELLER. . ‘This subject is of much less 
importance than the Pacific railroad. L do not 
know whether it is of any importance except to 
one portion of the Union—to the worn-out lands 
of Virginia, Delaware, and Maryland. ee, 

Mr. MASON. The Senator has not paid at- 
tention to the use of guano, or he would not make 
that remark. 

Mr. WELLER. Ihave paid as much atten- 
tion to that as the Senator has to the Pacific rail- 
road. i 
Mr. SEWARD. Ifthe honorable Senator will 
excuse me I will draw my remarks to a close in 
a few minutes. The honorable Senator from 
Maine is assuming that five dollars would be suffi- 
cient compensation. On that subject there is 
substantially no evidence; we have none; he has 
none. Itis entirely arbitrary, it seems to me, to 
assume five dollars as sufficient. Opposed to 
that, my information is, that the cost of remov- 
ing the article from the deposit, and placing it.on 
peau ship at the Peruvian islands, is seven dol- 
ars. ‘ 

If this information be true, which I state on 
the authority of those who have examined the 
subject, the discoverers of this island, if obliged 
to furnish the guano at five dollars a ton, would 
do itat a loss of two dollars, besides all their labor 
and expenses. I think it isa mistake, therefore, 
to suppose that you can assume five dollars; while 
the principles which govern commerce and regu- 
late eg are such that, if you adopt the min- 
imum which is proposed by the bill, you secure 
that object. Lt 

Mr. President, the world has never been in- 
jured, if I recollect aright, by excessive liberality 
on the part of nations to discoverers and to in- 
ventors. On the other hand, I think the prog- 
ress of society has been injured by the exercise 
of too great jealousy, by nations and monarchs, 
in restricting and embarrassing discovery. This 
continent was offered in market by. Columbus to 
at least five of the Powers of Europe before: it 
found a purchaser; and all the world agrees that 
Spain was not too liberal to the discoverer in the 
appropriation she made for that purpose. We 
are in danger of crring on the wrong side. 

As I promised to bring my remarks to a close, 
I will barely add that there is another statement 
of my friend from Maine which is erroneous, 
namely, that here are deposits of guano enough 
to last a hundred years. As I understand, there 
has never been a survey of the islands which 
have been discovered, and itis not known whether 
there are three hundred and fifty thousand or 
three millions of tons. The thing is entirely un- 
certain and anknown. So it is uncertain whether 
there is guano cnough to supply the market for 
one hundred years, or whether the supply will 
be limited to five years. If our observations im 
regard to the other islands which furnish this 
fertilizer be correct, they warrant us in believing 
that the newly-discovered deposits are much 
smaller than the honorable Senator supposes. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. This subjectis of sufficient 
importance to make it the duty of every gentle- 
man, who has given the slightest attention to it, 
to communicate to the Senate what he may hap- 
pen to know in regard to it. I have given some 
attention to it within the last two years, and I 
desire to make a few observations upon the policy 
of the bill, and upon the propriety of adopting 
the amendment of the Senator from Maine. 

I believe, sir, that the consumption of guano in 
the United States is something between one hun- 
dred and one hundred and fifty thousand tons at, 
the present time. 

Mr. PEARCE. It was one hundred and eighty 
thousand tons last year. 
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Mr. BENJAMIN. Thereisnodoubt whatever, 
that. with a reduced rate of compensation it would 
very soon reach three hundred thousand, four 
hundred thousand, or probably five hundred thou- 
.sand tons per annum; the only practical limit to 
the quantity consumed being the amount of ship- 
-ping that can be devoted to ‘its transportation. 

he usual rate for carrying a ton of guano from 
the Pacific ocean to our Atlantic Sea-board, has 
been from twenty to twenty-five dollars a ton— 

‘twenty-five dollars being considered a high price, 
or it was’ so ‘considered at the time when I made 
my investigation. Everything ‘over that is the 
cost'of the guano: and of delivering it on board 
the vessel. If, therefore, the Peruvian Govern- 
ment ‘conducted its own operations with that 
knowledge of business and regard to economy 
which characterize our race, it could very readily 
afford to sell its guano at thirty-five dollars‘a ton, 
and derive as large a benefit from it as it now de- 
rivés by selling it at fifty dollars in this market. 

The Senator from Maine objects to that provis- 
ion of the bill which provides for discrimination 
between the guano as delivered on board the ves- 
se] by the discoverer, and the guano as delivered 
by the men who go to seek it in its native bed. 
I think upon a little reflection the Senator will be 
inclined to’ withdraw his objection to that dis- 
crimination, It is quite a mistake to suppose 
that, in all cases, works will be necessary for the 

urpose of taking the guano on board vessels. 

‘here is no reason for supposing the deposits to 
be far in the interior. Deposits of this kind are 
now generally ascertained to be, not simply de- 
posits made from birds, as was formerly sup- 
posed, but also the remnants of sea animals—of 
seals, sea-lions, and animals of that kind, who 
die on shore. Thatis also connected with the 
exuvia of birds of all kinds. ‘These deposits are 
as often found upon the sea-shore as in the in- 
terior; and the question, whether or notany works 
are required for the delivery of guano on board 
the vessels, cannot be determined @ priori. It 
depends upon the nature of the shore. It may 
be a bold shore, with a capacity for vessels to 
anchor close up to the bank, where the seamen on 
board could very readily shovel the guano into 
the vessel. It may be a shelving shore, with the 
deposits in the interior, requiring works of differ- 
ent kinds to get the guano to the vessel. 

Ofall these facts we are ignorant. Still, E think 
it would be nothing more than sound policy to 
provide in the bill a discrimination between the 
price of the guano to be delivered by the discov- 
erers, if they go to the cost of digging it, and 
bringing it to the vessel, and the price at which 
itis to be delivered to persons who may think 
proper to dig it for themselves. If the guano is 
found on a bold shore, with a good anchorage, 
where a vessul may approach closely, and where 
the guano can almost be shoveled into the vessel 
from its deposit, the vessels will go there with 
their crews, and shovel it in, and take it off in 
bulk. fit is far in the interior, it will be deliv- 
ered in sacks and tubs. All these are matters to 
be determined by the nature of the locality, and 

articularly by the nature of the facilities offered 

y the water around the island. I think, there- 
fore, it would be wise and judicious to preserve 
in the bill a limit at which the guano is to be 
furnished Ly the discoverers, if taken by those 
who go in search of it, and dug and loaded by 
themselves, 

Now, sir, if we are to anticipate a supply of 
guano at the rate of several hundred thousand 
tons in this country, and at prices so far below 
what Pera charges as to give the discoverers of 
these islands a practical monopoly of the supply 
of our market, L ask what more ample, what more 
enormous fortune could beasked by these discov- 
erers than the right to charge three dollars a ton 
to vessels who may go and dig the deposit and 
carry it away. If two hundred Tkouasatlese three 
hundred thousand tons be furnished to the coun- 
try, that price would afford $600,000 or $900,000 
per annum as seigniorage, to pay for permission 
to fake the guano. It strikes me that for guano 
delivered under these circumstances, three dollars 
a ton would be an ample price; but I do not agree 
with the Senator from Maine, that five dollars 

, a ton would be at all adequate where the guano 
is delivered by the discoverers on shipboard. 
On thar point i think the Senator from Virginia 

is entirely right. We are unable at present to 


appreciate the cost which will be attendant upon 
the delivery under those circumstances. As he 
has stated, the cost attendant upon the establish- 
ment of structures for the shelter of laborers, the 
supply of water and of fuel at such an enormous 


‘distance, is exceedingly difficult of calculation in 


advance. : . 

Ii hassuggested itself to my mind, on reflecting 
over the provisions of this bill, that a wiser pro- 
vision thanany attempt now to fixany specific rate 
at which guano should be delivered by the discov- 
erers, would be to leave that matter in the discretion 
of one of the Executive Departments, allowing the 
discoverers to charge a profit of one dollar per ton 
over and above the cost of labor and delivery. 
That is to say, my proposition would be—I sub- 
rnit it with great diffidence—to allow three dollars 
per ton for the guano taken in situ without any 
cost to the discoverers; and then to make further 
provision, that where the discoverers shall have 
made the necessary preparation for the delivery of 
the guano, and shall have furnished the necessary 
and proper proofs to one of our Departments— 
say the State or Treasury Department, Í care not 
which—of the cost which actually accrues to 
them in digging the guano and delivering it along 
side the vessel, they should be’allowed one dol- 
lar a ton advance on that cost as a profit, besides 
the three dollars for the guano. In that way the 
price of the guano would go on gradually dimin- 
ishing, because the expenses of delivering it would 
by degrees diminish, as experience would furnish 
devices by which it could be at a cheaper rate 
dug up and delivered on board the vessels, But 
to fix now, arbitrarily, by a mere guess, the 
prices at which the guano should be delivered 
after being dug out and prepared for delivery on 
board vessels, it strikes me is a species of legis- 
lation which is unworthy the wisdom of the Sen- 
ate, I think a provision of the kind which I have 
suggested would be much more judicious and apt 
to lead to much more practical results. If prep- 
arations are made to deliver the guano, it strikes 
me that one dollar per ton profit on the expense 
of delivering it, would be enough. I cannot think 
it would cost anything like seven dollars a ton, 
under proper management, to deliver it; but if the 
guano there is worth three dollars in the bed, then 
allow the discoverers one dollar a ton profit on the 
cost of delivering it; but fix the price of guano first, 
if taken in situ. Three dollars a ton appears to 
me an ample price for that. Then allow them 
one dollar profit on the cost of delivery, which 
would make four dollars for every ton they deliv- 
ered clear profit, and three dollars a ton for every 
ton taken out of the bed clear profit. 

Under these circumstances, my impression is, 


| that the revenucs of a company organized on 


such a basis would amount to at least $1,000,000 
per annum; and surely this is no niggardly re- 


| ward for an accidental discovery of that kind. 


Mr. MASON. I listened with great attention, 
and with instraction, to the views presented by 
the Senator from Louisiana. It may be, and 
probably will be, if this enterprise matures, and 


there is brought in the large quantity that doubt-, 


less will be brought in if it is found accessible, 
and of good quality, that in the course of one 
year, or two years at furthest, when the thing 
develops itself, we shall find it advisable and 
necessary to mature some plan of remunerating 
the discoverers by a bare scigniorage in the form 
which the Senator suggests —a dollar a ton, or 
half a dollar a ton, or whatever may be found 
right —in the legislation that must necessarily 
ensue if this turns out to be anything more than 
a barren experiment. But at present, 1 should 
be exceedingly reluctant to run any risk of losing 
the whole object by cutting too cluse now. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, I do not propose one dol- 


| lar per ton as seigniorage. I propose that they 


receive three doliars a ton for the guano, and a 
dollar profit on the cost of delivery, making four 
dollars a ton on what they deliver, clear profit, 


j and three dollars a ton on what may be taken in | 


Situ. 

Mr. MASON. To ascertain the amount of 
delivery would take more machinery than we 
can devise in our present state of information. 1 
cannot conceive any ill result that will follow by 
the stimulant which the bill offers, and which, f 
ought to say, is much less than the company at 
first thought would be necessary to enable them 


to the mode of his argument than as applicable 
to any discovery to be made hereafter. My idea 
was, that, in order to induce us to pass this bill,» 
which in reality is intended only to apply at the 
| present time to an actual discovery, the Senator 
| had made use of an argument tending to convey 
| the idea to the Senate that the island was yet to 
be discovered, arid that the cost and risk of the 
discovery were to be included in our calculations 
as to the proper amount to be granted. That 
might do very well in regard to the discoveries 
| hereafter to be made, if the bill essayed to ben- 
| efit the country by encouraging such efforts; but 
it does not apply to them, If that argument is 
ito have any effect in relation to the subject, I 
should wish this bill to stand alone in reference 
|| to the discovery actually made, and have another 
bill introduced to encourage attempts to make 
further discoveries hereafter. 

The honorable Senator from Virginia has ob- 
jected to my amendment that it will interfere with 
our treaties in reference to the carrying ‘trade. 
Not atall, The amendment does not provide in 
what vessels the guano shall be carried, but to 
whom it shall be sold. The provision is that it 
may be sold and delivered to citizens of the 
i| United States; and the citizens of the United 
States may have it carried in any vessels they 
please. There is no trouble about that. 

Now, sir, in regard to he price, as I stated 
i| before, Iam not at all strenuous on that point. I 
i made only a rough calculation that we might at 
i least safely suppose that one hundred thousand 
tons would be sold in the course of the first year, 
and at five dollars a ton, the receipts would be 
half a million dollars merely for delivering the 
article at the island. I supposed that would 
furnish ample remuneration. Even for the first 
yey after they get into operation, they will have 
half a million of dollars to repay them for their 
expenditures and for their labor, which laber, 
although expensive individually, will not make a 
very large amount. This was my rough calcu- 
lation, and I made it because these gentlemen 
had presented none, but were merely telling us, 
through the mouths of Senators, large and indefi- 
nite stories. I supposed the half million of dol- 
lars which they would receive for the first year’s 
operations, subject to increase, would unquestion-~ 
| ably remunerate them for trying the experiment, 
I am of that opinion now. Still, I am perfectly 
willing to amend my amendment by leaving the 
| amount blank, and letting the Senate fill the blank 
| ag it pleases, having the question first taken on 
the largest amount. If it be preferred, I have no 
| objection to trying the question in that form, I 
still believe that it would be better to make only 
one provision for price, and that is for the price 
when delivered on ship-board. Why? If we 
| provide that it shall be at a certain rate in the bed, 
i and atacertain other rate when delivered onboard, 
i gentlemen will see that the purchasers would be 
left entirely at the mercy of the company. They 
would be compelled to take it in that mode in 
which it was most profitable to the seller to dis- 
pose of it. If, for instance, they could make 
more money by delivering it, they would merely 
' say to purchasers, ‘take it at your option, but 
i take it at such a place.” They would point at 
the place, and the island would not be leftopen to 
| the purchaser. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. By what right would they 
point out the place ? l 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Because they have an 
i exclusive right to take it from the whole island, 
; and they would exercise their authority over any 
| ship’s crew that might go there. They propose 
i 
i 


|i to collect their duties by force, I presume. They 
ii do not require that we should subject the ves- 
i: sels to any penalty, any forfeiture, or libel, or 
‘anything of that kind, for not paying the duty. 
i They are to regulate the matter; and being in pos- 
i} session of the island, they would point out the 


‘| place where the article was to be taken; and if it 


to carry on their enterprise. It has been mate- i| were more profitable to them to deliver it on ship- 


right to deliver the article alongside the vessel at 


ion on the subject of price. To conform to what | 
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board, they would'deliver it; and ifthe purchaser 
was compelled to avail himself of their improve- 
ments in order to get it on shipboard, they would 
dictate the terms. I apprehend it would be, asit 
always is in similar matters, ‘in the power of the 
seller to compel the purchaser to take it ih the 
mode suggested by the seller. 

The honorable Senator from Louisiana has 
siiggested that you may léave itto one of the 
Departments to fix the'price. That, in my judg- 
ment, is impracticable. He proposes that it shall 
be left to one of ‘the Departments to fix the price 
Gh the returns añd stätemėnts of these parties as 
to their expenses and the cost of getting the article. 
We all know how loosely such statements are 
made up. 

That provision would leave the Departments 
to depend entirely on the representations of the 
persons interested, without any mode of correct- 
ing them. We know that a man unacquainted 
with the affairs of a railroad company, for exam- 
ple, might take up their annual reports, and he 
would tell nothing of their business from them. 
The same thing would holdhere. The provision | 
would lead to infinite confusion, and establish 
nothing. 

My idea is to fix a price—a liberal. price—for 
the purpose of furnishing the country; to make 
it imperative on these gentlemen who take this 


afixed rate. Let that rate be enough to cover 
their expenses, whatever they may be, so as to 
give them ample remuneration. I think five 
dollars a ton would be ‘sufficient, but I am not 
strenuous about that. With the system of labor 
which we have in this country, I agree with the 
Senator from Louisiana, that if the statement 
‘made by the Senator from New York, as to the 
cost to the Peruvian Government of delivering 
guano at their Islands—seven dollars a ton—be 
‘correct, the price would be materially reduced 
here. 1 do not believe that the cost would be 
‘anything like that. ‘If thatis the cost thëre, it 
is owing to the fact that, when a Government 
undertakes to do a thing of this kind, and with 
sach laborers as are found in those regions, the 
expense is more than it ought to be. 

L have made this proposition, not from any 
Sort‘of fecling in this matter, because the only 
disposition I have is to facilitate it, and make ‘it 
‘practicable and beneficial, -if possible. If my 
amendment is not calculated to accomplish the 
object, | hope the Senate will not adopt it. I;i 
‘have no pride about it. I am willing to agree to 
vary the price so as to conform to the opinion of | 
the Senate as to what is proper. I have inserted 
five dollars, because my judgment has led me | 
to the conclusion that that will afford sufficient 
remuneration. {Í can, however, strike out the 
‘game, and leave it blank, and let the Senate fill 
‘the blank before they proceed to vote on the 
‘amendment itself. I have no objection to pursue 
that-course, if it be thought proper. 

Mr. MASON. 1 wish only to state a single 
fact to show what ‘are the hazards, delays, and 
yisks that necessarily attend upön ai énterprise 
of this ‘character. am informed that a shio 
was'sent out, | think from the port of New Lon- 
don,in the month of August last, equipped to 
‘bring home a load of guano from that island. | 
The month of August of this year has nearly | 
‘arrived, and that ship has not yet been heard of. | 
A clipper schooner was sent out from San Fran- | 
cisco, last December, and brought back £ small i 
quantity of guano. The ship had not arrived | 

Ì 
l 


‘there when she left. The United States ship In- | 
dependence sailed, under command of Commo- 
dore Mervin, under the orders of the Govern- | 
ment, in December last, to visit that island, and 
ghe has not yet returned. Unless there are | 
strong inducements offered in the commencement | 
to these gentlemen to embark in the enterprise, I 
“am afraid it will fail. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I find that I differ from 
‘all the gentlemen who have expressed an opin- 


‘seems to be the more general impression, I mod- 
ify my amendment by striking out ‘ five dollars, ” | 
and inserting ‘ eight dollars,” so as to make the 
‘price “ eight dollars” a ton. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I move to amend the 
amendment, by inserting, after the words, “eight į 
dollars a ton for the best quality,’’ the words, ‘or 
‘four dollars a ton in its native place of depost.” 


| of appropriations under these ‘several bills has 


The amendment to the amendment was-agreed 
to, and the amendment as amended was adopted. 

The substitute of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations as amended was agreed to. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate as ‘amend- 
ed, atid the amendments made as in ‘Committee 
of the Whole were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading, and was read the third:time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BIGGS. This bill has been so mich 
amended, that I do not understand exactly its 
provisions. It is a long bill; and I-ask that it 
may now be read as amended, so that we may 
understand what it is. 

The Secretary read it as amended. 

The bill was passed. 


MILWAUKEE HARBOR. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished 
business of yesterday is now before the Senate, 
being the bill (S. No. 92) for continuing the im- 
provement of the harbor of Milwaukee, Wiscon- 
sin. 
engrossment of this bill, there was no quorum 
present. The question now is, “ Shall the bill be 
engrossed and read the third time? ”? 

Mr. TOOMBS. f should like to know what 
is the amount of the appropriation and the con- 
dition of the work, and whether it has been 
recommended by anybody but the committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair 
understands that the amount appropriated by-the 
bill is $17,560. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Ishould like to know whether 
ang heads of Departments have recommended it ? 

he question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 26, nays 10; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Benjamin, Bigler, Bright, Cass, Clayton, Col- 
Jamer, Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, 
Geyer, Hamlin, James, Johnson, Jones of lowa, Seward, 
Trumbull, Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Wright—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Biggs, Brodhead, Clay, Hous- 
ton, Hunter, Iverson, Mason, Reid, and Toombs—10. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. It was read the third time and 
passed. 


HARBOR AT KALAMAZOO RIVER. 


On motion of Mr. SEWARD, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 37) making an appropria- 
tion for the construction of a harbor at the mouth 
of Kalamazoo river, in the State of Michigan, 

It provides for the appropriation of $50,000, 
for the construction of a harbor at the mouth of 
Kalamazoo river, in the State of Michigan, to 
be expended under the direction of the War 
Department. The Secretary of War is to let the 
contract for the construction of the harbor ‘to 
such person or persons as he shall think proper, 
who will agree to complete it for the amount ap- 
propriated, with such sureties, and according to 
such plan, as shall be approved by him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment. j 

Mr. BIGGS called for the yeas and nays on 
the engrossment of the bill; and they were 
ordered. 

Mr. CLAY. I do not propose to say anything 
upon the merits of this particular bill, because it 
is pretty much of the same character with many 
others which we have passed, and | know it is 
utterly idle to oppose any of them; but I wish 
to sustain some assertions which f made yester- 
day, and which were at that time disputed. The 
honorable Senator from Michigan (Mr. Cass] 
took issue with me as to the relative amount pro- | 

osed to be appropriated io the State of Michigan. | 
aren since examined the matter, and find that, 
at the time when I prepared the statistics which 
I farnished to the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. 
Toomss,] I was correct, At that time more than 
twenty-five per cent. of the entire amount of 
ever two million one hundred thousand dollars, | 
proposed to be appropriated in the several bills, 
was for the improvement of harbors and other 
water courses in the State of Michigan... The 
amount at the time was over five hundred ‘and 
fifty thousand dollars. I find now that it has been 
‘somewhat reduced. Itis five hundred and twenty- 
five thousand dollars; and the aggregate amount 


Yesterday, on taking the question upon the |} 


ras 


t this 
‘appropri 


béen ‘increased to three miHion dollars. 
time the amount which is sowig¢htto ‘bi 


ated for ‘the State of Michigan exuseds® Wwenty 


per cent. of the ‘entire amount proposed ‘to’ be 
appropriated. po Pey DigiE Es 

‘Now, ‘sir, wart to call-the “attention: ó 
Senate atid the country to what would? t0; 
be, prima facie, a Very partial distribution ‘of the 
réventies -óf the country, for ‘internal iniprove- 
iments. find thatunder these bills it is proposed 
to ‘appropriate to the ‘six “north westéra: States 
$944,085, which is upwards ‘of ‘thirt e ‘per 
cént. of the entire agerégate of the “bills which 
have'been reported to the Senate. Tfind thatthe 
five Senators of the Comittee ‘on ‘Cotimeree, 
‘who disagree with ‘the asto the ‘expedieticy and 
constitutionality of these measures, is ive eported 
bills for the bénefit-of their particular’ localities; 
amounting ‘in the aggrégate'to $1,568,000; ‘which 
is'upwards of fifty per cent. of the entire'sum‘pro- 
posed ‘to be appropriated. Thus it appeayse*that. 
their'peculiar localities tire ‘thie chief beneficiaries 
of the bounties of the Goverhment. Their States 
are to realize move than fifty per cent. of the entire 
sum which we dre now éalled upon to appropriate, 
_ I said yesterday that I did not believe the cofii- 
mittee had ‘ever reported against any bill referred 
to them during this Congress; ‘and I commend 
this to the consideration ‘of the Senator from 
Arkansas, -[Mr. J dirnson,] who, as Tundersiood, 
said he would take the reports of the ‘cbmmittee 
on trust, and ‘vote for Whatever they recommended. 
Thave since investigated: the ‘matter, and Iam 
prepared now to assert that they have, reported, 
In favor of every bill which has been referred ‘to 
them—nuiviberitig mòre than fifty. . They ‘have 
not reported adversely as to one of them, Iam 
prepared ‘to go further, and state that, on exam- 
ination, T find that they reported ‘in favor of every 
improvement which Was referred to them for 
consideration ‘duriiig the last Congress. I must 
explain‘this. It would appear, on examining the 
records, that I ‘was incorrect in this assertion. It 
is true, they reported against ‘some bills which 
were referred; but it will be found that they after- 
wards reported a general bill, incorporating every 
individual appropriation which had been proposed 
in any bill referred to them. They reported 
against individual bills, not because they disap- 
proved of ‘the particular appropriation, but “be- 
cause they were in favor of ageneralsystem, and. 
they did not wish to give any preference ‘td ‘par- 
ticular localities. : : 

Now, the Senate afid'the country may consider 
whether the committee have indicated any wi 
discrimination in the appropriation of the ‘pablé: 
‘moneys for internal improvements—whether they, 
have shown any tégard for principle, or for policy 
in the administration of‘the revenues of the Gov- 
ertiment. Ido not’stand up here to censure them; 
‘but i mist say that, with the evidence we have 
before us, it is perfectly manifest that there is 
no latitude by which their opinion of the powers 
of ‘the Government, or the expediency of these 
works, is to be measured. They go forall. I 
think it should at léast serve to admonish us 
whither we are tending, when we find that every 
bill which has been referred to this committee for 
the improvement: of a river ora harbor, during 
two successive Congresses, has been recom- 
‘mended for the adoption of the Senate; ‘and they 
have been recommended orally, without any 
written or oral report, setting forth the necessity 
for, or uses of, the work. This is all L have to 


‘say. ` 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Secretary 
will proceed to call the roll on the engrossment 
of the bill, | ; s : 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted —yeas 22, nays 11; as follows: : 

YEAS+Messrs. Alien, Bell of New Hampshite, Bell of 
Tennessee, Benjamin, Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Dodge, 
Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, James, Jobn- 
son, Jones of lowa, Pugh, Seward, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wilson, and Wright—22, , f 

NAYS—Measts. Adams, Biggs, Clay, Fitzpatrick, Ham- 
lin, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Mason, Reid, and Toombs, 
—il. . 4 z A R 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading. It was read the third time, and 
‘passed. i . 

SOUTH BLACK RIVER. 


On motion of Mr. SEWARD, the bill (S.No. 
38) making an appropriation for the constraction 
of a harbor at the mouth of South Black river, in 


the-State of Michigan; was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the, Whole... , Juy ne ce 

-It proposes to appropriate 440,000 for the con- 
struction-of a: harbor at the mouth of South Black 
river, in the State of Michigan, to be expended 
under the direction of the War Department. The 
Secretary of War. is: to-let the. contract for. the 
construction of the harbor to such person or pèr“ 
gons.as he shall think proper, who will agree to 
complete it for the amount appropriated, with 
such: sureties, and. according to such plan, as shall 
be approved by him. PE 

- Mr. MASON.: I hopethe honorable Senator 
who has charge of this bill will inform the Senate 
whether there is any special report upon the sub- 
ject whether this harbor, or place intended for 
a harbor, has been surveyed—what the result of 
the surveys were—who made them, and under 
what auspices the work will be done? 

Mr. CLAY. I will state to the Senator from 
Virginia that it is not the habit of the Committee 
on Commerce to make reports, or to assign any 
reason for recommending the passage of any of 
these bills. Ido not think he will find a report 
in any case. I do not remember that there is 


one. ` 

Mr. ADAMS. If there is any report, I should 
like to-have it read. f 
Mr. SEWARD. I shall confess with very 
great frankness that, in regard to this particular 
pill, as it was brought in by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Michigan, who is now absent, [Mr. 
Sruarr,] and as he was a member of the com- 
mittee, I have not prepared myself to make the 
explanation which the honorable Senator from 
Virginia desires, and very properly expects, from 
the committee upon this subject. I had hoped 
that he would be here himself; but the senior 
Senator from Michigan, who is now present, can 
undoubtedly give the Senate all the information 
which the Senator from Virginia requires. 

Mr, CASS. . I have not got the survey of this 
point. I went to the topographical office this 
morning, and brought up three—all that the head 
of the bureau could lay ie hands on at the time. 
He said there were others here, and I have found 


one or two more since. With respect to this 
harbor, however, I cannot say who made the 
survey, or whether any has been really made. 

Mr. TOOMBS. This is the most beautiful 
illustration of the system that I think was ever 
presented to a deliberative assembly. The Sen- 
ate of the United States have had a committee 
engaged for months on these bills, and they have 
ought in measures for the expenditure of 

$3,000,000 of public money, to be distributed, as 

they tell us, upon “ national” works. A Senator 
desires to know if there are any estimates, what 
is the nature of the work, what it will cost to 
complete it? and no man on the committee, and 
noteven the Senator from the State where the 
work is, knows one wordabout it. Weare called 
upon, on the idea of everybody helping every- 
body clse’s bill, to vote for them all. There cer- 
tainly can be no greater abandonment of all pub- 
lic principle than is here presented. 

I suppose, from the constitution of the com- 
mittee, that they help themselves. The Senator 
from Michigan, who is amember of the commit- 
tee, [Mr. Sruarr,] I believe filed eleven bills. 
The Senator from New York [Mr. Sewarp] filed 
as many as he wanted, I suppose the Michigan 
Senator took care of his own batch, and the 
Scnator from New York took care of his batch, 
and whoever spoke to them to take care of out- 
side batches had theirs attended to. Ifa Senator, 
whois on the committee, happens to be absent 
when one of these bills comes up, no one has any 
explanation to give, and the Senate is called upon 
to record the vote in favor of the bill, and doubt- 
less will do so. Still, | think it right that the 
country should know how the money is going, 
and what consideration is given to it. 

Mr. CASS. I have no doubt there should be 
a survey. I believe there has been a survey at 
this point, but I do not know the fact. T have 
notthesurvey. Tendeavored to find it this morn- 
ing, and told the Senate the result. 1 suppose 
there was a survey in all cases. 

; of WILSON. I move that the bill lie on the 
able. 

Mr. CLAY. Teall for the yeas and nays on 
that motion. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. There is no objection te 
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the motion, I presume. "Phe Senator from Mich- 
j is unwell, and not 


igan, who-has the estimates, 
in his seat; and if they be called for, of course 
the bill will lie on-the table until he returns. 

_ Mr. CLAY. . I prefer:to insist 
the yeas and nays. I wish to see 
man who will vouch 
ation of its importance or value. che 

The yeas. and nays: were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 27, nays 5; as follows:: 


if there is any 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 


Cass, Clay, Collainer, Dodge, 


Tennessee, Benjamin, Biggs. 1 
: 4 patrick, Foster, Hamlin, 


Fessenden, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foot, 
ton, Hunter, Iverson, Mason, Pearce, 
Trumbull, Weller, Wilson, and Wright—27. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Douglas, Durkee, Johnson, 
Wade—d. 


So the bill was ordered to lie on the table. 
GRAND RIVER HARBOR. 


On motion of Mr. SEWARD, the bill (S. No. 
39) making an appropriation for the construction 
of a harbor at the mouth of Grand river, in the 


Seward, and 


State of Michigan, was considered as in Commit- || 


tee of the Whole. 
[ts object is to appropriate $50,000 for the con- 
struction of a harbor at the mouth of Grand river, 


in the State of Michigan. The Secretary of War 


is to let the contract for the construction of the 
harbor to such person or persons as he shall think 
proper, who will agree to complete it for the 


amount appropriated, with such sureties, and ac- 


görding to such plan, as shall be approved by him. 


on the call for 


for the work, without inform- 


Hous- 
Pugh, Reid, Toombs, |! 


They seem to have been ready. to,be sent. here in 
response to a call of the Senate. : ee one 
Mr. CASS. Many of the appropriations we 
are. now making are under estimates and surveys 
made more than twenty. years ago. . ‘There was 
a fund originally for making these surveys, and 
they were made at the discretion of the War De- 
partment... The members of Congress from t e 
several States called for them, and they came 
before: the two Houses, and were submitted -tọ 
the committees.. Most of the works for which 
we are now appropriating were estimated. for 
long ago, and.the surveys were made a great 
many years since. ren 
Mr. HUNTER. Then let me inquire what is 
ithe value of estimates made twenty years.ago? 
During the mean time prices have ‘materially 
changed, They have doubled.in some respects. 
We might as well have'no estimate at all as one 
of so old a date as this. 7 at 
Mr. CASS. The fact is that this bill now re- 
quires the work to be done at one third the esti. 
mates, or not to be done at all. Tam informed 
by an honorable colleague of. mine in the House 
of Representatives, who stands by me, thatit. will 
be done for that. ofa 
Mr. MASON. What I want to get at; (and I 
do not know anybody whois. more..capable of 
iving a proper explanation than ‘the /he jorable 
enator from Michigan, from his age and expe- 
rienceas one ofthestatesmen of the Confederac 3) 
is, the true and proper exposition of one.of the 


Mr. HUNTER. I should like to know w iether || resolutions adopted at the incinnati Convention 
there is any estimate from the Department, show- |! a short time since, and which seems to have been 
ing that this work can be finished for the sum of || found so perfect, that it is a transcript of a règ- 
$50,000? : olution adopted at the Democratic N ational Con- 

Mr. CASS. There is the proper estimate; I || vention four years before. I want, if I can, to 


hold it in my hand. 

Mr. HUNTER. Can it 
sum? 

Mr. CASS. Here is the estimate: 


“Sir: I have the honor of transmitting herewith copies 
of the reports, plans, and estimates for improving the en- 
trance from Lake Michigan into Muskegon lake, Black river, 
and Grand river, called for by a resolution of the Senate of 
the 7th instant. , 

«In the drawings sent in with these reports, it was neces- 
sary to preserve a scale sufficiently large to judge of the 
plans proposed, and of the value of the harbors contempla- 
ted toimprove. On this last point, it may be said, without 
fear of error, that there are no better harbors on the lakes, 
if there be any as good, or any which deserve more the 
friendly attentions of the General Government. 5 

“ The total estimate for Grand river is $162,126. But it 
would not surprise me if the works in this case could be 
limited to one well-constructed pier, upon the side of the 
most severe and the most frequent winds. At any rate, 
in the construction of the work watching, effects, in order 
to save unnecessary cost, such a course would be pursued. 

“ Ft is also possible that the entrance may be assured by 
securing the banks of the river, as explained in the report, 
in which case the entrance would be accomplished for less 
than $30,000. The first attention of the bureau will be 
directed to this point, and very little doubt is entertained 
that the securing of these banks, and the erection of a 
windward pier, will insure a safe entrance. But it is con- 
sidered due to a candid exposition of such matters, that the 
estimate should embrace all forescen contingencies. Under 
any view, however, all that will be required for the ensuing 
fiscal year is $50,000.77 


That is the report sent here from the topo- 


graphical bureau. a 
Mr. HUNTER. I understand the positive 


estimate is $162,000, and there 1s a possibility 


that the work may be done for $30,000. 

Mr. CASS. There isa possibility that 
go up to $160,000, but the probability is, 
will cost much less. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is it the understanding that 
the Secretary of War shall not contract unless he 
can get contractors to undertake to make what 
he considers a thorough improvement for this 
sum? 

Mr. CASS. That is the provision of the bill. 
If it cannot be done for the appropriation, it is not 
to be done at all. 

Mr. MASON. The communication which the 
Senator from Michigan read is from the topo- 
graphical engineers dated February 25, 1850, 
more than six years ago; and it is in reply to a 
resolution of the Senate calling for information. 
The colonel of the corps says: 


« I have the honor of transmitting herewith copies of the 
reports, plans, and estimates for improving the entrances 
from Lake Michigan into Muskegon lake, Black river, and 
Grand river, called for by a resolution of the Senate of the 
7th instant.” 


it may 
that it 


igan, in whose State this is, in what way or b 
what authority these estimates were prepared. 


be finished for that 


I have asked the honorable Senator from Mich- || 


get at the true meaning of that resolution; and I 
think it the more important to the section of the 
country from whence I come, because it is man- 
ifest that the system of improvements which is 
assumed to be sanctioned under this resolution, 
i is a system that tends altogether to the North and 
the West and the interior. The resolution is this: 
ce That the Constitution does not confer upon the General 
Government the power to commence and carry on a gen- 
eral system of internal improvements.” 
_ That would seem to imply that the Constitu- 
tion does confer on the General Government a 
ower to commence and carry on a system of 
internal improvements, provided it is not a gen- 
eral one. That is the inference now drawn... 
Heretofore the mode was, for the Committee 
on Commerce, I think, to report what was called 
an omnibus bill, providing specific appropriations 
for certain ports and harbors and rivers that were 
named, and all comprised in one bill. The Pres- 
ident of the United States vetoed that bill at the 
last Congress, and gave us his reasons for it ver 
| much in detail, and, to me, very satisfactory. it 
has been supposed, it would seem, that they could 
overcome the objections of that veto. Iam to 
presume that the honorable Senator from the State 
of New York, who has charge of these bills, has 
|| reported them under the instructions of that com- 
mittee, in subordination to this second resolution 
of the Cincinnati platform, and that he is prepared 
to abide by it. It would seem, therefore, that the 
present exposition of this resolution is, that the 
same end is to be attained of carrying on a sys- 
tem of internal improvements which was intend- 
ed to be attained by an omnibus bill, provided it 
is done by separate bills. : 
Now, as to the mode of doing it, weare told by 
the honorable Senator from Micltigan that there 
are estimates for these works. To be sure they 
| were made six years ago, but it is the custom of 
the Senaic, as we are informed by him, to adopt 
estimates made even more than six years ago. 
What I want to know is how these estimates 
were obtained. I want to see what system of 
internal improvements it is that is to be sanctioned 
under this resolution of the Cincinnati Conven- 
tion. We are told by the honorable Senator that 
they are obtained in this way: a member from 
the State of Michigan in the House of Represent- 
atives, ora Senator from that State, offers a reso- 
| lution, which is passed, as a matter of course, 
| directing the Secretary of War to cause an esti- 
mate to be made of the cost of building a harbor 
| at the mouth of Grand river. Where Grand river 
is, or whether a harbor can be built there at all, 
i or whether when it is built it will be of any value 
to the country, are matters not embraced in the 
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resolution; but the resolution only wants to 
know what is the cost of doing it. Upona reso- 
lution of that character, the colonel of the corps 
of topographical engineers has reported that the 
total estimate for the Grand river is $162,126. 
Now I ask the Secretary to inform us the amount 
contained in this bill? 

The Secretary. Fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. MASON. Then we had a report from 
the topographical board six years ago, accord- 
ing to which the total estimate for Grand river 
was $162,000; and here, six years afterwards, 
when labor, materials, and everything which go 
towards building this harbor have increased cer- 
tainly thirty, if not fifty per cent., a bill is offered 
yequiring that the work shall be done for less 
than one third of the estimated cost. 

I wish to know from the honorable Senator 
whether this is a system of internal improve- 
ments that is sunctioned under the second resolu- 
tion of the convention at Cincinnati? If it is, I 
want my people to know what is the practical 
construction put on this resolution, and how the 
‘public money is to be expended, to which they 

largely contribute, as constituting a very import- 
ant portion of the producing interest of the coun- 
try. Imay be uninformed; I may be ignorant on 
this subject; but if there could be devised a waste- 
‘ful, an utterly irresponsible, and a totally barren 
‘system of internal improvements greater than this 
is, lam at a loss to conjecture how it could be 
done. You are to require of the Secretary of War 
‘to expend $50,000 on a work which his officers 
told you six years ago would require $160,000 to 
‘make, under this exposition of the system of im- 
provements which is sanctioned by the party of 
which I am a very unworthy member. I cannot 
conceive one more irresponsible, more wasteful, 
more debauching of the public morals, than this 
system of improvements, which we are told, I 
take it for granted, is the system that is to be 
adopted under the sanction of the Cincinnati Con- 
vention, and its predecessor at Baltimore four 
‘yearsago. Isay itis utterly debauching. Why? 
ecause it is holding out the temptation to every 
section of the country to bring in here resolutions 
of inquiry as to the cost of building structures 
along the lakes, or in rivers, or in their planta- 
tions; and if they can get an estimate, without 
knowing what the value ofthe work will be when 
it is done, or whether it can be done, and whether 
the next roll of the waves will not wash it away, 
the money is to be expended. Lean see no benefit 
to be derived to anybody from it, but to the job- 
‘bers and contractors, who are to enjoy this money 
in the localities where it is to be expended. 
“ Mr. CASS. In regard to the platform to which 
the honorable Senator from Virginia has referred, 
I must leave him to make his own exposition; I 
am not going Into that subject. My ideas are 
‘now just as they were when I was for five years 
at the head of the Department of War, and re- 
‘sponsible for all the estimates sent in by the De- 
partment under General Jackson; and there never 
were any sent in that he did notexamine and ap- 
prove. My views. now are ok what they 
were then tpon that point. The Senator from 
Virginia cannot see the difference between specific 
appropriations in certain cases of rivers and har- 
bors, and a general system of internal improve- 
ments, embracing roads, rivers, levees, and, as 
Mr. John Quincy Adams said, all the material 
improvements of the earth. I leave every man 
to draw his own distinction. In my judgment, a 
“man may honestly support certain appropriations 
for rivers and harbors, and at the same time not 


be in favor of a general system of internal im- | 


provements embracing all the material improve- 
ments of the country. Twice at this session 
already Lhave gone into that subject, but, it seems, 
with very little effect, judging from the inquiry 
of the Senator from Virginia; and therefore, I 
presume, it would be just as ineffectual if I were 
to repeat it now. 
Mr. MASON. Ihave not yet heard the hon- 
_orable Senator give to the Senate his idea of the 
_practical exposition, by the present scheme of 
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appropriations, of the second resolation of the 
Cincinnati platform, 
Mr. CASS. The honorable Senator puts his 


exposition on the platform adopted at Cincinnati, | 
have already explained it, and | 


and I put mine. 
it is not necessary to repeat it, 
Now, in respect to this improvement at the 


mouth of Grand river, I will observe that, accord- | 


ing to the original estimate of the War Depart- 
ment six years ago, the whole expense might be 
reduced to $30,000. It is now believed that the 
work can be done for a little more than that. 
My colleague, it seems, has taken that estimate 
as the basis of this bill which he introduced; and 
he+has made an express provision, that if the 
work cannot be accomplished for the amount of 
the appropriation, itis notto bedoneatall. After 
the period at which the estimate was made to 
which attention has been called, a small appro- 
priation was voted; and in 1853, $20,000 was 
asked by the Department for this harbor. 


Mr. HUNTER. [ask whetherthere has been | 
any-survey in this case? I understand that some |! 


of these estimates are not ori the basis of a survey. 

Mr. CASS. TI have the survey here. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have some reason to think 
that the bill which we passed the other day for 
the harbor of Marquette, was on an estimate 
without a survey. 

Mr. CASS. That I do not know; but in this 
case I hold the survey in my hand, and I have 
before me an estimate of the War Department, 
in 1853, asking for $20,000. 

Mr. TOOMBS. It is very important for the 
country to understand what gentlemen mean by 
these estimates. We have no such thing as an 
estimate presented here in the proper legislative 
meaning of the term. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Mason] has stated what the real case 
is. When some member here wants to gct an 
estimate from the Department, he presents a res- 
olution, which is passed and sent to the Depart- 
ment to know what this harbor can be cleared 
out for; and then one of the topographical engi- 
neers is sent to the spot, and he makes a calcula- 
tion. So faras our committee is concerned, it 
now appears clearly that they have gone through 
the old estimates of former years. In this instance 
one is presented, dated six years ago, and the 
Senator from Michigan has stated that in some 
cases they went back twenty years. 
necessary six years ago may not be necessary 
now. The circumstances may have greatly 
changed in the mean time. The Senator from 


| Illinois [Mr. Doveras] told usthe other day that 


many of your wing-dams have been washed away, 
and the expenditure of former appropriations has 
been entirely uscless. A different sort of im- 
provement may be now required. you went back 
and hunted up the records, no doubt you would 


find some estimate for the Cape Fear river; and | 


that would be enough, under this system of the 
Committee on Commerce, to get an appropriation 


for it. You spent $250,000 on this river, and no | 


doubt there were estimates for $100,000 more; 
but the real need, as it appeared from an actual 
examination, was $150,000 to take all your work 
away. 

I say that here we have no estimates, in the 
proper sense of the term, ba 
ity of any department of this Government. We 
do not know that any of these improvements are 
fit to be done, or necessary to be done even, in 
order to facilitate commerce—that wide, bound- 


less, and unlimited ground taken by the Senator |; 


from Michigan. 

While 1 am up, I will make a remark upon tlris 
new exposition of the constitulionality of internal 
improvements. If the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia were here, I should like very much to know 


! from him what are Mr. Buchanan’s opinions upon 
the subject; for if he holds to the same construc- 


tionof the Constitution as the Senator from Mich- 
igan, his views are certainly not in accordance 
with the views of the people on the Atlantic, from 
here to the Gulf of Mexico. 

ĮI understand the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Puan] 


What was | 


based upon the author- | 


H 
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| citizens of Michigan. 


‘no right to do it; but the States and the peo 


to place your power to make these improvements 
on the commercial power, and the Senator from 
Michigan takes the same ground. There is one 
question which I should like either of these gen- 
tlemen to answer: Is not the power: to: regulate 
commerce, conferred by the Constitution, an, ex 
clusive power? The power is ‘to regulate com- 
merce with foreign nations, among the several 
States, and with the Indian tribes.” 1s it notan 
exclusive power, belonging to the Federal, Gov- 
ernment and not to the States ? á 
Mr. PUGH. Does the Senator wish 
answer? : 
Mr. TOOMBS. Yes. ope 
Mr. PUGH. I cannot undertake to answer 
such a proposition. : : 
Mr. TOOMBS. Is the power to regulate com- 
merce an exclusive power in the Federal Govern- 
ment, or is it concurrent in the States? bea 
Mr. PUGH. It is exclusive as far as levying 
taxes is concerned, for the Constitution expressly 
says so. . : 

_ Mr. TOOMBS. Now, when you come to dis- 
tinguishing, I will show you. the error. The 
same word is applied to all. It is to “ regulate” 
commerce. The Senator from Ohio says it: is 
exclusive when you levy duties, but not exclusive 
when you want to facilitate transportation.. That 
is the corner he is in, and there is no getting*out 
of it. I sayit is an exclusive power to every 
extent. The power is in one word, “ regulate, ?? 
It means the sanft, whether used for one purpose 
or another. The power to regulate commerce 
must have the same meaning in all its aspects; 
and it is exclusive in the Government of the 
United States. Then, if the position.of the gen- 
tleman be true, that ‘to regulate commerce’’ 
means ‘* to facilitate commerce,” the States have 


le 
have spent $800,000,000 to facilitate saiatenae by, 
building railroads; they have cleared out rivers; > 
they have improved them everywhere. Accord- 
ing to the statement of the Senator from Mich- 
igan yesterday, even the St. Clair flats have been 
improved, not only by our own people, but by 
a foreign Government. Can a foreign Govern- 
ment undertake to regulate our commerce? Surely 
it can, under the construction of the Senator from 


me. to 


i Michigan. It is the most boundless construction 


which it is possible to.give to: words: © When 
Congress is given the power to regulate the com- 
merce of the United States; it cannot be exercised 
by the Canadian Parliament, or by individual 
It is a high, sovereign 

ower, belonging to the Government of the United 

tates. Under this doctrine, New York has no 
right to improve the Genesee river, because she 
cannot regulate commerce. If she can regulate 
commerce she can lay duties on imports and ex- 
ports. If she has concurrent power with the 
General Government over the regulation of com- 
merce, it applies to every branch of the sub- 
ject. Neither the Senator. from Ohio, nor ‘any 
other man, can make any difference between 
them. There is but one word in the grant; it is 
to ‘regulate’? commerce. If ‘regulate’ means 
to facilitate, no State can fucilitate the transpor- 
tation of commodities within its limits, because 
the power is exclusive, expressly declared .to be 
so in the Constitution itself. It is a power given 
to the General Government, and forbidden to the 
States, except with this modification, that they 
may lay tonnage duties with the consent of Con- 
gress. Under this monstrous doctrine, under 
the senatorial construction of the Constitution, 
the whole business of facilitating transportation, 
and regulating the commerce of the country, be- 
longs concurrently to the States and the Union, 
and the States can levy duties on imports when- 
ever they please. But, sir, there is nothing in this 
argument, The Senator from Michigan was 
driven to it. He was driven to distort the words 
from the meaning expounded by the venerable 
Madison, in the Federal convention, and in his 
veto of 1817. The Senator has been compelled to 
ride over the plain construction pat upon them by 
the fathers; to reach the public Treasury. l 
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; But again, sit, jf estimates are required, those 
which are. now presented, and called. such, are 
not entitled to that: characteristic. We do not 
know that.the work is desirable. We do not 
know that this sum of money will accomplish it. 
The Senator from Michigan tells us that $20,000 
was asked for a few years ago, and $50,000 now, 
andthis bill says that the $50,000 shall complete it. 
What evidence have we that it will complete the 
work? The evidence is the other way... But the 
Senator. tells us there is a gentleman behind him 
who'says it can be done. The. Senate is called 
upon to legislate on that authority. The estimate 
is'$162,000, and the Senator says he is informed 
that 450,000 will be sufficient. 

:Mr. CASS. No, sir; I repeat, the report of 
the topographical bureau says the work may, 
cost $162,000, but probably it could be done for 
$30,000. . : 

Mr. TOOMBS. Then it may cost $160,000; 
but if it can be done for 30,000, why does the 
bill say $50,000? 

-r Mr. CASS. The provision is that the $50,000 
shall complete the work. à 

Mr. TOOMBS. Butit may not do it. 

. Mr. CASS. Then the money is not to be 
spent. : 
Mr. TOOMBS. If, according to the estimates, 
the improvement can be done for $30,000, why 
does your bill say $50,000? The cstimate was 
that it might be done for $30,000, but it would 

robably take $160,000. Why does the bill say 

0,000? Sir, it comes to this: that Senators 


. and members have gone and asked for what they 


wanted, and got it. i 

. Mr. CASS. I will leave the views of the hon- 
orable Senator to combat those of Mr. Calhoun, 
and the act passed by Congréss in 1789, which 
says that, under the Constitution, the General 
Government has a right to make navigation more 
safe and easy, by doing certain things. Mr. 
Calhoun said in his Memphis report: ‘ Your 
committee, after full and mature consideration, 
are of opinion that there is power to make these 
improvements. It is to be found in the power to 
regulate commerce with foreign nations, and 
among the several States, and more especially 
that among the several States. ”’ 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I do not mean 
to interpose anything which I may say on this 
subject, with a design to protract the debate or 
to speak against time; but I think I have heard 
the most extraordinary suggestions—I cannot 
eall them propositions—that were ever thrown 
in with kaleidoscopic confusion. The Senator 
from New York says you can get all you ask 
for. The Senator from Alabama says there has 
been no bill proposed by a member which has 
not been granted by the Committce on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Will the Senator 
from South Carolina allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. [ wish to interpose 
here, because 1 do not see any other opportunity 
that 1 shall have for putting the question. I 
have been informed that the Committce on Com- 
merce have advised no appropriations for objects 
of this sort, except what were.included in former 
appropriation bills, within the limits prescribed 
at the last session of Congress, and upon surveys 
and estimates duly made by officers of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr SEWARD. The committee have acted 
according to the bill which was vetoed at the last 
Congress. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee, I have so under- 
stood, and I know they have restricted the ap- 
propriations in the Southwest to those agreed 
upon by Congress last year. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is that the case in regard to 
Marquette harbor, for which we passed a bill the 


„other day ? 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessec. 
measure, so far as I know. 

Mr. HUNTER. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I know, sir, that 
the Committee on Commerce, acting on the prin- 
ciple which has been stated by the Senator from 
New York, cut down to the small sum of thirty- 
five thousand dollars'an appropriation for one of 
the most important improvements in the South- 
west. They did so bkecause that was the sum 


That is a new 


| 


. t 
But the Senator voted for it. |] 


contained in the bill of the last session, and they 
did not wish to go beyond that. That was done 
upon an examination and survey, lam informed. 
Probably the Senator from New York can say 
whether thatisthe state of the case or not. 

Mr. SEWARD. That is the case. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. The committee 
cut down that appropriation which I proposed 
for that work from fifty to thirty-five thousand 
thousand dollars, on the principle that they would 
not exceed former limits. I wished to have this 
inquiry answered, in order to justify myself. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that these bills 
are on estimates without surveys; some of them, 
at least. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 
surveys, I believe. . 

Mr. CLAY. Ican say with safety this much, 
that the Senator from Tennessee 1s wrong in 
both his suggestions. He is wrong first, in say- 
ing that surveys have been made by the Depart- 
ment in all these cases of appropriation. There 
has been one instance cited by the Senator from 
Virginia to the contrary. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is the case of Mar- 
quette. ~ 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. That is for a new 
work in a lateky-opened region of country. 

Mr. CLAY. he Senator from Tennessee is 
wrong in supposing that all the bills now reported 
were embraced in the omnibus bill of the last 
Congress. I think the Senator from New York 
will bear me out in the statement that there are 
some that were not embraced in that. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I desire to 
direct the attention of the public to certain prom- 
inent points in this matter. I want the promon- 

tories to shoot up anridst the confusion of the 
kalcidoscopie notions which prevail here on this 
subject of internal improvements. I have never 
known an instance before, where gentlemen who 
pretended to the responsibilities of statesmen had 
such different views, in order to carry out one 
main end—that is, to get such appropriations as 
they ask for, because that is the whole proposi- 
tion. 

Now, sir, what is the morality of this system? 
I do not speak of the individual and persona} 
morality of the gentlemen who supportit, because 
I have a very high regard for many of them as 
men of honor; but’how can they rise, with pomp- 
ous professions of morality, and say they ask 
this much, and it ig all they intend toask? If 
$50,000 will not answer this year, what is to 
prevent them appropriating $150,000, or $200,000, 
next year? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Neither the Senator from 
South Carolina, nor the Senator from Georgia, 
appears to understand the provisions of the bill. 
The bill provides an appropriation of a certain 
sum of money to complete this harbor, to be 
expended under a contract to be made by the 
War Department for completing the harbor, with 
proper penalties and stipulations for that sum. 
f ihe work cannot be accomplished for the ap- 
propriation, not a dollar is to be expended, 

Mr. BUTLER. Suppose they make the exper- 
iment this year, and come near completing the 
work, and they want $100,000 next year: what 
is to restrain gentlemen from voting for it? 
Nothing atal. “Phe Senator from Louisiana asks 
me, with a great deal of concern, will we be bound 
by the contract? No, sir. Isay you would not 
be bound longer than you could abrogate the 
contract. Ido not mean to speak of gentlemen 
individually, but I say these statutory provisions 
to observe contracts amount to notbing. You 
might as well undertake to stop the current of 
the Mississippi with a bundle of hay, as with 
these stipulations to stop at what you say. Next 
year there may be another swarm of Insects to 
feed upon the Treasury. If these gentlemen were 
here bound by their own provisions, they might 
observe them; but they are not the persons who 
are always to vote hereafter. There is no control, 

Sir, I must say that, in my opinion, the Senators 
who were in favor of these local, partial, aud ex 
parte arrangements, cannot reconcile it with any- 
thing like the morality of legislation to favor them, 
and yet oppose a general system of internal im- 
provements. They are willing to vote money for 
the Mississippi and its tributaries, and the lakes, 
but they are not willing to vote it fór Charleston, or 


On estimates and 


Norfolk, or Savannah, or even for New Orleans, 


perhaps, to the same extent, because, they say, if 
they keep going on all around, in spite of them- 
selves it will be general, and they do not want it 
to be general. ow, suppose that we made an 
appropriation for improvements from the upper 
part of the Mississippi, through the northwestern 
cordon of States to New York, and then down to 
the capes of Virginia, and from the capes of 
Virginia around Cape Hatteras to Wilmington, 
Charleston, Savannah, Mobile, New. Orleans, 
and Galveston: .we should have the whole coast 
provided for, and I know nothing more gen- 
eral. If you take them up piecemeal and ap- 
propriate for one port this year, and two ports 
next year, and three next year, and so on tll you 
have none left, will it not be general? We are 
told that the only safety is in being partial, and 
having one part take the money and give it to 
another. Thatis called reconciling it to doctrine! 
They do not want asystem which operates equal- 
ly, generally, and justly, over the whole United 
States, but they want one that operates ee 
locally, within particular States; and 1 think 1 
heard the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hamin} 
say, that as long as we confined ourselves to in- 
dividual appropriations, it was safe; but if we 
undertook to define, with entirety of design, a 
generalsystem ofinternal improvementsall around 
the coast, benefiting every part of the United 
States, it would become fatal. The Senator from 
Michigan undertakes to make the separation to 
which he has alluded, by saying that John Quincy 
Adams stated thata general system would include 
roads and canals, and education, and other things; 
but, sir, that isnot what has been meant by in- 
ternal improvements. The term ‘internal im- 

rovements ” has been understood to mean regu- 
ating commerce by ports and harbors and rivers. 

Mr. CASS. President Pierce does not say so 
in his messages. 

Mr. BUTLER. If internal improvement does 
not apply to commercial improvements, let some 
one give me a definition of it. 

Mr. PUGH. Suppose we appropriate $50,000 
to improve the harbor of Charleston: is that an 
internal improvement? 

Mr. BUTLER. I should say that the harbor 
of Charleston belongs to South Carolina. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator does not answer 
my question. I ask, is that a case of internal 
improvement? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly I say it is. 

Mr. PUGH. Then what are external im- 
provements? f . 

Mr. BUTLER. You are going in for exter- 
nal improvements when you go away off in the 
ocean to take care of guano islands, as 1 believe 
you are doing. I call external improvements 
those out of the jurisdiction of the United States. 
I should call it an external improvement to be 
going down by the Clayton-Bulwer treaty to 
regulate matters with other countries with which 
we have nothing to do; but I will not allude to 
this for fear of arousing my friend from Delaware. 

Mr. PUGH. Permit me to ask a different 
question. If appropriating money to improve 
the harbor of Charleston is engaging in a system 
of internal improvement, whatis the general sys- 
tem, going round the whole coast of the United 
States, by which light-houses have been estab- 
lished at all the Atlantic ports? Is thata case of 
internal improvements? 

Mr. BUTLER. That is an improvement for 
the benefit of the world. 

Mr, PUGH. My friend does not answer my 
question. Is it a case of internal improvement? 

Mr. BUTLER. So faras itbenefits you coming 
down to buy our goods, it is internal to you; but 
external to those coming there from abroad. Ido 
not say that it may not be both. Who under- 
takes to say that it may not be both? To those 
who are going to the port it is internal; to those 
coming into it from the ocean it isexternal. You 
can consider it as both if you choose. Now, with 
regard to light-houses and similar appliances, 
they belonged to the States originally, and this 
Government bought them and has kept them up. 
The States were not bound to sell those light- 
houses, or the land on which they were. The 
Government bought them to keep up light-houses 
for the benefit of all the world; not for ourselves 
alone, but for the whole world. 

Mr. PUGH. That is what we want these har- © 
| bors for. 
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Mr. BUTLER. You are going to dig harbors 
at unheard of places. Suppose I were to: name 
Michilimackinac, and propose an appropriation 
of $500,000 for its improvement: would you not 
vote for it? 

Mr. PUGH. No. 

Mr. BUTLER. Putitina bill, and yowwould. 
Why, sir, the other day I said to the honorable 
Senator from Maine, [Mr. Fassenpen,] who is 
aman of remarkable clearness, How do youknow 
these places? Do you get them from geography? 
“No,” said he, “I find them in the bills.” Put 
them in a bill, and that is sufficient; put Michil- 
imackinac in this bill, and he will vote for it, 
Putting it in a bill christens it. I would not want 
a better sacerdotal exhibition than to have the 
Senator’ from Michigan rise and sprinkle every 
one of them; and then they are baptized. [Laugh- 
ter. 

; de. TOOMBS. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Michigan has read me an extract from Mr. 
Calhoun ’s report at the celebrated Memphis Con- 
vention. I made some remarks on that yester- 
day, and, as I then stated, that was one of Mr. 
Calhoun’s departures from a correct principle, 
and Í believe about the only oné. Ithink it a 
little remarkable that the honorable Senator from 
Michigan adopts none of his opinions but his 
errors; for in regard to the great polity of gov- 
ernment and strict construction, I believe no two 


. Statesnien, especially of the same party, differed 


more widely than the Senator from Michigan and 
Mr, Calhoun. : 
-Mr. CASS. . The honorable Senator is mis- 
taken. 

"Mr. TOOMBS. ‘Well, sir, whatever may be 


4the“weight of authority of’ Mr. Calhoun, which 


the Senator has read, I will read the authority of 
a greater and more authoritative name than even 

t. Calhoun’s. President Madison, in his mes- 
sage to the House of Representatives, of the 3d 
of March, 1817, in stating his objections to an 
act to set apart and pledge certain funds for in- 
ternal improvements, says: 

“The power to regulate commerce among the several 
States cannot inciude a power to construct roads and canals 
and to improve the navigation of water courses, in order to 
facilitate, promete, and secure such a commerce, without a 
fatitude of construction departing from the ordinary import 
of the’ terms, strengthened by the known inconveniences 
which doubtless led to the grant of this remedial power to 
Congress.”? 

There is. Mr. Madison’s authority. Mr. Jef- 
ferson declared in his protest that such measures 
were null.and void. 


Mr. CASS. The Senator read from Mr. Mad- | 


ison’s message of the 3d of March, 1817? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CASS. Iwas here at the time, and he 
drew it up very hastily. 

Mr. TOOMBS. His letters, especially those 
to’ Mr. Monroe, show that he stuck to it until 
the day of his death. Mr. Jefferson, in drawing 
up the’ protest from Virginia, declared these 
measures null and void. He was as good a nulli- 
fier as L am; for I would nullify them, if I could. 
> Mr. CASS. Mr. Jefferson signed a bill appro- 
priating $22,000 to make a harbor in Delaware 


ay. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. Jefferson is always the 
best exponent, and the reference to him shows 
the importance of a great name in this country. 
There may be a thousand bills presented with 
reference to harbors, which would vary according 
to the interests of the country in peace and war. 
A measure might have been presented to a former 
President in view of a contingency of war. Pres- 
idents may have signed unconstitutional meas- 
ures. I have no doubt that I vote for some such. 
Every Senator’s attention cannot be brought to 
every provision of a bill; nor can every President 
always attend to all the items ofa bill, though it 
is ‘his constitutional duty to examine it; and it is 
niy constitutional duty to examine the provisions 
of every bill before me as far as I can. Itis too 
late now to controvert the opinions of Mr. Jeffer- 
son. ‘The Senator cannot show a line from him 


or Mr. Madison thatever construed the power to | 


regulate commerce differently from the construc- 
‘tion which I give to it. : 

I know it 18 fashionable for gentlemen to talk 
of the doctrines of Jefferson and Madison. The 
Black Republicans do it; but we know what they 
mean. They mean to take so much of their fan- 
cifal ideas of free negrodom as suits them, and 


nothing more. When they can find in Jefferson’s 
or Madison’s writingssome fanciful exposition of 
the rights of men—especially black men, because 
they do not care so much for white men—they 
are orthodox. But when you come to standing 
on the great charter of our liberties—when you 
come to checking cupidity—when you come to 
restraining the expenditure of public money to 

ublic uses, they no longer worship that god. 

hen they no longer turn their faces to Jerusalem 
toworship. Thisis a pretext. If they had said 
in their Philadelphia resolutions that they agreed 
with Mr. Jefferson as far as he was in favor of 
free black men, there would be something honest, 
and I should not have cause to: complain; but 
when they profess devotion to his. principles, it 
is a deception. I generally agree in his opinions, 
and I think even many of his abstract notions on 
this subject are right. 

Mr. WADE. Whether they are abstract or 
not, they are all right. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I call them abstract; for I 
believe he kept his negroes as long as he lived, 
and left them to his heirs. I expect to dothe same 
thing; so that our practice is the same, whatever 
our notions may be. Iam following Jefferson’s 
practice, at least in that respect. 

Sir, I have shown Mr. Madison’s meaning of 
the phrase, ‘‘ regulate commerce,” for which the 
Senator from Michigan brought against me the 
influence of his great name, as giving a restrictive 
meaning to the clause. The sin, if any, is on 
Madison; the sin is on Jefferson; the sin is on 
Monroe; the sin is on Jackson; the sin is on 
Tyler. This system may have met approval 
from the foxes who sometimes crawl into power 
in this country; but I give you the view of the 
men who have been accepted. by the Republicans 
of the United States, as patriots and good states- 
men, who have been sustained by the country. . 

1 put a question to the Senator from Michigan 
which ke- cannot answer, for it involves him ina 
position from which no man in the Senate can 
escape. The power to regulate commerce is an 
exclusive power, and, as a necessary corollary, 
it belongs alone to the General Government. te 
under this clause, you have the power to facilitate 
commerce, the States have not the power. If it 
is a concurrent power, the States may lay duties 
upon imports and exports. This clause has been 
constantly defined in the Supreme Court, in re- 
gard to laying duties upon imports, to be exclu- 
sive. I say the whole power is either exclusive 
or concurrent. It belongs either to the General 
Government or to the States. Let gentlemen 
take either horn of the dilemma. Under our Con- 
stitution, the power must be lodged either in the 
United States Government, or in the State gov- 
ernment, or in both. . . 

The power being absolute, the grant to the 
General Government being exclusive, it does not 
belong to the States; and itis a complete sequitur, 
which no logician can avoid, that, if this be an 
exclusive power in the General Government, 
according to the doctrine of the Senator from 
Michigan, the States cannot improve their own 
rivers; andif it be a concurrent power, the States 
can lay duties on imports. It strikes me that no 
logical mind can resist the conclusion. 

The difficulty on this subject has been great; 
there has been a great hunt after this power. If 

ou go back to 1817, you find they were then 
hunts for it all over the Constitution. Itis a 


vagrant affair. It was searched for under the 


post offices and post roads clause; under the mili- |! 


tary and naval power; under the power to regulate 
commerce; under the “‘ common defense and gen- 
eral welfare” clause. There is scarcely a single 
clause in which somebody has not attempted to 
lodge it. It has been beaten, and battled, and 
kicked about; butits immortality—the living spark 
which prevents it from dyimg—is the accursed 
thirst for gold. That prevents its being crushed 
out forever. Crush it under one principle, and it 
comes up under another. 
Mr. Jefferson told you, that if you wanted the 
ower you should go to the people and get it; and 
if they did not give it, you ought not to exercise 
it. Mr. Madison stood up against his own party 
in opposition to it, even when they sought to use 
funds in the United States Bank for this purpose. 
The fathers told you that you had no power to 
appropriate money for these purposes. Now, 
for the first time in seventy years of the history 


| ride overa man bold enough, true enough; hoves 


| country. Now you have: power to plunder th 


i Take the case you had yesterday.. 


of this Government, you find yourselves able: to- 


enough to maintain his principles, and- throw hin 
self between you and the: Constitution: of the 


Treasury in spite of. his. great constituti 
shield. You had better take your chancés now.’ 
I advise you to use the opportunity, You: bave 
a chance now to rob the Treasury. . You had’ 
better make good usé of it, because one of two 
things is certain: either this abuse must: be ‘ay. 


j rested by the people through the legislative ‘halle; 


or it will be arrested by the people against the 
voice of the legislative halls. For the one remedy 
or the other, I stand right'always'to be the advs 
cate. I will try to doit through the legislative 


| halls when I can; but when ‘that fails, Lam will- 


ing to. defend the pockets of the people by the: 
good right arm of the ‘people. bgt 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senatorfrom South 
Carolina has alluded to a sportive conversation 
which took place between him and myself, and 
his version of it puts me in a position of greater 
ignorance than J am willing to. acknowledge;: ‘I 
did not say that I never heard of these places until 
I saw them named in the bills. The honorable 
eves asked me if they were in a gazetteer ? 

told him I did not know, He asked me where 
I could find them. I told him I could find them 
in the bills. That is all. i 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, it was only playful, 
for 1 paid the gentleman the compliment to say 
that, whenever he stated anything on the respons= 
ibility of his intelligence, I would rely on it.) 3 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. I understand it’ very 
well; but it might make a different impression; © > 

Mr. WELLER. I ought perhaps to explain 
the seeming inconsistency of the. votes which f° 
give in the Senate on this subject. I vote for 
some of these bills, but others T am compelled to 
vote against. Idonotagree with my friend from 
Michigan in deriving the power from that clause 
of the Constitution which provides that Congress 
may regulate commerce. I think Congress may 
improve harbors wherever their improvement is 
necessary for military or naval purposes. I con- 
fine my votes exclusively to that point. Where- 
ever I have satisfactory evidence thatan improve- 
ment of this sort is necessary for the protection 
of our Navy, or for naval purposes, I feel myself, 
at liberty to vote for it. Phere is a very slight: 
difference between the Senator from Georgia’ and 
myself in the principle; but there is a wide differ- 
ence in our application of it. If it appears to me, 
from examination, that these improvements are: 
not necessary for the protection of our Navy—for 
naval purposes, I do not feel at liberty to vote 
for them.. ` This, T say, is the principle by which 
I am guided. If I have’ perpetrated any errors 
in the Votes I have given, it has been on aecount 
of a want of information as to the character of 
the proposed improvements. Lhavenever doubted 
that, if you had power to put a war vessel on 
Lake Michigan, you had the power to make an 
appropriation for a harbor necessary to afford 
protection to that vessel from the winds and 
storms of heaven. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I think, so too. 

Mr. WELLER. You have now a war steamer. 
on Lake Michigan; you have revenue cutters 
there. Who doubts the right of this Govern 
ment to make an appropriation to give to those 
vessels a place of refuge in case of storm, or`in 
case of pursuit by a public enemy? 

That is the principle by which I am governed; 
and the only difficulty in my mind is ‘in its ap- 
plication. Sometimes, for the want of informa- 
tion, I am compelled, perhaps, to. vote against, 
some places which would afford protection to our 
Navy; but that is the fault of the committee. : I 
look to the gentlemen who report this bill for this 
information; becausegpby this rule: alone I ath 
guided. 1 have voted against four. or five of 
these bills, because, in my judgment, they were 
exclusively commercial—because they were in 
tended to build up commerce, or rather to make 
commerce at points where nature never intended 
that there should be any. There have been mil- 
lions of dollars expended by this Government in 
attempting to make harbors where the God .of 
nature never intended that there should be any. 
You make them there for commercial purposes. 
ou asked 
foran appropriation for Kenosha. That is within 
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nine miles of Chicago... You cannot make me 
believe, that, it is necessary to have .a place of 
refuge on Lake Michigan for your vessels within 
nine miles:of that city. : 4 
Mr: JONES, of Lowa. Put a cipher after the 
ne—ninety miles.: < ; 
Mr. WELLER: Even at that distance I doubt 
necessity... Lam willing to. vote for- these ap- 
ropriations. where they come within the princi- 
je tL have laid down. The Senator from Georgia 
‘and myself differ very widely in its application, 
but I-do not intend to discuss the question. It is 
möt anew one. {thas been discussed, I believe, 
here for-the last twenty years, and if I were a man 
im affluent. circumstances f would offer a thou- 
sand dollars to any Senator who could produce a 
‘single new idea on this subject, or present a new 
view ‘of this question. We are running in a 
circle. We always stop just where we started. 
The same arguments year after year are repeated. 
‘Itis utterly impossible for us ever to agree on this 


question. But, Mr. President, Í will not detain 
the Senate... 
. Mr, CLAY. I desire to ask the Senator from 


California a question. He and I do not differ 
yery widely in our views of the power of the Gen- 
éral Government upon this subject. T understand 
him to say that he will vote for these appropria- 
tions when he has information which satisfies him 
that they are necessary for a place of refuge for 

“our Navy, or necessary for the military defense 
of the country. I ask him whether he has in- 
formation in regard to any of these proposed bills 
that satisfies him they are necessary ? 

Mr. WELLER, Thad in regard for those for 
which I voted. : 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator tell me whence 
he derived the information, for Lam not informed 
upon the subject ? 

Mr. WELLER. I will give the Senator from 
Alabama the information, if he will promise to 
vote for them after I give it; but I do not see that 
I shall gain anything by communicating my in- 
-formation, unless he makes this promise. 

Mr. CLAY. Lask, because I have not seen 


any recommendation ofthe Secretary of the Navy, | 
or the Secretary of War; and 1 see no report from | 


the committee upon, the subject; and 1 have 
not been advised. { should like to know whence 
the Senator derives the information? 

Mr. WELLER. It would be a very casy 


thing for the Senator from Alabama to take a | 


chart and examine the position of Lake Michigan, 
and then he could come to a conclusion whether 
it was necessary to have a harbor on the lake as 
a place of refuge for our vessels that are now 
there. Jam sorry that he is not a military man: 
itis well known to the Senate that Lam. There 
is the difference between us. I have looked to 
this as u military question, with a view to the 
defense of the country and the protection of our 
national defenses. By looking at the chart | 
have come to the conclusion that certain harbors 
must be improved upon the lakes in order to 


give adequate protection to the naval vessels, and 


there 1 vote for the appropriation. 

Mr. IVERSON. How many are there upon 
Lake Michigan? 

Mr. WELLER. I cannot attempt to number 
them; but I will take the trouble of ciphering 
themup if my friend from Georgia will promise 
to vote for them; otherwise I should be trifling 
away time. 


Mr. MASON, 


country, and 1 will contribute my mite to it as 
far as I have got the material or the means. I 
have asked for the estimates; and the only esti- 
mates that have been shown are those produced 


by the honorable Senator from Michigan, fur | 


nished by the topograhical corps In 1850. 
Mr. CASS. Here is one in 1853. 
Mr. MASON. I should like to sce it. 


honorable Senator gives it to me, and I find that i 
itis a report furnished pursuant to a resolution | 
of the Senate of March 3, 1853, ‘requesting the |! 


Secretary of War to communicate to the Senate 
copies of all instructions, reports, or accompany- 
ing plans, and estimates, that have been issued 
from, or been made to, that Department, in cxe- 
euting the surveys and improvements of harbors 
and rivers, under the act approved August 30, 


1852; those instructions and reports to inclade the | 


I desire very much that this ; 
harbor at the mouth of Grand river shall go cor- | 
rectly upon the History of the legislation of the | 


The | 


j 
i 
I| Department to devise the plan: now, Mr. Secre- 
I 
: 


direction distributing the duties between thetwo 
corps of engineers, establishing the two boards,” 
&e. : 

First, he presents various of them, and amongst 
them is an appropriation of $20,000 ‘‘for. con- 
tinuing the improvement of the harbor of Grand 
river, at the mouth of Grand river, Michigan.”” 
Now I am in search of information. I did not 
know until this momentthat the honorable Sen- 
ator, who seems to be responsible, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, for these appropriations, did 
not inform us that they had ever begun to make 
a harbor at this point. I ask that Senator if they 
have commenced such a work, and how far it is 
advanced, for the information given us so far led 
me to the belief that this was a tabula rasa so far as 
any work was concerned. 

Mr. SEWARD. I find that the harbor has 
been begun, and this is for a continuation, The 
plan proposed for this harbor is ‘ to secure the 
sand bluffs on the southern bank of the river from 
the action of the current, and to extend two piers 
into the lake. The whole cost of the improve- 
ment is estimated to be $162,126, for which $2,000 
only has been appropriated—a sum inadequate to 
purchase the machinery necessary for the work. 
Under these circumstances but little work has 
been done.” 

Mr. MASON. What is the date of that esti- 
mate? 

Mr. SEWARD. December, 1853. 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator be 
enough to state the whole estimate? 
$162,126? 

Mr. SEWARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MASON. Then in 1853 they took the 
estimate which was made in 1850, the figures 
show it to be the same, and it was then $162,126. 
I asked the honorable Senator from Michigan, 
whether these were the only estimates, and he 
refers me to acall for an appropriation, not an 
estimate, in 1853, made by the War Department 
under a resolution of Congress, in which they 
suggested $20,000 as necessary for continuing the 
improvement of this harbor at the mouth of Grand 
river, Michigan. That is all the information I 
have thus far. 

Now let us look at these estimates. In 1850, 
the estimates were made, and they are the esti- 
mates relied on in 1853, as is shown by what has 
been read by the honorable Senator who repre- 
sents the Committeeon Commerce. These esti- 
mates were, that the aggregate cost of making the 
harbor of Grand river would be $162,126, of 
which $140,175 was for the construction of the 
i piers only. In this report of 1850, which is the 
basis of the subsequent estimate of 1853, which is 
not areal estimate, but only a suggestion that 
they could expend $20,000 during the fiscal year, 
the colonel of engineers says: 

“The total estimate for Grand river is $162,126. But it 
would not surprise me if the works in this case could be 
|j limited to one well-constructed pier, on the side of the 
+ most severe and the most frequent winds. At any rate, in 
the construction of the work, watching effects, in order to 
save wuncecssary cost, such a course should be pursued.” 


. 


‘ood 
s it 


| He would not be surprised if they could effect 
the work of making a harbor, by the construc- 
tion of a single pier. He estimates the two 
|| piers at $142,175, which would make the cost of 
i} a single pier $70,000. 

| Now, what is the bill? The bill in a direction 
|| to the Secretary of War to build a harbor at that 
i| point, and requires him to build it; and he is to 
|i let the work to any contractors who will contract 
i] to build it for $50,000. ` 
The Scerctary of War, as the agent of the 
| 

i 


President, is required to see that the law is car- 
ricd into execution. How will the President con- 
struc it? He must of necessity construe it thus: 
t“ Congress has, by its mandate, required that a 
harbor shal] be built at this point, and it has ap- 
i! propriated §50,000 to do it, and leaves to the War 


tary of War, do you devise a harbor at the mouth 
of this river, which can come within $50,000, is- 
sue proposals, and give it to any contractor who 
1 33 


will do 1 And what shall we have got when 
it is done? We shall have a harbor there, or 
| that which will be called a harbor, based on mere 
| conjecture, utterly irresponsible, without data, 
| under the sanction of the Congress of the United 
! States, for the law must be executed. The Sec- 
retary of War must cause the harbor to be built, 


and it must not cost more than $50,000; and that 
is to be done.on the basis of an estimate, show- 
ing that, in 1850, when the work could be executed 
cheaper than at the present time, it would cost 
$70,000 to build a single pier. 

Now; one word as to the ‘character of these 
estimates. 1 heard with regret the honorable 
Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Douvcias,] the other 
day, speak in terms of derogation and, as I under- 
stand, in great disparagement, of the fitness of 
the officers-of the topographical corps for works 
of this kind. “He said, as I understood him, that 
the West Point officers, as he designated them, 
were good for some things in war, but were ut- 
terly valueless as topographical engineers; and 
that he would rather trust steamboat captains. 
Now, a gentleman who has some knowledge upon 
the subject has furnished me with information 
as to the way in which steamboat captains have 
executed their work. Under an order of Con- 
gress, taking it out of the hands of the proper 
officers of Government, I am informed that the 
Cumberland dam was not built. by the board of 
engineers. Congress having decided upon its pro- 
priety, and not the board of engineers, it was con- 
structed under the direction of a steamboat cap- 
tain of the name of Shreve... Its bad. location and 
construction had been the subject of. constant 
complaint, and rendered an appropriation: neces- 
sary for its repeal in 1852. That is one work, not 
built under the sanction and responsibility of the 
organized corps of the Army which is responsible 
to the nation, but built by a special appropriation 
and special direction of Congress, under the charge 
of a steamboat captain. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator from Virginia will 
permit me to say to him that the objection to the 
Cumberland dam is not as to the manner of its 
construction, but that we should not have it àt all. 
Congress insisted upon putting it there. Itisa 
dam over the main stream of the Ohio, for the 

urpose of forcing the channel, and that for the 
Denbfit of the town of Smithland, Kentucky. 
The fact is, that steamboat captains breakthrough 
the dam with their boats; and no matter how 
Congress builds it, they will do it. 

Mr. MASON. I have no doubt the honor- 
able Senator is right, but it shows tlre result of 
building dams where they are not wanted, and 
under the charge of improper persons. 

Mr. PUGH. It was built at the entrance of 
the town of Smithland. That influence prevailed 


here to secure it. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Will the Senator 
from Virginia allow me—— 

Mr. MASON, I will finish, and then the Sen- 
ator can say what he chooses. It is a difficult 
thing to get through what one wishes to say on 
account of the interjections of all kinds. am 
informed, that some time in 1852 an appropriation 
was made for the construction and repair of snag- 
boats, dredge-boats, &c. These were also put 
in charge of a steamboat captain named Russell; 
and they cost much, but were poorly suited to 
| the work for which they were designed. 

I have adverted to these facts to show what is 
the irresponsible course of legislation when money 
is to be expended for local purposes. The hon- 
orable Senator from Ohio, who is conversant with 
this subject, says that the Cumbcrland dam was 
not wanted, but it was built for the benefit of a 
particular town near which it was. What in- 
formation have we on the face of the earth, that 
a harbor is wanted at Grand River, except that it 
will be a convenient expenditure for the people 
who live on Grand River? The very report to 
which I shall presently advert, and the only re- 
port upon which these estimates are based, in- 
forms us that the river is navigable only for a 
distance of six miles by lake craft. Who made 
these estimates? : 

The honorable Senator from Michigan, whois 
perfectly conversant with the modus operandi, tells 
us that the estimates are obtained in this way? 
a member of cither House from the State offers 
a resolution, which is adopted as a matter of 
course, directing the Secretary of War to make 
a survey, and when that survey is made the esti- 
mates that follow are to be taken here as a recom- 


imendation for the work, and the amount of ex- 


penditure. Who made these estimates? They do 
not make surveys in all cases from the informa- 
tion which I have, but I will show how this was 
made. This which we have now under consid- 
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eration, and on which we are asked to vote this 
money, was made by “John R. Bowes, United 
States agent.” Can the honorable Senator in- 
ferm us who Mr. Bowes, United States agent, is? 

Mr. CASS. Perfeetly. He is a gentleman 
who, I believe, was at one-time in the topograph- 


- ical corps, and resigned. When works of internal 


improvement were going on, he was one of the 
officers who was employed for that purpose. He 
ig a man of skill and character in his profession. 
« Mr. MASON. As to his skill or profession I 
know nothing; but if he were an officer of that 
corps, either on its civil side or on its military 
side, he would not have called himself “United 
States agent.” He was an agentof Indian affairs 
I suppose. 

Mr. CASS. No, sir. 

Mr. MASON. Well, the estimate was made by 
Mr. Bowes, United States agent, under the instruc- 
tions of the topographical corps. Whether he 
was competent to do it I do not know; but he is 
irresponsible to thecountry. The honorable Sen- 
ator says he had been an officer of the topograph- 
ical corps, and he vouches for his capacity and 
competency. Why he was selected to do this 
work, 1 know not, unless it may be he did it 


more cheaply-than it could otherwise be obtained, | 


or because there was a deficiency in the corps of 
officers. But be the cause what it may, he has 
told you that the work cannot be done for less 


than one hundred and sixty-two thousand dol- | 


lars;and his estimates are adopted by the respons- 
ible Department. He tells you that the cost of 
two piers would be $140,000. The colonel of 


engineers, who is responsible, says the cheapest 
p y PERE: i 


possible way to do the work (which is mere con- 


jecture) is to build one pier that would cost 


70,000. And yet by this bill there is a mandate 
to the Secretary of Wat to build a harbor at the 
mouth of this river, in some way to be builtand 
completed for $50,000. He must cut his coat 
according to his cloth.. If he cannot make a har- 
bor that will be of any value when it is dene, he 
must make a harbor, or he must come before 
Congress and say: ‘Stultify yourselves; you 
have ordered me to do a work which I cannot 
do, which you were informed could not be done 
at less than three times the amount of your ap- 
propriation, and therefore I will take iton myself 
to correct your follies, and. refuse to do the 
work.” That is all the alternative that is left to 
the President and Secretary. The law is a man- 
date; the law must be executed. Then Con- 

ress by its statute, in pursuing this system of 
internal improvements, which has the recom- 
mendation of not being general, calls on the Sec- 
retary of War to expend $50,000 without the 


slightest recommendation in the world, or any | 


guarantee that the work will be of any value 
when itis done. 

Now, L wish, as the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina says, ifI can, to arrest public at- 
tention, at least in the region from which I come, 
to let the people see how the money of the pro- 


‘ducing States is expended here under the sanction 


of this second resolution of the Cincinnati Con- 
vention. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee, addressed the Sen- 
ate upon the subject. His remarks will be pub- 
lished hereafter. 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
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» ‘The House met ateleveno’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. DANIEL Wapo. 

The SPEAKER asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to have the Journai of yesterday 
read. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 

uorum present it can be done. 

The SPEAKER. There is no quorum present. 

CALL OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I move that there be a call of 
the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


When there is a 


The roll of the House was then called, when | 


the following named members failed to answer to || off is to be excused. 


their names: 

Messrs. Ball, Barclay, Bishop, Bocock, Boyce, Burlin- 
game, Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, John P. Camp- 
bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Caskie, Childs, Bayard Clarke, 
Howell Cobb, Colfax, Covode, Cox, Cullen, Henry Winter 


j| excuse 


! although I believe it is not in order to make an 


Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gilbert, Granger, Augustus Hall, J. 


Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Herbert, |) 


Hickinan, Hoffman, Howard, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kid- 
well, King, Kunkel, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, McQueen. Millward, 
Moore, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Paine, Pearce, 
Peck, Pelton, Phelps, Powell, Richardson, Rivers, Robbins, 
Roberts, Robison, Rust, Sandidge, Shorter, William R. 
Smith, Spinner, Talbott, Trippe, Valk, Walker, Cadwalader 
€. Washburne, Watson, Wells, Wheeler, Woodworth, 
and Daniel B. Wright. 


The SPEAKER then ordered the doors of the 
Hall to be closed; and they were closed accord- 
ingly. F va 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I move that all 
further proceedings in the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. STEPHENS. -F hope not. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. How many mem- 
bers have answered to their names ? 

TheSPEAKER. One hundred and forty-three. 

Mr. FULLER. I call for tellers upon my 
motion. 

Tellers were not ordered; and then the motion 
was disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will now call the 
names of the absentees, when the Chair will re- 
ecive excuses for members who are absent. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I would inquire if it is not 
the duty of the Speaker to make out his warrant 
to bring in absent members? 

The SPEAKER. Itis for the House to make, 
such order in regard to absentees as they sec fit. 

The Clerk then proceeded to call the names of 
the absentees, under which call the following pro- 
ceedings were had: 

Epwarp BALL. 

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Baur is engaged in 
discharging his duties upon the special committee 
on the expenditures upon the public buildings, 
and I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

James Bisnop. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I desire to say that Mr. 
Brsuor was called from the city by a telegraphic 
dispatch day before yesterday on important pri- 
vate business, and has paired off with Mr. Jonns, 
of Pennsylvania. 1 move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Dasp Barcray. No excuse offered. 

Winam W. Boyce. | 

Mr. McQUEEN. My colleague, Mr. Boyce, 
has paired off for several days with Mr. MiL- 
waro. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMULULIN, (at eleven o’clock and 
thirty minutes.) Is it in order to move that the 
House do now adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. His. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Then I submit that mo- 
tion. 

The question was taken; and the House re- 
fused to adjourn. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I move that all 
further proceedings in the cali be dispensed with. 
{Cries of *¢ No!’? «* No!” and “ Go on ry) And 
upon that I demand tellers. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. . I call for the yeas 
and nays, for no good can come from carrying 
this proceeding any further. You are excusing 
members for pairing off. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken; and the motion 
was disagreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The Housea few moments 
since excused the chairman of the select com- 
mittee on the expenditures upon the public build- 
ings. The other members of that commitice are 
now inthe gallery, and 1 suppose they should be 
admitted. 

The SPEAKER. It is not competent for the 
Chair to make any such order. The Clerk wili 
proceed with the call of the roll. 

Tuomas S. Bocock. 

Mr. GALLOWAY. Mr. Bococs has paired 
off with Mr. De Wirt, he being under the neces- 
sity of going home. I move therefore that he be 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It is not worth 
while to have a call, if every body who has paired 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I merely rise— 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
i 
i 
! 


i 
f 
i 


Mr FLORENCE, -The gentleman ia not in 
order. ` ea ned ne 
“Mr. McMULLIN. It has been’ the cus 

of the House eversince T have been a nie 
for members to pair off, and it is:too late now 
attempt to punish members who have. paired” 
under the expectation that that would be toler 
as formerly. I hope my colleague will’ be 
cused. ; eee ae 

Mr. BURNETT. Before the vote be takenin 
regard to Mr. Bocock, I desire’ to say that Mr: - 
Capwaxaper and other gentlemen are now in the 
gallery. ee oe 

The SPEAKER, That question is not before 
the Elouse. The question is on excusing ‘the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bococx.] ie 

Mr. STANTON. I hope the House will 
make this'a test question, and if Mr. Bococx be 
excused, let us suspend furthér proceedings. “Tf 
the fact of a gentleman pairing off ‘is to ‘entitle 
himn to be excused, we may as well suspend ‘the 
call. pee 

Mr. STEPHENS. I hope this will be made 
a test question on this point--uhat is, that we 
excuse all who have paired off and are out of the 
city, and excuse none others. I think that is’ a 
good excuse. eee 

Mr. SAVAGE. I think so too. 

A Member. Is the question debatable? `> 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion 
that the question is a debatable one to a’certain 
extent. 

Mr. ALLISON addressed the Chair, > : 
Mr. SEWARD. Irise to a question of priv- 
ilege. J ae 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penti- 
sylvania has the floor. 1 a 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope this exhibition will 
show the folly of meeting at eleven o’clock. 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) That is not 


| the question before the House. The Chair is 


obliged to cenfine gentlemen to the immediate 
question. 

Mr. SEWARD. I rise to a question of order. 
I want to know how the gentlemen on the oppo- 
site side of the House can be heard all the time, 
while we cannot be heard at all? ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest to 
the gentleman from Georgia, that that is not a 
question of order as presented in that form. If 
any member have the floor, and the gentleman 
from Georgia make objection, the Chair will first 
rule on that objection. j at oe ae 

Mr. SEWARD. I was endeavoring for ten 
minutes to get the attention of the Chair, and 
could not be heard. Si 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must say ‘that 
the gentleman from Georgia was. not entitied to 
the floor when he addressed the Chair. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move thatall the absentees 
be excused at once. | j : 

The SPEAKER. That is equivalent toa mo- 
tion to suspend further proceedings. The gen- 
tleman from Georgia moves that all the absentees 
be excused for non-attendance. 

Mr. PURYEAR. It appears that everything 
is out of order here, and 1 hope that I will be per- 
mitted, out of order, to make one remark. I 
think it unfair now to suspend further proceed- 
ings in the eall, when a number of gentlemen 
have made excuses for their friends in justifica- 
tion of their absence. 1 desire to make aiex- 
cuse for a friend of mine who is absent, and after 
his name shall have been called, and I shali have 


| made an excuse for him, L will have no objection 
| to the suspension of further proceedings under 


the call. 

The question was taken on Mr. Srewarp’s 
motion; and it was not agreed to. S 

The question recurred on the motion to excuse 
Mr. Bococx. i 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I wish to facilitate business, 
and therefore it is well enough to‘understand the 
rule by whieh we are to be governed. We have 
had a call of the House. If gentemen are ab- 
sent through the sickness of themselves or of 
some member of their family, I think that that 
is a legitimate excuse; but L-do not think any 
other excuse legitimate; and I submit now that 


| the House should determine that point. If we 
| are to enforce the rules of the House, let us go on 


argumentatthis stage of proceedings—to express 
my disapprobation of this system of pairing off. 


H 
i 


| with the call and excuse nobody where it cannot 


be shown. that they are necessarily absent: < IP 


gentlemen neglect the public business here to 


1750 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


July 24, 


attend to private business, and have paired off for 
that purpose, I do not think that a good excuse, 
and {would fine them. That is my opinion. 
When genilemen think proper to say to other 
gentlemen, when they want to-go home, “if 
you do not go to the House T will not, or if you 
do not vote I will not,” it is in the election of 
these. members to. defeat the business of the 
House. Ido not say that pairing off is morally 
wrong. I have been absent myself, and have 
paired off, and I may do it again. But I do say 
that gentlemen who do that, and who stay away 
on no better grounds, ought to be fined by the 
House. Let us adopt some rule on the subject. 
If wedo not go on the principle of fining mem- 
bers who have paired off, we may as well suspend 
the call. No man can have a worse excuse than 
that. That is the reason why I shall vote against 
the motion to excuse my friend from Virginia. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the state of the proceedings. 
It is well known that a practice has obtained in 
this House, since the commencement of the ses- 
sion, for gentlemen to pair off and go home. 
That practice has been countenanced by the 
House, and no person has ever been called to 
account for pairing off to go home. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, the House has adopted a new rule, to 
meet at eleven o’clock instead of at twelve; and I 
take it that the object of the call is not to compel 
the attendance of those who have paired off and 
gone home, but to compel those who have not 
paired off, and are in the city, to attend at eleven 
o’clock—— 

Mr. MATTESON, (interrupting.) I rise to 
a question of order. I object to any further de- 
bate. I suppose that debate on the question of 
sxcusiig the gentleman from Virginia is not in 
order, 

The SPEAKER. The question before the 
House being the motion to excuse the gentleman 
from Virginia for non-attendance, the Chair 
thinks that it is debatable to that extent. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I thought so, else I should 
not have undertaken to discuss the question. 
Now, I ask the House whether, having from the 
commencement of the session till this time rec- 
ognized the principle of permitting gentlemen to 
pair off, we should now refuse to recognize it, 
and fine gentlemen who have, under the practice, 
paired off? So far as I am concerned, i am de- 
sirous of seeing the call enforced as to those who, 
though in the city, and not having paired off, are 
absent from the House. But as to those who 
have paired off under the common recognition of 
the House, I do not think that, without having 
received notice of a change of practice, they 
should be punished for non-attendance. 

Mr, WASHIBURNE, of Mlinois. I call for the 
previous question. 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL. I hope the gentle- 
man will not insist upon his motion for the pre- 
vious question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The CHAIR stated the question to be on Mr. 
Ga.uoway’s motion to excuse Mr. Bococx for 
non-attendance, on the ground that he had paired 
off with Mr. De Wirr. 

Mr. MILLSON. That is not the only ground; 
he is absent from the city. 

Mr. WARNER. Is it in order to make a 
statement to the House, in reference to the ab- 
sence of Mr. Bocock? 

The SPEAKER. It is notin order, the main 
question having been ordered. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Is it in order to ask a 
question of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his 
question. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Task the Chair whether 
Mr. Borce has been excused? 

The SPEAKER. He has been excused. 

Mr. MARSHALL. And on what ground? 

The SPEAKER. On the ground that he had 
paired off with another member of the House. 

Mr. MARSHALL. That is certainly giving | 
the sanction of the House to the practice of pair- | 


ing off. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Lask for the yeas and nays | 
on the motion. If this is to be a test question, let | 
us have the yeas and nays. 


Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Bococx received a 


telegraphic dispatch last evening, from his family, 


who, it is known, are out of the city, in con- 
sequence of which he this morning left the 


city. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If that is the ground 
upon which the excuse. is made to excuse Mr. 
Bococx, I will withdraw the call for the yeas 
and nays. I did not understand it to be put 
upon that ground. 

Mr. WARNER. I board at the same house 
with Mr. Bococx, and I can testify to the cor- 
rectness of the statement made by the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move that all the ab- 
sentees who have paired off be excused. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order 
at this time. 

The question was taken; and the motion to 
excuse Mr. Bococx was agreed to. .. 

Mr. McMULLIN. For the purpose of test- 
ing the sense of the House, and of saving time, 
I now move that all the absentees who have 


| paired off be excused. 


Mr. HAVEN. I will not trouble the House 
beyond this declaration: I am ready to vote to 
excuse all those who have paired off under the 
uniform practice of the House—a practice which 
I most unqualifiedly and utterly condemn. I 
hope that, hereafter, when a member rises during 
the progress of a vote and declines to vote on 
the ground that he has paired off, gentlemen will 
object, and have the question whether we are 
to countenance such proceedings settled; but I 
think itis unfair now to take gentlemen unawares, 
and refuse to excuse them when they have paired 
off under the uniform practice of the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire 
of the members of the House who have passed 
through some of these calls in former sessions, 
whether they have ever before known the excuse 
offered, when the name of an absent member was 
called, that he had paired off? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Never. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I wish to say to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, that I think his own expe- 
rience will tcll him that it has not been the cus- 
tom of the House for a long time, to follow absent 
members out of the city. Whenever it has been 
stated that a member was out of the city, he has 
always been excused. 

Mr. JONES. My recollection is, that when 
the name of an absent member has been called, 
and it has been stated that he was out of the city, 
he has been excused on that ground; but I have 
no recollection that, until this morning, the excuse 
has ever been offered for the absence of a member, 
simply that he had paired off. Weall know that 
this matter of pairing off has increased very much 
during the present session. We now very often 
hear the announcement that members have paired 
off and refuse to vote when both are in the city, 
and sometimes when both are in the House. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The answer of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Ginpinas,] I think was 
very pertinent to the inquiry of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonrs.] I have never yet 
known the House refuse to excuse a member 
who was out of the city. Whenever that fact 
has been announced, it has always been consid- 
ered as sufficient. I wish only to say further, 
that, so far as I am concerned, I am willing to 
excuse all those members who, under the very 
poner practice of the House, have paired off. 

move the previous question upon the motion. 

Mr. McMULLIN. If the gentleman from 
Georgia will withdraw his demand for the pre- 
vious question, I will withdraw my motion, and 
allow each case to be decided as it comes up. 

_ Mr. STEPHENS. Certainly I will withdraw | 
it. 

_ Mr. McMULLIN. I then withdraw my mo- 
tion. 

Anson BURLINGAME. 

Jonn CAPWALADER. 

Mr. FLORENCE. My colleague, Mr. Can- 
WALADER, is a member of the select committee 
of which Mr. Baru is chairman; and as the latter 
gentleman has been excused by the House, I take 
it for granted that they will excuse my colleague. 
I move that he be excused. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The select 
committee referred to by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, have now closed their session, and 
are waiting outside the Hall, as I understand. I 


No excuse offered. 


The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order 
at this time. : 

- The question was taken upon the motion. to 
excuse Me. CaowaLapsr, and it was agreed to. 

. Mr. A. K. MARSHALL. I move that Mr. 
Burtmeame be excused. It is known to the 
House that he is out of the city. i 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order 
at this time. 

James H. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. TODD. My colleague, Mr. CAMPBELL, 
is out of the city. I move that he be excused, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Lewis D. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. MATTESON. Mr. CamrseELL last even- 
ing sent for me to come to see him. He was 
then sick with cholera-morbus, and stated that 
he was fearful that he should not be well enough 
to attend the session of the House to-day, though 
he should be here if possible. I move that he be 
excused. . 

The motion was agreed to. 

Joun P. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Campseu is quite 
sick. I saw him last night, and I am quite sure 
he is not able to be here. I move that-he be ex- 
cused. F 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I move that Mr. Peck and 
Mr. Sprnwer be excused. 1 see them in the gal- 
lery, and I am sure they would be here if they 
could getin. [Laughter.]. I hope they will be 
excused. 

Jonn S. Casxrs. 

BAYARD CLARKE. 

HoweLL Coss. 

Mr.CRAWFORD. My [colleague [Mr. Cons} 
is absent from the city. He has gone to Georgia 
to take his family home, and has paired off. F 
move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 


No excuse offered. 
No excuse offered. 


SCHUYLER COLFAX. . 
Mr. McMULLIN. I see Mr. Corrax in the 
gallery. I move that he be admitted, and per- 


mitted to make his own excuse. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order. 

Joun Covops. 

Mr. COVODE. | I will state that I was in my 
seat when the roll was first called, but did not 
answer to my name because I did not see Mr. 
Winstow, with whom I had paired off, in the 
House. I ask that I may be permitted to answer 
to my name. 

The question was granted, and Mr, Covopg 
was recorded as present. 

Lreanper M. ox, 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL. My colleague is 
in the gallery, and I move he be paired off with 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Courax.} 

(Laughter. ] 

The question was taken, and Mr. Cox was not 
excused. 

Mr. QUITMAN. In order to facilitate busi- 
ness, I ask the unanimous consent of the House 
to introduce a resolution connected with the pres- 
ent call of the roll. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, and several others, objected. 

Exuisua D. CuLLEN. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I will state that I 
met Mr. Cutten sometime before the meeting of 
the House, and he told me he would be here 
within an _hour’after the opening. of the day’s 
session. He was in attendance on a venerable 
lady who obviously required his services. [Laugh- 
ter.] I move that he be excused. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
disagreed to. 

Mr. KNIGHT. We are unnecessarily con- 
suming time in this call of the House. There 
are members enough here to proceed to the gen~ 
eral business of legislation, and therefore I move 
that all further proceedings under the call be dis- 
pensed with. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Henry Winter Davis. 

Mr. RICAUD. My colleague is not in the 
city. He has gone to New York, as I have been 
told, and believe, on very important business. 
I move that he be excused. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Timoray ©. Day. 

Mr. ALBRIGHT. My colleague is absent 


move that they be admitted. 


from the city, and I move that he be excused. 
The motion was agreed to. f 
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-Mr. COMINS. My colleague is: sick, and I 
move that he be excused. ee 

The motion was agreed to. 3 

Mr. RICAUD. J move to reconsider the vote 
by which the House refused to excuse my col- 
league, [Mr. Davis.]. A member was excused 
because of his absence from the city. . The same 
excuse holds good in my colleague’s case. He 
is not in the District of Columbia, nor is he in 
Maryland, but in the State of New York, on very 
important business. 

he motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. RICAUD: I move that my colleague be 
excused for the reason I have stated. 

The motion was agreed to. ? 

Mr. CUMBACK. Irise to a privileged ques- 
tion: { move to reconsider the vote by which the 

“louse refused to excuse the gentleman from Del- 
aware, [Mr. Cunien.] He boards at the same 
house with me. He is anold man, and in infirm 

“health, and I know that frequently he is prevent- 
éd from coming to the House for that reason. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I thought he was 
excused. 

“Mr. CUMBACK. He was not excused. I 
“move to reconsider the vote by which the House 
refused to excuse him, 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

‘Several Members, What is the excuse? 

The SPEAKER. That he is unwell. 

Mr. CUMBACK., I do notsay that Mr. Cur- 
LEN is unwell this morning; but 1 know, as we 
board at the same house, that he is frequently 

revented from coming to the House because of 
infirm health. On account of his age and bad 
“Health, I move that he be excused. 

“Mr. SAVAGE, Lunderstood the gentleman 
from Virginia to state, that the gentleman from 
‘Delaware has paired off—not with a gentleman, 
but with a venerable lady.. If we excuse a pair 
off with a gentleman, we certainly ought to ex- 
veise a member in the case of a pair off with a 
Jady. (Lau hter 
Mr. QUITMAN. I find I camot get the 

- Bpeaker’s eye to introduce my resolution, and I 
therefore object to my motion to reconsider until 
-the call of the roll has been completed. 
<°: The SPEAKER. The floor was assigned to 
the gentleman from Mississippi, and his propo- 
: ition was objected to by several members. 
«iMr. QUITMAN. ‘4 ask those who made 
objection to hear the proposition read. 


he SPEAKER. The gentleman must know | I 


that when objection was made, it was the duty 
‘of the Chair to instruct the Clerk to proceed 
“swith the call of the absentees. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I raise the point of order 
that no motion to reconsider is in order until the 
call of the roll is completed. 

, The SPEAKER. The rule is, that when a 
motion is passed in the affirmative or negative, it 
¿js in order to reconsider the vote on that or the 
succeeding day; and there is nothing to guide 
the Chair to a decision that the motion to recon- 
sider is not in order this morning. 


| 
Mr. QUITMAN. Do I understand the Chair 


to decide that pending the call of the roll it is in 
verder to move to reconsider ? 
<e The SPEAKER, The Chair decides that it 
‘iein order to move to reconsider the vote where- 
‘by the House refused to excuse the gentleman 
from Delaware for non-attendance. 
Mr. QUITMAN. Pending the call of the 


roll? 
=: The SPEAKER. At the present time. 

Mr. Cutten was then excused. 

Mr. STEPHENS. As the majority of the 
House have excused Mr. CuLLen, I consider it 
indicative that they intend to excuse everybody 
else; and therefore I move to suspend all further 
‘proceedings on the call. ; 

~ Mr. MAXWELL. Would it be in order to 
‘amend that motion by moving to rescind the rule 
requiring us to meet at eleven o’clock ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. 

<> Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I demand the 

“yeas and nays upon the motion of the gentleman 

from Georgia. Eet uş see who the members are 
who want to continue this call? 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SNEED. T desire to offer an amendment 
tothe pending motion, and it is that we proceed 
to receive all excuses without action upon them, 


| with the accompanying majority and minority | 


and then suspend further proceedings in the 


call. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not in order to move 
to amend a motion to suspend further proceedings 
in the call. 


_ The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 94, nays 53; as 
follows: 


YEAS-—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allison, Ball, Barksdale, 
Bell, Henry Bennett, Hendley S.Bennett, Benson, Bingham, 
Bliss, Bowie, Bradshaw, Branch, Broom, Buffinton, Cad- 
walader, Caruthers, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Wil- 
liamson R. W. Cobb, Comins, Cragin, Crawford, Damrell, 
Dean, Denvers, Dick, Dunn,Durfec Elliott, Emrie, English, 
Evans, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Thomas R. Horton, Houston, 


i| Hughston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Kelly, Kennett, 


Knight, Lake, Alexander K. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, 
McQueen, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Mott, 
-Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Pennington, 
Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Powell, Pringle, Purviance, 
Ready, Ritchie, Sabin, Sapp, Seward, Shorter, Simmons, 
Samuel! A. Smith, Stephens, Stranahan, Tappan, Taylor, 
Thurston, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Warner, Watkins, 
Welch; Whitney, Winslow, Wood, John V. Wright, and 
Zoviicoffer-—34. 

NAYS -~ Messrs. Barbour, Billinghurst, Brenton, Bur- 
nett, Chaffee, Craige, Cumback, Dickson, Dodd, Edwards, 
„Eoster, Galloway, Giddings, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
‘Valentine B. Horton, Kelsey, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, 
Leiter, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Matteson, McCarty, 
Morgan, Morrill, Parker, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ricaud, 
Ruffin, Sage, Savage, Seatt, Sherman, William Smith, 
William R. Smith, Sneed, Stanton, Stewart, Thorington, 
Todd, Valk, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Bihu B. 
Eanes Isracl Washburn, Williams, and Woodruff— 
So the House agreed to suspend all further 


proceedings in the call. 


Pending the call, 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, said: It is due to the 
Doorkeeper of the House that I should say that 
I informed him that it was customary to let mem- 
bers in after they have been excused. If Lam 
wrong, upon me alone rests all the blame, and: 
upon nobody else. 

Mr. FLORENCE said: My colleague, Mr. 
Grow, is sick. My name appears among the 
absentees in the first call of the roll this morning. 
Fearing that the understanding between that gen- 
tleman and myself might not be perfectly under- 
stood, I hurried down here to be present in obe- 
dience to my duty. I am scarcely able to be here. 
1 vote “ay.” Mr. Grow is sick. 

Mr. STRANAHAN stated that Mr. FLAGLER 
was absent on account of sickness. 

Mr. HOLLOW AY stated that he had paired | 
off, until Saturday next, with Mr. Harr, of | 


owa. 

Mr. TRAFTON asked permission to vote, 
stating that he was momentarily without the bar 
of the House when his name was called. 

Mr. MATTESON objected. e 

The result being announced as above recorded, 

The SPEAKER ordered the doors of the Hall 
to be opened; and they were opened. 

The Journal of yesterday was then read and 
approved, 

The SPEAKER stated that the first business 
in order was the consideration of House bill 187, 
the question pending being a motion to recommit 
the bill to the Committee on Commerce. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by | 
Aszury Dicxrys, their Secretary, informing the 
House that that body had passed bills and reso- 
lutions of the following titles: 

An act for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Racine, Wisconsin; 

An act for completing the improvement of the 
harbor of Kenosha, Wisconsin; 

An act for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Sheboygan, Wisconsin; 

‘An act for the relief of Donn Piatt; 

‘A resolution authorizing the acceptance of cer- | 
tain medals from foreign Governments; and | 


‘An act to alter and amend an act to appropriate 
money to remove obstructions in the Savannah | 
river, below the city of Savannah, in the State 
of Georgia, approved March 3, 1855. 

PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. DENVER, from the sclect committee on 
the Pacific railroad, asked leave to. have printed 


|| the 30th of 


the bill agreed upon by said committee, together 


reports. 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama. The gentleman does ; 


not propose to make a report?. - | 


| been, affirmed 


Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee.. If the object:is.to 
refer the subjéct to the Committee of the Whole 
on the. state of the Union, and to let it: ts 
regular course with- other bills, I shall. not : 
pose any objections;. but Iam opposed 
construction of that road in the mannerpro 
and if the subject is to be brought in “an 
before the House, to: the exclusion ofall 
business, I shall. object.” cera 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is.simply 
that the bill and reports-be printed. ES 

Mr. DENVER. I ask thatthe reports he 
printed. s 2 we 

Mr. PHELPS. As I understand it; the gén- 
tleman only asks that the reports of the majorit 
and mmorty of. the committee be printed. He 
does not ask to report a bill. . Į suppose: there 
will be no objection to that. i ae 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
there is no objection. : : i 

Mr. DENVER. I am also directed: by: the 
committee to ask that ten thousand: extra copies 
of the report be printed. ace 

Under the rules of the House, the motion was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. a 
_ Mr. WOOD and Mr. KIDWELL respect- 
ively presented minority reports on the ‘same 
subject; which were also ordered to be printed. 


REVOLUTIONARY CLAIMS. 


Mr. BROOM. I rise to move that the House 
do now take up the motion of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Reapy,] to reconsider the vote 
by which House bill No. 154 was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time, tis amact 
to provide for the settlement of the claims of, the 
officers of the- revolutionary army,.and of; the 
widows and orphan children of those: who died 
in the service, ee re 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio.. Is it.in order 
now to move to suspend the rules, and go into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of th 
Union? ; 

The SPEAKER. Itis in order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I make that motion, with 
the view of taking up the Army appropriation 
ill, wis 
Mr. BROOM. Whatbecomes of my motion? 
‘The SPEAKER. It is interrupted by the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio to suspend the 

rules, TER i 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The rules pro- 
vide that the motion to suspend the rales for the 
purpose of going into the Committee ofthe Whole - 
on the state of the Union, is at all times in order. 

Mr. SPEAKER. The Chair so decides.’ 

Mr. JONES. And the bill which the gentle- 
man from Ohio wants to take up is a special. order 
in that committee. à Cpe By a 

Mr. FLORENCE called for. tellers on Mr. 
CampseLy’s:motion. $ 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. FLORENCE 
and Tuoriweron were appointed. r 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes ninety-three, noes not counted. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended, and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. LEITER 
in the chair.) 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill (EL. R; No.153) making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the year ending 

F une, 1857, the pending question being 
the amendment of Mr. Evans to strike: out the 
first section of the bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I suppose that 
amendment will be withdrawn, - I ask the gentle- 
man from Texas whether he insists on that 
amendment? 

Mr. EVANS. 

The bill was read by paragraphs for 


I withdraw the amendment. 
amend- 


ment. , 
Mr. BARBOUR. I offer the following amend- 


ment. i 7 
After line thirteen, insert as follows: 


But Congress: hereby disapproving the code of alleged 
laws officially communicated to them by the President, and 
which are represented to have been enacted by a body 
claiming to be the Territorial Legislature of Kansas; and 
also disapproving of the manner in which said alleged laws 
have been enforced. by the authorities of said Territory, 
expressly deciare that until those alleged laws shail have 
by the Senate and House of Representatives 


1752 


1 @ been enacted by a legal Legislature, chosen in 


as -bavin , 
conformity with the organic law, by the people of Kansas, 


of of the military force of the United States shall be 


vio part f all 
employed in aid of their enforcement, nor shall any citizen 


of Kansas be required under those provisions, to act as a 
part of the posse comitatus of any officer acting as marshal 
or sheriff in said ‘Territory. 

-Mr. PHELPS. Irise toa question of order. 
The amendment submitted by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Bargour] is not inorder. As 
it proposes to qualify the expenditure proposed 
in the bill, it is a matter of general legislation, 
and, by the rules of the House, cannot be em- 
braced in a general appropriation bill. We have 
always sought to confine the appropriation bills 
merely to the making of appropriations, and to 
exclude all general legislation from them. I 
therefore submit, that the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana is not in order, not being ger- 
mane to the subject. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Is this matter debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. [Itis not. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Well, sir, this question is 
one of expenditure. The bill provides for an | 
appropriation, The amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana is merely to regulate the mode of 
expending the appropriation, which certainly is 
germane to the clause of the original bill, and 
therefore in order. i 

Mr. PHELPS. 1 do not propose to debate 
this question out of order, and I have therefore 
restrained myself from any debate beyond a sim- 
ple statement of my question of order. I ask that 
that question may be decided by the Chair. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Itis cortainly 
competent for us to provide how this money 1s 
to bé expended. I think the amendment. of the 
gentleman from Indiana is clearly in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
the gentleman from Indiana to make a proposi- 
tion merely to regulate the expenditure of the 
appropriation under consideration. It does not 
propose any new appropriation, but merely to 
regulate the expenditure of the appropriation 
under consideration, and therefore decides that 
the amendment is in order. i 
Mr. PHELPS. From that decision I take an | 

eal. f 
Mr. MeMULLIN. . The appeal is'debatable, 
I believe? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not debatable. 

Mr. PLIELPS. The general debate upon this 
bill, I believe, has been closed; and no debate 
upon a question of order can, therefore, be al- 
lowed. 

Mr. McMULLIN. We have the right to 
debate the appeal under the five-minute rule, I 
believe. 


ap 


The CHAIRMAN. No debate is in order | 


upon the appeal. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I call for tellers upon the 
appeal. 1 want to see who will vote to rule such 
an amendment in order to this bill. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Craigs and 
Cumpack were appointed, 

The question, ** Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committec,’’ was 
taken; and the tellers reported—ayes 74, noes 54. 

So the amendment was decided to be in order. 


Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, the purpose 
of the resolution is not to prevent the President 
of the United States from using the Army in 
Kansas, or elsewhere, for the preservation of the 
peace, but to prevent its use for the enforcement 
of the obnoxious laws of the self-styled Legis- 
lature of that Territory. Since the opening of | 
Congress the President has used the Army of the | 
United States to enforce those laws, and arrest | 
persons for treason who have been guilty of no | 
erime, who have only exercised their undoubted | 
rights. The proposition I have offered contem- | 
plates a termination to those proceedings. The | 
President may enforce, with the Army of the | 
United States, the Kansas bil, and other laws of } 
the United States. Fie may preserve peace in } 
the Territory. But, Mr. Chairman, my amend- | 
ment prevents him from using the armed force of 
the United States to arrest individuals alleged to! 
have violated sham laws of a usurping Legisla- ! 
ture. There has never been a time before in our 
history when our Army was used for such pur- 
poses. {t is employed there to disarm American 
CHU Zul, i 
of the country. It is employed to prevent the | 
peaceful assemblages of the people, i 


j 


To save! 


it is employed to retard the settlement | 


| gentlemen now? 


| 
| 


the Army from any such employment in the 
future, I move the proviso I have offered to the 
Army bill. 


“Gentlemen may say that the proposition is 


révolutionary in its character. I do not know- 


the exact meaning which gentlemen attach to the 
use of the term revolutionary. If we have a 
right to put any condition like this on the Army 
bill, then my proposition, if adopted, is legiti- 
mate legislation, and not revolutionary. It is to 
put a stop toa revolution already commenced in 
the Territory of Kansas. It is to put an end to 
proceedings there which are atrocious and a dis- 
grace to our country. There is no nation that 
has ever taken upon itself to enforce, in so odious 
a manner, laws enacted by a usurping Legisla- 
ture. Every man, who reads the testimony 
taken in Kansas, and which has been published 
by this House, must know that the laws of the 
Territorial Legislature of Kansas were the result 
of ausurpation. Yetthis Administration enforces 
those laws with all the power it possesses. I did 
not rise to make a speech, but merely to state 
the object of my amendment. 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana contains two 
propositions. One is to declare that the laws 
enacted by the Territorial Legislature of Kansas 
shall not be enforced until those laws shall have 
received the approval of Congress. The second 
is, that the Army of the United States shall not 
be employed to enforce any law in Kansas. The 
proposition is, that the people of Kansas shall be 
without law for their government. They are not 
to have the least semblance of law. For the 
thirty thousand people of that Territory, though 
there may be courts, there are to be no laws to 
be executed. ‘There are to be no means for the 
enforcement of rights and the punishment of 
crimes. Such is the gentlernan’s proposition. 
The restraints of law are to be entirely withdrawn 
from the ‘Territory. 

In regard to the other branch of the proposition, 
the gentleman says that he does not wish the 
Army employed in Kansas to enforce law. Now 
I would ask, whether the gentleman’s own friends 
did not petition the President of the United States 
to have called out into that Territory the military 


force of the United States, for the purpose of 


enforcing law, and preserving peace and good 
order? Such was the substance of a memorial sent 
to Congress. Such was the substance of the peti- 
tion to the President; and, Mr. Chairman, when 
he announced that the Army would be employed 
to prevent any disturbance in the Territory, he 
yielded to the request of the gentleman’s own 
friends in that ‘Territory, and not to that of the 
pro-slavery party. 

If itis desired to have mob-law in that Terri- 
tory, let this amendment prevail. Tell that people 
they have no law; that there are no courts—no 
means to enforce rights and redress wrongs. All 
the murders, all the arsons, all the robberies 
which have been boldly perpetrated, are to go 
unpunished. Is this House ready to take any such 
step at this time? 

When the resolution to fix a day for the adjourn- 
ment of the session was under consideration, gen- 
tlemen said we should not fix that day until there 
was quietin Kansas. What is the position of those 
Instead of quicting those dis- 
turbances, they ask that they may be increased. 
Wrong to exercise the military force of the coun- 
try for the purpose of maintaining the laws of 
the country! Is this the doctrine the other side 
of the House is advocating? and is this the doc- 
trine which, by their votes, they are ready to 
maintain and to declare to the people of the Ter- 


| ritories of this Union? Will you say to them 


that they have no laws for their government; 
that they must redress their own wrongs; and 
that there shall be no force to punish, no crim- 
inal law to be enforced? I ask you if those laws, 
which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bar- 
Bour] says were enacted by the sham Legisla- 
ture, do not afford protection to the people of the 


Territory if properly enforced? And why are || 


they not enforced? I gave the reasons some time 
ago, and I see that the colleague of the gentleman 
from Indiana {Mr. CoLrax] has recently sent out 
his speech without incorporating in it the remarks 
i made whilst he was commenting on the laws of 
that Territory, (though published in the Globe 
with his specch,) omitting the reasons ] then gave 


Mr.STEPHENS. I move toamend the amend- 
ment by striking out the words ‘alleged laws.” 
Iam opposed to this amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Indiana, and { voted against its 
being admitted as in order.. I do not think that 
we have the power jo control the Executive in 
the disposition which he can make of the military 
forces of the country. Hence, Í did not think 
that the amendment was in order as an amend- 
ment to this bill; and, if a bill were introduced - 
| intothis House, having a similar object with that 
| attempted in. this one, 1 should vote against it 
upon the same grounds. The President is the 
commander-in-chief of the Army. We can with- 
hold supplies, it is true, but we cannot grant 
supplies upon the condition that he will use 
the forces as we please. This would make Con- 
gress, in effect, the commander-in-chicf. For 
these gencral reasons, I am opposed to the amend- 
ment offered, so far as it relates to any control it 
may look to over the army of the United States 
of the Territory of Kansas. I will, however, 
! take this occasion to sdy that I wish the Pres- 
ident would remove the army from that Terri- 
tory. I do. not want an army there. I do. not 
believe that the liberties of the country can.long 
be maintained, when the laws of any portion of 
the country are to be enforced by a standing 
army. If, therefore, my opinion could have any 
influence with the President, he would remove 
the troops from that Territory entire iy. 

With regard to the laws in Kansas I wish to 
say a word. I hold that the President and every 
Department of the Government are bound to rec- 
| ognize what are called the ‘‘ alleged laws”? there 
as thelaws of the Territory until they are changed 
\or modified by some competent law-making 
power. That I consider to be a closed question. 
| Nor do I think that anything has been disclosed 
| by the testimony of the Kansas investigating 
committee which reaches that pointin any degree. 
| The Territorial Legislature was elected and con- 
stituted in pursuance of the law of Congress 
organizing that Territory. The Legislature was 
recognized by the Executive of the Territory. 
The Governor himself recognized it. They dis- 
charged their duty as a Legislature, and all mat- 
ters pertaining to their election were settled b 
the proper tribunal, and according to the well- 
settled principles of the Supreme Court of the 
United States settled in the case of the Dorr re- 
bellion, and others. According to the principles 
so settled, all departments of this Government 
are bound to recognize the acts of that Legislature 
as emanating from a proper law-making power. 
If the laws be wrong, they must be repealed by 
the Legislature of that Territory, or by some other 
competent law-making power. The Presidentis 
so bound, and the Governornow thereis so bound, 
to recognize them as laws, until repealed. -Con- 
| gress is so bound by the decisions settling this 
‘question. Such is my judgment upon that matter. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Barsour] 
says that he is willing that the troops shall re- 
main there for the purpose of preserving peace. 
How can they maintain peace? There must 
|| always be some rule, some law, for peace to be 
preserved and maintained by. Whose orders 
| are the troops to obey? Those of an irregular 
|| collection of people? Of a town mob? There is 
|; no way to preserve peace except by having some 
i law; and according to all the principles of our 
| Government, until those laws are modified and 
i changed in conformity to law, that is the only 
|| code of laws which the Government officers of 
{| the country can recognize. For myself, I believe 
i: that those laws are perioty valid, as far as they 

J 


‘| are constitutional in their objects—as much so as 
i any other laws. There may be some of them 
ii which I do not approve; but until changed, mod- 
|! ified, or repealed, in the manner which I have 
indicated, they must be maintained by all execu- 
tive officers, 

If the people of Kansas have not sufficient 
i force to maintain their own laws, then this will 
be but the beginning of the result of the great 
|: experiment of self-government in the people. 
|i believe the people are capable of self-government. 
ii F do not believe that this great experiment which 


i we have entered upon the trial of in this country 
li is so near a failure. But when the laws passed 


i 
i 
i 


Here the hammer fell. ‘ 

Mr. GIDDINGS. This is a question which 
has been precipitated upon us rather unexpect- 
edly. Itis the great questiofi of this Congress, 
and of this age, whether Congress, after pledging 
itself that the people of Kansas should be per- 
fectly free to form their own institutions, will 
allow invaders from Missouri to go in there and 
usurp the power of making a Legislature without 
giving the people of Kansas an opportunity of 
being heard, and of giving their own voice upon 
the question. .The gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. Srernens] says that the enactments of these 
Missourians are the laws of Kansas. In that I 
take issue with the gentleman from Georgia, and 
say tbat they are not. The people of that Terri- 
tory have not had a voice in the enactment of 
those laws. The gentleman says the people have 
the right of self-government. They have; and 
that is the very reason who I stand here and deny 
the right of four thousand nine hundred men to 
invade Kansas, drive her inhabitants from the 
polls,and elect Missourians toa Legislature which 

. enacts laws for Kansas. He says the people 
shall be governed by those laws, and that the 
President should have the power of commanding 
the army of the United States to enforce obedi- 
ence to thoselaws. Ithink the Legislature was a 
usurpation, and I deny that such a despotism is 
to be enforecd upon the people of Kansas Terri- 
tory, or of any other Territory. 
= Now, we meet-the question right here. Not 
only are they no laws, but they are worse than 
laws; and when the President sends an army 
there to enforce those laws, he sends an army 
there to repeal the organic law of the Territory, 
by which the people thereof are to be left per- 
fectly free to mold their institutions according to 
their own will. Is the President, then, to be 
‘permitted to command the army. there to enforce 
obedience to these laws? ‘That is the vote we ai® 
to take. I stand now as I have stood at all times 
and everywhere, as the advocate of the people’s 
rights, and against this usurpation. I am willing 
that this army shall be withdrawn. I have not 
time now to go into an examination of the trans- 
actions of that army.. It has.been employed 
there to disperse the Legislature of Kansas,while 
it was recently in session in its own halls—sitting 
‘without disorder and without doing violence toany 
humanbeing. That Legislature was turned away 
from its business by this army. Now, thatis an 
‘outrage in this republican Government. Itis a 
despotism such as was never known in this 
country until the present year, and such, I think, 
as will never be known again. I therefore vote 
against the proposal of the gentleman from Geor- 


gia to amend the amendment. Let the amend- | 


ment’stand as itis. I want to have the privilege 
of recording my name on the Journal of the 
‘Eouse in favor of the amendment as it stands. 
“Mr. STEPHENS withdrew his amendment to 
the amendment. g 
Mr. WHITFIELD.. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out the word‘ Kansas” 
and inserting in lieu thereof the word ‘ Nebras- 
‘ka.”?- I desire to say that, for once in my life, I 
am able to agree in part with the gentleman from 
‘Ohio who has just taken his seat, [Mr. Gippives.] 
‘There is no remark made here which has my 
smore hearty approbation than that in favor of 
„withdrawing the army from Kansas. It is known 
‘that for some time I have been anxious to offer a 
resolution which L have now in my drawer, ask- 
ing the President to withdraw the army from 
Kansas. We want no army in Kansas. Laws 
which cannot be sustained by the people of the 
“Territory are worse than no laws; and whenever 
.the people of the Territory will not sustain cer- 
“tain laws those laws will be put down. We want 
no army there. We have the constitutional mode 
of settling the question. As to the right of Con- 


gress to revise or repeal the laws. of the Terri- | 


tory, I deny in toto the existence of such right. 
There is a higher tribunal than Congress; and 
before we submit to the decision of Congress we 
must have the decision of the Supreme Court of 
‘the United States. If that court declare laws of 
the Territory unconstitutional, of course we are 
ready to submit to that decision. But we must 
„haye that decision before we submit to the decis- 
ion of Congress. l 


| northern States. Now, I want no help from Mis- 


| army from the Territory of Kansas. 


As I remarked before, I would not give you 4 
farthing forlaws which will not be sustained by the 
action of the people. So faras the territorial.acts 
of Kansas are concerned, we are willing to. rest 
the whole question on the people inside of Kansas, 
and not on those outside. 2 

The gentleman alluded to Missourians going 
from that State into the Territory; but he might 
also, in the same connection, have spoken of per- 
sons going there from Massachusetts, and other 


souri, and no help from Massachusetts. So far 


as the bona fide citizens of Kansas are concerned, 
they are ready and willing to sustain the laws; 
and if they ought to be repealed, they are ready 
to appeal to the ballot-box for that. purpose, in- 
stead of to the cartridge-box. We desire the 
Territory of Kansas to be let alone, It is you 
who are producing all the excitement throughout 
the country. But for the speeches here, and the 
sermons preached from the pulpits of the North, 
the Territory of Kansas would have been to-day 
as quiet as any Territory in the United States. 

hen I heartily approve of the suggestion made 
by the gentleman from Ohio, to withdraw your 
troops from the Territory of Kansas. Bring them 
out of that. There is no sort of use for them 
there. There are Indians on the plains; and 
they would perhaps be better employed in fight- 
ing them than in staying in Kansas. We do not 
want them there. 

One otherremark, Mr. Chairman. I never rise 
to personal explanation. I have been one of the 
best abused men in the United States. More lies 
have been reported and published against me than 
against almost any other man in-the country. 
I recently saw in a paper published in New York, 
the Evening Post, an article charging me with 
having said, in conversation, that I was ready 
to head a party to go over and take possession of 
Nebraska. I desire to say that I never made any 
such remark—and that the whole thing is a fab- 
rication and a lie, from beginning to end. I have 
never led any invasion. . l have been also re- 
cently charged with leading an invasion into the 
Territory of Kansas. Such an insinuation is 
false. I went into the Territory of Kansas from 
the town of Westport. I did nothing more then 
than I would do again when I had a friend in diff- 
culty. If you think I will not go to a friend’s 
relief, you have mistaken your man. But as to 
my going over there with Missourians, it is false. 
There was not one Missourian with me. Nota 
Missourian crossed the line with me; and allthis 
story about my leading Missourians into the 
Territory of Kansas, is false and base. I went 
over fortwo reasons. I went first. for the par- 
pose of trying to put down any difficulties that 
might be existing there. I went on a peaceful 
mission; and if that were to fail I was ready to 
have rescued these prisoners at the risk of my 
own life, 

Mr. SAVAGE. Mr. Chairman, I must beg 
leave to differ in a very material degree from 
gentlemen who have spoken on this question, and 
with whom I am generally happy to agree -on 
most public questions. It may be that these 
gentlemen, in the heat of their zeal—particularly 
my very worthy friend who has just spoken, 
[ Mr. Warrrie.p,] think they have taken a 
proper view of the proposition to withdraw the 
But I wish 
to protest most solemnly against any such act. 
1 think that it is the business of the President 
of the United States, as Commander-in-Chief 
of the Army of the United States, to keep the 
peace of the country, to enforce the law, and to 
suppress all insurrection. — Not only has he 
power to suppress insurrection, but if there isa 
well-founded reason to believe that there is about 
to be a collision of arms resulting in civil war, 
to the destruction of the Territory, it is his busi- 
ness to see that there is a proper force there un- 
der the authority of the United States to suppress 
disturbances, and to keep the peace. 

This proposition is made in direct accordance 
with the spirit of the whole movement. I mean 
that this movementis in agreat degree a political 
one; but, like all political movements, although 
founded in party they progress to power. The 
origin of all these troubles, as has been remarked: 
a thousand times, has been the desire of a certain 
and now dominant party in this country to evade, 
and trample under foot one of the laws passed in: 


i whose business -it was to aid. in. seeing 


| volume of testimony taken before the inves 


‘jaws. I myself saw from one to three 


s of thé Constitutio 


accordance with the te j ropstit 
on the President’s sig 


The ink had not dried up ; 

nature, before the- very men in- this House, ant 

| in.the Senate, who voted against that bill—m 
e aww 


h 
respected, entered into a combination to: 
the object of that act... It is” proves 


ing committee, by the deposition of th 


fift 
Why, to defeat the object ofan act which had 
been solemnly passed. by this Congress. ‘They: 
undertook, if not by force, by fraud and stealth, 
to overturn the legislative will fo this Government. 
But, not satisfied with that, here comes another 
proposition to-day in the same direction. "This 
is another step in the march of revolution, . Not 
satisfied with seeking, by fraud. and “gtéalth, 
through the combination that was formed’ to 
overturn the legislative will of the Government, 
it is now sought to seize upon the power vested 
by the Constitution in another branch of ‘the 
Government. Itis a: power which we have no 
right to exercise. It is an attempt to wrest from 
the Executive a power which has justly been 
vested in his hands. The Constitution has made 
the Executive the commander-in-chief of ‘the 
Army and Navy. He alone is responsible for 
the abuse of that power. You may hold him 
responsible, but you cannot take the power from 
him. Yet, sir, this is what is attempted by a 
party in this House. I pronounce that to be a, 
revolutionary party—e party that is, attenipung 
by fraud and stealth to defeat the legislative will: 
of the Government, and to trample the Constitu- 
tion under foot. ; i . DRD: 
Sir, the President ought to have command of 
the Army, and to use it in the: execution. of the 
laws passed by the Territorial Legislature of 
Kansas, and he ought to prosecute to conviction 
every infraction of those laws. This amend- 
ment proposes to limit and restrain the President 
in his command of the Army. If you can restrain 
him in one act, you can in all things, which 
would destroy his power as commander-in-chief 
totally. If you can do this, you can assume to, 
yourselves the control of the Army and Navy 
absolutely; and the lawless course of this’ party 
leads to this result. wae Avid eae 
Mr. WHITFIELD. . With the consent of the 
committee I will withdraw my amendment. 
Mr. PRINGLE. I object. i : 
The question was taken; and the amendment 
to the amendment was not agreed to. : Wage 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move. to. strike out the 
first line of the amendment, Mr. Chairman. “ft 
do not now propose to enter into any debate’ as 
to the validity of. the alleged. laws of Kansas. 
My own opinion upon that subject is well known. 
It has been fully stated in the report of your in- 
vestigating committee. I do not propose now 
even to discuss the question whether these 
alleged laws ought to be enforced or not. Ata 
proper time, I will ask the indulgence of the 
House for that purpose. 1 rise rather to answer 
the statement made by the sitting Delegate from 
Kansas Territory, but a moment since. It was 
this: He says, among other things, that the 
people of Missouri, in armed bodies, have not 
recently 


invaded the Territory. of Kansas, and 
that he, himself, did not accompany an armed 
body of men from that State, for the purposé of 
enforcing those alleged laws of Kansas. Iso 
understood the gentleman from. Kansas to state. 
Did I understand him correctly? ; 

Mr. WHITFIELD. You did. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well.. I state, sir— 
and there are other witnesses now present who 
will testify to the fact—-that there were bodies 
of armed men marshaled, in. Westport and other 
places in Missouri, and marched over into Kansas 
Territory. I myself saw men marching in mili- 
tary array in Westport and other towns in Mis- 
souri, and take up their line of march for the 
Territory. They openly avowed that they were 
citizens of Missouri, and that their object was 
to go into Kansas, and aid in enforcing these very 
hundred 
mounted men, formed into companies, with no 
equipments under heaven, except such as were 
needed by war. They wore the ordinary dress 
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for a sudden foray — flannel shirts, pantaloons, that he saw me leave Westport inthe company || greater rights in Kansas than other States? The 
and felt hats. They were all well armed: with || which he-alleges? territorial governnient has been erected b Con- 
bowie-knives, revolvers, and rifles, and, some Mr. SHERMAN. I did not say that I saw || gress, and the President, in fulfillment of his oath, 
carried with them‘their tents and provisions. the sitting Delegate leave Westport with the com- and in the discharge of his duty, must faithfully 
This military array was gathered in and about || pany. Isaw hima few moments before he left || execute that law as wellas all others. He has no 
‘Westport, in the presence of hundreds — the estport at the hotel. He told me, then, that || power to change the laws; his duty is executive. 
members of your committee and its officers be- || he was going over into Kansas. I replied that Now, Mr. Chairfnan, I do verily believe that 
ing among the number who witnessed it. I must |) it did not look right. He said that he went for || the large document published by this House, and 
confess my astonishment that the Delegate from || peaceful purposes; his only object was to prevent || which contains the evidence gathered by the 
Kansas should rise here in his place and deliber- || @ fight. I remarked that the men going with the || Kansas investigating committee, was not so much 
ately state to the committee that no armed bodies || sitting Delegate were not going there for that pur- || for the purpose of informing the House of the 
of men had marched from Missouri into Kansas. || pose. He said he was going there to prevent a || facts, as to manufacture political capital for a cer- 
I ask that gentleman if he did not leave West- fight. That was the substance of our conversa- tain party at the approaching presidential elec- 


port, Missouri, while the committee was in ses- || tion. tion. This is too palpable to be easily denied. 
sion there, with a body of about two hundred Mr. WHITFIELD. I will just state here, that Mr. CUMBACK. Mr. Chairman, I am not 
armed citizens of that State for Kansas ? Westport is half a mile from the Kansas line. surprised to see the members ón the other side 
Mr. WHITFIELD. I did not. Major Buford’s encampment was about a mile || of the House inclined to shoulder, and make their 
Mr. SHERMAN. Did you not go with a inside of the Kansas line. The company there |) own, the outrageous laws enacted by the so-called 
company of armed men over into Kansas? had come down for the purpose of getting Legislature of Kansas. I am willing to see them 
Mr. WHITFIELD. I accompanied no Mis- || wagons, plows, and provisions, to carry into the || do it, in accordance with their inclination, for 
sourians. Territory. When I heard that a fight was going |j these laws are theirs, and are but the necessary 


nal plot'in the repeal of the 


Mr. SHERMAN. Were they citizensof Kan- || onat Black Jack—and the gentleman will recollect |} sequel of the orig: 


sas? there was a fight there for four hours —I said I Missouricompromise—to make Kansas aslave State. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. They were. ~ || would go there to settle the matter, and prevent |) Those who did that act should be consistent, and 

Mr. SHERMAN. How many? further fighting. I called on Major Buford, and || sustain these laws, as they are but the product 
Mr. WHITFIELD. About seventy. he will testify to what occurred between us. I || and result of the act of 1854. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman deny || asked him how many men he had, and he replied || ` But it is said in this discussion, that, if the 
that companies of armed citizens of Missouri did || that he had some thirty or forty. I started with || amendment of my colleague [Mr. Barsovur] is 
ather from Clay, Jackson, and. other counties || Major Buford, and some thirty civilians, who adopted, there will be no law in Kansas but mob 


in Missouri, and go over into Kansas at the time || were moving to the Territory to settle, the same || law. This is not correct. The laws of the United 


to which I refer? evening. .We went to Bull Creek. We there || States, not locall inapplicable, are in full force 
Mr. Wairrierp’s reply was not heard by the || formed three companies of men who were going there, as in all the other Territories. Six, this 
reporter. to settle in the Territory. I went on next morn- || proposition is not to create mob law, but to put 


r. SHERMAN. I desire only to ascertain jj ing with Major Buford to Black Jack to prevent || mob law down. It is to prevent the President of 
the facts from the gentleman from Kansas, and || a fight. When the matter was settled I rode || the United States from continuing his crusade 
ask him this question: He says that those who back to Westport. Captain Shelby did not go against the free-State men, by enforcing, with the 
accompanied him on the occasion to which I have || from Westport until my return, I was there || Army of the United States, an abominable code 
alluded, were citizens of Kansas. Now, will the || when he went out. He was there on his way with || of laws which they had no part in making—laws 

entleman deny, upon his honor, that armed || his men to settle in Kansas. They all went there || forced upon them A a Missouri mob. Sir, is 
Bodies of men did go over from Missouri into || in good faith. They were as bona fide settlers as || there a man in this Hall that would submit to a 


Kansas? any ever in a Territory. Three fourths of them | usurpation of his dearest rights, and tamely yield 
Mr. WHITFIELD. I say, that I accompa- || were not Missourians. Some thirty or forty were || his all to the usurper? Poor in spirit, indeed, 
nied no Missourians. Tennesseeans. Captain Shelby was driven out || and unworthy the revolutionary blood flowing 


Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman says that || of the Territory because the men went in a body, % his veins, transmitted to him by ancestors 
those whom he accompanied were citizens of Kan- and it was feared that they might incite a dis- || who were prompt to resist aggression, would the 


sas Territory. That docs not meet the point. turbance. American freeman be who would do it. But it is 
Sir, I say that there were armed bodies of men The question was taken, and the amendment gravely’insisted here, that the freemen of Kansas 
who went over from Missouri into Kansas; that || to the amendment was disagreed to. must do so. The President says they must, and 
while they were marching into Westport from Mr. McMULLIN. I move to strike out the || asks money at our hands to accomplish his ob- 


the east, Governor Shannon, in obedience to the || first clause of the amendment. Mr. Chairman, I || ject. Sir, he cannot have a dollar, by my vote, for 
summons of the committee, came into Westport || did not occupy the time of the House with any || any such purpose. ; 
from the Territory, and in his presence they filed remarks when the Kansas-Nebraska bill was The gentleman from Virginia, who has just 
off in regular array, and went into the Territory. under consideration, nor have 1 spoken to the || spoken, makes the oft-repeated charge, that 
That he afterwards went with the committee to || subject at any time during the present session; || these laws, with all the Kansas troubles, are 
Kansas City, and there saw a company of “Clay but, when the President of the United States is wholly chargeable to the associations formed in 
county boys” cross the Missouri river on their || assailed, and fierce invective is launched against || the free States to promote the interests of free- 
way into the Territory. These facts are noto- the people of Missouri, with whom I have an dom by settling the Territory with free-State 
rious. And I say further, that no candid man, extensive acquaintance, I fcel that to continue || men. Does the gentleman from Virginia deny the 
who will take the trouble to look into the testi- |} silent any longer would be unpardonable. To || right of men from the free States to go and settle 
mony of the three hundred and twenty-six wit- || sce to what extent the dominant party of this || in Kansas in as large numbers as they choose, 
nesses contained in this book, (Kansas report,) || House has gone in its high partisan career, look |} for the purpose of making ita free State? Hias 
a majority of whom were pro-slavery men, can only to the proposition before us. Was there |! he so soon forgotten that our fathers declared 
arrive at any other conclusion than that, in every || ever before such a bold attempt at an unconsti- || that it should be free from the curse of slavery—— 
transactions in the Territory of Kansas, from its tutional act? It is proposed to deprive the Pres- || not until 1854—but “‘ forever.” : 
organization to this moment, citizens of Missouri || ident of the means by which he 1s to do what, I know, sir, the President, in his annual mes- 
have participated, and overruled the citizens of || under the Constitution, he swears to do; it takes || sage, and Iris special message, put in his plea of 
the Territory. This fact has been proven by free- |j awa his power to execute faithfully the laws of palliation on the same ground; but, sir, it is no 
State witnesses and by pro-slavery witnesses; and |} the United States. He has the same rights rela- || palliation for the conduct of the Administration 
so clearly, that the only way to meet it is either || tive to the exercise of his power that Congress towards the free-State men. These men are 
by evasion or a general denial. And the very has in its legislative capacity. And if Eam not American citizens, and they will have the pro- 
laws which these armed companies went over to |) mistaken the President will continue to execute || tection to which they are entitled; if not now, 
enforce, were passed by a Legislature clected by |} the laws as he has done, pass what provisoes you || at the termination of the present Administration. 
citizens of Missouri. may. We, too, in the North, will have our rights; and, 
But the gentleman says that citizensof Massa- Who commenced the fine game now being || notwithstanding the blockade of the Missouri 
chusetts also interfere. Why, sir, the citizens of carried on in Kansas? It was Massachusetts. || river, and the high-handed attempt to keep men 
Massachusetts are stopped on the great national || There is none who know the history of the coun- || from the North from settling in that Territory, 
highways on their way to Kansas. Emigrants try who will deny the fact. They sent men there they will go; and who dare claim the right to 
from the northern States have been stopped by || for the avowed purpose of fixing the character || hinder them? Free-State men have the right to 
bodies of armed men at Lexington, and at other || of the State government. They declared they || go there to settle when they please, and in such 
oints on the Missouririver,and sentback. How |} would make Kansas a free State. They set at || numbers as they please; and it has not yet come 
isthis? Are these highways national, or are they naught the rights of the pes of the other States. || to pass that they must consult the gentleman 
sectional? Have the people of the northern || The people of the South, and of Missouri espe- || from Virginia, [Mr. McMunui,] or his political 
States the right to go there, or not? If so, why || cially, were to have their right of property placed || party, or the President, in the exercise ef that 
is it that peaceful emigrants, seeking homes in |} in imminent jeopardy. Massachusetts it was right. 
Kansas, are waylaid, searched, and robbed, even that first attempted to influence the government Mr. McMULLIN. 1 deny the right. 
in the streets of towns, while armed borderersare || of the new Territory. The Jong-faced pharisai- Mr. CUMBACK. It was not denied at the 
cheered with applauding shouts on their way || cal hypocrites of the emigrant aid societies were time of the passage of the Kansas and Nebraska 
from Missouri into the Territory ‘* to enforce the || encouraged, and their acts legalized by the in- | act; but whether denied or not, they will exercise 


laws?” iquitous Legislature of Massachusetts. The ter- | it like men. But, as I said in the outset, the ob- 
Mr. McMULLIN obtained the floor; but | ritory of the Union is the property of all the | ject of that bill, as conclusively shown since by 
yielded to States. Each holds anequal position. The peo- |) the opposition of its friends, to raising this com- 


Mr. WHITFIELD, who said: Mr. Chair- ple of one section have a right to protection as | mittee to investigate the usurpation in Kansas, 
man, Iwould inquire of the gentleman from Ohio || much as the people of another. Then why does || and the disposition of the President and the Dem- 
whether, on the honor of a gentleman, he can say ii Massachusetts set up a claim to have higher and i| ocractic party, so-called, to sustain these sham 
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and cruel enactments, which are but the result of 
the usurpation, was to make Kansas a slave State. 
it was to defeat that object, that the free-State 
men emigrated to Kansas, as well ‘as to find for 
themselves a western home. This is the real 
cause of complaint. It is not pretended by any- 
body that any one has the right to prescribe the 
number of free-State men that may go there. It 
is not pretended that they violated any law in 
going there, or that they refused to submit to all 
that men ought to submit to after they got there. 
But the real cause of complaint seems to be, that 
they went there to makeit a free State, and for that 
crime their printing presses have been destroyed, 
_ their houses burned, and many of them impris- 
oned and murdered, and that, too, by the consent 
and sanction of the President. For that crime a 
usurpation of their rights is justified, and they 
are compelled to submit to a bloody code of laws 
forced upon them against their will—made and 
ehacted not by and for the people of Kansas, but 
` ‘made by their invadérs to carry out the schemes 
of the slave power. The day of their deliverance 
4s not distant. 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 

"Mr. FLORENCE. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out any word in it—a 
mere pro forma amendment. 

Mr. GREEN WOOD. I wish to make a state- 
ment to the House. The course which this 
debate has taken is entirely out of order, and I 
shall ask the Chairman in future to confine gen- 
tlemen to their amendments strictly. 

Mr. FLORENCE. ‘fhat is just exactly what 
‘fintended to ask. I want to know if a gentle- 
man can rise in his place upon this floor, and im- 
pute improper motives to any gentleman for any 
vote which he may have given? 

Mr. PRINGLE, I rise to a question of order: 
the gentleman is not speaking to his amend- 


ment. j 

~ Fhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inquige 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania what his 

amendment is? 

` Mr. FLORENCE. It is to strike out any part 
of the amendment—say the last four lines. 

< Mr. PRINGLE. The gentleman is not speak- 

ing to that amendment. 

“Mr. FLORENCE. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Cumsack] says that the repeal of the 
“Missouri compromise was intended to make Kan- 
gas a slave State. T say, sir, that the universal 
sentiment of the North was against the constitu- 
tionality of the Missouri compromise line. [Cries 
of © Order !’? * Order P’) 

~ Mr. PRINGLE. Irise toa question of order. 
I would like to know what is the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is to strike out the 
last four lines of the amendment? 
- Mr. PRINGLE. I believe the gentleman is 
not speaking to that amendment. - f 
“Mr. FLORENCE. I trust the Chair will not 
take these interruptions. out of my time. I hope 
the gentleman from New York will treat me with 
Christian forbearance, [laughter,].as I am sick, 
and almost unable to stand upon this floor to-day. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will pro- 


ceed. 

“"Mr. FLORENCE. I say to the gentleman 
from Indiana, that the universal sentiment of the 
North was against. the constitutionality of the 
Missouri compromise line, [‘¢Order!”] and I 
deemed it a duty,and due to the citizens of all 
the States, [“ Order !’’ ** Order !’’] to vote for its 
repeal. 

"My. PRINGLE. I call the gentleman to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will confine himself to the discussion of 
hhisamendment. —- 
= Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. lhope the Chair 
will enforce the rule; for unless debate is confined 
to the amendments under consideration, we shall 
‘never be able to get through with this bill. 

Mr. FLORENCE, I am very well satisfied 
with the point of order; and if the Chair decides 
that the point is well taken, I will submit to the 
decision. But gentlemen rise upon this floor and 
impugn the motives of gentlemen who act accord- 
ing to their conviction of duty. I have seen 
presumption stalking abroad here before to-day, 
but l have never seen it justified before to 
Tories of “Order!” rendered the remainder of the 


| sentence inaudible.} lappealtoevery gentleman | 
upon the floor, who is governed by a conscien- 
tious conviction of duty,as I am, whether, when 
I cast my vote according to that conviction of 
duty, it is not indecorous and out of order for 
gentlemen to impugn my motives. I say that I 
was not engaged in any plot against the people 
of the country. l was apposed: to the existence 
of an unconstitutional line, and T felt it my duty 
to vote to remove it; and as long as I am per- 
mitted to occnpy a seat upon this floor—— 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, (interrupting.) I 
raise a pointof order. The gentleman's remarks 
are not pertinent to the amendment which he has 


proposen. 
`- The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must request the 
gentleman to confine himself to his amendment. 
Mr. FLORENCE. If I am out of order I will 
take my scat. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of 


order. 

Mr. SAVAGE. Is it not inorder to move the 
gentleman have leave to proceed with his re- 
marks? 

The CHAIRMAN. Only by the unanimous 
consent of the committee. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 1 object. 

Mr. SAVAGE. There have been four or five 
other speeches made, and just after one upon the 
other side. To draw a strict rule now, upon the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, looks like partial- 
ity. It would be more decorous to allow him to 
proceed with his speech, and make the point of 
order upon some other gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 
there has been no disposition manifested on his 
part to do injustice to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. This debate had already, before the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania had obtained the 
floor, taken such a course as to the Chair did not 
seem right; but as no gentleman objected, the 
Chair was disposed to suffer it to proceed. 

Mr.SAVAGE. Permit me to say that I did 
not intend to charge upon thé Chair any partiak 
ity whatever. I thought it wrong upon the part 
of gentlemen upon the other side of the House 
to make objections at this particular time, and 
upon the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate had taken a 
wide range; and whenever the attention of the 
Chair was called to it by members of the com- 
mittee, he felt himself bound to request the gent 
tleman to confine his remarks to the amendment 
before the committee. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I submit to the decision of 
the Chair. I admit, that my remarks were not 
exactly pertinent to the proposition I submitted. 
I think the point of order well taken; and will 
take another opportunity, God willing, to say a 
word or two.upon this subject. I withdraw my 
amendment. i i ‘ 

Mr. COX. I move to amend the amendment, 
by adding this proviso: 

: Provided, It is not to be in force till after three months. 


Mr. Chairman, the object sought to be obtained 
through this amendment, by its mover and other 
gentlemen, is, as I understand it, the withdrawal 


and to leave the citizens of the Territory, and 
others who may think proper to go there, to set- 
tle the matter as they may deem proper, whether 
peacefully or by violence. 

Mr. BARBOUR. The gentleman misappre- 
hends the object of the amendment. It is to de- 


and all the laws of the United States in force. 
Mr. COX. That may be the avowed object 
here, but the effect of it will be to deny to the 
President the power of keeping the forces of the 
Government there until the laws are repealed by 
Congress. There. are now two parties there— 
one declaring that the laws of the Territory are 
void, and that they will not obey them; and the 
other, claiming that the laws of the Territory 
are valid, and shall be obeyed. If you leave the 
Territory unprotected by the arms of the Federal 
Government, these parties will come into hostile 
collision, as they have done heretofore. There 


troversy; and the consequence will be, that, by 


the increased numbers of participants in the 


from Kansas of the power of the United States, | 


clare void the laws of the Legislature of Kansas, | 


| souri generally, 


are men pouring in there from the different sec- | 
tions of the country—some from the North, and | 
some from the South—participating in this con- i 


strife, the flame of civil di 
over the whole land: 7 

I-am in favor of encouraging 
strengthening thearmoftheexecu 
Government. I am in favor of keeping t 
in Kansas until the, people ‘come’ to 
justice and propriety—whether they. 

orth or from the Routh cand ‘of enforcing 
laws of the Territory. until they arg repeale 
a regular way. eS Sant: 

I do ‘not pretend to justify all the laws that 
have been passed there; but they. are laws, and 
until they are repealed, resistance to them'strikes 
at the principle which lies at. the foundation: of 
your Government. . No man las a right to resist 
the laws-upon his own private judgment: po set 
of men havea right to resist the laws ov their pri- 
vate judgment; and your Government is.a fail- 


ure if you allow the laws to be resisted and set at 
naught, whether they. be valid or invalid, until 
the courts have decided upon them. The party 
that resists them is in rebellion to the constituted 
authorities of the country, and must be subdued 
by the strong arm of the law, or else the Govern- 
ment is nothing better than a rope of sand. f£ 
am, therefore, opposed to leaving the people ofthe 
Territory, in the present condition of affairs in 
the Territory, to settle this matter for themselves. > 
I want the question to be settled as the bill organ- 
izing the Territory directed it to be settled, peace- 
fully, by the residents and citizens of the” erri- 
tory. But you must first withdraw the orders 
of party conscription by which at the North and 
South men are enlisted for Kansas, who are filled 


with frenzy and fanatic rage, and who go" there 
i t 
id 


to overspread the beautiful plains of Kans 
violence and blood. Leave the rich soil 
delightful climate of Kansas as the only incen- 
tives to emigration to her plains, and the resi- 
dent population of the Territory will soon peace- 
fully and quietly settle their dissensions. . But, in 
the mean time, let the President keep the peace 
there; and to do so you must allow him to hold 
the strong arm of he ‘Government’s authority 
over the heads of offenders in the Territory, until 
such time as the laws shall take their regular 
course there. ; 

The qùestion being on the amendment to the 
amendment, ; 
_ Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, withdrew 
it. : ae 
Mr. KENNETT. I wish to offer the follow- 
ing substitute for the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Indiana: boy ta 

At the end of the thirteenth line insert, as follows :, And 
the President of the United States is: hereby, directed. to 
withdraw all the United States troops from the Territory of 
Kansas, and to close up the forts. i ii; ° 

This, Mr. Chairman, will test the sincerity of 
the gentlemen on the:other side. who propose 
to deprive the President of all power to use: the 
army of the United States in quelling disturbances 
and preventing civil war in. Kansas, We will 
see whether they are ready to accept a proposi- 
tion here which will leave that Territory again to 
be placed and to continue in a state of discord 
and dissension. ; 

it will not be expected here, sir—it cannot be 
expected—that under present circumstances this 
whole question of affairs in Kansas.can be con- 
sidered. If it be the object of gentlemen. to open 
up anew that discussion, let. them witlidraw the 
five-minutes rule, arid let us take up and. consider 
the report of the investigating committee, and go 
over the ground again which has, in yarious ways, 
already been repeatedly. traversed during this 
Congress. But 1 should hope that, at this time 
of the session, when there is so much business 
of vast importance upon our Calendar not yet 
acted upon, we should at once dispose of: this 
matter by voting down the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana; for it is understood, of 
course, that I only offer this proposition for the 
purpose of making these remarks. : 

Sir, as I before intimated, I shall not, in the 
short space of five minutes, undertake the justi- 
fication of my constituents, or the people of Mis- 
from the various charges now or 
heretofore made against them on this floor. But 
that my silence may not be misconstrued or mis- 
understood, L take occasion here, and now, to 
say that I have been silent only because I left. the 
defense of our people in abler hands—in the hands 


of my colleague, (Mr. Puexrs,| the oldest mem- 
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ber of the delegation from Missouri on this floor, 
and.of my colleague, [Mr. O:tver,] whose. con- 
stituents were more directly concerned in Kansas 
matters. As becomes the junior in service of the 
members from Missouri, I have held my peace 
on these vexed questions; but now, once for all, 
I wish it distinctly understood—that there ma 
be no. misconception as to. the position which 
occupy in regard to this matter—that I am on the 
side of my section, and with my people. I regard 
them as having been, in these whole transactions, 
‘more sinned against than sinning.” They may 
have done what was not strictly legal, under the 
strong provocation to which they were subjected. 
They may have done so in the defense, as the 
conceived, of their homes, and firesides, and insti- 
tutions, Iam not prepared to deny that such has 
been the case; but I say that the first injury and 
wrong had its origin here in this House. It was 
first conceived by the free-State men on this floor, 
and finally carried out by the free-State men of 
the North in the formation of aid socicties, and 
otherwise. There can be no doubt in the mind 
of any unprejudiced man, that a deliberate de- 
termination was formed here, during the discus- 
sion, and at the time of the passage of the Kansas 
bill, to make that Territory free, at whatever 
hazard to the peace of the country; and the legit- 
imate fruit of that action is the unfortunate con- 
dition of things now existing in Kansas, and the 
embittered feeling of the people of the northern 
and southern sections of the Union against each 
other. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I wish to say that I am 
aware that this general discussion is not strictly 
in order upon the amendments of. the gentleman 
from Indiana, (Mr. Barsour;] but as latitude 
seems to have been given to it—— 

The CHAIRMAN. That latitude has since 
been taken from it. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I say, since general de- 
bate has been indulged in upon this amendment, 
I wish to say a few words in reply to the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Cumback.] That gen- 
tleman stated to the House that the object in pass- 
ing the Kansas and Nebraska bill was to make 
Kansas a slave State. Now, Mr. Chairman, asa 
southern man, as a national man, and as a friend 
of the Kansas bill, I say, and I believe I speak 
the sentiments of those who voted for it, that it 
was not the object of the Kansas bill to make 
Kansas a slave State, or a slave Territory. It 
was simply to leave the question of slavery with- 
out congressional restriction, to be settled by the 
people of the Territory for themselves. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. F rise to a ques- 
tion of order. [think the gentleman from Geor- 
gia is not confining himself to the amendment 
under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 
gentleman from Georgia is out of order. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Very well, I submit to 
the ruling of the Chair; and I hope other gentle- 
men will be confined as strictly to the question 
under consideration. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the Chair will 
confine gentlemen strictly to the question under 
consideration, and not make it necessary for 
members to rise to questions of order. 

Mr. Kennerr’s amendment to the amendment 
was disagreed to. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I propose to amend the 
pending amendment by striking out that portion 
which repeals the Kansas laws, and that portion 
which proposes to prevent the United States 
troops from being used there. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentleman pro- 
poses to strike out the whole amendment. 

Mr. QUITMAN. No, sir. ‘There is another 
portion which speaks about the laws not being 
valid. [ propose only to strike out that portion 
which repeals the laws, and that portion which 
prohibits the use of the Federal troops there. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no idea that gentlemen 
upon the opposite side of the House seriously 
intend to append this amendment to the Arm 
appropriation bill. I do not believe they will 
dare to usurp powers not granted to this House 
by the Constitution. I have no idea that they 
will venture in this political crisis to risk their | 


fate upon a proposition, the effect of which is to || 


destroy the Constitution of the United States; 


and therefore | speak thus quietly, without pas- | 
sion or excitement; for we have got to a period | 


ii 
i 


when it is well for us.to look the dangers before us 
straight in thé face, and be prepared to act, and 
not to talk. I say that I cannot think gentlemen 
upon the opposite side of the House seriously. 
contemplate the commission of this outrage upon 
the Constitution. Whatis it? In the first place 
it is to usurp the judicial power of the country, 
and to pronounce the laws which have been 
made in Karisas illegal and unconstitutional. 

Mr. Chairman, where does this House get that 
power? By the Constitution, the instrument under 
which we act, that power is given to the judicial de- 
partment of this Government. And let me ask gen- 
tlemen, does not the Constitution give the President 
the control of the Army and the Navy for the pur- 
pose of executing the laws? And dare this House 
take out of the hands of the President the power 
of performing his constitutional duty, and using 
the military power of the country for the pur- 
pose of seeing the laws faithfully executed? Can 
you—will you venture, in an appropriation bill, 
to usurp both these powers which, by the Con- 
stitution, are not conferred upon you? Yet this 
amendment, as it is proposed, in the first place, 
contemplates that this House shall, without judi- 
cial power, without authority, without knowing 
the sentiments of a majority of the legal voters 
of Kansas, undertake to set aside the laws now 
in operation in that Territory, by declaring them 
to have been fraudulently enacted. Where is 
the power, I ask, for this House to sit in judg- 
ment upon the laws which any Territory may 
have made? I say again, that it is a usurpation 
of power which we do not possess. I warn gen- 
tlemen against such a usurpation. I have too 
much confidence in their constituencies to allow 
myself fora moment to think they would justify 
such a gross aggression upon the Constitution of 
the country. 

It is a very dangerous experiment to strip the 
hands of the President of that power which is 
given him for the purpose of causing the laws 
to be executed. If the President of the United 
States has abused power thus conferred upon 
him by the Constitution, let gentlemen come up 
manfully and move an impeachment against him. 
That is the remedy this House has. 

For myself, I agree with my honorable friend 
from Kansas. I care not if all the Federal troops 
are withdrawn from that Territory. I wish to 
see the popular will carried into execution in that 
Territory without the use of arms. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. Mr. Chairman, I am a 
little surprised at the position taken by the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Quirman] in the 
remarks he has just submitted to the committee. 
No individual in this House, who has for a 
moment reflected upon the powers of Congress 
in relation to our territorial governments, can 
entertain a doubt of its entire authority, and its 
entire right, not only to repeal and render nuga- 
tory every act of the Territorial Legislature of 
Kansas, but to abolish the territorial government 
itself, You can repeal the organic act of the 
Territory. You can strike out one portion of 
the territorial laws, or repeal the whole of them. 
The most ample powers are vested in us to do it 
by the Constitution of the United States. Already, 
sir, the gentleman’s friends in the other branch 
of Congress have declared a portion of these laws 
to be null and void. They have passed a bill, 
which lies on the Speaker’s table. That bill 
provides for the repeal of half a dozen provisions 
of the laws enacted by the Legislature of Kansas. 


If Congress has the power to repeal half a dozen, | 


they have the power to repeal them all. 
he gentleman says that he has not voted for 
that bill. I refer to it to show the action of his 
friends on this point, and as a complete estoppel 
on him in saying that we have not the power to 
repeal those laws of the Territory. If Congress 
has the power to declare thoselaws null and void, 
they ae declare on whatever ground they 
please. c are not called on to give to anybody 
the reasons which control our action on any mat- 
ter. If we consider these laws to have been made 
by fraud and violence, so much the more ought 
we to repeal them. If they are unwise and ty- 
rannical, so much the more should we declare 
them to be null and void. 
One word more. Itis declared that the amend- 


| ment is unconstitutional, because it deprives the 


President of the United States of the power vested 
in him by the Constitution. I would be glad to | 


have gentlemen point out that portion of the Con- 
stitution. That instrument declares that the 
President shall be the Commander-in-Chief of the 
Army, &. He has no power to-control or to 
direct the Army, except under the statutes of the 
United States. Under the act of 1795 he lias the 
right to call out the Army to suppress insurrec- 
tion. It is under that act that he now controls 
matters in Kansas. It is an enactment of Con- 
gress. It may be repealed. It may be amended. 
Itmay be modified. We do not propose to do 
more than to modify it. The amendment to this 
bill is merely a modification of that act. 

Mr. CARLILE. Is it not the duty of the 
President to see that the laws are faithfully ex- 
ecuted ? 

_Mr. WAKEMAN. Theact of 1795‘is to that 
point. It has been repeatedly held that the power 
of the President is conferred by thatact. I refer 
gentlemen to the action in the Senate. One of the 
most distinguished members of that body said 
the power was peed solely on the act of 1795. 
It is an act of Congress. The stream does not 
rise higher than the fountain. If we have the 
right to repeal the act of 1795, then we may re- 
pealitin part. We may modify.it by a provi- 
sion in the Army bill. Let gentleman point toa 
single clause of the Constitution that will be sub- 
verted by the amendment. We have the most 
ample power; and it is indispensable, if we have 
a regard for the rights of American citizens in 
one portion of the United States and in another, 
that we should take the action proposed by the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 


Mr. SEWARD. 
words: 

“No part of the military force of the United States shall 
be employed in aid of their enforcement, nor shall any citizen 
of Kansas be required, under their provisions, to act as part 
of the pusse comitatus of any officer acting as marshal: or 

riff in said Territory.” 

Mr. Chairman, that portion of the amendment 
submitted by the gentleman from Indiana con- 
templates rendering nugatory an important part 
of the Constitution of the United States. The 
refusal on the part of Congress to exercise one of 
the active vital powers of the Constitution is aa 
much in violation of that instrumentas an absolute 
infraction of it. Congress is clothed with power 
to provide for calling forth the militia to execute 
the laws of the Union, suppress insurrections, 
and repel invasions. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana proposes to strip that 
power from Congress, or rather it calls on Con- 
gress to refuse to exercise a constitutional behest, 
and strikes down the power for the faithful exe- 
cution of the laws. I put it to the gentleman 
from New York, whether he does not stand here, 
in advocating this amendment, as an open viola- 
tor of the Constitution? I lay down the propo- 
sition, that a’ refusal to carry out any portion 
of the Constitution, on the part of Congress, 
especially to exercise the important power to 
suppress insurrection and repel invasion, is a 
violation of the Constitution; and the man who 
advocates itis a violator of that instrument. L 
ask the gentleman how he can get out of it? 

What is the condition of things in Kansas? 
Iam opposed to the withdrawal of the military 
force from that Territory. Why? Because, in 
my humble judgment, the moment it is done a 
civil war will ensue. While I accord to gentle- 
men from the North the right to go there, I claim 
the same right for the people of the sovereign 
State of Georgia. If you repeal these territorial 
laws, withdraw your military force from the 
Territory, and the conflict comes, who can say 
where it will end? I would not, for one, wish 
to see a drop of blood shed on that soil. Iam 
for peace; and deplorable as the state of things 
may be which requires the regular army to be 
stationed there, still, as much as I deprecate it, I 
say, let it stay there to preserve the peace. With 
a civil war, in my judgment, this Union must go 
to pieces. Gentlemen may talk of it as they 
please. The South claim to go there as a free 
people, and as equal members of the Confed- 
eracy. I submit to gentlemen on the other side, 
whether they have not sent armed men there, too, 

admitting that Missourians have gone there arm- 
ed? How is a collision to be prevented unless 
the United States interpose? Strike down the 


I move to strike out these 


constitution themselves. 


T'he latter part, that which the gentleman from 


“Motdesign to doall that they have proposed in their 


itis charged that I did it with the purpose of 
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power of interposition, disobey the behests of the { 
Constitution, and what becomes of. the peace of | 
the country? Who is to be responsible for it? 
I, for one, will do no act which will precipitate 
a civil war on the people of the Union, and cause | 
the shedding of the blood of every section. Iam 
satiated and disgusted with the whole question. 
‘F-would to God it were-buried forever. Let the 
péople of Kansas alone. Let them go to the bal- 
Jot-box, as the Senate bill proposes, and form a 
If a majority desire a 
free State, let it come in free; and my word for 
it, the people of Georgia, so far as I know them, 
will never open their mouths against it. 

. Mr. CRAIGE. Iam opposed to the adoption 
of.the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia, 
-for the reason that, if this whole amendmentis to 
be adopted, I desire that the country shall know 
what the majority of this House intend to do. 
“The first portion of the amendment proposes that 
no part of the military force of the United States 
shall be employed in the Territory of Kansas. 


‘Georgia proposes to strike out, provides that no 
marshal or sheriff shall call upon any citizens of 
the Territory of Kansas to actas a posse comitatus. 
In other words, the amendment, as a whole, not 
only provides thatthe military force of the country 
‘shall not be employed, but also that there shail 
be no civil officers inthe Territory; because, ifa 
civil officer has not the right to call out the posse 
comitatus for the purpose pf aiding in the execu- 
tion of process which may be placed in his hands, 
it is tantamount to having no officers at all. 
I appeal to,gentlemen upon the other side of the 
House, what could a marshal or sheriff do, under 
‘the present state of things in Kansas, without 
the aid of the posse of the country—without the | 
aid of the citizens to.assist in enforcing the laws, 
when they attempt to enforce process either upon 
‘the one side or the other. 
For these reasons I am utterly opposed to 
adopting the amendment proposed by the gentfe- 
man from Georgia. I desire that the amendment 
rhall be left as a whole, that we may see to what 
extent the majority of the House is inclined to 
oin the madness of the hour. [ have thought, 
eretofore, that the other side of the House did 


-speeches to do. But it seems to me now, that 
‘they are disposed to produce revolution in their 
‘acts, and inaugurate revolution now; for I hold 
that, if thisamendmentis to be put into an appro- 
priation bill, the wheels of Government to be 
‘stopped, and the laws not to be enforced either by | 
the military or civil power, then revolution has 
already commenced, and where it will end the 
wisest of us would be unable to determine. 

This amendment does not refer merely to the 
military power, and, therefore, I hold that the ob- | 
jection was well taken, that it was not germane 
to the subject-matter of the bill. This is a bill 
‘forthe appropriation of money for the support of | 
the Army of the United States, while the amend- 
ment is not confined, to that object, but extends 
its provisions to the civil authorities of that Ter- 
ritory. 

Now, sir, a word as to the object of those who 
passed this Kansas-Nebraska bill. 1 was one of 
the number who gave their votes for it; and when 


making Kansas a slave State, I give the charge | 
an unqualified denial. I desired that all the pco- 


ple of the country, those north of 36030’, as well || 


as those south of it, should have the same rights, | 
and that-is all that was proposed by the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill of 1854. 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Barsour’s | 
-amendment. 

Mr. GREENWOOD called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. MILLSON. Before the question is taken 
Tdesire to say a;wordor two. I move to strike 
out of the amendment the words, “by a body 
claiming to be the Territorial Legislature of Kan- 
sas.” In every bill which has been passed by Con- | 
gress for the establishment of a territorial govern- 
ment, before the passage of the Kansas-Nebraska | 
bill, there was an express provision declaring that 
the laws of the Territorial Legislature should be 
sent to Congress for revision, and if disapproved į 


by them they were to be null and void. The 


Kansas-Nebraska bill, as reported to the Senate 


Senate, which had reported the bill, that clause 
was stricken out, and another clause substituted, 
roviding that these laws of the Territorial Legis- 
ature should be subject only to the Constitution | 
of the United States, and “not to Congress, as 
heretofore. . 

The intention, doubtless, was to grant to the | 
Territorial Legislature the irrevocable authority 
‘to enact such laws as they might think proper; 
but, notwithstanding that, I have no doubt that it 
is competent for Congress to revise and annul 
the laws of Kansas and Nebraska as they. might 
do the laws of Minnesota and New. Mexico; 
and I am gratified that so large a number of my 
friends agree with me now in this view of the 
subject, as the Senate has recently passed a bill 
proposing to annul a number of their laws. 

But, sir, while I admit the authority to annul 
those laws, I appeal to gentlemen on the other 
side whether itis fair—whether it is consistent 
with parliamentary propriety, to annul the whole 
legislation of a Territory by an amendment to an 
appropriation bill, introduced after the close of 
all debate? A proposition so momentous, calcu- 
lated to lead to such important consequences as 
to justify, perhaps, a month of discussion, is 
introduced here after all discussion has been pre- 
cluded by the deliberate vote of the House. 
That, of itself, ought to be a sufficient reason 
why gentlemen on the other side of the House 
should not vote for this proposition. 

But there is another consideration also involv- 
ing, among other more important considerations, 
the question of parliamentary propriety. It is 
this: an effort is hiere made to make the passage 
of laws necessary for the support of the Govern- | 
ment depend upon the enactment of a provision 
which it is feared the other branch of the Legis- 
lature will not concurin. If itbe proper to annul 
these laws, let them be annulled by a separate 
act of Congress, and then the President cannot 
employ the troops of the United States in enforc- 
ing them. But you fear they cannot be annulled 
by an act of Congress; you fear that the Senate 
will not concur in the views of the House. What 
do you then propose to do? You will not pass 
this appropriation bill unless the Senate agree to 
your terms! You refuse to do what you admit 
to be right, because you fear that the Senate will 
not do what they believe to be wrong. This is 
wholiy without justification or excuse, in morals, 
casuistry, or legislation. Oughtany man ever to 
take the position that he will not do what. he 
admits to be right, because he fears another will 
not do what he believes to be wrong? Will gen- 
tlemenon the other sidetake this stand ? Without 
meaning to question their willingness to dare do 
all that may become men and politicians—without 
questioning their readiness to dare do all they 
believe to be right-—I ask them, can they believe 
it right—can they believe that it is consistent with 
their representative duties—to take the position 
that, because both Houses of Congress will not 
concur in the passage of a law which only one 
may decem expedient, they will not concur in the 
passage of laws which both believe to be neces- 
sary? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should have remained 
silent on this occasion, Mr. Chairman, had not 
gentlemen on the other side of the House in 
various ways insinuated that gentlemen on this 
side would not dare to take the responsibility of 
putting an effectual estoppel to the action of the 
Executive, and of nullifying these laws. Now, 
sir, E am one of those who will do all I can, by 
votes and other lawful means, to prevent the 
Executive from enforcing the laws of Kansas, 
and to annihilate them. If they cannot be anni- 
hilated without civil war, the party who origin- 
ated the difficulties must take the responsibility. 
They have commenced civil war, and have thereby 
gota temporary advantage. They have driven 
out. and shot down free-State citizens, and by 
squatter law, as they. call it, and’ oher means, 
they have got possession; and now, the Senate 
have got up the fine idea of having a convention 
there to form a constitution, and to force it upon | 
the people, without their having anything to do 


with it. g ah oth 
Sir, I hold that the whole of the difficulties in jj 


Executive of this country.to, tse the militia 
army in enfercing the laws, while Congress:has 
been thirty days in session. - The very proposi- 
tion to make that. restriction came in. 1792: from 
Mr. Madison: himself, as you will find by.look- 
ing at the Annals, It-was never intended that the 
Executive should wield the sword-of: the Gov+ 
ernment any. more than the purse. In Great 
Britain, to be. sure, the House of Commons’ has 
nothing but the control of the purse... The king 
declares war and makes‘peace. -The Executive 
does everytliing: and when he sees fitto makea 
great war, and get up a-fillibustering ‘movement 
on Sebastopol, or any where else, he does:so; and 
the people have nothing to do but’ to give or: to 
withhold the supplies. “But our Constitution is 
different. It is the representatives of the people 
here who are intrusted with the sword, as wéll as 
with the purse. The Constitution expressly pro- 
vides that Congress—not the President—shail 
have the power to cal} out the mitia to suppress 
insurrection and enforce laws. Section two, of 
the act of 1795, is in these words: 

“That whenever the Jaws of the United States shall be 
opposed, orhe execution thereof obstructed in any State, 
by combinations too powerful to be suppressed by the drdi- 
nary course of judicial proceedings, or by the powers vested 
in the marshals by this act, it shall be lawful tor the Presi- 
dent of the United States to call forth the militia of such 
State, or of any State or States, as may ‘be necessary to 
suppress such combinations, and to cause. the Jawsito. be 
duly executed ; and the use of militia so to be called forth nay 
be continued, tf necessary, until the expiration of. thirty. days 
after the commencement of the then neat session of Congress.” 


And the Army and Navy are to be employed 
only on the same terms. and conditions, for the 
act of 1807 is in these words: ‘* That in all cases 
of insurrection or obstruction to the laws, either 
of the United States, or of any individual. State 
or Territory, where it is lawful for the. President of 
the United States to call forth the militia for the 
purpose of suppressing such insurrection, or of 
causing the laws to be duly executed, it. shall 
be lawful for him to employ, for the same pur- 

ose, such part of the land or naval force.of the 
United States as shall be judged necessary, . 
having first observed all the prerequisites of the law 
in that respect. fe, Eu cei pet STE 

That is a law introduced by Mr. Madison him- 
self, to restrict this executive power to a recess of 
Congress;.and when the representatives of. the 
people assemble, itis intended that they shall 
have the control of the.sword as well as of the 
purse of the nation, 9 o ooga 

The question being on Mr. Miuuson’s amend- 
ment to the amendment, ey 

Mr. MILLSON, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew it. a 

Mr. STANTON. I hope the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Barzour] will accept this modifica- 
tion of his amendment: 

Strike out all after the words, “expressly declare,” and 
a iedis pretended Legislature of the Territory of Kan- 
sas having been elected by violence and fraud, by non-resi- 
dents of the Territory, ali laws passed by said Legislature 
are hereby declared to be null and void. : keg Bs 

Mr. GREENWOOD? I submit a question of 
order, in regard to the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Ohio. I hold. that, as this amendment 
proposes to nullify all the laws of Kansas, it is 
not in order either to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana or to the bill. 

“Mr. WAKEMAN. I send upan amendment 
which will accomplish the same. object, to be 
added to the amendment ofthe gentleman from 
Indiana: i 

Said laws, and every partand parcel thereof, being hereby 
declared null and void. 

Mr. STANTON, I accept that in lieu of 
mine. 

Mr. BARBOUR. T understand there is some 
exception to the amendment as offered, and so 1° 
cannot accept it. 

Mr. STANTON. Then I renew the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
‘W aKkeMAN,] as an amendment to that ofthe gen- 
tleman-from Indiana. nid 

Now, one word in relation to the amendment. 


1758 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. * 


1 myself very much question the propriety of 
attaching this proviso to an appropriation bill 
which forbids the execution of laws, if we are 
not willing to declare them nulland void. Sir, if 
there is any responsibility to be taken upon this 
subject, it belongs to us. I hold that the proofs 
before us are sufficient to satisfy the civilized 
world that that Legislature was a fraudulent 
Legislature, and I am prepared here in my place, 
upon. my responsibility, to say so. It is, then, 
clear beyond a doubt, that we have the power to 
restrain the President from using the Federal 
troops in the execution of void laws. 

Mark you, it is not proposed that there shall 
be any interposition to prevent the preservation 
of social order. lt is not proposed that there 
shall be any interposition to prevent the use of 
the troops in carrying out the ordinary processes 
of law, in executing the requirements of the or- 
ganic law of the Territory, or of any other laws 
which are valid laws. That is the ground upon 
which I place it, and with that understanding 1 
am prepared, without hesitation, to attach the 
amendment to this appropriation, and to stand by 
it to the loss of the bill. ` 

Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Sranroyfsays that he is prepared to go the 
Jength of repealing all the laws of the Territory 
of Kansas, because these laws were passed by a 
Legislature which he considers fraudulent and 
void. Now, sir, if these ldws are repealed, will 

-the gentleman be good enough to inform me and 
inform thesHouse what Jaw will be in force in 
Kansas Territory, and what security there will 
be for person and property there? 

Mr. BARBOUR. Thelaws ofthe United States 
for the protection of persons and property will be 
in force there, by the express terms of the Kansas 
and Nebraska bill. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is itso, sir? The Kansas 
bill extended the authority of the Federal Gov- 
ernment over the Territory until such time as 
they should elect a Territorial Legislature, and 


pass their own laws. 
Mr.STANTON. They have never done that 
et. 

4 Mr. LETCHER. A Territorial Legislature 


has been elected. The gentleman says it was 
elected by fraud and violence. In reply to the 
declaration of the gentleman I appeal to the sworn 
action of his Governor, who now comes here and 
claims admission as a Delegate upon this floor. 
Governor Reeder declared that the members of 
the Territorial Legislature were elected legally; 
and if he did not believe they were so elected, 
why did he give them certificates as members? 

Mr. BARBOUR. Does the gentleman want 
an answer? 

Mr. LETCHER. Certainly. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Governor Reeder only rec- | 


ognized the validity of the Territorial Assembly || 


of Kansas to a certain extent at any time, and he 
afterwards declared it to be null and void, and all 
its acts null and void. 

Mr. LETCHER. He did not make that dec- 
Jaration because of fraud and violence in the | 
elections. 
to the members as having been duly elected, but | 
he again recognized them as a legal and valid | 
Legislature, by sending in his message when they | 
organized and entered upon the discharge of their 
legislative duties; and again he subsequently gave 
them his official recognition by the exercise of 
the veto power. Yet now gentlemen come here, 
and tell us that the Legislature was illegal because 
elected by fraud and violence. 

Now, sir, when gentlemen want to set aside the 
laws of the land—when they undertake to charge 
the President of the United States with having 
exercised power and authority there improperly, | 
I say to them, ‘* You have the power here; take 
the responsibility; come up and file articles of im- 


| 
| 
i 
i 
; 
i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
l 
ity; come, | 
peachment against him.” A gentleman says they | 


have not the power. Why, sir, you have elected || 


our Speaker, you have elected your Clerk, your 

oorkecper, and you have your Postmaster, and | 
how is it that you have not the power? | 

A Messer. They were elected by plurality. | 

Mr. LETCHER. Was your Clerk elected by | 
plurality ? 

A MEMBER. 
Arms? 

Mr. LETCHER. The Sergeant-at-Arms got 


How about the Sergeant-at- | 


in by some of your members voting for him. i 


But, sir, he not only gave certificates || 


| bill shall be employed to enforce an 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. They have 
gone over to you altogether since. 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, let me get back to the 
point. The gentleman says this election was 
fraudulent and void, and he will therefore with- 
draw the troops from the Territory. For what? 
Suppose you pass this provision, and an insur- 
rection is raised there, has the President any 
power to suppress such insurrection? 

Mr. STANTON. The gentleman is mistaken. 
The amendment only provides that the ‘troops 
shall not be used in the execution of these sup- 
posed laws. ; 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, sir, suppose an insur- 
rection is raised in the execution of civil process, 
what is to bedone? Does he suppose that this 
provision will prevent the President from dis- 
charging his duty, and putting it down, with the 
power of the army, if necessary-—— 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr.SEWARD. I call for tellers on the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CULLEN and 
Sapp were appointed. 

The question was taken on Mr. W axeman’s 
amendment to the amendment; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 67, noes 56. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 

reed to. 

Mr. BOWIE. I move to amend by providing 
that the amendment shall have effect for three 
days only. Mr. Chairman, I understand this 
House to have declared deliberately, by the 
amendment just adopted, that all the laws of 
Kansas are null and void; that it has undertaken 
in the face of the Constitution to exercise judi- 
cial power. The Constitution prescribes three 
departments of Government, the executive, the 
legislative, and the judicial. T hold that it is not 
a legislative function to declare a law null and 
void. That is the peculiar province of the judi- 
cial department of any and every Government. 
The House has declared, by an express vote, that 
the territorial laws of Kansas are null and void, 
and that none of the money appropriated by this 
of those 
laws. I hold that this is a judicial question. 
If the laws are null and void, the Federal courts 
are competent so to decide. From a decision of 
the territorial courts anappeallies to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

But I am willing, for one, thatthe Abolitionists 
of this House may place themselves in the posi- 
tion of usurpers. Sir, they are unequivocally 
usurpers; and [am prepared to meet them here 
and everywhere else; and if they choose to strike 
down the Federal army in Kansas, I can only say 
to them that if I were desirous to have slavery 
established in Kansas, they are doing the very 
thing 1 would want them to do. If anarchy is to 
reign there; if you are to strike down the army of 
the United States there, by withholding supplies, 
and the judicial tribunals of the country, by usurp- 
ing their judicial functions; if you intend to de- 
stroy law and order, let me say that that isa game 
which two can play. Southern men can fight as 
well as men fromthe North. If I wished slavery 
established there I would say to you, Disobey the 
laws and Constitution of the country; strike down 
all the just powers of Government, and let us 
have anarchy sure enough. 

But, sir, Lam a law-abiding man. I am op- 
posed to lawless men and lawless measures. I 
would strike down the men, whether from the 
North or the South, who would go into Kansas 
with rifles in their hands to carry out their own 
peculiar notions. 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. BARBOUR’S 
amendment as amended; and tellers having been 
ordered, Messrs. Srewart and Cumpack were 
appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 72, noes 57. 

So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 


Mr. LANE. I offer the following amendment, 
to come inattheend of the first section of the bill: 
_ Phat the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to settle and pay all claims for services 
rendered by volunteers in the war with the Indians in the 
Territories of Oregon and Washington, in the years 1855 
and 1856, called into service by the Governors of said Ter- 
ritories, or by them received into service, according to the 
muster rolls, and at the rate of pay agreed upon for man and 


horse, at the time they were mustered into service; and 
that all volunteers who have rendered service, and been paid 
by the provisions of this act, shall be entitled to all the priv- 
ileges and benefits of ‘ An act in addition to certain acts 
granting bounty lands to certain officers and soldiers who 


have beén engaged in the military service of the United 


States,” approved March 3, 1855. 

"That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to adjustand settle, on just and equitable 
principles, all claims for subsistence, forage, medical stores, 
and expenditures, as well as for all necessary and proper 
supplies furnished for the prosecution of said war; and that 
on said adjustment the same shall be paid out ofany moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. PRINGLE. I object to the introduction 
of that amendment. Some portion of it changes 
existing laws. . 

Mr. NICHOLS. I make the point of order 
that you cannot provide for the extension of the 
provisions of the bounty land act in an appropri- , 
ation bill. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I ask fo 
Sist rule. , 

Tt was read, and is as follows. 


t No appropriation shall be reported in such general appro- 
priation biils, or be in order as an amendment thereto, for 
any expenditure not previously authorized by law, unless 
in continuation of appropriations for such public works and 
objects as are already in progress, and for the contingencies 
for carrying on the several Departments of the Govern- 
ment.” ` 


Mr. A. K. MARSHALL. I move that the 
committee take a recess until seven o’clock. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the committee take a 
recess now, they will be confined to five-minute 
speeches. i : 

Mr. MATTESON. I move to lay aside this 
appropriation bill until to-morrow, and to take 
up the fortification bill. , 

Mr. STEPHENS. I move that the committee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 


So the committee rose; and Mr. PaeLrs having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Ler- 
rpr reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had the Union gen- 
erally under consideration, and particularly House 
bill No. 153, making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Army for the year ending 30th June, 
1857, and had come to no conclusion thereon. 


KANSAS CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, from the Com- 
mittee of Elections, presented a report in writing, 
! on the Kansas contested election, accompanied 
| by the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That John W. Whitfield is not entitled to a 
seat an this ouse as a Delegate from the Territory of 

Sas. 

Resolved, That Andrew H. Reeder be admitted to a 
seat on this flooras a Delegate from the Territory of 
Kansas. 

Mr. STEPHENS presented a minority report 
in the same case. 

The majority and minority reports were ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. WASHBURN gave notice of his intention 
to call the case up for consideration on Wednes- 
day next. 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
| of the Union. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I request the gentleman from 
| Ohio to withdraw that motion, that I may make 
a report from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I object. 

The question was taken on Mr. CAMPBELL’S 
motion; and it was agrecd to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended; and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 


r the reading of the 


| Whole on thestate of the Union, (Mr. Purviance 


in the chair,) when the Army appropriation bill 
was laid aside, and the fortification bill taken up 


' for consideration. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, (at twenty-five 
minutes after three o’clock, p.m.) T move that 


ithe committee do now take a ‘recess till seven 


o’clock this evening. 


The motion was agreed to; and the committee 


| took a recess till seven o’clock, p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union resumed its session at seven o’clock, 
p. m., (Mr. Purviance m the chair.) 


` under consideration, and particularly 


1856. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. CLARKE, of New York, being entitled 
to the floor, addressed the committee in opposition 
to slavery extension, and to the repeal of the 
Missouri compromise. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Kentucky, said that he 
designed to have addressed the committee this 
evening in denunciation of Mr. Buchanan’s polit- 


- ical course, and particularly as that course was 


connected with the honored statesman of his own 
State, Mr. Clay; but he was compelled to forego 
the opportunity of now addressing the committee, 
ashe noticed that the peculiar representative of 
Mr. Buchanan on this floor, [Mr. Jones, of Penn- 
sylvania,] was notnow in his seat. He [Mr. C.] 
was about to proceed to the Springs for the benefit 
of his health, and he would therefore ask permis- 
sion next week to address the committee on the 
subject he-had indicated. 

“Mr. BRENTON addressed the committee upon 
the slavery question, and in reference to the in- 
consistencies‘of Democratic platforms on that 
subject. i 
. Mr. BRANCH obtained the floor, and spoke 
in reference to the effect of the slavery question 
upon the perpetuity of the Union, upon the effect 
of Mr. Fillmore’s nomination in promoting the 
election of Mr. Frémont, and in general upon the 
position of the different parties of the country. 

Mr. EVANS made a speech, reviewing the 
foreign policy of the Government, opposing filli- 
busterism, and taking issue with the doctrines 
of Mr. Buchanan as avowed in the Ostend con- 
ference. : 

The speeches were withheld for revision, and 
will be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. JEWETT obtained the floor, and moved 
that the committee rise. 

. The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 

resumed the chair, Mr. Purviance reported that 


. the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union had had the state of the Union generall 
ouse bill 
No. 180, relating to fortifications, and’ had in- 
structed him to report that they had come to no 
conclusion thereon. 

“And then, on motion of Mr. JEWETT, (at 
ten o'clock, p. m.,) the House adjourned until to- 
morrow, at eleven o’clock, a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, July 25, 1856. 
- “The House met ateleven o’clock, a.m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Dante, Wa.po. 
The J ournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
COURT OF CLAIMS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House reports 


from the Court of Claims of sundry bills; which 
were referred to the Committee of Claims; and 


algo from the said court adverse reports in sev- 


eval cases; which were placed on the Private Cal- 
endar, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER stated the first business in 
order to be the reception of private bills from the 
standing and select committees. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would like to 
inquire when the bills which have been hereto- 
fore reported from the Committee of the Whole 


-House on the Private Calendar will be in order? 


There are some bills now on the Speaker’s table 
undisposed of which have been reported from 
that committee three or four months. 

The SPEAKER. They will be in order as 
soon as the call on committees for reports has 
been gone through with. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. - Let us take up the private 
business regularly. When the committees have 
been called through we can then go to the private 
bills on the Speaker’s table which have been re- 


‘ported from the Committee of the Whole House 
onthe Private Calendar, and at once dispose of 


- them. 
‘Mr. JONES. We have more bills on the Pri- 


vate:Calendar now than can be disposed of at 
this session. 


‘Mr. LETCHER. Is it in order to move to go 


nto. the Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union, with a view to take up and dispose of 
the Army appropriation bill? ` 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then] submit that motion. 
It ig important that some of the appropriation 


bills should be sent to the Senate. There islittle 
time left for action on them. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I will make an appeal to 
the gentleman not to press his motion. This is 
objection day. An objection stops all proceed- 
ings on a bill in committee, and the committee 
goes to the next one on the Calendar. . If we go 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar we may pass to-day all the pri- 
vate bills to which there is no objection. I hope 
the gentleman will withdraw his motion. 

Mr. LETCHER. I would yield to the gentle- 
man’s appeal cheerfully if I did not think there 
was a higher duty on the House to send some. of 
the appropriation bills to the Senate. The.18th 
of August is but three weeks distant, and: the 
appropriation bills are all of them still in this 
House. Unless we send some of them to the 
Senate little time will be left that body for action 
on them; and every one who has had any expe- 
rience in the matter knows that when those bills 
come back from the Senate they come back loaded 
with amendments, and that frequently in the last 
hours of the session we are forced to take those 
amendments without even having them réad. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I beg the House to recol- 
lect that, if the appropriation bills are of greatim- 
portance, they have every day of the week except 
this day and Saturday. To-day is objection-day; 
and it is but justice to those who have claims 
against the Government that we should go into 
committee, and pass all those bills on the Private 
Calendar to which there is no objection. Im- 
portant as is the public business, I trust that this, 
probably the last, objection day will not be de- 
voted to the appropriation bills. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I concur in what 
the gentleman from Virginia has said. We have 
been pressing the appropriation bills since an 
early period of the session, and by the action. of 
the House we have now only until the 18th of 
August next in which to dispose of them. Ire- 

ard it as a matter of great importance that the 
ouse should dispose of the Army appropriation 
bill, one way or the other, during the present 


week. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will ask the gentleman a 
question. I entirely agree with him that we 
ought to take up and dispose of the appropriation 
bills. Iunderstand it to be true that all of the 
appropriation bills are at present in this House. 

he Senate, I understand, has nota single appro- 
priation bill before it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I would say to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, and to the House, that it 
has been four months since the appropriation 
bills were reported by the Committee of Ways 
and Means to this House, and made the special 
order. In reply to the gentleman I will state, 
that there isnot a single appropriation bill before 
the Senate—not one. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. What is the 
question before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Virginia, that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr.GIDDINGS. I putit to members whether 
or not this—the last—objection day shall be de- 


voted to the consideration of private bills? | 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Pask whether there 
can be any possible use in going into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. on the state of the Union? 
If we go into the Committce of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, we may pass some bills. 
On the contrary, if we go into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, we are met 
with some revolutionary amendment to a bill 
which it is obviously necessary should be passed 
immediately. The consequence is, that nothing | 
can be done. [Cries of ** Order!’7] 

The SPEAKER. Debate is out of order. | 

Mr. McMULLIN. We ought to consider and | 


pass on the important public business of the i| 


country, and I give notice that I shall object to | 
all bills if the House goes into the Committee of i 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 
Mr, LETCHER. I call for the yeas and nays 
on my motion. i l 
The yeas and nays were ordered. : ; 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 58, nays 104; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Hendley S. Bennett, Bradshaw , | 


Branch, Burnett, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, 


Caruthers, Caskic, Bayard “Clarke, ‘Clingman, Wil 
R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Dann, Di 
lish, Faulkner, Goode, Thomas L. Haris; Haven, 
tine B. Horton, Houston, Jewett, George W: Jones, 1 
Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, .Maxwell,: MeMullin,. S 
Miller, Millson, Phelps, Quitman, Ricaud, Ritchie, R 
Sage, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A; Smith, WW. 
R. Smith, Stanton; Stewart, Tappan, Taylor; Thur 
Todd; Vail, Valk, Warner, Watkins, Winslow, Jo 
Wright, and Zolicoffer—5s8. TE 5. 
NÄ Y3--Messris. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Bi 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, ‘Bowie; 
Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, Carhle,: Bara 
Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covdde, Cragin, Gillen, 
Cumback; Damreil, Davidson, Dean, Denver, Dick; Dick. 
son, Dodd, Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, Etheridge, “Busi 
Evans, Flagler, Foster, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Gran > 
ger, Robert B. Hall, fiarlan, Thomas R. Horton, Hughs: 
ton, Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, ” 
Lake, Leiter, Matteson, Meacham, Killian:Milter, Morgan, 
Morrill, Mott, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Peck, Pelton, Perry, Porter, Pringle; Purviance, Puryear, 
Reade, Ready, Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin; Sapp; Scott, 
Sherman, Simmons, William Smith, Sneed; Spinner, Ste- ’ 
phens, Stranahan, Swope, Talbott, Thorington;. Tratton, ; 
Tyson, Underwood, Wade, Wakeman, .Walbridge, Wat- :- 
dron, Ellibu B. Washburne, Welch, Wells, Whitney, Wil- 
liams, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—104. si 


So Mr. Lercner’s potion was disagreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll, EE 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, stated that he’ 
had paired off with Mr. CADWALADER. 

Mr. AIKEN stated that he was requested, by 
his colleague, Mr. McQueen, to state that he 
had paired off with Mr. Mornay from this.day 
to Mondayeweek. © ; i 

Mr. PELTON stated that he had been requested 
by his colleague, Mr. Murray, to state that he 
had paired off with Mr. McQueen until Monday. 


week. a sob g By 
Mr. DAVIDSON stated that his colleague, Mr, 

ebay was sick, and unable to be in his seat 

to-day. ; aoe 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EVANS. Iask the unanimous consent: 
of the House to offer a resolution. 

Mr. MATTESON. I object, and call for the 
regular order of business. i ; 

The SPEAKER. then proceeded to call the 
committees for reports of a private character, 

Mr. WADE. I ask the consentof the House 
to make a report from the Committee on Com- 
merce upon the navigation of the lakes. It has 
been carefully prepaied by the Committee on 
Commerce, and I ask that it may be referred. to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of ‘the < 
Union, and be printed. . T ve An 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object, and call 
for the regular order of business. o 

The SPEAKER. The matter:which the gen- 
tleman from Ohio desires to report 1s of a public 
character, and therefore not in order at this time. 

Mr. THORINGTON, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, asked. leave to report back a bill 
(H. R. No. 166) to provide for the sale of certain 
town lots. 

Mr. FLAGLER. That is not a private bill, 
and I object. i 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported back, with a recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, an act (S. No. 245) for the 
relicf of Franck Taylor. 

Mr. P. said: This is a bill merely authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to remit. certain 
duties upon quills purchased by Franck Taylor 
for the use of the Government. .. Upon previous « 
importations of the same character, for the use 
of the Government, the duties have been remitted - 
upon the simple order of the Secretary of the 

reasury; but the Secretary of the Treasury, 
upon a reéxamination of the subject, thought he 
could not order a remission of duties in this case, 
and therefore the necessity of this bill. 1 ask 
that the bill may be put upon its passage now. 

Mr. FLAGLER. 1 object. > 

Mr. PHELPS. Then | move that the bill be 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and be printed. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported the following bills; which 
were severally read: a first and second time, re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and ordered to be printed: 

A bill to:extend the provisions of an‘act enti- 
tled “ An act to provide compensation for’ the. 
services of George Morrell in adjusting the title 
of lands in Michigan, 
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A bill for the relief of Pollard Brown, a soldier | 
of the Revolution; and : i 
A bill for the relief of John T. Robertson. | 

Mr. S.also made an adverse report on the peti- 
tion of A. T. Pratt; which was laidy upon the 
table, and ordered to be printed. f 

Mr. CASKIE, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of John G. Camp; which 
was. read a first and second time, referred to a | 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to [ 
be printed. y 

Mr. TAPPAN, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Robert T. Birchett; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to aCommittee of the Whole House, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported the following bills; 
which were read a first and second time, referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and ordered 
to be printed: 

A bill for the relief of George F. Baltzell, as- 
signee of James Baltzell; and 

‘A bill for the relief of John L, Vattier. 

Mr. PORTER, from th® same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of James L. Disharoon, 
of St. Louis county, Missouri; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HORTON, of New York, from the same 
committee, reported a bill forthe relief of Har- 
riet Peet, child and only heir of Jolm Peet, de- 
ceased; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HORTON, of Ohio, from the same com- 
mittee, reported the following bills; which were 
severally read a first and second time, referred to 
a Committee of the Whole House, and ordered | 
to be printed: 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Jaques God- 
froy; and 

i bill for the relief of William Packwood, a 
citizen of Washington Territory. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
Samuel S. Haight; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. W., from the same committee, presented 
an adverse report on the petition of Kerr, Burn- 
ley & Company; which was ordered to be laid 
on the table and printed; and the committee was 
discharged from the further consideration thereof. 

Mr. SAPP, from the same committee, reported 
the following bills; which were severally read a 
first and second time, referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and ordered to be printed: 

A bill granting a pension to Martha Elliott, | 
widow of Samuel Elliott, a soldier in the war of 
1812; and 

A bill for the relief of Harriet S. Fisher, ad- | 
ministrauix .of M. W. Fisher, deceased, and | 
Richard M. Bouton. 

Mr. QUITMAN, from the same committee, ; 
reported back, without amendment, Senate bill 
(No. 309,) for the relief of Brevet Brigadier Gen- | 
eru John B. Walback, of the United States Army; | 
which was referred toa Committee of the Whole | 
House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUFFINTON, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Daniel Waldo; | 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
toa Committtee of the Whole House, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, presented an averse report on the appli- | 
cation of Robert M. Hamilton, United States 
Consulat Montevideo; which waslaid on the table, | 
and ordered to be printed; and the committee was , 
discharged from the further consideration thereof, : 

Mr. SAVAGE, from the Committee on In- i 
valid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of | 
Terence Kerby, and a bill for the relief of John | 
Draub; which were severally read a first and | 
second time, and referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and ordered to be printed. : 

Mr. SAVAGE. I also presenta bill for the: 
relief of the officers and soldiers of the war of 1812, | 
with Great Britain, and to those engaged in 

Mr. JONES, (interrupting.) I object. i 

The SPEAKER. [tis nota private bill, and | 


| cannot be received under the rules. 


eannot be received under the rule. | 
Mr. TALBOTT, from the same committee, 


reported a bill for the benefit of William L. Oliver, 
and a bill granting a pension to Franklin W. | 
Armstrong, of Hardin county, Kentucky; which 
were severally read a first and second time, referred | 
to aCommittee of the Whole House, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. T., from the same committee, made an 
adverse report on the petition of citizens of Hart | 
county, State of Kentucky, praying that a pen- 
sion be granted to Daniel Robinson; which was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed; and 
the committee was discharged from the further 
consideration thereof. , 

Mr. OLIVER, of New York, from the same 
committee, reported a bill for the relief of Mary 
F. Swan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. O., from the same committee, also reported | 
back, without amendment, Senate bill (No. 375) 
for the relief of Eliza B. McNeil; which was 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, į 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OLIVER. I ask the unanimous consent | 
of the House that this bill may be considered at | 
this time. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object. 

Mr. OLIVER, from the same committee, also | 
reported back, without amendment, an act (S. 
No. 300) granting a pension to Mary A. M. 
Jones, and an act (S. No. 349) for the relief of 
Nathan N. Lounsbury; which were severally | 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, and | 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr.OLIVER. Iholdin my hand, Mr. Speaker, 
two petitions, which I desire to present to the | 
House for reference. One is from the board of 
supervisors of the county of Ontario, in the State | 
of New York, praying an appropriation sufficient | 
to cover the additional expense to be incurred in į 
providing suitable rooms for the Federal courts, | 
and the officers belonging to them, in the building 
which the board proposes to erect for the State | 
courts. The other is from members of the bar, 
chiefly in western New York, expressing them- | 
selves sirongly in favor of an appropriation of 
such reasonable sum as may be ample for pro- | 
viding suitable rooms for the accommodation of : 
the Federal courts, and their officers, at that į 
central point. The grounds upon which the pray- | 
ers of these memorialists, or petitioners, are put, | 
are fully stated in these papers, and I doubt not | 
will prove entirely satisfactory to the committee | 
and to the House. Iask unanimous consent that ! 
they be referred to the Committee on the Judi- į 
ciary. 

A Memper. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. | 

Mr. OLIVER. Sir, 1 will then have them 
referred, under the rules, to that committee. 

Mr. DICKSON, from the same committee, re- 
vorted a bill for the relicf of General Solomon 

an Rensselaer, and a bill for the relief of John 
Houser; which were severally read a first and | 
second time, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. D., from the same committee, presentedan į 
adverse report on the memorial of John Morri- 
son; which was laid on the table, and ordered to | 
be printed; and the committee was discharged 
from the further consideration thereof. 1 

Mr. CHAFFEE. {am directed by the Com- ! 
mittee on Patents to report a bill to establish re- 
ciprocity in granting patents between the United : 
States and other countries. 


Objection was made. 
The SPEAKER. Itis nota private bill, and 


Mr. PHELPS. I reported a private bill this 
morning fromthe Committee of Ways and Means 
for the relief of Franck Taylor. That bill was 
intrusted to the care of one of my colleagues on | 
the committee, who is now absent. I have re- | 
ported it without his asking me to do so; but the į 
committee had directed it to be reported. Perhaps : 
the gentleman may have desired some other course | 


therefore ask leave that a motion to reconsider | 
may be entered; so that if the course pursued with 
the bill docs not meet his approbation, it may be 
reconsidered; but if it meets his approbation I 
shall ask leave to withdraw the motion to recon- 
sider. 

The motion was entered. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I move that we now pass 
to bills on the Speaker’s table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES J. INGERSOLL. 


~The SPEAKER announced the first business 
in order to. be the bill of the House (No. 125) for 
the relief of Charles J. Ingersoll, the pending 
question being on ordering the bill to be engrossed 
and read a third time, upon which the previous 
question had been demanded. 

` The bill was read. 


Mr. McMULLIN. 
the report. . , s 

The SPEAKER. The previous question hav- 
ing been demanded, it is not in order to have the 
report read, except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Icalled the previous ques- 
tion. I now withdraw the call, and ask for the 
reading of the report. 

The report was read. f 

Mr. STEPHENS. I now renew the demand 
for the previous question. f 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw the demand, and allow me to submita 
few remarks upon this bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS. This bill has been fully 
discussed upon former occasions. I do not wish 
to obstruct the business of the House with it; 
and 1 therefore insist upon the demand for the 
previous question. i 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to lay the bill upon 
the table. : ad, 

Mr. McMULLIN. I believe this bill is placed 
regularly on its passage, so that my objection 
will not permit its consideration. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia states correctly. 

Mr. FLORENCE demanded the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to lay on the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. _ . 
The question was taken on the motion; and it 
was decided in the affirmative—yeas 111, nays | 

55; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Billinghurst, Bradshaw, Branch, Brenton, Buffin- 
ton, Burnett, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Ezra Clark, Wil- 
liamson R. W. Cobb, Covode, Cox, Cragin, Craige, Cullen, 
Cumback, Damretl, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Durfee, Ed- 
mundson, Elliott, Emrie, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Flagler, 
Galloway, Goode, Granger, Harlan, Hoffman, Valentine B. 
Horton, Houston, Hughston, Jewett, George W. Jones, 
Kelsey, Kidwell, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Leiter, Letcher, Matteson, McCarty, McMullin, Killian 
Miller, Smith Miller, Milson, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Nor- 
ton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, 
Pike, Powell, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, 
Ready, Ricand, Rivers, Roberts, Ruffin, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, 
Sherman, Shorter, Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, Sneed, 
Stranahan, Talbott, Tappan, Taylor, Thorington, Thurston, 


Task for the reading of 


|| Todd, Trafton, Underwood, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Warmer, tsrae] Washburn, Watkins, 


Whitney, Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, and 
John V. Wright—111. 6 

NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. 
Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bowie, Broom, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Caruthers, Caskie, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, 
Clawson, Clingman, Colfax, Comins, Crawford, Denver, 
Dowdell, Dunn, English, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Gilbect, Greenwood, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, 
Haven, Thomas R. Horton, Kelly, Lake, Lumpkin, Samuel 
S. Marshall, Maxwell, Nichols, Packer, Peck, Pennington, 
Porter, Ritchie, Robbins, Rust, Sage, Savage, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Tyson, Elihu B. 
Washburne, Wells, and Williams—55. 

So the bill was laid upon the table. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. FAULKNER stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Wasirpurne, of Wisconsih. . 

Mr. FLORENCE stated that he had paired off 
for the day with his colleague, Mr. Grow, who was 
indisposed, upon every question except this. 

Mr. ALLISON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was laid upon the table, and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


ANSON DART. 


The House next proceeded to consider the bill 
of the Senate (No. 60) for the relief of Anson 
Dart, which had been reported from a Committee 


i| of the Whole House without amendment; the 
to be taken than that which I have pursued; I'i 


pending question being on ordering the bill toa 
third reading, 

The bill was read. It directs the proper ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury Department to 
account with and allow to Anson Dart, late super- 
intendent of Indian affairs in Oregon Territory, 
for the time he served as such, $3,500 per annum, 


deducting therefrom the compensation received 
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by the said Anson Dart as superintendent’ of 
Indian affairs for Oregon Territory. 
o Mr. PRINGLE. I demand the previous ques- 
tion upon the third reading of the Dill 

Mr. LANE... I hope the gentleman will not 
“press that demand upon the House at this tint. 
_.. Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope the gentle- 
‘man will withdraw the demand for the previous 
“question. 1t will be recollected that this bill was 
reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
< onan objection day, when there were but very 

few members present, and that it has not been 
discussed at all. 

“Mr. PRINGLE, Debate is not in order. I 
insist on the demahd for the previous question. 

Mr. LETCHER. I hope the House will vote 

down the demand. 

The question was taken; and the House re- 
“fused to second the demand for the previous ques- 
‘ tion—ayes 52, noes 70. 

Mr. PRINGLE called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. LETCHER. I am very much gratified 
that the House has refused to second the demand 

for the previous question, moved by the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Prixer] J think, 
“if Tam not altogether mistaken in the facts of this 
“ease, that I can satisfy the members of the House 
‘that this bill ought never to have come from the 
“eommittee with the recommendation that it pass; 
‘and that the Hlouse ought now to reject it. 
This gentleman, Mr. Dart, it seems, was sent 
out as Indian agent to Oregon, in 1850. He was 
-appointed in June, 1850. His official bond was 
“executed on the Ist day of July, 1850. e left 
“the city of New York, on his way to Oregon, on 
the 15th of August following. He arrived in 
“Oregon on the 28th of September, in the same 
“year. His pay commenced on the Ist of July, 
1850, the date of his official bond. He resigned 
on the 14th day of December, 1852, his resigna- 
“tion to take effect on the 1st day of July, 1853; 
-and he left Oregon some time, I believe, before 
«the time for his resignation to take effect. Now, 
“sir, he received his pay from the Ist. day of July, 
1850, to the 20th day of April, 1853. On the 13th 
day of June, 1855, he addressed a letter to the 
Indian bureau, asking that his salary should be 
“allowed to the 4th of May, 1853, instead of the 
20th of April, as had been before settled. 

When he Jeft here and went to Oregon, his ex- 

penses were paid by the Government, and they 
were paid on his return here, and while he re- 
mained in this city, and his expenses were paid 
“back to his post. In 1851, he visited Washing- 
‘ton, arriving here on the 25th day of December 
“of that year, and took his final departure from 
“Washington, for Oregon, on the 26th of May, 
,1852. During his stay here his expenses were 
paid, as I can show by a letter from the proper 
officer. | 

Mr. Clayton, Second Auditor of the Treasury 
Department, ina letter dated May 6, 1856, says: 


in looking over the account of the Rev. A. Dart, late 
svguperintendent of Indian affairs in Oregon, } find he re- 
ceived the following amounts in addition to his regular 
salary: ` 
4850. To expenses of seif, from New York to Oregon Ter- 
: FICOLY seve causes seus ve. $632 00 
1852. From Oregon City to Washington city and 
returning, by direction of Commissioner 
of indian Affairs— fourteen thousand 


. miles, AL CEN CENTS. pse ces eceeseeserseee 1,400 00 
41852. To expenses while in Washington, includ- - 
ing board, &Cesesersossassesergpersere> 374 50 


$2,406 50 


= What does the bill now under consideration 
“propose? lt proposes that, instead of allowing 
Mr. Dart to receive the salary of $2,500 per year, 
which the law provides, and which he knew to 
þe the salary at the time he took this ofice, that 
he shall be allowed increased pay, running to 
the amount which was fixed by law ata subse- 
“quent period by Congress, for the Indian agency 
of that Territory. He knew when he took this 
office what the annual salary was. The com- 
mittee, in their report, rely on a conversation 
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! vious question on the bill, and insisted on it so 


jator or member gives him a right to claim an 


j is recognized, and salaries are to be increased 


lan inquiry of the gentleman for information. | 


say: 

+ & In ordinary cases, your committee would deem it impo}- 
itic to increase the salaries of officers subsequent to the 
expiration of their terms; but your committee would respect- 
fully suggest, that the case of Mr. Dart should be an excep- 
tion tothe general rule, on the ground that strong assur- 
ances of an increase of salary were held out by persons in 
high position, which induced him to accept the office which he 
would otherwise have rejected; and, further, that, at the time 
the office was accepted, the salary was quite inadequate to 
cover his expenses, and at the same time yield to hima 
reasonable and just compensation for services; and, lastly, 
that, as an able and faithful public officer, one who looked 
to the interest of his Government rather than. to his privatein- 
terest, and at the same time dealt so honesty and uprighuy 
with the Indians under bis care as to acquire and retain 
their confidence to such an extent as to keep them quiet 
and contented during the whole tine he was amongst 
them, he is entitled to the consideration of Congress in a 
degree sufficient to insure to him a fair and equitable compen- 
sation for his services.” 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
report? 

Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Privexs,| who called for the pre- 


Who made that 


strenuously. 

Mr. Speaker, I say it is not only “ impolitic ” | 
“in ordinary cases,” but in all cases. I am 
against the principle. If aman, so soon as he | 
applies for an office and gets the appointment, 
gocs to some member of the House, or of the 
Senate, and is assured that efforts will be made 
to increase his pay, according to the argument of 
this report he is entitled to increased compen- 
sation. His case is fully made out, and he is 
entitled to an increase of his salary. I hold to 
no such doctrine. He must take his chance for 
increase of salary, if he sceks that increase before 
Congress. No assurance on the part of a Sen- 


increase. When he takes the office, he takes it ! 
with the salary fixed by law. If the salary is 
not high enough in his opinion, he can refuse to 
accept the situation, 

Suppose the principle on which the committee 
relies is to be carried out, where is to be the end 
of the mischief? Why not go back and give to 
every Indian agent who has held position in 
Oregon prior to Mr. Dart, the same increased | 
compensation that is proposed to be given under 
this bill? Is there not as good reason in the one | 
case as in the other? Have they not, in justice, 
as strong a claim to demand the increased com- | 
pensation as Mr. Dart has? When this principle 


in this way, the law in reference to salaries will 
cease to be respected. I am opposed to this sort | 
of retrospective legislation. 


In addition to all the salary paid Dr. Dart, the 
Government paid his expenses to Oregon and 
back, and while he was in this city, which was 


altogether unusual-in all Administrations of the || 


Government, prior to its introduction under Gen- | 
eral Taylor. Then it was done for the first time” 
Mr. Dart received the benefit of it. He obtained | 
salary, expenses, and all. 
important facts of the case, and I will not detain 
the House longer. 

Mr. PRINGLE obtained the floor; but yield- 
éd to 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


I wish to make 


Mr. Dart was superintendent of Indian affairs 
in Oregon before the organization of the terri- 


torial government cf Washington. The Gov- |; 
3 p . > : other places. 

ernorof Washington Territory is ex officio super- || zsent 

intendent of Indian affairs of that Territory. If! and t. 


he was superintendent of the Indian affairs for 
all the territory now embraced in Oregon and 


Washington, and did service as such, he should |: 


receive both the pay of the superintendent of} 
Indian affairs for Oregon, and the pay of the | 
Governor of Washington, as ex officio superin- | 


I have stated all the |! 


i; sate him at the same rate for past. services. 


: 
i 


tendent of Indian affairs for that Territory. 


i 
$ 
i 


| There is no doubt that. this is a meritorious case. 


! peace among the Indians in Oregon, and bro 


| pay of officers in } ; 1 
| It bas been. heretofore considered more expensive to live 


1 i| and fam afraid that we sha 
I understand Mr. Dart’s case, he claims that as ! 


Several Memurrs.. ‘Thatis not his claim. 
Mr. JONES. I understand-that that is one of 
the arguments:in favor of his claim. He placed 
it on that ground when I conversed with him on 
the subject. ` ; ; E 
Mr PRINGLE. Mr: Speaker, Mr. Dart’s 
claim for extra compensation is briefly stated in 
the report of the committee. In ordinary cases, 
the committee say that it would be impolitic to 
increase. the salaries of officers after their term of 
service had expired; but this is not a’case under 
the general rule. Mr. Dart was solicited to. take 
this office. He had an offer of a forcign mission, 
and would have preferred that office; but indace~ 
ments being held out to him that ‘his’ salary - 
would be increased, he went to Oregon as super- 
intendent of Indian affairs. "When the salary of 
the superintendent of Indian affairs. for Califor- 
nia was increased, it was only by inadvertence 
that it was omitted to increase the salary of Mr. 
Dart. From the assurances that Democratie 
Senators had given him, he was satisfied that ‘he 
would have an increase of salary. . He would 
| not have accepted -the office if he had thought 
otherwise. It was deemed important: by distin- 
guished men in *the other branch of Congress 
| that he should be sent to Oregon; and I beg leave 
to quote what was said by some Senators, when:: 


the subject was up in the Senate.” 
Mr. Dopor, Senator from Wisconsin, said: 
* The object of this bill is to make compensation to Mr. 
i Dart for his services as superintendent of Indian affairs in 
Oregon. It was reported from. the Committee on Indian © 
Affairs by the chairman, [Mr. Sepastian3] but as he is too 
much indisposed to address the Senate on the subject, and 
inasmuch as I introduced the bill, I feel it to be my duty.to 
say a few words. . ` 
“ When this gentleman went to Oregon his salary was . 
$2,500. It was understood then, however, that it was to 
be increased. There was an understanding between the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs at that time, 
[Mr. Atehison,] and Mr. Dart, that the salary should be in- 
creased if possible. By some omission, however, it ‘was 
not done. Mr. Dart was a faithful officer, and perfect 
quiet reigned among the Indians during the time when he 
was superintendent. -It seems to me to be nothing more ` 
! than an act of justice to allow him the same compensation 
which was given to the superintendent in California ;but ` 
I shall acquiesce in the proposition of the committee:to allow’ ` 
a less amount, I trust no objection will.be made to the 
bill {t has been reported unanimously from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs.?? œ i 


Senator Russ said: idk 
“The Committee on. Indian Affairs were’ unanimous 
upon this subject. i know that it is'a bad practice to give 
increased compensation to an officer alter-hisservices have 
been performed ; but it.has been done in severa}) instances, 
and in some cases which perhaps were not meritorious. : 
it was 
distinetiy stated to Mr. Dart, at the time of his appoint- 
ment, by the then chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, that a bill which was then pending for an increase 
of the salary of the California superintendent should be 
made to include the superintendent in Oregon. That pro- 
vision, according to my recollection, had the sanction of 
the Indian bureau; but by some oversight it was not in- 
cluded in the bill, Mr. Dart went to Oregon and performed, 
his duties in a very satisfactory manner. He preserved 
ught back as 
good a report as perhaps any other superintendent. : This 
billyas it now stands, does not allow this gentlemen: the 
same compensation which has been accorded to’ the Cali- 
fornia superintendent, but simply adds $1,000 a year to hig 
salary. 1 think itought to be passed at once.’? ` 


Senator Hunter said: . 

“This may bea case tor an exception to the general rule; 
but it seems to me to be a very dangerous precedent to 
establish the principle, that whenever we increase the pay 
of an officer for the future, we must go back and compen- 
This man ac- 
cepted the office knowing what the pay was. He was will- 
ing to take it with the existing pay, or be would “not have 
accepted it. Nor do I think that we have assimilated the 
Oregon with that. of officers in California, 


in California than anywhere else, and therefore we have 
compensated public officers there by a higher rate than in 
{ do not dispute the merits of this Indian 
but } think the principle of the bill is a very bad one, 
li not end until we establish it 
as a general rule, that when we increase an officer’s salary 
we must allow him back pay.’ 


Senator Dopex further said: 

& Tn reply to the honorable Senator from Virginia, T beg 
leave to say, that Mr. Dart was the first superintendent of 
Indian affairsent to Oregon, and he had, therefore, very 
great difliculties to encounter in the performance. of his 
duties. That he was faitbfw, is proved by the sanction of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs of his conduct in the 
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discharge of his duties. Mr. Dart was appointed by the last 
Administration. He and I do not agree in politics; but that 
difference does not prevent me bearing testimony to his 
faithfulness and efficiency in the discharge of his public 
duties. As T have stated, he was the first Indian. superin- 
tendent in Oregon ; and for that reason he had to perform 
aji the labor incident to the organization of the Indian sys- 
tem. there. He was a poor man, and during. his two or 
three years’ service in Oregon he received no more than 
was barely sufficient to cover his expenses. Tam sure this 
hondrable body will not refuse. to this meritorious man 
some compensation which a proper appreciation of iis ser- 
vices necessarily requires. He stood high with the admin- 
istration of President, Fillmore: I have known bim for 
eighteen years as a resident of the State which f have the 
honor in part to represent, and I have always considered 
him to bé an honest, faithful, and upright man, competent 
for the performance ofany duty which he ever undertook.” 


Senator Ben, of Tennessee, said: 


4t | wish to call the attention of the Senate to one other fact, 
in confirmation of what has been said by the Senator from 
Wisconsin and the Senator from Texas. The committee 
took into consideration the principle stated by the Senator 
from Virginia, that increased compensation should not be 
allowed for services previously performed ; but they thought 
this case was fairly exempt from the operation of that princi- 
ple. We all admit that it is bad policy to make extra compen- 
ation to officers after their duties have been discharged and 
they are out of office. In this case, however, it seemed 
to the. committee that there was very strong .cvidence— 
evidence which it was scarcely possible to resist—that this 
gentleman accepted the. office with the expectation, and 
with a positive promise, that his compensation should he in- 
creased at that session of Congress; and that it was not 
increased in consequence of an accident. 

“ ¥ understand further, as stated by the honorable Senator 
from Wisconsin, that during the three years while this gen- 
tleman was at the head of the Oregon superintendency, he 
preserved peace ina large extent of country now comprising 
the Territories of Oregon and Washington. Ido not belicve 
there was asingle Indian disturbance in that region while he 
was in office. My opinion has always been that it depended 
to a great extent on the officers af the Government whether 
or not we had Indian wars, particularly in a country where 
the Indians are so small and are so mach broken up as ikey 
are in this region. T may, however, be mistaken in that, 
f do not wish to cast censure on any one; but E think this 
ventieman is entitled to some distinction for his services. 

n addition to the increased compensation which it is pro- 
posed to allow hin, J should be willing, if it were possible, 
to confer on him some testimonial. When other ofticers, 
who come here asking for increased compensation, shall he 
able to show that they performed as arduous duties as this 
gentleman did, when be encountercd all the difficulties 
and privations of a new country, at great personal expense, 
I should be willing to provide for their case as coming 
within the same category.” 

Under this aspect of affairs, the committee 
thought it best to report this bill; and, believing 
it to be right, I hope the bill will pass. 

Mr. LEITER. How long did this man re- 
main in office after learning that the salary was 
not increased ? 

Mr. LETCHER. Three years, and then vol- 
untarily resigned. 

Mr, LEITER. 
of the committee? 

Mr. PRINGLE. It is a majority report; two 
members of the committee were opposed to it. 

Mr, HOUSTON. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from New-York whether all of the treaties 
which were made by Mr. Dart with the Indian 
tribes of Oregon and Washington, were not re- 
jected by the Senate? 

Mr. PRINGLE. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. HOUSTON, I believe they were. 

Mr. TAYLOR. The proposition now before 
the House is the most extraordinary in principle 
of any that I have ever known presented to the 
consideration of a legislative body. Itis no less 
than this: that there is a species of obligation | 
imposed upon the Congress of the United States 
to carry out what is called an implied agreement 
made on the part of the Government, by two, or | 
three, or four members of Congress, with the per- ! 
son who accepts the office, at the time he accepta 
it. 

At the time this gentleman was appointed to 
office, there was a law in existence creating it, 
and fixing the salary. Itis said that that gen- 
tleman was offered a foreign appointment, but 
that he preferred to accept this office, because he 
was assured that the salary of the office would 
be augmented. Well, sir, when he entered into 
the office, the Administration which appointed 
him wasin power. The gentlemen, then form- 
ing a portion of the Congress of the United States, 
who extended to him this assurance, were then | 
members of Congress, occupying seats upon the į 
floor of the Senate, and of the House. Two 
years passed by; and the gentlemen, who, it is 
said, made this assurance, and who had it in 
their power to give the reasons which induced |; 
them to make it—who had it in their power to 
satisfy the two Touses to which they belonged, 
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of the equity of the proposition, failed to bring 
forward this measure, or if they brought it for- 
ward, they failed to satisfy gentlemen then occu- 

ying seats in the two Houses of Congress, that 
it was proper and right. Now, after years have 
passed by, we are called upon to pass this act, 
and to give to that gentleman this extra compen- 
sation; and we are urged to doit upon the ground 
that that gentleman has a legitimate right to 
claim it at our hands, because two or three mem- 

bers of Congress, who keld no power of attorney 
from the Government of the United States to 

bind it, saw fit to say to him, that if he would4 
accept the office the compensation of the office 

should be increased. Now, if the principle in- 

volved in this proposition is adopted—if it be 
recognized by the two Houses of Congress, there 
is an end put to the regular administration of the’ 
affairs of the nation; there is an end to. any 

regular expenditure of the Government; and 

there is no longer a limitation to the claims of an | 
officer to that compensation which the law gave 

him when he accepted the trust. For one, I 

protest against the principle, and against any | 
precedent being set of that character. I now 

move to lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. LETCHER. I wish to say one single | 
word further, and I ask the gentleman to with- 
draw his motion fora moment. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I withdraw it. 

Mr. LETCHER. It has been said in and out 
of this House, though not in debate, that this 
gentleman had been removed from office, and | 


that one of the reasons why he should have this |; 


increased compensation was that when he ac- 
cepted the office he expected to stay four years. | 
Now, I want to show by the documents that he 
resigned voluntarily, in the frst place. Dart re- 


signed his office by letter, dated December 14, | 
On the 


1852, to take effect in June following. 
30th of June, 1855, Dart addressed a letter to the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in which he 
says: fam aware of pone but political consid- 
erations which caused me to be superseded.” 

Mr. TAYLOR. I now renew the motion to 
lay the bill upon the table. ` 

Mr. LANE. [ want to say a word or two. I 
do not want to detain the House five minutes, 
and I ask the gentleman from Louisiana to with- 
draw his motion. 

Mr. TAYLOR. 1 withdraw it. 

Mr. LANE. I wish to appeal to this House 
upon this occasion to vote down this bill, for it 
is, to my knowledge, unjust, and it will be setting 
a dangerous precedent, and therefore ought not 
to be passed. If you now increase this man’s 
compensation at this time, after he had remained 
in this city for a long time after he was appoint- 
ed, after spending in this city one fourth of the 
time that he held the office of superintendent of | 
Indian affairs in Oregon, after he went out there | 
and had his passage paid in going to and from | 
this city and Oregon, after having his traveling | 
expenses paid while in Oregon, after having a 
fine house furnished him by the Government, j 
and everything else which he desired for his 
comfort—if, L say, you now increase his pay, 
you open a door which will justify those who 
served before him, and who have served since 
him, to ask that the same compensation shail be 
paid to them. Are you ready to do it? My 
friend from New York, [ Mr. Prixexe,] for whom 
I entertain the kindest feelings, has stated to you, | 
that during Dr. Dart’s administration of Indian 
affairs in Oregon, they had perfect peace. Now} 
the gentleman believes that. He has been told 
so, but he has been deceived in it. 
told him so he has deceived him. 

Mr. PRINGLE. I got that from Senators | 
Rusk and Dongs. : 

Mr. LANE. Let me assure the gentleman that 
a bloody war sprung up under the administra- 


tion of his supezintendency. 1 had the honor of i| 


serving as a private under’ Major Kearny, at the | 
time that Captain Stewart, of the Army—one of | 
the most gallant young officers in the Army—fell 
in the Rogue river war, in June, 1851. That war 
was not closed by Dr. Dart. The doctor did not 
go to the scene of troubles. Governor Gaines, 
who was then the-Governor of Oregon Territory, | 
went out to the scene of war, and I delivered to | 
him the prisoners—between thirty and forty——that 


i 
i 


If Dr. Dart |! 
| it. I now renew the motion to lay on the table. 
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we had taken during the brief but bloody war; !! 


| a right to treat with the Indians, he assunied the 


duty, and placed our relations with the Indians on 
a friendly footing. The doctor did not go near 
the ground. . 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Wil my friend allow me 
to correct an impression which might have been 
made by the gentleman from New York? Iun- 
derstood the gentleman from New York to con- 
vey the idea to the House, that this gentleman 
accepted the office with the understanding that he 
was to receive the same compensation which was 
paid to the Indian agent in California. Now, I 
begMto state that this Government—and I call you, 
as well as members who have been here for some 
years, to witness the truth of the fact—-that the 
Government has actually paid to the Governors 
of Oregon and California higher compensation 
than to the Governors of any other ‘Territory 
in the Union, because of the increased cost of 
living there. My friend from New York, there- 
fore,isin error. He has been misinformed. There 
was no such understanding, be@iuse the Govern- 
ors there were actually paid higher than they 
were anywhere else. 

Mr. PRINGLE: The information came from 
the gentleman’s own political friends. f 

Mr. LANE. As Í said before, if you open 
the door now you invite all those gentlemen who 
have served there as superintendents to make 
similar claims. No; notall. I served there as 
superintendent before Dr. Dart. went ont, and E 
will notcome to the House and ask for an increase 
of pay, although when I went there the country 
now embraced within the Territories of Oregon 
and Washington was all included within Wash- 
ington Territory. I discharged the duties of 
Governor and Superintendent at a salary of 

13,000.. Instead, too, of having had my passage 

ack or forward paid by the Government, I trav- 
eled across the country at my own expense; 
| and haging had to purchase and repurchase 
horses, after being out all winter, | remember 
that I had to borrow one hundred dollars to pay 
my passage from San Francisco; and not one 
single cent of my expenses was paid by the Gov- 
ernment. £ invite the House to look at my 
accounts, and they will find that I made no charge 
for traveling expenses. J never received anything 
for traveling expenses, nor do 1 want anything. 
My salary for the double duty as Governor of 
the then Territory of Oregon, embracing what is 
now Oregon and Washington, and superintend- 
| ent of Indian affairs, was but $3,000. There 
was no superintendency building, comfortabl 
furnished, for the superintendent of Indian affairs. 
This man went out there at a salary of $2,500. 
His passage was paid to the Pacific and back to 
Washington city, and his expenses were paid 
while here. He then resigned, and now comes 
up and says there was no cause for his removal 
but a political cause, holding that he was re- 
moved when in fact he resigned, and his resigna- 
tion was received here two months before a suc- 
cessor was appointed; he deceives his friends, 


Mr. SIMMONS. Now long was he there en- 
tirely ? i 


Mr.LANE. He was there nearly three years. 
Let me assure the House that he was never re- 
moved, I had been notified of his resignation 
for more than a month before f asked to have a 
successor to him appointed. [Toa member.] He 
made more money in Oregon, I believe, than he 
ever made anywhere else. But I do not want to 
say anything of that. I entertain no feeling but 
that of kindness towards Dr. Dart. But this bill 
is founded on injustice. The House ought notto 
pass it, and I am satisfied the House will not pass 


Mr. BILLINGHURST. Task the gentleman 
to withdraw his motion, to enable me to say a 
word or two on this bul, as it involves the in- 
terests of a constituent of mine. 

Mr. LANE. Well, Mr. Speaker, I have no 
objection to do so, if the House be willing to 
consume time in this way; but this bill ought 
not to pass, and, I hope, will not pass. 

Mr. BILLUENGHURST. Mr. Speaker, from 
the examination that I have been enabled to give 
this case, I believe that itis a meritorious one, 
and that the bill ought to pass. It ought to pass. 
on broad principles of equity. It would establish 
no precedent that will be dangerous in this Gev- 
ernment. When Dr. Dart was appointed to ihis 


and, without authority of law--without having "' office he had already been selected by the Secre- 
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tary of State, Mr. Clayton, for a chargéship 

in South America, at-a salary of, I believe, 

$4,500. He was selected by the indian depart- 
_ ment as eminently fiued for this position, with- 
out any application on his part. He was selected 
because of his peculiar fitness for it, Mr. Clayton 
was applied to to yield his preference, and allow 
him to be appointed superintendent of Indian 
affairs in Oregon. When Dr, Dart inquired what 
the salary of that office was, he was informed 
that it was $2,500. He said he could not live 
in Oregon on that salary, and would not take the 
office; whereupon Senator Atchison, who was at 
the head of the Committee on Indian Affairsin 
the Senate, called upon him, and told him that | 
he was maturing a bill intended to provide a 
salary of $4,500 for the superintendent of Indian 
affairs in California; and that, as it was as expen- 
sive to live in Oregon as in California, he should 
try and have the same salary fixed for the super- 
intendent in Oregon. On this assurance, and on 
the assurance of another Senator on the same 
committee, he consented to take the appointment; 
honestly believing that the salary would be fixed 
at $4,500. He remained there three years, and 
discharged his duties faithfully. Senator Rusk, | 
who has been ever since on the Senate Committee | 
on Indian Affairs, testifies to the manner in which 
Dr. Dart discharged his duties, and he makes a 
report very different from that made by the gen- 
tleman from Oregon. 

I will read what Senator Rusx said in the 
Senate on this bill: 

“There is no doubt that this is a meritorious case. It 
was distinctly stated to Mr. Dart, at the time of his appoiut- 
ment by the then chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, that a bill which was then pending for an increase 
of the salary of the California superintendent should be 
made to include the superintendent in Oregon. 'Tnat pro- 
vision, according to my recollection, had the sanction of 
the Indian bureau; but by some oversight it was nut in- 
cluded in the bill, Mr. Dart wentto Oregon, and pggformed 
his duties in a very satisfactory manner. He PMëserved 
peace among the [ndians in Oregon, and brought back as 
good a report as perliaps any other superintendent.” 

That is the testimony of Mr. Rusk, made offi- 
cially as a member of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. Bex, of Tennessee, in speaking on this 
bill in the Senate, also says: 

‘In this case, however, it seemed to the committee that 
‘there was very strong evidence—evidence which it was 

scarcely possible to resist—that this geatleman accepted 
the office . the expectation, and with a positive prom- 
ise that hIS compensation should be increased at that ses- 
sion of Congress; and that it was not increased in conse- 
quence of an accident.” 

T very much regret, Mr. Speaker, that this bill 
has come up in the absence of the member from į 
Kentucky, (Mr. H. Marsuanu,] who had this 
matter more especially in charge, as the friend of 
Dr. Dart, in whose hands Dr. Dart had placed 
his papers, and who was solicited by Dr. Dart to | 
present the case fully. Mr. Marsuaui.is now 

absent. He would speak of matters in Oregon, 
on Which he has been informed, which would 
show that Dr. Dart has perhaps been as efficient. 

a superintendent as was ever sent abroad by this | 

Government; that his course has been concil- 

iatory and pacific; that, owing to his peculiar 

fitness for the position, the peace of Oregon re- 
mained undisturbed during. the three years of his 
administration, among all the tribes with which 
he made treaties, and with which the General | 

Government was in intercourse. If there was į 

any Indian war in Oregon during the time Dr. 

Dart was in office, E am not aware of it. Dr. | 

Dart has assured me that, with all the tribes with ; 

which he was in intercourse, profound peace 

reigned. he testimony before us as to Dr. 

Dart’s official administration while he was in 

Oregon certainly commends him to all sides as ; 

an effective officer; and I think it is right and 

proper that he should-receive more than $2,500 a 

ear for his services. I call the attention of the 

Jouse to the fact that the bill before us does not 

propose to increase his salary to what the cor- 

responding officer in California received. It only | 

‘inereases his salary $1,000 a year—from $2,500 

to $3,509. 2 

Now, sir, the Government sent out this officer 
to Oregon; he has been faithful and efficientin the 
discharge of his duties; he has preserved peace 
with ali the Indians in that Territory with which | 
the Government was on terms of intercourse, and | 


———— 


he bas received but $2,500 a year as his compen- 
sation. f think the increase proposed in this 


bill is a just one, and J hope it will be given. I 
demand the previous question on the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. LANE. Iask the gentleman from Wis- 
consin to allow me to make a single correction? 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. I will withdraw the 
demand for the previous question for that pur- 

ose. : 

Mr. LANE. I want to notice some of the 
statements of the gentleman from Wisconsin He 
says that duringthe time Dr. Dart was superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs in Oregon, profound 
peace reigned in that Territory. Now, sir, I 
wish to state that, during the administration of 
Dr. Dart, a bloody war broke out with the Rogue 
river Indians in Oregon. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. I wish to ask the 
entleman from Oregon whether the war of which 
e speaks, was with Indian tribes with which the 

Government had made treaties? 

Mr. LANE. I will answer the gentleman. 
Dr. Dart made no treaties with any Indians in 
Oregon, except with those in the Willamette 
valley, the Columbia, and Coast Indians—the 
latter assembled at Port Orford—with whom we 
have been at peace from the time they saw the 
first white man to the present—except some of 
the Coast Indians. We never had any trouble 
with them, and never shall have. He made, I 
think, some dozen treaties in all, with them. 
Some of them were made with bands of eight or 
ten persons, purchasing their right to the sou at 
exorbitant prices; but not one of which treaties 
was ever ratified by the Senate. 


As } said before—and no man has a better right | 


to speak of it than 1—we had a bloody war with 
the Rogue river [Indians while he was superin- 

tendent of Indian affairs in that Territory; but 
Dr. Dart never went near the seat of war, and the 
Governor of the Territory--Governor Gaines— 

whose duty was not to attend to Indian affairs— 

for the offices were then separated—went out 

there,'and from me received the Indian prisoners, 

and afterwards made peace, and I procured an 

appropriation for paying the expenses incurred | 
by him while on that duty. Dr. Dart complained | 
of that act of Governor Gaines. He said it was 
trespassing upon his rights. But the doctor him- 
self did not go to that section of the Territory; 
but, as I have said, he made treaties with the 
Willamette, Columbia, and Coast Indians, and 
purchased their rights to the lands on such terms 
as did not suit the Senate, and his treaties were 
not confirmed. : 

Now, I want to notice another point. Some- 
thing has been said about living in Oregon at this 
time being as expensive as it was in California. 
Let me say that the Government furnished good | 
quarters for the doctor. He built for the Indian 
agency, at the expense of the Government, one of 
the finest houses in the Territory; and so far as the 
cost of living was concerned, I will say that we 
were at that time sending produce to California. 
Nearly every vessel that went out was freighted, į 
more or less, with flour, and the price of wheat 
was not as high as it has since been in the States. 
It cannot be said that the cost of living was as 
high in Oregon as in California, when our only 
market was California. 

And the gentleman was mistaken in another | 
point. The doctor states in his communication, 
that he knows of none but political reasons for his | 
removal. Now, sir, he was not removed at all. 
He resigned in December, to take effect in the | 
June following. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. 
will allow me, I will say that m 
that Dr. Dart resigned because 
not sufficient to live upon. ; 

Mr. LANE. Well, sir, he had no right to 
come here and teli the House that he was re- 
moved. He was not removed. His resignation 
was received here, and I was notified of it a 
month before the appointment was made. The} 
appointment was made on the 14th of March, 
more than a month after the resignation of Dr. 
Dart had been received; and yet he comes here 
and tells us that he was removed. ; 

Now, Mr. Speaker, Dr. Dart has no more right 
to an increase of compensation than the present Í 
superintendent. The present superintendent has | 
discharged the duties of the office at the same | 


If the gentleman 
y impression is 
is salary was 


salary, and discharged them faithfully. He has |; 
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been continually traveling over the Territory, 


trying to maintain peace with’ 
of eae 4 in snug quarters 
the bill on the table: eee ae 
Mr. WELLS. Mr. Speaker, I appeal: to the 
Delegate from Oregon to withdraw his moti 
lay on the table, that I may saya word or tw 
the merits of ‘the bill. : E 
Mr. LANE. The gentleman from 
[Mr. Simons] desires to ask a question, and 
will yield for that purpose, ck BES 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman with- 
draw his motion to lay on the table? | cS 
Mr. LANE. 
floor. : 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot make 
that condition. Sf the gentleman withdraws his 
motion, the gentleman from’ Wisconsin ‘will: be 
entitled to the floor, oe 


in 


on to: 


New York : 


I will, on condition I keep the: 


Mr. GREENWOOD. `I hope the gentleman 


will withdraw his motion, so 

give it another direction. ` 
Mr. LANE. 

the table. |. , 


that I may moveto: 


I withdraw the motion to lay on ` 


Mr. WELLS. Mr. Speaker, I am surprised E 
at the opposition to the bill before the House for” 


the relief of Dr. Dart. Theclaimant, at the time 


of his appointment, was a citizen of Wisconsin, ` 


and he is stil a citizen of that State. 


Incon- <‘ 


versations with him, he has stated to me the ° 


facts of the case, and, so far as Ihave examined: 
them, | hold the claim to be just and proper, and 
believe thet it ought to be allowed. 


J am not singular in the belief that the claim is ' 


a just one. 


The Committee on Indian Affairs of : 


the Senate investigated the matter, and’ reported ` 


to that bod 


that Dr. Dart ought to be paid some 


$3,000. The bill came to this House, and was” 
referred to the Committee ôn' Indian. Affairs,’ - 


which committee has, as L understand, re 
unanimously’ in favor of its passage. 


ported- 


Mr. LETCHER. The vote in committee was i: 


five to four. 

Mr. WELLS. I do not know how that may 
be. The gentleman, however, admits that a 
majority of the committee reported in favor of 
the passage of the bill. 1 have sent to the docu- 
ment room for the minority report in this case, 
and am told that there is no minority repart. `- 

Mr. TODD. 1 will correcta misstatement made 


* 


by the gentleman from Virginia. There were only. ‘ 


two dissenting voices in committee on this case. | 
Mr. LETCHER. How many were present? 
Mr. TODD. [think the committee was full;: 
one member only was absent. a, 
Mr. WELLS. The bill was reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, on objection day.’ There was not a, 
single objection to'it and it was only by acéident 
that it did not pass the House on the day it was 
reported. When it was upon the Speaker’s table 
I made inquiries relative to the facts of the case, 
and obtained the information which I will give to 
the House. Calling on Mr. Lea, the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs at the time of Dr. Dart’s 
appointment, I asked him what was the under- 
standing between the doctor and himself. He 
said that when the appointment was tendered 
Dr. Dart, he declined to accept it on account of 
the smallness of the salary. Several converse~ 
tions took place between Mr. Lea, Commissioner 
of indian Affairs, Mr. Atchison, chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate, and 
Dr. Dart; and the latter was assured’ that if he 
accepted the appointment and went to Oregon, a 
bill would be reported to give him a ‘salary of 
$4,500 per annum. Mr. Lea states that that 
assurance was made to Dr. Dart; and it was only 
when it was made, that he accepted the appoint- 
ment and went to. the field of his duties. Because 
of the great press of business at that session of 
Congress, the salary of the superintendent of In- 
dian affairs for Oregon was not increased: In 
the mean time Dr. Dart continued to discharge 
the duties of the office. , 3 
Now, I hold that the Government is bound in 
equity to make good:the promises of its agents, 
who, in this instance, were the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs and the chairman of the Committee 
on indian Affairs of the Senate. Our faith is 
pledged, as much as, it could be fur the payment of 
this increased: compensation. Gentlemen would 
not deny. that it would be censurable in a'man to 
refuge to.execute a contract made by his ‘agent 
with his own consent. Yet, is not this a similar 
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case? . Have we not proof that the appointment 
would not have been accepted if these promises of 
enlarged salary had not been made? Certainly we` 
have. Itis.in evidence before jhe committee that 
he would not go to Oregon in the. capacity men- 
tioned for $2,500 a year. He did not accept the 
appointment until officers of the Government, 
who were: deeply interested in our Indian rela- 
tions, assured him the salary would be increased 
to $4,500. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 1 understand that this gen- 
tlemen held the office of superintendent for three 
„ years., Now, the alleged understanding between 
“the claimant and-a Senator is an understanding 
which binds the Senator and nobody else. 
Mr. WELLS. Assurances to the same effect 
were made by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 
Mr. HOUSTON. That is new evidence in 
the case. Even admitting that fact, to which no 
allusion has been made by the gentleman from 
New York who reported the bill, I ask why Mr. 
Dart retained the office during three years, with- 
out, at any time, attempting to enforce the under- 
standing between him and the Commissioner, rel- 
ative to an increase of salary ? 
Mr. WELLS. - The gentleman will remember 
that at that time it took from six months to a 
ear for a mail to go to and return from Oregon. 
very day it was expected that the salary of the 
superintendent would be increased. 

r. HOUSTON. Ihappened to be on a com- 
mittee at that time, to which the question would 
have come, if it had been pressed. I remember 
to have had long and full conversations with Mr, 
Dart, when he brought his treaties here, but I 
have no recollection that he made any effort in 
either House of Congress for an increase of his 
salary. Ie was here, and could have made an 
effort to that effect. I do not care how slow the 
mail was carried; he was here, and did not make 
any effort for an increase of his salary. He was 
here, as I am informed, for six months, during 
which time he was discharging, or purporting to 
discharge, his duties in Oregon. He did not 
then press his claim, though he could have done 
it, for the reason that, in his conscience, he knew 
he was not entitled to any such increase, 


Mr. WELLS, 1 yeee to the gentleman to 
ask a question, and he has gone on to make a 
speech. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I have only to say, in re- 
aply to the gentleman, that I bad my information 
in reference to the understanding I have men- 
tioned, from Mr. Lea himself. Fle toldme that 


conversations on the subject, andin which assu- | 


rances of increased pay were given to Mr. Dart, 
were held between himself and Mr. Atchison, 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs of 
the' Senate. 

Mr. LANE. Iwill put the gentleman right 
in reference to a statement he has made. Iun- 
derstood him to say that the mail facilities at the 
time Dr. Dart was superintendent were not as 
good as they are now; that it took from four to 
six months for the mail to go to Oregon. I say 
they were as good at that day as they are now; 
the mail went regularly every two weeks. 

Mr. WELLS. 
that; but it is immaterial to the question before 
us. The question is, shall we make good the 
promises held out to Dr. Dart by the officers of 
the Government? Shall we give him that increase 
of salary which he was promised if he would 
accept the office? He remained there three years, 
and received no information as to an increase of 
his pay. He ruined his health, in a measure, 
traveled the whole country over, made the best 
treaties he could—although they were not all 
confirmed—and, as far as I know, there were no 
Indian wars there at that time, such as we have 
since seen, The department was satisfied with 
all that he did there, and he was not to blame if 
the treaties were not confirmed. Perhaps the 
Government thought they could make a better 
trade. I cannot say that the Delegate from 
Oregon [Mr. Lane] agreed with what Mr, Dart 
did in that Territory. 
difficulties between them. 

Mr. LANE. I wish to make a personal ex- | 
planation. 

Mr. WELLS. I will yield to a question. i 

Mr. LANE. I desire to say a word, as the | 
gentleman says that there may have been some | 
personal difficulty between me and Mr. Dart. 


I leave the House to judge of | 


1 presume there were | 


i| question. 


| cordingly read the third time. 


Mr. WELLS. Nota personal, but an official 
difficulty. 

Mr. LANE. Well, official difficulty. Sir, I 
was not on official duty when that gentleman was 
superintendent of Indian affairs in Oregon. Gen-' 
eral Gaines was appointed my successor as Gov- 
ernor of Oregon, before Mr. Dart went out there; 
and there was no official difficulty between us. 

Mr. WELLS. Well, I will not pursue that 
matter further. As I said before, the Adminis- 
tration were well pleased with what Mr. Dart 
did. The point which I make is, that Mr. Dart 
served in Oregon three years, and hearing that 
his salary had not been increased, and his health 
having become somewhat impaired. by the ardu- 
ous nature of his duties—though he did live ina 
fine house, as the gentleman says; yet he traveled 
over a large portion of the Territory, and made 
treaties with the Indian tribes;—having, I say, 
heard that his salary had not been increased, and 
his health being impaired, he resigned his office, 
and he asked us to give him that compensation to 
which he considered himself entitled. The com- 
mittee took up the case and examined it, and the 
Senate committee reported in favor of giving him 
$3,500; and it seems to me that the Government 
is bound, in good faith, to give this additional 
compensation. Mr. Bert said, in the Senate, 
that this gentleman accepted the office with a 
positive promise—that is the language—that the 
salary should be increased. We all know that 
in Oregon these officers now receive $4,500.a year, 
and we propose to give this claimant only $3,500. 
1 know he is a faithful, honest man, and of the 
highest respectability. I went west with him 
twenty-one years ago, when he first went to Wis- 
consin, and T have known him ever since; and 1 
have never heard a word of complaint as to the 
manner in which he discharged his duties, and it 
is no more than right that he should he paid. 

Mr. RUST. I moveto lay the bill upon the 
table. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I ask my colleague to 
withdraw that motion for a moment, that L may: 
submit a motion to recommit the bill. 

Mr. RUST. The motion has been withdrawn 
a number of times, and I now insist upon it. 

Mr. GOODE. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. RUFFIN 
and Topp were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 69, noes 54. 

So the bill was laid upon the table. 

Mr. LETCHER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was laid on the table; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 

WEST DRINKWATER, AND OTHERS. 

The House procceded to the consideration of the 
act (H. R. No. 205) for the relief of West Drink- 
water, and others—the question being on order- 
ing the bill to be engrossed, and read a third 
time. x 

Mr. KNOWLTON. This bill having been 


already discussed two days, I move the previous 


Mr. MeMULLIN. 
report read. 

Mr. KNOWLTON. The report has been 
read three times. | 

Mr. McMULLIN. If this is the same bill 
we have had under consideration heretofore, I 
move to lay it on the table. 

The question was taken; and the House re- 
fused to lay the bill on the table. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereot, the bill was ordered tobe engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, was ac- 


I would like to have the 


: Mr. KNOWLTON moved the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 
The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 
Mr. MeMULLIN cailed for the yeas and nays ! 
on the passage of the bill. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 79, nays 68; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Alison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bowie, | 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, Chaffee, Bayard 


Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 


Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Dean, |] 


Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Ermrie, Galloway, Giddings, 
Granger, Robert B. Hail, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Kelsey, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, 
Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Norton, Pelton, Penning- 
ton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, 


Sapp, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, 


Taylor, Thorington, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Wells, Williams, Wood, and Woodruff—79. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. Ben- 
nett, James H. Campbell, Caskic, Cox, Craige, Crawtord, 
Davidson, Edmundson, Edwards, Eliott, English, Ether- 
idge, Eustis, Evans, Foster, Goode, Greenwood, Harlan, 
Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Kidwell, Lake, Leiter, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, McMullin, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Andrew Oliver, Packer, Parker, 
Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, 
Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Savage, Seott, Sher- 
man, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Wiliam R. Smith, 
Sneed, Swope, Talbott, Thurston, Todd, Underwood, 
Vail, Valk, Warner, Watkins, Whitney, Woodworth, John 
V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—68. 


So the bill was passed. | 


Mr. KNOWLTON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passé, and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the tables 
which latter motion was agreed to. 


VISIT TO THE STEAMSHIP VANDERBILT. 


Mr. STEPHENS. An invitation was yester- 
day received by the House, to visit Commodore 
Vanderbilt’s steamship to-morrow. I move that 
the House accept the invitation of Mr. Vander- 
bilt, and that the Speaker be requested to notify 
him of its acceptance, and to name the hour of 
four o’clock, p. m, as the time of the visit. 

Mr. MILLSON. I hope the House will make 
no order on the subject. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I am willing to come here 
to-morrow and work till four o’clock in the after- 
noon. 

Mr. MILLSON. Does the gentleman from 
Georgia propose that the ILouse shall adjourn 
over? 

Mr. STEPHENS. Oh, no. 

Mr. MILLSON. Ido not think that this in- 
vitation ought to go on the Journal of the House, 
It is an unofficial affair altogether. It is an invi- 
tation to the members individually, and the mem- 
bers individually may or may not accept the in- 
vitation. Ido not think that the House should, 
in its corporate capacity, accept an invitation to 
visit a steamboat: 

Mr. STEPHENS. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Virginia that the invitation has been gntered 
on the Journal, and-has been printed. think 
that in courtesy we ought to accept it. 

Mr. MILLSON. I differ from the gentleman 
from Georgia as to what the House owes to itself 
in this case. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think the in- 
vitation was read to the House, and moved to be 
entered on the Journal; and I think that the best 
way now to test the question, whether the invita- 
tion shall be accepted or not, is to make a motion 
to adjourn over till Monday. . You are invited to 
go there at eleven o’clock, and by the time you 
get back you can do nothing here. Now, su, I 


| am not in favor of the adjournment, but I think 


that that is the best way. “ 
Mr. STEPHENS. On what ground does the 


gentleman say that the invitation is for eleven 
o’clock? I think it is for any time that will suit 
the House. 

Mr. JONES. You will find that the time fixed 
is eleven o’clock. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Or any other time that 
will suit the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to say to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, and to the House, that 
Isaw Mr. Vanderbilt yesterday, and he inquired 
of me at what time it would suit the convenience 
of members to visit the ship, if they accepted 
his invitation at all? He said that his intention 
was, if the House thought proper to accept the 
invitation, to have a steamboat ready to convey 
members from the shore to the ship, and he 
wished to know at what time it should be there? 
The proposition of the gentleman from Georgia 
is one which will allow the House of Represent- 
atives to mect and dispose of the business of the 


; day, and during the interval of the recess we can 


visit the vessel. - ‘ 
Mr. A. K. MARSHALL addressed the Chair. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD, (interrupting.) H is 
true, as my friend is about to suggest, that the 
tickets of invitation indicate the hour of eleven 
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o’clock, but this interview was subsequent to the 
issuing of these tickets. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I move that when the House 
adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on Monday 


next. 

Mr. MATTESON. On that motion I call for 
the yeas and nays. - 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I withdraw the motion. 

The question was taken on Mr. STEPHENS’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into a Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled an act to 
alter and amend an act to appropriate money to 
remove obstructions in the Savannah river, below 
the city of Savannah, in the State of Georgia, ap- 
proved March 3, 1855; when the Speaker signed 
the same. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
\before the House a message from the President 
of the United States, communicating a letter from 
the Postmaster General, and the copy of. a con- 
ditional contract, entered into under the instruc- 
tions of the President, for the purchase of a lot 
and building thereon for a post office in Philadel- 
phia, together with a copy of the report of the 
architect of the post office building in relation to 
the said lot and building, and recommending an 
appropriation of $250,000 to complete the pur- 
chase, and an appropriation of $50,000 to make 
the required alterations. 

On motion of Mr. TYSON, the message and 
accompanying documents were referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. ‘alia 

The SPEAKER also laid before a. se a 
message from the President, transmittit a copy 
of the minutes of a council held at Fort Pierre, in 
Nebraska Territory, on the 1st of March, 1856, 
by General Harney, with delegates from nine 
bands of the Sioux Indians, and asking an appro- 

` priation of $100,000, to enable the Government 
to carry into effect the stipulations entered into 
on that occasion; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Alsd, a communication from the Treasury De- 
partment, transmitting estimates for deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the expenses of the Ter- 
ritory of Minnesota; which received the same 
reference and order. 


REFERENCE OF A BILL. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Are there no bills 
on the Speaker’s table on their first and second 
reading? l meta man with one of his arms off 
this morning, who told me that a bill had passed 
‘the Senate for his relief, and was here, awaitin 
the action of the House. $ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 
‘there is a single bill on the Speaker’s table of a 
private character. It will be taken up. 

The bill for the relief of Donn Piatt was then 
taken from the Speaker’s table, rcad a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. ; 


WITHDRAWAL AND RETURN OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. GREENWOOD, by unani- 
mous consent, the following resolution was con- 
sidered and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to 
request the Court of Claims to return to this House the bill 
of the Senate entitled “An act for the reiief of Theresa 
Dardenne, widow of Abraham Dardenne, deceased, and 


their surviving children,’? with the accompanying papers. | 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, by unanimous 
consent, obtained leave to withdraw from the files 
of the House certain papers for the purpose of 
presentation at the Court of Claims. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I now insiston my motion 
that the House resolve itself into a Committee 
_of the Whole House on the Privaté Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole House, and proceeded to 
the consideration of the Private Calendar. 


This |; 


legal re 
thaniel H. Heath. [Objected to by Mr. Lercuer.] 

A bili (H. R. No. 37) for the relief of Peyton 
G. King, late receiver of public money at Mon- 
roe, Louisiana. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I object to that bill; and 
I give notice that I shall object to every bill on 
the Calendar that is taken up. 

Mr. DUNN. It is anngunced here that every 
bill that is taken is to be objected to. It is not 
worth our while, therefore, to take up our time 
longer with the matter. I move that the commit- 
tee rise. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope the gen- 
tleman from Indiana will withdraw the motion. 
If the gentleman from Virginia persists in his 
objection to everything on the Calendar, let us go 
through with the Calendar. It will then be in 
order to begin over again, and an objection can- 
not prevent us from considering the cases as they 
come up. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. This discussion is not in 
order. I object. 

The question was taken on the motion that the 
committee rise; and it yas notagreed to. 

A bill (H. R. No. 104) to enable the United 
States to make use of the solar compass in the 
public surveys. [Objected to by Mr. Jones, of 
‘Tennessce. } 

b Mr. TAYLOR. The gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. McMuuuy] has not redeemed his pledge 
to object to every bill. I move that the committee 


rise. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I should have objected if 
the gentleman from Tennessee had not. 

The motion that the committee rise was not 
agreed to. 

A bill (H. R. No. 224) authorizing the legal 
representatives of Manucl Gonzales Moro to enter 
certain lands in Missouri. [Objected to by Mr. 
MecMutuw.] 

A bill (H. R. No. 225) for the relief of Joseph 
Richards, of Berks county, Pennsylvania. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I object to that bill. 

Mr. WHITNEY. I hope the gentleman will 
give a reason for his objection. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. If the gentleman chooses 
to object to all those bills, the responsibility is 
with him. 

A bill (£. R. No. 243) for the relief of George 
K. McGunnegle, surviving partner of the late 
firm of Hill & McGunnegle, of St. Louis, Mis- 
souri. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I think, if gentlemen will 
hear the report in this case, they will not make 
objection to the bill. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I feel called on, in dis- 
charge of my representative duty, to object to this 


ill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. As this is in all likelihood 
the last objection day, and as it is now near two 
o’clock, and we could not make.any headway 
with the appropriation bills if we went into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, I appeal to the gentleman from Virginia 
to let us go on with the bills on the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I call the gentleman to 


order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I sympathize with the gen- 
tleman in his desire to get through the appropria- 
tion bills; but I ask him to let us go on with the 
Private Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman ob- 
ject to the bill before the committee? 

Mr. McMULLIN. I do object to it. ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 254) for the relief of the 
heirs of the late Samuel R. Thurston, Delegate 
from Oregon. 

Mr. STANTON. 
and I object to it. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I move that the committee 
do now rise; and on that motion I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Davis, of 
Massachusetts, and Miiisow, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 54, noes 71. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. SNEED. I rise to a question of order. 


I have examined that bill, 


{ 


|The bill which has just been passed over for the 


relief the heirs of the late Samuel R.: Thurston, 
was objected to last objection day by the gentle- 
man from Ohio; and I make thé point of order 
that it cannot be objected to ‘a second time, on 
another objection day. © 30 0 82 A f 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules 
point of order. ` RET faa 

Mr, SNEED. I understand. that. it has 
the rule of the House not to receive objections: a 
second time on a second objection day. 0 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill has been disposéd 
of for the present. The Calendar was called 
through on the last objection day, and ‘the call 
has been commenced anew; and the Chair holds 
that the gentleman from Ohio hada rightto make 
objection; and objection having been made, the 
bill has been passed over. : oe 

A bill (H: R. No. 260) for thé relief of the legal 
representatives of Thomas. Gordon, deceased., 
[Objected to by Mr. McMouxuin.] o I e 

A bill (H. R. No. 269) for the relief of the sure- 
ties of the late Lieutenant Charles E. Jarvis, Uni- 
ted States Army. : ee eer 

Mr. LETCHER.. That bill is founded on one 
presumption upon the top of another to éstablish 
the claim, and I object to it. A 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. 
committee do now rise. ‘ fate 

Mr. DAVIDSON. We have arrived at such 
a point that the whole House can see that the 
despotism of the rule is to be enforced, to: the 
destruction of the just rights of claimants to relief 
at our hands. I therefore move that:the com- 
mittee do now rise. ee gine ie aa 

Mr. BENSON. I hope.the committee will not 
rise. . I desire that we shall go on until we reach 
the bill for the relief of the widows and orphans 
of the officers, seamen, and marines, of the United 
States sloop-of-war Albany, in the loss of which 
two hundred and sixty-one persons lost their 
lives, and nota dollar has been paid to the widows 
and orphans of those so lost. [Cries of ‘* Order 1?’ 
aoe 17] I want to see who will object to that 

ill. 

Mr. LETCHER. J shall object to any bill 
which I think is based upon a wrong principle. 
I objected to the bill which was last read because 
it makes an allowance founded not upon a particle 
of evidence, but upon the force of presumption. 

Mr. TAYLOR. If the House will allow'me, 
I will request my friend from Louisiana to, with- 
draw the motion that the committee tise, | It. was 
true that, in the excitement of the moment, ‘I 
pledged myself to make the motion whenever the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. McMuuuin] failed 
to object to a bill; but I must confess, that. per- 
haps I acted with a little precipitation, and. as 
some of my friends have been sufferers by the 
objections of the gentleman from Virginia, Lam 
not disposed that others should suffer in conse- 
quence of my action, Therefore, I hope my col- 
league will withdraw his motion. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, I will withdraw it. 

Mr. MceMULLIN. Mr. Chairman, I will—— 
[‘*Order!??} I consider——{*‘Order!?’ ‘* Or- 
der!” 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I object to anything out of 
order. ; ` 

Mr. MeMULLIN. 
planation. aE, 

Mr. GIDDINGS. We want-no. personal ex- 
planation of the kind. I call the gentleman to 


order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I hope the gentleman will 
be allowed to make the personal explanation he 
desires to make. It may result in promoting the 
business of the committee. A 3 

Mr. GIDDINGS. . I object. to time being ap- 
propriated to such a purpose. . 

Mr. TAYLOR. 1 trust the member from Ohio 
will withdraw the objection. The explanation 
will take but a single moment. A 

Mr. GIDDINGS. [I shall not withdraw it. I 
insist upon proceeding with the business of the 
committee. ; 

Mr. GOODE. 
‘now rise. . 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The committee 
has heard the explanation of the gentleman from 
Louisiana, [Mr. TavLor,] and I think it is only 
right that it should hear that of the gentleman 
from Virginia. [Cries of “ Orđer 3] oo 0 ea 

Mr. HOUSTON. The explanation is short, 


I move that ‘the f 


I rise to a personal ex- 


l. move that the committee do 


A 
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and may lead to results promoting the business 
of the committee. e | 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I want gentlemen distinctly 
to understand that I do object. I want the com- 
mittee to go on with its business. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Is it in order to 
submit a motion that the gentleman from Virginia 
have leave to make an explanation? If so, I sub- 
mit. that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the judgment of the 
Chair, it would require unanimous consent. The 
Chair will put the question to the House, whether 
there is any objection to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia submitting his motion. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I object once for all. Let 
the committee proceed to. business, 

The question was taken on the motion that the 
committee do now rise; and it was not agreed to. 

A bill (H. R. No. 285) for the relief of Captain 
Thomas Ap Catesby Jones. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I move that that 
bill be Jaid aside, to be reported to the House with 
a recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. McMULLIN.- The cause having been 
removed why I committed myself on this ques- 
tion, I now withdraw my objection. 

‘Mr. GIDDINGS. I call the gentleman to order. 
Let the committee proceed with its business. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I desire to ask the Chair 
whether it is not in order for a member to move 
that another member have leave to be heard ? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I call the gentleman from 
Virginia to order. 

r. McMULLIN, (to Mr. Giwpines.) Make 
your point of order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentlemen (Mr. Mc- 
Muu] is asking a question, and is in order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. He is not in order. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already 
ruled that the gentleman is not in order, unless 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr.McMULLIN. [ask the question whether 
itis not in order for a gentleman to move that | 
another be permitted to make an explanation? I 
recollect that, in the Thirty-First Congress —— 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I call the gentleman from 
Virginia to order. 

. Mr. McMULLIN. On my motion the mem- 
ber from Ohio was permitted to speak. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Order! 

` The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia is not in order. The Chair has already 
stated that, in its judgment, the motion of the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Smrru} cannot be 
entertained unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOUSTON.” I understand the gentleman 
from Virginia 

„Mr: GIDDINGS. 
Alabama to order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam going to make a mo- 
tion which is in order. Will the gentleman just | 
sit down until I make my motion; and if it be | 
out of order the Chair will so state? I under-| 
stand that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. | 
McMu..w] has withdrawn his objections 

Mr.GIDDINGS. | must object to the remarks 
of the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam not making remarks. 
Lam only making a motion. I move now to 
commence the Calendar again. 

Mr: -GIDDINGS. The gentleman is not in! 
order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The Chair will decide that 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is 
hardly in order, under the rules, for the committee | 
to turn back on the Calendar. 


I call the gentleman from 


Mr. HOUSTON, It will be in order if nobody į 
objecta. 
he CHAIRMAN. Undoubtedly it will be. 


Ig there objection? 
_ Mr. GIDDINGS. There is objection, for it 
is out of order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Well, the gentleman from | 
Ohio [Mr. Grppines] objects to these claims. Let 
that be understood. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I would like to inquire of 
the Chair whether, if the gentleman from Vir- 


ginia has withdrawn his objections to the bills to | 
which he object —— 


Mr. GIDDINGS., 

Mississippi to order. 

, The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi is raising a question of order. 


I call the gentleman from || 
i 


|! on his objection, they will not be laid aside to be 


| Robinson, of Eden, Maine, owner of the schooner 


Mr. QUIFMAN. x I 
question. [wish to know of the Chair whether, 
if the gentleman from Virginia has withdrawn 
his objection to the bills which were passed over | 


reported to the House? i 

The CHAIRMAN. That can only be done 
by unanimous consent, as the Chair understands 
the practice. - 

Mr. HAVEN. Has the last bill been laid 
aside to be reported to the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. Sothe Chair understands. 

Mr. KNOX. Ido not rise to make objections 
to the bill, but I wish to have an explanation of 
it. It was reported by my friend from New York, 
and there are some rather suspicious circum-~ 
stances connected with it I should like my friend 
from New York to explain. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, 
the bill will be laid aside to be reported to the 
House. - 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I call for the read- 
ing of the report. | 

Mr.KNOX. Unless some explanation is made 
of the bill, I certainly object. 

A bill (H. R. No. 278) for the relief of Mrs. 
A. W. Angus, widow of the late Captain Samuel 
Angus, United States Navy. 

Mr. PHELPS. This Mrs. Angus, as I un- 
derstand it, is now receiving a pension from 
the Government at the såme rate she would have 
received if her husband had died in the service. 
{ think the principle of the bill is wrong, and I 
therefore object. 

A bill (H. R. No. 281) for the relief of Betsey 
Nash. [Objected to by Mr. Leirer.] “i 

A bill (H. R. No. 282) for the relief of Ed- 
mund Mitchell. 

The bill was read. It directs that the name 
of Edmund Mitchell, of Carroll county, in the 
State of Kentucky, be Piacoa upon the pension 
roll, at the rate of cight dollars per month, to 
commence on the lst day of March, 1854. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

A bill (H. R. No. 283) for the relief of Eve- 
lina Porter, widow of the late Commodore David 
Porter, of the United States Navy. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I dislike to make 
objection to a bill; but as this establishes an en- 
tirely new principle, 1 must object. 

Mr.LEITER. After the explanation from the 
gentleman from Virginia, I desire to withdraw 
objection to a bill for the relief of Betsey Nash. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatcan be done only by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. PHELPS., I object to going back. 

A bill (HI. R. No. 289) for the relief of the 
owner and crew of the fishing schooner Florilla. 

Mr. JONES, Iam opposed to the system of 
drawbacks. I object to the bill. 

A bill (H. R. No. 300) for the relief of Joshua 
Knowles, Jr., and others, owners of the schooner 
Garnet, of Truro. 

Mr. JONES. {object to this bill for the same 
reason that 1 objected to the last one. 

_ An act (S. No. 105) for the relief of Levi Rob- 
inson. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs | 
the Sceretary of the Treasury to pay, out of any 
unappropriated money in the Treasury, to Levi 


Mary Jane, $216 as fishing bounty for 1852, said 
schooner having complied with all the requisi- 
tions of law to entitle her to bounty, but was un- 
able to present her papers, they having been | 
consumed by fire. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

An act (S. No. 140) for the relief of the owners 
of the fishing schooners Brandywine, Forester, 
Grampus, Ursula, Stephen C. Phillips, and 
Union. 

The bill and report were read. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Some of the cases 
provided for by the bill ought to have relief, but 
there are others that ought not; and I am com- 
pelled to make objection. 

A bill (S. No. 126) for the relief of the owners 
and sharesmen of the fishing schooners Wanderer, 
Mary, Olive Branch, Two Brothers, and Brothers. 

The bill provides that the Secretary of the 


y 
I am asking the Chair a 


Treasury be authorized and directed to pay, out 
of any unappropriated money in the Treasury, to 


Brothers, of Lyme, Connecticut, $360, as bounty 
for 1853; said sums to be divided among the 
owners and sharesmen of said schooners respect- 
ively, as now provided by existing laws. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. . : 

An act (S. No. 76) for the relief of the widows 
and orphans of the officers, seamen, and marines 
of the United States sloop of war Albany, and 
for other purposes. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs reported the 
bill with various amendments. 


Mr. BENSON. [am directed by the commit- 
tee to report the following additional amend- 
ment: 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That for the purpose 
of fixing the time to which the pay of Passed Midshipman 
W. H. Smith shall be allowed, the Ist of May, 1851, shall 
be deemed and taken to be the day on which said Smith 
was lost at sea. 

The question was taken on the several amend- 
ments; and they were agreed to. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported to 
the House. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I see that the nine 
cases following on the Calendar are cases report- 
ed to the Court of Claims, on which adverse 
reports have been made. I presume these ad- 
verse reports amount to objections. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard 


the a reports from the Court of Claims as 
objec j 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would propose, 


if there be no objection, that they be laid aside 
to be reported to the House, with a recommend- 
ation that they do not pass. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I suggest that the motion 
be that they be laid aside to be reported, with a 
recommendation that the reports be confirmed. 

Mr. JONES. That the reports of the Court 
of Claims be confirmed? , 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Yes. 

Mr. JONES. Ihave no objections, 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 1 have thought of the mat- 
ter, and-concluded that that is the most appro- 
priate mode. ; 

Mr. JONES. I want to agree with the court. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I object to all this. 

Mr.CHAIRMAN. Then the cases are passed 
over, as objection is made. 

The reports from the Court of Claims are as 
follows: Adverse reports in the cases of Robert 
Roberts, Samuel M. Puckett, John P. McElderry, 
Louis G. Thomas and others, Shepherd Knapp, 
Cyrus H. McCormick, William W. Cox, J. D. 
Holman, executor of Jesse B. Holman, deceased, 
and John ©. Hale. . 

A bill (H. R. No. 325) for the relief of Isaac 
Adams. 

Mr. PHELPS. I object, because I think we 
had better have a discussion on all these patent 
extension cases. : 

Mr. PENNINGTON also objected. 

An act (S. No. 234) for the relief of Elizabeth 


|, V. Lomax, only surviving child of Captain Wil 


liam Lindsay, of the Revolution. 

The bill directs the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury to pay to Elizabeth V. Lomax 
$5,675 out of any money in the Treasury not oth- 
erwise appropriated, the same being the arrears 
of pension due Captain William Lindsay from 


| October 1, 1778, to September 1, 1797. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

An act (S. No. 228) for the relief of the heirs 
of Samuel Scott, 

The act directs the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to-investigate the claim of the heirs- 
at-law of Samuel Scott, late of the State of Vir- 
ginia; and if he should find, on such investigation, 
they were entitled to bounty land for revolution- 
ary services, under the laws of that State, and 
that they failed to procure the same for the reason 


that the papers which established their right had 
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to them a warrant or warrants for such number 
of acres as they may be. entitled to under the 
bounty land laws of the State of Virginia. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

A bill (C. C. No. 3) for the relief of James M. 
Lindsay. [Objected to by Mr. Coss, of Ala- 


ama. | 
A bill (C. C. No, 4) for the relief of Salvador 
Accardi. [Objected to by Mr. Coss, of Ala- 


bama.] its 
A bill (C. C. No. 6) for the relief of William 

Chase. -[Objected to by Mr. Cons, of Ala- 
ama. 

An he (S. No. 154) for the relief of the legal 

representatives of Zadock Thompson, of Ver- 
mont. [Mr. Coss, of Alabama, objected.] 
- Mr. MORRILL. I hope the gentleman from 
Alabama will withdraw his objection to that bill. 
It was investigated by the Committee of Claims, 
and received the sanction of that committee. It 
is for services rendered to the Census bureau. 
There is no question as to the fact of the services 
having been rendered, but there is no fund out 
of which it can be paid. I hope no objection will 
be made. 

Mr. COBB. I withdraw my objection. 

The bill provides that there be paid to the legal 
representatives of Zadock Thompson, of Ver- 
mont, $300; the same to be in full for his services 
in preparing a historical introduction to the re- 
turns of the seventh census for the State of Ver- 
mont. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

Joint resolution (S. No. 9) for the relief of 
John Y. Laub, a clerk in the office of the First 
Comptroller of the ‘Treasury. 

The joint resolution directs that the increase in 
the salary of John Y. Laub, a clerk in the office 
of the First Comptroller of the Treasury, author- 
ized by the act of September 30, 1850, shall 
commence on the Ist of July, 1849, the date of 
the commencement of the additional services 

performed by said Laub: provided, the amount 
$358, , authorized to be paid shall not exceed 

The joint resolution was laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House. 

A resolution to pay John Lee the sum of $390 
out of the contingent fund, in full compensation 
for five horses killed while in the service of the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I propose to 
amend that resolution by striking out the pro- 
vision which requires the money to be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the House, and insert- 
ing a provision that it be paid out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. KNOWLTON. I hope the resolution 
will be allowed to remain as it is. It is but a 
small amount—not over three hundred dollars. 
It is. to pay for horses lost. 

Mr. JONES. ° I think the resolution had better 
be a joint resolution. a 

Mr. KNOWLTON. I hope the gentleman 
will bear in mind that it is for the service of the 
House, and not of the House and Senate. 

Mr. JONES. Not this House. 

Mr. KNOWLTON. No, sir; 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. JONES. [insist upon my amendment. 

The amendment was not agreed to. ; 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. ` 

A bill (C. C. No. 2) for the relief of Asbury 
Dickins. [Objected to by Mr. Cosg, of Alabama. | 

A bill (©. ©. No. 8) for the relief of Michael 
Nourse. [Objected to by Mr. Coss, of Alabama. ] 

A bill (C. é. No.5) for the relief of John Robb. 
[Objected to by Mr. Cosg, of Alabama. ] 

- "A bill GH. R. No. 330) for the relief of John 
Poe, of Louisville, Kentucky. 
~. ‘The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
tò pay to John Poe, of Louisville, Kentucky, 
$752 50, in full compensation for his services in 
purchasing horses and mules for the Army of the 

nited States in 1846. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 


but a former 


House. 

Mr. PHELPS. A few moments ago, I ob- 
jected toa bill for the relief of Isaac Adams. I 
‘objected to iton my general rule of opposition 


to the extension of monopolies. I understand | 


that the publishing houses of the country are 
desirous that Mr. Adams’s patent shall be ex- 
tended. If I had been aware of this fact when the 


| bill was up I would not have objected tot. 


Mr. TRAFTON. I object to going back. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. 
tion will be withdrawn; the bill is recommended 
by every prominent publisher in the country. 

Mr. PENNINGTON, I renew the objection 
to the bill. 

Mr. LEITER. I ask leave to withdraw ob- 
jection to the bill for the relief of Betsey Nash. 

Mr. COVODE. Task fhat the gentleman from 
Virginia be also allowed to withdraw his objec- 
tion to the bill for the relief of the widow of the 
late Commodore David Porter. 

Mr. STANTON. I object. I insist that the 
Clerk proceed regularly with the bills on the Caj- 
endar. I object to going back. 

K A bill (H. R, No. 331) for the relief of John 
tis. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to John Otis $917 50, in full compensation 
for services rendered in taking care of the sick 
and wounded at the battle of Sandy Creek, and 
for quarters and material furnished the wounded 
prisoners at said battle, in the year 1814. 

From the report which was read, it appears that 
the claimant, previous to, and since, the year 1812, 
resided with his family near the mouth of Sandy 
creek, where it empties into Lake Ontario, in the 
town of Ellisburg, in the county of Jefferson, 


4 
{ 


i 


i 
4 
; 
i 


New York; that, during the war of 1812 between | 
the United States and Great, Britain, to wit: in | 


the year 1814, a severe battle was fought at this 
point, known as the “ battle of Sandy creek,” in 


| which many persons were killed and wounded, 


There being no convenient quarters in which 
these unfortunate soldiers could be placed and 


cared for, Mr. Otis, upon the request of the sur- | 


John McCauly, opened his doors, and 


geon, 
for the space of 


appropriated his dwelling, which, 


seventeen days, was used as an hospital, accom- ! 


modating ‘and furnishing thirty wounded pris- 


{ 


oners, a Surgeon by the name o Marsh, and two ; 
assistants, making in all thirty-three persons, ' 


with beds, bedding, rations, &c. 


In addition to | 


this, Mr. Otis purchased and furnished a quantity | 


of cotton cloth for the requisite covering and | 


shrouds for the sick, three of whom died at this 
house or hospital. 


One bed was entirely de- | 


stroyed; another was taken to Sackett’s Harbor, : 
on which was conveyed a sick soldier, The price į 
of these beds was fixed at the time, with Surgeon | 


McCauly, at sixty dollars. While Mr. Otis and 
his family were thus deprived of the usual domes- 
tic comforts, they 
in administering to’ 
distressed inmates. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
H 


ouse. 
Mr. PENNINGTON. I ask leave to with- 
draw the objection I made to a bill for the relief 
of Isaac Adams. 
Mr. McMULLIN. I object to going back. 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I wish to correct a 
mistake into which I fell a few moments ago. I 


the numerous wants of the 


went off half cocked, and objected to two or |) 
li Louisiana and Mississippi, and that he be allowed 
The bill (H. R. No. 332) for the relief of Wil- || 

! from December 8, 1852, the. day u 


three bills which I ought not to have objected to. 
Mr. STANTON. 1 object to going back. 


liam Jones. 
The bill provides that the Secretary of the 
Treasury pay to Calvin Hall, assignee of Wil- 


liam Jones, such a sum of money as shall equal i 
the value of three hundred and two sheep belong- jj 
= to Jones, and which were improperly seized | 


ing 


andsold by the Government officers, in 1851, for || 
A letterfrom | 


an alleged non-payment of duties. 
the Secretary of the Treasury, shows that the 


devoted their time and energies ; 


| 
{ 
j 
i 
i 
i 
i 


i] 
| 


i 


Treasury Department offered to remit all claim to | 


the sheep, provided the claimant would pay “‘cosis 
of suit, and all such necessar 
be allowed by the court.” The claimant would 
not do this, insisting that the Government had im- 
properly seized the sheep. Under these circum- 
stances, the revenue officers sold the sheep, paid 


the expenses, and the balance was paid into the : 


Treasury. 
The bill was laid aside to 


House. i f : 
A bill (H. R. No. 334) for the relief of Wil- 
liam B. Cozzens. : 


be reported to the 


expenses as might , 


$ 
H 
1 
{ 
1 
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i ana, 


The bill provides that, the: Secretary of.-the 
Treasury pay to William -B.: Cozzens $1,000, in 
fall compensation for his.store-house, taken from 
him for the use of the United States, in January, 
1847, by Captain L. H.. Webb, by order of Quar- 


$ z || termaster General Jesup. 
hope objec- | 


This claim is for the value. of a store ọr ware- 
house which the claimant owned at: Point Isabel, 
and which was taken possession of by; Captain 
L. H. Webb, on the 15th January, 1847, by 
order of General Jesup, for the use of the United 
States. The letters of General. Jesup. and Cap- 
tain Webb proye the truth of the averment. ‘The 
cost of the store was about $1,000, but it is proved. 
to have been worth at that time -$2,000.:.-The 
claimant being willing to accept. the cost of the 
building in full payment of his loss and damages, 
the committee reported a-bil for that amount, 
and recommended its favorable ‘consideration. 

The bill was laid aside to. be reported to. the 
House. BRS ch eae 

A bill (H. R. No. 333) for the relief of Collins 
Boomer. [Objected toby Mr. Smrru, of Virginia. J 

A bill (H. R. No. 335) for the relief of Henry 
L. Robinson. 

The bill provides that 1 
Treasury pay. to Henry L. Robinson ‘$171, for 
retained bounty, and for his services in the United 
States Army, from April, 1314, to the day of his 
discharge, in February, 1815. Said Robinson 
served as a musician in the thirty-first regiment 
of the United States infantry, for the period of‘nine 
months and twenty-one days, without pay, during 
thelate war with Great Britain; also, that of the. 
$124 bounty to which he was entitled, he received 
but $50. PENDI 

The bill was laid aside to be reported ‘to the 
House. se a 

A resolution (H. R. No. 103) to pay William - 
Cooper the sum of $400, for his services. as 
laborer at the Capitol, during the ‘Thirty-First 
and Thirty-Second Congresses. : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would inquire 
of the committee who reported the bill, if this 
gentleman was employed about the Capitol, and 
what his compensation was? 

Mr. KNOWLTON. The facts in the case, as 
understood by the committee, are these: He was 
employed at the House stable, and received there 
for such services the sum of $18 per month... In 
addition to services renderéd in that capacity, he 
rendered services in transporting books, docu- 
ments, and chests containing books of members, 
for which services the sum of $100 per session 
has since been paid. > ae 

Mr. JONES. Then it is intended to go back, 
and give extra compensation, because ithassince 
been done? . ; pone 

Mr. KNOWLTON. ` The committee: were 
unanimously of opinion that this. laborer should 
be paid the compensation which the committee 
have reported. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD objected. i : 
A bill (H. R. No. 336) for the relief of Rans- 
ell Pegg. [Objected to by Mr. Lerrer.] 

A bill (H. R. No. 337) directing the settlement 
of the account of David Gordon. ae 

The bill provides that the First Auditor of the 
Treasury adjust and settle the account of David 
Gordon as examining agent of the land offices in 


the Secretary of the 


the per diem specified in his letter of instructions, 
on which he 
commenced the service at Greensburg, Louisi- 
to the 11th of June following, when he- 
terminated the service at Jackson, Mississippi, 
inclusive, and that he be allowed mileage from 
this city to the offices visited and back, agreeable 
to a schedule of distances furnished by. the Gen- 
eral Post Office Department: provided, that the 
rate of mileage shall not exceed that specified in 
his letter of instructions; and that the same be 
paid out of any fund hitherto subject to be 
charged for such special or contingent services: 
‘and provided also, that the sum paid by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury on account of the second 
service be deducted in the final settlement under 
this act. ae 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would inquire 
if the amount of this claim has not been settled 
at the Treasury Department, under the laws 
under which he was employed? 

Mr. LAKE. In the absence of the gentleman 
from Maine, [Mr. Kxow ren,]. who reported 
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this bill, I can perhaps give the gentleman from 
Tennessee the information he desires. I think 
it likely, however, if the gentleman will hear the 
report read, it will satisfy him. This claimant 
has received a partial settlement of his accounts, 
and the bill which has been read provides that 
whatever he has been paid -by the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall be deducted from the amount 
found due him. He performed the duties under 
a letter of instructions from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, stipulating that the compensation 


- should be a certain amount per day; and it gave 


him a certain additional amount for mileage. 
Now, of course, if the services have not been 
performed according to the schedule of distances 
contained in his instructions, he will get nothing 
from the Auditor. If he has performed the ser- 
vices, then this bill provides, that he shall be 
paid for them. I hope the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. KNOWLTON. I appeal to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. JONES. Objection to what? I did not 
object. I merely inquired whether this person 
had not been employed and paid. I made no 
objection to the claim. 

‘ne Clerk proceeded to read the report. ` 
_ Mr. LAKE, (interrupting.) Objection being 
withdrawn in this case, it is not necessary to 
have the reportread. J move that the bill be laid 
aside to be reported. 

Mr. JONES. I ask for the reading of the 
report. . 

The report was read. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported to 
the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope I will be per- 
mitted to withdraw the objection which I made 
to the resolution for the benefit of Mr. Cooper. 
I have since been informed that it is a merito- 
rious case, and I desire to withdraw my objec- 
tion. 

Mr. STANTON. [ renew the objection. 

A bill (H. R. No. 338) for the relief of John 


ash. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I propose that 
the committee do now rise, in order that we may 
have an evening session. 

Mr. MILLSON. [hope the gentleman from 
Ohio will withdraw his proposition. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I withdraw it for a few 
minutes. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. If the 
committee desire not to proceed any further with 
the calling of the Calendar, I hope it will go back 
to those bills where gentlemen who objected de- 
sire to withdraw objections. ` 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope no motion to rise will 
be listened to until we have disposed of the pri- 
vate bills. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I objected some time 
since to House bill No. 325, for the relief of Isaac 
Adams. Jask the consent of the committee to 
withdraw my objection, which was inadvertently 
made, as this is a meritorious case. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama: [ object, unless I be 
allowed to withdraw my objection to another bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Several members state 
that they inadvertently made objections, and de- 
sire to withdraw them. Is consent given? 

‘Mr. STANTON. We want to hear what the 
bills are. 

AG hs CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the 


ills. 
Mr. MILLSON. TIinsist thatthe case of John 
Aah; already called by the Clerk, be disposed of 
rst. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. -I will say to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Mittsox] that, as he 
objects to the proposition, I will object to his bill. 

Mr. MILLSON. Ihave not objected to the 
proposition of the gentleman from New Jersey. 

f he chooses to make an objection to this bill he 
may do so. 

Mr. READY. I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. Before the division be 
had, I desire to make a suggestion to the com- 
mittee. This is the last day, in all probability, 
that we shall have as objection day during the 
present session. There are many bills on the Cal- 
endar which ought to be passed, and to which no 
objection will be made. { hope, therefore, that 
the committee will rise, with a view of taking a | 


p. 


recess until seven o’clock this evening, and of 
going on with the Calendar. [Cries of “ No, 
no!” : 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, demanded tellers on 
the motion to rise. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Sapp and 
STRANAHAN were appointed. | 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 31, noes 89. 

So the motion was not agreed to. : 

A bill (H. R. No. 338) for the relief of John 
Nash. : 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to John Nash, owner of the schooner L. 
J. Bowden, $100, the same being one moiety of 
the penalty collected of the master of.the said 
vessel by the collector of the port of Fredericks- 
burg, in the year 1853, fora breach of the reve- 
nue laws, it having been made to appear that the 
said penalty was incurred without any design to 
violate the law. f 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

An act (S. No. 149) to authorize the entry of 
certain lands in the State of Iowa, by Mrs. Caro- 
line Newington. 

The bill authorizes Mrs. Caroline Newington 
to enter, at the proper land office in the State of 
Iowa, the east half of section seven and the west 
half of section eight, in township ninety-six north 
of range nine west, situated in the State of Iowa, 
upon payment to the receiver of the proper land 
office $1 25 per acre: provided, that said entry 
shall be made within six months after the passage 
of this act. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 


House. 
_Mr. SAVAGE. I move that the committee 
rise. 

The motion was not agrecd to. 

A bill (H. R. No. 20) for the relief of Robert 
Mitchell. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
unless there is a report. . 

Mr DOWDELL. The petitioner states the 
facts of the case in his memorial. ‘To save time, 
however, if the committee will allow me, I will 
make a very short statement, and [ am sure there 
will be no objection. The bill refers to a tract of 
land which was an Indian reservation, and which 
was transferred to a purchaser for a valuable con- 
sideration. The purchaser went on and improved 
his land, but it has since been found that the pur- 
chaser entered a few acres more than the reserv- 
ation. The object of the bill is to enable him to 
buy this additional land of the Government at 
$1 25 per acre. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. If there be no objec- 
tion, I will now withdraw the objection I made 
to the bill for the relief of Isaac Adams. 

Mr. BRENTON. I object; and 1 do so for the 
reason that I am opposed to all extension of pat- 
ents. 

A bill (H. R. No. 340) for the relief of the legal 
representativesof Joseph Nourse, deceased. [Ob- 
jected to by Mr. Cuarreez.] 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would be glad to 
withdraw my objection to the bill for the relief of 
the widow of the late Commodore David Porter. 

Mr, LETCHER. I object to going back. 

A bili (H. R. No. 341) for the relief of the 
heirs of Wadleigh Noyes, deceased. The bill 
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to the legal representatives of Wad- 
leigh Noyes, a lieutenant in the army of the 
Revolution, who was slain at the capture of Bur- 
goyne’s army, the seven years’ half pay to which 
his widow and heirs were entitled by a resolve of 
Congress, passed August 24, 1780. 

Mr. RITCHIE. The Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims adopt the report made at the sec- 
ond session of the Thirtieth Congress. All the 
facts are proved, and I think the bill ought to be 
laid aside. ; 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. g 

A bill (H. R. No. 342) to allow the legal rep- 
resentatives of Samuel Jones, of the eleventh 
Virginia regiment on continental. establishment, 
five years’ full pay as a captain of infantry, in 


I must object to that bill 


lieu of half pay for life. 


eral bill reported, that would cover this case >. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. There has been; 
but it has not been acted on. 

Mr. McCARTY. I object to this bill. 

Mr. BRENTON. I objected a while ago to 
the bill (H. R. No. 325) for the relief of Isaac 
Adams. I wish to withdraw my objection. 
Mr. RUST. You cannot go back upon the 
Calendar. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. As objection is 
renewed, I move that the committee do now rise. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I merely wish to 
say that if the committee-continues in session, it 
will soon find itself without a quorum; then we 
cannot report the bills that have been laid aside 
to the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I think we had better rise 
in order to save the bills which have already 
been acted on. 

Mr. CamPBRELL’s motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasusurn, of Maine, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
had had the Private Calendar under consideration, 
and had directed him to report back sundry bills, 
some with and some without amendments, with 
a recommendation that they do pass. 

The House then took up the following Senate 
‘bills and resolution, reported from the Committee 
ofthe Whole House without amendment, ordered 
them to be severally read a third time, and they 
were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

An act for the relief of Elizabeth V. Lomax, 
only surviving child of Captain William Lind-. 
say, of the Revolution; 

An act for the relief of the heirs of Samuel 
Scott; i 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Zadock Thompson, of Vermont; i 

An agtfor the relief of Levi Robinson; 

An att for the relief of the owners and shares- 
men of the fishing schooners Wanderer, Mary, 
Olive Branch, Two Brothers, and Brothers; 

An act to authorize the entry of certain lands 
in the State of Iowa, by Mrs. Caroline New- 
ington; and 

A resolution for the relief of John Y. Laub, 
aclerk in the office of the First Comptroller of 
the Treasury. 

The following House bills and resolutions, re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole House 
without amendment, were then taken up, ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, were severally read the third time, 
and passed: . 

A bill for the relief of John Poe, of Louisville, 
Kentucky; 

A bill for the relief of John Otis; 

A bill for the relief of William Jones; 

A bill for the relief of William B. Cozzens; 

A bill for the relief of Henry L. Robinson; 

A bill directing a settlement of the account of 
David Gordon; 

A bill for the relief of Edmund Mitchell; 

A bill for the relief of John Nash; 

A bill for the relief of Robert Mitchell; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Wadleigh 
Noyes, deceased; and : 

A resolution to pay John Lee the sum of three | 
hundred and ninety dollars, out of the contingent 
fund, in full compensation for five horses killed 
while in the service of the House of Represent- 
atives. 

The House then proceeded to consider a bill 
(S. No. 75) for the relief of the widows and 
orphans of the officers, seamen, and marines, of 
the United States sloop-of-war Albany, and for 
other purposes, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with sundry amendments. 

The several amendments were agreed to; and- 
the bill, as amended, was then ordered to a third. 
reading, and was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. ` 


WITHDRAWAL AND REFERENCE OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. HAVEN, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the several cases of Joshua 
Jewett and Ephraim F. Gilbert be withdrawn from the files 
of the House, and that the same be referred to the Court 
of Claims. 


THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I now ask the unanimous 


consent of the House to discharge the Committee 
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of the Whole on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of a bill 
amend an act entitled ‘* An act to establish a court 
for the investigation of claims against the United 
States,” approved February 24, 1855, in order 
hat it may be passed. | 

The bill was read for information; and is as | 
‘follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That any two of the judges of the Court of Claims, au- 
thorized by the act to which this is an amendment, ap- 
proved the 24th day of February, 1855, shall constitute a 
quorum, and may hold a court for the transaction of busi- 
ness, and any one of the said judges may appoint commis- 


sioners to take testimony in the manner prescribed in the 
said act. s 

SEC. 2. And be it further enacted, That an assistant soli- 
citor shall be appointed by the President, by and with the | 
advice and consent of the Senate, whose duty it shall be to i 
aid the solicitor in the performance of the duties mentioned | 
in the said act, and shall take an oath to support the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and discharge faithfully the 
duties of his office, and he shall receive a salary of $3,500 
per annum, and shall hold his office for a period of four 
years, unless sooner removed by the President. And the 
solicitor of the United States, mentioned in the act to which 
this is an amendment, shall have power, and he is hereby 
authorized, to employ aclerk, who shail receive a salary | 
of $2,500 per annum, and whose duty it shall be to aid the | 
said solicitor in the performance of the duties mentioned in | 
said act, in such way as the said solicitor shall direct. 

Sec. 3. Andbeit further enacted, That the clerk of the | 
said court shall be, and he is hereby, authorized to disburse, 
under the direction of the said court, the contingent fund 
which may hereafter be appropriated trom time to time for 
the use of thesaid court: Provided, He shall first give bond 
in such an amount, and in such form, and with such se- 
curity, as shall be approved by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury: And provided further, That his accounts shall be 
settled by the proper accounting officers of the Treasury in 
` the same way as the accounts of other disbursing agents of | 
the Governmeut are now settled. And from and after the 
Ast day of April, 1856, the salary of the said clerk shall be 
$3,000 per annum, and the salary of the assistant clerk shall 
be $2,000 per anuum. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I object to that bill, 
unless you strike out that part of it relating to 
a solicitor. If you do so I will have no objection 
to it. 

Nr. RUST. I object to it, whether you strike 
out that matter or not. 


REPORT FROM COMMITTEE, ETC. 


Mr. FAULKNER, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported back from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, House bill (No. 240) for the relief of the 
officers and privates of the Clinton Guards, in the 
county of Macomb, in the State of Michigan; 
which was referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MATTESON. [ask that the title of bill 
No. 332, reported to-day from the Committee 
of the Whole House, and which has been passed, | 
be amended so as to conform to the bill. [tis the | 
bill for the relief of William Jones. | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. What isthe title 
now? 

Mr. MATTESON. Itis‘ A bill for the relief 
of William Jones.” The amendment which [ 
propose is, to make the title, ‘A bill for the relief 
of Calvin Hall, assignee of Wiliam Jones.” 

The question was taken; and the title was 
amended; and the title, as amended, wasagreed to. 

Mr. QUITMAN. Oneof the bills to-day has | 
been objected to on some technical point, and I 
believe there is no valid objection to it. I speak 
of bill (H. R. No. 243) for the relief of George 
K. McGunnegle, surviving partner of the late | 
firm of Hill & McGunnegle, of Si. Louis, Mis- | 
souri. I believe that the objection to it will be | 
withdrawn now: and I move to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole House from its further 
consideration. 


COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve | 
itself into the Committee of Whole on the state 
of the Union, with a view to holding an evening 
session. 

The motion was agreed to. i 

The rules were accordingly suspended; and the | 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Haven 
in the chair,) the fortification bill being under 
consideration. rk: 

Mr.CAMPBELL. I move that the committee 
take a recess until seven o’clock this evening. 

The motion was agreed to; and the committee 


(S. No. 117) to |} 


(at four o’clock and thirty minutes, p. m.) took a 
recess tillseven o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union reassembled at seven o’clock, p: m., 
(Mr. Haven in the chair,) the fortification pill 
being under consideration, on which Mr. Jew- 
ETT was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CRAWFORD (Mr. Jewerr having yield- 
ed the floor) expressed his views in relation to the 
slavery question, and to the Missouri compro- 
mise, to which he argued the North was never 
faithful, unless when it suited its own interests. 

Mr. JEWETT resumed the floor, and reviewed 
the state of politics in the country, particularly 
criticising the Know Nothing 
demning its proscriptive principles. * 

Mr. COX replied to his colleague, [Mr. Jew- 
ETT,] and defended the Know Nothing, or Amer- 
ican party. In the course of his remarks he 
alluded to the presidential contest, and particu- 
tarly to the position of Mr. Buchanan. 

A debate upon the general politics of the coun- 
try, and the position of the presidential can- 
didates, ensued; in which Messrs. BARKSDALE, 
Reape, Houston, and Cox, participated. 

The speeches will be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. TALBOTT stated that he intended to re- 
ply to his colleague, [Mr. Cox,] but would seek 
an opportunity to do so to-morrow evening, or 
on some future occasion, 

_ Mr. LETCHER obtained the floor; but yielded 
1t to 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL, who moved that the 
committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; andthe Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Haven reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had, according to order, had the Union generally, 
under consideration, and particularly the fortifi- 
cation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. JEW ETT, (at nine 
o’clock and fifty-five minutes,) the House ad- 
journed until to-morrow at eleven o’clock, a. m. 


IN SENATE. 
Faraway, July 25, 1856. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
-The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the secretary of 
the Smithsonian Institution, transmitting its tenth 
annual report; which, on motion of Mr PEARCE, 
was ordered to be printed. A motion to print 
ten thousand extra copies was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. ' 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. DODGE presented three memorials of 
citizens of Wisconsin, praying for a grant of 
land to aid in the construction of the Milwaukee, 
Horicon, and Lake Superior railroad; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of citizens 
and legal voters of Charlotte, Michigan, praying 
for the immediate admission of Kansas as a free 


arty, and con- 


State into the Union, under the constitution | 


known as the Topeka constitution; which was 
laid on the table. 

Mr. MALLORY presented a memorial of offi- 
cers of the late exploring and surveying expedi- 
tion to the North Pacific, China seas, and Beh- 
ring’s Straits, praying to be allowed extra pay; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. E 

Mr. DOUGLAS presented a petition of Edward 
Hillen and others, praying for the passage of an 
act granting to the seamen of the Gulf squadron 
in the Mexican war the same extra pay that was 
allowed to the seamen on the coast of California 
in that war; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 


PROTECTION IN KANSAS. 
Mr. WILSON submitted the following resolu- 


tion for consideration: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform the Senate if the reported reply of Gen- 
eral Persifer F. Smith at his quarters at Fort Leavenworth, 
as given to the citizens of Leavenworth who called upon 
him “to protect their lives and property from bands of 
armed marauders,” “ that he had no authority ; that those 
bands are regularly enrolled as militia of the Territory, and 
that everything they do is done under color of law; and 


that the citizens 
redress, except in the future, 


by resort to ‘the civil powers 
that be,” is wue; and if true, pou uosted 


that he be further requested 


to inform the Senate if sueh reply by General Smith:ta the < * 
is authorized by the Instrue- = 


citizens of Leavenworth city 


tions given to hin by the President of the United ‘States or 
the Secretary of War. š i 


SALARY OF A COMMISSIONER. 


Mr. HAMLIN submitted the following resolu- ` 


tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance te directed to 
inguire into the expediency of increasing the compensation 
of the commissioner appointed under the treaty with Great 
Britain of June 5, 1854, either by increasing his salary, or 
allowing a sum for subsistence. É 


GIBBONS AND KELLY. 


Mr. WADE.. The Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill communicated to the 
Senate by the Court of Claims on the 23d in- 
stant, for the relief of Francis A. Gibboris and 
Francis X. Kelly, with the opinion of the court 
in the case, have directed me to report the bill 
(S. No. 407) without amendment. i ask for its 
immediate consideration. This case has been 
adjudicated by the court after a thorough inves- 
tigation by them, and their decision meets the 
entire approbation of the Committee on Claims. 

The bill was read twice, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to. Gibbons 
and Kelly, $31,190 54 in full for the balance due 
them under their contract with the United States 
for the building of light-houses in California and 
Oregon. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. : 


JOSEPH HILL.. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I ask the consent of the 
Senate to take up the bill (S. No. 376) for the 
relief of Joseph Hill. The report is here, and 
can be read if desired. 1 hope the Senate will do 
me the favor to pass this bill now. he person 
for whose relief it is intended is a mutilated pen- 
sioner. 

The bill was read the second time, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the. Whole. lt pro- 
ponos to increase the pension allowed to Joseph 

ill to twelve dollars per month, from June 26, 
1856, to continue during his natural life. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS, 


Mr. BRODHEAD. The Committee on Claims, 
to whom were referred the opinions of the 
Court of Claims adverse to. the claim of Heze- 
kiah L. Thistle, William W. Cox,and A. P. 
McElderry, have instructed me to report the same 
back, coneurring in the opinion of the court. 

The adverse reports were concurred in, and 
ordered to be printed, 


THOMAS M. NEWELL. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. 'The same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 409) from 
the Court of Claims, for the relief of Thomas M. 
Newell, have instructed me to report it back, and 
ask that it be now put on its passage. I beg to 
remark that, as the session is drawing to a close; 
and the party has obtained a decision of the 
court in his favor, and the Committee on Claims 
of this body are unanimously in favor of it, I 
think there should be speedy action, as we have 
retajned the power of revision. I ask that the 
bill may be put on its passage at once. ; 

The bill was read twice, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay to Thomas M. 
Newell $1,455, being in full for a sum due him 
for the amount of his salary as commander in the 
Navy from the 3d of March, 1835, to the 13th of 
October, 1836. l : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH D. BEERS. 

Mr.BRODHEAD. The Committee on Claims 
have unanimously directed me to report the bill 
from the Court of Claims (S. No. 408) for the 
relief of Joseph D. Beers, of the city of New 
York, and to ask for its consideration now. 


(who thus applied for protection} have no 
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The bill was read twice, and considered as in 
. Committee of the Whole. it proposes to direct 
the payment of $3,396 66, with interest from 
August 9, 1850, unul paid, being for interest 
and damages on a draft drawn by the purser of 
the Pacific- squadron, under command of Com- 
modore Jones, on the Secretary of the Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read a third time, and passed. 


ATMOSPHERIC TELEGRAPH. 


Mr. COLLAMER. I move that the Senate 
take up the bill (S. No. 327) to test the practica- 
bility and usefulness of the atmospheric tele- 
graph. It has already been once before the 
Senate. ` 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration oft the bill. 

Mr. YULEE. As this bill will Iead to dis- 
cussion, | ask the Senator from Vermont to per- 
mit the bill which provides for the compulsory 


prepayment of postage on transient printed mat- } 


ter to be taken up, as that will involve no dis- 
cussion, and allow it to be passed before we take 
up the atmospheric telegraph bill. 

Mr. COLLAMER,. Í do not know why that 
bill should be taken up in preference to this. 
This was up before, and was laid over to accom- 
modate gentlemen. 

Mr. YULEE. One will lead to discussion, 
and the other will not: one is a question of prac- 
tical importance, while the other is not. I think 
the bill to which E allude will not occupy more 
thana few minutes. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Inasmuch as the bill has 
been taken up, 1 think we had better proceed 
with it. We can dispose of it pretty soon, I 
think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Ido not propose to de- 
tain the Senate by any extended remarks on this 
subject. It has been before the body for some 
time, and if gentlemen have really taken an in- 
terest in it, they have had an opportunity to 
inform themselves upon it, Nor do ĮI think I 
shall be able to make any statement which will 
be likely to command the attention or enlighten 
the judgment of the Senate in relation toit. | 
cannot make the subject so interesting as to com- 
mand attention, hat the object now sought to 
be attained is practicable, is pretty well setted 
by every enlightened and practical engineer who 
has paid attention to it, The pressure of the 
atmosphere is fifteen pounds to the square inch; 
and that that power can be made available by 
mechanical ingenuity for practical purposes 
mast be certain. Whether we have yet succe 
in arranging the use of that power to pra 
purposes is the question to be tested by experi- 
ment. 
will be used cannot be open to doubt. 

The bill does not appropriate to the proprietor 
of this atmospheric telegraph any money what- 
ever. It does not give him the disposal of a dol- 
lar. It merely appropriates a sum of money to 
enable the head of the Post Office Department to 
test its practicability, and that, too, only upon 
having the use of it assigned entirely to the 
United States; and if ultimately it turns out to 
be an advantage, it is left entirely to the liberality 
of Congress to make him any compensation for 
it which they may think proper. 

Two or three objections were made to this bill 
when it was up before. The first objection made 
to it by the Senator from Virginia (Mr. HunteR] 
was, that it was unprecedented. I believe, how- 
ever, he became satisfied that it was not unpre- 
cedented, It was soon found that we had made 
various appropriations for important public ex- 
periments, and that some of them had been suc- 
cessful and some unsuccessful. The next objec- 
tion was from the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. 
Cass,] that so far from its being unprecedented 
we had had too many experiments. 

Mr. CASS. That they never succeeded. 

Mr. COLLAMER, That they never suc- 
ceeded! What is Morse’s telegraph but the re- 
suli of just such an experiment? The fact that 
some experiments are unsuccessful constitutes no 
sort of objection to their being tried. The truth 
is, man is about the only animal in the world | 


That a time will come when that power | 


that profits from unsuccessful experiments; no 
other animal has intelligence enough to make 
experiments. Mankind make experiments, and 
learn from them—-especially from the unsuccessful 
onts. -[ can say to the honorable gentleman, that 
I trust he himself has not outgrown the possi- 
bility of learning by experiment; and, though 
there have been more unsuccessful than success- 
ful experiments in the world, in the ratio of ten to 
one, that constitutes no objection whatever. I 
cannot congratulate the gentleman on all the ex- 

eriments which he has instituted in the world. 
They have not all been carried out, and we can- 
not say yet how they will eventuate. 

Another. gentleman, the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Tuompson,] told us that the subject 
had ‘been reported upon heretofore, after a full 
examination, by the honorable Senator from 
Florida, [Mr. Matiory,] and that he cannot 
answer him. Well, then, what will he do? 
Sheer at it, and try to bring it into derision in 
some way or other. If it is not capable of being 
answered, it may be capable of being laughed at. 
I think the time has come when this experiment 
ought to be tried and tested, if itcan be done 
satisfactorily,and at a reasonable price. I think 
it becomes us to say that this great improvement 
for the use of the world is at least worthy of a 
trial. 

Mr. CASS. My honorable friend from Ver- 
mont, I must say, has managed this business with 
a great deal of adroitness. He has raised a 
shadow, and then attacked it. I never said any- 
thing against making experiments, That would 
be a most idle ground to take. As he correctly 
says, from the cradle to the grave, life is full of 
experiments. Experimentis a great part of our 
business; but it is the experiment-maker that I 
was talking about. Ido not believe that Gov- 
ernments are instituted to make experiments of 
this kind. That is my difficulty. I think the 
Government is one of the worst constituted bodies 
in the world to make experiments, either with a 
view to their success or their economy. I in- 
timated the other day that—I do not know how 
much, but I may safely say—wmillions have been 
lost to this Government by experiments in guns 
and vessels, which have been utter failures. Our 
business, I think, is to let persons, inventors or 
discoverers, make their experiments; and ther, 
when we want them, buy them, from a pill-box 
to a **seventy-four.”? That is my view about 
experiments. They ought to be made, and will 
be made, when it is profitable for the people to 
make them; and when they are found to be useful, 
let us go on like private individuals and buy them. 
Butsosure as the Government undertakes to make 
experiments, ninety times out of a hundred it 
will fail. 

Mr. PEARCE. I think we ought not to en- 
gage in this business. The principle of this in- 
vention is one not entirely new. As far back as 
twenty-four years ago a mode of transmitting the 
mails was suggested, and I think on this identi- 
cal plan of tubes in sections of about five miles, 
through which packages are to be propelled by 
atmospheric pressure. The scheme which was 
then introduced—by a Mr. Spicer I think—was 
submitted to the examination of the Franklin In- 
stitute in Philadelphia, who appointed a compe- 
tent committee to investigate it. That committee 
relied upon authentic reports of experiments made 
by competent savans, and upon their knowledge 
of the law of motions of fluids. They were 


| aware that air in motion is subject to the resistance 


of friction as well as any other moving fluid. 
They therefore referred to experiments made 
at the mines of Raneil, in France, by D’Aubuis- 
son, and their report was submitted to that insti- 
tute in 1832, which was directly adverse to the 
project. I will read from the Journal of the 
Franklin Institute the result of their examination, 
and to show that this is the same plan as the one 
now before the Senate. Mr. Spicer’s plan was 
as follows: 


“< Mr. Spicer proposes to transport the mails, &c., be- 
tween any two given points by the following arrangement: 
Tubes (of wood or metal) of uniform bore, are to be placed 
horizontally, and in a direct line between the two points; 
within these tubes the mail is to be moved. To effect this 
motion the mail is to be attached to an air-tight plug, moved 
by condensing the air upon one side of the piug, and rarefy- 
ing it upon the opposite side. Mr. Spicer proposes to divide 
the distance between any two large towns (as, for example, 
between Philadelphia and New York) into sections of five 
miles each; an engine for condensing (or exhausting) 


being placed at one end of the section, while an 
exhausting (or condensing) is placed at the opposite 
is understood that it is proposed to use tubes ten ine 
diameter.” 


Now, sir, a series of experiments made by 
D’Aubuisson, and reduced to a tabular statement, 
show the following results, as stated by the com- 
mittee of the Franklin Institute: 

“& Wesee by the table just given, that in a tube of only 
one eighth of a mile in length, about five tenths of the 
power applied is consumed in overcoming the resistance to 
the motion of air through the tube; that at a distance of 
half a mile, seventy-three per cent. of the power applied 
is expended in the same way; and that at two and a half 
miles there remains, as an effective propelling force, but 
fifteen per cent. of the whole power applied—exhibiting a 
consumption of power which puts out of question the adop- 
tion of such a plan. By similar means, the effect of ex- 
haustion at the opposite end of the tube might be calculated; 
and since the same sources of resistance exist in this case 
as in the other, the conclusion can but be of a similar kind. 
The foregoing table shows that, in a tube of twenty feet in 
length, the resistance would be altogether inconsiderable 5 
and hence, in the model of Mr. Spicer, eighteen feet long, 
notwithstanding its small diameter, he was not enabled to 
detect any resistance which would have led to an abanddn- 
mentof his plan. The committee can but regret that ex- 
pensesshould have been incurred by Mr. Spicer in bringing 
his invention before the public, which they understand he 
is ill able to afford.” 


Without troubling the Senate any further, it 
seems to me that, when the principle of an in- 
vention has been investigated by competent sci- 
entific men, and ithas been declared inefficient—in 
a formal report which they have made, under all 
the obligations which scientific men acknowledge | 
—with such a definite and positive conclusion, 
it seems to me, the Senate should not appropriate 
$75,000 for further experiment. E understand , 
that there is a member of the Senate whe has 
seen this, or some similar machine, tried in another 
country, and that it was a failure. Certain it is, 
unless these gentlemen are entirely mistaken in 
the theory and also in the practical results of 
the experiments made, with a view to test the 
resistance of friction to the passage of air through 
tubes, we must consider it impossible that, on an 
extended scale, there could be a successful li- 
cation of this idea. I cannot, therefore, agree to 
vote for the appropriation of $75,000 for this 
purpose. 3 

Mr. ALLEN. I think this experiment has 
been thoroughly tried in Europe. {saw an opera- 
tionof the same description in Kingston, Ireland. 
The attempt Was made to transport railroad cars 
through a smooth tube, with a steam-engine at 
one end to exhaust the atmosphere, and to carry 
the cars through by the pressure of the atmos- 
phere on the opposite end; but proved an entire 
failure, ata length of some six or eight, or ten 
miles. It cast more to operate the machine than 
it would to put the fire to a common engine and 
move the cars the whole distance. That was the 
same principle as is now proposed in this plan of 
transporting the mails. ? 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I have found 
it very often the case here, that the Senate has 
raised a committee, and confided to them a par- 
ticular branch of its business, elicited from them 
a report on which much time and labor have been 
spent, and then probably the report is not read 
by a single member of the body. I think the 
evidence before us is now thai the report of the 
committee on this atmospheric telegraph has 
not been read by either of the gentlemen who 
have addressed the Senate against it—-I allude to 


| the Senator from Maryland, and the Senator 


from Rhode Island. I therefore fee] an excuse 
for notifying the Senate of the fact, that in 1854, 
a special committee was raised on this subject, 
of which Mr. Everett was the chairman. Iwas 
absent from the city in Florida, atthe time when 
the committee was appointed, and found myself 
on the committee on my return. I addressed 
hee to the subject, it having been a matter 
which I had noticed for twenty years, and made 
areport, which I suppose has not been read by 
the Senator from Kentucky, who alluded to it 
the other day, or by either of the gentlemen who 
have addressed the Senate now. If those gen- 
tlemen would take the report and examine its 
details, reply to it, and show that any of its cal- 
culations or conclusions were baseless, I should 
surrender my opinions at once. I have never 
voted for an experiment in my life. I have uni- 
formly voted in Congress, since ĮI have been here, 
against applying the public money to an'experi- 


ment, and | expect to do so. I do not regard 
+ 


£ 
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this as an experiment. I will not further allude 


to the report. 
it can be done. 
Mr. HUNTER. Let us hear it. 
Mr. WADE. Let the report be read. 
The Secretary read the following reports: 


Mr. Covtamer made the following report. (To accompany 
bill 5. No 327.) 

The Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Ithiel S. Richardson, and 
also the memorial of Luther V. Bell, in relation to the 
atmospheric telegraph, report: 


From the examination which the committee have made, 
and from the views expressed by the special committee to 
whom the subject was heretofore referred by the Senate, as 
contained in their report made to the Senate by Mr. MaL- 
LORY, on the 29th of June, 1854, we are of the opinion that 
the atmospheric telegraph may be successfully used for the 
safe and rapid conveyance of written or printed matter, with 
a degree of dispatch almost infinitely exceeding any present 
known mode of conveyance. This can never be perfectly 
ascertained but by actual experiment on a seale large enough 
for practical use, which we perceive no mode of effecting 
but ‘by the aid of Government. The small and limited ex- 
periments of individuals in this country, and the more ex- 
tended trials in Europe, have elicited such results as, we 
think, will justify a more definitive trial. We therefore rec- 
ommend an appropriation to enable the Postmaster General 
to put such experiment to the test of a full practical trial, 
and, for that purpose, report the accompanying bill. 


The report made in 1854, to which the commit- 
tee refer, was read, as follows: 


Mr. Matuory made the following report : 

The special committee, to whom was referred the me- 
morial of Ithiel S. Richardson, upon the subject of his 
proposed atmospheric telegraph, report: 

That Ithiel $. Richardson has obtained letters patent 
for what he denominates the “ atmospheric telegraph,” but 
as these terms convey no distinct image to the mind, and 
but a very imperfect idea of the character and design of his 
proposition, your committee will briefly state them. 

The idea of moving a piston within an exhausted 
eylinder by atmospheric pressure, and thereby transporting 
letters, merchandise, and even persons, is not new, and 
various experiments to attain this object have been made 
within the last thirty or forty years. 

In 1810, Mr. Medhurst, a Danish engineer, proposed to 
carry letters and merchandise, by means of the rarefication 
and compression of air, in a canal six feet high by five feet 
wide, containing a road of stone oriroñ. He was succeeded 
by the experiments of Mr. Pinkus, an American engineer; 
and@gbout thirty years ago, John Vallance, Esq., of Brighton, 

` (England,) took out a patent for a new method of carrying 
passengers and freight, which attracted much attention and 
speculation at the time, but which was considered more 
ingenious than practical. He proposed to construct from 
town to town, throughout the United Kingdom, air-tight 
cylinders of sufficient magnitude to enable ordinary wagons 
and cars to pass through them upon rail tracks, by the 
alternate rarefication and expansion of air. 

Mr. Vallance seems to have constructed a model, and 
with it some experiments were made ; but he probably real- 
ized the immeasurable space which too often separates 
theory from practice. 

About the year 1838 public attention was arrested by the 
successful experiment at Chaillot (England) with the at- 
mospheric railroad. Subsequently, about the year 1840, the 
atmospheric railroad was established between Kingston and 
Dalky, for the transportation of merchandise, passengers, 
&c., a distance of about thirty-five hundred yards, and this 
was followed by one in France. 

Some ten years ago Mr. W. H. James, son of the Mr. 
James so honorably identified with the origin of the British 
railroads, proposed a‘mode of carrying mails and smail 
packages through air-tight tubes by atmospheric pressure, 
very similar to. the plan under.consideration. 

He proposes to have two tubular passages, or carriage 
ways, running parallel to each other from end to end of any 
given distance. ‘These tubular passages are to be placed 
either above or below the surface of the ground, as found 
most convenient, and to be constructed of metal, wood, 
brick-work, or any other suitable material. At one term- 
ination of these tubular passages, and between them, there 
is to be fixed an air-exhausting and forcing machine, con- 
nected by means of curved tubes with each of the tubular 
passages; which machine is to be actuated by a steam- 
engine or any other suitable and competent power, and so 
arranged that when putin motion it may cause the air to 
flow from one passage into the other with very great ra- 
pidity. A similar machine is tobe placed at the other term- 
ination of the tubular passages, and connected thereto 
and worked in the same manner 3 or intermediate machines 
may be employed, if found necessary, so as to produce an 
extremely rapid and-continuous current of air in both di- 
rections throughout the whole distance. The vessels or 
carriages for containing the letters or parcels to be trans- 
initted, are to consist of spherical-shaped vehicles or bags 
formed of caoutchouc, or Other suitable materials, and are 
to be so constructed as to be perfectly elastic, and to retain 
their shape independently of what they contain, and capa- 
ble of being beaten or bujfeted about like a foot-ball or box- 
ing-glove without injury ; being of the least possible weight, 
and having at the same time the requisite strength. Itis 
further proposed that these spherical bags or letter- carriages 
should be about fifteen inches diameter when the tubular 
passages are about eighteen inches, and that each shall 
contain only about a hundred letters at a time, so as to have 
great surface in proportion to weight. It is imagined that, 
on being introduced into the current ot air, they will be 
earried forward, one after the other, like so many small 
balloons in a strong gale of wind, without, perhaps, even 
rolling against or touching the inner circumference of the 
tubular passages. 

The distinction between this method and that of Mr. 
Richardson is not one of principle, but of detail; but this 


W Senators wish to have it read, 


distinction seems to involve the impracticability of the one, 
and-the practicability of the other; white in Mr. James’s 
plan the letters enveloped in spheroid caoutchouc bags of a 
diameter three inches less than thai of the tuhe through which 
they pass, leaving thereby a clear space upon all sides of an | 
inch anda half for a free passage of air. My. Richardson’s 
plunger exactly conforms to the tube, and admits not the pas- 
sage of air beyond it. 

‘These various propositions are all based uponcertain well- 
established facts and principles. 

The atmosphere presses with equal intensity in all direc- 
tions, whether on vertical or horizontal surfaces. And this 
pressure may be taken to be equal to fourteen and three 
quarter pounds to the square inch. : 

If we place upon the ground a tube of uniform diameter, 
open at both extremities, and accurately adjust within it a 
piston capable of sliding in either direction, the piston of 
course remains stationary, the atmospheric pressure upon 
its surfaces being equal. But if we insert and confine the 
piston at one end, and by means of an air punip at the other, 
exhaust the tube, the piston, upon being released, will pass 
through the tube at a speed equal to about (635) six Dun- 
dred and thirty-five miles per hour, modified by its weight 
and friction. 

Partial exhaustion would reduce this velocity; and if we 
insert the piston at one end, leaving it free to act, and work 
the air-pump at the other, the piston wil) move after a very 
slight rarefication, dependent, as before stated, upon its 
weight and friction. . 

When the operation is performed in this manner, the air- 
pwnp has the control of the plunger’s momentum, and may 
check or accelerate it at pleasure by the aid of a vaive 
in the tube ; and the pump, by exhausting the air in front 
of the advancing plunger, seems, in fact, to be drawing it 
onward, rather than clearing the way for the pressure of 
the following atmosphere. 

Mr. Richardson exhibits a very beautiful model of his tel- 
egraph, which has been for some weeks past in one of the 
cominittee-rooms of the Senate for inspection, and which | 
your committee has frequently and carefully examined. It 
consists of a horizontal tube of one inch clea: diameter, one 
half of which is straight, while the other half contains 
curves, designed to represent the sinuosities of the tube pass- 
ing over uneven ground. One small air-pump, placed near 
its center, and communicating with either end of it, ex- 
hausts it at pleasure from lieft to right, or from right to left. 
A piston, or plunger, three inches long, and fitting the tube 
loosely, but followed by several detached disks, or washers 
of leather, which accurately fit it, is inserted in one end of 
the tube, separated by a cut-off; and a few strokes of the 
pump produce in the tube a partial vacuum. The cut-offis 
then reversed, and the plunger set free on the side of the 
vacuum, relieved from the resistance of the air in the tube, 
and, propelled alone by the pressure of the atmosphere, 
passes through it in a time unappreciable by ordinary means. 
‘I'he cut-off may be dispensed with ; for ifthe plunger, with 
its miniature mail-bag attached, be placed in one end of the 
tube, and the pump be worked, it will move (supposing an 
absence of weight and friction) with the first stroke of the 
pump, which destroys the equilibrium between the internal 
and external atmosphere ; and the degree of exhaustion ne~ 
cessary to produce this momentum must depend upon the 
weight and friction of tie plunger and its attachments. 

‘This model works admirably; and, without going into 
details of its construction, it seems to have overcome.all 
difficulties, and some which have been long supposed insuper- 
able in the practicable operations of the “atmospheric tele- 

raph.?? 

s A mercurial barometer, whose base connects with the 
interior of the tube, instantly exhibits the changes in the 
rarefication of the air within it, produced by every stroke 
of the air-pump; and this device is useful, enabling us to 
perceive at a glance how slight a rarefication of the atmos- 
phere within the tube causes the piston, or plunger, withits 
& mail-bag,”? to move forwards. 

Whatever differences of opinion may exist as to the prop- 
erties of our atmosphere, its origin, its utmost limits from 
the earth, its laws of motion and expansion, sufficient reli- 
able data are established to enable us to arrive at correct 
conclusions with reference to the principles involved in this 
proposition. Y 

The density of the atmosphere decreases as we ascend 
from the earth, and whatever the height may be, we know 
that its pressure or weight on a square inch of surface, is 
eapable of supporting a column in the barometer tube about 
30 inches high; and as mercury weighs 13,580 ounces or ; 
8483% pounds avoirdupois to the cubic foot, a simple propo- 
sition, 1728 : 488% : : 30, gives 14.73 or 14% pounds, as the 
pressure of the atmosphere on every square inch of surface. 
Now, as mercury is about 10,800 times heavier than our 
air at the surface of the earth of medium density, a col- 
umn of such air of equivalent weight to the atmospheric 
column would be 10,800 times 30 inches, which is about 
27,000 feet. If we suppose a column of aeriform fluid of 
this height to rest on a large exhausted receiver, as soon as 
a communication is formed between both, this tall column 
will force the air next the receiver, in with a velocity equal 
to that acquired by a body falling half the height of the fluid 
column, (as is supported by writers on natural philosophy;) 
hence, an atmospheric column (whatever height it nay be) 
will force the air at the surface of the earth into an ex- 
hausted receiver with this velocity. Now,a body in fall- 
ing 13,590, the half of 27,000, feet, will acquire, by the force 
of gravity, 932 feet at the last of its fall. This we easily 
found by dividing 13,500 by 16, the fall in one second, the 
square root of the quotient gave nearly 29 seconds as the 
time of falling; this time at the rate of 321-6 of an increase 
of velocity per second gives the above. Nine hundred and 
thirty-two feet per second is 635 miles per hour, as 932 by 
3,600 and divided by 5,280, gives 635. 

Assuming, then, that the tube is thoroughly exhausted 
and the closely fitting plunger permitted to pass through it 
unresisted and free, and without weight or friction, by 
atmospheric pressure, it would preserve a uniform velo- 
city throughout its whole extent of six hundred and thirty- 
five miles per hour. BASS ara 3 

But, in practice, a perfect vacuum is neither possible nor 
desirable; and it is believed that a degree of exhaustion, 
very easily attainable, will be amply sufficient for the 


! small in comparis 


‘accomplishment of a speed. and power, equivalent to the 


propulsion of fifty tons two hundred miles per hour. 

The ordinary pressure of our atmosphere; as we have 
seen, may be taken at fourteen and three-fourths pounds to 
the“Square inch; but wind, which is but atmosphére di 
motion, acts with a force dependent upon? its: velocity: 
When moving at thirty-five miles an hour, it exertsa-force 
of six pounds on each square foot of an obstructing surface 5 
at fifty miles an hour (the speed of an ordinary tempest} a ` 
force of twelve and one third pounds; and at one hundred 
miles (the hurricane’srate) forty-nine and one third pounds. 

The weight of our atmosphere being found egual to that 
of a column of thirty inches ef mercury, it follows that, at 
the hurricane velocity and pressure of forty-nine and one > 
third pounds per square foot, the exhaustion or rarefication 
indicated by the mercurial gauge would only be about two 
thirds of an inch; and this result, we find, accords with the 
actual observations upon hurricanes. 

With these and other established data before us, we can 
approximate at least the degree of exhaustion of the tube 
necessary to cause a current of air to pass through ir with 
twice or three times the velocity of a hurricane. 

In addition to the model to which your committee has 
referred, Mr. Richardson has tested the working and capa- 
city of his telegraph by laying down a tube one mile long, 
of three inches clear diameter, and following the cievations 
and depressions‘of an ordinary ungraded field; and he has 
produced numerous certificates, from highly scientifie and 
reliable sources, of its accurate performance and entire 
success. The certificates ali say that the mile was trav- 
ersed by the piston or plunger, to which was attached a 
weight of several pounds, in less than “ a minute,” bat it is 
understood that the time was much less than this, and that 
this expression was used as a maximum, and to preserve 
uniformity ih the certificates. 

Your committee do not deem it necessary to present, in 
this report, all the details which have determined its judg- 
ment; but the relation whieh the atmospheric pressure, of 
which it has spoken, bears to the weight to be moved and 
its velocity, is too important to pass entirely unnoticed. 

Itis found, upon level railroads, that eight pounds pressure 
moves a ton in weight. 

Now, the piston 24 inches in diameter, would expose 
452 square inches of surface to be operated upon, by an 
atmospheric pressure of 143% pounds to the inċli, equal.to 
6,667 pounds. And hence the moving power of the atmos~ 
phere upon the weight expressed in tons, would be as 8 to 
6,647, or a moving force of 833 tons, on the supposition that 
friction would not interfere. . 

Many practical difficulties and objections will doubtless 
develop themselves whenever the atmospheric telegraph 
shal} be established upon a large scale; such, for ex- 
ample, as wastage of power in the air-pumps, the wear 
and tear in the mail-bags, pistons, and interior surface of 
the tubes, by high velocities, the admission of air in the 
tubes, the effects of climate upon them, the expense of 
establishing them, &c., &c.; but your committee, after 
weighing these and other objections which have been sug- 
gested, deem it proper to recommend an appropriation, 
n with the national interests involved in 
its success, to test its utility and capacity. P 

Itis deemed expedient that the experiment should be 
made for a short distance upon an established mail route, 
in order that, if successful, it might constitute a part of a 
more extended work; and your committee has been dis- 
posed to prescribe a direct line between Washington and 

altimore. It has, therefore, concluded io Jeave the ques- 
tion to the Postmaster General, and report a bill accordingly. 

It is impossible to foreshadow the multiplied and incal- 
culable advantages which will result from such a mail 
carrier as Mr. Richardson’s proposition discloses. ; 

All the business pursuits and habits.of our country wer 
radically changed by the introduction of railroads, - 

Not only do we find men, whose ancestors for genera- ° 
tions never traveled beyond their native counties, passing 
from State to State in the daily transaction of their affairs, 
identifying themselves with the various. sections of the 
Union, and bringing it together by the multiplying bonds of 
mutual confidence, pursuits, and self-interests, but under 
the railroad’s fruitful developing and creative influence, we 
find the pathless forest of the West, the rich river lands of 
the South, and the cold granite hills of the North, yielding 
vast treasures hitherto locked in their unyielding grasp, to 
a free, happy, and prosperous people. We find uew States 
springing into existence at the call of the steam whistle s 
and in the train of the resistless iron horse, the people and 
the products of distant, widely-separated lands mingle 
together in the commercial marts of our country, 

The hand of an all-wise Providence, guiding and con- 
trolling the destinies of men and nations by his inscrutable 
laws, enabled us to devise, in a happy moment, those iron 
links of brotherhood, the physical bonds without which 
our widely extended and extending Republic could hardly 
continue its beautiful, happy, and glorious unity. 

But railroads proved too .slow for our progress; and the 
magnetic telegraph came to our aid in the abolition of time 
and space for which the age seems to be struggling. 

It was but yesterday, as it were, that the genius of Morse 
gave us the telegraph, and enabled us to write with a long 
pen from one city of the Union to the other: and though it 
was received at first with doubt, nay, with derision, it is 
now one of the great facts, as well as one of the necessities 
of the age. f 

Atthis moment, when every man seems to. be a special 
competitor against time, when mammon is in the ascend- 
ent, and the dictum, that “time is money,” impresses itself 
upon all the affairs of life, when hours, minutes, and sec- 
onds, are pounds, shillings, and pence, Mr. Richardeon’s 
proposition comes upon us to supply a link which is con- 


į fessedly wanting. 


It was but yesterday, as it were, that a speed beyond ff- 
teen milés per hour upon railways, or beyond seven miles 
by ocean steam navigation, and the transmission of intelli- 
gence by means of electric currents, beyond a single mile, 
were denounced by philosophers, and proved by mathemat- 
icians, to be the chimeras of the dreamer; and yet our 
Union is reticulated and clamped together by railways, 
whose moral power transcends that of laws and constitu- 
tions—and upon which thousands are hourly demonstrat- 
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ing the philosopher’s error; and by magnetic wires, wherein | 
truth. outstrips, not only the mi matician’s calculations, 
but even the lightning, and beats time itself. i 

Che mail between Washington and New York is now ; 
carried upon railroads in twelve hours. Ff your conunittee 
do not greatly err, the same mails may be carried between 
se cities in two hours, by the proposed atmuspheric tele- 
and the expenditure now necessary for tbe trans- 

ission of one set of mails would enable the Post Office 
Department to send six sets of mails every twelve hours. 

The impulse whieh such a frequent, rapid, and certain 
delivery of the mails between distant points would give to 
all the business of the country, is incalculable; operating 
with as much safety and unerring certainty in night as in 
daylight; unaffected by changes of seasons or weather, 
and exempt from liability to those mischances, accidents, 
aud delays which are daily retarding the delivery of the 
mails throughout the country, the atmospheric telegraph 
seems destined to become the exclusive mail carrier of the 
age. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour; 
for the consideration of the special order has ar- | 
rived, and it must be taken up, unless otherwise 
directed by the Senate. The special order is the 
business on the Private Calendar. 

The first bill in the order of business is the bill 
for the relief of Obed Hussey. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to postpone that 
bill until next Friday. The Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, [Mr. Brown,] and the Senator from 
Michigan, (Mr. Sruart,] who have taken an in- 
terest in the matter, are absent. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (5, 
No. 304) for the relicf of .Hiram Moore and 
John Elascall, or their legal representatives, 
which, on motion of Mr. Wunrer, was post- 
poned until next Friday. 

GEORGE M. GORDON. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
No. 312) reported from the Committee on Publie | 
Lands, to vest the title to certain warrants for 
lend in George M. Gordon. 

Mr. BENDA MIN. { objected to the passage | 
of that bill before, and it was postponed in con- | 
sequence of the absence of the Senator from 
Michigan, [Mr. Sruarr,] who reported it. I 
now move that it be postponed until next Friday. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

J. E. MARTIN. 

The bill (S. No. 323) for the relief of J. B. 
Martin, was read a second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
direct the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to J. 
1. Martin, late acting consul of the United States 
at Lisbon, for diplomatic services rendered by 
himas chargë d'afluires at that place, from the | 
recallof Mr, Clay, July 19, 1850, tothe arrival of 
Mr. Maddock, hus successor, on the 15th of June, 
1951, $2,042 12, being one half of the salary ofa | 
chargé d’affaires, and in full for all such service 
for the period named. 

Mr. HUNTER. I ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations if this gentleman | 
was receiving his pay as consul all the ume. Is | 
he to get compensation for both? 

Mr. MASON. He had no pay as consul. 

Mr. HUNTER. He had fees. 

Mr. MASON. Tt has been the usage of the 
commitice, conformed to by the Senate, where 
there is evidence in the Department of State that 
really valuable diplomatic services have been 
rendered by a consul at a point where we have 
no diplomatic functionary, or when he is absent, | 
to allow the consul one half the compensation 
which would be given to a chargé d affaires, That 
is the provision of the bill. ; 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, aud passed. 

CHARLES STEARNS. 


The bill (8. No. 826) which was reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, for the relief of 
Charles Stearns, was read a second time, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It provides for the payment of $5,000 to indem- 
nify Charles Stearns for losses sustained, and ex- 
enses incurred, in defending his title to certain 
ands claimed by the United States; and also in 
defending two criminal prosecutions brought | 
against him by direction of the Secretary of War. | 

Wes HUNTER, Is there any report in that 
case? 


Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir, there is. 


Mr. HUNTER, I should like to hear it. 


The Secretary read the following report, made 
by Mr. Toucey: ; ; 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred 
the memorial of Charles Stearns, praying to be allowed in- 
deinvity for expenses incurred by him in defending his title 
to certain lots of ground claimed by the United States, and 
for expenses incurred in two criminal prosecutions brought 


| against him by the United States authorities at Springfield 


—one for riot, and one for malicious trespass on the lands 
of the United States—have had the same under considera- 
tion, and report: 

The memorialist, Charles Stearns, represents that he was, 
and had been fora number of years, the owner in fee-simple 
of a tract of land in the town of Springfield, State of Mas- 
sachusetts, bounded eastwardly by lands owned by the Uni- 
ted States, and used for the purpose of a national armory. 
That the boundary line had been acquiesced in from the 
founding of the armory, in or about the year 1801, and no 
doubt or question was ever suggested on the subject until 
1845, when the United States authority ofthe armory, with- 
out any just ground, saw fitto question the same. ‘That, as 
early as the year 1827, the memorialist joined with a number 
of other proprietors, who also owned land adjoining his, 
hounded by said land of the United States, in opening a 
street or public highway on the westerly border of the 
lands of the United States, which was called Prospect 
street. 

This arrangement was made with the knowledge and 
approbation of the then superintendent of the armory, and 
in concert with him. That this street has ever since re- 
mained an open and undisturbed public highway until the 
year 1845, and has afforded very great accommodation to 
the adjoining proprietors as a means of access to their 
respective lots, and to the public, and especially to those 
connected with the armory. That from time to time he 
had sold portions of said land and hounded his grantees by 
and on said Prospect strect ; and the said street not having 
been laid out and dedicated by publie authority, but the 
fee-simple remaining in the memorialist and the other pro- 
prietors of the land over which it passed, he was legally 
bound, by the terms of his deed to his grantees, to keep 


| open this street, as the only means of access to the lots 


purchased by them. That a portion of said ground was 
sold, in 1843, to one ‘Timothy Hays, for the purpose of 
erecting a ehureh thereon, and a boundary on Prospect 
street, as aforesaid, which furnished the only access to it. 
‘That in the summer of 1845, after the erection of the church 
had commenced, the authorities of the United States ar- 
mory, Without notice to him or his vendees, caused the 
whole of said street, in front of said lot, except a space of 
about nine feet wide, to be closed by a fence, and also 
erected a shed, and placed other obstructions upon the 
same; thus not only committing a trespass upon the land 
of the memorialist, but also cutting off all access whatever 
to the lot of said vendees by the obstruction of this part of 
this publie street. "That, having been called on by his 
vendecs to protect their rights under his deed, which was 
conveyed to them by a boundary line on Prospect street, 
and for protection against a trespass committed by one of 
the officers of the Government in the military department, 
he called upon the honorable Secretary of War, who was 
then in Springfield, shortly after the trespass was committed, 
and notified bim fully of the injury, and asked the exercise 
of his official authority for the ‘purpose of removing the 
obstructions and repairing the wrong. From some cause 
the honorable Secretary of War left Springfield without 
affording any relief whatever. That under these trying 
circtnustances, being pressed by his vendees, he proceeded, 
on the 19th day of June, 1845, with workmen in his employ, 
ina peaceable manner, to remove the obstractions thus 
unkuvtully erected, and to place the materials on or near 
the line between bim and the United States. That this 
peaceable and necessary act was erroneously represented 
to the honorable Seeretary of War as “riotous” and a 
“ high-handed trespass”? upou the lands of the United 
States. 

In consequence of these representations, the honorable 
Secretary ot War directed the United States district attor- 
ney to prosecute the memorialist, alleging that a “ high- 
handed trespass had been committed, unless the Major 
(Ripley) is entirely mistaken in regard to the limits of the 
public grounds,” and that “ it is believed that their (Stearns 
and his men) proceedings were riotous; that, according to 
the directions of the honorable Secretary of War, warrants 
were issued, and the memorialist and his men were arrested 
—some of whom were taken from their beds at midnight 
and thrown into prison, and there detained until morning. 
Memorialist and his men were hurried off to Boston, where 
two bills of indictment were found against him and his men: 
one for © riot,” and one for “malicious trespass upon the 
lands of the United States.” After a full investigation and 
trial of the indictment for a riot, it resulted in a unanimous 
verdict of acquittal, and a unanimous certificate of the jury 
that there was no foundation for the prosecution. The indict- 


| ment found against memorialist and his men for “ malicious 


trespass on the tands of the United States,” after much 
trouble and expense to memorialist, was finally dismissed 
by the attorney for the United States. The men being gen- 
erally poor, and acting under the direction of the memorial- 
ist, he felt bound to pay all the expenses incurred by them, 
which he did. 

The memorialist further states that, for the purpose of 
bringing his case fully within the rule, and placing his title 
beyond all question, he caused a suit to be brought against 
the superintendent of the United States armory, in his pri- 
vate capacity, for trespass. The court of common pleas de- 
cided that the title to the land was inthe memorialist. The 
supreme court of the State of Massachusetts subsequently 
affirmed this decision of the lower court. 

The committee, after examining the evidence accompa- 
nying the memorial with great care, are of opinion that the 
facts set forth by the memorialist are substantially proven ; 
that the prosecutions instituted against him were without 
any just foundation, and such as wouid, against a private 
person, have entitled him, not only to receive all the ex- 
penses incurred in his defense, but large damages for the 
oss of time, vexation, and mental suffering undergone 
bly him in consequence thereof. The fact being clearly and 


fully established, by the State courtythat the land claimed 
by the United Siates officers was tE property of the me- 
morialist, the trespass committed, theretore, was by the 
former and not the latter. After the decision, heretofore 
alluded to, the Government of the United States purchased 
the property of the memorialist, thereby recognizing his 
title tothe same. Satisfactory evidence was adduced that 
the whole proceeding against the memorialist was by direc- 
tion of the Government; and the cost of all the proceed- 
ings were paid by the United States, assuming, throughout, 
the entire responsibility. 

The committee, in view of all the circumstances, are of 
the opinion that Congress, in right and justice, is bound to 
make the memorialist a reasonable indemnity. A bill is, 
therefore, submitted with this report, providing for the pay- 
ment to the memorialist of the amount of his expenses 
incurred in the legal proceedings, with a small addition 
thereto, as the very least which a sense of justice should 
induce Congress to grant. 

Mr. BIGGS. It strikes me that this is intro- 
ducing a dangerous precedent. If I understand 
the reading of the report and the bill, the propo- 
sition is to indemnify a litigant with the United 
States for the damages and expenses incurred by 
him in.a controversy with the United States, on 
the ground that the controversy ended in favor of 
the litigant. It seems to me it would be setting 
a very bad precedent to say that, whenever there 
is a controversy about the title to property be- 
tween the United States and a citizen, if, upon 
investigation by the courts of law, it is decided in 
favor of the citizen, the United States must pay 
all the expenses which the litigant has incurred: 
in defending his rights. 

Mr. BUTLER. I had not the charge of this 
bill, nor did I make the report. The gentleman 
who made the report [Mr. Toucry] is absent. 
When the subject was first talked of in the com- 
mittee I was disposed to take the views expressed 
by the Senator from North Carolina. I am 
entirely satisfied, however, of the justice of the 
report, and the propriety of passing this bill, 
Mr. Stearns was the owner of a piece of land ad- 
jacent to the grounds of the United States armory. 
He laid out a portion of it as a street, to improve 
the lots which he sold. The officer in command, 
I suppose under the direction of the War Depart- 
ment, disputed not only his boundary, but"put 
fixtures upon it, closed his lane, and took posses- 
sion of his land, by appropriating it for some 
convenience connected with the armory. He 
found that his lane was obstructed, and his ven- 
dees were complaining that they could not get to 
their houses. He protested against this, The 
officers would not take down the obstruction, and 
then peaceably he took it down himself, without 
any riot. The officers were not satisfied with 
taking his land, but they indicted him for riot, 
and put him and his workmen, who assisted him 
in taking down the wall, in jail at night. Not 
satisfied with that, they indicted him for malicious 
trespass. He was acquitted, and restored to his 
land. He went to law to claim his rights, and 
came off very much like John Doe did—winning 
his cause, but nearly naked, for he has lost every- 
thing inthe controversy. If the officers had been 
liable, as a private individual would have been, 
for malicious prosecution, I answer for it, instead 
of $5,000, he would have recovered $10,000. But 
he cannot sue the officers for malicious prosecu- 
tion, and I say you are bound to indemnify this 
man, who has been wronged—I will not say by 
intentional oppression—but when you took his 
| property, put him in jail, and forced him to this 
expense, it is nothing but right that he should be 
indemnified. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANKLIN PEALE. 

The bill (S. No. 331) for the reliof of Franklin 
Peale was read the second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
direct the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
Franklin Peale the sum of $10,000, in full com- 
pensation for the use of all his inventions-and 
improvements, and for his extra-official services, 
in connection with the Mint of the United States 
and its branches. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
panying that bill? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. There is. 

Mr. HUNTER. JI should like to hear it. 

The Secretary read the following report made 


Is there any report accom- 


| by Mr. Wape: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 


memorial of Franklin Peale, report: i 
From 1833 to 1834, the memorialist was employed in the 
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United States Mint at Philadelphia, occupying successively 
the positions of assistant assayer, meltér and. refiner, and 
chief coiner—all places of high trust and responsibility, and 
which appear to have been filed by Mr. Peale with great 
credit to himself and advantage to the Government. Dur- 
ing this period, as clearly appears from the papers in the 
case, Mr. Peale invented and brought. into practical use 
many valuable improvements in the machinery and pro- 
cesses applicable to the refining and coining the precious 
metals. i : 

The following are amongst the improvements introduced 
by Mr. Peale, for which compensation is claimed, viz: 

First. The use of common salt in reducing silver from its 
solution in nitric acid. 

John J. Morrell, foreman of the refinery, certifies that 
when Mr. Peale became melter and refiner, in 1836, in con- 
sequence of the necessity of precipitating silver by copper, 
the only process then in use, itwas unhealthy and delete- 
rious—so much so as to make it impossible to remain in the 
room and breathe the fumes without the risk of life. Soon 
after Mr. Peale came into the office he introduced improve- 
ments in the processes or refining, particularly the precipi- 
tation by salt and the recovery of fine silver by zine and 
sulphuric acid, by which means the troubles above men- 
tioned were entirely overcome and much greater facility 
given to the operation, both in regard to the economy and 
rapidity—-whieh process still continues to be employed. 


Professor Booth, the present melter and refiner, says: 

“The improvement which you (Mr. Peale) justly claim, 
of precipitating the chloride by conunon salt, instead of 
by muriatic acid, which the chemist employs on a small 
scale, was a positive advance in the whole process, in 
economy of material and apparatus and in convenience of | 
execution. By means of this improvement, I was cnabled 
to employ wooden vessels instead of the more costly stone- 
ware and porcelain, when the subsequent influx of Cali- | 
fornia gold assimiJated our operations to those of an ordi- 
nary manufacturing establishment, and demanded precisely 
such an improvement. By means of this improvement I 
have recovered a ton of silver in a single day, after its en- 
ployment of refining gold.” 

Second. Invention and construction of machinery.—De- 
vising and directing the construction of a power-press for 
coinage, and the application to it of steam power; the inven- 
tion and construction of a milling machine, moved by steam 
power, which is now in use at all the mints; the invention 
of a laying and piling box, &c. 

On this head Mr. Bale, late treasurer of the Mint, says : 

“ An official service of several years, as treasurer of the 
Mint, afforded me frequent opportunities to admire the per- 
fection of the apparatus and machinery of that establish- 
ment. My own observations, and the coucurrent testimony 
of my associates, left no doubt on my mind, that to [Mr. 
Peale] the country is mainly indebted for the perfection 
thus realized. I then learned and firmly believe that it was 
[his] inventive skill that planned and supervised the exe- 
eution of nearly every part of the machinery which adorns 
the Mint, among which 1 may refer, as examples, to the 
steam-coining presses, the milling machine, the rolling 
milis, the piling board, and the small and large engines.” 

Mr. Eckert says : , 

« As director of the Mint I had ample opportunity of be- 
coming familiar with his (Mr. Peale’s) extraordinary invent- 
ive genius, and the facitity with which he overcame and 
surmounted all the mechanical difficulties as iney would | 
present themselves, in the practical application of his in- 
ventions and improvements. 
instead of hand power to the coining presses alone he has 
saved thousands upon thousands to the Government, and it 
is but just that he should receive some compensation, es 
pecially as he has never availed himself of the patent Jaws 

Judge Kane, chairman of the assay board of the Mint, 
says: 

tc T have no hesitation in saying that Mr. Peale’s improv 
ments inthe machinery alone, not to speak of the processes 
which he introduced, have saved the Government hundreds 
of thousands of dollars. ”? 

George Eckfeldt, foreman of the machine shop of the 
Mint, states that Mr. Pcale, while he held the office of 
meiter aud refiner, drew the plans and directed the con- 
struction of the first press used in the Mint for coinage by 
steam; for the engine employed in propelling the coining 
and milling machines; for the steam milling machine, and 
laying and piling boxes, all original inventions ; and that 
‘he furnished designs and drawings, and directed the con- 
struction of the machinery for the branch mints generally; 
and, finally; that most of the improvements referred to are | 
entitled to the merit of original inventions. 

From these and other statements before the committce, 
itis clearly apparent that the mechanical skill and genius 
of Mr. Peale contributed largely to the state of perfection 
to which the mechanical operations of the United States 
Mint have attained. When he entered the mint in 1833, its ; 

. capacity for coining was about $3,000,000 per annum, and | 
{ 
i 


when he left it, in 1854, its capauity was equal to $60,000,000 
perannum. It was, evidently, no part of Mr. Peale’s duty, i 
as melter and refiner, to make the drawings and superin- | 
tend the construction of the engines and machinery of the 
Mint and its branches, and much less was it any part ofthat | 
duty to give the Government the great benefit of his rare } 
inventive genius, by the application of which the Mint of | 
the United States has attained the reputation of being the į 
best appointed mint in the world. | 

It is believed to be shown, that many of the improve- 
ments introduced into the machinery of the Mint were 
original inventions ot Mr. Peale, and as such subject to be i 
patented as his private property. But as these inventions ! 
were mainly useful in mint operations, his sense of honor 
did not permit him to appropriate to his exclusive private | 
emolument the improvements required for the cflicient ope- | 
rations of the Mint, of which he was an officer, and with the | 
honor and reputation of which he felt himself identified. | 

But as he has now retired from office, and is in need of 
the fruits of his labors now enjoyed by the United States 
for the support of bis declining years, the committee are of 


opinion that it would not become a liberal and enlightened iE 


Government to withhold a just and reasonable compensa- 


Jn the substitution of steam ii 


f 


amount of their value, as estimated by the claimant, and 


į ted Satets Mint and its branches. 


| anything useful to the Government in coining 


tion for such tong-continued, valuable, and meritorious 
services. 
_Mr. Peale submits.the following estimate of the value of 
his inventions and services, for which no compensation has 
been received, viz: x 
For improvements and inventions in refining...... $5,000. 
Apparatus in saving and concentrating sweep. 000 
Coining presses, mint machinery, &c..........-++2 15,000 
Services, not official, in making mint machinery 


and apparatus for branch mints .... «ss 2,500 
Use of the above processes. and machines at the 
branches and OfffCeS...cccceccesseseeccesssecese 2,500 


Totalessecesecccves sescesacceccesenesee sec +2 @30,000 


In submitting this‘estimate, Mr. Peale says: “ This e@ti- 
mate is made under the acknowledged conviction that it 
is entirely optional with the Government to withhold any 
recompense, and that no claim could be established by law. 
Nevertheless, itis confidently affirmed, that if I had, accord- 
ing to present usage, protected myself by securing the ben- 
efit the laws of the United States would have conferred, I 
should have demanded from four to ten times the amount, 
according to the circumstances and the exigencies of the 
particular case and time.” 

Believing that the services of the memorialist, beyond 
the proper sphere of his official duties, have been of essen- 
tial and paramount value to the United States, the commit- 
tee think that he is equitably entitled to some remuneration. 
But in view of the fact that the improvements were carried 
out and perfected at the expense of the Government, they 
are not prepared to recommend the allowance of the fuil 


other officers of the mint. They have, therefore, come.to 
the conclusion to report a bill, allowing the sum of $10,000 
as a full compensation to the memorialist for all his inven- 
tions and extra official services in connection with the Uni- 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. j 

Mr. WELLER. I listened to the reading of 
the report, but I doubt the policy of passing the 
bill. I suppose that at every mint of the United 
States improvements are made by assayers, and 
melters and refiners, which are adopted by the | 
Government. They are no doubt of benefit to 
the Government in carrying on the operations of 
the mint; but the difficulty to my mind is this: 
if we establish this precedent will not every offi- 
cer ina mint who has invented, or may invent, 


money, have an equal claim on the generosity of 
the Government? That is what 1 am afraid of. 
I know that at the mint in San Francisco there 
have been some very important inventions made 
there by persons in coining money; and on the 
principle of this case they will have a right to 
come in and claim compensation from the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I did not report this bill, | 
although I concur fully in the report made by the | 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Wane.] The precedent | 
in this case cannot be a very dangerous one, I beg | 
to say to the Senator from California, because we |! 
have but one mint in the- United States, and two | 
or three branch mints; and, therefore, we shall 
not have many inventors of this kind to pay. | 
But independent of that, the bill is entirely right 
in itself. We propose to give to this gentleman | 
one third of what very respectable officers con- | 
nected with the mint, who have been supervising 
it—Judge Kane, and some of the directors of the | 
mint, who are out of office, the president of the | 
assay board, and others—thought he was reason- | 
ably entitled to. They all speak of several im- || 
ventions which he made. He was connected with | 
the mint from 1833 until a year or two ago. He | 
is now advanced in age. We think this is a just || 
claim. He did not apply for a patent, because he | 

| 


ate | 
was in the service of the Government at the time | 
| 


when he made these inventions which are so |; 
$i 


ported it. , , 
Mr. WADE. I do not suppose that this appli 


cant has any legal right to relief; but it is a case 


what the claim is, 
seems to me that 
precedent we are about to set, because wherever 


there is no danger of the 


i bill creating the court, to 


it can be as clearly shown that any- person ens 
gaged in the public service has rendered. to the 
Government, over and above the ordinary duties 
in which he is engaged, a benefit equivalent. to 
this, I think it would be propér to pay him.’ 1 
would follow the precedent which we are about 
to set, where an officer had really saved to. the 
Government hundreds of thousands of dollars: 


by his inventions, and had not sought a monop-. : 


oly of them, but permitted the Government to 
take advantage of them. We only allow.a small 
proportion—perhaps not. more than a tenth—of. 
what the evidence establishes the benefit to the 
Government has already been: We cannot suffer 
much from such precedents as this if we should 
follow them all the time, I. should be willing to 
follow them in any other case where it can be 
shown that equal advantage has accrued to the 
Government through the.ingenuity of any of 
those engaged in its service. Š : 

I hope the bill will be passed. 
ion is that the bill is not quite liberal enough. 
He claimed $30,000, and the evidence shows that 
the benefit to the Government was several hun- 
dred thousand dollars. I think we have been 
moderate enough. j 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN BRONSON. Fi 
The bill (S. No. 332) for the relief of John Bron- 


son was read a second time and considered as i 

Committee of the Whole. ' : 
It provides for the payment to John Bronson, 

of the city of Detroit, 62,915 18 to indemnify him 


| for the loss of merchandise which fell into ‘the 


hands of the enemy in consequence of the im- 


a detachment of United States troops, of the 
wagons and teams with which it was being 
removed to a place of safety, at the time of the 
evacuation of Fort George, in the year 1813. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I will inquire of the mem- 
ber of the Committee on Claims who reported 
the bill, for what reason this case has not been 
submitted to the Court of Claims for examination 
and counter testimony on the part of the United 
States ? i 

Mr. WADE. Ido not know that I can state 
why it has not been presented to the Court of 
Claims. Thereare many claims before the com- 
mittee that have never been presented tothe court. 
I presume it is optional with. the claimants to 
send them to the Court of Claims, or not. We 
have established no spé#ial rule as to whether we 
shall take ‘cognizance of them, or send them to 
the court. by 
committee, and determined before the court went 
into operation; and probably this report is ante- 
cedent to the action of the court. We investi- 
gated the facts before the court was established. 

Mr. WELLER. I should like to ask when 
this claim was first presented to Congress? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. In 1834, I believe. 

Mr. WADE. I cannot remember the circum- 
stances now, for itis some time since the com- 
mittee had it under examination. 

Mr. WELLER. Has there been any action, 


i| either of the Committee or the Senate, on this 


claim before? 

Mr. WADE. Not that Iam aware of.. The 
Senator from Michigan [Mr, Cass] was a witness’ 
before the committee, and I believe he -atiested 
the merits of the claim to some extent. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I move to refer the bill to 
the Court of Claims. I have considered that, in 
regard to all these claims, it was the duty of the 
committee, under the principles established in the 
refer to the court every 
claim against the Government of the United 
States, based on any recognized principle of law 
or equity jurisprudence, If the claimis on the 
liberality of Congress, it is perfectly correct and 
proper that the comm report the 


ittee should 
grounds on which our liberality is. appealed to; 


but if the claim is one based on principles of law - 


or equity, such as are administered. in courts of 
justice, the Government ought to have an oppor- 
iunity-of resisting the claim, through its solicitor 
in the Court of Claims, and sifting the testimony, 


land producing countervailing testimony. I yn- 


derstood it was the general impression of alPof 
us when this court was established, that when- 
ever an appeal was made to Congress on the 
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My own opin- 


‘pressment, by order of an officer in command of.. 


I think the case was examined by the ` 
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ground of right in the claimant, that right should 
first be established before the court. 

Mr. WADE. This is one of a class of cases of 
which agreat many came before the Committee on 


Claims, and were acted on, Lam sure, prior to | 


the time when the court got into operation. 
Although this particular report is later than that, 
it is only a renewal of a former report based on 
prior investigations. It stands precisely on the 
same principle as other bills which have been 
passed at this session. There are two or three 
cases from Maryland, and one from this District, 
for damages for tobacco destroyed by the British, 
which have been acted upon by the Senate this 
year; so that this is not to be distinguished from 
other cases which we have passed upon. I sup- 
pose the reason why it has not gone to the Court 
of Claims was, because the committee had inves- 
tigated it thoroughly, and madc up their minds 
anterior to the time when the court went into op- 
eration. Iam sure I should be glad to be re- 
lieved from all these cases, and have them go 
to the court. I feel no interest in this bill; but 
it stands on the same -principle as others which 
have been passed at this session. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Some time ago, early in the 
spring, on a claim presented by the Senator from 
California, I endeavored to do what my friend 
from Louisiana is now doing so much better than 
: I can—call the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that we should, if necessary, make an order that 
the committee should report to the Senate in favor 
of referring “to the Court of Claims all claims 
within their jurisdiction. Why should we not 
do this? If the cases are within the jurisdiction 
of the court, they oughtto go there. It ought to 


be an inflexible rule. Ñt isa certain rule, [tshould | 


be applied to every memorial presented to the 
Senate. Otherwise we shall have two classes of 
cases—one before the court, and the other before 
the committees—on the old system, when the 
parties may not wish to undergo the ordeal of in- 
vestigation by the court. ‘Thus parties will be left 
to come here or go to the court, as they think 
may be most advantageous to their fortunes. We 
designed by the establishment of the court to rid 
the Senate of these investigations. We want the 
facts before us. We want the opinion of the 
court on the principles involved. l trust the 
Senate willadhere to that policy. {tis one which 
i think meets general acquiescence. ‘Then let the 
Senate merely look at the decision of this court 
as a court of errors, fake the facts as conceded, 
and unless there is an crror in the principle laid 
down, pass the bill presented by the court nem. 
con. Then we shall have some sort of security; 
but we shall not have any if one class is to be 
taken up and sent to the committees. There are 
a great many facts which we cannot look into 
properly. ‘T'he reasons for making this law apply 
to all these cases. Lf the claim is within the juris- 
diction of the court, it ought to go there; if itis 
not within the jurisdiction of the court, it belongs 
here. 

Mr. FESSENDIEN. -Mr. President 

Mr. BRODH EAD. I suggest to my friend 
from Maine the propriety of having the report 
read, and then we shall see whether the court has 
jurisdiction. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ihave a word to say to 
the honorable Senator from Georgia. This ques- 
tion was considercd by the Committee on Claims, 
and the committee came to the conclusion, as Í 
think the Senator from Georgia, on reflection, 
will be well satisfied, that there are some claims 
which come within the jurisdiction of the court, 
which, if sent there, would be in fact denying all 
relief whatever, for the simple reason, that the 
amount is so small, in many cases, that it would 
exhaust a much larger sum than the value of the 
claim to litigate them before the court. Forin- 
stance, a man may come here with a claim of one 
or two hundred dollars. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. This is $3,000. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I am not speaking of 
the amount of this claim: the propriety of send- 
ing this to the court is another question, But the 
Senator from Georgia suggests that the rale 
ought to be inflexible and invariable. I differ 
with him upon that point, and the committee 


came to a different conclusion for the reason | 


which I have stated, We have established a 
court; but every one knows that, if a man goes 
before the Court of Claims, he mast employ 


counsel, and go through a regular course of liti- 
gation, which is expensive. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The very argument which the 
Senator is now making was made against the 
bill establishing the court.. His remark is true 
of every tribunal of the United States, where 
justice is administered. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Undoubtedly; but the 
Senator must recollect that ordinarily a man has 
his remedy near his own door, and if his action 
is against a private individual, he can judge for 
himself about bringing suit; but here is a claim 
agdinst the Government of the United States. 
The Government of the United States cannot be 
sued in the ordinary way. In order to have any 
remedy against them, the only course originally 
was to petition Congress. Now the answer is: we 
have provided a tribunal; but in many cases, to 
avail a claimant of the tribunal that is provided 
would exhaust more means than the amount of 
the claim itself. It would badly comport with 
the character of this Government, or any Gov- 
ernment, to say to'a person having a very small 
claim, “ The only way you can get it is to go to 
a tribunal where you must necessarily expend a 
great deal more money than your claim amounts 
to in order to be heard, and then you must go to 
Congress after all.’? Now, therefore, while I 
agree, and have agreed from the beginning, that 
all claims which are of sufficient amount to 


justify sending them to the Court of Claims, i 


where to do so would not be in fact a denial of 
all remedy, ought to go to that tribunal. If this 
claim is for $3,000, it should go there in my judg- 
ment, if it is properly subject to the jurisdiction 
of the court. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. 
nine hundred dollars. 5 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Where the claim is for 
a sum that will justify a resort there, it ought to 
be sent to that tribunal. 

Mr. WADE. Icame-+to the conclusion that 
this claim did not rest on strict legal principles, 
and that the court would probably dismiss it for 
want of jurisdiction. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I haveno recollection of 
this particular case. I think it must have been 
taken up when I was absent, ford have no remem- 
brance of its circumstances; and J usually attend 
the meetings of the committee. I think the prob- 
ability is, that the fact is as my friend from Ohio 
states; for I know that the committee, in some 
instances, when I was present, came to the con- 
clusion that the claims presented tous were proper 
for the court, and dismissed them for that reason; 
but I object to having any invariable rule estab- 
lished by the Senate of the kind mentioned by 
the Senator from Georgia, because the result 

would be, that we should deny justice to a con- 
siderable class of claimants who are really unable 
to carry their claims there. ‘The amount of some 
claims is too small to justify them in doing so, or 
to make it an object to counsel to attend to them 
for any share of what they might recover; so that 
in fact such claimants would be deprived of any 
remody whatever by our act. It would be un- 
just in its operation; and I trust no such rule will 
be established here when the only tribunal we 
have provided is one attended with so much ex- 
pense. 

Mr. CASS. I should be very sorry to have 
this, the first case, taken from the immediate 
jurisdiction and action of the Senate, on account 
of its peculiar circumstances. I know the facts, 
and I know the claimants. The claim originated 
in 1813, and is a very strong case. The original 
claimant is dead; he has leit two poor, helpless 
daughters, one a cripple, aad the other support- 
ing her sister and herself by nothing in the world 
but her own exertions. Year after year this 
claim has been brought before Congress. The 


It is over two thousand 


Senate will probably recollect that a year or two | 


after the war, a board was instituted for the pur- 
pose of investigating and paying claims of this 
nature. They went on io such extent, that Mr. 
Madison actually took upon himself to stop the 
law, and did stop it; and undoubtedly he was 
justified by the circumstances. 
however, that those nearest the seat of Govern- 
ment, and bestable to push forward their claims, 
got them allowed, and were paid large amounts 
out of the Treasury. That for some years gave 
a bad odor to every similar claim. “This case 
arose al the time when the British made an irrup- 


The result was, | 


! tion from Canada on our frontier, in 1813, and a 
vast deal of property was destroyed. Mr. Bron- 
son, for years before his death, was trying to get 
hisclaim allowed. Ithas now been before a com- 
mittee, and the facts are all presented; and I do 
hope and trust the Senate, under the circum- 
stances of the casc, and the condition of these 
claimants, will allow the report to be read, and 
proceed to pass the bill. 

Mr. WELLER. 1 think the rule to which the 
Senator from Georgia refers ought not to be 
applied to persons whose claims have been pre- 
sented to Congress prior to the organization of 
the Court of Claims. There are a great many 
‘cases which have been pending before Congress 
for a series of years. They have been passed upon 
by our committees. They have sometimes been 
acted on by one branch of Congress, and failed 
in the other for want of action there. I think it 
would be very unjust, after the Senate have been 
put in possession of all the facts connected with 
them, to subject the claimants in such cases to 
an investigation before the Court of Claims. It 
would be proper, in my judgment, that all the 
claims presented since the organization of that 
Court, which come under the principles of law 
or equity, as, recognized in courts of justice, 
should be referred to the Courtof Claims. But here 
are cascs-—this is one of them—I understand that 
have been pending before Congress many years. 
The facts'have been fully investigated by a com- 
| mittee of the Senate; they have reported in favor 
of the payment, Now, would it not operate as 
a denial of justice to order these parties to go 
into the Court of Claims to prosecute their claim. 
Are we not as well prepared to act on it now as 
when it shall be returned to us by the Court of 
Claims? We have a supervising control; we are 
not compelled to make appropriations even after 
a party has secured his claim in the court. If it 
has been investigated by our own committee—if 
we are in possession of all the facts, as we can 
be by reading the report, why not pass the bill 
and extend relief? 

Mr. CASS. I feel a deep interest in this bill; 
I know the persons concerned; they live near 
me. I say nothing in regard to this case which 
I do not know, It has been before the Senate 
for twenty years, and has been repeatedly re- 
ported upon favorably. The first report was 
made by Mr. Whittlesey, whose character every 
one knows for accuracy and strictness. He re- 
ported against it, not on the ground that the 
claim was not just, but because there was some 
defect in the evidence, which has since been sup- 
plied. The facts lie within a nut-shell. Mr. 

ronson was going away before the British, like 
the rest of the people in that region, and he had 
his goods in two wagons. The United States ` 
took possession of his teams, for the purpose of 
using them, and thus left his property to be taken 
by the British. That is the whole case. 
i Mr. TOOMBS. I desire to act in conformity 
with principle in this matter. I know that the 
Senator from Michigan has given reasons which 
| but too often control the Senate and the House 
| of Representatives—the condition of the parties. 
| We wanted the Court of Claims, so that a de- 
i cision should not be made on the ground -that 
| one party is a cripple, and another poor. That 
jis not the principle on which justice ought to be 
administered anywhere. 

The Senator from California says that this 
| court was intended for cases arising after the pas- 
sage of the act. Why, sir, one great reason 
assigned for-the act was the lumbering up of the 
dockets of the Senate and House. I remember 
| it was said there were then eight hundred cases 
i upon the docket of the House of Representatives, 
aud in consequence of their great number they 
could not be reached. One great argument for 
the establishment of the court was, that all the 
eases upon the docket should be turned over to 
| the court, and there examined under the forms of 
law, where both sides could be heard. It was 
well known that they could not be examined prop- 
erly by the two Houses of Congress, and this 
was the great reason for establishing the court. 

The Senator from California says we are as well 
prepared to act upon this case now as we shall be 
‘after an examination by the court, because the 
| committee of the Senate have investigated and 
| presented the facts. That cannot be correct; for 
iwe know that the reports of commitices are 
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founded upon ex parte affidavits and testimony. 
We do not know whether they are true and gen- 
uine or not. In the establishment of the Court of 
Claims, we provided the best means which we 
were able.to supply for the purpose of getting at 
the real facts in these claims. ‘There we have an 
- attorney of the United States, who can have tes- 
timony taken upon the part of the Government. 
When the court has investigated, the facts which 
it reports should be considered as settled. Then 
. the question for us tò determine is, whether the 
principle upon which the claims are based be a 
ae one? ‘Thatis the proper course to be pur- 
sued. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs andthe Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, of which I am a member, 
have adopted this rule, and follow it. If a case 
is presented to us which appears proper for the 
court, we examine their decisions in regard to 
their own jurisdiction, and if the case is one 
coming within their jurisdiction, we have it re- 
ferred to them. We do this in obedience to the 
law. It would be unjust to send the great mass 
of claimants there, and then to select a favorite 
claim and allow it here upon ex parte testimony. 
By pursuing this course you provide for bad 
claims, and delay good ones. Ifa man hasa bad 
claim, he would rather come before a committee 
of the Senate or House of Representatives with 
ex parte testimony. The Senate can be imposed 
upon. Ifa case is presented to the Senator from 
Ohio, or myself, we must get our information 
from the papers before us; there is no evidence 
upon the other side; there is no attorney for the 
United States to sift the claimant’s statements. 
Sometimes it has happened that a part of the 
evidence filed here with a claim does not conform 
to the rest, or shows it to be unfounded, and 
after eight or ten years it is withdrawn, and the 
claim is allowed upon the evidence before Con- 

ress. 
E Before we established the Court of Claims we 
had cases pending almost since the Revolution. 
They came up year after year, They were re- 
jected ten, twenty, or thirty times, and then they 
ave passed one House. We know how that is 
done—perhaps as we are now—with not half 
enough to do business, nobody paying any atten- 
tion. They probably went through upon the 
ropar of a committee, somebody being present 
who was in favor of them. The practice was 
such, that it became a proverb, that a man had 
` better have a bad ‘claim ‘than a good one, partic- 
ularly if it was large, for then he could pay some 
one to attend to it. ‘This way a common saying 
about the city; and I am humiliated to confess 
‘that my observation here-for eleven years has 
shown its truth. An honest man having a just 
claim is willing to have itinvestigated. If he had 
labored for the Government, or if the Govern- 
ment had taken his property, he is willing to have 
it examined. He may not be able to pay, but a 
man having a fraudulent claim can pay half what 
he gets, and all that he receives is clear profit. 
‘That is the reason why I say this became a pro- 
verb. If the claim now before us has been here 
twenty years, itis in the condition of hundreds 
of others equally meritorious. 

Take the statement of the Senator from Mich- 
igan himself. Congress has again and again paid 
claims on that state of facts. 
through your statute-book, and I think you will 
find one hundred such cases in the fourth volume 
ofthe Statutesat Large. Having been upon some 
of the committees who examined this subject, in 


. the earlier part of my congressional service, Ij 


know the fact. The very case stated by the Sen- 
ator from Michigan is within the acknowledged 
principles of payment by the Government. Pay- 


‘ment has been made where a man was removing | 


his own property with his teams, and the Gov- 
ernment took his teams, and let his property fall 
into the hands of the enemy. I can give him 
many -precedents in 1816, and 1817, and 1818, 
"where such claims have been allowed. itis within 
the principle of compensation, and it is a just 
principle. Itis a consequential damage. It is 
within the principle of the act of 1816. Those 
who have examined the subject will recollect that 
that act provided payment for property destroyed 


by the enemy when in possession of the United į 


States, or in consequence of the action of our own 


Government—as where housés were destroyed by f 
They acted on the 


our own troops. for defense. 


You may look | 


t 


t 


principle, that where a man was disabled by theact | 
‘of his own Government from protecting his own 

property, as where they took his transportation 

for Government purposes, he should be paid. | 
That has been acknowledged for forty years. Tf 
this claim goes to the court, and the facts be proved i 
to come within this principle, it will be paid at 
once. Iam not objecting to the character of the | 
claim, but I think that, if it is within the iuris- | 
diction of the court, the Senate ought to take a | 
stand and send it there. 

I recollect that my friend from California | 
backed me out of the first objection of this kind 
which I made. I believe the bill to which I then 
objected on the same ground, came up on the 
Friday after I made my objections, and nobod 
else paying attention, | was persuaded to let it 
go, because it was a peculiar and a hard case; but 
I see that the same appeal may be made in ever 
case. I prefer to adhere to principle. I wilt 
pursue the rule; it is a sound rule, and I think | 
the Senate ought to adhere to it. 

Mr. CASS. Notwithstanding the opinion of 
the honorable Senator from Georgia, I do not 
see anything so rigid in the organization of the 
Court of Claims, or so rigid in our practice, as to 
exclude us from the consideration of all cases 
now before us. When aclaim has been fairl 
brought before your committees, fairly investi- 
gated and reported upon prior to the organization 
of the court, I think, unless under extreme cir- 
cumstances, we ought to go on with it. In such 
cases one of the main reasons for the institution 
of the courtfails. We have ample time, and I have 
no doubt that, if this case had been heard before, 
it would have been determined long ere this. 
As Í said before, there are cases where, from the 
expenses attendant upon litigation in the Court 
of Claims, to send a party there would be an 
actual denial of justice. I know that this would 
be one of that class. ft seems to me to consti- 
tute a case for the Senate to go on with the bill. 
lt is here;the labor of investigation has been 
done; the merits of the case are before us; I hope 
the bill will be allowed to pass. 

Mr. WELLER. Ido not recollect what dis- 
esos was made of the case referred to by the 

enator from Georgia; but I think the objection 
which I interposed at that time was, that I was 
anxious to dispose of a large number of bills on 
the Calendar, and I desired to avoid the discus- 
sion of the important question raised by the Sen- 
ator from Georgia on that bill. 

The Senate must see that there is a necessity 
for some uniformity in our action in this matier. | 
The Senator from Georgia has disclosed the 
principle on which the committees to which he 
belongs act. 
member act on entirely different principles. Iam 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs; 
and, as such, I take jurisdiction of all cases which 
are referred to that committee. If Iam perfectly 
satisfied, from investigation, that a claim referred 
to us is a just and fuir one, I reportin favor of it. 
If we have doubts as to its propriety, we cither 
report adverselyjor send itto the Court of Claims 
for investigation. There ought to be some uni- 
formity on that subject. There ought to be some | 
rule of the Senate, prescribing what classes of 
claims shall not xo to the committee, but shall be 
referred to the Court of Claims, for the reason, 
as I have already said, that,as chairman of the 
Military Committee, I take jurisdiction of all 
cases sent to that committee and whenever I am 
perfectly satisfied of their justice, I am unwilling | 
to compel the claimant, perhaps a poor man, to | 
go and employ a lawyer and prosecute it before 
the Court of Claims. As my friend from Mich- 
igan says, it would in a hundred cases operate as | 
a total denial of justice, to require them to come | 


here and employ attorneys; for in this city, as in | 
California, lawyers must be well paid before they | 
do anything. say, if you were to enforce this | 
rule against the hundreds and thousands of per- 
sons holding small claims against the Govern- 
ment, it would be an entire denial of justice. 

But I am anxious to pass this bill, and I will | 
not prolong discussion. I suggest to my friend | 
from Georgia, the propricty of having some rule 
proposed to the Senate which shall-define pre- | 
cisely the jurisdiction of our committees, and the | 
jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, ‘ 

Mr. BRODHEAD. The Committeeon Claims 


have acted generally upon the rule suggested by 


The committees of which I am a |! 


the honorable Senator from Gécrgia. We do not: 


make it inflexible; 


but. as‘a general thine, where 


the court has jurisdiction wwe have heretofore re= |: 
the court.” “We did not make : 
therefore did not refer thia“: 


ferred the cases to 
the rule inflexible, and 
case: 

_ Mr. BENJAMIN: I have 
in this ease for the purpose of satisfying the Sen- 
ate of the total ‘want of propriety-and wisdom in 
the course which. we: arë adopting, ‘in. passing 
bills of this kind without examination in behalf 
of the Government. Taking up the papers iv this 
claim, J find that the bill of. damages which it ig 
proposed to pay to these claimants was made out 
in 1813. Itis forty-three years old. “I find that 
the report is to pay the total amount of the claim- 
ant’s bill, without ene cent of reduction, taking 
his own statement of what ‘he lost at his own 
prices. I do not know—it is impossible for me 
to tell what at that date was the value of articles; 


but I find such articles as Sicily wine (worth, E- 


believe, forty or fifty cents) charged at four or 
five dollars a gallon; Hyson skin tea charged at 
two dollars and a half a pound. There is a class 
of charges of this kind making up: the total. 
amount allowed. I venture to say there is not 
probably a member of the committee who in- 
quired into the quantity or value of one of those 
articles. If the matter went before the Court of 
Claims, the Solicitor of the Government would 
inquire into the quantity of the goods lost; if the 
Government is to pay for them, and into their 
value, 


This claim (which was sworn to in 1846, though: 
brought up: 
Mr. Whittlesey then examined it‘and® : 
declared that, in his judgment, it was totally ` 


the loss was in 1813) was originally 
in 1834. 


without merit. He said the evidence was insuffi- 
cient to prove it; that the amounts were not 
shown; that nobody seemed to. know anything 
definite about it; thatit came within no principle 
on which the Government ought to pay. That 
was in 1834—twenty-two yearsago. It has been 
before other committees since. Part of the evi- 
dence which Mr. Whittlesey pointed out as being 
deficiont, has been supplied; but I do not find, in 
all the papers here, the testimony of a solitary 
individual as to the quantity or valuc of the prop- 
erty lost. There is nothing on the face of these 
papers but the claimant’s own stat 
quantity and value. i 


Now, sir, I dare say this claim may bea proper’ 


one to a certain extent, but. I will venture -here 
the assertion that, if it ever be investigated in the 
Court of Claims, and a bill be reported from that 
court in favor of this claimant, it will be for less 
than half the amount. I say that,on’ the very 
face of the papers, the Government has hud no 
opportunity of examining. We know vèry well 
that a year or two ago we passed a bill for the 
payment of a claim somewhat of this character, 
and after we passed the bill, when the claimants 
went to the ‘Treasury Department to get their 
money, they found the entry of payment forty 
years before, 

Mr. TOOMBS. ‘This session we passed a bill 
for Mrs. Adjutant General Jones, though the 
money had been paid before, and we had to_re- 
consider the vote. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. It is evident that, unless 
there is some officer whose business itis, under 
the responsibility of his office, to ‘look into the 
claims in behalf of the Government, there ean. be’ 
no end to the fraud and deception that will be 
practiced. J do not say it in relation to this par- 
licular case; but I am satisfied, that if there ever 
was a case which ought to be investigated on the 
side of the Government, this is one. I say it, 
not pretending to doubt that the man’s wagon 
was stopped, and that he had goods and lost 
goods; but there is nothing here to. satisfy any 
reasonable inquirer as to the extent of ‘his loss. 
Í hope, therefore, the Senate will pass favorably 
on the proposition which I have made, that this 
matter may be submitted to the Conrt of Claims 
for examination. : $ 

Mr. CASS. 1 repeat the expression of the 
hope that these two young women, helpless as 
they are, will not be made the scape-goats, or 
at any rate will not be made the first persons to 
suffer under the application of these principles.<] 
knew Mr. Bronson. | He came to me fifty times 
about this claim.. I knew him for thirty years. 
He was an honest and good ‘man. He was a 


looked at the papers’ : 


ement of the: 
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merchant, and when the British came he was 
going away»: My honorable friend from Louis- 
lana is a younger. man than I am. We * old 
fogies” know something about prices during the 
war. What he has said reminds me that. wine 
paid a dollar a gallon duty at that time. I do 
not know how much tea was, but it was such a 
frightful price that nobody could drink it. We 
drank gallons of Batavia coffee, because we could 
not afford to buy any other. This man was an 
honest man: he was a member of the church, and 
verified his loss under oath—all the items. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. His oath bears date 1846, 
thirty-three years after his loss. 

Mr. CASS. He was prosecuting it all the time, 
and it was fresh in his mind until his dying day. 
He lived not far from me; I often talked with 
him. It is ag honest a claim as was ever pre- 
sented. I believe that, if sent to the Court of: 
Claims, it will never be heard of again; for these 
two young women cannot prosecute it. 

Mr. WADE. The prices in the schedule 
referred to by the Senator from Louisiana did 
not escape the investigation of the committee. 
“They are very large and extravagant, I grant you, 
when compared to the price of articles now; but 
those who lived at the West at any period during 
the time of the last war with. England, or who 
went there for a great while afterwards, are not 
unmindful of the exorbitant prices that all gro- 
ceries cost then. Hardly anybody used them; 
only the wealthiest men that we had could afford 
to use them. ‘They were generally kept for sick- 
ness, or something of the kind, Wine was amost 
unknown to the people generally at that period. 
The committee looked at all these circumstances. 
My opinion is, from what I know of the prices 
there at that early period, or even at a period 
much subsequent to that, that these prices are 
not overstated. 1 judge from my knowledge of 
what prices were a long time after the war, and 
before the Erie canal was made. I do not believe 
they are overstated. If you compare them with 
the prices of groceries and articles of the same 
kind now, they bear no proportion, The com- 
mittee considered that matter, and did not think 
the prices were unreasonable, high, or extrava- 
gant, as they appear on the face of them. I be- 
lieve that the case was well proved. 

Mr. BRODELEAD. Let me remind my col- 
league on the committee, that the reason why we 
did not refer this case to the Court of Claims was, 
thatthe law of i816-717 expired by its own limit- 
ation; and therefore there was no law under 
which the party could present his claim at the 
Department, or before the Court. The Court of 
Claims is governed by something like legal prin- 
ciples. 

Mr. WADE, F have already stated that we 
had the question under consideration, whether 
the court had jurisdiction of this particular claim, 


and came to the conclusion that it had not, but | 


would probably dismiss it for want of jurisdic- 
tion. This objection has not been made before, 
There were some old claims pending before the 


Committee on Claims of which they had taken j 


jurisdiction; and they have proceeded, I believe, 
in every instance, on full investigation, to report 


a bill, They have passed constantly on claims of | 


the same kind. recollect that four or five claims, 
growing out of damages during the last war, 
have been passed by the Senate at this session 
without going to the Court of Claims. 


willing that the cases which I may be called upon 
to investigate shall go to that court; I hope they 
will, h sr, at all events; but it scems very 


hard, after a man has been prosecuting a claim 
for years before Congress and its committees, 
and has brought the committees te a conclusion 


in his favor, that you should turn him off to a | 
if you had done it uniformly | 


new jurisdiction. 

ishculd have been satisfied. I am for equality 
in this matter, for equality is equity. If it had 
been done in all the other cases, 1 should say let 
it be done in this; but when I know that other 


laims, precisely the same in principle as this, 


this particular cz 
an example of. Tam willing to adopt any rule by 
which all cases shall go to the Court of Claims 
on any principle that the Senate may establish. 
ih 


an example made of this particular case. 


i 


I am! 


have passed without objection, 1t seems hard that j 
e should be taken up and made | 


j 
i 
i 


i 


Í 


re will be some uniformity; but as we || 
ogressed so far, { hope there will not be || 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore.~ The question 
is onthe motion of the Senator from Louisiana 
to refer the bill to the Court of Claims.. 

The question being taken, ona division there 
were—ayes 9, noes 18; no quorum voting. 

Mr. FOOT called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 12, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Benjamin, Biggs, Butler, Clay, 
Fitzpatrick, Hunter, Johnson, Pearce, Pugh, Reid, and 
Toombs—12. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Cass, 
Collamer, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Hamlin, 
Houston, Iverson, James, Mallory, Trumbull, Wade, Wel- 
ler, Wright, and Yuiee—21. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr.MALLORY. I move that when the Sen- 
ate adjourns to-day, it be to meet on Monday 
next. 

Mr. ADAMS. I ask for the yeas and nays 
on that motion. We are now within about three 
weeks of the day of final adjournment, and why 
we should lose one day out of the six of this week 
I am unable to understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore put the question 
on ordering the yeas and nays, and only four 
Senators rose—not one fifth of the members 
present. 

Mr. ADAMS. At this stage of the session, 
within three weeks of the final adjournment, it is 
strange that such a proposition as this should be 
made, when we know that it is not necessary for 
the meeting of the committees. Now, it is pro- 
posed to throw away one sixth of the time when 
there is Such a mass of business before the Sen- 
ate undisposed of, and Senators will not allow the 
yeas and nays to be taken upon the motion to 
adjourn over. It is somewhat remarkable. Only 
four Senators are willing to show by the record 
who wishes to throw away the time of the Senate, 
and who does not—I say again, it is very re- 
markable. f 

Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator is wholly mis- 
taken. When he called for the yeas and nays, I 
remarked in my seat that I hoped the Senate 
would not indulge the gentleman in any such 
demand—not that any member of the Senate is 
afraid to vote, and to record his vote, for this mo- 
tion. Iam willing to answer for every Senator, 
that he has no fear upon that point. “You may 
put me down for this motion every time it is 
made, and J have no fear in recording myself for 
it. I have no such purpose as that of throwing 
away the time of the Senate. The Senator inti- 
mates that gentlemen are afraid to show their 
votes for throwing away time. Itis an imputa- 
tion upon this body, I think this motion is very 
proper. The Senate is far ahead of the other 
House in its business. I should be willing to sit 
only three days a week now, for I think that is 
enough in the present state of our business. The 
Senator may record that against me. We have 
more time than we want. In fact, I do not believe 
there is upon your Calendar a single measure of 
general public importance which ought to pass. 
When we get from the other House the general 
appropriation bills, we shall have something to 
proceed with. As far as the public business is 
concerned, we are now meeting here very unne- 


cessarily most of the time, The public business | 


before us does not require it. 
gentlemen being afraid to adjourn fram Friday to 
Monday. The Senator may put me down for 
such adjournments, whenever Í can get a chance 
to vote for them. Hoe may consider me as in 
favor of sitting as few days as possible, and of 
passing as few bills as possible. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope we shall have the yeas 
and nays to gratify the honorable Senator from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. MALLORY. It is a novel proposition 
of the Senator from Mississippi, that because he 
demands the yeas and nays on this particular 
occasion, and they are not conceded, gentlemen 
do not wish to show their hands. I have made 


this motion to-day, I believe, for the first time $ 


since I have been inthe Senate, I made the mo- 
tion because we had transacted business thus far 
this morning without a quorum. There has not 
been a quorum since we have been sitting here 


ĮI have no idea of j| 


all the morning. Now, where is the mass of 
business of which the Senator from Mississippi 
speaks, that we have to do? We are. far ahead 
in our business. We have exhausted the morn- 
ing in discussing a claim of forty years’ standing 
without a quorum. If that is the way in which 
we go on, the inference is, that it is because Sen- 
ators know ‘we are ahead in our business. Ido 
-not think there is any public necessity for sitting 
to-morrow, and therefore I have made the motion. 

Mr. ADAMS. The Senator from Florida is 
evidently under a mistake, or the Secretary has 
misreported the last vote on the yeas and nays, 
for there was certainly a quorum here then— 
enough, at any rate, to pass the bill. I may, 
perhaps, have misconstrued the reason for refus- 
ing the yeas and nays, or made an improper 
remark in regard to it. According to my recol- 
lection, I have not known, on_any former occa- 
sion, adjournments over from Friday until Mon- 
day at this stage of the session. It is said that 
we are ahead of the House of Representatives in 
our business. That we have passed very many 
bills which will not be passed by that body is 
undoubtedly true; but I apprehend that if you 
look to your Calendar you will find that the House 
of Representatives have passed bills which have 
not been acted on by the Senate.. I think itlikely 
that I shall vote against as many of the bills that 
are pending as my friend from Georgia; but while 
we have time I am willing to have them brought 
up, to investigate them, and to vote for or against 
them. That was the whole of my meaning. I 
take it for granted that there is no Senator here 
who is afraid to voteagainst an adjournment from 
Thursday to Monday, or from Friday to Mon- 
day; yet when I asked for the yeas and nays 
there was not a sufficient number to order them 
tope taken; and hence I made the remark which 
I did. 

Mr. MALLORY. My statement is entirely 
correct. My friend from Mississippi will observe 
that the whole discussion on this private bill has 
| been had without a quoram, and gentlemen were 
asked to vote when the yeas and nays were 
called, to make a quorum, even after they came 
into the Chamber. I assert that there has not 
been a quorum present during the discussion 
which we have had this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair 
understand the Senator from Rhode Island to call 
for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. ALLEN. [said that I hoped we should 
order the yeas and nays to be taken to gratify 
the Senator from Mississippi. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WELLER.’ I shall vote fur this motion 
to adjourn until Monday, because there are, as I 
learn, a great many Senators who desire to visit | 
the steamship now lying off this city; and for 
my own part, I have, as usual, a vast amount of 
business at the Departments which I can transact 
on Saturday. 

Mr. ADAMS. I wish to say now, that really 
my great objection to adjourning over was, that 
E supposed the eee to be to afford an oppor- 
tunity to visit the ship of which the Senator from 
California has spoken. The owner of that ves- 
sel visited this city during the past winter, and 
urged that certain employment should be given 
him by the Government. His application was 
considered, and occupied some time. We know 
that heretofore efforts to increase the compensa- 
i tion of ocean steamers have failed, until the ves- 
| sels were brought to the Potomac, and Congress 
‘invited to visit them. I was in hopes that no 
| Senator would think of visiting this ship, under 
| these circumstances, and therefore I did not de- 
| sire the adjournment over. 

Mr. MALLORY. | believe we have not. sat 
on Saturday during the whole session. f 
| Mr. BIGLER. T shall vote for this motion, 
| but at the same time I say to the Senator from 
| Mississippi that I shall not visit the steamer. 
| The yeas and nays being taken, resulied—yeas 
| 28, nays 4; as follows: 
VRAS—Messrs. Allen, Benjamin, Bigler, Bright, Brod- 
| head, Butter, Cass, Clay, Collamer, Fessenden, Fish, Fitz- 
| patrick, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Hamlin, Iverson, James, John- 
| son, Mallory, Pearce, Reid, ‘Toombs, ‘Prinnbull, Wades 
Veller, Wright, and Yulec—-28. 
NAYs—Messrs. Adams, Biggs, Houston, and P 
So it was 


i Ordered, That when te Senate adjourns to-day, it be to 
!i meet on Monday next. 
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TUESDAY, JULY 29, 1856. 


CALIFORNIA WAR DEBT. 

Mr. JOHNSON, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to report back without 
amendment a bill (S. No. 397) explanatory of so 
much of an act passed August 5, 1854, making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the year ending the 30th day of June, 1855, as 
refers to the payment of the expenses incurred 
‘by the State of California in the suppression of 
Indian hostilities in said State. The bill relates 
to an appropriation of over nine hundred and 
twenty-four thousand dollars, made by the act 
of August 5, 1854, which has not yet been paid 
out; and if it continues in the Treasury it will 
tend to complicate us with the indebtedness of 
the State of California. I am directed by the 
committee to report back this bill, and to ask the 
Senate to pass it at once, so that it may be taken 
up and disposed of by the House of Representa- 
tives on Monday, which is the only day when 
they can suspend their rules to take it up. 

lt will be recollected by Senators that the State 
of California incurred heavy expenses in sup- 
pressing Ludian hostilities, and finally this Gov- 
ernment assumed that indebtedness of hers. 
California had issued bonds to cover the debt, 
and those bonds formed what is called ‘the 
California war debt.” After the whole amount of 
the indebtedness had been ascertained and the 
bonds had been issued, Congress passed an act 
appropriating $924,000 for the settlement and 
payment of the entire indebtedness; and the 
amount of the appropriation embraced the prin- 
cipal of the bonds and all the interest that had 
accrued up to the beginning of the year when the 
appropriation was made. A portion of the bonds 
were at twelve per cent. interest, and another 
portion at seven percent. After we made this 
appropriation, some difficulty arose between the 
executive department of the State of California 
and the War Department of the United States, in 
consequence of which the $924,000 has not yet 
been paid. A large amount of interest has since 
accrued, both on the twelve per cent. and on the j 
seven per cent. bonds. 

The view of the case taken by the Committee 
on Military Affairs is, thatthe Government of the 
United States is liable for no interest siuee Con- 
gress passed the act making the appropriation; 
but we think it is the duty of the Government 
to apply the appropriation to the extinguishment 
of the debt, principal and interest, as nothing has 
been done since the money was appropriated and 
still lies in our Treasury, ready to be thus ap- 

lied. 

5 The Legislature of California has passed an.act 

appointing a commission, who have come here 

under the instructions of the Legislature. The 

Legislature desire that the money shall be ap- 

plied, in the first place, for the extinguishment of 

the principal and interest of the whole of the 

twelve per cent. bonds, and then to take the res- 
idue of the money which was appropriated, and 

scale the seven percent. bonds, or see upon what 

terms they can be purchased with the amount 

that will remain in our Treasury to their credit. 

The Committee on Military Affairs are not dis- 

posed to go into a transaction of this character. 

They think that, as the méney has been appro- 

priated by this Government for the whole debt, 

and is now in the Treasury, any attempt to dis- 

tinguish between the two classes of creditors, the 

twelve per cent. and the seven per cent. bond- 

holders, will probably, before we get through | 
with the operation, involve this Government in 
liability not only to the amount of the original 
appropriation, but for many thousands of dollars 
more, 

Two bills have been referred to the commit- 
tee—one introduced by the Senator from Louisi- | 
ana, [Mr. Beysamin,] and the other by the Sen- | 
ator from California, [Mr. Wetier.] They | 
adopt the one presented by the Senator from Lou- | 
isiana, and report it back with an amendment, 
They ask to be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the other. The whole meaning of 
the bill, in favor of which the committee report, 
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is to compel the payment of the money from our 
Treasury to extinguish the indebtedness as it 
existed at the date of the act of August 5, 1854, 
and as if no interest had accrued since—treating 
it asa matter with which, since that date, we 
have nothing todo. I believe this is a full state- 
ment of the matter, and I ask that the bill which 
is reported back may now be put upon its pas- 
sage. ; 

The committee were discharged from the 
further consideration of Mr, WerLer’s bill, (S. 
No. 365,) and the Senate proceeded, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, to consider the bill, (S. No. 
397,) introduced by Mr. Bensamin, which pro- 
poses to direct the Secretary of War to pay to 
the holders of war bonds of California, the 
amount of money appropriated by the act of 
August 5, 1854, under the following regulations 
and restrictions: All the bonds, prior to their 
redemption by the Secretary of War, are to be 
presented by the holders to the commissioners 
appointed by the State of California under an act 
of the Legislature of the State, approved April 
19, 1856. The commissioners are to compute 
the amount due upon each bond on the 20th of 
December, 1853, which they are to indorse upon 
the bond, and also to certify by their indorse- 
ment its genuineness. Upon presentation to the 
Secretary of War of any of the bonds thus in- 
dorsed, he is to draw his warrant in favor of the 
holders on the Secretary of the Treasury, who is 
to pay the amount indorsed by the commission- 
ers as due. The payments in the aggregate are 
not to exceed the amount appropriated by the act 
of Congress of August 5, 1854; and after pay- 
ment shall have been made, the bonds are to be 
returned by the Sceretary of War to the commis- 
sioners, who shall receipt to him for them. 

Mr. WELLER. It is known to the Senate 
that the State of California incurred a very great 
expense in suppressing Indian hostilities in the 
years 1849, 1850, and 1851, and Congress, by the 
act of August 5, 1854, assumed that debt. The 
State of California had issued, her bonds in pay- 
ment of the debt thus incurred to the amount of 
$924,000. On examination of the whole subject 
Congress passed the act to which allusion has 


been made, directing the Secretary of War ‘to | 


examine into and ascertain the amount of ex- 
penses incurred and now actually paid by the 
State of California in the suppression of Indian 
hostilities within the said State prior to the Ist of 


January, A. D. 1854, and that the amount of | 


such expenses, when so ascertained, shall be paid 
into the treasury of said State; provided that the 
sum so paid shall not exceed in amount the sum 
of $924,259 65.” This was the exact amount of 
the bonds which California had issucd in con- 
sequence of the expenses incurred in the prose- 
cution of those Indian wars, with the interest 
included up to the 20th of December, 1853—a few 
months before the passage of this act. The State 
did notsend any person here to receive the money. 
Iam not able to explain the precise reason why 


this was not done;, but I know that a correspond- ; 


ence took place between the Executive of Cali- 
fornia and the Sceretary of War on the subject. 
This correspondence has not been published by 
Congress. 


|| It may be enough for me to say that the Exec- if 
| utive of our State and the Secretary of War dif- 


fered very widely in the construction to be given 
to the law. 
missioners were sent here with authority to receive 
the money until within the last three or four 
weeks. few months ago the Legislature of 
California passed a law appointing these commis- 
sionersto visit the city of Washington, and receive 


the amount of money which had been appropri- | 


ated by Congress. The act of the Legislature 


prescribed the manner in which the bonds which | 


had been issued for this war debt should be dis- 
charged: that they should receive the money due 
to the State under this law, and proceed at once to 
advertise for the twelve per cent. bonds; first dis- 
charging these, and afterwards calling in the seven 
per cent, bonds, and paying so much of the inter- 


Delay was produced, and no com- ; 
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j est on them as the remaining sum would enable 
them to pay. 

The Senate will perceive, that in consequence 
of this delay two years’ interest has accumulated 
upon the bonds, and the amount originally ap- 
propriated is not sufficient to discharge the whole 
principal and interest. Under the act passed by 
the Legislature, all the twelve per cent. bonds are 
first to be discharged, drawing as they do the 
largest amount of interest, and then the seven per 
cent. bondholders would. be compelled to go to 
the State of California for whatever difference 
there may be in the interest afloued to them. 
There was another difficulty presented. The 
Secretary of War, under the phraseology em- 
ployed in the law, claimed the right to go back 
of the bonds which had been issued, and examine 
the vouchers upon which they were founded. If 
such an examination was had, these commission- 
ers saw at once that it must produce a delay of 
perhaps one or two years, and besides that they 
would never be able to arrive at a satisfactory 
conclusion. A large amount of the vouchers 
have been lost, and cannot be produced at the 
Treasury. The persons in whose possession— 
they were lost were subjected to a rigid examina- 
tion before a committee of our Legislature, and 
j the Legislature passed an act for their relief, so 
that there is no proper evidence of the indebted- 
ness of the State except that which is to be found 
in the bonds regularly issued, and now in the 
hands of the holders, many of whom are in this 
city. 

‘To prevent this delay, I introduced a bill some 
five or six days since, authorizing the Secretary 
of War to discharge these bonds whenever they 
were. presented properly indorsed by the State 
commissioners, who have been sent here for 
that purpose, the object of that commission of 
course being to detect any fraudulent bonds 
which might be presented. By the provisions of 
that bill this difficulty was obviated. Another 
| difficulty, however, was presented, and that was 
presented by the hoiders of the bonds themselves. 

hose holding the seven per ceni. bonds. were 
not willing that the holders of. the twelve per 
cent. bonds should come in and absorb this fund, 
and force them back on the State of California 
for a deficiency in the interest on them. The 
Senator from Louisiana introduced this bill to 
obviate that difficulty. It simply provides that 
on the indorsement of these commissioners, 
showing that they are genuine bonds, and that 
they were issued by the State of California in 
consequence of the expenses incurred in repress- 
ing these Indian hostilities, the Secretary of the 
War Department shall be authorized to pay the 
bonds thus presented within the limits prescribed 
by law, $924,259 65. The State of California of 
course will have to pay the interest which has 
accrucd since the passage of that act, if the in- 
| terpretation of the Secretary of War be correct, 
and it is no more than just that she should pay 
it, if the delay arises from her own fault. But 
I do not intend to express any opinion on this 
point. 

The only effect of the bill now before the Senate 
is to provide the mode in which this money shall 
be disbursed at the Treasury Department. [have 
acquiesced in it, although lan not willing to do 
| anything that contravenes the action of my State 
| Legislature. The Legislature have prescribed a 
i| different way for the discharge of this debt, by 

first paying, as I have said, the twelve per cent. 
and afterwards the seven per cent. bonds; but 
the Committee on Military Affairs have decided 
i| that the bill introduced by the Senator from Lou- 
i isiana ought to be passed, and being satisfied 
myself, individually, that the public interest and 
the interest of the State will be advanced by it, 
I acquiesced. I have a letter from the commis- 
sioners, urging mé to give my sanction to the bill 
in its present form. 
ii Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, it seems to 
‘| me that the scheme of this bill is a total departure 
| from the very act of appropriation on which the 


| 
i claim is based. That act requires that tlie money 
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shall be paid into the treasury of the State of 
California. Instead of that, this bill proposes 
that.we shall undertake to determine upon the 
validity of the bonds, and the amount that may 
be due, and settle the dispute between the various 
ereditors of the State of California. 

Now; whatever we owe ought to be paid to that 
State. The principle on ‘which we assume the 
debt is not that we will pay the individual credit- 
ors, but that we will pay to the State whatever | 
expenses she may have incurred in order to sup- 
press Indian hostilities. We never designed to 
take on this Government the responsibility of 
settling as between the respective claimants of 
California. We ought not to make ourselves 
responsible for any such settlement, or undertake 
to say to which of the creditors the money shall 
be paid. Whatever is due is due to the State, 
and ought to be paid to her or her authorized 
agents in gros@; and so far as these bondholders 
are concerned, they should look to her and not 
to us. 

In regard to the other question—with reference 
to the action of the Secretary of War—I am in 
utter ignorance. I know the Secretary would not | 
act lightly or without due consideration. 1 do | 
not know why it is that he has refused to pay 
this debt. I do not know upon what ground he 
has acted. I should desire to have his views—I 
should like to have that explanation. 

Mr. WELLER. The Senator from Virginia 
misunderstood me. The Secretary of War does 
not refuse to pay, but he claims that, under the 
language of the law, he can go back of the bonds 
issued on vouchers, and examine into the vouch- | 
ers themselves. As I said a moment ago, some 
of the vouchers have been destroyed; others may 
beinformal; but yet, in California, after they had 
been subjected to the inspection of the Treasurer 
and ‘Auditor. who were constituted a board to 
overhaul the vouchers, the bonds were issued. I 
say he has no right to go back of that settlement. 
These bonds constituted the evidence of the debt 
having been incurred, and he ought to discharge 
the appropriation upon the faith of these bonds. 

Mr. HUNTER. 'The clause in the appropri- | 
ation bill requires him to pay the expenses ac- 
tually incurred by the Sinte of California. 

Mr. JOHNSON. And to examine and ascer- 
tain them, > 

Mr. HUNTER. They are to be paid, when 
examined and ascertained, into the Treasury of 
California, and not to the bondbolders. T am 
utterly unwilling to assume any such responsi- 
bility on the part of this Government, because if 
we do we shall subject ourselves to the constant 
claim of that portion of the creditors of the State 
of California who may suppose they have been 
injured by the mode in which we shall scttle the 
question. 

Mr. WELLER. Allow me to ask the Senator | 
from Virginia what responsibility the Federal 
Government has assumed? The Legislature of | 


California has passed a law authorizing a board || 


of commissioners to come here and receive the | 
money appropriated by the act of 1854. If the 
money is paid out to those persons thus author- 
ized by the State Legislature, what responsibil- 
ity does the Federal Government assume ? 

Mr. HUNTER. I understood the bill to pro- 
ose that we discriminate between the bond- 
olders. I should like to hear it read again. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. Itis for the opposite pur- 

pose. The State of California has directed this | 
money to be paid to the bondholders, and has 
sent commissioners here for the very purpose of 
having it paid to the bondholders. We have ap- 
propriated it for the payment of the advances of 
the State of California. The State of California 
has not made the advances herself, but has issued 
her bonds. The bondholders are unwilling that 
the money shall go anywhere, except into their 
own pockets, if it leaves the Treasury. The State 
of California has yielded to their demand—has 
consented that the money shall be paid to them. 
Her commissioners are here for the purpose of | 
examining the bonds as presented, and testifying 
to their validity; but the commissioners were 
desirous of making discrimination between the 
bonds, of paying the twelve per cent. bonds by 


preference, in order to stop, in favor of the State 
of California, a rate of interest which was con- | 
sidered disadvantageous. The bondholders made 
opposition to any such discrimination. They | 


denied the right of the State or the State commis- 
sioners, merely because it suited their interests to 
take money which Congress had appropriated for 
all. the creditors, and give a preference to one 
class over another. The commissioners have 
yielded to the force of this suggestion, and have 
agreed that under the circumstances they will not 
insist on this discrimination. They are here, 
now ready, under the commission issued by the 
State of California, to receive the bonds of the 
bondholders, examine them, certify to their gen- 
uincness, calculate the rate of interest, and pre- 
sent them at the Treasury Department as proper 
vouchers for payment. 

Mr. WELLER. I have not the law of the 
State of California with me, butitis at my room. 
J can inform the gentleman that these persons are 
not authorized to receive the money; but the law 
undertakes to prescribe the manner in which they 
shall discharge their duty. Ofcourse these com- 
missioners can get no power from Congress, 
They are acting under a special power of attor- 
ney; given to them by the State of California. 
The law of the State does attempt to specify the 
manner in which they shall proceed—that they 
shall open an office in the city of Washington; 
that they shall advertise and call in these bonds, 
first paying the twelve per cent. bonds; that they 
shall proceed, after paying them off, to call in the 
seven per cent. bonds as far as the amount received 
from the Treasury will enable them to pay the 
principal and interest on them. As a matter of 
course, there will not be moncy cnough to dis- 
charge the interest in full, and it was natural 
that California should first desire to get rid of the 
bonds drawing the largest amount of interest. 
The commissioners came for that purpose. 
think that, under the provisions of the bill, the 
Senator from Virginia will see, when he hears it 
read, that it does not conflict with the Icgislation 
of the State, but Icaves these commissioners to 
follow out, if they choose, the act of the Legisla- 
ture in all respects. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Do I understand the 
Senator from California to say that the law of the 
State of California directs the commissioners to 

ay off the twelve per cent. bonds first? 

Mr. WELLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUNTER. Who issues the commission? 
may I be allowed toask? Is it done bya law 
of the State of California? S 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Yes, by a law of the 
State of California. 

Mr. HUNTER. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. 
California has it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I am willing to pay the 
money to the State of California in any mode 
she may direct; but I am not willing to interfere 
between the State and her creditors. I should 
like to hear the bill read; and then the law of the 
State. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then how can we make 
arrangements with the commissioners to vary 
that? and, if we do, how can we get rid of our 
responsibility to the State of California ? 

Mr. WELLER. The Senator from Maine is 
assuming the fact that we do contravene the ac- 
tion of the Legislature, and prescribe a different 
rule from that which has been imposed on these 
commissioners by California. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. | take it from the state- 
ment of the Senator from Louisiana. He says 
the commissioners have agreed that, instead of 
paying off the twelve percent. bonds first, they 
shall come in in a different order. If that be so, 
unless California assents to it, we pay the money 
at our own risk, and we may be responsible to 
California. 

Mr, WELLER. I-know nothing in regard 
to the understanding between the bondholders 
and the commissioners. I am only bound to take 
what I find on the face of the bill, and I find 
nothing on it which will compel the commis- 
sioners to pursue a different course from that 
prescribed by the State Legislature. You can 


Ts that law here? 
I think the Senator from 


| Impose no conditions on these commissioners. 


You can give them no authority. They are net 
subject to your legislation. hey hold their 
power from the State of California. They must 
conform their action to the State law. This bill 
does not attempt to prevent the free exercise of 
their judgment. What they may have said to 
the Senator from Louisiana I know not. What 


course they may pursue, if the bill passes— 
whether they will carry. out strictly the act of 
the Legislature of California, or will proceed to 
discharge the whole indebtedness, as it. existed 
on the 20th December, 1853, I do not know. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator does not 
exactly understand me, or else I do not under- 
stand him. Here is a certain debt due to the 
State of California. So far.as the original pro- 
visions of the law are concerned, it must be paid 
to the State of California. They have appointed 
certain commissioners, and given them certain 
powers and directions. Now, if we undertake to 
pass a law which will vary the proceeding, so that 
the money shall be appropriated in any manner 
different from that which the law of California 
provides, we shall be acting without authority, 
and this Government willbe responsible. There 
is the difficulty. J do nét know what the provis- 
ions of that act of California are. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The only difference be- 
tween the provisions of this bill and the act of 
the State of California, is this: the act of the 
State of California directs the money to be paid 
by commissioners who are to pay the bondhold- 
ers. This bill directs the money to be paid to the 
bondholders directly, with the assent of the com- 
missioners; that is to say, it does not go through 
the hands of the commissioners before reaching 
the bondholders, but goes directly to the bond- 
holders, the consent being-first given by the com- 
missioners or Secretary of War for that payment. 

Mr. HUNTER. Let the bill be read. 

The Seeretary read it. 

Mr. HUNTER, It does seem to me that this 
is an interference on the part of the United 
States; but we are unable to determine this until 
we see the act of the State of California. Tam 
willing to pay to that State, or her duly author- 
ized agents, whatever we owe under this law; but 
I am not willing to settle with her creditors. 
That she must do herself. I think that if we 
attempt it the danger is, that we shall make our- 
selves responsible to them for the mode in which 
we do it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. It is not worth while to 
consume the time of the Senate on this question 
at the present time. It is palpable that it is 
proper to look at the act of the Legislature of 
California. It is not here now in the possession 
of any member; and I will therefore move that 
the bill be postponed to Monday. 

The motion was agrecd to. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I move that the bill be 
printed in the mean time. 
The motion was agreed to. 


POSTAGE ON PRINTED MATTER. 


Mr. YULEE. Task the Senate to take up the 
bill (S. No. 391) to which I referred this morn- 
ing, providing for the compulsory prepayment of 
postage on all transient printed matter, 

Mr. FISH. [hope we shall go on with the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. YULEE. The bill to which I allude itis 
important to pass speedily. I presume it will 
give rise to no discussion. 

Mr. FISH. 1 think that bill will give rise to 
debate. We had better go on with the Private 
Calendar. We can dispose of several cases before 
the usual hour of adjournment arrives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Florida moves to postpone the prior order 
of business for the purpose of considering the bill 
which he has named. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
391) was read a second time, and considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. YULEE. By the first section of the post- 
age act of March 3, 1851, it was provided that 
‘postage on all transient printed matter shall be 

repaid by stamps, or otherwise, or shall be 
charged double the rates as above mentioned.’” 
Under that alternative choice of prepayment or 
of being charged double rates, an abuse has 
grown up which requires correction. Immense 
numbers of lottery and other circulars, amount- 
ing, in some instances, to forty bags of matter 
at a single post office, are put into the mails 
without prepayment, and very few of them are 
taken out at the offices, but they are transported 
at great expense to the Government. The object 
of the bill is to make prepayment on that mater 
compulsory, as on all other mail matter. 
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Mr. FISH. I would ask the Senator from 
Florida whether the bill intends to include news- 
papers which may be sent to other persons than 
regular subscribers? ; 

Mr. YULEE. It includes all transient printed 


matter. It does not include papers to regular i 


subscribers. 

Mr. FISH. It includes occasional papers that 
may be sent. 

Mr. YULEE. Fes, sir. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH GRAHAM. 


The bill (S. No. 333) for the relief of Joseph 
Graham was read the second time, and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to Joseph Graham, consul of the 
United States at Buenos Ayres, $2,254 25 for his 
services as acting chargé d affaires aiBuenosA yres 
from the 3d of August to the 11th of September, 
1852; from the 25th of November, 1852, to the 
Ə6th of March, 1853; and from the 31st of March 
to the 20th of October, 1854. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. As the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations is absent, I 
move that the bill be postponed. 

Mr. PUGH. I hope it will not be postponed. 
There is a printed report accompanying it. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Let us hear the report. 

The Secretary read the following report, made 
by Mr. Mason on the 23d of May: 


The Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom was re~- 
ferred the memorial of Joseph Graham, United States con- 
sul at Buenos Ayres, praying compensation for diplomatic 
services, have had the same under consideration, and now 
report: 

The claimant alleges in his memorial, that as consul of 
the United States at Buenos Ayres he was placed in charge 
of the legation by Mr. Pendleton, the chargé daffaires of the 
United States at that place, August 3, 1852, when the latter 
gentleman left his post on a special mission to Montevideo. 
That he was duly presented and recognized as the chargé 
d@affaires of the United States, performed ali the duties and 
incurred all the expenses and responsibilities of that office 
from that time to October 20, 1854, when Mr. Peden, the 
successor of Mr. Pendleton, entered upon the duties of the 
legation, He admits that Mr. Pendleton returned from his 
mission to Montevideo, September 11, 1852, and remained 
until the 25th of November following, and that he also re- 
turned {rom his special mission to Paraguay, March 26, 1853, 
and remained at his post until his return to the United 
States ; but alleges that, subsequent tohis own recognition 
as chargé Waffaires by the Government of Buenos Ayres, 
and during the absence of Mr. Pendleton, a revolution oc- 
curred in that country, a new party came into power, by 


which he was recognized as chargé d'afaires, and conse- | 


quently he continued to act in thai capacity even while 
Mr, Pendleton was at his post. 

The Secretary of State, in a letter to the Hon. Thomas 
J. Bayly, chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
dated February 9, 1854, says: “That on the departure of 
Mr. Pendleton from his post, on a special mission to the 
upper provinces of the Argentine Confederation, Mr. Gra- 
ham was officially announced to, 
Government of Buenos Ayres, as chargé d’ affaires during 
Mr. Pendieton’s absence, and in that character corre- 
sponded with the Government and with this Department 
from August 3, 1652, until the 1ith of the following month. 

« On November 25, 1852, Mr. Pendleton again left Buenos 
Ayres for the Republic of Payaguay, and was absent until 
the 26th of March following. During this interval, Mr. 
Graham addressed dispatches to this Department M the 
character of chargé d’affaires; and although there is no 
evidence on file to show that he was officially presented at 
the Government, it appears that he was recognized in that 
capacity.” 

‘And in a letter to the chairman of this committee, dated 
May 12, 1856, the Secretary of State, after referring to the 
‘continuous diplomatic service from August 3, 1852, until 
the arrival of Mr. Peden, that is, to October 20, 1854,” 
which “Mr. Graham represents himself as having per- 
formed,” as being for “a considerable part of the time, at 
the most, constructive, and not justly entitled to that con- 
sideration which Mr. Graham attached to it,” adds, “1 am 
of the opinion, however, that Mr. Graham is entitled to 
compensation in a diplomatic character during Mr. Pen- 


dieton’s absences, mentioned in my letter to Mr. Bayly, į 


(above referred to,) and from Mr. Pendleton’s presentation 
of him on March 31, 1854, to the 20th of October of the 
same year.” Ke , K 

Acting upon the principle heretofore established in 
similar cases, the committee report a bill in favor of the 
elaimant, allowing compensation for the several periods 
the United States had no other diplomatic agent at Buenos 
Ayres, and recommend its passage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment., : 

Mr. ADAMS. I should like to know from 
some member of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, whether Mr. Pendleton did not receive 
compensation as chargé at Buenos Ayres during 
this period? If I reeollect rightly, Mr. Pendleton 
was paid as minister extraordinary during this 
time. It isrightand proper that the chargé acting 


and recognized by, the | 


in his absence should receive pay; but it was not 
right and proper that Mr. Pendleton should re- 
ceive compensation as minister and chargé at the 
same time, and then call on us to pay his repre- 
sentative also. I merely inquire for information, 
if Mr. Pendleton received that pay? [ think we 
should not duplicate the pay for the same scr- 
vices, as it seems to me is done in this case. 
Mr. CLAY. I move the postponement of this 
bill under the sug: 


sissippi. If, as he suggests, Mr. Pendleton has 


been paid both in the character of minister and 


chargé d’affaires, it is certainly not right that we 
should pay this man. 
that we may have some explanation of the matter. 

Mr. FISH. I think the gentleman will be 
satisfied that it is not necessary to postpone this 
bill, by a brief statement. Mr. Pendleton was 
chargé to Buenos Ayres, and was sentona special 
mission to negotiate treaties with Paraguay and 
Uraguay. During his absence this gentleman 
was appointed chargé, recognized as such, and 
corresponded with the Government as such for 
the periods named in the bill, 

Mr. 


five dollars a day. 
money under protest. 


lowed the outfit for these two missions. 


amount received under the previous bill. 


chargé, and an outfit. 
absence, this gentleman was discharging his du- 
ties at Buenos Ayres. 

Mr. CLAY. Under that explanation, I with- 
draw my motion. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ALLEN, the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurvay, July 26, 1856. 


The House metat cleven o’clock, a.m. Prayer 


by the Chaplain, Rev. Danre, Wato. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair asks the consent 


of the House that the Journal may be read. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
less a quorum is present. 


ing the consent of the House to do business with 


less than a quorum present. 


The SPEAKER, There are but seventy mem- 


bers within the bar of the House. 
CALL OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. COX. I move that there be a call of the 
House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The roll was then called; and the following 
members failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. Barclay, Bishop, Bocock, Boyce, Branch, Bur- 


lingame, Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, John P. Camp- 
bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Caskie, Chaffee, Childs, Bayard 
Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Colfax, Cragin, Crawford, Henry Winter Davis, ‘Timothy 
Davis, Day, De Witt, Dowdell, Duriec, Edie, Edmundson, 


Elliott, English, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Fiorence, Henry 


M. Fuller, Galloway, Goode, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus 
Hall, Robert B. Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, Harrison, Herbert, Hickman, Howard, Kelly, Kid- 


well, Kunkel, Lake, Lindley, Mace, Alexander K. Mar- 


shall, Humphrey Marshall, Samue! S. Marshall, Maxwell, 
McCarty, MeMullin, 
Moore, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, 
Paine, Pearce, Pennington, Perry, 
Richardson, 


Walker, Watkins, 
Daniel B. Wright, and Joha V. Wright. 

Mr. WHITNEY stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Cark, had paired off with Mr. KELLY. 


A quorum of members having answered to their 
names, on motion of Mr. PHELPS all further 


proceedings under the call were dispensed with. 
On motion of Mr. SNEED, by unanimous 
consent, the reading of the Journal was dis- 
ensed with. 
The SPEAKER stated the business in order to 
be the call of committees for reports of private 


bills. 


eestion of the Senator from Mis- 


I move the postponement 


Pendleton made application for compen- 
gation for the special missions on which he had 
been sent by orders of the Government; and for 
those special missions we passed a bill two years 
ago, paying him his actual expenses and twenty- 
Mr. Pendleton received that 


I must object un- 
Members will be ask- |} Rust, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, 


MeQueen, Smith Miller, Millward, 


Pettit, Puryear, Rieaud, 
Roberts, Robison, Sage, Sandridge, Savage, 
Seward, Shorter, William R. Smith, Taibowt, Wakeman, 
Welch, Wheeler, Winslow, Wood, 


MESSAGE FROM THE: SENATE. 


A message from the Senate was received, by 
| Mr. Dicxixs, their Secretary, announcing that 
_ the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
! in which he was directed to ask the concurrence 
| of the House: : 

An act for the relief of J. E. Martin; 

An act for the relief of Charies Stearns; 

An act for the relief of Franklin Peale; 

An act for the relief of John Bronson; 

An act for the relief of Joseph Graham; 

An act for the relief of Joseph Hill, 

‘An act for the relief of Francis A. Gibbon and 
Francis X. Kelly; i 

An act for the relief of Joseph D, Beers, of the 

city of New York; 
| An act for the relief of Thomas M. Newell; 
an 

An act providing for the compulsory prepay- 
ment of postage on all transient printed matter. 
| Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, moved that the 
| rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
| itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
| state of the Union. 
| Mr. KNOWLTON moved that the House. go 


| into Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
| endar. ; j 

| Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the motion will 
lnot prevail. Notice has been given that on 
| Wednesday, a question of privilege is to be called 


Mr. Schenck, who was j| 3 : ; 
. o s k ' | up, and unless the House will go into the Com- 
rovided for in the same bill, declined to receive P> g 


it, and continued his application, and was al- 
This 
winter Mr. Pendleton came here and was allowed 
outfits the same as Mr. Schenck, deducting ne 

C 
and Mr. Schenck received only the salary of a 
During Mr. Pendleton’s 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
we shall not be able to dispose of the appropria- 
| tion bills. 

|| Mr. PULLER, of Maine. Debate is not in 
| order. I call the gentleman from Ohio to order. 

Mr. PHELPS. I call for the yeas and nays 
upon this motion, and I will say that if this were 
| objection day—[‘* Order!” * Order !’*} I would 
! not be willing to go [“ Order ae Committee 

| of the Whole on the state of the Union. [Shouts 
of * Order !”’] 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken upon Mr. Kwow1tTon’s 
motion; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 99, nays 51; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Bell, Henry Bennett, 
| Hendley S. Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Brenton, 
i Broom, Buffinton, Carlile, Clawson, Williamson R. W. 
i Cobb, Comins, Covode, Cox, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, 
| Damrell, Davidson, Dean, Denver, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
| Dunn, Durfee, Edwards, Emric, Etheridge, Flagler Foster, 
| Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Granger, Harlan, Hoffman, 
| ‘Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Hughston, Kelsey, 
| King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Lake, Leiter, Mat- 
| teson, McCarty, Killian Miller, Morgan, Mott, Norton, An- 
i drew Oliver, Peck, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Porter, 
Pringle, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Robbins, 
Simmons, Wiliam Smith, 
William R. Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stranahan, Taylor, 
| Todd, Trafton, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Valk, Wade, 
| Walbridge, Waldron, Calwatader C. Washburne, Ellibu B. 
Washburne, Watson, Wells, Whitney, Williains, Woodruff, 
Woodworth, and Zollicoffer—99. 
| WAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Ball, Barbour, Barksdale, Bowie, 
Bradshaw, Branch, Burnett, Lewis D. Campbell, Caruthers, 
Chaffee, Colfax, Craige, Crawford, Galloway, Gilbert, 
Goode, Greenwood, Robert B. Hall, Thomas L. Harris, Ha- 
ven, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Letcher, Lump- 
kin, MeMullin, Meacham, Smith Miller, Milson, Morrill, 
| Nichols, Parker, Phelps, Powell, Ritchie, Ruffin, Sabin, 
| Samuel A. Smith, Stanton, Stephens, Stewart, Tatbott, 
i Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Vail, Warner, Israel Wash- 
i bum, Watkins, and John V. Wright—51. 
| So the motion was agreed to. 
| Pending the call of the roll, 7 
| Mr. COX stated that his colleague, Mr. Camp- 
| BELL, of Kentucky, had paired off for a few days 
with Mr. Bart, upon all territorial questions, and 
‘ questions affecting the subject of slavery. è 
Mr. DEAN stated that Mr. Carr, of Con- 
i necticut, had paired off with Mr. SANDIDGE, who 
was detained from the House by sickness. 
| Mr. EVANS stated that he had paired off with 
| Mr. Ropers until Wednesday next. 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I propose that, by 
unanimous consent of the House, the committee 
; shall regard this as objection day, and commence 
ithe Calendar where they lett off yesterday. 

' Mr. READY. I object. an i 
Mr. GIDDINGS. 1 hope the objection will 


| be withdrawn. i 


t 


If we go into committee, and go 
! to discussing these private bills, we shall accom- 
| plish nothing. I should not have voted to go into 
committee if I had not supposed it was to be 
| regarded as objection day. 

‘The SPEAKER. No debate isin order. The 
Huse has agreed to go into committee. 

The House then resolved itself into a Commit- 
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x 


tee of the Whole House, (Mr. Greenwoop in 


the chair,).and resumed the consideration of the 
Private. Calendar. . 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I now hope the 
committee will come to an understanding to 
regard this as objection day. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
have no power to do that. 

“Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The com- 
mittee certainly can do it by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I object. 

Mr. ALLISON. It will be recollected that 
yesterday, when the House first went into com- 
mittee, several bills were passed over on the 
objection of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
MeMuruwn.] í ask that, by common consent, 
these bills may be taken up and disposed of first. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. [ object. 

Mr. HAVEN. [I call for the regular order of 


The committee 


business, and ask that the Chair will have the | 


bill taken up on the Calendar which is regularly 
in order. 
RENNER AND HEATH. 


2 

T'he bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of Daniel Renner and Nathaniel H. 
Heath, was then taken up for consideration, upon 
which the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lercu- 
ER] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Chairman, I will not 
consume the time of the committee by making a 
speech on this subject. I will content myself 
with reading to the committec, on this occasion, 
a report of the Treasury Department, addressed 
to me asa member of the Committee on Claims, 
on the 10th day of June, 1854, which presents all 
the material facts in connection with this matter. 
It is as follows: 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
TRD Avprror’s Orrice, June 10, 1854, 
Sir: fn compliance with the requestiu your leiterof the 


3d instant, L bave the honor to transmit herewith all the | 


papers on file in this office appertaining to the case of Mary 
B. Renner, administrator of Daniel Renner, deceased. L 
have borrowed from the Pourth Auditor all the papers in 
his office relative to the same claim, which {also transmit, 
with a request tat they may be returned as soon as the 
committee shall have no further use for them. 

In order that the committee may be in possession of all 
the facts in the case, and that no injustice may be done to 
any party interested, L beg leave to submit the following 
statement: 

{t appears that some tine prior to the 26th of August, 
1813, a certain Nathaniel i, Heath erected a rope-walk, 
with its appurtenances, in Washington city, and that on 
that day he entered into a formal written contract of co- 
partnership with Daniel Renner, of Georgetown, District 
of Columbia, for the purpose of jointly carrying on the rope 
and twine making business atthe rope-walk of said Heath, 
an authenticated copy of which is herewith presented. "Chis 


contract contains many stipulations, the principal of which | 


is, that the capital of the irn v 
walk of Heath, and the sumo 
Renner upon the credit of the cor 


o Consist of the rope- 
000 to be procured by 
rwership, to be Jaid out 


iu carrying on the trade, the interest or discount to be paid } 


by the firm. Renner eed, also, to furnish the 
43,000, to be laid out in dike manner in the busine 
firm, as one hall the expense of the rope-walk du 
term of two years; atthe end of which the copart 


sim of 
of the 
g tie 
hip 


was to terminale, and Renner, tf he wished it, was to become | 
half owner of the rope-walk, in consideration of the ad- j, 
s and losses were |; 


vauce of the said $3,000, ‘The expense 
to be borne, and the profits to be shared 
partner, and Heath was to have the general 
of the buainess, and render all the servic 
the benefit of the firm. In case of a ¢ 


oqualiy by cach 
uperintendence 


olution the co- 


partnership, cither by mutual consent or the expiration ot |: 


the time limited for its contiuuauce, the rope-walk aud a 

ee With the stock and property oC te tira, 3 
o be liable for the payment of the 47,000 and $33,000 hefo 
mentioned, And finally, in case of the death of cither ¢ 
pertod of their part 


said parties before the expiration of the 
nership, the survivor and the exeentor or administrator of 
the deceased partner were to have all the remaining 
on hand immediately worked up and sold, the parine 
finally settled and closed, aud the proceeds, after the pay- 
ment of all debts and expenses, Were to be equally divided 
between said surviving partocr and the executor or atimia- 
istrator of the deccased. 

It appears that the partnership was abruptly terminated 
within one year after it was entered into, by the capture of 
the city of Washington by the British army, and ihe entire 
destruction by fire of the rope-walk and all its contents, 
consisting of a large quantity of cordage and materials, both 
wrought and unwrought, on the 25th of August, 1814, by 
order of the British command 

The circumstances of thi 
papers, were such as to er 
aud liberality of Congress for full indemnity for the entire 
toss, and accordingly it is found that both’ partners, then 


d 


e rope-walk, to be $34,800; but, on the 9th of Novem- 
pers aii Mr. Yancey, from the Committee on Claims of 
the House of Representatives, made an adverse report.on 


the claim.—See report, No. 260, Third session Thirteenth 


a his power for i) 


truction, as shown by the į 
ite a strong claim on the justice | 


of their claim. which was-a second time adversely reported 
| upon by Mr. Yancey, from the same committee, on the 17th 
of January, 1817.—See report No. 334, Second session 
Fourteenth Cougress. 

The parties, however, still continued to prosecute, and 
obtained a favorable report from Mr. Williams, from the 
same committee, on the 16th of March, 1818. In this report 
the claim, including the value of the rope-walk, is stated to 
be $30,417; and on the 16th of February, 1819, an act was 
approved for the “relief of Daniel Renner and Nathaniel 
H. Heath,” in which the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury were authorized to allow them for the destruction of 
their property, exclusive of the rope-walk, valued at 5,650, 
the sum of $19,803 60. In the mean time, the date not 
known, Hear’ died, as appears froma copy of a letter dated 
New Bedford, February 16, 1819, also herewith, addressed 
to Renner by his brother and administrator, Samuel W. 
| Heath. In this tetter be asks for information of his brother’s 
affairs, and expresses a hope that he (Renner) “ Will feel 
sufficient sympathy for the sufferings of his famity connec- 
tions, and interest in the welfare of his little helpless fam- 
ity, to grant every facility in bringing his estate to aspeedy 
settlement; that they were led to believe that the appli- 
cation to Congress for relief by the firm of which he (Ren- 
ner) was the surviving partner, had been successful, from 
which they inferred that much benefit would result to his 
(Heath’s) children.” 

On the 25th of February, 1819, the claim under the act 
was stated and passed by the accounting officers, in the 
naines of Renner & Heath, for $19,803,60; but payment 
was directed to be made to Daniel Renner, the surviving 
partner. Of this sum a warrant, No. 1556, for one half, 
&9,901,80, was issued in Renner’s favor, on the 25th of 
March, 1819; and for the remaining half, warrant No. 2104, 
was also issued in Renner’s savor on the 5th of November 
following, and there is no doubt that the whole of this large 
sum of money was received by him. In the contract of co- 
partnersbip, express power is given to the surviving partner 
to sell the remaining effects, pay off debts and expenses, 
close the partnership, and equally divide the proceeds, only 
in the event of the death of one of them before the time 
limited for its termination. 

[n the event of a dissolution by mutual consent, the same 
mode of finat settlement is prescribed, but the provision is 
silent as to whether such settlement was to be made by 
cither one of the partners or both together. The parmer- 
ship was not terminated in cither of the ways provided for 
in the contract, unless the entire destruction of its properly 
and business by the invasion and capture of the city by the 
publie enemy can be called sneh a dissolution by mutual con- 
sent asis therein contemplated. Uptothe death of Heath, 
which does not appear to have taken place until at least three 
or four years atier the burning of the rope walk, the elaim 
before Conge ointly prosecuted by both partners, aud 
the lw was passed for the relier of both, Tf itis admitted, 
however, that the death of Heath so tong afterwards, gave 
Renner, as surviving partner, the right, without any other 
authority from the heirs or administrator of Heath, to re- 
ceive the whole proceeds of the act of Congres 
seems to have been the decision of the acco ) 
yet the latter being equally interested, were clearly ent 
to an equal share of the net proceeds, and tu protection in 
their right to such. ft does nutappear that Renner bad any 
anthority from Heath’s administrator to receive the whole 
amount of the congressional indemnity, or that the heirs or 
estate of Heath received any benefit irom it whatever. 

With the amount he received Renner appears to have 
been satisfied, until the 16th of February, 1824, when, as 
surviving parer, he a 
of the valus ofthe rope-walk and appurtenance 
tional seine twine omitted in the former application, and for 
i| twenty per cent. deducted from the valuc of the cordage, 
| &e paid for on account of the probable cost of transporta- 
i] tion, amounting altogether to G11,606 75. 

i} The subject is afterwards thus noticed in the proceedings 
Hof the House of Repr tatives: 

eee a | s December 16. Petition presented. 

: Pebrnary 21. Adverse report by Committee on 
and ordered to lie on the table. 

a December 14. Petition presented, and referred to 
omunittee on Chains. 

24 | January 5. Adverse report by Committee 
to lie on the table. 

Leave given to withdraw papers. 
s February Petition presented. 

, March 10. Adverse report by Committee 
and ordered to lie on the table. 

28, December 30. Petition presented, and referred to 
Committee on Claims. 

1829, December 31. Petition presented, and referred to 
tee on Glauns. 


In 
3 SR 


a 


on 


on 


nuary 7, Adverse report by Committee on 
and ordered to lic on the table.” 

About this time, er soon after, Renner appears also to have 
pears of tie claim during the 


zby the petition of the pir 
, hot as executrix or admin- 
band, bat simply and solely 
his widow in needy cireumstan- 
wily totally unprovided for. As Rennei’s 
inued to prosecute the claim, as appears 


upon ihe groun 
ces, with alarge fi 
widow, 


. Petit 
Favorabie 
Petition pr 

50. Leay 


gain presented. 
report. 
unted. 


$2 
43. 


R- 


bruary 9, } 
arch 4, 185 
eptember 16, 
“ December 30, 1 i 

On the 8th of March, 1852. the name of Mary B. Renner 


is dropped, and, for the first time, the name of John F. Cal- 


appointed administrator on the 19th of February, 1850. 
wouid seem that no previous administration had ever been 
had upon the estate of Renner, or the letters granted to 
| Callan would have been administration de bonis non. Le | 


ft 


2 


ain petitioned Congress for payment | 
ome addi- 


he 8h of January, 1346, | 


continued administrator until June, 1852, when his letters 
were revoked, and administration granted to the claimant, 
Mary B. Renner, on the 26th of that month. ; 

-On the 3d of Fedruary, 1853, “An act for the relief of 
Mary B. Renner, administratrix of Daniel Renner, do- 
ceased,” was approved, which authorized the Secretary of 
the Treasury “to cause the claim of said Mary B. Renner, 
adininistratrix of Daniel Renner, who was surviving part- 
ner of the firm of Renner & Heath, composed of said Ren- 
ner and Nathaniel W. Heath, which claim arose from the 
burning of a repe-walk, and seine twine therein, by the 
public enemy, in August, 1814, binging to said firm, to be 
| audited and settled upon principles of equity and justice, 
upon the evidence heretofore produced and on file, or here - 
after to be taken, provided the allowance so made should 
not exceed $6,744.” , 

Application was immediately made for a settlement under 
the act. An account wasstated and passed by the account- 
ing ofticers on the 8th, for $6,743 75, and a requisition on 
the Treasury forthe money delivered to Mrs. Renner on the 
| 13th of February, 1853. g k 

Thus, it appears, have the rights of Heath and his heirs, 
equally interested in the property of the rope-walk and the 
indemnity for its destruction, been entirely overlooked and 
disregarded, and for anything appearing to the contrary, 
the whole of the large sum of $26,547 35 has gone into the 
hands of, and inured to the exclusive benefit of, his partner, 
Renner, in his life time, and his widow after his death. 

The contract of partnership, in my judgment, gave, Ren- 
ner, as surviving partner, no right to receive the whole 
amount firstallowed under the act of Congress for the relief 
of the firm without the authority and assent of the repre- 
sentatives of Heath which, as has been before observed, 
there is nothing showing that it ever was obtained, and it 
does appear to me that the amount allowed under the last 
act of Congress should not have been paid to the widow of 
Renner without first ascertaining the rights of the heirs of 
the other partner,and particularly as the buildings for which 
50 was paid were erected by Heath, and were his prop- 

y. That Heath’s heirs are to some extentaware of-their 
rights, there can be no doubt; for shortly after the passage 
of the last law an inquiry upon the subject was made at 
this office by a Mr. Grinnell, of New Bedford, Massachu- 
setts, formerly a member of Congress, and by one or two 
otherssince. And T nave felt it my duty to submit this state- 
ment that they may not be lost sight of in any future indem- 
nity that Congress may think proper to award, and {hat it 
may certainly be paid to the parties legally entitied to ro- 
ceive it. 

With great respect, your most obedient servant, 

F. BURT, Auditor. 
Ion. J. LETCIIER, Chairman of the Commitee on Claims, 

House of Representatives. 

Mr. Chairman, as the time of the House is 
very precious, 1 do not propose to go into any 
discussion of this matter. Iam content to leave 
the case on this report from the Auditor. It 
shows clearly and conclusively, as I think, that 
the amount of money already paid has entirely 
gone into the hands of one of the parties to this 
contract, and that the heirs, or the administrator, 
or any individuals interested in a share of the 
ii estate, have received no portion whatever of it, 
| It also appears from this statement, that the 

real property which was destroyed by this fire, 

valued at $5,600, was the property of Heath 
| himself; that he held it in fee simple. And there 
| is no evidence to show that the $3,000, said to 
| have been borrowed and set off as and for the 

interest of Renner in the rope-walk, was ever bor- 
i rowed, advanced, or invested in this property in 
| an way whatever, 

| Mr. KNOWLTON. Mr. Chairman, in the 
| absence of my colleague on the Committee on 
|| Claims, who had this bill in charge, and in jus- 
tice'to the parties and the committee itself, I feel 
|! it to be my duty to make an explanation in reply 
to the remarks of the gentleman from Virginia. 
The statement of that gentleman, that only one 
| of the parties has heretofore reccived any por- 
‘tion of this claim, it appears to me but adds 
i to the argument in favor of something being now 
paid when the evidence is, that the Government 
i has not paid for the whole amount of property 
destroyed. 

1 will state some of the facts in the cage. So 
far as these claimants are concerned, it appears 
hat, when the city was threatened with invasion, 
hey had on hand, in their walk near the navy- 
yard, a large quantity of cordage, rope, and twine, 
‘suitable for the public use; and fearing the de- 
| struction of their property by the approaching 
i enemy, they employed, in ample season, a suffi- 
| cient number of boats to remove all their stock to a 
place of safety, but their boats were taken from them, 
| and impressed into the service of the United States to 


| 
i 
ji 


li remove Young’s brigade across the Potomac, by order 


pof General Winder. Renner & Heath then procured 
| carts, and afterwards wagons, for the removal of their 


|i property, but these were also all impressed by the 


| Uniled States Government, to remove books and pa- 
pers from the public offices, and for the removal of 
| olher publie property. Finding their utmost indus- 
i try and vigilance, as exhibited in these energetic 
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efforts to save their property by removal, thus 
frustrated by the Government, they were reluc- | 
tantly compelled to leave it to its fate. | 

It has been said that these parties have received 
compensation for the property which was de- 
stroyed twice over. Gentlemen will observe, by 
recurring to the report of the facts in the case, 
that while the claim was $31,500 it was cut down 
to the sum of $19,803 and some cents. No rea- 
son is given by the committee that made the 
deduction in 1819, but that they deemed it safe 
to make it. The evidence on the other hand 
shows that the price of the property as claimed 
by the parties was actually below the price of 
like property soon after it was destroyed. The 
amount allowed in 1853 was not for the prop- 
erty destroyed in the building, but for the build- 
ing itself, 

Mr. LETCHER. And for the twine then 
brought in for the first time. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. Yes, sir; one thou- 
sand pounds of seine twine, which was not em- 
braced in the first account. 

Mr. KNOWLTON. Mr. Chairman, the com- 
mittee were of opinion, that if the Government | 
is bound to pay forthe property atall, it is bound | 
to pay u fair compensation to these parties for the 
losses which they sustained. But the gentleman 
says that there must be an end somewhere to 
these claims, 

Sir, the committee provide in this bill that the 
claim shall be examined upon evidence now on file, 
(and such evidenceas may be hereafter presented,) 
and compensation shall be made for the value 
of the movable property destroyed, after making 
a fair deduction for the probable damage and cost 
of removing said property to a place of safety, 
and returning it to the city after the danger had 
passed, provided that the sum paid upon the 
settlement of said account, in addition to what 
has been heretofore paid, shall not exceed $4,636; 
which, when paid, shall be in full of all damages and | 
claims of ihe said Renner & Heath, or their represent- ii 
atives, arising owt of the destruction ef their property || 
by the enemy during the said war with Great Brit- | 
ain; and provided further that the amount paid | 
by virtue of the provisions of this act shall be | 
paid in equal parts to the said Renner & Heath, ! 
or-to their legal representatives. 

With this statement I submit the case to the 
committee, 

Mr. STEPHENS. I move that the committee 
do now rise, with a view of closing debate on the || 
pending bill. 

Mr. LETCHER. Ihope the gentleman will 
yield to me to make a single remark. 

Mr. STEPHENS, 1 withdraw the motion to | 
rise, but I hope the gentleman will renew it when | 
he has said what he wishes to say. 

Mr. LETCHER,. In the act passed in 1819, | 
there was a proviso that the amount to be paid } 
should not exceed a certain sum; and therefore | 
the proviso on which the gentleman relies in the | 
present bill as an ample protection, is to be little 
depended on, for claims will be renewed for forty 
years afterwards. 


| I have made the statement | desire. 


before Congress made any appropriation in 1819, 
every particle of the property of Renner had been 
spent to satisfy the claims which arose out of the 
purchase of this twine and hemp. Heath’s heirs 
have not yet received one cent; and when in 1853 
the appropriation was made, Heath’s heirs con- 
tested the question as to whether they were not 
entitled to receive some part of it. The case was 
brought up before the court by an able lawyer in 
this city, and it was decided that Renner’s heirs 
nad not yet been paid the amount advanced to the 
irm. 

Last‘winter, the heirs of Heath, some living 
in Massachusetts, others ip Hlinois, Wisconsin, 
and some in the District of Columbia, investigated 
the matter for three months, searched all the 
records, and they found that Renner’s heirs had 
not yet received as much as Renner had paid into 
the partnership; but the parties then agrecd that, 
if anything should be received, the balance, after 
paying what Renner put in, should be divided 
equally among the heirs. Now, the Auditor had 
not a particle of the evidence of this fact before 
him, and he made his statement upon the facts 
which he found contained in the office of the 
Third Auditor. 

Mr. LETCHER. I have never seen any of 
these facts in the papers in the ease, and this is 
the first time I ever heard anything about an ad- 


themselves. It seems that, when this partnership 
was formed, Heath was the entire owner of all 
the real estate put into the partnership; and that, 
so far as the capital was concerned, which was 
to be employed in the manufacture, &c., it was 
to be borrowed, the interest and discount on 
which was to be paid 
borrowed. Now, if Heath was the only man of 
property in the concern—if all the balance of the 
capital was to be borrowed—if the discount and 
interest were to be paid out of the proceeds of the 
concern, how is it that Renner became the heavy 
loser? 


who was worth anything. Heath had nothing, 
All the property put into the concern was upon 
the credit of Mr. Renner, and which he had to 
pay as one of the partners of the concern of Ren- 
ner and Heath. Heath was a young man, and 
Renner was a merchant of Georgetown. 

Mr. HAVEN. I wish to say to the gentle- 
man 

Mr. COBB. I do notlike to be interrupted until 


Mr. HOUSTON. I do not desire to take any 
part in this debate, but I regret to see my col- 
league disposed not to yield the floor to other 
gentlemen who seem to know something about 


go out that my colleague is disposed to smother | 
facts. I am satisfied that he does not want to | 
suppress them, and that he desires to stand right 
before the House. 

Mr. COBB. Oh, certainly, and I desire gen- 
tlemen shall be heard. 

Mr. LETCHER. Iask my friend whether the | 
articles of copartnership do not state, expressly 


will allow me, E will say to him that there are | 
claims to the amount of at least a million or two | 
of dollars, from the northern frontier, lying back | 
of this, and which are quite as meritorious. | 
| 
H 


| 
Mr. HAVEN. If my friend from Virginia | 
! 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I am pleased to see | 
that my worthy friend from Virginia has taken | 
so manly a course in this contest, and that he has 
satisfied himself with making a simple statement 
of facts, which I, as a member of this House, | 
will not attempt to controvert, except in refer- |) 
ence to one or two points. He has been satisfied ' 
with stating the facts, leaving the House to draw i 
their own conclusion. As to the report from the || 
Treasury Department, which the gentleman has || 
read, I have to say thatitis correct in every par- || 
ticular, except as to the conclusion which the |i 
Third Auditor draws in reference to the question || 

i 
| 
i 
| 


Thej; 
Auditor does not controvert the claim in one sin- | 
gle particular. In another letter, the Auditor re- 
states. the accounts, and admits that therc is 
something yet due, and the only question is as to 1 
whom it shall be paid, whether to Renner’s heirs |} 
alone, or to the heirs of Renner & Heath? 

I will explain how it came to pass that Renner 
got the whole amount. Heath died, and Renner 
settled up the business of the partnership; and, 


1 
{| 
| 
: 
Hi 
f 


| thinking that Injustice might be done, agreed that 


| value of the hemp. 


and unequivocally, that Heath was the owner of | 
the rope-walk, and put in that much capital, and į 
that the $3,000, the interest and discount on which | 
was to be paid out of the concern, was put in by 
Renner as an offset against the real estate ? | 

Mr. COBB. Well, I was once the holder, 
nominally, of $7,000 in a partnership, but not a 
dollar was paid out. 

Mr. LETCHER. There is no evidence of that 
Kind in this case. 

Mr. TODD. I understand the gentleman from 
Alabama to say that Heath was worth nothing, 


| and that he lost nothing by the destruction of the |! 


property. That being so, E would like to know 
why he is included in the bill? . 
Mr. COBB. Because the heirs of both parties, 


the amount should be divided. When in 1819 
the committee reported upon this case, there was 
not a particle of evidence before. them as to the 
In 1824 evidence was intro- 
duced here by a gentleman, who is still living, 
and who wasat the time a clerk in the Depart- 
ment. This evidence shows conclusively that | 
the charges made for the twine, &c., were fair | 
charges; and even went so far as to say, that in 


jastment having been made among the parties | 


Py the firm. The money was | 
e 


Mr. COBB. Mr. Renner was the only partner | 


the case, because I do not want the imputation to | 


been worth even more than it: was then... Thé 
committee assumed, without evidence, that. they 
were overcharges; and the claim is predicated‘on 
that reduction, which was palpably wrong. 'Phis' - 
gentleman, testified that this claim was just and 
right and ought to be paid. As to the overcharge 
| for the transport of the ‘article, here are three 
most respectable merchants of Georgetown, who 
prove conclusively that it could’ not have’ cost 
more than two dollars per ton to carry it off: And 
here is the testimony of the officer who impressed 
the boats. ‘He says‘he did take the boats from 
them for the purpose of moving General Winder’s 
army across the Potomac. They then proceeded to 
get wagons and carts, by which they could have 
removed ‘the twine in ample time to save their 
property. The officer testifies. that hé impressed 
them, too, to remove the archives of the Govern 
i| Ment; and thus it is owing to the efforts of Ren- 
ner & Heath that we have to-day the archives of. 
i; the Government to refer to. Now here is the 
testimony, and let gentlemen examine the facts 
for themselves. 
|. Thisbillsimply refers the matter to the account 
| ing officer, It must necessarily pass through Mri 

Whittlesey’s hands. If he finds anything due ke 
1s to pay what is due; and if nothing be due, then 
the Treasury does not lose a dollar by this bill:. 
I ask the House whether it is not willing to do 
that much for the widow and orphan? When 
the case is doubtful, are they not willing to leave 
it to the settlement of the proper officers, when. 
į the whole matter can be closed forever? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I move that the-committee’ 
do now rise for the purpose of closing debate. | 
| Mr. HAVEN, P hope my friend from Qhio: 
will withdraw: that motion that-{ may offer an 
i} amendment to the bill. ` ` . 
| Mr. GIDDINGS. I will; but if I had known, 
that so much time would have been wasted, I 
i| would not have voted to go into committee. 

Mr. HAVEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer: 
this amendment; I do not want to debate it. It 
is an amendment proposing that the Secretary of 
|| the ‘Treasury shall pay to the several claimants 
i| residing on the northern frontier, in the counties’ 
|| of Erie and Niagara, in the State of New York, 
j| Such sums as appear to be due tor them on the 
| proofs and reports of commissioners now on file’ 
i; in the Treasury Department of the United States. 


|| These proofs, which have been there since’ 1815 
and 1816, establish, beyond question—if this prin- 
ciple is to be carried into legislation—that they 
are entitled to their claims. ae 

j| _Mr.-GIDDINGS. I want to inquire whether., 
those very commissioners who allowed’ those 
claims on the northern frontier did not: reject 

| this ? : 

Mr. HAVEN. Ido not know as to that. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Well, I know they did. 
The commissioners to whom the gentleman from 
| New York [Mr. Haven] refers, who reported on 
these frontier claims, rejected the claim. But I 
; did not rise to debate the question, but to move 
; that the committee rise, so as to limit debate. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to ask the gentle- 

| man from New York a question 
| Mr. GIDDINGS, (interrupting.) I insist on 
my motion, that the committee rise. 

Mr. LETCHER. Let the amendment be read: 

Mr. Haven’s amendment was read, as follows: 

Sec.2. And be it further enacted, That the proper ac- 
counting officers of. the Treasury audit and pay out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to the 
several claimants and their legal representatives, for loss of 
property by the enemy upon the northern frontier .in the 
counties of Niagara and Erie, in New York, during the war 
of 1812 with England, the several sums.of money appear- 
ing to be due them upon the proofs and reports of commis- 
sioners heretofore taken and made, and now on file in the 
Treasury Department of the United States. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Task that the member from 
Ohio will give way to allow meto offer an amend- 
ment to this bill ? ; : 
Mr. GIDDINGS. My friend will understand 
that when we go back into committee he may offer 
his amendment in regular order. i 
The question was`taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and Mr. Minisow 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, 
Mr. Greenwoon reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House had had under. consideration 
House bill (No. 206) for the relief of the heirs 


a short time after it was destroyed it would have ! 


and legal representatives of Daniel Renner and ` 
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Nathaniel H. Heath, and had come to no conclu- 
sion thereon. & - 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I move now that all further 
debate on the bill just reported close in two min- 
ütes after the. committee shall have resumed its 
consideration. 

Mr. LETCHER. There will still be the right 
to debate amendments for five minutes ? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Of course. 

The motion was agreed to. 

- Mr. GIDDINGS. I move that the House re- 
resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The. House accordingly again resolved itself 
into a Committee of the’ Whole House, (Mr. 
Grexnwoop in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill for the relief of the heirs and 
legal representatives of Daniel Renner and Na- 
thaniel H. Heath. 

Mr. TAYLOR. As l understand the bill be- 
fore us, the facts involved in it show that all the 
money that has been paid by the Government has 
been appropriated by the representatives of Ren- 
ner, Now I propose to move an amendment to 
the amendment, 

Mr. COBB. I must raise a question of order 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from New 

ork, [Mr. Haven,] that it is not germane to the | 


bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 


Lof it. I would suggest, however, to the gentleman 


tleman; but I have no control over the bill, A gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts has especial charge 


from Virginia, that his amendment would be en- 
tirely superfluous. The effect of the bill, just as it 
stands, is precisely what the gentleman’s amend- 
ment would provide for. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Will the gentleman. ac- 
cept it? 4 

Mr. COBB. Of course I cannot accept it, I 
have no power to accept it. : 

Mr. McMULLIN. 1 certainly understood the 
gentleman from Alabama to say that he was will- 
ing to accept the amendment. The gentleman 
says that itis not his bill. I have only to say 
that he scems to take more interest in it than any 
other member. 

Mr. KNOWLTON. I hope the gentleman 
will offer his amendment, and that it will be 
adopted. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Ido offer it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. Inowmove ! 
that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the | 
House, with a recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. McCARTY. I demand tellers upon that 
motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. W ASHBURNE 
and Craige were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported only eleven in the affirmative. 


that the amendment of the gentleman from New , 
York provides for general legislation; and under 
the rule which the Chair understands has been 
adopted with respect to amendments to private 
bills, the Chair thinks it is not in order. 

Mr. HAVEN. I especially guarded it against 
the objection suggested by the Chair. If it had | 
been for the entire northern frontier, it would have 
been gencral legislation; but I have restricted it | 
to a particular locality, so as to make it special 
ldeielauion: The Chair will sce that it relates to 
the same subject—that it relates to the same class 
of indemnity, to be paid upon the same deserip 
tion of proof as that provided for in the bill, I| 
think the amendment is clearly in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be gov- 
erned in his decision by the rule which he under- | 
stands has been established upon the subject. 
He thinks the amendment is more general in its 
nature than is usual. The Chair will suggest 
that it is not even in order to amend a private bill 
by the addition of the case of a single other claim- 
ant. 

Mr. HAVEN. Well, sir, shall not persist 

‘in pressing my amendment further; I merely 
wanted the House to know that, if they adopt 
this principle, I shall be after them with other 
claims based upon the same principle. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I now offer my amendment 
to the last section of the bill. I move to amend 
as follows: 

Strike out all after the words, “ provided further,” in the 
fourteenth ling, as follows : 

‘That no part of the amount paid shali be received by the 
representatives of Renner, unless it shall appear that they 
are entitled so todo upon a fair and equitable settlement 


of the whole matter between them and the representatives 
of Heath. 


So the motion was disagreed to. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported to 
the House, with a recommendation that it do not 

ass. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If there be no 
| objection, I move that the committee rise for the 
purpose of making, in the House, this an “ ob- 
jection day’? in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, to commence 
where we left off yesterday. 

Mr. PULLER, of Maine. I object, unless the 
gentleman will modify his proposition so that 
we shall commence with the first bill on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. JONES. I will do no such thing. I will | 
i let objection days be as the rule fixes them, and 
| not agree to go over bills again which have been | 
already objected to. 


PEYTON G. KING. 


The next bill in order on the Calendar was a 
bill (H. R, No. 206) for the relief of Peyton G. 
King, late receiver of public money at Monroe, 
Louisiana. ‘The bill authorizes and directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in adjusting the ac- 
counts of Peyton G. King, as late receiver of 
publie money at the United States land office i 
at Monroe, Louisiana, and to give him credit for 
$7,853 92, the amount of the public money of 
which he was robbed on the 22d of January, 
1855, while acting in the aforesaid capacity. 

From the report, which was read, it appears 
that the propriety of giving this authority and 
direction to the Secretary of the Treasury de- 
pends, first, upon the fact, that Mr. King was 
robbed of the amount of public money spoken of; 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I will merely say, 
in opposition to this amendment, that if it is 
adopted it destroys the agreement entered into 
between the representatives of Renner and those 
of Heath, and that in all probability the repre- 
sentatives of Heath, who was a worthy man, 
will not get acent. I hope the committee will 
not adopt the amendment. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. McMULLIN. 


i 
j 
| 
i 
i 
H 
| 
| 
| 


Alabama [Mr. Coss] will accept. 
at the end of the bill the following: 

Provided further, That the Scerctary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to reopen the settlements of 


1819 and 1853, and to make a full, complete, and final set- | 
tement of said claim. 


It is to add 


I understood the gentleman from Alabama to | 


be willing to accept an amendment of this nature. | 
I hope, therefore, that he will accept it, and that, | 
if the bill is to pass, we shall go back to the 
former settlements which have been made, and | 
thus make a full, final, and complete settlement 

_ of the whole claim. | 
Mr. COBB. I myself should have no objection |; 
whatever to accepting the amendment of the gen- |! 


i| King going into his office, and opening the safe, 


3 I wish to suggest an | 
amendment, which I hope the gentleman from | 


and, second, upon the existence of an obligation 
on the part of the Government to release him | 
from any personal right it might have under the | 
| law, as it now stands, to claim from him the pay- 
| ment of the amount of which he had been de- : 
prived by a robbery. As to the fact of robbery, . 
the money is known to have been in the safe 

' until its disappearance was discovered, on Mr. 


in the presence of W. K. Johnson; and all the 
| proof goes to establish the fact of the commis- 
sion of the theft or robbery by some other per- 
son or persons, in the most conclusive manner. 
Indeed, it is altogether unusual, when a crime 
of such a character has been committed, to have 
such a mass of proof to show the actual commis- 
sion of the crime, and the impossibility of there 
having been any complicity in the commission 
of the crime on the part of the one who had the 
money in his charge. As to the existence of an 
obligation on the part of the Government to re- 
lease Mr. King from any claim against him for | 
the repayment of the money of which he is} 
shown to have been robbed, it is shown that, very | 
soon after the organization of the Government 


under the Constitution of the United States, Al- | 


the 9th of December, 1791, upon a case referred 
to him, observed, that it was “‘ a principle which 
had been admitted in practice at the Treasury, 
upon the strength of legal opinions officially 
given, that when a receiver of public moneys, 
as amere agent, is robbed of such money, which 
may have been in his keeping, the loss is to be 
borne-by the Government;’’ and from various 
cases cited, that such has been the practice of 
the Government. 

Mr. TAYLOR. The gentleman in whose favor 
this bill is proposed is a constituent of my col- 
league, (Mr. Sanpipaz,] who is now absent in 
consequence of ill health. With the permission 
of the committee, however, I will call their atten- 
tion to one fact. I hold in my hand a statement 
furnished to my colleague from the Treasury 
Department, showing that, in the course of about 
fifteen months, Mr. King, the receiverat Monroe, 
received for the United States, and paid over, 
the sum of $155,000; that a few days—about a 
month before the commission of this robbery, 
he paid over, on December 30, $29,000; and that 
he paid in the city of New Orleans, on January 
96, a few days after the robbery, the sum of 
$14,000. This sum of $14,000 was made up in 
part of the $10,000 which he had invested in the 
pill of exchange on New Orleans. J mention this 
fact for the purpose of showing the amount of 
money which passed through his hands, and the 
frequency with which he made his deposits in 
the discharge of his official duty; and for the 
purpose of showing that, within the month when 
this robbery of $7,000 was committed, he actu- 
ally received, and paid over, in addition to this 
$7,000 odd, the sum of $40,000 odd. With these 
remarks I beg leave to move that the bill be laid 
aside to be reported to the House, with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE SOLAR COMPASS. 


The next bill in order on the Calendar was a 
bill (H. R. No. 104) to enable the United States 
to make use of the solar compass in the public 
surveys. 

The bill authorizes and directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to William A. Burt, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, the sum of $20,000, to compensate him 
for the use by the United States, in the prosecu- 
tion of the public surveys, of the solar compass 
invented by and patented to him. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE called for the reading of 
the report. 

The report was read. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. The report that has 
ust been read is so full and conclusive with regard 
to the utility and importance of this instrument, 
that very litle, Í apprehend, is necessary to be 
said upon the subject. I wish, however, with the 
consent of the committee, to make one or two 
statements in reference to it, upon the authority 


| of the Commissioners of the General Land Office, 


the two predecessors of the present Commissioner. 
It will be recollected that one of the statements 
made in this report is, that a saving had been 
made by means of this instrument up to the time 
the report was made, in 1852, to the Treasury, of 
between six hundred and seven hundred thousand 
dollars. It shows that the surveys made by 
these instruments are not only vastly more reli- 
able and more correct than those made with the 
ordinary magnetic compass, but that there has 
been an actual saving to the Government of near 
three quarters of a million of dollars. 

It seems that about the time that this report was 
made, in 1852 I think, the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office recommended the payment 
to Mr. Burt of one mill per acre of the land that 


| should be surveyed with this compass, and which 


could not be surveyed correctly in any other way. 
Taking that recommendation as a basis of calcula- 
tion, we find, by the Commissioner’s statement, 
that Mr. Burt should have been paid in 1852 for 
surveys previously made, the sum of $9,952, and 
for surveys made between 1852 and 1854, the 
sum of a fraction over $6,000. Since 1854 we 
have no report on the subject, but think it fair to 
presume the quantity of land surveyed was not 
less than in the preceding two years, Say from 


|| 1859 to 1854, that being $6,000, making for this 


estimate for all the lands surveyed by the use of 


exander Hamilton, in a report made by him on i 


Burt’s compass to the present time at one mill 
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er acre, the sum of $21,952, which, in the opin- 
lon of the Commissioner of the General Land |! 
Office, would be a small compensation to Mr. 
Burt for the use of his compass. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to ask the gen- || 
tleman from Michigan a question, Does this || 
compass belong to Mr. Burt now, or has it been 
sold to the Government for the benefit of the || 
patentee? | 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I will answer the gentle- | 
man; but, in order to do so, it will be necessary | 
to go a little further back in this history, which | 
I do with great pleasure. Mr. Burt invented || 
this instrument about 1835 or 1836. He being a | 
surveyor himself, and knowing the utter inutility || 
of the magnetic compass for surveying these 
mineral lands, after much study and reflection, 
and the expenditure of much time, invented this 
instrument, which he had patented, I believe, in 
1836. When the question was raised between 
him and the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, as to what coursé he should adopt towards 
the Government—whether he should forbid the 
Government the use of his instrument, or charge 
a certain amount for its use, or allow the Gov- | 
ernment to use it and depend upon its future | 
action for compensation for the invention, it 
was deemed by him and by the Department bet- 
te-for him to allow the Government surveyors 
to purchase and use his instrument at the manu- | 
facturer’s prices. He adopted that course, and 
has received nothing from the Government sur- 
veyors for the use of his patent. He disposed, 
I believe, of cight of his instruments to other |! 
surveyors, for which he received an advance of 
ten dollars each above the manufacturer’s price; 
and the entire amount which he has received in 
all for the use of his patent is precisely eighty 
dollars up to this time. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I ask the gentle- 
man from Michigan whether the Government 
does not hire surveyors, and whether they do not 
use their own instruments? 

Mr. WALBRIDGE,. Yes; sir. 

Mr. FULLER. Then, what is the profit to 
the Government, whether the surveyors use onc 
instrument or another? 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. Iwill answer the gen- 
tleman by reading from the report itself, the lan- 
guage of the Commissioner of the Land Office, in 
reply to a call for information by a committee of 
the Senate, in 1852: 

€Y beg leave to state, that in the mineral regions of Lake 
Superior and elsewhere, where the local attraction is such 
as to render the ordinary compass a useless thing, said solar 
compass has proved of inappreciable utility. In the min- 
eral regions of Michigan, Wisconsin, and Arkansas, it is 
estimated that 31,104 miles (9,953,280 acres) of public 
Jand surveys were accomplished by it, at a maximum cost 
af $186,624, which, without its discovery and use in said 
service, could not have been surveyed without resorting to 
the tedious process involved in the usc of transit end other 
instruments, causing delay in the execution of the work, 
and proportionably swelling the cost of the public surveys 
of the same body of land to an estimated amountof at least 
$622,080, and possibly a great deal more, that is to say: to 
twenty dollars per mile instead of six, and possibly double 
the former amount.” * * * « The transcendent merits of 
this instrument, however, in the public land surveys, con- 
sistin the facility with which it determines the true me- 
ridian, from which, by the mechanical construction and } 
graduation of the compass, any and ail angles or courses 
may be determined. Thusthe surveyor, by a simple oper- 
ation, is enabled to arrive at accurate results; and what- 
ever may be the local causes surrounding him, which but 
serve to distract the operator with the ordinary compass, 
he is by this instrument enabled promptly to proceed with 
his labors without any misgivings, delays, or interruptions.” 


Mr. FULLER. I ask the gentleman to allow || 
me to say a word in addition. I had noticed 
the portion of the report from which he has read, 
and I wish to ask if Government contractors are 
not making inventions every day by which the 
details of their work are very much cheapened, 
and the perfection of the work increased; and if, 
upon the same principle, the inventors of every 
instrument employed in the service of Govern- 
ment contractors of any description whatever, 
could not come and claim compensation from the 
Government? We might as well pay for the in- 
vention of Fairbank’s scales, or any other instru- 
ment, 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I will answer the gen- 
tleman from Maine. , Instead of paying twenty 
dollars per mile for surveying, as the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office certifies would 
have to be paid, if the surveying was done with 


| to be used by the Government surveyors until he 


if oe . 
| sale of their inventions. 


; ernment surveying, and I take it for granted that | 
! they pay out of their own pocket for their own 


a transit instrument, the work was done with 
this instrument for six dollars per mile. Is there i} 


a man here who does not sce at a glance that the 
Governmentsaves thereby the sum of fourteen dol- 
lars a mile. And at the same time the instrument 
was invented the question with the inventor was 
whether he would or not allow the instrument 


had been paid for his invention? He decided that 
the true and proper way would be to allow the 
United States surveyors to use his instrument, į 
trusting to the generosity and liberality of Con- 
gress for compensation. 

Mr. McMULLIN. The gentleman says that 
this instrument has entered into general use in the 
country. Very well, then; he ought to depend 
for compensation, as other inventors do, on the 
I would ask the gentle- 
man whether the surveyors do not purchase their 
own instraments? They contract for the Gov- 


instruments. The sale of his instruments, then, | 
should afford him ample compensation. ; 
Mr. WALBRIDGE. I have answered that ; 
question two or three times, but I will answer it | 
again. The inventor of this compass has no in- 
terest in the manufacture of them. They are man- | 
ufactured by a mathematical instrument maker in 
Philadelphia. From first to last the inventor has 
reccived only eighty dollars for his invention from 
anybody. 
A Memser. What does it sell for? | 
Mr. WALBRIDGE. My recollection is, that | 
the manufacturer sells them at cighty dollars a | 
piece. For eight instruments sold the inventor has | 
received ten dollars apiece—eighty dollars in all. | 
That is all he has received from anybody. | 
Mr. McMULLIN. Has he sold his patent | 
right to the manufacturer in Philadelphia? | 
Mr. WALBRIDGE. He has not sold his pat- | 


ent right to anybody. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Then he gave it away? 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. No, sir, he has not given 
itaway. He permitted this instrument maker | 
to manufacture his instruments, but conditioned | 
that he (Burt) should receive ten dollars for each | 
instrument sold to other than Government cm- | 
ployés. They are only used in Government sur- 
veys, and therefore are only purchased by such, 
except to a limited extent. i 

The patentee has never received more than 
eighty dollars bencfit from his invention; and this ; 
sum was not paid for its use by the Government į 
surveyors. By agreement with the Commis- 
sioner of the Gencral Land Office, the inventor 
was not to charge the Government surveyors 
higher than the cost of manufacture, and he did 
not do so; but eighty dollars which he received 
were on instruments sold to county surveyors and 
other persons not in the employ of the United 
States Government. 

Mr. LEITER. Was not that agreement made 
by the inventor for the purpose of having the in- 
vention generally introduced in the country? 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. The Government has 
availed itself of his invention without compensa- 
tion to him. 


Mr. LEITER. 


I ask the gentleman to answer : 


my question. | 


Mr. WALBRIDGE. Ionly know that it was 
done in pursuance of the arrangement with the | 
Commissioner torecommend Congress to pay him 
one mill per acre, which he has done. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. How can the Gov- 
ernment use it when it gets its surveying done by 
contract? 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. His true that the Gov- | 
ernment hires men to do its surveying by the 
mile, but cannot the gentleman imagine that the 
Government saves something when, with the old | 


Mr. FULLER. I understand that the Govern- 
ment gets the surveys made cheaper, but I do 
not understand that the Government ‘uses the 


instrument. 
Mr. WALBRIDGE. Thegentlemancan readily | 


‘see that the Government saves money by the use | 


of this instrument; and for that use the claimant | 
asks to have compensation paid to him. __ | 
Mr. PHELPS. If Lunderstand this bill it pro- | 
poses to buy the patent right of a solar compass. | 
Mr. WALBRIDGE. In what part of the bill ; 


or report does the gentleman find a proposition | 
to purchase the patent right? i 


i had the use of this solar compass. 


Mr. PHELPS. Then this is a gratuity that 
the Government is to make to the inventor. of 
this solar compass, without obtaining’ any. cór- 
responding advantage. 
the gentleman from: Michigan justify an appro- 
priation of $20,000 to this manas a ‘gratuity? 
He says that itis not proposed to purchase’ he 
patent right. Under the law, those who use the 
instrument without paying the inventor for. its 
use, in one way or other, infringe the patent 
right, and are lable to. suit therefor. Yet the 
gentleman from Michigan is willing'to grant this 
claimant $29,000, and ‘still leave him with. this 
remedy against those who infringe his patent 
right. Is this the sort of justice we ought to. 
mete out to our citizens? 

Why should we prefer this patent right to all 
others? Last summer I met with an intelligent 
surveyor who héd invented a compass by which 
to run lines in a mineral country, in which the 
magnetic needle was affected, and he had in his 
possession letters from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office recommending the instru- 
ment as the very best for the purpose for which 
it was designed. We propose now to make this 
large gratuity to a man for an invention made 


| years ago, when, if we make an examination of 


the matter, we can know that since then there 
has been invented a far better instrument, and an 
instrument which, in all probability, the Govern- 
ment surveyors will use running hnes through a 
mineral country. 

The gentleman says that the Government has 
I deny it. 
The Government pays for surveying from three 
to twenty dollars a mile, the price. being. depend- 
ent upon the character of the line to be run. . If 
the line is to be run through a mineral country, 
or there is any other difficulty attending the ran- 
ning of a line, the Government pays a higher 
price. The surveyor is to furnish his own in- 
struments, his own assistants, and to subsist them 
in the field, and while the drawings and calcula- 
tions are being made out for the Government. 
A contract is made with these men as a man 
makes a contract for labor on his farm. They 
are to be paid so much for so much work; and 


And by what rule does. 


when they have completed what they were to do,. 


they are paid according to the amount of the work 
done. You may go to the Land Office, and ,you 
will find there many contracts upon which the sur- 
veyor general has refused to pay the deputy sur- 
veyors for the surveys they have made. hy? 
Because the deputy surveyor had not made a cor- 
rect survey. The surveyor general must examine 
and approve the work before the compensation can 


i be paid; and if he finds that the lines.are not ac- 


curately run according to the instructions issued 
by the General Land Office to the surveyor-gen- 
eral, he rejects the contract, and lets it out to 
another person. 

Therefore I say that, as the Government of the 
United States is not bound to furnish deputy sur- 
veyors with any instruments whatever—if any 
deputy surveyor of the United States has made 
use of this invention; he has committed a viola- 
tion of the patent laws; he is liable to be prose- 
cuted by the patentee; and even if you give this 
gratuity to Burt he may turn round to-morrow 
and institute a suit against any person who ‘has 
made use of the instrument without his consent. 
I say, then, if the deputy surveyors have made 
use of this Instrument, the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, or the surveyor general, has 
no right to say that they shall use it; I under- 
stand the gentleman to make the point, that the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office had 
instructed the deputy surveyors to use it. The 
Commissioner has no right to give any such in- 
struction. The surveyor goes to the field with 
such instrument as he sees fit-to select, and the 
regulation requires that his work shall be approved 
by the surveyor general, and not that he shall 
use any particular compass, though I know that 
in many instances the deputy surveyor has been 
required to bring his instrument to the surveyor 
general, to be tested by some compass which 
they have in the office. r 

Ihave seen many claims like this brought before 
Congress, to compensate persons for inventions 
which they have made. I recollect well that, 
four or five years ago, some gentlemen around 
the lobby endeavored to have the United. States 
Government compensate an inventor of the name 
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of Pearson fora patent steam condenser.. They 
desired to have it used on board the steam vessels 
of the United States; and they had a calculation, | 
like that presented by the gentleman from Mich- į 
jgan, to show that, if the Government of the 

nited States would use the patent steam con- 
denser upon their steamers, the Government 
would save a great amount of money. They 
proposed that the inventor should receive one 
Erb of the amount which they could demonstrate 
that the Government would save by the. use of 
the invention, and let the Government use it; and 
FT believe they were ready to demonstrate that 
the Government of the United States would save 
$500,000. T recollect again, that several years 
ago a gentleman from New Jersey invented a 
patent primer for cannon, and he presented him- 
self here and sought to have the Government 
purchase it. Patentees come here and represent 
that persons in the employ of the Government 
desire to use the inventions made by them, and 
they ask the Government to compensate them 
for those inventions. 

The cases to which I have referred are cases 
where the patentees have been willing to sell to 
the United States the right to use the inventions, 
and also to give free and unlimited power to in- 
dividuals to use the inventions, bought by the 
Government. But this case docs not come with- 
in that, category, for the gentleman from Michi- 
gan has called my attention to the fact that this 
bill does not provide that the use and enjoyment 
of this invention shall be common to all the 
citizens of the United States, or to the Govern- 
ment; it merely provides that a gratuity of $20,000 
shall be paid to this person for the valuable 
invention he has made. Sir, cannot you find 
other great and valuable inventions, which have 
conferred more benefit upon mankind than the 
one now under consideration? If you compen- } 
sate this man for his invention, and do not com- | 
pensate others for like valuable inventions, you j 
muke an invidious distinction. You say that 
this invention is more useful to the Government | 
of the United States, and to the country, than any 
other invention which has becn made. There 
is. the telegraph, one of the greatest inventions 
of the age; and what compensation has the Gov- 
ernment made to the individual who invented it, 
other than to use it and pay for that use, just ag 
you and i do when we use it? 

-I hope, therefore, that this bill will not pass; 
and } move that it be laid aside to be reported to 
‘the Elouse, with a recommendation that it do not : 
pass, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Of the advantage 
of the solar compass over the old instruments, I 
have no doubt. But, sir, does that create an ob- 


ligation upon the part of the Government to make |} 


a gratuity to the inventor of this instrument? | 
The inventor of this instrument, if l understand | 
the history of this case, has availed himself of | 
the laws of the United States, passed in pursu- 
ance of the provisions of the Coustitution, vest- 
ing the power in Congress to pass laws sccuring | 
to inventors and authors the exclusive use of 
their works for a limited period. Judge Burt, 
it seems, invented this solar compass, and ob- 
tained a patent for it in 1836, securing to him the 
exclusive use and sale of that instrument, and I 
presume, though I do not know that the fact is 
So, that at the expiration of fourteen years he 
got an extension of his patent. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE, No, sir. 

Mr. JONES. ‘Then there is no patent upon it | 
at this time. Then he has had the exclusive use | 
and benefit of it for fourteen years. | 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. In what way has he 
had the use of it for fourteen years? 

Mr. JONES. By having it under his control, | 
and preventing all persons from using it—the | 
Government included—unless they would pay his | 
price for it. | 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. The Government has | 
never paid him one shilling for it. i 

Mr. JONES. I ask if the Government has ever || 
bought and put into the hands of any of its! 
agents or employés a solitary instrument of / 
Burt’s manufacture? 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I ask the gentleman if 
any man employed in making Government sur- 
veys ever paid to Mr. Burt one shilling for the 
use of his invention? 3 


Mr. JONES. The gentleman admitted a few | 


minutes ago, that for every one of the instru- | 
ments sold by the manufacturer, to others than || 
those employed in the survey of Government | 
lands, the manufacturer paid ten dollars to Judge 
Burt. ; 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. Will the gentleman tell |; 
how many? 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman said eight. T| 
do not know how many. Task him if they were | 
sold to the Government employés at ten dollars 
less than they were to others ? 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. They were. Then why was 
that done? I take it from the facts before us, 
that it was done for the paijose of basing an 
argument to pass this very bill. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. lt was done in pursu- | 
ance of the very arrangement which I stated was | 
made between the patentee and the Commissioner | 
of the Land Office, that he would not charge the 
employés of the Government anywhere. j 

Mr. JONES. I ask the gentleman what author- | 
ity the Commissioner of the Land Office had to į 
make any such arrangement with the gentleman | 
about the patent? i 

Mr. WALERIDGE. ‘That is a question for || 
him to answer. | 

Mr. JONES. Now, sir, it is not pretended or 
alleged here that the Government of the United 
States has ever infringed his patent. It is not 
asserted here that the Government of the United 
States has ever used his patent. But, sir, those | 
employed by the Government to survey the pub- 
lic lands, instead of buying another and a differ- | 
ent instrument, have bought this, believing it to 
be a better one, and have used it in the discharge || 
of their poolis duties. Sir, the same individuals ʻi 
have to buy their chains and all their mathemati- 
cal instruments. They have even, 1 presume, to 
buy their flags and flag-staffs. They have to em- | 
ploy their markers, their chain carriers, and all 
others necessary for them to execute their work. 
Then, sir, on what ground is this grant or gra- 
tuity asked for by the inventor of this instrument? 
It is because he has not heretofore received any ii 
remuneration from the Government, and that he | 
has not received one cent for the instrument sold ; 
to the deputy surveyors of the United States. i 
Why, sir, that is his own Joss. He could have 4 
charged it to them as well as charged it to pri- | 
vate individuals, or State and county surveyors ; 
throughout the country. This, sir, is pretty | 
much like the case we had here for some years | 
asking $100,000 for the discovery of the effects 
of ether; not because the Government had used it, | 
but because the surgeons of the Army and of the 
Navy, in laying in their supplics of medicine, 
had, among other things, purchased this. And |} 
since the discovery of the application of ether, | 
the person claiming to be the discoverer thought, | 
and he had fricnds here who thought this Gov- | 
ernment should pay him $100,000 for it. What, į 
sir, has this Government paid to Mr. Colt, the | 
inventor of the revolver, an arm used success- ii 


fully, advantageously, and with most telling || 
cffect in the war with Mexico? What remuner- i| 


ation, sir, has the Government made, or should |! 
make, to him? When the Government needed © 
the arm which he had invented, and which he had || 
the exclusive right to dispose of and control, the i: 


Government bought it at his price and used it. | 


are told that he has no more claim on the Gov- 
ernment than the inventor of Colt’s revolver or 
of the magnetic telegraph. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
it seems to me that it is very easy to satisfy these 
gentlemen in that regard. Gentlemen ask. you 
why Mr. Colt has not been rewarded by the 
Government? I answer, the Government has 
rewarded Mr. Colt; and the people who used 
Mr. Colt’s invention have rewarded him most 
bountifully. In the case of ordinary inventions, 
under the patent laws of the United States, the 
inventor receives a reward proportionate to the 
demand for the invention. So in the case of Mr. 
Coli and in the case of the telegraph discovery. 
The patent laws were sufficient to throw around 
the inventors the protection needed to give them 
abundant reward. ; 

But in this case it is far different. And here I 
want gentlemen to observe that it is not the uni- 
versality of the demand which must test the value 
of the invention. In this case the invention is 
required only in a limited sphere, and the com- 
mittee will see by the report that itis only useful 
or preferable in cases of magnetic attraction. 
This magnetic attraction is local, partial, not uni- 
versal. But where it does exist to that extent, 
the ordinary compass is not only inefficient, but 
worse than that, it leads to serious mistakes, 
which mistakes affecting the rights of parties in 
real property, are of the most serious and expens~ 
ive character. f 

Now, gentlemen will see that the case of this 
patentee was far different from the cases of ordi- 
nary patentees, of inventions. which come into 
common and general use. Here was a restricted 
and limited use. But gentlemen must not infer 
from that the lesser value of this invention. I 
say it, sir, with pride, that this invention, which 
has been so slightingly spoken of here, places the 
inventor among those men who, for the last fifty 
years, have illustrated the progress of the sciences 
and arts in this Confederacy; and has gained for 
him an enviable reputation, not only within the 


! limits of our own Confederacy, but abroad and 


in a wider sphere. It is one of the most splendid 
illustrations of the march of science and of art, 
and an enduring trophy of American genius. 
Now, gentlemen say, “what claim has this 
man on the Government??? The gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Jones] asks, ‘is the Govern- 
ment to reward all inventors?” J say, *‘ no; not 
all.” Let the enjoyment of the rights guaranticd 
to inventors under the patent laws be their remu- 
neration, if that be sufficient; but if that be not 
sufficient, and if the invention be a valuable acces- 


i sion to the cause of art and science, and if, in 
| addition to that, it is absolutely essential to the 


discharge of important functions of the Govern- 
ment, then it is the duty of the Government to 
reward the inventor. Can gentlemen draw any 
distinction between this case and those which are 
constantly voted on the same principle in respect 
to other subjects? Why, there is hardly a bill 
upon your Private Calendar that has not passed 
on some similar principle. We grant donations. 
We grant bounues to individuals. We reward 
men of mark and merit. Last session of Con- 


invented an instrument by which the Govern- 
ment has already saved a million of dollars, and 


by which it will save millions more—an inven- 


tion which is not only now of very great import- 
ance to the Government, but which mustalways 


“© continue to be so in some form, however much it 


may be modificd by subsequent improvements. 
‘The gentleman from Missouri (Mr. PueLrs] 


says, that he has met with a man who has in- 


Mr. PECK. I have a word or two to say, Mr. 
Chairman, in reply to the arguments of the gen- 
tileman from Missouri, [Mr. Puerps,] and of the 


gentleman who last addressed the committee, | 


{Mr. Jonzs.] We are asked why this particular 


case is to be taken out of the ordinary category | 


of inventions, and why this man is not to be placed 
on the same level with other inventors? And we 


| 
! 
| 
| vented a wonderful instrument that is far superior 
| to this. Sir, we all know a dozen such men. 
| There never was an inventor yet who did not 
claim to have found out the very thing that was 
; Necessary. 

| Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman does not ex- 
I said that I had met 
bcte 
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his possession at that time letters from the Com- 
missioner of the Land Office, and other distin- 
guished persons, speaking of his compass as the 
best that had been invented for the public lands 
where mineral attraction existed. 

Mr. PECK. Such cases are as frequent as 
chips around a wood-pile; but they cannot prove 
anything in this case. The value of the instru- 
ment has been tested; it has been demonstrated; 
and no man can now produce an instrument that 
has been tested and found equal to this; and with- 
out it the surveys cannot be carried on. 1 speak 
from my own knowledge, and I say that the sur- 
veys of the mineral lands. of the country cannot 
be carried on without this instrument. 

A Memper. They have been surveyed here- 
tofore. : 

Mr. PECK. Yes, they have been surveyed, 
but what has been the result? Defective surveys 
have been made, which have cost the Govern- 
ment ten times as much as was necessary, and 
have entailed upon the parties who have pur- 
chased the land constant and endless litigation. 
Now, it seems to me that we establish in this 
case a valuable invention, from which the Gov- 
ernment has derived immense advantage, and 
from which the inventor has derived no advant- 
age whatever. The gentleman from Missouri 
adverted to the fact that it was Mr. Burt’s own 
fault, if he had not received advantage, but had 
waived his right, and had not insisted on a pro 
rata of the price paid for his instruments. Now 
the gentleman must observe that the number of 
surveyors is very limited. They hardly average 
one to a county in the United States. The range 
of mineral lands is still more limited. It is com- 
paratively in small parcels, and in few localities, 
and the number of surveyors employed on that 
kind of land is infinitely small. One thousand 
instruments would more than suffice for the sur- 
veys of the whole mineral lands of the United 
States. The demand is small, and consequently 
any premium which he might receive upon the 
small number necessary to supply that demand, 
would prove but an inadequate recompense—in- 
adequate when compared to the vast benefit re- 
sulting to the Government and the country. 

One word further with regard to this claim. 
Gentlemen have said that they have seen lobby- 
ers come here for certain of these things. Now, 
I want them to understand that this man has no 
lobbyer here. I speak for him as his immediate 
representative; and I wish to say one word in 
respect to him, He is a poor man—I do not base 
his claim upon that, but it should enter into the 
consideration--who has devoted his life, and is 
now devoting it, to the arts and sciences. As soon 
as he invents one thing, he turns his mind to 
something else. He is not of that class of men 
who invent revolvers, and make money by the 
operation. He adds to the treasures of the 
country, and not to hisown. He is of that illus- 
trious class who have adorned the history of 
American science; but have too often gone down 
to the grave followed only by the attendants of 
the poor-house. I ask this Congress whether 
they should not, in such a case, discriminate, and 
do justice to the man while he yet lives, and not 
leave him the bare compliment of an epitaph on 
a pauper’s grave. 


ae TODD. I desire to offer a proviso to the 
ill. 
Mr. PHELPS. Well, I will withdraw the 


motion that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House, with the recommendation that it 
do not pass. 

Mr. TODD. I offer the following amendment: 

Provided, ‘That William A. Burt shali relinquish all 
claim on the United States, or its officers and employés, 
for the past use of said compass in the public service. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I 
understand that the patent right has expired, and 
it may be necessary that the committee should 
know this fact. Now, with this fact before us, 
what are we asked to do? The patentee, on his 
own estimate, and without evidence touching the 
proof of his patent, comes forward and asks the 
Government for §20,000. We never stipulated 
that his compass should be used by the Govern- 
ment employés. He waits until the term during 
which his right, as guarantied to him, has ex- 
pired, and then comes here on a general estimate, 
made by himself, for an appropriation of $20,000 
as remuneration for the use of his instrument. 
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Inthe report of the committee we find the fol- 


; lowing: 


“ trappears from statements, deemed reliable, made.to 
your committee, that Mr. Burt has derived very little pecu- 
niary benefit from his invention, for the reason, among 
others, that a large portion of the time covered by his patent 
was consun.ed in perfecting the instrument, thereby mak- 
ing it available for the use of persons unaccustomed to it.” 

So that the compass was unfit for use during a 
large period of the time covered by the patent 
right. The report goes on to state: 

*¢ And the additional cost of it over that.of the ordinary 
magnetic compass requiring a greater outlay than local sur- 
veyors were willing to make, operated to prevent its com- 
ing into general use, except in the Govermuent surveys; 
and Mr. Burt chose rather to rely on the justice of the Gov- 
ernment to compensate bim for the time and labor bestowed 
upon it, than to refuse its use, as under his patent he might 
have done.” 

He waits fourteen years, asks nothing of the 
Government, but when that time has expired he 
comes here and asks for an appropriation of 
$20,000. If we pass this appropriation I think 
that we will make a very dangerous precedent. 
Any man failing in his invention may come here 
and ask us to pay for it. I think the principle 
is wrong, and shall vote against its adoption. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. ‘Wait until we pass this 
bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Your bill is going ‘to be 
killed, and it is hardly worth while to remain 
here to see it buried. 

The question was taken on Mr. Srepuens’s 
motion and it was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Greenwoop reported 
that a Committee of the Whole House had, 
according to order, had the Private Calendar gen- 
erally under consideration, and had directed him 
to report back a bill for the relief of the heirs and 
legal representatives of Daniel Renner and Na- 
thaniel H. Heath, with a recommendation that 
it do not pass; also, a bill for the relief of Peyton 
G. King, late receiver of the public money at 
Monroe, Louisiana, with a recommendation that 
it do pass; also, that the committee had had 
under consideration a bill to enable the United 
States to make use of the solar compass in the 
public surveys, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


RENNER AND HEATH. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the House 
agree to the report of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I wish the report to 
be divided, and to give my reasons why we 
should not agrec to the report in the case of Ren- 
ner & Heath. If the House wishes to adjourn, 
very well; I do not make objection to it. 

Several Mempers. We understand the mat- 
ter. It has been discussed for days. 

Mr. COBB. Then lask that the report be 
read. 

Mr. STANTON. I object; the report has 
been twice read already. 

Mr. COBB. I ask that it be read again. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will put the 
question to the House, whether the report shall 
be read. 

The question was taken; and the House re- 
fused to have the report again read. 

Mr. COBB. I demand the yeas and nays on 
the bill. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. COBB. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, 

The SPEAKER. The report of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole is, that the bill for the relief 
of the heirs and legal representatives of Daniel 
Renner and Nathaniel Fi. Heath do not pass. 

The question was taken; and the report of the 
committee was agreed to. : 

So the bill was rejected. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to recon- 
sider the vote last taken, and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid upon the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 


PEYTON G, KING. 


The House then proceeded to consider the bill 
(H. R- No. 37) for the relief of Peyton G. King, 
late receiver of public money at Monroe, Louis- 
ana, reported from the Committee of the Whole 


j a third time; and being en 


| 


t 


| House without. amendment, and; witha: recom- 


mendation that it pass. ; tet ee, AAS : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
; grossed, it was accord- . 
ing read a third time, and passed. : a 

„Mr. EUSTIS moved to reconsider the vote by: 
which the bill was passed, and-also: to: lay.the’: 
motion to reconsider upon the table; which latter.: 
motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. STEPHENS. 
now adjourn. 

Mr. JONES. I desire to make a motion:te go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of ‘the: 
Union, with a view to take .a recess until seven 
o’clock, in case any gentlemen wish to have 
speaking to-night. I am not interested in it my- 
self. i : 

Mr. STEPHENS. I withdraw my motion, - 

Mr. CHAFFEE. | I ask the unanimous. con- 
sent of the House to take from the Speaker’s table 
a bill (S. No. 336) for the relief of Charles 
Stearns. It is a private bill. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. KENNETT. I move that the Committee 
of the Whole House be discharged from: the: 
further consideration of those bills which were ' 
objected to under peculiar circumstances yéster-- 


I move that the House do. : 


| day morning, in order that they may be put orr 


their passage. . 

Mr. McMULLIN. I must object to some of 
them. 

Several MempBers objected. 

Mr. KENNETT. If it is in order l submit 
the motion. 

The SPEAKER. It is notin order, exceptby . 
unanimous consent. ca. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. McMULLIN. In the discussion which: 
occurred on the day before yesterday, between 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cumpacx] and 
myself, the reporters represent me as having ob- 


| jected to the citizens of all the States going into 
the Territories of the United States, and denied 


their right to go there. I know that the gentle- 
man from Indiana, whose attention I called to 
the subject, did not understand me to say so. It 
was a mistake made by the reporters, owing, no 
doubt, to the confusion prevailing in the House: 
at the time. I took directly the opposite ground. 
My position was, that the citizens of all the States 
have the right in common to go into the Territo-" 
ries of the United States with their property of: 
whatever character, without regard to: the legis- 
lation of Congress. ; 

Mr. JONES. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself inte 


| the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I have several 
communications from the Departments, which I 
desire to have referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means and printed. 

No objection being made, it was so ordered. 

Mr. HAVEN. It has been suggested that itis 
desirable to go into the Committee of the Whole, 
and have a session this evening I desire to say 
that some of the officers of the House,who would 
necessarily have to be here if we were to havean 
evening session, wish to visit Commodore Van-' 
derbilt’s steamer; and [ think, upon the whole, 
we had better not have an evening ‘session. 


| Therefore, if there is no objection, I. move that 


the House do now adjourn. 
INVITATION TO VISIT THE VANDERBILT. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair. would state ‘to 
the House, that he has received a verbal.commu- 
nication from Mr. Vanderbilt, in answer to. the 
communication sent to him by the House through. 
the Speaker, setting the time when it would be 
convenient for the House to accept his invitation, 
in which he accepted the hour designated by the 
House for the visit to his steamer. 

Mr. Haven’s motion was then agreed to; and 
thereupon (at two o’clock and twenty minutes, p: 
m.) the House adjourned until Monday next, at. 
eleven.o’clock, a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mowpay, July 28, 1856. 
The House met at eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 


f by the Chaplain, Rev. Danie. WALDO. 


The Journal of Saturday wasread and approved. 
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The SPEAKER stated that resolutions were 
jn order from the State of Maine. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before thè House a communication from the 
Navy Department, in answer to a resolution of 
the House of Representatives asking for inform- 
ation as to the length of- service of officers in 
the Navy; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to printed. 

Also, a communication from the Department 
of the Interior, inclosing the draft of a bill fixing 
the time within which maps of. the definite loca- 
tion of certain railroads shall be filed at. the 
general and local land offices; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REPORT FROM THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House reports from the Court of 
Claims, as follows: 

Favorable reports in the cases of Sturges, 
Bennett & Co.; the estate of James Beatty; Barn- 
est Fiedler; Thomas Crown; and H. & F. W. 
Moyer; accompanied by bills of the following 
titles, viz: 

A bill for the relief of Sturges, Bennett & Co., 
merchants, of the city of New York; 

A bill for the relief of James Beatty’s personal 
representatives; 

A bill for the relief of Earnest Fiedler; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Crown; and 

A bill for the relief of Henry and Frederick 
W. Meyer, merchants, of the city of New York. 

Which bills were severally read a first and 
second time, and, with the reports, referred to the- 
Committee on Claims; 

And an adverse report in the case of H. L. 
Thistle; which was committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

SAFETY ON STEAM VESSELS. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. It will be 
recollected by the House that the bill of the House 
(EI. R. No. 192) to amend the act to provide 
for the better security of the lives of passengers 
on board of vessels propelled in whole or in part 
by steam, and for other purposes, was made the 
special order for June 10th, Upon that day there 
was nota quorum present; and it was then under- 
stood by the House that on some other day, when 
a quorum should be present, it should be taken 
up and made the special order for some future 
time. l now ask that it may be taken up and 
made the special order for Tuesday, the fifth of 
August. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I have no recol- 
lection of any such understanding, and I object. ! 
_ Mr. WASH BURNE, 1 wish to state that this 
is a matter in reference to which legislation is | 
imperatively demanded. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. 
and 1 wall vote with you. 

Mr. WASHIIBURNE, I move to suspend the 
rules to enable me to introduce the motion I have 
indicated; and upon that I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Jewert and 
STRANAWAN were appointed. 

The question was taken;and the tellers reported | 
ayes—do, noes not counted, 

So (two thirds of a quorum not voting in favor 
thereof) the rules were not suspended. 


DES MOINES RAPIDS. 

Mr. KENNETT. At a very early day after 
the organization of the House, I introduced a bill 
for the continuation of the improvement of the || 
Des Moines rapids in the Mississippi river. That | 
was nearly six months ago, It was reported 
unapimousty from the Committee on Commerce, 
with an amendment, however, reducing the ap- 
priation asked for to $200,000, the amount men- 
tioned by the superintendent of the work, as 
necessary to continue the work for the present 
and ensuing years. I now ask that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union be 
discharged from the further consideration of that 
bill, and that it be put upon its passage. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. [ object. 


Take it up now, 


j 
i 
t 
t 


Mr. KENNETT. Į move that the rules be i 
suspended. f 
pi COBB, of Alabama. I ask that the bill be | 

ad. 


The bill, which was read, appropriates $200,000 
for continuing the improvement of the. Des | 
Moines rapids in the Mississippi river, to be ex- 
pended under the superintendence of the Secretary 
of War. : i 

Mr. KENNETT. If the House will grant me 
one moment before the motion is put, I will say 
the bill which I had the honor to offer proposed | 
to-make an appropriation of $500,000. : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Debate is not in 
order, 

Mr. KENNETT. I ask for the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
108, nays 50, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Benson, 
Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, 


son R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Dodd, Elliott, English, 
Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Granger, 
Sampson W. Harris, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, 
J. Glancy Jones, Kidwell, Lumpkin, Maxwell, MeMaullin, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, 
Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William 
R. Smith, Spinner, Stewart, Trippe, Vail, Warner, Wat- 
kins, Winslow, and John V. Wright—48. 


So the bill was passed. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. EVANS stated that he had paired off, on 
all political questions, with Mr. Roxserrs; but as 
he was informed by his (Mr. R.’s) friends that 

he was on the same side of this question with 
| himself, he asked the privilege of placing his vote 
on the record. He voted “ay.” 

Mr. KENNETT moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table; which 


Buffinton, Burlingame, Lewis D. Campbell, Caruthers, 
Chatfee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cox, Cragin, 
Cullen, Cumback, Davidson, Day, Dickson, Dann, Ed- 
wards, Emrie, Eustis, Flagler, Galloway, Gilbert, Robert 
B. Dall, J. Morrison Warris, Maven, Hoffman, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Hughston, Kel- 
sey, Kennett, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Lake, 
Leiter, Matteson, Meacham, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, 
Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Peck, Peiton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 


Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sher- 
man, Simmons, Sneed, Stanton, Stranahan, Swope, Tap- 
pan, Taylor, Thorington, Todd, Underwood, Vail, Valk, 
Wade, Wakeman, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Ellihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Watson, Wells, 
Whitney, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, and 
Zotlicofier—108. 

NAY S—Messrs. Aiken, Bell, Henry Bennett, Hendley $. 
Bennett, Bingham, Bowie, Burnett, Caskie, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Damrell, Dodd, 
| Durice, English, Thomas J. D. Faller, Giddings, Goode, 
| Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Sampson W. Harris, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, T. Glancy Jones, Kidwell, Lump- 
kin, Maxwell, MeMullin, Millson, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, 
Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William 
R. Smith, Spinner, Stephens, Stewart, Thurston, Trafton, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Warner, Winslow, and Jobn V. 
Wright—50, 


the rules were suspended. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. CLARKE, of New York, stated that he 
had paired off with Mr. KELLY. 

Mr,SANDIDGE stated that, during his recent 
illness, one of his colleagucs had paired him off 
till to-morrow. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of 
an act (H. R. No. 12) for continuing the im- 
provement of the Des Moines rapids in the Mis- 
sissippi river, the question being on the following 
amendment reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce: 

In line four, strike out the word “ five,” and insert the 
word “ two,” so as to make the appropriation $200,000, 
instead of $500,000. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved the 


previous question. 


main question was ordered. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
read the third time. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved the 
previous question on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr, GOODE called for the y 
the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 117, nays 48; as follows: 

. YEAS— Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bowie, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Caruthers, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, | 
Comins, Covode, Cox, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, | 
Davidson, Heury Winter Davis, Day, Denver, Dickson, | 
Dunn, Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, Eustis, Evans, Flagler, | 
Galloway, Giddings, Greenwood, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, | 


eas and nays on 


g: 
Harrison, Haven, Hoffman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B. Horton, Hughston, Kennet, Knapp, Knight, ; 
Knowlton, Knox, Lake, Leiter, Humphrey Marshall, Mat- 
teson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Moore, Morgan, 
Morrill, Nichols, Norton, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Peck, 
Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, | 
Ready, Rieaud, Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Sabin, Sage, | 
Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Sneed, Stanton, Strana- | 
han, Swope, Tappan, Taylor, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, | 
Tratton, Tyson, Underwood, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, ! 
Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu | 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Welch, Wells, Whitney, ; 
Williams, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer—117, | 


i 


Porter, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, | 


So (two thirds having voted in favor thereof) į 
i 


The previous question was seconded; and the | 


jatter motion was agreed to. 
PRIVATE CLAIMS BEFORE THE SENATE. 


Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to introduce the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Senate list of private claims brought 
before the Senate of the United States from the commence- 
ment of the Fourteenth to the close of the Thirty-Third 
Congress, be printed for the use of the House. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. JONES. Is it in order to state the object 
of this resolution? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not in order to debate 
any question. 

Mr. JONES. Then I move to suspend the 
rules. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania would look at the act of 1853 
| he would not offer that resolution. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. The Commit- 
| tee on Claims have unanimously directed it to be. 
| offered. 

; The question was taken; and the rules were 
not suspended. 


ADMISSION OF KANSAS. 


Mr. DUNN. I ask, now, the indulgence of 
the House to take up from the Speaker’s table 
Senate bill No. 356, entitled an “Act to authorize 
the people of the Territory of Kansas to form a 
| constitution and State government, preparatory 
! to their admission into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States. I ask to have 
iit taken up for the purpose of considering the 
question at this time; and I will state to gen- 
tlemen, that if the rules be suspended, or if no 
objection be made, (as [ trust there will not be,) 
f will at once propose to strike out the Senate 
bill after the enacting clause, and insert an 
amendment of which I gave notice some days 
ago, and which has been printed and laid on the 
table of members. 

Mr. MATTESON objected. 

Mr. DUNN. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, so that the bill may be taken up and con- 
sidered at this time, for the purpose I have named; 
and on that motion ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 102, nays 73; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Ball, Barksdale, Bell, 
Henry Bemett, Hendley 8. Bennett, Billinghurst, Bishop, 
Branch, Burnett, Lewis D. Campbell, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Craw- 
| ford, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Day, Dunn, 
Edmundson, Edwards, Elliott, English, Eustis, Florence, 
Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Greenwood, 
J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L, Harris, 
Harrison, Haven, Hoftinan, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, 
Jewett, George W, Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kidwell, Lump- 
kin, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, 
McMullin, Meacham, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Moore, Morrill, Mott, Nichols, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, 
Pringle, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, 
Rivers, Ruffin, Sabin, Sage, Savage, Scott, Seward, Sher- 
man, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, 
Sneed, Stanton, Stephens, Stewart, Stranahan, Swope, 
Talbott, Thorington, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, 
Vaik, Warner, Watkins, Williams, Winslow, Daniel B. 
Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—102. 

NAYS — Messrs. Barbour, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, 
Bowie, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Butlinton, Burlin- 
game, Carlile, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, 
Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Emrie, 
Flagler, Galloway, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. 
Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Hughston, 
Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Lake, 
Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Morgan, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Purviance, Robbins, 
Sapp, Shorter, Simmons, Spinner, Tappan, Thurston, 


| 
i 


i 
i 


1 


{ 


i 
| 


i 
t 


NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Hendley S. Bennett, | 
Branch, Bumett, Carlile, Caskie, Howell Cobb, William- 


Todd, Trafton, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader 
C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
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” Watson, Welch, Wells, Whitney, Wood, Woodruff, and 
Woodworth—73. 


So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were not suspended, 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. VALK stated that Mr. A. K. MARSHALL 
was confined to his house by sickness. 

Mr. OLIVER, of Missouri. 1 have paired off 
with Mr. Howarp, and cannot vote on this ques- 
tion, otherwise I should vote “ay.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. Having read the amend- | 


ment of the gentleman from Indiana, I vote 
“ay.” 


Mr. PHELPS. Ihave voted “ay” for the 


purpose of taking up the Senate bill, not for the | 


purpose of considering the proposition of the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. SAGE. And I voted “ ay” for the pur- 
pose of getting at the proposition of the gentleman 
from Indiana. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE DES MOINES RIVER. 


Mr. BENNETT, of New York. [ask leave 
to introduce the following joint resolution: 


Be it resolved, §c., That the construction of the grant of 
lands made to the Territory of Lowa by the act of Congress 
entitled “An act granting certain lands of the Territory of 
Jowa to aid inthe improvement of the navigation of the 
Ves Moines river, in said Territory,” passed August 8, 
1846, as decided by the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, on the 
Əd of March, 1849, be, and the same is hereby, confirmed : 
Provided, Said grant shall not be extended beyond the paral- 
lel ot 44° 30/ of north latitude. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I object. 

Mr. BENNETT. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and on that I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Will it be in order now to 
move to suspend the rules, and go into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 
the purpose of taking up the Army Dill? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, as a mo- 
tion is pending to suspend the rules. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Then I give notice that, as 
soon as the question is disposed of, L will make 
that motion if I can get the floor, 

Mr. McMULLIN. I would inquire whether 
the report of the Secretary of the Interior accom- 
panies that resolution? 

The SPEAKER. There are several papers 
accompanying the resolution, but the Chair is 
unable to determine what they are. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I think, if the House 
heard that report read, it would not suspend the 
rules for the purpose indicated. 

Mr. BENNETT. There is a report made by 
the Committee on Public Lands 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia, (interrupting.) I ob- | 


ject-to any discussion. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 


34, nays 119, as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Lewis D. Campbell, Caruthers, Chaf- 
fee, Clawson, Colfax,,Covode, Dickson, Dodd, Eustis, 
Florence, Granger, Grow, Thomas L. Harris, Thomas R. 
Horton, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Matteson, Maxwell, 
Morgan, Perry, Sage, Taylor, Thorington, Wakeman, Wal- 
bridge, israel Washburn, Wells, and Wood—34. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allison, Barbour, Bell, 
Hendley S. Bennett, Bingham, Bliss, Bowie, Branch, 
Broom, Butinton, Burlingame, Burnett, Caskie, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Comins, Cox, Craige, Craw- 


ford, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, Davidson, Henry Winter | 


Davis, Day, Denver, Dunn, Durtee, Edmundson, Edwards, 
FEiliott, Emrie, English, Flagler, Foster, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Galloway, Gilbert, Goode, Greenwood, Robert B. 
Hall, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hofi- 
man, Holloway, Valentine B, Horton, Houston, Hughston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, Kidwell, King, Lake, Leiter, 
Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Mc- 
Mullin, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Moore, Mor- 
rill, Norton, Parker, Pelton, Pettit, Phelps, Powell, Pringle, 
Purviance, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, 
Rivers, Rufin, Sabin, Sapp, Savage, Scott, Sherman, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, 
Sneed, Stanton, Stephens, Stewart, Stranahan, Talbott, 
Tappan, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Trippe, Tyson, Under- 
wood, Valk, Wade, Waldron, Warner, Cadwalader C. 
Wushburne, Eiliha R, Washburne, Watkins, Watson, 
Whitney, Williams, Winslow, 
Daniel B. Wright, Jobn V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—i19. 


So (two thirds not having voted in favor there- 

of) the rules were not suspended. 
PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

. Mr. DENVER. 
éf the House to make a report from the select 
committee on the Pacific railroad. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. DENVER, I move to suspend the rules 
for that purpose. 


Woodruff, Woodworth, | 


Task the unanimous consent |! 


{ 


i 


|| Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


H 


li when it comes up 


| the bill to be reported. 


ja 


f propriation bills are special orders, it is true; but 


j alread 


| will take precedence of these special orders, and | 


Mr. WOOD. [hope the genileman from Cal- 
ifornia will not press his proposition this morning. 
The report has only been printed in part. The 
bill and report of the majority, I notice, are 
printed, and on our tables, but neither the bill 
nor the report of the minority has been printed. 

Mr. PHELPS. The object of the gentleman 
from California, as I understand it,is not to con- 
sider the bill at this time, but merely to introduce 
it, and enter a motion to recommit. 

Mr. JONES. That will have the effect of 
making it a special order, and we might as well 
consider it at once. 

Mr. DENVER. 
my object to 
time. I only 


I wish to state that it is not 
put the bill on its passage at this 
desire that the House shall allow 
I will then enter a motion 
to recommit, and we can go on with the business 
of the House. 

Mr. KIDWELL. I suppose the gentleman 
will include in his motion the bill of the gentleman 
from Maine, [Mr. Woop,] and the minority 


repor: 
Mr. HOUSTON. Oh no; there was no mo- 
tion to introduce any minority report. 

The SPEAKER. The reports will be pre- 
sented together, if the House shall suspend the 
rules. The majorityand minority reports of the 
committee were ordered by the House to be 
printed, and it is the constant practice of the 
House to allow the majority and minority reports 
of committees to be presented together. 

Mr. DENVER. Lask the House to permit me 
to explain for one moment. 

Mr. JONES. No debate is in order. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order, and 
suggestions can only be made by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. DENVER. When I was at the printing 
office this morning, 1 learned that only a portion 
of the report had been printed. The proof of the 
minority report was in the hands of the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Hpi and had not been 
returned. As soon as he should have completed 
the reading, the entire report would be printed. 
It will be here to-morrow morning. 

Mr. WOOD. I shall be compelled to vote 
against the motion of the entleman from Califor- 
nia, as itis presented. Í want the report to be 
made, but not until all the propositions coming 
from the majority and minority of the committee 
shall have heen printed, so that they may all be 
presented together, 

Mr. DENVER. I have already stated that the 
majority and minority reports will be upon our 
tables to-morrow morning, and they will all come 
up together. 

Mr. HOUSTON. understand the proposition 
of the gentleman from California now 1s, to report 
this bill, and give ita position in the House, by | 
which it can be called up at any time. The ap- 


they are in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, anda majority can refuse to 
go there to take them up; and, in that way, this 
bill will be kept before the House to the exclusion 
of the appropriation bills, in spite of anything the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Mcans 
can do. It would place it in the power of a 
majority of the House to refuse to go into the į 


Union, and thus virtually set aside the appropri- 
ation bills. i 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. To-morrow is 
the only day of the present week that we can 
devote to the appropriation bills, because we have 
been notified that on Wednesday a ques- 
tion of privilege—the Kansas contested -election 
case—is to be called up. I wish therefore to 
advise the House that there are only three weeks 
of the session left. The important bills of the} 
session have not been considered. Sir, I regard 
it as due to the Senate, that all of these bills 
should be sent there immediately. If this motion | 
of the gentleman from California prevails, his bill 


it will not be within our 
appropriation bill until 
posed of. 

Mr. PHELPS. The motion of the gentleman 
from California will not interfere with the appro- | 
priation bills. Let this bill be reported and | 
printed. Every member can examine it; and | 
for consideration he can cast | 


poe to consider any 
is bill shall be dis- 


| Secretary of the Treasury 


se 


oc anne — n 
his vote for it or against it: It meed not interfere 
with the disposition of the appropriation. bills.” 

Mr. JONES, of Terinessce. I think it is very 
doubtful whether any member will be able to 
understand this bill in three months. 200000) 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I object to further debate.’ 

Mr. PHELPS. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to suspend the rules, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 77, nays 87; as follows: 

_ YEAS —Messrs. Albright, Barbour, Henry Bennett, Bil- 
linghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bowie, Brenton, Broom, Bur- 
lingame, Caruthers, Chaflee, Colfax, Covode, Cox, Cragin, 
Cumback, Day, Denver, Dickson, Dodd, English, Flagler, 
Galloway, Greenwood, Harlan, Harrison, Haven, ‘Ken’ 
nett, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Humphrey 
Marshall, Matteson, Maxwell, McCarty, Meacham, Killian 
Miller, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Norton, Pelton, 
Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Pike, Porter, Purviance, Ready, 


cs 


Ritehie, Rivers; Sage, Seward, William R. Smith, Stanton, 
Stranaban, Tappan, Taylor, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Un- 
derwood, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Waldron, Cadwalader 
C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Wells, Wiliams, Woodworth, and. Zollicoffer—77. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Ball, Bell, Hendley 8. 
Bennett, Benson, Bishop, Bradshaw, Branch, Buffinton, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, Howell Cobb, Wil- 
Jiamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Damrell, 
Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Dunn, Durfee, Edmund- 
son, Edwards, Emrie, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Ful- 
ler, Giddings, Gilbert, Goode, Granger, Grow, Robert B. 
Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hoffman, 
Holloway, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, Jewett, George 
W. Jones, J.Glancy Jones, Kelsey, Kidwell, Lake, Leiter, 
Lumpkin, Samuet S. Marshall, McMullin, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Powell, Pringle, Puryear, 
Quitman, Ricaud, Robbins, Ruffin, Sabin, Sapp, Savage, 
Scott, Sherman, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Sneed, Spin- 
ner, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Thurston, Trippe, Vail, 
‘Walbridge, Warner, Watkins, Watson, Welch, Winslow, 
oot, Woodruff, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright 
—87. 

So the rules were not suspended. Pending the 
call of the roll, ; 


Mr. SNEED said that he did not wish his vote 
upon the motion of the gentleman from California 
to be understood as indicative of his sentiments 
for the bill or against it. He thought this was 
too important a ‘bill to be brought in at the heel 
of the session. There was not time sufficient to 
consider it; and he therefore voted no. 

Mr. FLORENCE made a similar statement. 


ELLSWORTH CUSTOM-HOUSE. 


Mr. FULLER, of Maine, asked the consent 
of the House to take up from the Speaker’s table 
the resolution of the Senate (No. 21) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to modify the 
plan for the custom-house at Ellsworth,: Maine. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected. 

Mr. FULLER moved to suspend the rules. 

Mr. JONES. I wish to say that I shall object 
to any bill being taken from the Speaker’s table, 
until the House will dispose regularly of all the 
business there. I demand the yeas and. nays 
upon the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. FULLER demanded tellers. 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Perron and 
MaxweLL were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 85, noes 43. À ; 

The Speaker voted in the affirmative, making 
two thirds. 

So the rules were suspended. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that the 
resolution be laid on the table, and. on that mo- 
tion call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HAVEN. I will vote to order the yeas 
and nays; but before the question is taken I would 
like to have the resolution read, so that we may 
know exactly what we are voting on. If the res- 
olution is properly restricted, I may vote for it, 

The resolution was read. It resolves that the 
be, and hereby is, 
authorized to modify the plan of the custom- 
house in process of construction at Ellsworth, 
Maine, provided the increased expense by so 
doing shall not exceed: the sum of $3,000; and 
that the said sum, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary,- is hereby appropriated out of, any 
money in the Treasury for that purpose. 

Mr, McMULLIN. Has the Secretary of the 
Treasury recommended the modification asked 
for? 

Mr. FULLER. He has. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken on Mr. Jones's motion; 
and it was disagreed to 
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So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
the table. R | 

Mr. HAVEN, Is the resolution amendable ? 

The SPEAKER. His. oh 

Mr. HAVEN. Then T move to add to it this 
further proviso: 

Provided; That none of the money hereby appropriated 
shall be used umil. the Secretary of the Treasury has:con- 
tracted for the completion of said werk for the- sums hereby 
and heretofore appropriated. 


It may: be: that the resolution is perfect as it is, 
but by my amendment-we can make it. exactly 


conform to the rule. 
Mr FULLER. I have.no objection to that 


Mr.CARLILE. Idemand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended; and 
the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. LEITER 
in the chair.) 


ARMY APPROPRIATION. BILL. 


The committee proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 153) making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1857; the pending question be- 
ing the amendment of Mr. Lane to insert, after 


amendment. 

Mr.: COMINS. The resolution, as it is at 
present, accords strictly with the recommenda- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. WHITNEY. About two months ago, a 
resolution calling on the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury for information in reference to all the custom- 
house contracts was introduced into, and passed 
by, this House; and my object in rising is to in- 
quire whether any. reply has been made to that 
resolution’? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to an- 
swer the gentleman further than by stating, that 
every communication received from the Secretary 
‘of the Treasury has been laid before the House, 
and appropriately referred. 

Mr. FULLER. I call for the previous ques- 
thon, 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Would it be in 
order to insert in the amendment: “and the 
money hereafter appropriated ?”? [Great laugh- 
ter, . 

‘the SPEAKER. It would not, as the main 
question has been ordered to be put. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution, as amended, was then ordered 
to be read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time. 

Mr. FULLER, I call for the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the resolution. 

The. previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was then ordered to be put. 

Mr. WHITNEY. I demand the yeas and 
nays on the passage of she resolution. 

Lhe yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. JONES. As I cannot get my name on the 
record against the. resolution, | move that it be 
laid on the table. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
disagreed to, 

The resolution was then passed. 

Mr. FULLER moved to reconsider the vote by 
which. the resolution was passed;and also moved 
that the motion to reconsi 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

TREATY WITH GREAT BRITAIN. 


Mr. PENNINGTON. There isa bill reported 
from the Committee on Poreig 
am very anxious thatthe House shall dispose of. 
it is a bill (No. 73) to provide for carrying into 
effect the first article of the treaty between the 
United States and her Majesty the Queen of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, of 
the 15th day of June, 1856. This bill has been 
referred to the Committce of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and. on the 28th of February 
last I moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was so referred. 1 ask that the motion be now 
reconsidered, in order that the bill may be taken 
up and put upon its passage 

Mr. HOUSTON, | Is it in order now to move 
that the rules be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I submit that motion, 

Mr. PENNINGTON, 1 hope the gentleman 
from Alabama will not insist upon his motion 
now, 

_Mr. HOUSTON, This is the only opportu 
nity that l can get to make the motion, and as i 
1s now in order I must insist upon it. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. Then. I hope the 
House will vote it down. 


‘The question was put; and on a division there 
Were—ayes 74, noes 57. 


der be laid upon the | 


n Affairs which I ; 


line thirteen, the following provision: 


That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to setie and pay all claims for services 
rendered by volunteers in the war with the Indians in the 
Territories of Oregon and Washington, in the years 1855 
and 1855, called into service by the Governors of said Ter- 
ritories, or by them received into service, according to the 
muster-rolls, and at the rate of pay agreed upon for man 


and that all volunteers who have rendered service and 
been paid by the provisions of this act shall be entitled to 
all the privileges and benefits of “An act in addition to 
certain acts granting bounty land to certain officers and sol- 
diers who have been engaged in the military service of the 
United States,” approved March 3, 1855. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to ad- 
just and settle, on just and equitable principles, all claims 
for subsistence, forage, medical stores, and expenditures, 
as well as for ali necessary and proper supplies furnished 
for the prosecution of said war, aud that on such adjust- 
meut the same shall be paid out of any moneys in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 


The CHAIRMAN. The immediate question 
is a point of order made, when the bill was last 
under consideration, to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Oregon. In the opinion 
of the Chair, at leasta portion of that amendment 
is out of order. 

Mr. LANE. Will the Chair be kind enough 
to designate those portions of the amendment 
which he regards out of order? And then I will 
modify the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, All that portion which 
proposes to change existing laws, and all that 
portion which proposes to extend the provisions 
of the bounty land law to the soldiers engaged 
in the Indian wars in Oregon and Washington. 

Mr. LANE. Then I modify my amendment 
by striking out all portions thereof having refer- 
cuce to the extension of the bounty land law to 
the volunteers who served in those wars. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the amendment is out of order in its present form, 
and the Chair cannot take upon himself the duty 
of separating the proposition. 

Mr. LANE. I propose to modify my amend- 
| ment by striking outall that portion of the amend- 
i| ment which has reference to extending the benefits 
of the bounty land law to the volunteers in Ore- 


i 
i 
| 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
reading of the 81st rule. 
The rule was read, and is as follows: 


“ No appropriation shall be reported in such general ap- 
propriation bills, or be in order as an amendment thereto, 
for any expenditure not previously authorized by law, 
unless in continuation of appropriations for such public 
works and objects as are already in progress, and for con- 
| tingencies for carrying on the several Departments of the 
Government.” 


Mr. LANE. 


the objection 
amendment of mine. 


Mr. HARLAN. I ask that the amendment 
as modified may ‘be read. 

ave amendment as modified was accordingly 
read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thisamendmentevident- 
y proposes to pay for the services of volunteers 
i in the Indian war, which is not provided for by 
law. The Chair must therefore decide that the 
ij whole of this proposition is outof order, 
Mr. LANE. Iam ata loss é know how to 
j; getat this thing. If I have the right to take an 
| appeal from the decision of the Chair, I will do 
so for the purpose of being heard five minutes. 

Mr. TODD. I rise to a point of order, Tt is 
not in the power of the Delegate from Oregon to 
take an appeal from the decision of the Chair, 
| His privilege on this floor is limited t 
i of debate, and extends no further. 


o the right | 


; gon, and the balance of it Lofferasan amendment. 
I cail for the | 


ij and horse, at the time they’ were mustered into service; $i 


i 


| 
| 
i! 
i 
| 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised 
| that the question has been decided by the House, 
that a Delegate has a right to make any motion, 
| excepta motion to reconsider, and therefore he 
i has anght to take an appeal. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is the universal prac- 
tice. 

Mr. LANE. I desire-to call the attention of 
the committee for a few minutes to the condition 
of that country, and to the justice of this claim on 
the Congress of the United States for compensa- 
tion for service rendered, and for the subsistence 
of the troops in the field against the Indians, [ 
have in my hand a letter received by mail this 
morning from Oregon, from one of the early set- 
tlers in that country, Mr. F. B. Martin, a reliable 
man, in which he says that, “ since the first day 
of last August, we have had upwards of three 
hundred men, women, and children butchered in 
cold blood by the Indians.” Now, Mr. Chair- 
| man, F do notcomplain. I have never complained 
of the large amount of time given here to the con- 
sideration of Kansas affairs — 

Mr. TODD, (interrupting.) I rise to a point 
of order. The gentleman is not discussing the 
appeal. He is discussing the merits of the Ore- 
gon war. 

Mr. LANE, If the gentleman desires to put 
down the Territory of Oregon, and, to disregard its 
condition and sufferings, and if he has the power 
to do so, and the Chair so rules, let him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Delegate from Ore- 

gon will confine himself to the proposition before 
the committee, which is the question of appeal. 
| The gentleman can only proceed by the unani- 
/mous consent of the committee, the appeal not 
| being debatable. 
, Mr. COX. I understood the gentleman from 
| Oregon to have asked the unanimous consent of 
| the committee to be heard on that proposition 
five minutes. No objection was made, and the 
| gentleman proceeded. I think it is too late now 
| to raise the objection, and I think the gentleman 
from Oregon ought to be permitted to zo on. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is now the recollec- 
tion of the Chair—that the gentleman from Ore- 
| gon had the unanimous consent of the committee. 

Mr. LANE. We have an Indian war, and 
have had since last October, in Washington and 
Oregon Territories, which has nearly devastated 
| the country. Numbers of our eagle have been 
shot, and women and children have been butch- 
ered. Our volunteers, by the requisition of the 
regular officers, have been called into service. 
i They left their homes—their quiet and peaceful 
homes, where they were safe—at a few hours’ 
notice—took the field, and remained in the field 
from October till April, subsisting on horse-flesh 
and water, without tea, coffee, or bread, for weeks 
atatime. This they did for the purpose of de- 
fending the country, and now they come asking 
| that they may be compensated for the services 
which they rendered to the country. Will Con- 
| ress refuse the just claim of the people of Ore- 
| gonand Washington Territories? Will Congress 
| refuse them a hearing here? 

Not a moment of the time of Congress has been 
| devoted to the consideration of our claims on the 
Government. I appeal to those gentlemen here~ 
are they determined to turn their backs on that 
| Portion of the country, and refuse to those people 
i what they never refused to the people of any 
portion of the country? Are gentlemen here pre- 
| pared to say to the people of the Pacific coast 
į that they shall not be heard in Congress, and that 
| their sufferings and just claims will not be con- 
| sidered? Weeks of the time of Congress have 
been devoted to the consideration of Kansas 
affairs, and not an hour to the Territory of Ore- 
gon. I regret that there has been difficulty in the 
Territory of Kansas. The people of Oregon 
have been a law-abiding, orderly people. They 
have had no fighting among themselves; but the 
savage foe rushed on the settlements, massacred 
women and children in cold bold, and hundreds 


H 
i 
{ 
| 


{ 


i of our people have been tortured, burned, and 


| murdered, without the privilege of a grave. Our 
people have been called into service for the de- 
fense of the country; and will this committee now 
refuse to hear their claims, and to compensaté 
them for their services and outlay in defending 
the settlements from the tomahawk and the scalp- 
ing-knife of the savage? I ask leave to have 


j 


published a communication which I have received 


1856. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


from the people of Jackson county, setting forth || 
their grievances. 

Leave was given. 

The document is as follows: 


“Memorial of the Citizens of southern Oregon. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 


Whereas, certain misstatements and false reports have 
been made in relation to the people of southern Gregon, and 
the origin of the Indian war now existing in southern Ore- 
gon, as well as the manrer in which that war has been 
conducted; and 

Whereas, your memorialists, living and residing in south- 
ern Oregon, have been misrepresented and calumniated by 
the superintendent of Indian affairs for the Territory of 
Oregon, wherein he charges as follows : 

“The present difficulty in southern Oregon is wholly 
attributable to the acts of the whites. [cannot but feet it 
is our duty to adopt such measures as will tend to secure 
the lives of those Indians, and maintain the guarantees 
secured by treaty stipulations. The future will prove that 
this war has been forced upon the Indians against their will, 
and that, too, by a set of reckless vagabonds, for pecuniary 
and political objects, sanctioned by a numerous population, 
who regard the ‘Treasury of the United States asa legiti- 
mate object of plunder. 'The Indians in that distriet have 
been driven to desperation by acts of cruelty against their 
people. Treaties have been violated, and acts of barbarity 
committed by those claiming to be citizens, that would dis- 
grace the most barbarous nations of the earth 1? 

‘Therefore, your memorialists most respectfully submit 
the conduct of the inhabitants in connection with the In- 
dians, and the conduct of the Indians towards the whites, 
since the treaty of 1853, that our acts may be placed before i! 
the representatives of the people of the United States, as į 
aso an intelligent public, that all may be able to form an || 
opinion, judging from the acts of the parties—confidently 
believing that the right is guarantied to us by the Consti- 
tution, as citizens of the United Statas, to present a brief 
statement of facts, thereby enabling us to silence the tongue, 
as well as the pen, of the calumniator. 

On the 10th ot September, 1853, a treaty was made with 
a portion of the Indiaus inhabiting southern Oregon. Three 
chiefs, Jo, Jim, and Sam, were the parties to this treaty. 
‘They were assigned a reserve on the north side of Rogue 
river, at the Table Rock. Fort Lane, opposite the reserve, 
and on the souti side of the river, was soon after located, 
and United States troops stationed there, for the purpose, 
We supposed, of protecting the white settlements trom the 
aggressions Of the Indians, and also the protection of the |} 
Indians from the abuse of the whites. An agent was placed 
over the indians located on the reserve, whose duty it was 
to attend to all cases ot complaint made for any violation } 
of the treaty, or any misdemeanor or erime that might be | 
committed by the Indians, or by the whites against the In- i 
dians. i 

it was but a short time after the treaty was made, that | 
two Indians were charged with the murder of a Mr. Kyle. | 
They were arrested, together with another Indian who had i 
been charged with committing a murder, which was one of i 
the causes of bringing on the war of 1853, namely, Mr. Ed- 
wards. Those three were indicted, tried, found guilty, and 
were hung at Jacksonville, in February, 1854. Soon after, 
a white man, named ‘Pfompson, killed an Indian on Galice 
creek, about fifty miles from Jacksonville. He was indicted 
and arrested, but succeeded in making his escape, and lett | 
the country. i 

In the tall of 1854, the snperintendent made a treaty with Í 
George and Limpy, two chiets, who, with their people, occu- 


pied a district or country on Rogue river, some twenty-five i! 


or thirty miles below the Tabie Rock reserve; also with 
John, a chief of a remnant of the Shasta Indians, then in- | 
habiting the country near the Applegate and [inoi rivers, į 
in the southwestern part of Jackson county, and adjoining 
the California line. But John and his people really betouged 
in ornia. Thé®e several bands were to be located on f 
the Table Rock reserve, and to receive a certain amount of | 
their annuity in supplies. They were on the reserve but a 
short time, refusing to remain, as they alleged that the 
superintendent had failed to furnish them with supplies. 

A band of Indians inhabiting the country near the forty- 
second parallel of north latitade—the southern boundary || 
of Jackson county-—with éyee ‘Typay, as their chief, refused |} 
to make a treaty, on any terms, aud have continued, from {| 
the time hostilities commen: in 1853 to the present, to | 
commit murders on all occasions when it was possible for 
them to do so. 


During the fall of 1858, the Indians killed a Mr. Phillips, |i 


on Applegate, and robbed his house. ‘The Indians who ‘i 
committed this offense escaped detection; but it was | 
learned that they belonged to John’s band. 

‘The superintendent also treated with a small band of In- 
dians, whose chief was called Jake, who occupied a small 

ortion of conntry on the south side of Rogue river, on 

utte creek. Those Indians were placed on the reserve, but 
would not remain there. The country they had occupied | 
was settled by whites, principally farmers. The Indians re- 
mined in the scttlements, constantly annoying the settlers 
by stealing horses, cattie, hogs, farming utensils, clothing, 
and provisions; and often a horse or cow would be shot. ‘Lhe 
eiuzens were harassed and oppressed beyond all reason; 
but they did not commit any act of violence, At one time, 
two or three of them were arrested for stealing stock, but, 
after remaining in custody ashort time, were discharged on 
habeas corpus, as the settlers became satisfied that it would 
be useless to attempt to prosecute for all thefts. Those Iu- 
dians would not remain upon the reserve, and their camps 
were the common resort of all the Indians of the country 
who were bad or disposed to commit any offense. Their 
location was on the direct line of communication between 
the reserve and the Klamath Lake Indians, east of the Cas- 
cade mountains; also with the Indians located on the Kia- 
math river, in the vicinity of the Cave. The latter have 
always been hostile; yet at. alt times they were passing md 
repassing through the settlements, holding communication 
with those who were friendly, This was for the purpose of 


| 


| a party of volunteers; but when the Indians found that ti 


į Stolen property was subsequently found in their possession ; 


; And yet, these Indians. were de 


| that, too, within the pre 


:| perpetrators were 


į cou 


| command, as has been stated, but only acting as a private 


ii bave its or 


|, far as the Indians were concerned, as early as August, 1855, | 
which was proved by their indiscriminate acts of murder, | 
without being brought to an account. 
We bope that it will not be amiss here, to re: to the 
! charge that is preferred against us withoutany spec: ations, 


conveying away stolen property. Yet there was no act of 
hostility or chastisement inflicted upon them by the set- 
ters, notwithstanding their many depredations and felonies. 

in September, 1854, the Indians murdered a Mr. Gage on 
the Siskiyou mountain, and robbed his pack tr; n, and killed 
a number of the mules. They were never punished for this | 
offense. 

In the spring of 1855, a 
Miller shot an Indian. 
shooting with intent to 


young man by the name of John 

He was arrested, and indicted for 
kill, found guilty, and sentenced to 
| the penitentiary for two years. He is stilt in prison. 

In May, 1855, John’s Indians were reaming over the 
country, robbing and stealing, when they murdered a Mr. 
Hull, on Indian creek, and robbed his house. They were 
pursued, and fled to the mountains, commenced an indis- 
criminate attack upon the citizens, killing Philpot, Dyer, 
and McCune, three peaceable citizens travelin g along the 
road, and a number of horses and cattle. They were pur- 
sued by Captain Smith, of Fort Lane, with his troops, * 


were too closely pursued, they came in, and gave them- 
selves up to the United States officers. Yet not onc of those 
murderers were punished, nor were they given up, although 
we are satisfied that those who committed the murders were 
the same Indians who surrendered to Captain Smith. They 
refused to go on the reserve, and were taken to the residence 
of the indian agent, immediately in the settlements of the 
whites, and permitied to roam at pleasure, and commit 
thefts almost daily. We would respectfully refer you to 
the report of the agent for the month of August, 1835. 

In July, those same Indians, and that while located at 
the agents, crossed the mountain to the Klamath, where 
they kiiled some seventeen persons, and robbed the houses 
of the slain of such property as they desired. A part of the 


yet they were not arrested, nor could they be. 

Here permit us to say, that notwithstanding the great 
butchery and destruction of life, the settlers of southern 
Oregon did not commit any violentact towards the Indians. 
ily passing and repassing — 
! the officers at Fort Lane, for some cause, failing to arrest 
the murderers; and, in fact, only two of them have ever 
been arrested. A 

In September, the Indians attacked a party af men who 
were in pursuit of stolen property-—kille one and wounded 
two. A week or two later, two men were murdered on the 
Siskiyou mountain—their oxen killed and wagons robbed. 
The next day, another man was killed on Cottonwood. 
For those murders there was no attempt at justification ; 
nor was there any cffort made to arrest the guilty parties, 
further than, when a murder was committed, an officer with 
a small detachment of troops, was ordered irom Fort Lane 
to the scene of bloodshed. Sometimes they would reach 
the place, but have heen known to turn back before getting 
there; and no effort, such as the importance of the oceur- 
rences required, was made to arrest the guilty Indians. 
Yet, during the time these bloody massacres occurred, the 
citizens remained quiet, and never attempted to resort to 
arms until the bodies of their fellow-citizens, mangled in 
the most shocking manner, were found almost daily, and 

eincts of their homes and on the | 
most traveled roads. i 

The military force stationed at Fort Lane failed to ex- | 
tend that protection which would afford security, or bring 
to trial and pu iment the guilty parties. 

When the last-mentioned murders were committed, the 
trailed to the Indian camps on Butte 
! ereek, or sufliciently near to satisfy all that they had gone 
there to mingic with others, to prevent being recognized, 
and avoid detection and arrest. i 
i After having suffered for two years the high-handed, 
bold, and daring assassinations perpetrated by those des- 
perate indians, the citizens of Jackson county—well 
knowing the state of affairs and the course of conduct 
pursued by the Indians, and the utter impossibility of ar- 
resting and punishing the guilty—demanded the surrender 
of the murderers, which they refused to do. 

We would here say, that the party who made the attack 
on the camps of the guilty Indians, on Butte creek, on the 


morning or the Sth of October, 1855, were not aset of 
“reckless vagabonds;” but were settlers, farmers and | 
peaceable, orderly citizens, who were compelled to this 
e tor self-protection. And we would also state, that 
Major Lupton, who fell on that occasion, was a peaceable, 
mild, and orderly gentleman—the representative eleet te 
the Legislative Assembly, from this county, with a popula- 
tion of four or five thousand souls 3 and that be was not in 


citizen, to prevent the Indians from committing further : 
depredations on the settlers and unprotected inhabitants, 
We hope reterence may be made to the report of the 
Indian agent fur this district, for the mouths of August and 
; September, 1855, which will, withont any further evidence, ; 
i Prove to a generous public that the present war did not i 
igin in the attack made on the 8th of October ; 
| but that the surrounding country was ina state of war, s0 | 


H 
t 
; but in wholesale aspersion—such as, “Ihe present difi- | 
f culty in southern Oregon is wholly attributable to the acts | 
| of the whites. J cannot but feel that it is our duty to adopt | 
| such measures as will tend to secure the lives of those 
: Indians, and maintain the guarantee secured to them by 
treaty stipulations. ‘he future will prove that this war has 
been forced upon the Indians against their will? Your 
memorialists would ask permission to state, that the first 
charge is of such a general nature that it is impossible to ! 
eoniradict it by the introduction of specific occurrences. 
We therefore most positively deny the truth of the charge, | 
and cai] upon the superintendent for specifications. In 
answer to the second charge—we have never violated any 
: article of treaty stipulations; nor have we wantonly and 
| without just cause, taken the life of an Indian, unless he 
was found guiity, after a fair and impartial tial, or was 
killed while we were acting in self-defense. 


| paralyzed the best interests of our cou 


| der from bis post, a 


As early as May, 1855, the different bands inhabiting 
southern Oregon, from the ‘Umpqua to the: Klamath, (with 
the exception of Jo, Sam, and. Jiws bands,) inet in grand 
council, near the mouth of Applegate, and there remained 
for weeks, in council; the resuit of whieh was, as told by a 
friendly Indian, an arrangement for a simultaneous ‘attack 
upon all the setuements in Rogue River valley, during the 
summer of 1855; that all the farms and houses were to. be 
set on fire on the same night. This plan was.only proeras- 
tinated or prevented by the prompt action of the volunteérs, 
who pursued old John and his Party, after the murder of 
Hull, Philpot, Dyer, and McCune. i 

Again: ‘And that, too, by a set of reckless vagabonds, 
for pecuniary and political objects, sanctioned by a numer- 

ous population, who regard the Treasury of the. United 
States as a legitimate object of plunder.” We; your me~ 
morialists, would most respectfully state that we are the 
_ Population above referred to, We are farmers, mechanics, 


; merchants, traders, and miners, who have located in this 


beautiful country for the purpose of making it the perma- 
nent honies of ourselves and families. We have established 
churches, school-houses, and public buildings, at as early a 
period as that of any other.new country. . We are industri- 
ous—reclaiming the wild, improving the country, and pro- 


| ducing all the great variety of supplies necessary for our 


country, as well as extractin; 
the principal sources of the wealth of the eountry. 

We repeat that we are not “reckless vagabonds;? but 
We are peaceable, orderly, law-abiding citizens; we have 
no pecuniary objects upon the Treasury of the United 
States ; on the contrary, the war has, to a great-extent, 
ntry; it has-driven 
the farmer from his field, the tra- 
nd the importer from his train; yes, mil- 
lions of dollars would not place this country inthe same 
prosperous condition that it would have been without war; 
hundreds of our best citizens have left the country, in all 
probability, never to return. Then we say, charging a motive 
without specifying the acts, which emanate from it, is too 
general tor further reply. We therefore challenge our 
persecutor to specification—and submit to the decision of a 
generous public. 

The last is a charge that we feel bound to repel ; but let 
us state it: “And acts of barbarity committed by those 
claiming to be citizens, that would disgrace the most bar- 
barous nations of the earth !! 2? 

How shall we reply to this? Can we. enumerate or im- 
agine? Is the intellect of the enlightened mind of man 
capable of repelling a charge of this kind Without specifica- 
tions? We are satisfied that the mind that conceived the 
charge was both foolish and visionarv. 

On the 8th of October, 1855, the inhabitants under the 
command of Captain Hays made an attack upon the guilty 
Indians, and some squaws by accident—not one was inten- 
tionally hurt. ‘The Indians, rushing to the affray, com- 
menced an indiscriminate massacre of men, women, and 
children—killing some twenty persons on the 9th. The 
position of the country and our settlements required the 
united and energetic aid of the entire population to save 
life and protect property. Within a few days a great many 
persons were barbarously butchered, and thousands of.dol- 
lars’ worth of property destroyed. To secure and protect 
life and property, the colonel of he militia of the ninth 
regimeut called out all the available men, and as nearly as 


g from the earth gold, one of 


the miner from his claim, 


| possible, oceupied the positions that would best protect the 


lives and property of the people. 

As soon as the intelligence of the commencement of 
open hostilities reached Governor Currey, he issued: his 
proclamation calling for volunteer companies. The num- 
ber of companies authorized by the Governor were prompt- 
ly mustered into service;.and the militia, that. has been 
called out for the protection of the country, were forthwith 
discharged. Southern Oregon, notwithstanding the recent 
commencement ‘of the ‘settlements, furnished men and 
supplies hitherto-unprecedented in a new country. Many, 
leaving their homes and property unprotected, entered the 
service, and gemained for months, without returning to 
their homes to protect their property—thereby sacrificing, 
in actual value, twice the amount that can ever be awarde 
to them by a generous Government—besides the perform- 
ance of the most dangerous and arduous duties ever per- 
formed by man. Then, where is the ‘pecuniary gain ? and 


; Where the “ plunder” of the public Treasury? Was the 
| Mexican war a political war? Did men perform service 
1 


there in defense of their country? and, if so, were they 
d:Sided with aspersion, or did they obtain a high place in 
the affections of their countrymen? If so, then, at some 
Subsequent day, may we be charged with political objects 
—but not till then. € 

We therefore pray that the representatives. of the people, 
in Congress assembled, may inquire into our conduct and 
position in relation to the war; and if doubts shall exist, 
appoint a committee, whose duty it shall be to obtain evi- 
dence, as they shall direct; and if it shall appear that we 
have been misrepresented, that they may correet any false 
impression that does now, or hereafter may exist, in rela- 
tion to facts in the case. We have no fears of the most 
rigid test, well knowing that we are not guilty,.as charged; 
but that not only ourselves, but our families, our friends, 
and our posterity, shall stand acquitted, do we ask to be 
discharged from this calumny. 

Praying that compensation may be awarded us, not only 
in dollars and cents, but most particularly in the correction 
of false statements, under which we stand charged. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. _Irise to a question of order, 
and I hope the gentleman from Oregon will hear 
me. I suppose that the question now pending is 
a question of order, and that the merits of this 
claim are not before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will advise 
the gentleman from Ohio that the gentleman from 
Oregon proceeded in this discussion by the unan- 


i imous consent of the committee. 


Mr. JONES, of Tenicssee. The appeal is 
not debatable under the five minutes’ rule, 


LOBE. 


Saye; 


1790 ; 


THE CONGRESSIONAL G 


Mr. PRINGLE. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to make a statement? 5 

Mr. PHELPS. Let the appeal be decided first. 
I object. = me | 

The question, “Shall the decision of the Chair | 
stand as the judgment of the committee?’ was 
taken, and it was decided in the affirmative. 

“So the decision of the Chair was sustained ;and 
the amendment was decided to be out of order. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to strike out the 
following section: 

“Por constructing barracks and other buildings at posts 
whieh: it may be necessary to occupy during the year; and 
for repairing, altering, and enlarging buildings at the estab- 
lished posts, including hire or commutation of quarters for 
officers on military duty; hire of quarters for troops, of 
store-houses for the safe-keeping of military stores, and of 
grounds for summer cantonments; for encampments and | 
temporary frontier stations, $500,000. 

I make this motion for the purpose of obtain- 
ing some information in respect to this item. Í 
desire to know if there is any statute or law 
authorizing this expenditure of half a million of 
dollars at the discretion of the officers of the 
Army? It strikes me as a very extraordinary 
appropriation. : wt, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I will inform my 
colleague from Ohio, that, if he will refer to pages 
934 and 235, he will find the several laws under 
which the appropriation is made referred to. 
The estimates in detail he will find on page 240. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, moved to strike out, in line one 
hundred and sixteen, the word “six,” and insert 
the word ‘‘twelve,’”’ so that the item would read: 

For contingencies of the Army, $12,000. 


Mr. C. said: This is an amendment which I 
am directed by the Committee of Ways and 
Means to offer. The original estimate was for 

16,000. The committee cut it down to $6,000, 

hey, however, upon reconsideration, with addi- 
tional lights before them, thought the item ought 
to be increased to $12,000; and they have there- 
fore instructed me to offer this amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr SHERMAN, I move to amend by insert- 
ing the following: 


Provided, nevertheless, That no part of the military force 
of the United States herein provided for shall be em- 
ployed in aid of the enforcement of the enactments of the 
Alleged Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Kansas, 
recently assembled at Shawnee Mission, until Congress 
shall have enacted either that it was or was not a valid 
Legislative Assembly, chosen in conformity with the or- 
ganic law by the people of the said ‘Perritory: And pro- 
vided, Nhat, uatil Congress shail have passed on the valid- 
ity of the said Legislative Assembly of Kansas, it shall be į 
the duty of the President to use the military force in said 
Territory to preserve the peace, suppress insurrection, repel 
invasion, and protect persons and property therein, and 
upon the national highways in the State of Missouri, trom 
unlawful seizures and searches: And be it further provided, 
That the President is required to disarm the present organ- 
ized militia of the "Territory of Kansas, and recall all the 
United States arms therein distributed, affd to prevent | 
armed men from going into said Territory to disturb the | 
public peace, or aid in the. enforcement or resistance of i 
real or pretended laws. i 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
tion of order. I submit that the amendment is 
not in order. Pretended legislation of an alleged 
Legislative Assembly has nothing to do with one 
of the general appropriation bills. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Ohio 
raises a question of order on the amendment, į 
The Chair will state that this appropriation bill 


I rise to a ques- 


Te Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
| judgment of the committee?” 


| bly was elected in accordance with the organic 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I demand tellers on that 
question. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Sneep and 
Denver were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 62, noes 64. 

So the decision of the Chair was overruled, and 
the amendment decided to be in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not, Mr. Chairman, 
attempt to discuss these amendments within the 
five minutes allowed by your rules, but will 
simply state their substance and purpose. They 
should be considered in connection with these 1 
Bold in my hand, and which, at the proper time, 1} 
will propose to ingraft on the civil and diplomatic |} 
appropriation bill. Those I propose to offer here- 
after provide that no citizen of the Territory of 
Kansas shall be required to serve as a part of 
the posse comitatus in aid of any territorial officer; 
that all prosecutions in this Territory for refusing 
to act in that capacity, and all prosecutions for 
treason or other political offenses, alleged to have 
been committed therein, shall be suspended until 
Congress shall have passed upon the validity of 
the alleged Legislative Assembly; and all persons 
now in custody for such offenses shall be dis- 
charged. 

The amendments now under consideration do 
not declare the pretended laws of the Shawnee 
Mission Legislature null and void, but simply 
require that the military force of the United States 
shall not be used to enforce them until their legal 
existence has been determined by Congress. 
They also provide that the military forces shall 
‘be used to preserve peace and good order; and 
that the militia of the Territory—now composed 
of mere partisans of the pro-slavery party—shall 
be disarmed; and that the President shall recall 
the United States arms therein distributed. They 
provide that the United States troops shall take 
no part in the civil contests, except to preserve | 
the peace until Congress shall decide what is, and 
what is not, law in that Territory. 
| | think, if gentlemen will fairly consider these 
amendments, they will see that they are just and 
fair, and I believe that their passage will do more 
to settle the difficulties in Kanzas than all the 
complex bills that now load the Speaker’s table. 

The existing difficulties all grew out of the at- 
tempt to enforce enactments which the body of 
the people believe were imposed upon them by 
force and fraud. This has been done in a way to 
excite resistance, and by instruments so odious 
to the people that nothing but civil discord could 
be expected. Roving bands of strangers, having | 
no interest in the sotl, were enrolled as militia, 
and under color of authority, commit all sorts of | 
excesses. The forms of law were made to cover 
arson and robbery. I willnot attempt to describe 
the disorder prevailing in the Territory. It would 
be far better that no color of law existed, because 
self-preservation would then compel the settlers 
to unite for their own protection. 

These amendments rest upon the position that 
Congress alone possess the power to determine the 
question whether the alleged Legislative Assem- 


law or not. The territorial government is a mere 
creature of Congress. It owes its organization, 
its existence, and its vitality entirely to the act 
of May 30, 1854. Its officers are dependent upon 


seems to be getting considerably loaded down | 
with similar propositions. ‘They come thick and |) 
fast. So far as the present one is concerned, it H 
is difficult to determine how much is in and how | 
much is out of order. l 
Mr. HOUSTON. According to the rules the | 
amendment is entirely out of order. i 
The CHAIRMAN. Portions of the amend- i 

t 


| 


ment are evidently out of order. i 
_ A Memser. If a portion of the amendment H 
is out of order, then it must be ruled out by the | 
Chair. ii 
Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say a word. 
Mr. PHELPS. Debate is out of order. i 
Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Chair decide my © 
amendment to be out of order? f 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the | 
amendment to be out of order. ! 
Mr. SHERMAN. 
decision. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question then is, | 


I take an appeal from that |; 


_ verted by a body selected by non-residents, Con- 


‘hae for their salaries. The very body whose 
egal existence you are called upon to try is to be 
paid, if at all, by your appropriations. All the 
powere of the territorial government were granted, | 
imited, and distributed by Congress, and it is| 
only when its people take steps to form a State 
government that they exercise the least inde-| 
pendent political power. Surely, then, if the, 
people of the Territory allege that their rights, | 
granted and secured by Congress, have been sub- | 


gress should not enforce the enactments of such 
a body until it is ascertained whether these com- 
plaints are well founded. œ 

These amendments simply provide that these 
alleged laws shall not be enforced by officers paid 
by your appropriations until Congress shall de- 
termine their legal existence. For one, 1 am will- 
ing new to declare the Shawnee Mission Legisla- 
ture a usurpation and a fraud; but by the rules 
this cannot be acted upon, and as the only expe- !i 


i cases would declare. 


dient left,in my judgment, all parties should agree 
to suspend the operations of their enactment until 


| Congress shall affirmatively say that their enact- 
į ments are valid or that they are void. 


Mr. STEPHENS. It is not within the prov- 
ince of Congress to determine the question of the 
validity of the laws of the Territory of Kansas, 
or the legality of the organizadon of the Legisla- 
ture of that Territory. This pending amendment 
and the speech of the gentleman from Ohio seem 
to be predicated upon the assumption, that it is the 
duty of Congress to exercise jurisdiction over 
these subjects, and to pass judgment upon them, 
The question of the legality of the organization 
of the Territorial Legislature was intrusted, by 
the organic act, to another tribunal, and properly 
so. This House has no jurisdiction over it, It 
was made the duty of the Governor of Kansas to 
declare who were duly elected to, and who duly 
constituted the members of, the Legislature of 
that Territory. The Governor duly appointed 
did so declare. 

Now, sir, if there was anything illegal touch- 
ing the organization of that Legislature, it was 
a matter to be settled elsewhere than here. We 
have no jurisdiction over the question of the le- 
gality of the organization of that Territory. The 
gentleman from Ohio says we have control over 
the money. That is true : , 

Mr. SHERMAN, (interrupting). I would ask 
the gentleman from Georgia whether the Senate 
of the United States haye not themselves, by a 
recent act passed by that body, exercised the 

ower to modify and change certain laws of that 

erritory ? 

Mr. STEPHENS. I do not wish the gentle- 
man to misunderstand me. I am not speaking 
of the power of Congress to modify, change, or 
repeal the laws of that or any other Territory of 
the Union. The power to modify, alter, or re- 
peal a law, is a different thing from the power to 
pass judgment upon its validity as it stands un- 
changed and unrepealed. Congress may have the 
power to repeal, and not the power to declare 
null and void without a repeal, or for any matter 

ertaining to the organization of the Legislature. 
if, then, the Senate has exercised the power of 
modifying or repealing any of those laws, itis a 
different thing from that power now involved. 

But I do not understand that the Senate of the 
United States has done any such thing as that 
stated by the gentleman from Ohio. The Senate 
has, it is true, declared that no such thing ought 
to be law, or to be enforced as law, as certain 
gentlemen have charged the “alleged laws” to 
be. The Senate, perhaps, did not believe, nor 
do I, that, if there be any law passed by the Ter- 
ritorial Legislature abridging the constitutional 
right of freedom of speech, or the liberty of the 

ress, or the freedom of conscience, it ought to 

e, or couid be, enforced in that Territory. The 
Senate has simply declared, as the courts doubt- 
less will declare if a case arises, that all such 
enactments, if any have been made, ought not to 
exist, and cannot constitutionally exist. This is 
what I understand the Senate has done. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask the gentleman from 
Georgia, whether the bill to which I have alluded 
does not declare certain laws, passed by the so- 
called Kansas Legislature, null and void ? 

Mr. STEPHENS. It docs not. It simply 
declares that certain constitutional rights cannot 
be abridged by law—just as the courts in like 
That bill also declares 
that no test oath for voters or jurors shall be re- 
quired. But the Senate has not undertaken to 
say that any laws of that Territory are null and 
void on account of the legality of the organization 
of the Legislature. Farfrom it. That is what 
I understand the provisions of the Senate bill 
amount to. 

The validity of the existing code of laws there 
must be passed upon by the courts, unless they 
be repealed by some law-making power. ‘There 
can be no law passed in that Territory abridging 
the freedom of speech, the freedom of the press, 
or the freedom of conscience. Those great con- 
stitutional rights and privileges, secured by the 
fundamental law of the Union, the Territorial 
Legislature of Kansas cannot abridge, even ifthey 
Hatt attempted todo it. And the courts will so 

old. 


Now, sir, I am opposed to any such indirect 
legislation as that proposed by the gentleman 
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from Ohio. Ifthe gentleman desires to abrogate 
the laws of that Territory, let the Committee on 
Territories bring forward a bill to meet the ques- 
tion, Were such a bill brought forward, 1 should. 
oppose it, for I am in favor of permitting the 
people of Kansas to legislate for themselves. If 
any of these laws are bad laws, let them, at the 
ballot-box, elect men who will change and modify 
them. If any of them are unconstitutional, the 
courts will so pronounce them tobe. That ismy 
position upon that question. But let not those 
who differ with me on this point load down the 
appropriation bills with amendments of this char- 
acter. I believe that itis out of order, and that 
the Chair decided right in excluding it, and that 
the House decided wrong in overruling that 
decision. 

Mr. GROW. I propose to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the words, ‘ until Congress 
shall have enacted that it was or was nota valid 
Legislative Assembly, chosen in conformity to 
the organic law, by the people of said Territory.’” 
It is certainly a strange doctrine, that Congress 
forms a government for the people, reguiating 
their elective franchise, restricting their legisla- 
tive powers, and throwing around them safe- 
guards and protections, and then has no power 
to see that its action is faithfully executed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman is not ex- 
plaining his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will con- 
fine himself to explaining the amendment which 
he has offered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The gentleman’s 
remarks are not pertinent to the amendment. 

Mr. GROW. Certainly they are pertinent, for 
this reason. ‘That amendment proposes to re- 
strict the action of the Army until Congress 
shall have acted on the subject of these laws. I 

ropose to show here, that while Congress may 
kave the right to do that which is proposed, I do 
not think that in this case it is proper and expe- 
dient for it to do so; and that is the application 
which I propose to make of my remarks. It is 
the bounden duty of Congress to protect the citi- 
zens of the Territory in all the rights guaranticd 
to them by the organic law forming their gov- 
ernment—to protect them from violence within, 
and usurpation from without. It is a strange 
doctrine indeed, sir, that a portion of the people 
of one State can invade the rights of the citizens 
of your Territories—relying upon your protec- 
tion; and that when the people whose rights have 
been so trampled on appeal to you—the only power 
on the face of God’s earth that can give them 
redress—you should meet that appeal by saying 
that you have no jurisdiction, that they must 
overthrow the despotism and usurpation imposed 
upon them in the best way they can, and that 
they can have no remedy from you. The only 
peaceable. redress that can be given is by Con- 
gress. An act of Congress is the only mode by 
which the people of a Territory who have been 
borne down by non-residents, and their rights 
trampled on, can have their rights vindicated and 
their wrongs redressed. Yet, in the Hall of the 
American Congress, men who voted for the organic 
law to protect these people, who have regulated 
their franchise, and restricted their legislative 
powers, say that they have no power to redress 
their wrongs, however great. A despotism may 


be established, then, inany Territory by usurpa- | 


tion of non-residents, as odious as any that ever 
existed under the sun, and there is no power in 
the United States Government to redreše the 
wrongs of that people. 

Now, sir, every one knows that the usurpation 
in Kansas was a flagrant one—that it was a vio- 
lation of all rights secured by the organic act; 
and yet itis proposed that the Army of the United 
States shall be used to enforce upon an unwilling 
people those enactments imposed upon them by 
fraud and violence, and we are told that Congress 
has no power to redress the wrongs of this people. 
They are told that they must rely on their own 
rightarm against uhequal numbers. Ten thousand 
men might invade the Territory of Kansas, armed 
and equipped, from Missouri, to override her cit- 
izens at the ballot-box. Suppose there were only 
three thousand able-bodied men in the Territory 
when such an invasion was made; would an 
American representative stand up and proclaim 
to the country that Congress has no power to 
redress the wrongs of the citizens of Kansas? 


| If the gentleman supposes, from anything I said, 


| printed, and there is no evidence in it that a sin- 


lature was carricd by non-residents, over a ma- | 


j and also the Council? 


When, in the bay of Smyrna, one single man was 

kidnapped by a foreign Power, and attempted to 
be dragged off and incarcerated ina dungeon, 
there was a power there in the arm of the Gov- 
ernment to rescue and protect him; but Amer- 
ican citizens, in the heart of the American Repub- 
lic—on American soil—under the protection of 
the flag of the country—have no redress against 
wrongs more odious than those which Austria 
attempted to inflict upon@oszta. That is the doc- 
trine which is claimed here—that American cit- 
izens, on their own soil—under the protection of 
their own flag—under the protection of the guar- 
antees of the Constitution of the Union—have no 
protection against violence and wrong, unless 
their numbers exceed those of the invaders. œ 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. STEPHENS. I have certainly advocated 
no such doctrine as the gentleman [Mr. Grow] 
attributes to mc in his argument. Idid not ad- 
vocate the doctrine that any American citizen is 
to be subjected to wrong without any redress. 


that I entertain any such opinion, I utterly dis- į 
claim and repudiate it. Ifthe people of Kansas 
have been subjected to any wrong, they have the 
same redress as the people of any other section 
of the country have. They cango into the courts, | 


They can appeal to the Supreme Court of the i 


United States in any matter affecting their con- | 
stitutional rights under the organic law which I 
voted for. They can bring up an appeal to the 
Supreme Court of the United States—they have 
the same protection that the citizens of Pennsyl- 
vania have. 
diction over is this: that Congress has no right to 
inquire into, and pronounce judgment upon, the | 


validity or legality of the organization of the Ter- |) 


ritorial Legislaturs. I say that Congress have the 
power to repeal the organic act if they see fit; to 
wipe it out of the statute-book if they see fit, 
Congress have got the power to pass another ter- 
ritorial bill if they see fit. But I say I am op- 

osed to the exercise of any such power. I am 
in favor of the territorial act as it stands. I be- 
lieve it was a wise act and a proper act; and that 
if its operation had not been obstructed by those 
who were opposed to it in the beginning, and be- 


i 
What I said that we had no juris- |} I f i 
i! there was a majority of free-State men in the dis- 


Mr. SHERMAN, (interrupting.). Do Lunder- 
stand the gentleman to say that, in regard.to these 
seventeen members whom Governor Reeder set 
aside, there was no evidence. to show that. the 
| elections were unfair? eee 

Mr. STEPHENS. What I said was, that.if 
there were any charge against the fairness of their 
election, why did not Governor Reeder set them aside 
at the beginning, as he did at Lawrence and a few 
other places? He did not set those seventeen 
aside, but affirmed them; there was no complaint 
against them. But I now say to the gentleman 
that there is no evidence, in the mass collected by 
the committee, thata single member of the Legis- 
lature was elected either by force or violence— 
not a single one; and no evidence that establishes 
the fact that the result would have been different 
if no illegal or non-resident votes had. been cast. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would state in reply, that 
the report of the minority of the committee ad- 
mits that, in regard to the fi@vh district, where 
there were two councilmen and ‘four representa- 
tives elected by the pro-slavery party, there were 
a majority of free-State men in that district. 
That is perfectly clear, and has not been contro- 
verted by a single witness. : 

Mr. STEPHENS. Thereisno evidence, how- 
ever, that that election was carried by force or 
violence, or that a majority of the acwal resi- 
dents voting were free-State men. There may 
have been a majority of free-State men in the dis- 
trict; but what of that, if they did, not vote, or 
were not prevented from voting? That is, I be- 
| lieve, the only district in which, according to the 
minority report, the evidence goes to show that 


trict—not of those voting, but residents. . The 
testimony is conclusive, that less than eight .hun- 
dred free-State men voted in the entire Territory; 
while the census shows there were two thousand 
nine hundred and five residents there in February 
before, to say nothing of immigration up.to that 
time. Now, this whole volume of eleven hundred 
pages shows no fact to controvert this statement, 
that less than eight hundred free-State men voted 
on that day throughout the Territory; less than 
a third of the votes in February, according to the 
census. If all the illegal votes, then, be stricken 


fore it passed, it would have operated wisely and | 

peacefully, and we would have heard no com- | 
laint from Kansas to-day, any more than we 
ear from Nebraska. 

Now, to the main point—that is as to the Ter- 
ritorial legislation. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania says that the majority of the people in 
Kansas have been oppressed by the minority in 
consequence of some laws that have been passed 
by the Legislature, constituted illegally, as he | 
asserts—— 

Mr. GROW, (interrupting.) Not by a ma- 
jority of the residents of the Territory, but by 
men from another State—strangers to the Terri- 
tory—who imposed these laws. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Chairman, I state to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania that there is 
no evidence of thai fact. Take this volume—of 
eleven hundred pages, and over—that has been 
compiled by the committee of investigation and 


gle election for members of the Territorial Legis- 


jority of the citizens of the Territory voting at 
the election. ‘There is no evidence that a single | 
poll was carried by persons proven not to be 
entitled to vote. There is evidence in several į 
cases of illegal voting, such as that at Lawrence, 
Bloomington, and others; but in all these cases 
the evidence is conflicting and contradictory. 


But even at Lawrence—the strongest case—the |} 


evidence altogether does not establish the fact 


that, if there had been no illegal voting at all, ` 


the result would have been different. The elec- i 
tion at Lawrence, however, was set aside by the 
Governor. But how was it in the case of the | 
seventeen members of the Legislature whose | 
election was not contested at all? How was iti 
that Governor Reeder ratified and affirmed them, Í 
and gave certificates to those elected—constitut- | 
ing a majority of the House of Representatives | 
These elections were į 
conducted by men appointed under his procla- 
mation, and the judges of election themselves | 
certified that the members returned were duly | 
elected— 


out, there is no evidence that the result would 
have been different. 

My opinion is, that this whole outery is nothing 
i but clamor—clamor in the beginning, clamor 
throughout. Hence, I have been willing, at all 
į times, to submit the question to the free and fair 

expression of the popular will of that Territory, 
| If the voice of the people of that Territory: be 
with the gentleman and against me, I shall yield. ` 
But to no bare clamor shall I ever yield —~ 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move to strike outso much of 
| the amendment submitted by the gentleman from 
Ohio as proposes to disarm the militia in the Ter- 
ritory of Kansas, and so much as proposes the 
employment of the Army of the United States in 
the State of Missouri to keep open the national 
highways. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the amendment submitted 
by the gentleman from Ohio, in both particulars:to 
which my amendment relates, violates the Con- 
stitution of the United States, which heand I have 
sworn tosupport. “Theright of the people to keep 
and bear arms shall not be infringed” is the lan- 
guage of the Constitution, and yet it is proposed 
i that the militia of Kansas shall be disarmed,as if 


to recall? Those arms may have been distributed 
i to the militia in pursuance of the laws of that 
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- Territory. We will suppose they have been so 
distributed. . Those arms were a gift, in pursu- 
ance of our own laws, to that Territory, and you 
‘have no authority to recall: them. The gentle- 
man who proposes this amendment is too good a 
lawyer to assert that a gift executed can be re- 
voked,or recalled. The title has passed out of 
the United States by delivery, and those arms 
belong not to this Government, but to the Terri- 
tory of Kansas, or the people of that Territory 
to whom that government has given them. 

-Can the Government recall the arms which it 
has given to Ohio, Missouri, or any other State, 
or toany Territory of the Union? 1 maintain this 
cannot be done. The right to the arms distrib- 
uted by the Government to Kansas having passed 
to the people of that Territory in such manner 
‘as is provided by the laws of Kansas, those arms 
are hot now the property of the United States— 
are now subject to no other control by this Gov- 
ernment than théarms which I may have bought 
and own. This attempt to disarm the people of 
a Territory, and take’ from them their property, | 
-when not in a state of rebellion nor of civil war, 


but who are loyal—who do not infringe the laws | 


of the United States—who yield true allegiance 
where it is due, is a movement worthy of a des- 
pot òr a tyrant. lt should receive the sanction 
of no one who believes we have a Constitution, and 
who has sworn to support it, for it is proposed 
**to- infringe the right of the people to keep and 
‘bear arms” in the Territory of Kansas. Thus, is 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio an 
infraction of the Constitution in this respect, 

But the gentleman from Ohio can see no civil 
strife elsewhere than in Kansas, which should 
attract the attention of this Government. He 
knows that the laws in California are set at de- 
fiance. He knows that the laws of that State are 
not enforced in the city of San Francisco, and 
perhaps elsewhere. He knows that the fiat of 
the committee of vigilance in San Francisco is 
supreme; and instead of directing the army of 
the United States to be employed to protect the 

eaple of that State against ‘* domestic violence,” | 
e-seeks to have that army employed to deprive 
the citizens of Kansas of their arms. 

But the gentleman wishes to have the army 
employed to keep open the national highways in 
the State of Missouri. I deny that the national 
highways in Missouri have been closed to any 
citizen of the United States. A company ofarmed 
men from Chicago, and perhaps two companies 
from other places, officered as military companies, 
and with arms not such as emigrants take with 
them, but armed with Hall’s carbine, and with 
bayonets to them, proceeded up the Missouri 
river by steamboat ull they reached Lexington. 
The citizens of that town, hearing of this military 
expedition, and being well assured these hired 
soldiers from Chicago were to compose a part of | 
the free-State army of Kansas, and, as such, were | 
to be employed in killing the pro-slavery citizens | 
of Kansas, demanded of these valiant men a sur- 
render of their arms. Their arms were surren- 
dered to the citizens. of Lexington, and aresafely 
stored for the benefit of their owners. The men 
thus disarmed had no obstacle interposed by the 
people of Missouri to their proceeding to their 

lace of destination, and did goto Kansas. Now 
if the people of Missouri have violated any law 
of the United States, ‘will the gentleman’ from 
Ohio point me to that law? If they have violated 
any law of the United States, indict them, or 
otherwise proceed against them, in the district or 


circuit court of the United States for Missouri. | 


The marshal of the United States can serve any 
process against them. No posse comitatus, nor | 
troops, will be required to aid him in the execu- | 
tion of any process against any citizens of that | 
State. By what right do you propose to invade 
Missouri? The Constitution guaranties the Uni- i 
ted States will protect that State, and all other | 
States, from invasion. And yet the gentleman | 
proposes to invade that State, as if that State was 
in rebellion, or the laws of the United States set | 
at defiance. Does the gentleman desire to bring | 
on a conflict between the people of Missouri and | 
the army of the United States? Does the gen- | 
tleman believe the people of that State will tamely 
submit to the employment of the army of the 
United States wu the limits of that State, in 
a manner not authorized by the Constitution? 
Mr. GIDDINGS. 1 ee aware that this sub- 


Mr. HOUSTON. I rise to a question of order. 
The gentleman‘is not confining himself to the 
amendment under consideration. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I am in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I insist upon my question 
of order. I want the gentleman kept to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Ido not blame the gentle- 
man for rising to a question of order, for I will 
read a record upon him, and upon his side of the 
House, such as will stop their mouths as to the 
irregularity of this proceeding. 

Mr. HOUSTON. No record that the gentle- 
man can read, nor anything that he can say, will 
hurt me, where the gentleman is known; but I 
insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Sir, I will show a high 
precedent for these proceedings in the action of 
the Senate in 1849. 

Mr. HOUSTON, I insist that the rules of the 
House shall be administered, and that the gentle- 
man from Ohio shall be confined to what is in 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question before the 
committee is on the amendment of the gentleman 
from Missouri, [Mr. Puztrs.] The gentleman 
will confine himself to the discussion of that 
amendment. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 
that the precedent of appending a California bill 
to the civil and diplomatic bill in 1849, was a 
strong argument in favor of the propriety of this 
proceeding. But, sir, the gentleman from Mis- 
souri was permitted to discuss the proceedings 
of the vigilance committee in California. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I call the gentleman from 
Ohio to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rules of the House 
require thatall discussion shall be confined to the 
question immediately before the committee. That 
is conceded on all sides; and why gentlemen 
should digress from this rule, isamystery to the 
Chair. It is difficult for the Chair to determine 
what the tendency of a line of remark may be 
towards a given point. A gentleman may claim 
that his remarks apply to the question before the 
committee, when the Chair and other gentlemen 
men may not be able to see the application. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I will show the application 
of my remarks before I get through. I say that 
when that bill came from the Senate, it came with 
an amendment for the establishment of a territo- 
rial government for California; and further, that 


every member here from the States south of Ma- į 


son and Dixon’s line, including the gentleman who 
raised the question of order, and the genileman 
who made the pending motion, voted for it. I 
will je: your chalice to your own lips; I will 
stand now where you stood in 1849. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman discusses 


| the question of order which has been settled by the 


committee. Whether I voted or not to retain an 
amendment on an appropriation bill half a dozen 
years ago, or last year, or last week, does not 
make the gentleman in order on this proposition. 


I was proceeding to say, | 


The Chair is here to enforce the rules, and I insist į 


that he do it. 
Mr. EDIE. I call the gentleman from Alabama 


to order. 


The CHAIRMAN. Both of the gentlemen 
are out of order. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I ask the Chair to decide | 


the question. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes that 


i 


fore the committee. All reference to former 
legislation is out of order on this amendment. 
The Chair trusts that gentlemen will proceed in 
order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Does the Chair decide the 
gentleman to be out of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr.GIDDINGS. How much more time have 
T left? 

The CHAIRMAN. One minute. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Well, Mr. Chairman, while 
the President and his party have conspired to 
overthrow freedom in Kansas, I am not disposed 
to appropriate one dollar to aid them.’ Tam for 
restricting every appropriation for the support 
of the Army. In this, I am sustained by the 
precedent of the opposite party, which is on 
record, and, if I had the time, I would be glad to 
read it. Here I stand, and I will carry out what 
I propose; and I hope every member who loves 
freedom and right and justice will stand by the 
pending amendment. : 

Mr. CARLILE. I move that the committee 
rise, with a view of offering a resolution to close 
debate on this bill. $ 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The debate has 
already been closed; but five-minute debate is 
alowed. ž 

Mr. CARLILE. Very well; I withdraw the 
motion. : 

The question was taken on Mr. Puetps’samend- 
ment; and it was disagreed to, 7 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I move to strike 
out the first proviso of the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, this is, as I understand, the 
ordinary and usual Army appropriation bill. 
It makes the customary appropriations for the 
support ofthe Army of the United States, Such 


| being the case, these amendments, then, are ob- 


viously not designed for any legitimate purpose 
ofimprovement. It is distinctly avowed that this 
occasion is to be seized for the purpose of in- 
grafting amendments on the bill which itis known 
cannot possibly be passed. I wish the country 
clearly to understand the character of the oppo- 
sition, in order that it may be brought to a 
judgment on the action of this body. ‘The mo- 
tion I have submitted was designed for the pur- 
pose of bringing this subject to the attention of 
the House and the country. It is intended by 
the other side to ingraft on this bill amendments 
which are to stop the wheels of Government. 
It is designed to force on this bill amendments 
known to be impracticable. The effect is revo- 
lution; and I will add, sir, moral treason to the 
country. I do not hesitate to proclaim that, with 
bills pending before the House in which this 
Kansas question may be accommodated and ad- 
justed, the attempt to putiton this bill is revolu- 
tionary and treasonable. I denounce it as fraught 
with the very worst mischief that can be to the 
Republic and its institutions. 

Mr. STANTON. I did not quite hear the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, but 
I presume that it goes to the merits of the whole 
proposition. I differ with him entirely as to the 
probability of the action of the Senate on this 
amendment. I do not believe that that body is 
prepared to take the responsibility of an adjourn- 
ment of this Congress with a civil war raging in 
one of the Territories of the Union, I believe 
that it is prepared to adopt some healing measure, 

„and take steps to secure the rights of the people 

from whatever section they may come. I will 
not impute so great a want of patriotism to any 
coérdinate branch of the Government, as to be- 
lieve it would withhold its approbation from a 
measure the fairness of which cannot be doubted 
for a moment, 3 

The proposition is not to decide the question 
of the validity of ihese laws finally and ultimately, 
but to say that, inasmuch as there is great doubt 
about their validity —that it is a subject over 
which blood has been shed, and more is likely to 
be shed, Congress shall suspend their further 
execution until its action shall decide their validity 
or invalidity. And this brings me to the point 
made by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Stepuens,] that Congress has no power to settle 


any question ef the regularity of the proceedings 
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of the territorial authorities. I hold that the 
difference between the gentleman from Georgia 
and those who support the amendment is a dif- 
ference which pervades the different sections of 
the country and the various parties in this House. 
He holds that the sovereignty of the Territories 
is not ‘vested in Congress, and therefore, not 
being so vested, it has no right to oversee and 
control and regulate the territorial authorities. 
I hold, on principle and authorities that can be 
piled mountain high, that the whole sovereignt 
over the Territories is vested in Congress. It 
has plenary legislative power, and all the legis- 
lative powers vested in the territorial governments 
are merely delegated powers. They can be re- 
voked; they can be repealed; they can be declared 
null and void for whatever reason Congress may 
deem sufficient. ‘There is no other power, and 
no other remedy. 

Is not the remedy proposed by the gentleman 
from Georgia an interesting one? You are to go 
before the territorial courts. If tried and con- 
victed of treason, or other capital crime, you can 
then take a writ of error to the courts in one of 
the rooms in this Capitol. While this cause is 
being tried here, on a final decision, the re- 
mainder of the people may be driven from the 
Territory. Everybody else may be mobbed, shot 
or hung, when itis seen proper so todo. And 
this is the gentleman’s remedy for the evils which 
prevail in Kansas! The thing is ridiculous. If 
there is to be any remedy applied to the evils 
which prevail in Kansas—if the rights of the 
settlers are to be protected at all—there is no other 
tribunal, no other department of this Government 
which has power to stay the hand of violence and 
misrule, except the ie, Dain of the United States, 
or the President of the United States, who man- 
ifests no disposition to exercise it; but who, on 
‘the contrary, is found upon the side of tyranny, 
and is its chief aider and abettor. Here is the 
only hope of the rights and liberties of the free 
settlers of Kansas, and we should be false to the 
trust reposed in us, if we do not secure them at 
all hazards, and in defiance of the President of 
the United States. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Smita, of Virginia, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I move to strike out the 
second proviso. [ desire to make one single 
remark in reply to the gentleman from Ohio. The 
gentleman thinks that the Senate will not take 
the responsibility of adjourning until some meas- 
ure of peace to Kansas shall be passed. Mr. 
Chairman, I would ask the gentleman from Ohio 
to reflect upon the position in which the House 
has placed themselves to-day. Bear in mind— 
and the Elouse will note the fact—that in all the 
discussion which has taken place in this House, 
I have studiously avoided, by talking, of keeping 
up this sectional excitement; and I have done so 
because I love the Constitution, because I desire 
the perpetuity of the institutions of our country. 
But the gentleman will remember that the Senate 
have acted upon this subject, and have sent to 
this House a bill which purposes, in a just and 
proper manner, as they believe, to settle the diffi- 
culties in Kansas. The gentleman from Indiana, 
who has his own peculiar notions as to the man- 
ner of scttling those difficulties, and who has 
given notice of an amendment to the Senate bill 
for that purpose, to-day made a motion to sus- 
pend the rules to take up this healing measure, 
as the Senate considers it, that he might offer 
what he considered his healing measure as an 
amendment to that proposition of the Senate, and 
that the House might give to the Senate and to 
the country their ideas of what these healing 
measures shall be; and what was the conduct of 
gentlemen upon the other side of the House, who 
do not think that the Senate will take the respons- 
ibility of an adjournment without passing some 
healing measure? They voted againsta suspen- 
sion of the rules, refused to take up the bill, 
yefused to hold out the olive branch of peace, and 
now, when they have taken up an appropriation 
bill, they undertake to ineorporate in ita remark- 


118 


able measure which they know the Senate cannot, 
will not, and should not, accept, if they have any 
regard for their own consistency. 

Mr. STANTON. 
suspension of the rules. I voted in favor of it. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Idid not say that you did. 
T believe that there isa disposition upon your part 
to do what is right in this matter. I spoke of 
gentlemen generally who occupy that side of the 
House—those who say that the Senate will not 
take the responsibility of adjourning without 
passing some healing measure. I have never been 
a sectional man, and, so help me God, I never 
intend to be. I Jove this Union; I swore to sup- 
port its Constitution, and I intend to do it, and to 
do it atall hazards. I want to say to gentlemen, 
that you can embarrass these appropriation bills, 
and reject them; and if'you do, you must take 
the responsibility. When there wasacry of a 
dissolution of the Union, on account of the nul- 
lification of South Carolina, you held your meet- 
ings at the North; and you, gentlemen, come into 
this House, after having committed yourselves 
upon this question, and undertake to take into 
your hands the legal and moral effect of treason 
by refusing to pass the appropriation bills, or 
rather by doing that wile will prevent their 
passage—for you know that the Senate never 
will pass this bill, or any other bill, with the 
proviso upon it, 

In this view of the case, I appeal to the con- 
servative portion of members upon that side of 
the House to pass the appropriation bills upon 
their own merits, and to ping forward a healing 
measure for Kansas, and pass it upon its own 
merits, without taking up the time of the FIouse 
in putting on those amendments, for it is idle to 
talk of the passage of these bills with any such 
provisions in them. 

If gentlemen choose, after doing what they 
have so often denounced with so much eloquence— 
dissolve this Union virtually by refusing to allow 
the appropriations to be made to pay their con- 
stituents the money due to them by this Govern- 
ment, let them do so, and take the responsibility 
therefor; where one dollar goes to the people of 
the South, thousands go to the North, East, and 
the great Northwest. The people can then under- 
stand who is for saving this Government and pre- 
serving the just rights of the people, and the pub- 
lic peace. 

Mr. WARNER. I desire to say a few brief 
words upon this question. This whole proceed- 
ing is wrong in principle, and revolutionary in 
its character. You do not propose to repeal the 
obnoxious laws in Kansas, but to treat them as 
null and void, and prohibit the President from 
executing them, without being repealed—with- 
out any judicial inquiry or judgment thereon, 
declaring such laws to be void for any cause 
whatever. There are but two legitimate modes, 
under the Constitution and laws of this country, 
by which the President can be released from his 
constitutional duty in recognizing and enforcing 
those Kansas laws. The first is to repeal them; 
the second is, to have them declared null and 
void by the competent judicial tribunals of the 
country, in a case made, in which the validity 
of those laws shall be directly put in issue. 

By the organic act passed by Congress, the 
legislative power and authority of Kansas Terri- 
tory was vested in a Governor and Legislative 
Assembly. That Legislative Assembly have en- 
acted laws for the government of that Territory— 
regular upon their face, and having all the forms 
and requisites of valid laws upon the statute- 
book of Kansas Territory—in pursuance of that 
organic law. ‘The proposition now is, for Con- 
gress, by way of amendment to an Army appro- 
priation bill, to declare those laws null and void, 
or to prohibit the President of the United States 
from enforcing them, until Congress shall, by the 
assumption of the judicial functions of the Gov- 


| ernment, adjudge those laws to be valid or invalid. 


‘The proposition is not to repeal those laws by 
Congress, but the proposition is to treat those 
laws as nullities, and to prohibit the President 


I did not vote against a | 


j 
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from enforcing them, in the discharge of his-con- 
stitutional duty. There stand the laws of the 
Territory upon the statute-book, purporting to 
have been regularly enacted, in strict accordance 
with the power and authority conferred upon the 
people of that Territory by Congress. The third 
section of the second article of the Constitution de- 
clares that the President ‘shall take care that 
the laws be faithfully executed.’ But the propo- 
sition before the committée is not to repeal the 
Kansas laws, which appear to have been regularly 
enacted by the Territorial Legislature thereof, 
but to repeal and nullify that clause of the Consti- 
tution which declares that the President ‘ shall 
take care that the laws be faithfully executed.” 
The assumption on the part of the advoeates 
of this revolutionary proceeding is, that the laws 
of Kansas are void, because enacted by: those 
who were not bona fide citizens of the Territory. 
If this be so, the Constitution and the laws of th 
land point out the remedy. The first section of 
the third article of the Constitution declares that 
“ the judicial power of the United States shall be 
vested in one supreme court, and in such inferior 


| courts as the Congress may from time to time 


ordain and establish.” The twenty-seventh sec- 
tion of the Kansas act ordained and established 
a supreme court and other judicial tribunals in 
that Territory, with appellate jurisdiction to the 
Supreme Court of the United States. The ques- 
tion of the validity of those laws can be tested in 
the courts of that Territory upon a proper. case 
being made; and the judicial department of the 
Government is the only one which is authorized 
w the Constitution to investigate, hear the evi- 

ence, and decide upon the validity of those laws. 

The executive, legislative, and judicial depart- 
ments of the Government are separate and dis- 


‘tinct. The legislative branch of the Government 


has no power or authority, with or without evi~ 
dence, to assume and usurp the judicial functions 
of the Government, and undertake to declare the 
laws of Kansas, or any other Territory, nulland 
void. Nor has the legislative branch of the Gov- 
ernment any power or authority to interfere with 
the constitutional duties of the executive depart- 
ment of the Government, and declare that he shall 
not take care that the laws be faithfully executed, so 
long as such laws remain upon the statute-book. 
When Congress shall repeat the laws in Kansas, 
or when the proper judicial tribunals shall declare 
them null and void, then they will cease to have 
any binding force or effect upon anybody. There 
is not a lawyer in this House but who knows 
perfectly well that the judgment of a court, reg~ 
ular upon its face, cannot be treated as a nullity, 
unless the want of jurisdiction appears upon it; 
the sheriff is bound to execute it, and the citizen 
bound to respect and obey it, until it shall be set 
aside and declared void by some direct and reg- 
ular proceeding in the courts for that purpose. 
Just so it is with these Kansas laws; they have 
been enacted by aregularly organized body, and 
it is the sworn constitutional duty of the Presi- 
dent to enforce them, and the people to obey 
them, until the same shall be repealed by the 
proper authority, or declared null and void by 
the proper judicial tribunals of the countrys as 
provided by the Constitution and laws of the land 
The attempt to ap tects authority by Con- 
gress, to decide upon the validity of laws, regular 
upon their face, as well as the attempt to usurp 
and control the executive department of the Gov- 
ernment in the discharge of its constitutional 
duty, in taking care that the laws shall be faith- 
fully executed without repealing or instituting 
any legal proceedings whatever to invalidate those 
laws, is, so far as 1 know or believe, without a 
parallel in the history of this Government, Itisa 
revolutionary movement, which ought to startle’ 
every friend oflaw and order throughout thelength 
and breadth of the land. In the name of my con- 
stituents, I enter my solemn protest against all 
such usurpations of power by the legislative de- 
partment of the Government, and all such revolu- 
tionary proceedings. The signs of the times im 
which we live are indeed pregnant with danger; 
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anil it behooves the people of the country to look 
well to their interests before it shall be too late 
to avert the evil which these revolutionary pro- 
ceedings would seem to indicate. 
The question was then taken on Mr. Dav- 
son’s amendment; and it was not agreed to. 
The question recurred on Mr. Suerman’s 
amendment, : ‘ 
Mr, PHELPS called for tellers. 
‘Yellers were ordered; and Messrs. Houston 
and Sapp were appointed. l : 
Mr. DUNN, Task the gentleman from Ohio 
fo.accept the following, as a modification of his 
amendment: After the word “ Missouri,” add 
the words, ‘f or elsewhere,” so as to make the 
amendment read, ‘* to protect persons and prop- 
erty therein, and on the national highways in the 
State of Missouri or elsewhere, from unlawful 
Seizures or searches.” 
Mr. SHERMAN. 


I have no objection; I 
accept that. 


The House divided; and the tellers reported— | 


ayes 80, noes 47. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I offer the following amend- 
ment from the Committee on Military Affairs: 


After the one hundred and thirty-fourth line insert as 
follows: 


_ To enable Thomas H. Barlow, of Kentucky, to man- | 


ufacture one of his newly-invented rifle cannon, for the 
purpose of testing the feasibility of their use in the milituy 
and. naval service of the country, $3,000, to be paid tosaid 
Barlow trom time to time, as he progresses in the manufac- 
ture of the same: Provided, Said cannon be not of less cali- 
er than a twelve-pounder: And provided further, That the 
said Barlow give good and sufficient security to the Sec- 
retary of War for the faithful expenditure of the money 
hereby appropriated in the construction of said canvon. 


The amendment wasagreed to. 


The following clause having been read: 

For arsenals, including the purchase of sites for new 
arsenals of deposit in ‘’exas and New Mexico, and for the 
erection of suitable magazines and other arsenal buildings 
jn Texas, in California, in Washington or Oregon Torito, 
and in New Mexico, $239,157— 

Mr. SAGE. I move to amend by increasing 
the appropriation $100. I make the proposition 
for the purpose of getting in a letter which I re- 
ceived this morning in relation to the difficulties 
in Oregon. | 

_Mr. PHELPS. 
of the letter. 

Mr. LANE. Read it; I want to have it read. 

Mr. PHELPS. [have no objection to its being 
published. : 

Mr. LANE. Task to have it read. 

The following letters were then read: 

Camp AT FORT ORTORD, OREGON, 
June 24, 1856. 

Dear Mason: Since my last to you, f have passed 
through a variety of scenes—have hnd some rough and 
‘some jolly times, and have met with a variety of incidents. 
During the last three months we have accomplished a great 
deal--run over more mountains, and crossed more streams, 
than perhaps any similar body of men in this or any other 


I shall object to the reading 


country, and, Lam happy to report, have done so to some | 


purpose. "The Rogue River war has in that time been 
5 


effectually closed, much to the surprise, I faney, of very | 


many, and to the regret of a few, particularly that class 
who have been living upon rations purchased by Oregon 
scrip, and drawing their tour dollars per diem in the same 
species of papers all of which is very good, I suppose, 
(over the lett.) There has been considerable fighting, and 
much loss of life, particularly on the part of our enemies, 
who have had their numbers reduced at teast one hundred. 
Our logs has been much less—about twelve killed and 
thirty-five wounded. I speak, of course, of the regulars, 
for we have nothing to do with the volunteers. ‘The terms 
upon which the Indians have surrendered are, that they 
give up their arms and consented to be removed to a re- 
servation prepared for them near the Willamette river. 


The number of Indians who have accepted these terms | 


are, about fifteen hundred~Indians, too, which have been 
troublesome for the last ten vears. The country they va- 
cate is rich in gold, and will now be thoroughly worked. 
Tt has also some agricultural advantages, which will neces- 
sarily be made use of. I leave herein a few days witha 
party of about four hundred of the red skins, and escort 
them to their new homes. [ shall have about one hundred 
men and three officers for the escort. I anticipate making 
>the journey {three hundred miles) in something less than a 
:month, The numbers of women and children will neces- 
sarily compel me to move slowly. 
In haste; your friend, DE L. FLOYD JONES. 
bagi BENICIA, CALIFORNIA, July 3, 1856. 
:, My Dear Sir: I wrote you by the mail of the 5th of 
_ dune, when T inclosed you a communication touching Gen- 
eral-Lane; a copy of which I sent to the Intelligencer for 
publication... Tt contained incantrovertible facts relating to 
the conduct of | ites towards the Indians. [also wrote 
you by the mait whieh left on the 20th of June, ali which 
T could Hope inigh have-reached you. 
The steamer: Columbia isin from Oregon, bringing me the 
: gatilying intelligence that. the Indian war in Oregon and 
Puget’s Bound is atan- end. “Lieutenant Colonel Casey, 


frequent occurrence. 
Lieutenant Colonel Buchanan, 


commanding in southern 
Oregon, reports, the 24th of June, that the Indians in 


that region have surrendered at discretion. They are on 
their way to the coast reservation, where they will be pro 
tected against the whites by-regular troops, commanded by 
intelligent, experienced, and humane officers: It will be. 
recollected that the war in Oregon existed nowhere but in 
southern Oregon. ‘The war, therefore, is at an end in that 
Territory. General Lane may say that Oregon extends to 
the Walla-Walla country. So it does; but there are no 
settlers there, and I believe only one lived about twenty-five 
or thirty mites trom Fort Watla-Walla. Atail events, there 
are no white inhabitants in that region, save Canadians and 
half-breeds, who are in no fear of the Indians. 

Colonel Wright, of the ninth infantry, is in the Vockama 
country, with eleven well-prepared companies, where, 
however, there are no settlers or white inhabitants to pro- 
tect or defend. He reports that he will very soon bring the 
Indians to terms, or drive them out of the country. _ 

So you perceive that my “ plans,” notwithstanding the 
condemnation of General Lane, Governors Curry und Ste- 
vens, have succeeded to a charm. I have little doubt that 
in less than four months? service the troops could take the 
field, the war in all parts of my department will be closed. 
itis now ceased in the settled parts, You can say to Gen- 
eral Lane I can yet give him some usefitt lessons in con- 
ducting an Indian war. He has lent a too willing car to those 
whose interest it was to bestow upon me the basest false- 
hoods and stander,‘ whose edge ia sharper than a sword ; 
whose tongue more venomous than all the worms of the 
Nile; whose breath rides oa the posting winds, and doth 
belie all corners of the world.” T bave not done with these 
gentlemen, whose bold attempt, surpassing all others, to 
plunder the Treasury of the United States, not of a few 
hundred thousand dollars, but of several millions, under 
the pretense of enriching the people of the Territories. 
The, serip as Lam informed, is selling from fifteen to thirty 
cents in the hundred. This, I suppose, the two Governors, 
who would be military chieftains, call a god-send to the 
people. lr may be to the money speculators, but not to the 
people. In a short time the scrip, amounting to several 
millions, will be in the hands of a few. These, no doubt, 


Will be knocking round at the doors of Congress. We shall | 


see what will come of it. Governor Stevens is still keep- 
ing a smal army of several hundred in the field, when 
there is no more need of them in Washington Territory 
thau at the city of Washington. 

I should be pleased to hear irom you. In the mean time 
J remain truly yours, JOHN £. WOOL. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman, the army occu- 
pies a position towards the citizens of this coun- 
try which, in my opinion, is unjustifiable, and 
otight not to be; and, with a view of bringing 
the matter directly before the Housc, I propose 
to offer an amendment. Sir, lam tired of the 
army. I hold that the army has become the 
greatest curse that we have in this country. The 
greatest danger we have to apprehend is from the 
army. It has taken a position above the citi- 
zens—above the people of the country; they have 
no sympathy with the people of the country. 
They will stand coolly by, and heed not the suf- 
ferings of our women and children tied to the 
stake, the faggot applied; and instead of protect- 
ing them, sympathize with the savage, blame the 
settlers for bringing on the war, and begrudge 
the protection they are entitled to. We had bet- 
ter rid the country of such an army by disband- 
ing them. 

Mr. KNOX. I rise to a question of order; 
there is no question before the committee upon 
which the gentleman can speak. 

Mr. LANE. Very well; I send up the follow- 


ing amendment, and I shall be entitled to five | 


minutes upon it. I move the following: 

That all laws now in force authorizing the raising, organ- 
izing, and equipping of the several regiments of infantry and 
cavalry or dragoons, now in the service of the United States, 
be, and the same are hereby, repealed; and that it shall be 
the duty of the President to cause said regiments to be mus- 
tered out of service. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Irise to a ques- 
tion of order. That amendment provides for 
gencral legislation. 

_ Mr. LANE, I hope the Chair will not rule 
that amendment out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the amendment is out of order. 


Mr. ANDERSON. I move the following as 
an amendment to the bill: 

For pay, commutation of elothing, subsistence, forage, 
transportaiion, and all necessary commissary, quarter- 
master, and medical stores of volunteers called out and 
regilarly mustered into the service of the United States 
during the exis ng war with the Indians in Oregon and 
Washington Territories, a sum not exceeding the sum of 
$206,000. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I must raise the same 
question of order. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Washington provides for general 
legislation. 


order. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Iam instructed 
by the Committee of Ways and Means to offer 
the following amendment: 

After these words: “ For surveys for military defenses, 
geographical explorations, reconnoissances, for military pur- 
poses, $25,000, insert as follows : 


For the purchase and repair of instruments, $1,500. 
The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. I offer the folowing 
amendment, to come in after line one hundred and 
forty-three: 

For the purchase of a site for a national armory at the 
falls of the Ohio, in such place as the Secretary of War may 
select, $50,000. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Irise to a question of 
of order. We have passed the portion of the bill 
where it is proposed to insert the amendment, and 
it is not in order to go Lack. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any existing law 
authorizing the appropriation? f 

Mr. MARSHALL. There is not, and it 
is exactly such a law I wish to get passed. 
(Laughter, 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is out 
of order. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Is there any existing law 
to authorize the appropriation just adopted on 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is to carry out exist- 
ing laws. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Was the appropriation 
of $3,000 for experiments with a certain cannon 
to carry out existing laws? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I call the gentleman to 
order; his amendment is decided to be out of or- 
der. It was time to make objection to the amend- 
ment to which he has referred, when it was up for 
consideration. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I dislike to appeal from 
the decision of the Chair, but I like to see con- 
sistency in a deliberative body. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
order. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I will not press my 


amendment at this time. [Laughter.] 


Mr. LANE. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 


For pay, commutation of clothing, subsistence, forage, 
transportation, and all necessary commissary, quarter mase 
ter and medical stores, of volunteers called out under 
existing laws, and regularly mustered into the service of 
the United States, during the existing war with the ‘Indians 
in Oregon and Washington Territories 3 and that the 
Secretary of War be auihorized and directed to pay the 
same out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask the gentle- 
man to point out the existing laws which call for 
volunteers in that country. There are none that 
I am aware of, 

_ Mr. LANE. If there are no existing Jaws, it 
is clear the amendment will not appropriate any- 
thing. If there are, it is right and proper. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there are no existing 
laws authorizing the amendment, it is out of 
order. 


Mr. BALL. I offer the following amendment: 


After these words: “For the Post Office extension, 
$300,000,” insert as follows: 

Provided, That from and after the 15th day of November, 
1856, the general supervision of the Post Office and Capitol 
extensions shall be transferred from the Secretary of War 
to the Secretary of the Interior; nor shall it be lawful to 
continue in service, after the said 15th day of November, 
1856, or to employ thereafter, as superintendent or architect, 
any officer in commission in the military service of the 
United States, for either of these buildings, or for any other 
public buildings, excepting only such as pertain to the mil- 
itary defense of the country. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Iraise a question of order 
on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is clearly 
out of order. 


Debate is out of 


Mr. BALL. My purpose is well-understood, 
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and I will not- enter into a controversy on a- point 
of order. 

Mr. CRAIGE. [Is debate in order? | 

Mr. BALL. I moveto strike out of the bill the | 
words “ For the Post Office extension $300,000.” 
Mr. Chairman, some, months ago I delivered a. 
speech in this House relative to the construction 
of the public buildings. I detailed certain facts 
with which: became acquainted.in my investiga- 
tion into the subject. The House adopted a res- 
olution shortly afterwards, calling on the Presi-. 
dent of the United States and the Sccretary of | 
War for certain- information in relation to the 
Post Office extension. More than two months | 
have elapsed since it was passed, and yet the 
Secretary of War.has not furnished the informa- 
tion called for, Upon a subsequent occasion, ! 
when the Committee on the Public Buildings and | 
Grounds. addressed a letter to the Secretary of 
War, asking for some additional information, he | 
returned an answer, that he did not think proper 
to give us the information, unless it.was called 
for by a resolution of the House. The House 
subsequently made a call for that information, 
and they have not got it yet. I believe, before 
the passage of that resolution, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Prinexr] offered a res- 
olution calling upon the War Department for the 
information; and that resolution has not been | 
answered fully up to this day. 

Now, I hold that there 1s no necessary, no | 
roper, no legitimate, connection between the 
Var Department and the construction of these 

buildings; nor do I think that the economy of the | 
service is secured by this connection. These mil- | 
itary officers are responsible to nobody except the 
Secretary of War, or to the military courts, 
They give no bonds, and regard no law, when it 
does not subserve their purpose to do so, There 
is a law requiring them to make all their pur- 
chases by contract—a law which was introduced 
into the Senate in 1852, by Mr. Borland, I be- 
lieve, in connection with some investigations into 
the Capitol extension. ‘That law is totally dis- 
regarded, and I think it is high time that this | 
branch of the service should be taken from the | 
War Department, where it does not belong, and 
be placed under the charge of the Secretary of 
the Interior, where the law organizing that De- 
partment contemplated it should go. 

I therefore more to strike out the appropriation 
of $300,000; with a view to offer it hereafter to 
some other appropriation bill, with this instruc- 
tion appended: 

Mr. QUITMAN. Iconcur with the gentleman | 
from Ohio in the general principle, that the offi- | 
cers of the Army should not be employed in the 
construction of public buildings, but I cannot 
agree with him in the reasons assigned by him | 
for the objection. Ideemit my duty, having had | 
some knowledge of the employment of officers of | 
the Army on civil duties, to say that I do notdoubt 
that, when the Government has employed them 
outside of their regular and professional duties | 
to superintend the construction of buildings ap-. 
propriated to civil purposes, it hasbeen done from į 
a motive of economy, though I am not prepared | 
to say that, upon the whole, it really promotes | 
economy. Perhaps the gentleman from Ohio, | 
who may be better informed on this matter from i 
having investigated the subject, may be right in | 

t 


the belief that true economy is not consulted by 
the employment of military officers in the con- 


struction of these buildings. As a member of the | 


Military Committee, I had intended, at the proper il 
time, to suggest the propriety of discontinuing || 


the practice of employing officers of the Army in ; 
the construction of civil works. But it is not | 
because I have the slightest distrust in their capa- | 
city or integrity inthis particular. [mustsay, from | 
my own experience and observation, that if there | 
be any class.of men whatever in the country who: 
are entitled to the confidence of the country, they | 
are entited to it for their honor and theirintegrity. | 
This is demonstrated by the comparatively few-! 
instances which have occurred in the history of | 
the country. where they have been found as de- | 


faulters in. the performance of such duties. It is: 
} 


true, they give no bonds; they are restrained by |! 


a higher consideration than pecuniary obligations | 
can impose—-by their honor as men, and by their. 
liability if they forfeit their integrity, to be de- | 
graded from position in an honorable profession. | 

But I:did..not intend to. say much upon this | 


i depredations counmitted by these Indians within a tew į 


mettan. 


occasion. It is not now a proper place, or a 
proper time, to discuss these matters. We are 
near the close of the session; and since the hon- 
orable chairman of the Committee of Ways and | 
Means has thought fit to place this appropriation 
here, I shall not vote to strike it out. 

I wished merely to express. my position upon 
this subject, and to say that, while I believe that 
it is unjust to the Army to withdraw its officers 
from the duties for which they were intended, 
and to employ them upon civil works, yet, since 
it has been the practice, I am not willing to dis | 
turb that arrangement at this period of the ses- 
sion. At the proper time I shall be in favor of | 
taking that burden, which they will readily lay | 
down, from their shoulders, and require the Gov- 
ernment to employ civil architects; but whether 
it will be cheaper or more expensive to the Gov- 
ernment, Iam not prepared to say. i 

Mr. BALL called for tellers on his amendment. 
Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment was not agreed to. 


Mr. BALL. I offer my proviso again as an 
amendment; and if the Chair decides it out of 
orders I shall appeal from the decision of the | 

hair. 

Mr.CRAIGE. I submit that it is not in order 
to offer the same amendment again which has 
been ruled out by the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that the 
gentleman cannot offer theamendmentagain. No 
appeal was taken from the decision of the Chair. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move to strike 
out lines one hundred and fifty-eight, one hundred 
and fifty-nine, and one hundred and sixty, which 
are as follows: 

For the purchase of five thousand barrels of gunpowder 
for the Pacific coast, $120,000. 

An appropriation for that purpose was put in a 
special bill some time ago. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMPBELL offered the following amend- 
ment, to come in after the last line of the bill: 

For pay, furnishing and maintaining with quartermaster 
stores, of supplies, and subsistence of mounted foot com- i 

anies of Florida volunteers called into the service of the 

nited States, $240,667 52. 

Mr. C. said: I do not desire to say anything | 
in reference to that amendment, but will ask the 
Clerk to read a letter from the Secretary of War, 
which will explain the whole matter. 

The letter was read; and is as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, Wasninoron, May 12, 1856. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the 8th instant, asking, by direction of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, for the ‘causes which led to, 
and the necessity for calling into the service of the United 
States,” the. three mounted and three foot companies of 
Florida volunteers lately called out forsix months. 

In reply 1 have to state that, under date of December 23, 
1855, the commanding officer of the troops in Florida re- 
ported that, on the 20th of that month, the Seminole In- 
dians had made an attack upon an exploring party com- 
manded by Lieutenant Hartsuff, in which he was severely 
wounded, and four of his men killed or wounded. On the 


receipt of this information, and in view of the probable re- 
newal of hostilities by the Indians, itwas deemed advisable 
by this Department to authorize the officer comuanding in 
that quarter to call into service, for the protection of the 
exposed settlements, and to carry on Vigorous operations 
against the Indians, (it being impracticable to send rein- 
foreements of regular troops to Fierida,) three companies 
of mounted and two of foot volunteers. A third company ' 
of foot volunteers was subsequently authorized. 

L will also state for your information, that the repeated 


months past, leave no doubt of their hostile intentions 3 
and, in order to make a combined movement against them in 
their stronghold—the Big Cypress Swamp—two companies 
of mounted volunteers, in addition to those above referred 
to, have been mustered into the service of the Unitéd 
States. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JEFF’N DAVIS, 
Secretary of War. 

Hon. Lewis D. Campnetr, Chairman Committee of Ways l 

and Means, House of Representatives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I move thatthe committee 
do now rise, and report the bill to the House. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I beg the gentleman from 
Ohio to permit me to offer, on the part of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, an appropriate 
amendment as an additional section. | 

Mr. JONES; of Tennessee. I wish to submit 
a question of order. The committee has passed | 
through the bill, and has adopted, at the end of | 
it, the last amendment offered by the chairman 


i 


of the Committee of Waysand Means. No part 
of this bill is now-open to amendment. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. None. 

Mr. JONES. Before the vote was taken on- 
the amendment of the gentleman’ from. Ohio, 
another amendment might perhaps have beenen»: 
tertained as an amendment to thats but‘after that: 
amendment has been adopted, you have left noth- 
ing open toamendment. You cannot go‘ back: tov 
the body of the bill, and there is nothing at the: 
end of itto hang an amendment on. ‘The amend- 
ment of the gentleman irom Ohio, just adopted- 
by.the House, is not open to amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair suggests to 
the gentleman from Tennessce that.an additional 
section, or any number.of sections, may still be 
added at the end of a bill of this sort. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I propose this as an addi- 
tional section. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I would state to the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, the chairman .of tha 
Committee on Military Affairs, that if I: now 
withdraw the motion for the committee to rise, 
we will have at. least a dozen provisoes from 
various members, and I therefore prefer not to 
open the door. . 

The question was taken on Mr. CAMPBELL’S 
motion; and it was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Lerrer reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had had under consideration the state of the 
Union generally, and especially Flouse bill (No. 
153) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army, for the year ending 30th June, 1857, 
and had directed him to report back: the same: 
with various amendments, and’ with a-recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move the previous ques- 
tion, with a view to take the vote on the amend- 
ments to-morrow morning. f 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered. 


EVENING SESSIONS. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Before we adjourn, I will. 
ask the unanimous consent of the Houseto extend 
the resolution of last week for evening sessions: 
to the present week. 

There was no objection; and the proposition . 
was agreed to. 


BUSINESS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. GOODE. I desire to ask the House to` 


i appointa day, or two days, if necessary, to the 


transaction of the business of the District of 
Columbia. I have been requested by the chair- 
man of that cormittee to indicate ‘to-morrow: 
week for that purpose. 

There was no objection; and the proposition 
was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF THE PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


‘Mr. NICHOLS, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred the proposition to 
print ten thousand extra copies of the reports of 
the select committee on the Pacific railroad, re- 
ported that the total cost of printing said reports. 
would be $500; and offered the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That ten thousand copies of the majority report: 
and of the two minority reports of the select cominittee, on: 
the subject of the Pacific railroad be printed for the use of 
the members of the House of Representatives; said reports 
to be stitched together for distribution, + 

Mr. NICHOLS moved the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and'under its operation 


the resolution was agreed to. 


-EFFICIENCY OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. BENSON. [ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to take from the Speaker’s table a 
bill from the Senate (No. 113) to amend an act 
entitled «* An act to promote the efficiency of the 
Navy,” for the purpose of having it referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
come to that bill regularly. 

Mr. BENSON. I move: to suspend the rules 
for that purpose. 

The question was taken by division; and there 
were—ayes 91, noes 25. - 

So (two thirds. having voted in favor thereof)” 
the rules were suspended, 


I object, until we 
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‘The bill was then taken from the Speaker’s 
table, and read a first and second time. 

Mr. BENSON moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DUNN. I rise to a question of order. I 
believe the previous question has been ordered 
upon the Army bill, which was reported from the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and it cannot, therefore, be in order to transact 
any other business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states cor- 
rectly; and if the gentleman insists upon his point 
of order, no further business can be transacted. 

Mr. DUNN. Ido insist upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, however, thinks 
that in respect to this bill, the rules having been 
suspended without objection, the question of order 
of the gentleman comes too late. 

The bill was then referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was referred, and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I now ask the con- 
sent of the [louse to take from the Speaker’s 
table the consular and diplomatic appropriation 
bill, to which there is a single pending amend- 
ment, with a view of having it acted upon. 

Mr. DUNN. I mustinsistupon my objection 
until the bill for the pacification of Kansas is 
taken up. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I appeal to the 
gentleman from Indiana to allow this bill to come 
up and be acted upon. It will not take five min- 
utes. I voted with the gentleman this morning 
to get his bill up. 

Mr. COBB. Wel, sir, if we can do nothing 
here, we might as well adjourn. ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. I rise to a point of order. 
I submit that the consularand diplomatic bill was 
taken up and read by its title before the gentleman 
from Indiana made objection. I think that under 
the ruling of the Chair just now, in the case of 
the gentleman from Maine, (Mr. Brnson,] the 
objection comes too late. 

The SPEAKER. In that case the House had 
suspended its rules 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair 
the objection came in time. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I ask the attention 
of the gentleman from Indiana for a moment. 
If the gentleman persists in his objections to tak- 
ing up and disposing of the amendment upon 
which the House and Senate have disagreed, I 
will submit to him that it is a matter of comity 
due to the other branch of Congress, that we 
should, at least, appoint the committee of con- 
ference they have asked of us, upon the single 
amendment to that bill which is in dispute. I 
think the House ought to recede from its disa- 
greement; but, at least, they should appoint a 
committee of conference. I submit to the gen- 
tleman that it is a comity due to the other branch 
of Congress. s 

Mr. DUNN. I would, with the greatest pleas- 
ure, do anything to oblige the gentleman from 
Kentucky, and othcr gentlemen who have re- 
quested me to withdraw my objection; but in the 
face of the vote this morning, by which the} 
House refused to take up the Kansas bill, I can- | 
not withdraw my objection. If gentlemen are de- 
termined nothing shall be done on that subject— 
of all subjects, the one of greatest moment, so far 
as I have power I will oppose any action out of 
the regular order of business, until opposition to 
this measure of peace and justice is withdrawn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I voted to take up the | 
Kansas bill, and it seems that this is the way the | 
gentleman now returns the kindness. 


LAND WARRANTS. 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama. Fask the House to į 
allow me to report a bill, to which I am sure | 
there should be no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Re ives |i 

r presentatives |j 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That |} 
laud Warrants issued, or hereafter to be issued, under any 
avt of Congress Granting lands to the officers and soldiers, 
or their legal deseendants, heretofore passed, shall be 


So they had in this case by 


received in payment for any of the public lands belonging 
to the United States now subject to, or hereafter to become 
subject to, sale or private entry, the price of which shall 
not be less than $1 25 per acre; said warrants to be rated 
at $1 25 per acre ; and all acts and parts ofacts contravening 
the provisions of this act, are hereby repealed. 


Mr. HARLAN: I object. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as truly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution, of the following titles; when the 
Speaker signed the same: 

‘An act for the relief of the owners and shares- 
men of the fishing schooners Wanderer, Mary, 
Olive Branch, Two Brothers, and Brothers; 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Zadock Thompson, of Vermont; 

An act for the relicf of the heirs of Samuel 
Scott; 

An act for the relief of Elizabeth V. Lomax, 
only surviving child of Captain William Lindsley, 
of the Revolution; d 

An act for the relief of Levi Robinson; 

An act to authorize the entry of certain Jands 
in the State of lowa, by Mrs. Caroline Newing- 
ton; and 

A resolution for the relief of John Y. Laub, a 
clerk in the office of the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury. 

IOWA RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. THORINGTON, by unanimous consent, 
presented resolutions of the Legislature of Iowa; 


Lands, and ordered to be printed 


COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Witha view ofholdingan 


evening session for general debate, J move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

'The Flouse accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Haven in the chair,) the business 
nominally before the committee being the fortifi- 
cation bill, upon which the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Lercuer] was entitled to the floor. 

On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, the 
committee (attwenty minutes before four o’clock) 
took a recess until seven o’clock, p. m. 


EVENING SESSION, 


The committee resumed its session at seven 
o’clock, (Mr. Haven in the chair.) 

Mr. Lercuer not being present, 

Mr. TALBOTT obtained the floor, and spoke 
for an hoar on general politics, particularly 
reviewing and condemning the principles of the 
Know Nothing party. 

Mr. DOWDELE addressed the committee 
Congress over the ‘Territories. 

Mr. WHITNEY argued and quoted author- 
ities to prove that the Romish hierarchy claimed 
supremacy in temporal affairs. 

Mr. BURNETT followed, and spoke on the 
Kansas question, and the general politics of the 
country. 


will be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. KELSEY then obtained the floor, and 
moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose, and (Mr. OLIVER, of 
Missouri, having taken the chair as Speaker pro 
tempore) Mr. Haven reported that the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union had had 
the Union generally under consideration, and 


| particularly the fortification bill, and had come 


to no resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HAVEN, (at 
twenty minutes past ten o’clock, p. m.,) the 
House adjourned until to-morrow at eleven 
o’clock, a. m. 


IN SENATE. 
Mornay, July 28, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the President of 


which were referred to the Committee on Public į 


upon the slavery question, and the power of j 


The speeches are all withheld for revision, and | 


the United States, transmitting a copy of minutes 
of a council held at Fort Pierre, Nebraska Ter- 
ritory, on the 1st day of March, 1856, by Brevet 
Brigadier General William L. Harney, United 
States Army, commanding the Sioux expedition, 
with the delegations from nine of the bands of 
the Sioux. Also, copies of sundry papers on the 
same subject. Regarding the stipulations between 
General Harney and the nine bands of the Sioux 
as just and desirable, both for the United States 
and for the Indians, the President recommends 
Congress to appropriate the sum of $100,000 to 
enable the Government to execute the stipulations 
entered into by General Harney. 

On motion of Mr. WELLER, the communi- 
cation was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication 
from the President of the United States, trans- 
mitting a letter of the Postmaster General, and 
a copy of a conditional contract entered into 
under instructions from the President, for the 
purchase of a lot and building thereon for a post 
fficein the city of Philadelphia, together with a 
copy of a report of Edward Clark, architect of 
the Patent Office building, in relation to the site 
and building selected; and recommending that an 
appropriation of $250,000 be made to complete the 
purchase; and also an appropriation of $50,000 
to make the required alterations, and furnish 
the necessary cases, boxes, &c., to fit it up fora 
city post office; which, on motion of Mr. Hux- 
TER, was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a report of the 
Court of Claims, made in pursuance of law, of the 
decisions of that court in favor of the claim of 
the executors of James Beatty; the claim of 
Ernest Fiedler; the claim of Thomas Crown; the 
claim of Sturges, Bennett & Co.; and the claim 
of H. & F. W. Meyer; which, on motion of Mr. 
BropHEAD, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of Jo~ 
seph Holman, praying to be allowed land for mil- 
itary services under General Clark from 1781 to 
1784; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. ADAMS presented the memorial of James 
Thompson, administrator of Charles M. Strader, 
a surviving partner of Thompson & Strader, 
praying for the passage of an act for the final 
settlement of their claim against the Post Office 
Department; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I present the me- 
morial of a great number of steamboat captains 
| engaged in the navigation of the Mississippi river 
| and its tributaries, representing that the losses 
occasioned by the obstructions which exist in the 
| channels of those rivers, may be fairly estimated 
| at about three million dollars, in the value of hulls 
and cargoes destroyed. After setting forth in 
some detail the nature of these obstructions, they 
pray Congress to make sufficient appropriation 
to keep the Mississippi river and its principal 
| tributaries in repair; and to prevent any waste in 
the appropriations, or want of sufficient practical 
result in the application of those moneys, what- 
ever appropriation may be made, they ask that 
the proper Department may be authorized to con- 
tract for the removal of those obstructions under 
proper regulations and penaltics from year to 
year. As this subject is now before the Senate on 
reports by the Committee on Commerce, asking 
appropriations in the usual way, I move that this 
memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BROWN presented a presentment of the 
grand jury of the county of Washington in the 
District of Columbia in favor of the establish- 
ment of a magistrate’s or police court in that 
! city; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a presentment of the grand 
jury of the county of Washington in the District 
of Columbia in favor of an appropriation for pro- 
viding additional accommodations for the United 
States courts in that District; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK presented the petition of 
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Henry Lucas, praying that certain public land in 
Montgomery county, Alabama, may be offered to 
public sale to the highest bidder, instead of being 
confrmed to Robert Mitchell as proposed by a 
bill passed by the House of Representatives; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented a memorial 
of the Legislature of Iowa in favor of a grant of 
land to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
McGreggor’s Landing, on the Mississippi, to the 
western boundary of lowa; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FOSTER presented a memorial of James 
Hale, praying that he may be authorized to enter 
into a contract for carrying the mails between the 
United: States and South America, and other in- 
termediate places; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented the petition of C. 
Vanderbilt, proposing to rana line of steam-ships 
between New York and Southampton, and to 
carry the mails between those places; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE. 

Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the memorial of Francis C. 
Treadwell, and others, engaged in the defense of 
Salem, Massachusetts, praying for an amend- 
ment of the bounty land laws, on the ground 
that their case is covered by the general law 
passed at this session; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Mr. CLAYTON asked and obtained leave to 
bring in a bill (S. No. 410) to authorize the Post- 
master General to contract with C. Vanderbilt for 
carrying the mails of the United States from 
New York to Southampton; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

The bill (H. R. No. 472) for the relief of 
Louis Elembert, was read the first and second 
time, by unanimous consent, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BELL, of Teunessce, asked, and by unan- 
jmous consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
for continuing the improvement of the harbor 
of Mobile, Alabama, at Dog river bar, Choctaw 
Pass, and the Lower Fleet; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. SEWARD asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill for con- 
tinuing the improvement of the Hudson river; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

DIPLOMATIC SYSTEM. 

Mr. MASON. [ask the Senate to take up for 
consideration the bill (S. No. 368) reported from 
the Committee on Foreign Relations to amend 
« An act to remodel the diplomatic and consular 
system of the United States.” It is a short bill. 
jt is general in its provisions to remedy some 
defects in the bill of the last session, and f think 
will meet the approbation of the Senate. Its 
consideration will not take much time. 

Mr. STUART. I shall cheerfully agree to the 
suggestion of the Senator if the consideration of 
the bill will not go beyond one o’clock, on his 
consenting to lay it aside at that time. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The unfinished business 
of the morning hour, I take it, is in order now. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order į 


unless some Senator intervenes with a motion. It 
is in order for the Senator from Virginia to make 
his motion. ’ 

Mr. MASON. My desire was to occupy only 
the morning hour. It is a bill of very general 
importance to the country; and as this session is 
near its end, | must ask the Senate to take up 
the bill which 1 have indicated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Virginia to 
take up Senate bill No. 363. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I desire to inquire whether 
the unfinished business will lose its position by 
this bill being taken up? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senate 
should refuse to take up the bill indicated by the 
Senator from Virginia, the. unfinished business 
must necessarily come up. 


Mr. COLLAMER. Suppose this bill should 
be taken up, would the ananished business of 
Friday morning lose its primary claim 
morning? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At one o’clock 
the unfinished business will come up as the 
special order. 

Mr. COLLAMER. But will it come up to- 
morrow morning? 

Mr. SEWARD. At one o’clock the improve- 
ment bills come up as the special order. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I think it proper that we 
should proceed with the unfinished business of 
Friday morning. 

Mr.MASON,. Willthe Chair be good enough 
to announce the unfinished business which is to 
take precedence of this bill, unless by special 
vote? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The firstun- 
finished business is the bill (S. No. 39) making an 
appropriation for the construction of a_harbor 
at the mouth of Grand river, in the State of 
Michigan. The next is the bill to test the prac- 
ticability and usefulness of the atmospheric 
telegraph. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The last bill named by 
the Chair was the unfinished business of the 
morning hour. 

Mr. MASON. The bill which I ask the Sen- 
ate to take up is to amend or rather to remedy 
certain defects found in the diplomatic and con- 
sular law of the last session; and L respectfully 
submit to the Senate that itis one of greater pub- 
lic interest than either of the two bills mentioned. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I do not question that; 
but my idea is that it is better to dispose of the 
unfinished business before proceeding with new 
matter, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
is on the motion of the Senator from 
to take up Senate bill No. 368. 

Mr. MASON called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 28, nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Benja- 
min, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Cass, 
Dodge, Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Houston, Hunter, iverson, 
James, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Stuart, 'Phomson 
of New Jersey, Toombs, Weller, Wright, and Yulee-—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bell of Tennessee, Collamer, 
Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Harlan, Jones of Lowa, 
Seward, Trumbull, and Wade—12. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded as in Committee of the Whole to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 368) to amend the act en- 
titled “An act to remodel the diplomatic and 
consular systems of the United States,” approved 
March 1, 1855. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, in a very few 
words I will state to the Senate the object of this 
bill. Atthe last session of Congress a law was 
passed of a very voluminous character, embrac- 
ing both the consular and diplomatic services. One 
of the features of that law was in the nature of a 
mandate on the President, prescribing the grade 
of our foreign ministers, and affixing to those 
grades thus prescribed an appropriate salary. 
The Exceutive, very properly, Í think, declined 
complying with the terms of the law, because it 
trenched on the executive trust. The President 
necessarily rust be the sole judge of the grades of 
our foreign ministers. ‘The consequence was— 
! the intention of Congress being to increase the 
salaries at all the courts—not only not to increase, 
but in many instances to diminish the emolu- 
ments. 

The principal object, therefore, of this bill is, 
leaving it discretionary with the President, as to 
the grade of ministers abroad, to affix to each of 


for another 
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salary; and, except in the case of the mission 


of the last session. In the bill of last session, 
the salary of the mission to Great Britain was 


It has been thought expedient by the Committee 
on Foreign Relanons, on the recommendation of 
the Secretary of State, to make the mission to 
France equal to that to Great Britain, being sat- 
isfied that the scale of expenditure there is at 
least equal to that in Great Britain. 


minister arrived at his post, aud entered on the 
| duties of his office, and the outfit was taken away. 


those grades, when appointed, an appropriate | 


to France, the salaries are the same as in the bill | 


fixed at $17,500, and that to France at $15,000. | 


It was provided in the bill of the last session, | 
that the salary should not commence until the | 


ga 


That was believed to. be very onerous., The pre- 
sent bill provides that the salary shall commence 
when he shall actually leave the country, and 
continue until he returns to the United States, 
allowing a reasonable time for his return. Then 
there is a provision to authorize certain persons 
abroad to grant passports. under the sanction:of 
the Secretary of State, ind a further provision 
making it discretionary with the President, if 
asked, to advance any portion of the salary of a 
minister going abroad, provided it shall not ex- 
cecd one half year’s compensation. That was 
deemed indispensable, because, if not done, it 
would prevent a great many of those whose 
services may be important to. the country, on 
account of the narrow condition of their means, 
from going abroad on the public business. 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the honorgble Senator 
allow me to make an inquiry? I understand from 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, that this bill authorizes certain persons 
abroad to grant passports to Americans abroad. 
Will the gentleman be good enough to inform me 
who those persons are, and whether a compen- 
sation is to be exacted for their services? 

Mr. MASON. The provision is in the sixth 
section of the bill, in these words: 

«That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, at- 
thorized to grant passports to citizens of the United States, 
or to cause the same to be issued to the citizens thereof in 
foreign countries, by such diplomatic. or official agents of 
the United States onty as the President may authorize, 
and under such regulations as he may prescribe.”? 


There is no provision for compensation. I 
have been informed that, at the principal courts 
of London and Paris, from the number -of our 
citizens who go there or pass through there, the 
granting of passports really occupies more time 
than the legation can afford. Under these regu- 
lations and restraints, I suppose the President 
would authorize the consuls to issue them at cer- 
tain places. 

Mr. SEWARD. I have no doubt it will be a 
very great relief to them, and a convenience to 
Americans abroad, All that I was careful about 
was, that there should be no statute authorizing ` 
a charge for these passports abroad.. Such a 
provision would be liable to great abuse, and 
introduce into our own consular or diplomatic sys- 
tem the abuses which are understood to belong to 
the old Governments, 

Mr: MASON. There is no provision in the 
bill giving them compensation; butof course they 
can take it. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I move an amendment in 
the second section. The act of 1855 contains a 
section which provides that ‘all acts or parts of 
acts authorizing the payment to ministers and 
consuls of the United States of outfits or infits be, 
and the same are hereby, repealed.” The first 
section of this bill provides for envoys extraordi- 
nary and ministers plenipotentiary. The second 
section provides for ministers residentand chargés 
des affaires, and concludes with this clause: 

« But no allowance for outfit or return home shall in any 
case be paid.” 
| From the location of this clause in the bill, it 
| issubject to the construction that thedisallowance 
of outfit is confined to ministers resident and 
chargés des affaires. I move, therefore, the addi- 
tion of these words to the end of the second sec- 
tion: 

To any envoy extraordinary, minister plenipotentiary, 
f| minister resident, chargé d’affaires, or other diplomatic 
agent whatever. 

Mr. MASON. I have no objection to the 
amendment. It was believed that the clause a 
the end of the second section applied to the first, 
as well as to the second, in construction; but I 
i| have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The second section, as amended, provides: 

« That a mimster resident of the United States shall re 
ceive compensation at the rate of $7,500 per annum, and a 
chargé daifaires of the United States shall receive com- 
pensation at the rate of @4,500 per annuun ; but no allow- 
ance for outfit, or return home, shall in any case be paid to 
any envoy extraordinary, minister plenipotentiary, minis- 
ter resident, chargé dalfaires, or other diplomatic agent 
whatever.” 

Mr. CASS. Jam not going to make any mo- 
tion to amend, as I do not desire to encumber the 
bill, for I thing it a very proper and necessary 
|| measure. Jt makes modifications that are called 
il for; but there is one provision in the old bill 
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which I never liked, and I suggest to my honor- 
‘uble friend from Virginia the ‘propriety of mod- 
fying it. I will merely suggest it. The original l 
bill contains a provision, that no consular or diplo- 
matic agent of the United States shall be absent 
-from‘his post at all; and even with the consent of 
the:President he can only be absent ten days, and 
‘then his salary is forfeited. There are positions 
in-Europe where a man cannot- well stay all the 
‘time but ten days. He is the only officer in the 
Government placed there, and even the President 
cannot allow him to leave his post for more than 
‘ten days, and then for the ten days his salary is 
“forfeited. I merely suggest whether some mod- 
“HMication should not be made in regard to that ; 
provision; but l shall make no motion. i 
Mr. MASON. I would concur in ‘such an | 
‘amendment, if it were made. I have no right to 
put itin this bill, for fear that it would meet dis- į 
approbation, and lead to embarrassment else- 
where. 1 think it isan inconvenient and embar- 
rassing provision to our ministers abroad, __ 
Mr. BENJAMIN. I understand that provis- 
-ion to be repealed by the present bill before the | 
Senate. 
‘Mr. CASS. No. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. Yes it is, and by express 


terms. 

Mr. MASON. Where? : 

Mr: BENJAMIN. In the last section of the | 
bill, and I was going to call attention to that and 
some other provisions of the bill of last year. lt 
provides that 

“So much of the act approved Ist March, 1855, entitled 
tAn act to remodel the diplomatic and consular systems of 
the United States,’ as relates to, or affects the diplomatic 
service of the United States, andso much of the provisions 
of any act as may be incompatible with the provisions ‘of 
this act, be, and the same are hereby, repeated.” 


Mr. MASON. That is the provision of the 


‘that last clause:stricken out, and allow the salary 
to be continued whenever the minister shall, 
with the consent of the President, be absent from 
the country to which he is accredited; but I! 
would not-be willing to have that portion of the ; 
‘law repealed which prohibits our diplomatic 
agents abroad leaving the country to which they 
‘are accredited for more than ten days, without 
leave from the President. 

‘There is another section that is perhaps unne- 
cessary, but which T should not like to see directly 
repealed, which provides that the President shall 
appoint no other than citizens of ‘the United 
| States to these offices. That is the ninth section. 

Mr. MASON. That refers to. consuls only, I 
think, but I am not certain of it. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. No, sir. It refers ito the 


|| diplomatic service, and for that reason I callat- 


tention toit. These three sections relate to the 


|| diplomatic service. If we repeal them expressly, 


it will leave the inference, that our imnisters 


j abroad are at liberty to desert their posts when- 


ever, in their discretion, they may think. proper, 


that we are not disposed to limit the appointment 
of our diplomatic agents abroad to citizens of the 
United States. ‘Then, the next section, the 
tenth, which is also repealed, as I understand, 
by the seventh section of this bill, provides: 


“That the envoys extraordinary, and’ ministers plenipo- 
tentiary shall be required to locate their legations-in the 
places at which they are, in as central a position as can be 


o'clock till fonr o'clock in the afternoon, Sundays, other 
holidays, and anniversaries excepted.” 


expressly, so that we may know it. I think these 
three provisions are not unwise, and ought not 


hill. i 
Mr. BENJAMIN. That provision unques- į 
tionably repeals every provision of the act of |} 
March 1, 1855, which relates to the diplomatic | 
‘Service, and amongst others, that to which the ; 
Senator from Michigan refers. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. it does not repeal the | 
whole bill, 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Itrepeals in express terms | 
the whole bill so far as it affects the diplomatic 
service. That being the case, there are three 
provisions in the bill of last year relating to the 
diplomatie service, which are repealed by this re- 
peaiing clause. It is to these provisions that I 
intended to call the attention of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, to know whether it was 
their intention to repeal those clauses entirely. 
ithink there is no doubt that they are repealed 
by this section. Does the chairman of the com- 
we doubt that? 

Mr. MASON. Yes. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Iso understand the pro- 
VISION. 

Mr. MASON. 
construed. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. ‘The seventh section pro- 
vides that | 

= B0 much of the act approved Ist March, 1855, entitled, 
“An act to remodel th diplomatie and consular systems of 
the United States, ates to, or alleets the diplomatic 
service of the United States, and so much of the provisions 
of any act as may be incompatible with the provisions of | 
this act be, wud ine same are hereby, repeaicd.”? 


It is not so intended, or so 


Mr, COLLAMER. It saves nothing but the 
consular part of the former law. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. It saves nothing but the 
consular part of that biil. lt repeals everything 
in that bill relating to the diplomatic service. 
There are three provisions of that bill relating to 
diplomatic service, and Í desire to inquire of the | 
chairman if diese three clauses of that bill are 
intentionally proposed to be repealed? The fi 
is the eighth section, which provides, as the Sen- | 
ator from Michigan has observed, i 

That no envoy 
tiary or seeretary of 
from the country 
penod than ten d 
leave fom the President of the United Stat 

Mr. CASS. Does it say ‘ country?” 

Mir. BENJAMIN. Yes, sir; he shall not! 
leave the country more than ten days without ; 
leave of the President of the United Saes. It} 
dees say that, for absence longer than that time, | 
with ov withous leave, sala ry shall not be allow- | 
ed him, 1 should be perfectly willing to have } 


sly ix 


x 


i| These are the immediate org. 


to be repealed without some good reason for the 
repeal. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, whatis repealed 
and what is not repealed in the law of the last | 
session by the clause of this bill, to which the | 
Senator has adverted, will depend, of course, 
upon the meaning which is properly applicable 
to the term ‘diplomatic service.” Now, as far | 
as I can place any construction on the operation | 
of this bill embracing this term, it will not repeal 
so much of the act as prohibits a foreign minis- 
ter leaving the country to which he is accredited, | 
even with the approbation of the President, for | 
more than tendays. But the provision was care- 
fully worded with a view:to leave, as it was the 
intention of the bill to leave, all that pertains to 
the diplomatic service of the country—giving to 
that term the meaning which I shall presently 
suggest—exclusively to the Executive, where we 
consider the Constitution has placed it. 

Our foreign ministers, whatever their grade 
may be, are but the representatives of the Goy- 
ernment abroad—the whole Government of 
course, but of necessity the organs of the Execu- 
tive. The Constitution of the United States has 
lodged with the President the exccutive power, 
without undertaking to define what the executive 
poweris. Careful and jealous as it has been in 
every other grant of power—careful to measure 
out power to the Legislature~-in giving to the 
President the authority that is intended to be 
given to him, it is simply spoken of as the execu- 
uve power. Now, as we consider it, a part of 
executive power is supreme control, free from 
the intervention of legislation, over the diplo- 
matic service. 

‘Then, as to the diplomatie service: That, as I 
am informed, has attained pretty much a techni- 
cal meaning in the diplomatic intercourse of na- 
| tions. For instance: the bill of last year, in the 
very case spoken of by the honorable Senator 
from Louisiana, has prescribed where the office 
of the minister shall be kept, what hours shall be 
appropriated to the duties of his office, and prob- 
ably whathours he must remain in the office. As 
we understand—certainly as I understand—that 


| is a matter which is not within legislative’ con- 


trol, because it pertains to the diplomatic service. 

gans of the Executive, | 
ubject to his control, and | 
on and to the discretion of | 
out intervention from any 


and must remain so, s 
subject to his instructi 
his instructions with 
quarter. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Wil the Senator permit | 
me to interrupthim for a moment? Do I under- 
stand him to say that Congress has no right to | 


s 
. A soot k 
prescribe by statute that our ministers abroad ; 


without leave from the President; and further, | 


couvenicnuy procured, and keep them open daily from ten | 


L that is to be repealed, it ought to be done | 


‘shall keep an office open, and: shall remain in the 
jeountry to which ‘they were accredited—that 
Congress has no right to legislate on these sub- 
jects? . 

Mr. MASON, I mean to say exactly what I 
have said, that the whole executive power by the 
Constitution is lodged in the President; that the 
‘diplomatic service, in our foreign intercourse, I 
understand to be necessarily a part of that exceu- 
‘tive: power; and that, if Congress undertakes to 
prescribe minutely what the ministershall do, or 
what he shall-not do, abroad, in relation ‘to hig 
office hours, or the place of keeping his office, or 
anything else, it trenches on the executive power, 
The President may find it, and doubtless has 
found it, important and desirable, in the conduct 
of our foreign intercourse from time to time, to 
use some portion of the fund, which is always 
placed at the control of the Executive for con- 
tingent expenses of foreign Intercourse, to enable 
a minister to perform acts'which, if we could 
legislate on the subject, he would be forbidden 
from doing by law. . 

But-as to the point of construction, the ques- 
tion, how much of that act is repealed by the 
term ‘‘ diplomatic service ?’’must depend of neces- 
i sity on the construction placed on that term. I 
think it will repeal that portion of the law which» 
I care but little about—in regard to the place 
| where the minister shall keep his office in the city 
where he may reside. I do not think it will re- 
peal that portion which restricts a minister from 
leaving the country to which he is aceredited for 
more than ten days, because that does not pertain 
to the organization of our diplomatic intercourse, 
i or the organization of our foreign missions. The 
term was inserted carefully, with a view to have 
its effect according to the proper technical mean- 
ing which may be assigned to 1t, when the inquiry 
is, how much of the law of 1955 is repealed? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. As Ido not agree with the 
i Benator in relation to the construction given to 
| the seventh section, I move to strike out of that 
| Section the words ‘so much,” and insert the 
words ‘the first and second sections,’ so that 
the clause will read: 

And the first and second sections of the act approved Ist 
! March, 1855, entitled “ An act to remodel} the diplomatic 
and consular systems of the United States,” &e, 

And then to strike out, in the eighth line, the 
words “as relates to or affects the diplomatic ser- 
vice of the United States.” The effect, then, will 
be to repeal the two first sections of the law of 
last year, and so much of the provisions of any 
act as are incompatible with the provisions of 
this. 

The section, as proposed to be amended, reads 
as follows: 

Src. 7. And be it further enacted, That the first and sec- 
ond sections of the act of Congress approved on the Ist 
May, 1810, entitled “An-act fixing the compensation of 
public ministers, and of cousuls residing on the coast of 
Barbary, and for other purposes 3? and the firstand second 


sections of the act approved 1s March, 1855, entitled “ An 
ms of the 


act to remodel the diplomatic and consula 
United States 3” and so much of the provisions of any act 
as may be incompatible with the provisions of this act, be, 
and the same are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. MASON. The effect of that will be, to 
| repeal those two sections specifically, and to leave 
inoperative (what it was intended by this bill to 
repeal) so much of that law as took from the 
Executive what we consider to be his exclusive 
trust of regulating, organizing, and being re- 
sponsible for the diplomatic service of the coun- 
i try. 

The amendments were agreed to; there being, 
on a division—ayes 20, noes 13. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Iam now willing to move 
an amendment in accordance with the suggestion 
of the Senator from Michigan, if it be acceptable 
i| to the Senator from Virginia, as I have no doubt 


Fit will be; and that is, to repeal so much of the 


eighth section of the act of last year as deprives 
of salary the diplomatic agent who may be absent 
| from his post with the consent of the President. 
I think, under those circumstances, the salary 
ought not to be suspended. Twill draw up an 
amendment to that effect if it meets the concur- 
rence of the committee. 

Mr. MASON. Ishallagreeto the amendment, 
| but I am afraid the effect will be to destroy the 
i bul. I am satisfied that the bill will be of com- 
| paratively little value, as far as the control over 
‘ diplomatic service is concerned in the hands of 
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the Executive, from the amendments justadopted 
by the Senate. It will destroy what it was in- 
tended to leave to the Executive exclusively, and 
upon the responsibility of the Exceutive—the 
entire control over the diplomatic service of the 
country, its organization, its duties, and all that 
pertains toit; but the bill still has some good pro- 
visions in relation to the salaries and grades. I 
agree to the amendment. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. Imove this as an amend- 
mentat the end of the seventh section: 

And that so much of the eighth section of the act of 
‘Ist. of March, 1855, as provides that no salary shall be al- 
lowed to any. diplomatic agent, consul, or commercial 
agent, when absent from his post for a longer period than 
ten days with the leave of the President, be, and the same 
is hereby, repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill wasreported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole were concurred in. The bill was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, was read the 
third time, and passed. 


SAN FRANCISCO VIGILANCE COMMITTEE. 


Mr. PUGH submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the 
Senate whether any application has been made to him by 
the Governor of the State of California to maintain the 
lawe and the peace of the said State against the usurped au- 
thority of an organization calling itself the Committee of 
Vigilance, in the city and county of San Francisco; and if 
any such application has been. made, to communicate a 
«copy of it, and of his answer thereto. 

‘hat the- President be requested to lay before the Senate 
also, whatever information he may have in respect to the 
proceedings of the said Committee of Vigilance. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A.message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Barcray, Assistant Clerk, announced 
that they had passed, without amendment, the 
following Senate bills and joint resolution: 

An act for the relief of Elizabeth V. Lomax, 
only surviving child of Captain William Lindsay, 
of the Revolution; 

Anact for the relief of the heirs of Samuel Scott; 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Zadock Thompson, of Vermont; 

An act for the relief of Levi Robinson; 

An act for the relief of the owners and. shares- 

‘men of the fishing schooners Wanderer, Mary, 
Olive Branch, Two Brothers, and Brothers; 

An act to authorize the entry ‘of certain lands 
in he State of Iowa by Mrs. Caroline Newington; 
an 

A resolution for the relief of John Y. Laub, a 
clerk in the office of the First Comptroller of the 
‘Treasury. 

Also, that they had passed Senate bill (No. 76) 
for the relief of the widows and orphans of the 
officers, seamen, and marines of the United States 
sloop of war Albany, and for other purposes, 
with various amendments; in which he was di- 
rected to ask the concurrence of the Senate. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills; which were read 
twice by their titles, and referred as indicated 
below: . 

A bill for the relief of John Poe, of Louisville, 
Kentucky—to the Committee on Claims; 

A bill for the relief of John Otis—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims; 

A bill for the relief of Calvin Hall, assignee of 
William Jones—to the Committee on Commerce; 

A bill for the relief of William B. Cozzens— 
to the Committee on Claims; 

A bill for the relief of Henry L. Robinson— 
to the Committee on Claims; : 

A bill directing a settlement of the account of 
David Gordon—which was ordered to lie on the 
table for the present; 

A bul-for the relief of Edmund Mitchell—to 
the Committee on Pensions; 

A bill for the rechef of John Nash—to the 
Committee on Commerce; 

A bill: for the relicf of -Robert Mitchell—to the 
Committee.on Public Lands; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Wadleigh 
Noyes, deceased—to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims; 

A bill for the relief-of -Peyton G. King, late- re- 
ceiver of public money-at Monroe, Louisiana— 
‘to the Committee on Claims;-and 


A bill for the relief of West Drinkwater and 
others—to the Committee on Finance. 


DES MOINES RAPIDS. 


The message also announced the passage by 
the House of Representatives of a bill for contin- 
uing the improvement of the Des Moines rapids, 
in. the Mississippi river; which was read twice 
by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill 
will be referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. GEYER. Lhope the Senate will put the 
bill on its passage now. A similar bill has been 
reported by the Committee on Commerce of the 
Senate, with a difference in the sum. appropri- 
ated. We have been working upon lake harbors 
for several days, and I hope we shall take up this | 
bill and pass it at once. If objection be made, L 
shall ask that it be made the order of the day for 
to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will require | 
unanimous consent to censider the bill now. 

Mr. BIGGS. I object. 

Mr. HUNTER. Why should not this bill go 
to the committee, like all others? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will | 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce, if 
there be no objection. ‘The Chair hears none. 


SLOOP OF WAR ALBANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill (S. 
No. 76) for the relief of the widows and orphans 
of the officers, seamen, and marines of the United 
States sloop of war Albany, and for other pur- | 
poseg, has been returned from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, with amendments. 

Mr. MALLORY. I have examined those 
amendments, and they are such as I know thej 
Committee on Naval Affairs will concur in; but 
the Senator from New York, [Mr. Fisu,] who | 
had charge of the bill, is not present; and J there- 
fore ask that the bill and amendments may be 
referred to the committee. - 

Mr. SEWARD. Have any other amendments 
been made by the House except those which have 
been made known to my colleague? 

Mr. MALLORY. No, sir. 

Mr. SEWARD. Then they might as well be 
disposed of at once. 

Mr. MALLORY. I have not the authority of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs for having the 
question taken now; and therefore I move the | 
reference of the bill and amendments to that com- 
mittee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ELLSWORTH CUSTOM-HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Barcray, Assistant Clerk, announced 
that they had passed, with an amendment, the 
joint resolution of the Senate (No. 21) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to modify the | 
plan of the custom-house at Ellsworth, Maine, : 
with an amendment to add to the end of it the | 
following proviso: 

Provided, That none of the money hereby appropriated | 
shall be used until the Secretary of the Treasury has con~ | 
traeted for the completion of the said work, for the sums | 
hereby aad heretofore appropriated. | 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. This is a proviso to | 
which nobody objects. I move that the Senate | 
concur in the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speak- 
er had signed the following enrolled bills and res- į 
olution; which thereupon received the signature | 
of the President pro tempore: | 

An act for the relief of Elizabeth V. Lomax, 
only surviving child of Captain William Lindsay, : 
of the Revolution; i 

An act for the relief of the heirs of Samuel | 
Scott; 

Anact for the relief of the legal representatives | 
of Zadock Thompson, of Vermont; | 

An act for the relief of Levi Robinson; 


An.act for the relief of the owners and shares- ii 


men of the fishing schooners Wanderer, Mary, | 
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Olive Branch, Two Brothers, and Brothers; 

An act toauthorize the entry of certain lands 
in the State of Iowa, by Mrs. Caroline Newing- 
ton; : 

An act toalter and amend ‘“‘Anact to appropri- i 


ate money to remove obstructions in the Savan- 
nah river, below the city .of Savannah, in the 


State of Georgia,” approved March 3,1855; and 


_ A resolution in favor of John Y. Laub, a clerk 

in the office of the First Comptroller of the Treas- 

ury. sae 
HARBOR AT GRAND RIVER. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill (S: No. 39) 
making an qeeteoneney for the construction of 
a harbor at the mouth of Grand river, in the State 
of Michigan. ae 

Mr. MASON. Since we had this bill up on 
Thursday last, I have looked into the subject as 
far as I could get access to_the reports connected 
with this improvement at Grand river; and there 
is a piece of information which I presume it isin 
the power of the Senators from Michigan to. fur- 
nish, and which I should like to have. The first 
appropriation was made for this river upon the 
report of Mr. Bowes, who calls himself ‘ United 
States agent,” and upon his. recommendation that 
it would require over $162,000 to do the work. 
There was an, appropriation, I think, in 1852, of 
$2,000—as expressed in the language of the ap- 
propriation, “for the preservation of the harbor 
at Grand river, $2,000.77 "Phere was no other 
harbor there at that time than such as had been 
made by nature, and this was an ‘appropriation 
of $2,000 to preserve that harbor. 

Subsequently, I find that, in 1853 or 1854, there 
was an appropriation of $20,000 to continue the 
work at Grand river. The appropriation was 
made on a report from the topographical bureau, 
informing the Senate that they had. not expended 
the $2,000, because it was found that it would be 
of no avail, and then there was an appropriation 
of $20,000, to which my attention was called on 
Thursday} by the honorable Senator from Mich- 
igan, [Mr. Cass.] Now, in 1856, based entirely 
on the estimates of Mr. Bowes, the United States 
agent, in 1850, the Secretary of Waris instructed 
by this bill to build a harbor at that point, as a 
command, and heis instructed to do it for $50,000, 
and to contract with anybody who will engage 
to build such a harbor as he will prescribe by a 


plan, for the sum of $50,000. z 

What I want to know, in the first place, if they 
can inform me, is what has become of the $20,000 
which was appropriated in 1853 or 1854—whether 
that money was expended? If it was, it would 
make $22,000 that had been then appropriated’ for 
the construction of this harbor, which we have 
been informed by the topographical bureau, or its 
agent, will cost $162,000. 

‘Then, I wish to call the attention of the Senate 
toa significant fact. I have read this bill with 
some care, and, if I am capable of construing it, 
the bill requires of the Secretary to construct a 
harbor there. It docs not say what sort of a 
harbor, in what way it shall be made, what nat- 
ural inconveniences are to be remedied, or what 
defects of nature are to be supplied; but it requires 
him to prescribe the plan of a harbor, and then 
provides that it shall be completed for $50,000; 
and farther, that he shall expend the $50,000 by 
a contract with any person competent to contract, 
who will engage to do the work.as he prescribes 
it for the sum of $50,000. The additional in- 
formation which I want is, whether we have any 
assurancc, and what the assurance is, that the 
Secretary of War can devise a harbor that will 


| be of any reasonable value either to the people at 
! the mouth of Grand river,.or to those who navi- 


gate these lakes, for the apparently inadequate 
sum of $50,000. T desire to know what assurance 
we have, and where it comes from. 

Mr. CASS. The Senator from Virginia is 
under an entire misapprehension. There never 
was more than one appropriation for this work, 
and that was $2,000, in 1852. ‘There never was 
an appropriation of $20,000. The War Depart- 
ment, [ think wisely, suspended the work on 
account of the appropriation: being inadequate. 
The estimate and survey were made in 1850. 
The estimates for the Cuyahoga, and for all the 
harbors in Ohio, were made twenty-five or thirty 
years ago, and we have gone on making the 
appropriations on those estimates. An estimate 
and survey are not required every year, or every 
two years. Noman has everthoughtof that. I 
have in. my hand the law making the last appro- 


-priation for these works; there was none.in the 
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year 1854; there have been none under the present 
‘Administration. The last appropriation was 1n 
1852, under Mr. Fillmore’s administration, and 
the sum appropriated for Grand river harbor 
was $2,000, and that is the only sum ever appro- 
priated for this work. In 1853, the board of 
engineers convened here under this Administra- 
tion, and went over the whole surveys on the 
lakes, and adopted the one which I hold in my 
hand for this harbor. Their report was sent in 
by the President of the United States for the 
action of Congress, as had been done for thirty 
years. With respect to this work, what does 1t 
say? 
“For continuing the improvement of the harbor (Grand 
Haven) at the mouth of Grand river, Michigan, $20,000.” 
The honorable Senator from Virginia has mis- 
taken this for an appropriation. 1t was the esti- 
mate which the executive Government sent in to 
Congress. I repeat, there has been no appropri- 
ation under this Administration for the work. 
Twenty thousand dollars was asked for in order 
to carry on the harbor according to the survey 
which had been made by the United States agent 
in 1850, confirmed by the board of engineers in 
1853. This comes before us in the documents 
accompanying the President’s annual message to 
Congress in 1853. The board say: 
“The original plan for the improvement of this harbor 
is from J. R. Bowes, local agent, dated December 15, 1839.” 
The Department has been for thirty years in 
the habit of employing skillful engineers, and this 
gentleman is one—none more so to my knowl- 


edge—where there were not topographical offi- | 


cers enough to do the duty, or they were young 
men of no experience. 


“Tt provides for the protection of the south side of the 
river, trom a point just below the tower of Grand Haven.” 
jiu h g * “<The cost of giving this protection te 
agent estimatos at $21,950. 


It then goes on to say: 


“Tn the justness of these views the board fully concurs, 
and hence deems it nece y to recommend the providing 


the menns required to carry out the first named measure. i 


as already 
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The sum estimated by the ageut for this purpose, 
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Or say, as in the margin, $20,009.” 
Vhis appropriation was asked for in 1853 by 
the board of engincers, coming through the topo- 
raphical bureau to the War Department, and 
rom the War Department it was sent here by 
the President. 

Mr. MASON. Lasked the honorable Senator 
on Thursday, or rather he was kind enough to 


show me that there had been a further report on | 


the subject of this Grand river improvement later 
than that of 1850; and at that time, as T under- 
stood, $20,000 was appropriated. {t seems that 


I misunderstood him, and it was only an esti- | 
Then the case stands |} 
thus: in 1850 the lowest estimate to do this work | 


mate. Let that pass. 


by a structure of piles put close together to pre- 


vent the abrasion of the embankment or bluff, ; 


and by two piers to run out into the lake, in 


order to prevent the filling up of the artificial | 


harbor when constructed, was $362,123, being 
$21,950 for this pile work to protect the bluff, 
and $140,173 for the two piers. Only $2,000 was 
appropriated in 1852, which itappears never was 
expended. Now this bill asks for $50,000 to do 
the work and complete it, leaving it discretionary 


with the Secretary to say what sort of work it) 


shall be. 


The honorable Senator has not answered the | 
Tasked whether we have | 


inquiry which E made. 
any report, or information of any kind, that will 


amount to any sort of assurance that $50,000 will | 


make a harbor there, which will be valuable, 
either to those who navigate the lake, or to those 
who live on the river, { want to know whether 
he has any information on that subject; and 
further, how is it that we are asked now for 
$50,000 as a round sum to do the whole work, on 
an estimate of $162,000 made in 1850. 

Mr. STUART. Mr. President, before I say 
anything on this subject I wish to premise on the 
question generally, to the friends of these meas- 
ures, that if we expect to pass them we are not 
to gratify their opponents in spending ail the time 


in talking about them. These gentlemen do pot | 


desire information. ‘They wi 
of these bills, with all the information —— 
Mr. MASON, Let me interrupt the Senator. 


Does he mean to say, that when I ask for inform- 
ation I do not desire it? 

Mr. STUART. I mean to say, that these gen- 
tlemen do not desire information for the purpose 
of enabling them to vote for the bill. They will 
not vote for this bill with any amount of inform- 
ation that can be attained. . 

Mr. MASON. That is perfectly true, but still 
we have the right to have the information. _ 

Mr. STUART. The object cannot be misun- 
derstood. It is to defeat the bills in any form 
that parliamentary debate admits of. Therefore 
it is proper for us who wish to pass them not to 
do much in the way of talking. A brief expla- 
nation will, I think, show the position which 
the committee occupies in relation to this bill. 
The history of the matter has been detailed again 
and again. The Department makes its estimates 
for a certain work, and decides that it can expend 
a given amount of money each year, and asks for 
that amount. Congress is enabled, perhaps in a 
year, to make an appropriation. After that, per- 
haps, you cannot pass another bill in four or five 

ears. 

Mr. CLAY. I wish, with the Senator’s con- 
sent, to correct one statement which he has made. 
He speaks of the Department asking for these 
appropriations. In that he is certainly in error, 
as a moment’s reflection will, I think, satisfy 
him. This money is not asked for by any De- 
partment of the Government. On the contrary, 
{ will undertake to show, if it is controverted, 
that the Secretary of War has never recommended 
one of the appropriations for these improvements, 
or asked for them; but his action on them proves 
that he has disapproved of them, Henee the 
Senator is at fault when he says they are asked 
for by the War Department. 

Mr. STUART. ‘The Secretary of War sent 
to Congress, in 1853, the estimates which have 
been just read, saying: here is a work com- 


is necessary for this year. I grant you that 
the Secretary of War does not say in so many 
words, A I recommend that this moncy be appro- 
| priated. 

P Mr. FITZPATRICK. Does the law require 
the Secretary of War to make that communica- 
tion to Congress? 

i| Mr. STUART. The law docs not require that 
the Secretary of War shall recommend these ap- 
priations. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. But does not the law 
require him to communicate the estimates to Con- 
gress? 
| Mr. STUART. Certainly; and he has done 
i, it. He has sent in estimates made by the topo- 
|| graphical bureau in this case. He sent them 
here in 1853; and that is all that is required. Of 
what consequence is it to Congress whether the 
, Secretary of War thinks an improvement ought 
| to be made or not? He is not the judge of it. 
Congress is to judge whether the improvement 
|| Should be made or not. His opinion is but the 
opinion of a man when you have it. I know that 
the Secretary of War belongs to a school of pol- 
iticians who are opposed to all these works, and 
i, who think that the Government of the United 
States is only made for the purpose of sustaining 
‘| a few clerks here from three or four States. I dis- 
| agree with him in that entirely. I think it has 
other, and better, and higher objects. But, sir, 
| I was detailing the history of this matter. 
gress appropriated $2,000 after a severe contro- 
versy; then, in three or four years, the appropri- 
i| ations failing, your former appropriation is lost. 
The history of the country shows that. 
|| The Committee on Commerce authorized me 
to report these bills in this form, so far as appro- 
priations in my section of the country are con- 
| cerned, and I will state in a few words my object. 


| 
i 
l 
i 


| $50,000, expended by contract, will make a har- 


i Secretary of War, without contract. Thatis my 


Con- į 


bor equal to that made with $250,000 expended | 
i in anuual appropriations at the command of the | 


(| menced at the mouth of Grand river, which will i 
require so much to complete it, and so much 


| 


| 1 believe (but in this I may be mistaken) that | 


L jadgment. I believe a competent business man | 


| will take the money, and make it tellin that pro- 
l! portion. ; 
|| ‘Then, again, I do not agree with the engineers 


ii hold that at every point you want precisely the 
isame character of harbor. 


[ 
i 
| 


lH never vote for any |: of this department in alltheir plans. I do not! 


i 


stream, on its current, on its volume. I think we 
want less piers at one point than at another, in 
order to preserve the current ina form that will 
keep the bar clear. I believe that new plans can 
be agreed upon, and plans that will fall within 
Jess than halfthe amount which they have recom- 
mended. At all events | want to try this mode. 

Now, sir, I answer the honorable Senator from 
Virginia, that under the bill, if this plan cannot 
be carried out according to the opinion of the 
Secretary of War, the money will remain in the 
Treasury. He cannot expend it in any other 
way. Lam no advocate for the squandering of 
money upon harbors. Let the money remain 
in the Treasury of the United States, unless a 
harbor can be constructed at the mouth of Grand 
river, by contract, for $50,000. That is the 
provision of this bill, I do not want a dollar 
drawn from the Treasury, if that cannot be done. 
Tam sick as any man of seeing $50,000, and 
$40,000, and $90,000, drawn from the Treasury, 
and expended, in the course of a summer, in be- 
ginning a work, and then, before you can get an- 
other appropriation of $40,000, the whole thing 
swept away, and what remains of your material 
sold at auction. Iam tired of that system; and 
hence I propose, in these bills, that the Secretary 
of War shall agree upon aplan. I leave it to 
him as Senators will see — which shall be satis- 
factory to hin; and unless he is satisfied that that 
plan will construct a harbor at the mouth of 
Grand river for $50,000, the money shall remain 
in the Treasury. Does any man object to that? 
I say that any Senator who is in favor of harbor 
improvements, will not object to it. Gentlemen 
on the other side will understand that I am not 
criticising their views. I claim respect for my 
opinions, and I grant it cheerfully to every other 
Senator. Ifhe is opposed to these measures on 
principle, let him vote so. All I claim is, fair- 
ness of action. 

The Committee on Commerce have authorized 
me to report this bill in this way, in obedience to 
my own judgment. If I am wrong, the United 
States will not be injured, because the money will 
remain inthe Treasury. If I am right, we shall 
have a harbor for $50,000, which, it is estimated, 
will cost $160,000 to build. 1 disagree with the 
engineer. I do not doubt that his harbor, the 
money being expended by annual appropriations, 
with all the injuries that happen between them, 
will cost the money which he has estimated. As 
my honorable colleague has said, he is one of the 
most competent men inthe country to make the 
estimates; and on his basis he has made them 
properly; but I propose to take a different plan. 
I propose that the work be let by contract, 

I am bound to state another thing. Let us 
suppose that in a given case it will cost $75,000 
to build a harbor, and that Congress has appro- 
priated $50,000. I may feel myself authorized, 
In consequence of the interest I hold in the com- 
merce of the lakes, to agree to build a harbor at 
an expense of $90,000, and raise the $25,000 
additional myself. My bill gives the authority, 
and means to do that. If those interested in the 
commerce of the lakes sce fit to appropriate out 
of their own pockets additional sums of money 
to make a harbor that shall cost $75,000, under 
my bill they can doit. Recollect, this contract 
is not to be let except on ample security, to be 
approved by the Secretary of War. It is no 
mere matter of form and no child’s play at all. 
But 1 should like to know why the General Gov- 
ernment is to refuse to allow us to construct a 
harbor for $50,000, if we choose to do it, advanc- 
ing $25,000 or $50,000 more ourselves? Certainly 
that does not constitute any objection. The 
Senator from Virginia will see that the bill under 
consideration is drawn with a view to these 
objects; and it secures the United States, because 
it gives the sole adoption of the plan to the hands 
of the Secretary of War. It must be such a plan 
as he approves; the contractor must be sucha 
contractor as he approves; and the surety must 
be such as he approves, before the money can be 
spent. I have sought to throw around this bill 
all security for the United States. The reason of 
its assuming this form 1 have endeavored briefly 
to detail. 

Now, that I may not be misunderstood, I beg 
to repeat to gentlemen—my personal and political 
friends—that, whatever I may have said, I do 


It depends on the i| not mean unkindly in regard to their opinions; 
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but, in the retreat where 1 have been, I could not 
avoid seeing that whole days were spent here on 
the discussion ofa bill, and when it finally passed, 
the next day there was identically the same dis- 
cussion on the next bill by its opponents, without 
asingleadditionalargument. ` Itis evident, there- 
fore, what these gentlemen mean. I donot com- 
plain of it; they may take such a course if they 
choose; but it behooves the friends of the bills not 
to participate in that mode of defeat—by consum- 
ing time. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, if the Senator 
is of the opinion that those who oppose this bill, 
and other bills of like character, are opposing 
them by any means of parliamentary machinery 
to delay them, and to gain time and to frustrate 
them, he does injustice as far as I am concerned; 
butifthe honorable Senator means that those upon 
this floor who believe that there is no constitutional 
grant of power to expend the public money in 
this way, finding that there is a majority of the 
Senate of a different opinion, are required by any 
idea of the decorum or of propriety, either personal 
or parliamentary, to refrain from sifting every 
one as it comes up,and showing the character 
which they ascribe to it, he is mistaken. 

The honorable Senator has allowed himself to 
say that, in his retreat, where, I regret to learn, 
he was obliged to go from ill-health, he found 
that day after day the same arguments were re- 
peated upon each bill as they came up in succes- 
sion. So far as I can recollect on these bills, 
nothing has been said—certainly nothing by me, 
on the constitutional power. I have questioned 
the providences of the measure. I desire to know 
if those who are here as trustees over the public 
interests of the country, are not to sift each 
measure when it comes up, and to expose it, if 
they think it is of that character, to their con- 
stituents and to the country, as an improvident 
and wasteful and undigested measure, which 
can result in no good but paying the money into 
the hands of those who are to receive the com- 

ensation for doing the work. 
judgment, a bill of that character. As a trustee 
of the public, and more especially of the public 
purse, | am not answered in my suggestions that 
the money is to be expended for improvident 
purposes, and that we have no assurance that 
the work will be done for the sum prescribed. 
Now, what are the facts? We sift kese things 
as they come before us. [ do not know how it 
is with other Senators, butit has been impossible 


for me to give my attention to them, except when | 


each measure has been brought up to look to it 
as it stands. 

The honorable Senator says this bill will leave 
the money in the Treasury, unless the Secretary 
of War shail find that the work can be done for 
the sum appropriated. 
construction on the bill. We have here estimates 
for this work, emanating from a bureau of. the 
War Department in 1850, as 1 have said, requiring 
$160,000 to do the work. We have, then, in 
1853, a report from the board of engineers, who 
criticise and analyze the estimates of 1850, and 
say that those estimates, in their judgment, have 


been well made, and that they ave applied to this | 


work in two aspects. The first is, the proposi- 
tion to expend $21,950 in the structure of piles, 
to prevent abrasions, and the next is to expend 
$140,173 in constructing piers; and then the board 


go on to say, approving the plan of Mr. Bowes, | 


that it is possible, when you have made this 
structure of piles, and prevented the abrasion of 
the shore, nature will deepen the harbor so as to 
preserve it; and if that should be the effect, it will 
be unnecessary to construct piers; but if it should 
not so result in experience, it will be necessary to 
construct piers at an expense of $140,000. On 
that review, in 1853, they estimated only for 
$20,000, which would be enough to do this pile- 
work, which they supposed might have the effect 
of making-a harbor. 

But now what are weasked to do? In this bill, 
which is so well digested and so well guarded in 
the opinion of the honorable Senator from Mich- 
igan, what have we? We have a mandate on 
the Secretary of War, as I read it, to devise 
some plan by which a harbor can be built at this 
point for $50,000, and to make a contract accord- 
ingly. Suppose the law passed, and the Secre- 
tary takes it up to see how it will be executed in 
the discharge of his duty, and under his respons- 


This is, in my | 


I place a very different | 


| 


} 


ibility, what does he find? He finds these esti- 
maies made in 1850 fixing the whole work at 
$162,000. He finds that sum is divided into two 
parts: one to expend $22,000 to protect the shore, 
and another of $140,000 to build the piers. He 
finds the appropriation was not made in 1853 or 
1854, but that in 1856 Congress passed a law 
taking the subject into its own hands, and de- 
claring, as the judgment of Congress, that the 
work can be done for $50,000, and requiring him 
to prescribe a plan to doit. I say that it Is the 
duty of the Executive to see that the laws are 
executed; and the Secretary could not escape the 
conclusion, that Congress had repudiated the esti- 
mates of the engineers, and estimated for them- 
selves through their Committee on Commerce, 
and had ascertained through some sources of in- 
formation satisfactory to them, that $50,000 
would do the work, and required him to have it 
done for $50,000. If that be the fact, he will 
devise, I suppose, the best plan he can for the 
$50,000, and let the contract accordingly. 

The honorable Senator says the bill is so 
framed that private enterprise may possibly come 
in aid of the public money to add $50,000 more. 
That may be, or it may not be; it is not in the 
bond. There is nothing of that sort in the bill. 
It may be that those interested in the work may 
contribute $50,000 or $25,000 in aid of this ex- 
penditure; and it may be—I am not prepared to 
say to the contrary—that if the Sccretary finds 
the $50,000 inadequate, and the people of the 
lakes come forward and say they will contribute 
$50,000 more, and he can get adequate gaurantees 
that they. would really pay the money, he will 
make a contract for a work for $50,000 that will 
cost $100,000. But of that we have no assurance 
in the world, except the suggestion of the honor- 
able Senator from Michigan. 

Then how do we stand? I claim the right to 
sift each one of these measures as it goes along, 
and to understand it for myself, and to show the 
country—-to my constituents more especially— 
how the public money is expended under this 
alleged power to expend it for purposes of inter- 
nal improvement, to sift each one, not factiously, 
but in order to get at information, putting it on 
the record, and spreading it before the country; 
and particularly when these measures are here 

ressed upon Congress against the veto of the 
Sxecutive, who was put there to administer the 
executive power under the sanctions, and with a 
platform prescribed by that political party which 
claims to be dominant in the Senate. They are 
passing them against his veto. 

Although it is true that, believing there is no 
constitutional power to expend this money, I 
could not vote for the bills under any circum- 
stances, I claim the right to sift each one of them, 
and sce whether they are extravagant, whether 
they are understood, whether they are practical, 
and whether any public benefit will result from 
the expenditure of the money. I cannot see that 
it will, in this case, if I am to be guided by the 
information given to us by the gentlemen who 
reported these bills and by the gentleman who is 
now, I believe, at the head of the Committee on 
Commerce, for the estimates of the responsible 


corps of engineers of the Army are against his | 


estimates, and he repudiates them all. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, some of the 
Senators seem to be very much tired with this 
argument. They are not half so much tired of 
that as | am with these bills. I think that when 
a committee brings forward fifty or sixty bills for 
improvements of different places, all ofthem ought 
to be inquired into by the Senate. I do not see 
why the decision of one should carry another. 
Granting the power to the fullest extent, I pre- 
sume there is some discretion; the money is not 
to be isrcwn away wherever people have a mind 
to ask for it. One of the great objections to this 


system has been, that we could not get correct | 


information—that there was no security that the 
public money would be judiciously applied. We 
have been answered in that statement, from time 
to time, since I have been a member of both 
Houses of Congress, by the declaration that we 
had competent oflicers—that there was a bureau 
of topographical engineers, whose great intelli- 
gence and education would relieve that difficulty 


and enlighten the minds of Senators on this sub- | 


ject, and make it clear and certain to a sufficient 
extent for the appropriation of the money. 


; appropriation on my own judgment. 


| priations, 
| are making them on estimates from the. War De~ 
| partment; that we are making them on the esti~ 


: i — z A 
But the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Stuart] 
puts it on a different ground: His isa new ground; 
1t is a ground that I never heard before. Fie tells 
the Senate that the Committee on Commerce re- 
ported this appropriation upon his judgment, and 
upon his responsibility, abandoning the estimates 
of the Department, The Department. said «the 
work could not be done for less than $162,0005 
but the Senator from Michigan thought it could 
be done for $50,000... ‘This may bea very good 
rule; the Senator from Michigan may understand 
that question, and the details of everything else 
that may come before him, as well as, if not better 
than, anybody else; but it is not a good rule for 
me. I do not think I should know as well as the 
engineers; 1 am sure J could not until I surveyed 
the spot. I.do not. know whether that Senator 
spends his leisure hours during the vacation in 
surveying ports; but I am very sure that, if he 
had all the knowledge of the chief of the corps, 
the Senate should not act on a rule so uncertain. 
If the rule applies to one Senator, it should be 
universal; so that we shall have to take the judg- 
ment of each Senator as to what is the proper 
sum for the improvements in his locality. Th this 
case, the Senator from Michigan thinks $50,000 
sufficient; and the committee takes his opinion. 
It seems to be a most complying committee. The 
principle is, to give to everybody who asks, 
without the slightest reference to the Departments 
of the Government who have the matter in charge. 
But, admitting that the Senator from Michiganis 
an exception, and that he is better capable of 
judging without a survey than the engineers are 
with a survey, the rule should be made equal, 
and, therefore, universal; and then -I am sure it 
would be a bad one. A great many of us do not 
pretend to that kind of knowledge. We have 
neither the theoretic nor the eer knowledge 
necessary for that purpose. I say of myself, that 
I should be totally incompetent to ask the Senate 
to act on my judgment against a corps of engi- 
neers who had actually made a survey. 

That is exactly the principle on which the 
committee reported this bill, as we are told 
by one of the committee. It is not on the esti- 
mates of the Department; it is not on any other 
information of any sort buthis own. The Sena- 
tor says the work can be done for $50,000. He 
has no doubt of it, and he says the committee 
authorized him to present it in that form on his 
judgment, and no other. I wish the Senate to 
say, by the vote on this bill, whether they intend 
to adopt this new rule of action, that every Sena- 
tor can get upand call for wlat money he pleases, 
and say, “It is within my knowledge that the 
thing can be done for this sum.””. Whatever confi- 
dence we may have in the general intelligence and 
integrity of a Senator, I think we owe something 
to the public Treasury, and we ought to be care- 
ful that every Senator has got the capacity and 
the particular information necessary to decide this 
question. Therefore I say that, while we might 
safely do itin deference to the Senator from Mich- 
igan, I do not think we could make it a general 
rule. I should be averse to asking for such an 
As | would 
not ask it, 1 will not grant it. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I think it im- 
portant that the country should know the precise 
information on which we are making these appro- 
It is very generally believed ‘that we 


mates of competent engineers. Now, it was ad- 
mitted here on Thursday, that many of these 
estimates were twenty years old. We all know 
how the shifting sands of tliese lakes affect their 
harbors. We know that a survey made five 
years ago may be worth next to nothing now. 
We know that it requires new surveys in order 
that we may learn what is necessary to be ex- 
pended, so as to make an efficient work. We 
ought to know, too, who make these surveys, in 
order that we may have confidence in them. 
They should be made by persons who are ac- 
quainted with the profession. For one, I have 
no hesitation in saying, that I would prefer the 
estimate of a member of the engineer corps infin- 
itely to any that might be made by a private 
agent, especially such private agents as those who 
have been making the estimates on which we are 
acting—men, as I understand, who get a per diem, 
whose subsistence depends on continuing. the 


` have the constitutional authority to make these 


-, Mr. CASS. ‘They were sent in by 


-dent. These were sent in 1853, with his annual 
message. k 

Mr. HUNTER ‘WhatPresident? Mr. Fill- 
‘more ? 


“agents such as this Mr. Bowes, who does not 


“surveys made twenty years ago—surveys of har- 


andtomy constituents, who aremoreimmediately 


1802 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


July 28, 


wouk, and who have ‘an interest in making ‘such 
‘estimates as stiall induce Congress to'go on with 
it. 

In regard to ‘this very hatbor—I ‘speak. of the 
harbor at the mouth of Grand river—the Grand 
Laven harbor I believe it is caHed—here is a: 
jetter’fromm ‘Colonel Graham, written ‘in 1854, in: 
which he says we ‘cannot‘depend on the former 
survey of this Mr. Bowes, United States agent, 
because matters have'so changed there asto re- 
guire another survey. I ask If that “survey has 
been triade, or-any survey since 1854?” Yet we 
‘are appropriating, as I understand, to that very 
harbor. ‘Colonel Graham says: 

«The last survey made of this locality was ‘by agent 
J. K. Bowes, in 1849. It is new in the bureau, and was 
printed with Senate document No. 20, (Executive,) first 
session of the Thirty-First Congress. During my inspec- 
tion in October last, I observed that important changes had 
taken place since the period ofthat survey, at the mouth of 
the river, and diso on the contour of its southern shore, just 
below the town, which [think render anew survey neces- 
rary before detailed estithates can be correctly made of the 
cost of this improvement, or plans for it judiciously decided 
upon.” , 

In the face of all this, we are called upon to 
‘appropriate money,'as the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce tells us, on ‘his judgment. 
‘I would as soon take his judgment as that of any 
other Senator here; but I must be-allowed to say 
that, in regard to these matters, we ought to have 
the judgment of persons more competent to de- 
cide than he can be—I mean that of the profes- 
sional men and officers of the Engineer Depart- 
ment, who surely must know more about that 
than private individuals. 

Again, sir, it seems to be supposed by the 
country that these are estimates of the Depart- 
ment. Not at all, as I understand. They are 
called for by a resolution of Congress; they are 
called out from the topographical bureau. 


the Presi- 


Mr. CASS. President Pierce. 

Mr. MASON. ‘They are a part of the annual 
report from the War Department. 

Mr. HUNTER. I understand that these esti- 
“matey are in answer to ¢alls of committees, and 
in answer to resolutions of Congress. They send 
in whatever letters are there—letters from local 


belong to the corps, and letters from officers who 
may be stationed ‘at these points—but they are 
not such estimates'as the Department or the 
topographical bureau can be held responsible for. 
How can they be responsible for estimates on 


bors which are constantly affected by the shifting 
sands of the lakes? Or how can we legislate in- 
telligently on such information as that ? 

What T have to'say is this: If gentlemen believe 
(and a majority here seem so to believe) that they 


improvements, let them make them; but then let 
them make thom on such ground of policy as will 
enable us to be sure‘that the money will be ex- 
pended upon proper principles, and that we shall 
pet something back in return for it. Let them 
make them upon the surveys of persons who are 
competent, and estimates founded on those sur- 
veys—not mere guesses of the Committee on 
Commerce, or guesses founded, too, on such fugi- | 
tive clements of calculation as these surveys, that 
have been niade so long ago upon these coasts 
which are constantly changing. Ithink it ought | 
to be known to the country on what information 
itis that these appropriations are made. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, if 1 had not 
been detained from my seat during the whole of 
last week by severe indisposition, | should have 
no occasion to delay the Senate for a moment 
to-day on this subject, for T should have taken the 
earliest opportunity to express: my opposition to 
this whole batch of bills, and to assign briefly the 
reasons why I opposed them. ‘Three or four have 
already been passed over the President’s veto. Ij} 
voted for one, fam by no means confident that 
Idid right in that. Iam much more confident 
that I was correct in voting against those which 
Topposed. 1 voted for tie bill to improve the 
navigation of the mouth of the Mississippi river; || 


interested in what I say and do here than others, 
I take this occasion to say, that I did not then 
doubt, and do-not now doubt, that I had the con- 
stitutional right to-give that vote. 1 had some 
doubts—these doubts have been magnified since 
~as to the expediency of voting for that meas- 
ure. Wherever a work is clearly and distinctly 
of national importance, I believe [ have the right 


our own minds what this class of works is, and 
we are‘so-tiable to be led into error inreference to 
them, that I think it is better to-abstain entirely 
from the exercise ‘of the power, when it must 
necessarily be limitéd, than to indulge its exercise, 
and be-drawn into excesses. 


of making these improvements; nor do T intend 
to express any doubt that they ought tobe made; 
but I think the burden of making them ought to 
‘be borne by those who are immediately and 
‘directly interested in’ having them made. In ref- 
erence to ‘the great work for which I voted, and 
‘to which I have already alluded—that for the im- 
‘provement of the mouth of the Mississippi river 
—Il think it would have been more proper, and I 
should have greatly preferred voting fora bill to 
authorize the State of Louisiana to levy tonnage 
duties for the purpose of making that improve- 
ment. Itis antmprovement which lies completely 
within the jurisdiction of Louisiana. Congress 
has.no right to levy tonnage duties, but Congress 
may authorize the State of Louisiana to levy 
them; and I'am perfectly willing and free to say 
here, that so far ‘as the commerce of my State is 
concerned, (almost the whole of which must go 
to the ocean ‘through that outlet,) I stand prepared 
at any time, and at all times, to advocate the 
policy of taxing it for the purpose of making the 
improvement, and shall consider it no hardship 
that it has to bear the burden. My neigh- 
bors and friends bestow their labor on the im- 
provement of the ordinary highways of the coun- 
try. They labor on them six days in the year to 
keep them in good traveling condition. Itisa 
tax on their labor for the public benefit. When 
we have tumpikes for our wagons to pass over, 
there isa tax levied upon the wagon or land travel- 
ers; and 1 know of no reason why, if money is 
to be expended to make a river navigable, it 
should not be raised in the same way that you 
raise money to-keep a turnpike inorder. I know 
no reason why this Government should not as 
much be called upon to make an appropriation to 
remove a log from a highway as to make an ap- 
propriation from the national Treasury to remove 
| a log from a river. I know-o greater reason why 
this Government should pay for the accommoda- 
| tion ofa ship ina harbor, than for the accommoda- 
| tion of a wagon at market. Those who enjoy 
the benefits ought to bear the burdens. ‘That is 
my theory on the subject. It is a theory in per- 
| fect consonance with the Constitution, and in my 
judgment ought long since to have been adopted. 
| Since it has long been delayed, it ought to be 
adopted now. Iam for it. 

I do not desire to pursue this subject. My 
object in rising was to excuse myself to my con- 
stituents chiefly, for not having voted on these 
measures last week, by assigning the reasons of 
my absence, and very briefly to state the grounds 
on which [ place my vote now. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, I have not 
| withheld my vote from several of these appropri- 
i ations for the improvement of rivers and‘harbors. 
I voted very cheerfully for clearing out the mouth 
of the Mississippi, and shall vote readily for 
removing snags from that river, and other great 
rivers which may be called national highways. 
I have no objection to improving harbors where 
they-are great centers of commerce; but I think 
there is a great tendency to abuse in this system, 
and great lability to extend it too far, by apply- 
ing -appropriations to local and insignificant 
| points, and multiplying expenditures of public 
money where there is not, and never can be, any 


| great national or common interest which requires 


them. Perhaps no precise general rule for esti- 
mating the national character of these works can 


| be given; while all will admit that such improve- 


ments as are merely local should be made by the 
State or neighborhood interested in them. We 
should be careful to avoid partiality, or error, in 
this respect, by requiring accurate information-as 


to the commerce to be beneiited, ‘its character 


to vote for it; but it is so difficult to ‘determine in 


I do notat all mean to question the propriery r 
| published, 


and importance, as well as the probable success 
and value of the proposed improvement; and, in 
some instances, it seems to me that it would be 
well rather to aid the enterprise of the locality, 
than to assume the whole task ourselves. The 
proposed improvement does notseem to me to be 
entitled to our aid. 

I havebeen looking at the map of Michigan, 
and I see that this Grand river is on the eastern 
side of Lake Michigan; that it is situated in a 
certain county—Ottawa, I think it is called—in 
which there are two other rivers proposed to be 
improved—Black river, for which 1 think we 
have passed a bill, Grand river, and Muskegon. 
I have measured the distance on the map, accord- 
ing to the scale which I find on the latest atlas 
and I find that these three improve- 
ments lie within a-space of -fifteen miles. This 
improvement certainly cannot be justified, as 
establishing a harbor of refuge for the lake com- 
‘merce, for several reasons. Inthe first place, the 
character of the improvement is such as to for- 
‘bid that idea. It is evidently nothing but.a plan 
to deepen the mouth of the river, by carrying 
out piers further into the lake. 

The objection has already: been made that, in 
all probability, the only effect of that improve- 
ment will be to remove the sand bar a little further 
out into the lake; but that being the character of 
the improvement, the river being a small one, with 
comparatively little draught of water, it must be 
a local improvement, and not a harbor of refuge 
intended for the commerce ofthe whole Jake. If 
it were, there would be‘some propriety in it, and 
I should hesitate to withhold ‘my vote; but it is 
not so. It is not so for another reason: there are 
two other harbors within five or seven miles of 
it; and we certainly do not intend to say that it is 
necessary to have harbors of refuge within every 
five or six miles along either the Atlantic coast 
or the coast of the lakes. I am perfectly willing 
to furnish these aids and protections to our exter- 
nal commerce and our internal commerce, if we 
look carefully at the importance of the object, and 
do not apply to a local and insignificant: one an 
appropriation which should be reserved for an 
object of great national importance that benefits 
our commerce generally. 

I will not detain the Senate, however. I do not 
desire to go into the general subject; but it struck 
me as-a singular fact, which I have mentioned— 
there being three of these harbors within a space 
of fifteen miles—none presenting, as far as l un- 
derstand 

Mr. STUART. ‘Will the Senator do me the 
favor to indicate the three harbors to which he 
alludes? 

Mr. PEARCE. I mentioned them before— 
Black river, Grand river, and Muskegon. 

Mr. STUART. The Senator is entirely mis- 
taken. It is twelve miles from Muskegon to 
Grand river. 

Mr.PEARCE,. Iknownothing ofthe distance 
of those ports from each other, except what the 
atlas tells me. Itisa recent atlas, which we have 
just given our sanction to by purchasing a num- 
ber for the committees of the Senate. 1 under- 
stand it is one of the best ever published, and 
I take it for granted that it is accurate in this 
respect. I find all these improvements are in one 
county, and within the distance of each other 
which I have mentioned. I cannot believe they 
are objects of great national importance, and that 
each, or either, or any of them, is of importance 
as a harbor of refuge for lake commerce; and 
therefore they appear to me entirely unworthy 
of the patronage of Congress. I cannot vote for 
the bill-in this view of the subject. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not intend to go into 
the discussion of this subject. I concur fully 
with the views expressed by the Senator from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Brown,] as to the true mode 
of making these improvements. [think it would 
be better to have them under the coatrol of the 
local authorities by a system of tonnage duties. 
I donot attach much importance to the objec- 
tion of the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Hunter,] 
in regard to an estimate of the cost of making 
the improvement, for I never yet saw a harbor 
finished, and never expect to live long enough to 
see one-finished, on the lakes. A harbor can never 
be finished ‘There-must be a constant, perpetual 
appropriation of money, from some source, to 


keep it in'repair. The:idea-of ascertaining how 
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mucha particular harbor is going to'cost involves 
the necessity of first ascertaining ‘how long you 
are poing to have a town there to-do business. 

We have been told, many’a time, that it was 
going to cost so much to finish the Chicago har- 
bor—$12,900, then $20,000, then -$50,000, then 
$100,000; you might as well ‘say-$10;000,000, for 
as long as the water runs in “Lake Michigan and 
brings its sand down, and washes around ‘the 
end of the. pier-and fills: in, you must’remove its 
and, as it extends and forms: a‘sand-bank ‘above 
the pier, you have to elongate the pier. So you 
must keep.on every few years; and you must 
dredge the channel every ‘few years, or every 
year. Itis, therefore, a system of improvement 
that never is to end as long as commerce exists. 
For that reason I would rather put it under the 
care of the local authorities, who could‘have the 
dues come in every day, and the money expended | 
every day. Thus things would .go on ‘quietly 
‘and regularly. When are you going to get done 
making the roads of the country, and when are 

ow going to get done with making improvements 
in the streets of your cities? These are matters 
that must continue as long as civilization lasts. 
‘So with these harbor improvements. 

When you come to this particular case, I think 
Grand river has very peculiar merits in this class 
of improvements, and the harbor there ought to 
be made under any system you may pursue. | 
shall vote for it under this system as long as I 
vote for the system. 1 would prefer abandoning 
this system and taking a wiser, better, and more 
economical one. But Grand river ‘is one of the 
‘important harbors on the east side of Lake Mich- 
jgan, in that great line of communication ‘from 
‘Detroit to Milwaukee, and the mouth also of the 
largest river in the State of Michigan. [know | 
there is an immense trade between the city in 
which I live and Grand river; 'and if you'are to 
igo on with this system of appropriations I donot 
‘Know of a' point on these lakes, certainly ‘not 
-one on the east bank, that has higher claims than 
Grand river. Hence I ‘have no ‘hesitation ‘in 
giving my vote for it as long as we'are pursuing 
this line of policy. 

I will not continue this‘diseussion. Tt does no 
good. I think we had beter get through with the 
whole batch of bills, and then go to work and 
reform the system. I have but ‘a word more to 
‘say. I like the suggestion of the Senator from 
Michigan, that he is willing to put the appropria- 
tion at $50,000 by contract. Iam sure he will 
-get more work done for $50,060 by contract, than | 
by an appropriation of $100,000 ‘to be expended || 
under the War Department. I do not agree with 
the Senator from Virginia that a topographical 
engincer’s estimate is the best in the world. I 
have high respect for that corps in the line of | 
their profession, but I would rather have the 
opinion of a steamboat captain, who never studied 
-engineering, but who sails inand out of a harbor 
‘every day, than all the engineer corps in the 
world. ‘Ubatcaptain will tell how much the har- 
‘vor ‘fills up, how much the channel varies from 
year to year by the washings ‘of the-sand and by 
the storm upon it, a great deal better than the 
engineer corps will by applying their science to 
jt. Practical observation year after year shows ; 
where one bank is washing away and another is || 
filling up; where the channel is filling up at one 
place and deepening at another; where a log has 
sunk and what effect it is producing. Nothing | 
but daily observation will teach a man how these 
improvements should be made. As long as you 
send men ‘there from abroad who only go and 
take a ilock at a harbor at a particular stage of |! 
the water, at a particular: scason of the year, and 
judge of it from that view, their opinion Is useless 
‘in regard to the nature of that improvement. 

That is my opinion; and hence I prefer the 
contract system proposed by the Senator from |i 
Michigan, leaving it under the control of the | 
Department. { would prefer that it should be |i 
left with the local authorities; but if we are to go 
on with the present system, | think this point is | 
as meritorious as most of them, and has peculiar |; 


‘merits on Lake Michigan. | 

Mr. HUNTER. To show what may be the |j; 
consequences of departing from the estimates of | 
the engineers, I wish to refer to an appropriation, ji 


‘statement of the Senator from Maryland. 


to which the Senator from Mississippi adverted, | 
for the mouth of the Mississippi river. T hold | 
“in my hand an-estimate ‘of Captain Beauregard, | 


| miles north of Kalamazoo river, and twenty-two 


of the engineer corps, in regard to ‘that work. 
He estimates that the work may be done -by the 
Government itself, if it furnishes-a- steamboat, at 
a monthly expense of $4,250, and at an annual 
expense of $51,000. Then -allowing $5,000 for 
the wear and tear of the boat, which he computes 
will last for fifteen years, you have $56,000 :year 
as the expense. It is conceded onali hands that 
the clearing out of the bar of the Mississippi 
will be anannual thing. The bill which has been 
passed proposes ‘to spend $330,000 on it, and 
forces the'Secretary' of War to put it out at con- 
tract; and T-understand for that’ contract there is 
a’singlecompany in New Orleans that probably 
ean defy ‘all -competition—a sort of tow-boat 
company that goes down ‘to tow vessels: over the 
bar. Thus we are debarred ‘from using the esti- 
mates of -the engineers, or usinga boat to be put 
at the ‘service of a competent officer, though it 
may be'done with less expense, and weare forced 
to put out the work at contract. 

The bill was reported to the Sénate witlfout | 
amendment; and on the question, Shall it be en- 
grossed fora third reading? 

Mr. BUTLER called for the yeas ‘and nays; 
and they ‘were ordered; and being taken ‘resulted 
—-yeas 22, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell ‘of New Hampshire, ‘Bell of 
Tennessee, Benjamin, Bright, Cass, Dodge, Douglas, Dur- 
kee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Harlan, James, Jones of. 
Iowa, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, 
and Wright—22. ‘ 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Biggs, Bigler, Brodhead, Brown, 
Butler, Clay, Fitzpatriek, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Mason, 
Pearce, Reid, Toombs, Weller; and Yulee—17. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

It was read the third time, and passed. 

BLACK LAKE HARBOR. 
` The Senate next»proveeded to consider, #s::in. 
‘Committee of the Whole, the bill (S. No. “40) 
‘making’an appropriation for the construction of 
‘acharbor:at the mouth of Black river, in the State 
‘of Michigan. 

It proposes to appropriate’$50,000 for the con~ 
struction of a harbor at Black ‘lake, in the State 
of Michigan. The work is to be let by contract, 
by the Secretary of War, to such person or per- 
sons as agree to complete the harbor for the 
amount appropriated. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 1 think thatis one of the three 
harbors within fifteen miles. I wish to call atten- 
tion to that fact. ldo not know whether it is 
a harbor of refuge, or whether there is so much 
commerce in Michigan that we must have three 
harbors within fifteen miles, according to the 


Mr. STUART. Ihave just explained tothe 
Senator from Maryland the map, and shown him: 
that he was in error. Black lake, for which there 
is an appropriation, is twenty-one or twenty-two 
miles south of Grand river; and Muskegon river 
(or more properly a lake which would hold all the 
shipping of the United States) is some twelve or 
thirteen miles on the other side of it. That is 
the distance. Then the reports which have been 
made on this subject have all agreed in this. | 
Senators will sce that Lake “Michigan, running | 
north and south—the eastern shore—is the lee 
shore; and all the vessels, when a storm is up, ! 
are driven to that shore. There is no refuge on | 


year. 


the other side. The whole commerce of the lake, 
when attacked by a storm, must find refuge on 
the eastern shore, or be stranded. Hence the 
reports have been invariable to urge on ‘Congress 
the necessity of improving every harbor there 
that was susceptible of improvement, for the 
urpose of refuge merely. When you get down | 
in Indiana, at Michigan City, there the Depart- 
‘ments have urged the construction of a break- 
water. The small stream that runs into the lake 


| at that point, is not navigable; but for the pur- 


pose of protection merely—the vessels being 
driven into the lake—the construction of a break- | 
water there was indispensably necessary as ‘a 
harbor of refuge. 
These are, in a few words—of course volumes | 
might be written upon the subject—the reasons 


i why harbors are much more necessary for refuge ; 


on the east shore of Lake Michigan than on the | 
west. My colleague has just handed me a report | 
on the subject. Black lake’s situation 1s ten 


miles ‘south of Grand river; and. upon that the 


| 
j 
i ; torie: 
general commerce requires for its protection:a i 


good harbor;which is‘fullly attested by the nim- 
ber of wrecks that lie on this leeward:shore. | It 
is the leeward shore‘at the seasons-of :the year 
most subject to heavy blows—the spring: and 
fall—when the prevailing winds are from. the 


“northward and the westward. -No perfect har- - 


bor exists for the whole length of tlie shore. 
The loss of life arid property has been greatyard 
must always'be-so until good harbors’ are made. 

This ‘is the-Statement of ‘the topographical 
bureau, and ‘it is-founded:on the very ‘nature of 
things, as any one will see by looking at the 
shore of ‘the lake. The prevailing winds ate 
from the westward'and the northward ard the 
‘southward, ‘all blowing vessels to the ‘eastern 
‘shore, and they can ‘find no refuge except in 
these harbors. 

I could go on-and give astatement of the local 
business there, whichis very:great.. The harbor 
of Grand river had ‘a trade of $1,000,000 last 
So of ‘Black lake. There is’'a very ‘heavy 
foreign settlement therefrom Holland, which-has 
gone on sending out immense amounts of lumber, 
and taking in immense amounts ‘of goods, “In 
‘consequence of the incompleteness of the harbor, 
‘within the last year, after having thirty feet-of 
‘pier, it'was washed away in‘a storm. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I do not think the ‘Senator 
‘from Michigan has offered the slightest reason 
why there should be three ‘harbors of refuge 
within thirty-three ‘miles, which is the case, as 
-he makes it out for-hiniself. The Senator from 
Maryland showed from the map'that'the distance 
was fifteen'miles. 

Mr. PEARCE. Itis right that I should say 
that,:since making that statement, ‘the Senator 
from Michigan ‘has-shdwn-me that there tire two 
‘Black rivers on thagmap. ‘I believe they'are all 
in ‘the same couit™. The Black river in ‘the 
southern part of Ottowa county'is the one cov- 
ered by a bill which ‘has been passed, f sup- 
posed it to be‘the upper Black river, ‘but it seems 
thereare two. . 

Mr. TOOMBS. According to the statement 
of the “Senator from Michigan himself, he has 
three ‘harbors of refuge within thirty-three milés. 
One, he says, is within twenty-two miles south 
of the center one, and the other is eleven ‘or 
twelve ‘miles‘north of it, so that there are three 
‘harbors, on the pretense of being ‘harbors of 
refuge, within that'short ‘distance. We are told 
that at this point thére is a considerable com- 
merce—a comimerce of a million of dollars. A. 
magnificent commerce ‘this;a whole million -of 
dollars? ‘There is‘scarcely a small trading ‘town 
on the Alabama or the Mississippi rivers, Some~ 
times even at points at country road depots, and 
often at wood-yards, where there is ‘no town, 
there isa commerce of ‘a million: dollars a year. 
Here is a proposition to appropriate $50,000: for 
a harbor ata particular point, and the argument 
for it is that it has a commerce of a million of 
dollars. The appropriation is five per cent. of 
the amount of its commerce. Are we to levy five 
per cent, on the industry of the country because 
this place does a business of $1,000,000? ‘That 
isthe reason for it. The result is that every 
little place on tlie lakes which does a million of 
business, must have five per cent. levied on the 
honest industry of the country for making ‘ita 
harbor—there is no better reason. ` 

As my friend from Mississippi has ‘said, ‘you 
should on the same principle make ‘roads. ‘he 
people of the country, at theirown expense, make 


| roads for transporting commodities in their own 


wagons. They payfor their ownl and transpor- 
tation. Why should ship-owners, under the delu- 
sive and fraudulent pretense of regulating com- 
merce, have their transportation cheapéned by 
appropriations from the Federal Treasury more 
than anybody else? Itisnoargument to say that 
ships are lost; for eversince the Bible was writ- 
ten, those who -go-down to the sea in ships have 
run the dangers of stormsand wrecks. Who can 
pretend that, even for that purpose three harbors 
of refuge are necessary within thirty-three miles ? 
Sir, it is nothing but carrying out this flagitious 
system of appropriating ‘the public Treasury to 
the use of particular persons and places. Jt is 
done loosely; itis done on the demand of Sena- 
tors. The committee gave it to the Senator from 
Michigan on his own demand, against the. esti- 
mates of the officers of the Government, Even 
the Senatorfrom Mlinois, who affects to-be agaitist 
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this system, tells us that he knows this to be a 
good place to lay out money at, and the Senator 
from Michigan knows it is a good place. We 
are to appropriate public money against the esti- 
matics, because two Senators say it is a proper 
place. Iam not willing to take the testimony of 
either of them. I do not believe either is as dis- 
tinguished for engineering as for some other pur- 
suits. Ido not think they are good engineers. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Politically? 

Mr. TOOMBS. I think they will find this a 


very bad political engineering speculation, if that- 


be the object, because there are ninety-nine men 
plundered where one is benefited; and I tell you 
the ninety-nine will speak out, and they will 
speak out in such a way as I trust will make 
those who have been plundering them for the 
benefit of the one, vacate these halls. 

Mr. CLAY. I understood the Senator from 
Michigan to state that this was necessary as a 
harbor of refuge; and as some explanation of the 
numerous harbors of refuge which are being con- 
structed within such short distances on the east 
side of this lake in Michigan, [ understood him 
to say that from the course of the. winds in that 
lake a vessel could not make a harbor on the west 
side of the lake, but was driven south or on the 
east side. I was correct in that, was] not? My 
purpose in calling the attention of the Senator to 
the fact is this: during the past week we have 
passed several bills—I think half a dozen, at the 
instance of the honorable Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, [Mr. Dovae,] for the purpose of making har- 
hors of refuge on the west side of this lake. 
Now, here comes forward the Senator from Mich- 
igan, a colleague of the Senator from Wisconsin, 
upon the Committee on Commerce, and tells us 

ositively that those harborgof refuge are useless 

ecause, he assures us, tha@from the course of 
the winds on that lake no vessel can make a har- 
bor of refuge on the west side of the lake; there- 
fore, according to his testimony, the bills which 
have been reported and passed for harbors of 
refugé upon the west side of the lake have all 
been unnecessary. It has been an idle waste of 
the public money, because they can be put to no 
use whatever. Thus it appears that the testi- 
mony of Senators on this committee is different 
as to the relative merits of harbors of refuge on 
the east and west side of the lake. The Senator 
from Wisconsin says they are wanted on his side 
for the protection of vessels which will otherwise 
be cast away, and be liable to be lost as well as 
large amounts of property; and the Senator from 
Michigan has just told us, and repeated it when 
I called on him, that from the course of the winds 
a vessel cannot make a harbor on the west side, 
and must go to the east, That is the policy for 
expending the money for constructing this harbor, 
and another within twelve miles of it. 

Mr. STUART. I should like to correct the 
Senator. Ido not care whether I do it now, or 
when he concludes. 

Mr. CLAY. I will'yield the floor. 

Mr. STUART. I willdoitinaninstant. The 
Senator, I imagine, would not think that the winds 
always blow in one direction in any country; but 
that is the basis of the argument. [said no such 
thing. I know of no country where the winds 
always blow in one direction, But suppose, 
hypothetically, this case, the winds always pro- 
ceed from a westerly direction, and a vessel laden 
with cargo from Milwaukee or Chicago, is going 
along the lake. Seamen understand, if we do 
not, that a storm is approaching; they are within 
four miles of a harbor at Milwaukee, but there is 
no harbor there. There is one over on the other 
side of the lake, sixty or seventy miles off. 
Therefore, the mariner must allow the storm to 
come up, and take his chance of making a harbor 
on the east side, according to the Senator’s argu- 
ment, ratuer than have one on the west side that 
he can run into in twenty minutes, and where he 
can stay until the storm is over. Then, on the 
Senator’s hypothesis, if I had said what he sup- 
posed, (I did not say it, for I learned some time 
ago that the winds do not always blow in the 
same divection in any country,) the harbors on 
the west side of the lake would be as valuable as 
he says the honorable chairman of our commit- 
tee claims them to be, because ninety-nine hun- 
dredths of the trade is on the west side of the 
Jake. There are the immense cities of our region. 
There are the cities to be protected in case of 


invasion by an enemy. There is where you 
would want your fleet. No man can understand 
the geography and business of that country with- 
out seeing that these harbors are indispensably 
necessary; and because I state the reasons why 
they are necessary, and all necessary, they are 
not subject to any such criticism as my honor- 
abie friend from Alabama supposes. 

Mr. PEARCE. I wish to ask the Senator 
from Michigan whether I am mistaken? Now, 
I find on the Calendar the bill (S. No. 40) making 
„appropriations for the construction of a harbor 
at the mouth of Black lake, in the State of Mich- 
igan. That, I understand, to be the Black river 
of which I spoke a short time ago. Then I find 
a bill (S. No. 38) which was laid on the table the 
other day, making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a harbor at the mouth of South Black 
river, in the State of Michigan. That I suppose 
te be the Black river to which the Senator re- 
ferred. 

Mr. STUART. No, sir. If the Senator will 
look at the map he will find that isa stream a 
little way north of St. Joseph’s, and distant from 
Black lake, as it is called, or North Black river— 
I cannot speak precisely of the distance, but it 
must be thirty or forty miles. 

Mr. PEARCE, I find on the map Black River 
lake marked as lying between Muskegon and 
Grand river. 

Mr. STUART. That is another stream. 

Mr. PEARCE. And then southward is the 
Black river, or lake, which seems to be meant by 
the bill S. No. 40; and I find a Black river in the 
southern part of the same county, which I sup- 
pose to be the South river covered by the bill 8. 

It is not the same. 


No. 38. 

Mr. STUART. There is 
no appropriation for that stream. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, are there any 
estimates or reports on which this bill is founded? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
The Chair is not able to answer the Senator that 


question. 
Mr. REID. I hope that if there are any esti- 
mates, they will be read. 


Mr. STUART. They are here. 

Mr. CASS. I hold in my hand the estimates 
from the board of engineers, sent here by the 
War Department. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, if I were a 
friend to the system that is now under consider- 
ation, of internal improvement for the regulation 
of commerce, J would take a different course, it 
seems to me, from that which gentlemen are pur- 
suing. They are requiring us to vote without 
intelligence, except that which they themselves 
give us. For my own part, if the money was to 
be expended under intelligent engineers, subject 
to the direction of the Secretary of War, 1 would 
much prefer to appropriate $500,000 in gross for 
the improvement of Lake Michigan, rather than 
to vote for appropriations to these individual har- 
bors of refuge, or harbors of commerce. 

Mr. STUART. I proposed that very plan two 
years ago, but the Senate voted me down, and I 
think my honorable friend from South Carolina 
was among the number who voted against me. 

Mr. BUTLER. I opposed the whole; but you 
have.the power to do as you please, and I say 
now, you are taking the worst plan, it seems to 
me, to commend this system to the justice of the 
country; that is, to vote without intelligence, and 
to give to everybody that asks; for that is the | 
amount of it. I believe that nobody who asks 
has been refused, and those who oppose the sys- | 
tem are to receive the reproach of voting against | 
it because they do not take by adoption what | 
other people say upon the subject. I do not know 
how long this system can continue, but I must 
enter my protest against it. 

After what was said the other day in regard to | 
Mr. Calhoun’s Memphis report, I went to my 
lodgings and read it. I do not intend to take up 
time now by quoting his arguments; but I say, if 
there is any one view which could be taken on 
this subject, that would rebuke this narrow, local, 
unintelligent mode of distributing the publicmoney 
forthe regulation of commerce, itis that presented 
in Mr. Calhoun’s Memphis report. I have never 
seen anything so much opposed to mere con- | 
tracted, local expenditures of money for the regu- 
lation of commerce, as that report. He enumer- 
ates the number of States on the Mississippi river 


and tributaries—Louisiana, Mississippi, Tennes- 
see, Kentucky, Illinois, Wisconsin, lows, Mis- 
souri, Arkansas, Indiana, and Ohio. Mr. Cal- 
houn enumerates them, and looks to them as so 
many States interested in that commerce. He 
was prompted to look at it only in view of the 
general interests of the Confederacy, and he said 
that a commerce having such vast interests as 
this ought to be under the jurisdiction of the 
Federal Government, and not under local juris- 
diction; but in regard to streams within one State, 
or two States, Mr. Calhoun said they are not of 
importance enough, within the meaning of the 
Constitution, to appropriate money to their im- 

rovement for the regulation of commerce as 

etween the States, or commerce with foreign na- 
tions. I say, then, that Mr. Calhoun’s shade 
would rebuke those who are quoting him as au- 
thority for these local expenditures. 

Here, within a distance of thirty-three miles, 
three harbors are proposed; and we are told that 
they are harbors of refuge: I know that my op- 
position will be fruitless. I shall simply give my 
vote; but if I were to ask the Senator from Mich- 
igan, with his usual intelligence, to give me the 
depth of water, the amount of money necessary 
to complete these improvements, and the amount 
of trade at these places, perhaps he would be 
able to do it, and so might the five gentlemen 
associated with him on the Committee of Com- 
merce. Probably all the rest of the Senate know 
nothing about it. Are fifty-five Senators required 
to vote on the representation of five or six, when 
perhaps their intelligence would not be such as 
would regulate my mind, as a statesman, M ap- 
propriating money for the regulation of com- 
merce? But here we are absolutely placed under 
the ban of local proscription, because local pro- 
scription is strong enough, by combination, te 
control these appropriations. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator from Alabama 
asked for the estimates made for this work—the 
harbor at Black lake, in Michigan—by the officers 
of the Government. We have been referred b 
the Senator from Michigan to the estimate made 
by the same United States agent to whom I be- 
fore alluded, J. R. Bowes, in the same year, 
1849, reported to Congress in 1850, from which 
it appears that there was at that time made, by 
this agent, a batch of surveys and estimates. 
He estimated for this work $105,225. We are 
told, in 1853, by the chief of engineers, that the 
report of Mr. Bowes is dated the 24th of October, 
1849, that it was approved by the board of en- 
gineers on the 9th of May, 1853, and was adopt- 
ed by the bureau. 

Then there are estimates showing that, in the 
best judgment of this Mr, Bowes, confirmed by 
the board of engineers and the bureau of topog- 
raphy, this harbor would cost $105,225. Now, 
when I examine the bill, I find that it is, mutatis 
mutundis, changing the names, a copy of the bill 
which we have just passed. It appropriates 
$50,000 to make a harbor at this point, and in- 
structs the Secretary of War to contract for sucha 
harbor as he may plan for the $50,000, and to have 
it completed for that sum. Itstands precisely as 
the bill which has just been passed, and it is the 
second instance in which the Committee on Com- 
merce, who report these bills, have repudiated 
the officers of the Government; have repudiated 
the skill provided by law for the very purpose of 
informing Congress on this subject; have aban- 
doned their larger estimate of $105,000, without 
a reason assigned; and have proposed not to build 
a harbor—because that depends on whether it is 
practicable or not—but to expend $50,000 at this 
point in Michigan to carry out such a plan as the 
Secretary is ordered to devise, without any in- 
formation in the world given to me, or to any 
body in my hearing, whether we shail receive one 
penny’s value from theexpenditure of the $00,000. 

This is the mode of carrying on these improve- 
ments of rivers and lakes, which we are told are 
substituted for the general bill vetoed at the last 
Congress, and which, I presume, is to be con- 
sidered as sanctioned by that same second reso- 
lution of the Cincinnati Convention to which I 
have before alluded, which declares that Congress 
has no power to commence and carry on ageneral 
system of internal improvements, To improve 
the mouth of Grand river is no general system of 
internal improvements; to improve Black river 1s 
no general system of internal improvements; but 
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if the honorable Senator from Michigan will in- 
form us how many of these improvements in that 
bill of the last Congress, which was.a general 
system, are now abandoned, we shall be enabled 
to judge how far that honorable Senator and those 
who. act with him on these bills. conform to or 
construe this resolution of the Cincinnati Con- 
vention. - I cah conceive no difference on earth 
between instituting a general system of improving 
the rivers and the harbors or the lakes, whether 
it is done in one general omnibus bill, or whether 
each improvement is taken:up piecemeal and 
passed through Congress in a separate bill. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to go on the rec- 
ords of the country the facts exposed in the debate 
that here, in the second instance, estimates by the 
responsible officers of the Government have been 
repudiated by the Committee on Commerce, and 
a mandate given to. the Secretary of War to ex- 
pend $50,000 on this lake-in Michigan without 
any assurance in the world that the harbor can be 
made for the money, or will be of the least ben- 
efit if made at so apparently inadequate a sum. I 
want my people to see how the public money is 
expended in these rivers and harbors which we 
are almost forbidden to discuss here. 

Mr. President, we once had a Constitution. 
Fuit Ilium—there was once a Troy. I do not 
hear the Constitution adverted to on the floor of 
either House, unless the reference comes from that 
quarter of the country the people of which are in 
a confessed minority in this Confederacy. I do 
not find it expounded when it is adverted to, but 
from that quarter. I find honorable gentlemen 
getting up and saying there is the war power, 
there is the commercial power, there is the author- 
iy of General Jackson, there is the authority of 

r. Calhoun; but I do not find them taking up 
the Constitution and showing us in their judg- 
ment what sanction there is in that instrument 
for this expenditure of the publie money we of 
the minority say is unconstitutional, 

Sir, there was a better day. This is the first 
session of Congress, according to my recollection, 
when an appropriation bill of this character, 
expending money to improve harbors or rivers 
within the States, has been passed against the 
veto of the President of the United States; and 
by whom has it been done? ithas been done by 
the Senate, who claim, and ‘rightfully claim, to 
hold the legislation of this country in their power, 
constituting the Democratic majority—done under 
the sanction (because they do not say it is in vio- 
lation) of a formula prescribed by a Democratic 
convention within the last month, on which we 
are called to act as an exposition of the Constitu- 


tion. I want my people to know how this matter 
stands. We have no security but in the Consti- 
tution. The Constitution was framed to secure 


the rights of the minority. The Constitution 
was framed to chain down the popular will, and 
thereby to make that in substance, which the 
Constitution says shall be in form, a Republic— 
not an unbridled, irresponsible Democracy. That 
is the purpose of the Constitution—to chain down 
the popular will, and to protect the rights of the 
minority against a mere popular vote, Where 
do we stand now? Here is the second instance 
where, in that most important branch of the Gov- 
ernment-the expenditure of public money from 
the Treasury, we are told to vote a sum utterly 
inadequate for the object, if any reliance is to be 
placed on the responsible officers of the Govern- 
ment. Weare told to vote it, without any assur- 
ance, coming from any responsible quarter to 
guide our judgment, that the expenditure will be 
of the least value to the country, when made. We 
are called upon to vote it, when we know the 
earnest, the importunate, and sedulous manner 
. in which these expenditures of money are not 
simply asked, but imperiously demanded, by the 
eople in those quarters of the country where it 
is to be expended, because it will inure to their 
personal benefit—these jobbers and contractors, 
and all that class who are to receive the money 
when expended in that way. 

We have an overflowing Treasury, and a great 
misfortune it is to this country that we have an 
overflowing Treasury. We could not have a 
surer mode of depleting it, than by this utterly 
irresponsible system o expenditure. We pro- 
pose, as I understand now, to appropriate about 
$3,000,000 at this session, ignorantly, as far as I 
am concerned—ignorantly, because, when I look 


ed by gentlemen who ask for this expenditure, 
I find it will mislead, and not enlighten the judg- 
ment. I-find that the responsible officers of the 
Government. asked for $160,000 in one instance, 
and you gave $50,000, and not only that, but re- 
quired a work of some kind, without specifying 
what—I mean as toplan. Thenalongside of that 
billon the Calendar, is a bill to expend money in 
the same State, in the same neighborhood, among 
the same people—to appropriate $50,000 for a 
work that the responsible officers of the country 
estimate will cost $105,000. 

If this sort of legislation is to go on under the 
sanction of that party which holds dominion, I 
want my people in the South to know where we 
stand, for we pay the money. I do not mean to 
say that we pay all; but I do mean to say, that 
the producing States, the ‘planters, pay more 
largely in proportion to their means, to the com- 
mon fisc, than any other class of population 
on this continent. I want them to see how this 
depletion will, of necessity, go on. Let the time 
come, and I trust it may come, when the revenue 
will be hardly adequate to the necessary econom- 
ical wants of the Government, and you will find 
propositions presented to contract loans in order 
to carry out this system, and to bend the policy of 
the country, and effect its industry, by tariff laws 
to increase the Treasury for the purposes of these 
lavish expenditures; and thus you will debauch 
the public morals of this people, until you bring 
them to the condition of the people of Rome 


when they looked to their Government only for 
bread and the games of the circus—panem et cir- 
censes. 

Isay, sir, looking to these estimates—estimates 
brought here by gentlemen who advocate these 
bills—they are illusory and delusive. I do not 
mean to say that they are meant for purposes of 
deception—far from it—~but I say that for all pur- 

oses of public advantage they are perfectly use- 

ess. It may be that the engineers who are relied 

upon—who are trusted in their art as scientific, 
were deceived, and that the honorable Senator, 
who is at the head of the Committee on Com- 
merce, is right in his idea of engineering. That 
is a possibility; but I am against voting the public 
money on any such principles. 

Sir, I say now, and I will make the declaration 
good by my vote, that I cannot vote for any ex- 
penditure of the public money for purposes of 
this kind, because £ believe it is not within the 
ao of the Constitution; but if gentlemen will 

ring in amendments to make their bills to con- 
form to the estimates, I shall vote for those amend- 
ments, so that I may at least let my people know 
what money is to be expended, so far as they can 
have any assurance of the amount necessary 
from the estimates of the responsible officers of the 
Government. Icannotdo otherwise than believe 
that, if they take this $50,000 and expend it, in 
the course of one or two years they will come 
back and tell us the money is gone—the work is 
not only unfinished, but worthless. It is against 
this lavish expenditure that I ask to have every 
one of these appropriations sifted and analyzed, 
so that we may see what it is made of, and place 
it on record, that the people of the country, at 
least my people, may look to it, and see how the 
public money in the Treasury, which they say is 
unconstitutionally expended by this mode of ap- 
propriation, is expended—the modus operandi. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I have been listening with a 
great deal of anxiety to hear some exposition of 
the necessity for this improvement, but the com- 
mittee seem to be content with the exposition 
which we have already had, that they granted 
all the petitions filed; and where the estimates did 
not suit them, they allowed a member of the 
committee to alter them to please himself. It is 
avery convenient thing for gentlemen to get on 
three or four committees, especially on commit- 
tees having charge of finance, public lands, and 
internal improvements. It gives great advantages 
to a Senator’s constituents, if he chooses to be a 
little active. It can be done very easily in the 
Senate, for people do not care much about these 
things,and many of them are averse to labor; and 
itis a very easy, safe, and convenient road to the 
Treasury. 

It seems that he ma 
i will take that, ing 
il ular officers of the proper Department. 


file his estimate, and they 
of the estimate of the reg- 


The 


to that source of information to which Iam point- {| Committe on Commerce, especially, seem ‘ex: 
por > 


tremely liberal to each other, anid their own sec- 
tions of the Union, from the statement’ of my 
friend from Alabama, [Mr Cras. ] | 
Is this Democtatic pélicy? ` This is 
time to investigate the policy ofthe Demot 
arty; and I thank the Senator from 
[Min Mason] for doing’ it, because we'i 
understand it. I have professed to be ‘in’all ; 
with them; but if this be their policy’ Fam ters 
tainly not with them on: this, question, and ‘Feel 
bound to warn the people. against ‘this’ sort 
Democracy. This is not the feast to which 
was invited. i ae mane, 
Gentlemen are mistaken if they suppose’ t 
any other interest can make me ‘pay tribute,” 
will pay millions for defense, but not »'cent for 
tribute. No other question cai override with 
me this principle, upon which the Republican 
arty have stood from 1789 to now. As for the 
lack Republicans, under whatever name wey 
may have gone—under the various aliases which 
they have assumed, from old’ Federalists ‘until 
now, they have always been ready to squander 
public money. They have never stopped to in- 
quire into its constitutionality. Their object was 
to get as much into the Treasury as'they could, by 
nneqgual and unjust taxation, and then vote itout 
on the same principles. They acknowledged no 
restrictions, and shrank from no waste or profi- 
gacy. The Senator from Louisiana (My. BEN- 
JAMIN] is, I suppose, from his votes, one of that 
class who acknowledges no restrictions but his 
own will in voting money for the class of objects 
now before us. J cxcuse him. | He is acting‘in 
conformity with his Federal opinions, which he 
did not find it necessary to change in joining the 
Democracy; but as for those gentlemen who 
support his policy, and who have stood up as 
the representatives of Democracy, I desire’ the 
| people of the country to say whether they are 
emocrats or not—whether they have any claim 
to republicanism or not? I do not. think they, 
have. They do not follow the fathers; and ‘the 
name of Democrat ought no longer to shield 
them from the public condemnation’ that should 
fall on every man and every party that gets 
power under one pretense to use it for another. 
en who act together ought to agree upon car- 
dinal principles, otherwise party degenerates 
into a mere coalition. K ` 
The policy of Mr. Pierce’s administration has 
been approved by the very men who nominated 
Mr. Buchanan -— by the Democratic party, and 
perhaps some of the gentlemen who now vote for 
‘these bills were there. It is certain that their con- 
stituents were represented there, and voted to ap- 
prove Mr. Pierce’s course, which was a ‘condem- 
nation of this policy. ‘They applayded the ‘policy 
of Mr. Pierce; and opposition to this system has 
becn with him a great fundamental constitutional 
idea. Did they mean it, or did they mean a 
fraud? Were they unable to agree, and did they 
determine to cheat the country? Ithink not. [ 
think the resolutions contain the true sentiments 
of the Democratic masses. and were fairly and 
honestly expressed. i 
_ It seems that the representatives of some por- 
tions of the country have not filed their petitions 
for these appropriations, and therefore did not 
get them. From the beginning of this Govern- 
ment the people have been divided upon its finan- 
cial policy. A large party, found mostly in one 
portion of the country, have endeavored to live 
through and by means of the Government. This 
party, under all names and phases, has struggled 
rom the first day of its existence until now to 
get every particle of the industry of their section 
protected by the Government. Then its repre- 
sentatives come here and reproach the South. 
They say to her: your slave States are poor— 
that they are cursed by slavery. “They have 
been, from 1789 until now, endeavoring, by every 
scheme of legislation, to transfer her wéalth, the 
fruits of honest industry, into their:own pockets. 
‘What branch of the industry of Massachusetts 
is there that has not been protected, from 1789 
until this day, by duties, by legislation shaped for 
that purpose, and that purpose mainly? New 
York, her Senator boasts, waves ‘the ant of 
commerce, and everything is turned ” gold. 
Sir, if this were all the wand she waved, her pros- 


perity would be a subject of unalloyed pleasure 


| to ali of her confederates; bat. with “her political 
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erehe strikes the rock: of. the publie Was- 
and, a. stream of public treasure: pours. into 
herlap. The whole power of this Governments, 
used to concentrate public expenditure and odious. 
bounties on New York. Every. particle of her | 
manufactures--every particle of; her. commerce, 
has. been protected’ by. this Government. She. 
boasts of her wealth, repreaches us with pover ay 
and. yet, in the person of her representative 
she. sits constantly. knocking.at. the door of, the 
Treasury, g 

L have seen no effart by, the Democrats, during 
this. Congress or the last, to reduce the sixty-five | 
millions of revenue which you now levy annually. 
on.the industry; ofthe country, They. seemed to | 
address. themselves exclusively to. aiding. their | 
opponents in squanderingit. There seems to be | 
a: coalition between a. portion of the Democrats 
and both of the other two parties, having for its. 
object.the appropriation of the, public treasure to 
local and, personal, objects., _Itis, time that the: 
country, looked into this coalition. Public money. 
seems to be the only cement of this repulsive and 
unnatural coalition. í ; 

I think we have a just complaint against some, 
of. the southern Senators who haye entered this. 
coalition, They, seem to be taken into. the new 
concern on unequal terms; they. seem to be half: 
price partners. ‘Che Senator from Louisiana filed, 

is application for $625,000, but he was, razced to. 
$395,000 for the improvement of the mouth.of 
the, Mississippi. The Senator from Tennessee 
filed his application for $65,000, and. he is razeed | 
to $35,000. Now, Lthink both the importance | 
of the works.and the amount-of influence which | 
these gentlemen. bring into the concern. entitle 
them to a fair share. T fear they. underrate them- 
selves, as Iam sure they do the magnitude of the 
interests they. represent, in accepting. such. hard 
terms, The Senator from Tennessee exhausted | 
his brilliant imagination in depicting the beauty, | 
magnificence, and sublimity of the Tennessee and 
Gumberland rivers, and then fell short of describ- 
ing their unequaled beauties; but it seems all the 
eloquence and all the merits of the subject failed 
tọ induce the committee to accept him only asa 
half-price supporter of. this. system. The lakes 
would not. share it. And, in truth, I do not see 
how they well could, Three harbors of refuge in 
thirty-three, miles is an expensive business; and 
if the steamboats do not need so many: harbors 
of refuge, the land speculators do, and.a whole 
million of commerce must have five per centum 
bounty. from the general funds. Lam glad that. the 
Senator from Virginia has waked up the country | 
to it. [shall aid him in it everywhere that prom- | 
ises. good; and I have said again and again, on 
this. floor, that Lam for standing with Mr. Jetfer- | 
son, who declared, that such Jaws as these were | 
null and void, and that. they were a sufficient! 
cause for resistance. An unlimited power of tax- | 
ation, combined with an unlimited power of ex- | 
penditure, is necessarily fatal to the minority in! 
this, Republic. It necessarily leads.to the. poverty: 
and ruin of the weaker, and, for one, [am unwill- 
ing,to submit to it. 

“We of the South have sought none of. these. 
unjust advantages, Wotilltheearth. We have | 
sought no protection from this Government—none 
of its money. We have been willing to give. our. || 
blood and treasure to it whenever. demanded. I) 
have not been sent here to ask the public money. ; 
on behalf of my constituents. For eleven years | 
since | have been in the two Houses of Congress, | 
my constituents. have never asked me to intro- | 
duce one bill for the benefit. of their industry, | 
their pursuits, neither special nor general; and I| 
have never introduced one. Some bills have been | 
referred. to. committees of which I have been a | 
member, for claims growing out of Indian dis- | 
turbances in mv own and neighboring States, and | 
one for removing the wrecks placed in the Savan- | 
nah river during the revolutionary war. These, | 
with avery few cases of just debts due by the Gov- | 
ernment tomy State and my constituents, have | 
ecnstituted the whole of ‘the local legislation for : 
which my services have been invoked by my | 
constituents; and- that large class, of just and | 
meritorious claims for Indian depredations have || 
been till this day withheld by the Government. | 
Bat as for a law to benefit the industry or employ- | 
ment of a human being of the people of Geórgia; ! 
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they have never asked through me. 


Mr.PUGH. Who asked forthe appr 


opriation | 


which was passed last. Thursday morning, for 
the- benefit of the Savannah. river? 

Mr. TOOMBS. That bill came fromthe House 
of. Representatives. 

Mr. PUGH. There was..a: similar: bill. here, 
introduced:by.the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That does.not.come under the 
principles Llay down. We demanded of the Gov- 
ernment to leaye the Savannah river, as goodias 
they: faund it-at. the beginning of: the revolution- 
ary.war. Ships. were sunk in. the. river partly. 
by. the Americans, to interrupt the attacks of the 
British, and partly by. the, British. when in pos- 
session, to prevent the attacks of the Americans 
and their allies. We have demanded: their. re- 
moval, and are entitled to itupon grounds wholly 
different from your doctrine of internal improve- 
ments. So the President and many other states- 
men have again.and.again determined. 

Mr. PUGH. I am.not going to debate the 
Savannah: river question with the Senator from 
Georgia, but-he-said his constituents never. asked 
for.a dollar. They.asked for that appropriation 
on that pretext. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Understand me, Isaid that 
I had been here for eleven years, and they did not 
send me here to ask for money, or for any aid of 
the Government to their pursuits; they have de- 
manded that the Government should discharge its 
debts to them—its obligations to place them where 
they. were at the beginning of the war. All the 
charges of the general and particular defense were 
assumed. by the. Government, and this.was one 
ofthem. The commercial interests of Savannah 
I dare say, like other commercial interests, are 
not exempt from looking to Government for spe- 
cial favors, and I.do not say. that our commercial 
classes are more exempt from that than the peo- 

le of Cincinnati or other commercial towns. 

Mr. PUGH. I call the attention of the Senate 
to the fact, that that is the only bill of this char- 
peers which the yeas and nays have not been 
called. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The bill of which the Senator 
speaks did not Bpproprie: a dollar. 

Mr. PUGH. Do I understand the Senator to 
say that the Savannah river bill appropriated. 
nothing? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Not adime. 

Mr. PUGH. I beg leave to correct the Sena- 
tor. We made an appropriation at the last Con- 
gress to remove certain hulks. in Savannah river. 
The Secretary of War, under his doctrine of strict 


|| construction, held that but a small portion of that 


money could be used, because the objects to 
which it had been limited were exhausted. The 
purpose of the bill passed on ‘Thursday morning 
was to get the use of the residue of that money. 
Mr. TOOMBS. That is true, and it is per- 
fectly consistent with my statement. Ithoroughly 
understood the case; and I, as. the member of the 
committee who reported the bill, stated, at the 
time, it did not appropriate a dollar. lt made a 
former appropriation available, which I think the 
improper construction of the War Office had de- 


|| feated; but it appropriated nothing. Whether it 


made an appropriation or not, however, it stood 
on a distinct principle. We have claimed that the 
obstructions in the Savannah were put there by 
the public enemy, or else by our. own Govern- 
ment for defense, and that you ought to have left 
us, when the Revolution was over, as wellas you 
found us. It was not on the principle of remov- 
ing natural obstructions. You may remove a 
nuisance wherever you. put it, or wherever the 
enemy has put it. If, in consequence of your act, 
the enemy destroy property or render it valueless, 
there are hundreds of cases where compensation 
has been made to individuals; and if the principle 
had been contested, I was prepared to show that 
it had been settled by practice, 

Mr. PUGH. Inall my practice of the law the 
act of God and the act of the public enemy have 
always been put on the same foundation. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator. has. given on 
maxim of law: Iwill give him another which is 
very important to. go with it, to wit: that error 
always lurks under generalities, The general rule. 
is, that Governments do not pay for. damages 
committed by the enemy in war. One of the ex- 
ceptions is, that they do pay when this damage, 
though done by the enemy, is caused by the act of 
your own Government. Everybody. knows that 
there are. cases. where. damages.done by. a publie 


cal 


| 
| 
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ments, 
tion, by standing lawsrecognized this obligation. 
There is-no difficulty in regard to it. Notwith- 
standing. the maxim to which: my-friend from 
Ohio refers, let me tell him, that when heendeavors 
tolegislate on. a general maxim, he: will often find 
himself.in error. 

But, Mr. President, I-was reviewing the history 
of this Government. The people of one portion 
of the country have been paying taxes since the 
revolutionary war, The public lands have nearly 
all been squandered and seized at the instance of 
a-portion ofthe States. of the Union. The policy 
was different in-early times. I find, by reference 
to authentic statistics, that. the cession made by 
my State. tothe United States has paid to the 
Federal Treasury not less than $28,000,000. That 
is.the amount.of the net proceeds of the sales of 
the public lands in Alabamaand Mississippi, after 
paying for the extinguishment of the Indian titles, 
and being liberal in grants for education, and 
leaving a large amount of lands to be taken up 
under the bill of my friend from Alabama, (Mr. 
FirzpaTRicx,] at twelve and a half cents an acre. 
The principle upon which the South has acted 
has been, that the Government rested on, and was 
to be supported:by, the peoplo; that its. business 
was not to support the people out of: the public 
funds, but to give equal protection of life, liberty, 
and property to all, and then let them alone. We 
have sought no particular favors, no special pro~ 
tection, either to our industry or to our improve- 
ments. We have made our own improvements, 
and we paid the General Government $1,500 a mile 
in duties on railroad iron for the privilege of doing 
so, After all this we are told it isa national affair 
to spend nearly three millions of the public money 
annually for improvements, which in no way 
benefits us, and which ought to be paid by those 
who are benefited by the expenditure. 

Is this Democracy? If so, it cannot stand, for 
it violates the principles of honesty and justice. 
The Senator from Ohio complained the other day 
at the large appropriations which this Govern- 
ment had made for purposes like this on the At- 
lantic coast. AsI stated on a former occasion, 
not a dollar has ever been appropriated to the 
State of Georgia for all our harbors and coasts, 
except two appropriations for the removal of the 
wrecks in the Savannah river, and $10,000. for 
the harbor of Brunswick, which was wasted and 
thrown away. We came into the Union with 
the old thirteen, and we have been in itever since. 
Ohio, one. of the new States, according to Colo- 
nel Abert’s report of 1845, had received up to that 
time $2,600,000 from this Government for inter- 
nal improvement. Iam going into no scramble 
of that kind. I-complain of the expenditure, no 
matter where made. 

Mr. PUGH. 1 should like to know the Sena- 
tor’s authority for the statement which he has 
just made in regard to Ohio? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Igave theauthority. I read 
it in the Senate from the reportof Colonel Abert, 
the present head of the topographical bureau. 

Mr. PUGH. I should like to see the docu- 
ment; I think-I could demonstrate its utter fal- 


lacy. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I can give the Senator the 
book. I.read Colonel Abert’s report in my gen- 


eral speech on the subject, and the Senator’s col- 
league I think was in his seat at the time. The 
report was a statement of all these appropriations 
all over the United States. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator tell me where 
I can find it? 

Mr. TOOMBS. I have it in the second vol- 

ume of: Wheeler’s History of Congress, at my 
house, but the Senator will find it in the public 
documents. I cannot designate the number of the 
document. The statement was, that $2,600,000 
had been appropriated to Ohio for internal im- 
Pe up to 1845, not counting what may 
have been appropriated since that time. 
Mr. CASS. liae a table before me, show- 
ing the whele amount of river and harbor appro- 
priations for the entire Union. The amount is 
about cleven millions of dollars. Of this sum 
$3,000,000. have been expended upon the lakes; 
$3,500,000 for the Mississippi and its tributaries; 
and $5,000,000 for the Atlantic coast, This is the 
state of the facts about river and harbor improve- 
ments. 
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Mr. TOOMBS. The statement to which. I 
alluded shows $18,000,000 appropriated for inter- 
nal improvements. 

Mr. CASS. I have before me the table to 
which I referred. Ohio could not have received 
for rivers and harbors half the sum stated by the 
Senator. 

Mr. PUGH. Not one thirds 

Mr. WADE. I have before mea statement, 
from which it appears that the appropriations on 
all the lakes for improvements of this descrip- 
tion have been $2,884, 125. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The authority on which L 
made my statement-is exactly the same authority 
on which you are voting millions of dollars every 
day—Colonel Abert’s report, giving every appro- 
priation, its date, and the President who signed 
it. itis as good authority as that which is used 
here to pass these bills. 

Mr. CASS. According tothe table before me, the 
appropriations for these purposes on the Atlantic 
States, including $30,000 for California, amount 
to $5,161,117; for the Mississippi and its tributa- 
ries, $3,479,971; for the lakes, $3,110,183. This 
is for river and harbor improvements. It docs 
not touch roads and canals, like the Louisville 
and Portland, and the Chesapeake and Delaware. 
canal, which would, perhaps, swell the amount 
toa much larger sum; but these are the appro- 
priations for river and harbor improvements. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The statement to which I 
allude was one showing the internal improvements 
made by the General Government. Even the 
river and harbor statement, now made by the 
Senator from Michigan, is a complete answer to 
the Senator from Ohio. According to this state- 
ment, over $6,000,000 have been appropriated for 
the lakes and the western rivers; but the Senator 
from Ohio spoke of the Atlantic coast as having 
been studded with improvements from the begin- 
ning of the Government. Tf I understood the 
Senator’s statement, there were but $3,000,000 4 
uppropriated for the Atlantic coast, $3,000,000 
for the lakes, and $3,000,000 for the rivers—twice 
as much for the lakes and rivers as for the Atlan- 


tic. 
i Mr. PUGH. Five milion dollars for the At- 
antie. 

Mr. TOOMBS. But over six million dollars 
for the lakes and rivers. 

Mr. CASS. The statement is over five million 
dollars for the Atlantic. 

Mr. TOOMBS. But even according to those 
statistics the appropriations for the western lakes 
and rivers exceed those for the Atlantic; and 
therefore the Senator from Ohio is completely 
answered, even by the statement of the Senator 
from Michigan, which I by no means indorse. 

Mr. PUGH. Ibeg the Senator’s pardon. Let 
him stick to his proposition. He said the State 
of Ohio had received more than three million dol- 
lars appropriated to her for public improvement. 
Isay the statement is without foundation. I have 
no doubt the Senator has found it somewhere; 
but I can demonstrate that there is no foundation 
for it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator has jumped nearly 
$500,000. I said that, according to Colonel Abert’s 
report, $2,600,000 had been appropriated to inter- 
nal improvements in Ohio down tô 1845, The 
Senator states it at $3,000,000. Let us under- 
stand one another as we go along, and prevent 
all difficulty hereafter. 

Mr. PUGH. I say that it is a misstatement. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I have no doubt that it is cor- 
rect, and I have given my authority. I have 
looked over the items, and I have no doubt each 
one is truly stated. From my information and 
knowledge of the history of the Government—and | 
Ï have studied it closely on this subject—I think 
every dime set down in this statement has been 
actually expended for internal improvements—for 

‘Trivers, and harbors in the State of Ohio. 


roads, ri 
Of that 1 have no 
ument here in the morning and showit. It isan 
official repart from Colonel Abert, the present 
head of the bureau of topography of the engi- 
neers. Statements may b@very easily got to suit || 
the case, and that is the reason why so many of 
them axe presented to the Senate. 

I have said, sir, that my tonstituents have not 
sought to live by means of this Government, 
Whatever may have been our poverty, we have 


‘foreign postage. We have not aided this system 


| from the great landmarks, you will bring the | 


doubt, but I will bring the doc. |} 


| the government that ever existed; there is not a | 
l that would not be unjust. Look at what we have |! 


i There was a great body of people in this country 


at least preserved our honor. We have not been li 


mendicants at the public Treasury. We have. 
not sought the aid of Government in our pur- 
suits—no bounties, no prohibitions, no. protec- 
tions. We have done our own internal.improve- 
meats. We have not, like New York, sought to 
have $2,000,000. per annum of the public money 
taken from your Treasury to diminish their own 


of favoritism to particular pursuits and employ- 
ments, and, which is, as destructive. to the hard- 
working and honest men who live by tilling the 
ground in Ohio and New Hampshire, as in: 
Georgia; but, then, the newspapers. have had 
command of public opinion in the North. They 
have come here with their agencies, and we know. 
how these things are done. Some men will go. 
to the West, and stick down a squatter at a place, 
where there is an indentation of the lakes. This 
rocess is going on all through the Northwest. 
Lands are withheld from market to defraud the 
Government, and for the benefit, as is said, of 
actual settlers, but, in truth, of local speculators, 
who get squatters to settle on them. They will 
stick them at an indentation of the lakes; and 
then the next thing is to come to Washington city, 
and see his Senator or member, and get borers to | 
work to have an appropriation fora harbor. He 
says, “If this place is cleaned out, hore will be 
450,000 expended, and that will make a pretty 
sharp town alone,” It will at least start the 
town, and keep it up long enough to sell out lots. | 
They then hire the mercenary controllers of | 
newspapers (New York is a good place to find 
them) to write up the town, to come hereand set 
up establishments, give entertainments, and sell | 
what they call congressional influence. I trust 
they have none to sell; but they pretend to have 
it, and they sell it under the idea that they own 
votes. In this way schemes of peculation on the 
public Treasury are carried out. We see them 
here in this city constantly. They can well 
afford to spend money. They can well afford to 
give entertainments. They can well afford to 
do favors by which they gain votes. They 
carry on their business publicly. Ido not know 
whom they control. Ihope to God they do not 
control anybody, but they say they do, and peo- 
ple employ them under the idea that they do; so 
that, according to the common opinion of the 
public, the Treasury is sold, Thereis but one 
remedy for this state of things—confine your ap- 
propriations to purposes constitutional, and there- | 
fore really national. Then all this will cease; | 
there will be no need of it; but it will continue so 
long as you make appropriations through favor- 
itism for particular places, or for personal or local 
objects. ‘The system is inherently vicious—bad; 
these evils naturally flow from it, and. can only 
be remedied by its total abandonment, Now, 
even the appointment of acommittee becomes an 
important matter, and we have seen through the 
newspapers that it was proved in the House of 
Representatives that inducements were held out 
to a member for hiş vote, that he might make a | 
“good thing” by being appointed on a certain 
committee. The nation understood it perfectly; 
all this, I say, results from this system. You 
may take all pure, all upright, all patriotie men | 
in the councils of the nation, and if you adopt thi 
system of lavish expenditure of the public money 
on personal job and personal schemes, departing 


national councils into contempt, Senators know | 
that now to bea member of Congress does not im- | 
ply respectability. 1 know men among my own it 
constituents who are averse to public employment I 
for that very reason, And 1 know well that | 
some are here now, only because great intcrests | 
are coming toa head. They feel that there is a | 
future to which it is their duty to look, and in i 
which is bound up all thatis valuable to them, to 
their countrymen, and to posterity. . 

If you levied the public money equally and | 
justly on the whole country, and put the unlim- | 
ited power of expending it in a majority, | say i 
there are not the men who ever lived; there is not) 


body, political, ecclesiastical, or of any other sort, i 


seen in the United States within the last ten years. || 
pe ry || 
who called themsel ves Christians—the Methodist || 
church of the United States. They had collected | 


a large fund for the support of their old, wornout | 


i with a. majority seized the entire fund. These, 


————————————————————————————— 
preacifers, and, for the benefit, of their wives, and 
children when they. were. dead, and: for, other, 
common purposes. They had.sent up and. down, 
the world gathering it together, and, finally, a, 
great contest, arose among them, whether a cers. 
tain bishop who lived in my State should own a, 
negro or not. A majority determined that -he was, 
too, closely allied. to. the institution tq make, it 
politic for him to act as a bishop of souls; a, diviss 
ion was the consequence of the uproar; and forth- 


Christian ‘people did what would have been ex-. 
pected of outlaws, but not of Christians, They 
were, in the main, an upright body of Chris- 
tians; but, as.a body, they were unjust and. u 
christian, That will be the case in all bodies.and 
all governments.that claim, unlimited. power over 
the things of others. I suppose these people axe. 
as good as the averages Lam not speaking to their 
discredit; but I say that, ag a general rule, the. 
morality of any. body of. men, acting asa whole, 
is apt to. be below that of the worst, man. in, It, 
The. humiliating spectacle was exhibited, of the. 
intervention of a court of justice, to compel a 
religious. body, to divide, fairly the common, fund 
of a Christian church. ; i 
This instance shows the impossibility of voting, 
out with justice a common fund anywhere onthe 
face of the earth where there are conflicting. 
interests; therefore our fathers said they would 
not give this power to Congress; therefore they 
refused to give the power to make internal ims 
provements; therefore they refused to give it in 
canals, or in any shape, because they knew there, 
was not only difficulty in the. disbursement ‘of 


| money when honestly attempted, but. they saw 


the impossibility of doing it fairly. 

What will be the case here? My constituents, 
and a large portion of the southern. States, are. 
exporters. We, seht out of our borders last. year. 
about two hundred millions of dollars’ worth of 
the unprotected products, of our industry. “We 
manufacture but little; ours are mainly agricul- 
tural products. The New England States went. 
into the business of manufacturing and navigation 
because they had no other way to make a living. 
They had a hard, poor, and unpropitious soil, and 
it was honorable to their industry that they turned 
their attention to these pursuits. The fact is, 
however, that they come here and have always 
demanded protection for their. industry ‘They 
never raised an arm, they never struck a blow 
upon iron or upon wood, nor in the manufactory 
nor in the workshop, without the direct protection 
and bounty of. the Federal Government. They 
demanded it of the First Congress and have clam- 
ored for it eversince. We send abroad the fruits 
of our own industry without the bounty, of, the 
Government. We wantnonée. We have asked, 
for none, But when we.look to foreign markets. 
for our goods, they are taxed when they come in, 
and the Government gets this tax. 

When we look to, northern manufacturers for 
the articles we want, we are there taxed also, and, 
this tax does not go into the common treasury, 
but is a bounty to their labor. Our labor—the 
very life-blood—~is being drawn out of us by. the, 
operations. of this Government, which will always, 
exist in every country of the world that levies, 
heavy taxes on one portion to expend.them on, ` 
another. Then, we are tauntingly told that we; 
are poor; that we have not aright to equality. in 
the Union: that we ate tò be driven out of the, 
common territory: Weare told that the North 
has 4 right to govern the whole country; that she. 
has become great. Grent—how? Great by this 
system; great by living on the Governments and 
they are just as clamorous to this day as the most, 
outrageous beggars you can meet in the holy city: 
of Rome, or the lazzaroni of Naples. Day after, 
day, aid hour after hour, we are beset by their 
clamors for money from the public Treasury.’ 
They do not represent the honest people of the 
North, the patriotic people ‘of the North, but 
they bring reproach upon all such, who should 
look to it and correct it. ` f Ria 

Sir, I tell you, for one, upon my responsibility 
as an Amėrican Senator, that the system cannot 
exist by my consent, and the system cannot con- 
tinue if Fhave any power to’ arouse freemen to 
vindicate rights. It must end; it can only end 
peaceably and without ruin to the Republic, by 
the union of just men all over the Union to over- 
throw it, and its aiders and abettors. May 
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Mr. PUGH. Ido not wish to engage if this 
discussion of the constitutional question. I have | 
avoided it for two or three days: but I shall en- 
deavor, on some opportunity when I can speak 
without interfering with the passage of these bills, 
to answer the propositions of the Senator from 
Georgia, and his allies; but I wish to say one 
word to him and the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. | 
Mason.] We have had several lectures read 
here to-day and heretofore, as if certain gentle- 
men thought they were the anointed priests of 
the Democratic party, to preach the faith to other 
Senators and to excommunicate us with bell, 
book, and candle, if we do not submit to their 
views of this question. Sir, my constituents un- 
derstand the Democratic platform as I understand 
it, and as I have always understood it; and when- 
ever the Senator from Virginia, or any other, is 
authorized by the party to turn me and my con- 
stituents out for our opinions upon this question, 
I am ready to go, and I have no favors to ask— 
none whatever. If the Senator, or any of the 
rest of them, think it to their advantage to require 
of us that we should adopt their construction at 
the sacrifice of our own judgments and our own 
convictions, it will be impossible for them and us 
to remain together. We have got along very 
well heretofore. 1 do not pretend—I would scorn 
to make the pretense—that for my part I have 
sacrificed anything for the sake of remaining in 
the Democratic party. Its platform expresses my | 
opinions, not merely now, but as | have always 
entertained them. But, sir, £ do not admit the 
right of Senators from any particular State or 
quarter of the Confederacy to adopt a particular 
meaning, and upon the faith of that to turn the 
rest of us out of the party. There might bea | 

uestion of who was the majority of the party in 
that case, and ‘perhaps a pretty serious question, 
in view of the votes which have been given in the 
Senate. 

Now, one word more upon another matter. 
The Senator from Georgia has asserted that the 
expenditures made in the State of Ohio for the 
purposes ofin miol impro a $2,600,000. 

trust | have the figures now, 

Mr. TOOMBS. You have the figures. 

Mr. PUGH. Lask the Senator again, where 
has the money been spent? We have here on 


this Calendar all the harbors that have ever been 
made in Ohio, ‘here is no proposition for a 
new one. They are simply bills mtroduced by 
my colleague to repair injuries to the works 
heretofore constructed. There is not a new one. 
They are all here, and where has the Govern- 
ment spent $2,500,000 in Ohio? 

Why, sir, a few weeks ago I saw a statement 
in the hands of another Senator to demonstrate 
that there had been given to the State of Ohio 
untold millions of publie land. When F assured 
him that it was altogether a mistake, he under- į 
took to show it to me; and, sir-—would you | 
believe it?—a Commissioner of the General Land | 
Office—not ihe present one, but one of his prede- | 
cessors—had absolutely set down as grants of | 
public land to the State of Ohio, the whole Vir- 
ginia military district, the Cleve Symmes pur- 
chase, the United States military district, and the 
Connecticut western reserve, All these were set | 
down as donations of public lands to the State of 
Ohio. 

Sir, what did we ever get? I can tell you. By 
a treaty made with the Maumee tribe of Indians | 
—I think that was the tribe—the Government, 
covenanted to construct a public road from the | 


western line of the western reserve to the Mau- j] 


mee river, and took from the Indians under that | 
treaty several sections of land, the proceeds to} 
be applied to ihe making of the road. It is al 


very short road, and instead of making it them- 
selves, the Government turned the duty over: 
upon us, and we made the road, and it cost us | 
twice as much as the land, and yet we were com- | 
pelled to stipulate that we never would tax the | 
stages which carried the mails or the property of | 
the United States. The tolls on them alone would | 
have paid the whole value of the land which they | 
thus took. Í 

I conie next to the Cumberland road. Whati 
was that? When the United States admitted | 


Ohio into the Union, they exacted, asa condition, ij 


that she should not tax the public domain, and at | 
that time nine tenths of the landed property of 
the State waa in the hands of the Government. 


The few individuals who went. out there were 
compelled to pay high prices for the land, and 
were going on year after year paying taxes; but 
you exacted from us likewise the provision that 
we should not tax the lands in the hands of the 
Government purchaser for five years after the 
purchase. You interfered with our power of 
raising revenue. You tied us hand and foot when 
we were a helpless member of the Confederacy. 
For the sake of the purchaser of the public land 
you prevented us from raising our revenue; and 
what did you promise in return for that? That 
three per cent. of the net proceeds of the sales 
of public lands in Ohio should be appropriated to 
making roads; and you began the Cumberland 
road and never finished it, and have not paid the 
three per cent. to this day, though you have paid 
apart of it. What else? | stated the other Gay, 
that an appropriation was made of the alternate 
sections along the Miami and Erie canal from 
Dayton to Toledo. Did we make the canal with 
that land? No; this very year, if you will pay 
us what would be the taxes on it since the day 
you gave it to us, you shall have it. We paid it 

y taxation. We made the canal. We are pay- 
ing to-day the interest, and taking up the princi- 
pal of that debt, and meanwhile we have appre- 
ciated the value of the property of the Govern- 
ment more than two hundred per cent, 

Now, sir, if Senators think it is: unconstitu- 
tional to make these appropriations, they are at 
liberty to argue that question. Ishall not argue 
it now, because I wish these bills to pass. 
shall argue it at some future time, when it is 
appropriate; but I think I have a right to say to 
the Senator from Georgia, that he has gone too 
far in the heat of discussion in imputing motives 
like these. When has the Senator ever heard 
from my lips such a statement as that the south- 
ern States should not have any benefits under 
this Government? that they should have no por- 
tion of the common territory? that they should 
be excluded ? 

Mr. TOOMBS. None from you. 

Mr. PUGH. Nothing of the sort; and I beg 
leave to remind the Senator, in all friendship, 
that the greater part of his speech was addressed 
to me, and others like me, who think at least 
that we have suffered something for undertaking 
to maintain the equal rights of the southern 
States in this Union. 

Now, allow me to say a word about the Savan- 
nah river, and I shall take my scat. The Sen- 
ator from Georgia asserted, as I understood him, 
that the State of Georgia had never asked for a 
dollar of the public money. I desire to know if 
the bill fer the improvement of the Savannah 
river, appropriating, £ think, $100,000 — more 
money than is appropriated by this bill for the 
Ohio river above the falls, and, I believe, more 
than for the Ohio river along its whole extent, 
from Pittsburg to its mouth—was not asked for? 

Mr. TOOMBS. It seems that the Senator did 
not hear me distinetly. I corrected him before 
on that point. I said I had been eleven years in 
Congress, and through me no such demand was 
ever made. There were the cases which { have 
enumerated in reference to the Indians. There 
has been $400,000 given to clear outthese wrecks, 
I admit, 

Mr. PUGH. Of what consequence is it, 
whether the appropriation is asked through one 
Senator or another? The State of Ohio does not 
ask any appropriation through me, I might say, 
for my colleague brought in the bills. The State 
of South Carolina does not ask any appropriation 
through her Senator; but the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. BeLL] brings ina bill for her benefit, 
clearing out the harbor of Charleston. 

Mr. BUTLER. Nobody knows that ii is for 
her benefit. 

Mr. PUGH. If Tam mistaken, I beg to be 
corrected, [think the honorable Senator himself 
stated on a former occasion that he suggested it 
to the Senator from ‘Tennessee that that bill might 
be brought in. Now, take up this Calendar. 
Where are all these States? We passed a bill 
out of its order for the State of Delaware. There 
are two or three more. Here is a bill for the 
State of North Carolina, and the bill for the 
Savannah river, passed sub silentio. 
no constitutional question then—no yeas and nays 
called. 1 believe there is a bill in the other branch 
of Congress to improve the harbor of Mobile, in 


We heard | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 


|; give us three or four millions appropriated else- 


i where? 


: ators of the South. 


i 


| the State of Alabama. Whether it will ever reach 


here !donotknow. Here isa bill for Chareston 
harbor. And yet it is said these are partial 
appropriations, that we are attempting to drive 
certain States. ‘There is a bill for the improve- 
ment of a harbor in the State of Florida on the 
Calendar. While this is the case, whole volumes 
of denunciation are hurled at the heads of Sen- 
ators from the northwestern States, especially 
those who belong to the Democratic party. 

I said before, and I repeat it now, notwith- 
standing the Senator from Georgia’s objection to 
generality, that the acts of God and the public 
enemy stand on the same foundation. ‘They are 
excepted out of all policies of insurance togethers 
they are excepted out of all bills of lading; and 
whenever the Senator can show me the power in 
the Constitution to take up five or six hulks that 


| were put there by the British garrison of Savan- 


nah to keep out the French fleet, I will show him 
the power to take out a rock which has been put 
there by the hand of nature. The Savannah river 
appropriation went through both Houses of Con- 
gress at the last session, on the pretense that these 
hulks were sunk by the American Government 
during the Revolution, It now turns out that 
they were notsunk by the American Government. 
There was a poor little sloop sunk there by the 
American forces, but so small that its very exist- 
ence seemed to have disappeared; and nobody 
could tell where it was. [t did not obstruct navi- 
gation, for it did not keep out the French fleet; 


land in order to keep out the French fleet, the 


British garrison sunk, I think, six vessels—three 
certainly—and the names and their size, I think, 
are given in the history of the times. It is to 
remove these hulks that Congress made the ap- 


| propriation last year. 


Now, as to the bill which we passed the other 
day. I say it appropriated money. ‘The Secre- 
tary of War was at least consistent in his strict 
construction. He held you tothe law. He said 
you had got an appropriation of $100,000 to, re- 
move the hulks, and he declared that you might 
remove the hulks, but you should not remove the 
bars which the hulks had made; so that, after the 
hulks were taken, there remained a large resi- 
dus, perapi $90,000, of the appropriation unex- 

ended. 

p Mr. MASON. I think it is due to the Secre- 
tary to state that he said that the appropriation 
was in its terms to remove the hulks, and the 
Taw did not authorize the removal of the bars. 

Mr. PUGH. So I say; but I am coming to 
the question. What does the bill of last Thursday 
mean? You had had $10,000 spent to remove 
the hulks; but you had not got what you wanted. 
You wanted the bars removed, and you brought 
in a bill which has now passed both Houses of 
Congress, to give you the benefit of the sum 
which you did not get under Mr. Davis’s con- 
struction, If that is not a bill to appropriate 
money to remove obstructions to the navigation 
of the Savannah river, I confess I do not under- 
stand it. 

Iam sorry that I have been compelled to rise 
up and say these things. Ihave not done it from 
any disposition to provoke controversy with Sen- 
It is time for them to under- 
stand, perhaps, that there are more glass windows 
in their houses than they know of. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ifthere be any glass window 
in my house i do not know it, so far as regards 
any indication that I have given here. Now I 
will state a single proposition, and it will at once 
show the operation of this system. Will gentle- 
men who are now agitating, with so much zeal, 
with the energy of selfishness, with the skill of 
conviction, the power of eloquence, and above all, 
with an understanding founded upon numbers, 
change position, and take the $50,000 or the thou- 
sands of dollars appropriated to the South, and 


Let the proposition be put to-morrow 
that they should give us the millions and they 
take the thousands, end where should we stand? 
They would outvote us; they would not agree 
to the proposition. @am to be taunted by gen- 
tlemen, saying, “we give you $50,000 if you 
take it, provided you let us have as much as we 
choose to take, and as little as we choose to allow 
you.” This is a proposition that I am to submit 
io! No, sir; so faras I am the representative 
of South Carolina, I scorn the $50,000 at sueh 
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a price. I would not vote for it. The Senator 
from Ohio speaks of my suggesting it to the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. I did say to Mr. BELL: 
“You are from Tennessee, and your roads are 
running down to Charleston; you have no difti- 
culty on this subject; I doubt very much whether 
it will be of any service; but you are pouring 
it out everywhere, in my opinion without any 
profit, and ‘let all portions get their propor- 
tion.” I say you are disregarding’ the Consti- 
tution in some respects, and, so far as regards 
the regulation of commerce, in every respect. In 
one point of view I might be willing to be recon- 
ciled if it were for a regulation of commerce in 
which more than three States are interested. |! 
When you break down the Constitution, and re- 
udiate an equal division, do not then taunt me 
y offering a part. I scorn such a bargain. 

Now, one word as to the Savannah river. I 
do not know that I ever voted for that improve- | 
ment, Idid not vote for it on this occasion. I 
could have done it on sound principles, segre- 
gating it from these measures; Pat I knew that, 
if L undertook to vote for the Savannah river bill, 
the very name would have been quoted upon me, 
and be referred to against me, when, in fact, in 
justice, and constitutional principle, L could dis- 
tinguish it. When Howe was in possession of 
Savannah, and ‘the British were coming up, as 
Archibald Campbell did, to take it, it is notorious 
that Howe, as soon as he. could, attempted to 
impede the channel by sinking ships. The gen- 
tleman is mistaken when he says there was only 
one sunk; but perhaps he has not read the his- 
tory. ‘I can name him five. : 

Mr. PUGH. I have read it. 

Mr. BUTLER. You have only read your side. 

Mr. PUGH.. I have read both sides of it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio give me the benefit of his reading upon the 
subject, for he handed me the history the other 
day? Í went and looked at the books. 

Mr. PUGH. A sloop, and several smaller 
vessels, and these hulks, were sunk. What you 
ask to remove are the hulks of frigates sunk 
there by the British Government. ‘Those that | 
were sunk by the American Government were 80 | 
trifling that, at a period of three or four years 
afterwards, they were no obstruction at all to the | 
passage of the French fleet up the river, and you |! 
had to sink others in order to stop them. That | 
is my recollection of the history. | 

Mr, BUTLER. Ido not know which impeded | 
it most. It may have been that the first obstruc- |j 
tion impeded it, and in that way it is necessary | 
to clear out the whole. I do not know how | 
that is; but even if I were to take the ground || 

that they had been placed there: by the enemy, |; 
T should distinguish it from the gentleman’s | 
position, Besides, that would be regulating com- || 
merce to some extent. ` The Savannah river is a 
stream runving tothe ocean. “The world is inter- | 
ested in the Savannah river. But who is inter- 
ested in this Black lake? I should like to know | 
who is interested in the Black lake of Michigan ? | 
itis a great local advantage, but what commerce | 
does that regulate between. the States or with for- 
eign nations? No, sir, it is not to regulate com- 
merce; it is to improve, not the harbor, put the 
Jandand the town. That is what it is. 

Mr. STUART. I amnot going to discuss this 
question, but the Senator from Georgia made a 
remark which seemed to me considerably out of 
place, anda litle unkind. He stated, in the com- 
mencement of his speech, that it was a very easy | 
thing for a Senator to get on several committees, 
the Committees of Public Lands and Commerce, 
andothers which furnish means of plunder. { can- 
not believe, from my knowledge of that honorable 
Senator, that he intended to impute such a thing 
to me, and yet there was scarcely any other inter- 
ence to be drawn from his language. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I think the Senator has got a 
wrong idea. I. said that it was to get appro- 

riations out of the public Treasury, and 1 do 
think that Senators interested in these matters, 


| It does affect business locally; but the question 


geton the committees, so they can attend to the | 
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interests of their constituencies, as they'suppose, | 
for appropriations of public money. San 
Mr. STUART.: I am sorry to trouble the 
Senate—but I think Inever asked to be put ona 
committee in my life. My recollection is that I 
never asked a place on a Senate committee; yet 
my friends here in-the. Senate, I feel bourd tó 
say, have seemed-to treat me with very great ré- 
spect, and very great consideration; for some of 
the most influential and best friends’ T have here, 
proposed to me every committee on which I 
ave been. I have felt myself that I might, për- | 
haps, regard itas complimentary, but have never | 
said a word about it before. T never asked to be | 
put ona committee in the Senate. So far from | 
that, there has not been a single bill, originating 
from the Committee on Public Lands, of which 
I ama member, with a view to the benefit of my | 
own State at this session of Congress. The land 
bills, as the Senator knows, originated in the | 
House, and every one: that was sent here was 
acted on by the Senate and passed. In these 
measures, if I know myself, Ihave been consult- | 
ing the public interest entirely. Ido not deny | 
that there is a local advantage—it would be non-\| 


sense to deny that there is a local advantage |! 


growing out of an appropriation of this character. 


has been with me—and I have expressed it again 
and again—the public interest. I have seen the 
commerce of the country, which extends from | 
Lake Ontario through the entire ‘chain of lakes | 
and all the straits, every year buried inthe waters 
and I have seen:the lives of men’ buried there; and ; 
T have felt on that-subject, and feel now. While 
I claim not to disregard the local interests of my 
constituents, Lsay they sink into entire insignifi- | 
cance in comparison with the great commercial | 
interests of the country, and with the interests 


l bill, and at’ the:time he declared). 


of the General Governmentfin its naval and war- 
like preparations. ‘This is a matter of opinion, 
Gentlemen may deny it; but I could demonstrate, | 
I think, in twenty minutes, if I were to take the | 
time, which I am happy to say now I shall not, | 
that the naval and warlike preparations of the | 
United States require every appropriation. that | 
has been proposed on these lakes. i 

That is sufficient, Mr. President. 
the proposition. I shall only make another state- 
ment. 
parisons between States. I have regarded. this 
great family of States as a private family of indi- 
vidualg—all brothers, all sisters. Jf you can 
criticise and tantalize Georgia in comparison with 
Michigan, North Carolina in comparison with 
Massachusetts, and the States South in compar- 
ison with those North, and.can maintain the har- | 
mony and permanency of this Union, you can | 
change the characteristics of mankind. It can 3 
never be done. So long as I hold a position, not Hi 
only in the Senate, but on the face of the earth, | 
if I can say nothing complimentary to a State of : 
this Union, I will say nothing in derogation of; 
her. 1 shall refrain from that. The feeble | 
powers‘which I possess have been exerted for | 
what Í believe to be that course of policy best | 


It explains | 


adapted to the harmony and perpetuity of this || a 1 of 
iJi is not mine; butt hold’ myself 
| whatever sharé may 
i of the bills. 


Union. I will say to my friend from: Virginia, 
in that faith I have lived, and in that faith, God 
willing, I shall die. J can interpret the principles 
and the creed of the Democratic party, and have 
never yet found difficulty in doing it, In connec- 
tion, and in perfect harmony with, every prin 
ciple for which I have ever voted in Congress 
Senators should regard thisas matter of opinion, | 
They may differ with me. I never criticise their | 
opinions in anunfriendly manner. if Lhave been | 
so unfortunate as ever to be thus misunderstood, 
[ not only retract it now, but in my heart I regret į 
it. Tclaim the utmost scope of parliamentary | 
latitude in debating these questions, and cheer- 
fully accord it to others. I have refrained from | 
the discussion of these very questions for a two- 
fold reason: first, for want of time, which is| 
destructive to the measures; in the next, place, it | 
brought me in colision with my fricnds—it | 


I have never yet indulged in any com- ||; 


have respected. him as a many bút could 
tain no opinions in: common with him upon this 
subject; yet I have never ‘made:a: speech ‘here 
‘upon it. -I have been. content: to:give my votes; 
and let thent answer for themselvess. trom cs 

But; bir; 1 do not wish-my friends. té-suppose 
that, because [have thus refrained from discussing 
these questions, I:supposed.Y could not maintain 
my votes by-solid arguments: that: would: be: sat- 
isfactory’ to me, ‘however: unsatisfactory. they 
might: be'to them.: Hereis my honorable-friend 
from: South Carolina-—I may’ be “mistaken but 
l think that it was at the last session; the Journal 
will show—that he introduced a bill himsélf for 
the improvement of the harbor at’ Charlestonis? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir; neverin my: life. 

Mr. STUART: I will look ang see yisi w 

Mr. BUTLER. -It would have been better:to 
look before making the statements»: 004.4 / 

Mr. STUART. IfI am mistaken Pshall say 
so, but I think 1 am not. I recollect it. ‘The 
Senator had a right to do it, and no individual 
has a right to censure him. for. doing ity ba 

Mr. BUTLER. . I will tell the gentleman how 
it was. My impression is, that.it was-sent-from 
the House of Representatives, but.it -may-have 
Í been otherwise; Í did not vote-for it. : i 
Mr. STUART. The. Senitor-introdice 
that he. 


ould 


not vote for it; : Hereit ista TEE 
«Mr, Boruerasked, and by unanimous consentobtained, 


il Jeave to bring ina. bill (S; No. 618) te.continge the improye- 


ment of the harborof Charleston, South Carolina; which 
was tead the first aid sécond times by unanimous consent, 


and considered as in Committee of the Whiole?? s15 > 
I thought Twas rights) ote voc eit a is 
> Mr, BUTLER. © As‘far as the introdaction:of> 
the bill was concerned, I have no doubt that I 
broughtitin, and had it referred to the committee, 
and they adopted it. Sia SEs eae 
Mr. STUART. The Senator introduced: it 
himself, and he stood there by the seatof-his'col- 
league when he did so. L-recollect ibiti tses 
Mr. BUTLER. Iiwas with that-explanation 
that it was not my bills. puis frg 
Mr. STUART. He deel 
vote for it. ret i darbek di SERA 
Mr. BUTLER, I threw iton the committee— 
the very source that would take-it.I-would not 
vote for ite.) -$ hosp he eee : 
Mr. STUART.” The Senator may think what 
he chooses. about the committee. | The Committee 
on Commerce'are entitled to the same respect as 
every other committee. “I am not the chairman 
of that committee, although I) have been fre- 
quently alluded: to.as. such. The Senator’ from 
Maine (Mr. Hamun] was chairman. Itis known 
to the Senate that he resigned.: The Senator from 
Wisconsin (Mr. Doper] is now the chairman. 
Lam not the chairman; but the Senator from 
Georgia, and several others, have misunderstood 
me entirely. : 
“Mr. TOOMBS. I never supposed. youto be 
the chairman, and never said so. rhe ae 
Mr. STUART. But; another point. What I 
said was that, in shaping. these -bills, the. ‘Com- 
mittee on Commerce’-adopted: the” suggestion 


red. 


i 
4] 
4 


i mark of the. Senator fron: 


which I made. ‘ltisthe action of the.committee. 
responsible:for 
fall to me. ‘1 likethe: form 
I believe that,.if we-can build: a 
harbor for $50,000 which the officers of the Gov- 
ernment say will cost $100,000, it should notcon~ 
stitute a reason why Senators should oppose it, 
But | am not going tospeak further on the'subject. 
Louly wished to-explain what seemed to beneces- 
sary to explain. ; pana : 

Mr. CLAY. L-simply tisesto correct one re- 
Michigan: He dis- 
claims indulging in personal-reflections on myself 
¿ór his opponents, oF invidious discriminations 
‘between the States... I have no doubt he is sincere 
‘in ‘believing he is ‘entitled-to that encomium y bat 
he has shown metle fact, that we are all very 
sensitive about our own wounds, and do not-feel 
others. - He complains now of a remaris-of-the 
Senator from Georgia, which he felt as:somewhat 


brought me in collision with the Executive. d| 


of a personal ‘reflection on him and-ethere, who 
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stand in his category as supporters of this bill; 
and the Committee’ on Comm äi 
that he has néver indulged in any sach reflection; 
and yet, inthe remarks which he submitted to the 
Senate thia morning, he set out by alleging that 
these bills came tére recommended by the Depart- 
ent of Wars -L-corrected him, and told him that: 
the Sedretary of Warhad neverrecommended one 
of-them.. He admitted the correction; but then 
sought-to discrédit the: source from: which he 
quoied: as authority, by saying that it was well 
understood the: Secretary of War: belonged toa 
schook:of ‘politicians who thought the Govern- 
ment was made for:the: support-of a few. clerks 
from; three:or' four States. I-submit that a more 
contemptuous, opprobrious, and offensive expres- 
sion could scarcely: have been couched in unex- 
‘ceptionable language, free fromany epithets what- 
ever: In that class, of course, he includes the 
small number of us who oppose these bills, and 
would represent us as of such narrow-and con- 
tractediminds that we. think this Government was 
instituted for the. benefit of a few clerks from two 
or three States, which: are contiguous to this Dis- 
trict: Now, I submit that!'was a remark which 
was wholly unworthy of the Senator, and was 
sadsnerred as respects the Secretary of War, for 
I-bélieve the ‘country at least accords to him. as 
much ability as any of his assailants, and quite 
as laudable and worthy motives. - 

‘Again, sir, Í wish to correct another statement 
which has :been made repeatedly. In seeking 
the:sources whence ‘this information is derived 
in respect to. these improvements, the Senator 
from Michigan, like his collcague on a former 
oceasion, has quoted the authority of the local 
agent there; and, as I understood them both, 
they indorsed him as a civil engineer by educa- 
tion’as well as profession—a gentleman of high 
‘attainments, who had graduated in a school of 
civil engineering. lf I am incorrect in my state- 
ment, l hope they will now set me right. Iso 
understood-them both as stating that this man, 
Mr. Bowes,;was a civil engineer who had grad- 
uated, in.a school of civil; engineering, and who 
‘understood the science, both in theory and prac- 


MCRL ml e ; Ae eee 

. Mr CASS, Jf the honorable. Senator refers 
to me, I beg leave to. state that I know this gen- 
teman., I Plieva that.heis an excellent engineer, 
who was in the service for a time. Whether he 
has ‘actually ‘been in the Army or not, I do not 
know for certain—that is my impression; but I 
know that he las been for twenty years, or more, 
in this business of naval engineer, and has been a 
great part of the time employed by the War De- 
partment. But allow me to say to the honorable 

Senator, while he is discussing his merits, that 
his report has been received by the topograph- 
ical bureau, acted on by the board of topograph- 
ical officers, aud approved and sent to us by the 
‘War Department and the President. 

“Mr. CLAY. Itmay have been. approved in 
this instance, but some of his reports have not 
been. approved, as was. shown by the Senator 
from Virginia; [Mr. Hunter. ] 

Mr. CASS. The Senator from Virginia read 
some remarks of Colonel Graham on the subject, 
but here-are his reports, approved by the board of 
engineers, 

Mr. HUNTER. ‘The statements are trans- 
mitted with the report of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. CASS. I understand that; but they are 
transmitted here by the bureau. 

Mr. CLAY, :I wanted to say, in respect to 
Mr. Bowes, of whom I know nothing personally, 

-that.Dam advised he has never sladiedeiril engi- 
neering as a science. Itis true he graduated at 
West Point in 1815; but I believe at that time 
there was`no school of civil engincering there; 
it was not taught in the institution at all. He 
-graduated in arithmetic, geography, English 
grammar and the common branches which were 
taught at that-time, and he hasnot skill, certainly, 
derived from: instruction in any school in the 
“country on this particular subject. 

Mr: MASON. I-wantto ask the honorable 
Senator from Michigan a question—I am very 
“sorry to-put such questions-to him, but I really 
think he is instrumental in presenting to us-here 
a very tangled skein,, The honorable Senator 
‘vouches, and may. vouch correctly, for the scien- 
tific and practical’ skillef this Mr. Bowes, and 
he sayg that his estimates have becn adopted by 


hn Conmimerce, avid he declares | 


the béard of engineers. În the latter respect, he 
is incorrect in fact: 1 do not mean to’ say that 
he is incorrect in his opinion; but he says this 
gentleman is one of scientific and practical skill, 
and that his estimatés for Grand river and Black 
lake have been adopted by our‘ board ‘of engi- 
neers: Now, I- want to ask the Senator upon 
what-process. of reasoning-he repudiates all these 
estimates, and asks- for $50,000.to complete the 
work which, in the cage of Grand river, they 
said would require $160,000, and in the case of 
Black lake, $105,000? 

Mr. CASS. I can answer the question ina 
moment, and Lam only surprised thatthe honor- 
able Senator should ask it. Ifthe two Senators 
from Ohio, now here, were willing to say, “give 
us $1,000 to complete the harbor of Cuyahoga, 
and nota dollar to be expended until the work 
be done,’’ notwithstanding the estimates of the 
engineers, I would vote for it. I would make 
the experiment. If they estimate it at.$160,000, 
and the representatives of the State are willing 
to take one third, I would be willing to try the 
one third. The Government cannot lose, giving 
the War Department its proper check, and re- 
ducing the amount to one third. 

Mr. MASON. The honorable Senator says 
he.is surprised that I should ask this question. 
If I were to reason as the honorable Senator says 
he does, upon the expenditure of the public 
money upon the lakes, perhaps I should not have 
asked the question; but. the Senator answers it 
by saying thatif the $50,000 appropriated in this 
bill, and the $50,000 appropriated in the Grand 
river bill, is not enough, somebody else is to 
supply the means. 

Mr. CASS. I beg pardon. 
but I hope they will do it. 

Mr. MASON. ‘The Senator said that any gen- 
tleman representing these interests would be very 
glad to take $50,000, on the terms that the work 
should be done by it. I want to know on what 
responsibility that sort of reasoning is introduced 


I did not say so, 


into the American Senate as a sanction for the 
expenditure of the public money. What right 
have these people to come here and ask for this 
expenditure? What right have the people of 
Michigan to come here and ask for an expend- 
iture of public money within the State of Michi- 
gan? I say thatifa responsible officer of the Gov- 
ernment, the Secretary of War, or the Secretary 
of the Interior, who is responsible to the Presi- 
dent, were to come here and say that at Black. 
lake and Grand river there is a necessity to have 
a harbor of refuge for our ships, or a necessity to 
have a fortification for our troops, they might 
very well say it is proper to expend the public 
money within the limits of the State, because the 
Constitution has provided for it. But I want to 
know by what authority, through what respons- 
ible avenue, this proposition comes. Ido not care 
about those irresponsible avenues of people who 
come here through their representatives to say, 
let us have $50,000 for Black river, and $30,000 
for Snake river and Turtle river. These are ut- 
terly irresponsible. If gentlemen expect to rec- 
oneile their demands with the reason given by the 
Senator from Michigan, that if anybody should 
cometohim and say, “ I will do the work for ten 
dollars, which requires fifty dollars to do it prop- 
erly,” he would give the work, I can only say 
that their ideas of economy and mine are very 
different. 

Now, one word to the other Senator from 
Michigan, [Mr. Srvuarr.] He has talked of per- 
sonal assaults. I am unconscious of them; I 
certainly make no personal assaults. Iam here 
a representative of the State of Virginia, and a 
trustee. Iam here to show to the people of Vir- 
ginia what the public policy of this country is; 
how ee money is expended; where it ig 
expended; the avenues through whichit is reached 
for appropriations; which we say, and have 
said, from the commencement of this Govern- 
ment, have no warrant in the Constitution. I 


want to let my people know exactly what the 
condition of things is. 1 want to say to them, 
and to expose it upon the records, and to go 
through the State in the newspapers, that the 
reason assigned by the Senator from Michigan, 
[Mr. Cass,] who is the oldest and ablest states- 
man amongst us, is, that it is cause enough to 
expend $50,000, if anybody. comes and tells you 
i the work will be done for-$50,000, although the 


responsible officers of the Government say it will 


require three times the amotit: “This is part of 
sthe woof of the gencral texture of these appro- 


priations. I make no personal assaults. I am 
not in the habit of doing it. J see no room for it. 
I do not question the personal or political integ- 
rity of any Senator on this floor. I do not ques- 
tion his construction of the Constitution; but I 
want to show to.my people where they stand, 
undér the construction placed by this majority 
of the party. with which they are allied. 

The Senator from Ohio talks about the attempt 
on my. part, and that of the Senator from Georgia, 
to read him out of the Democratie party. Sir, I 
have no such office; and if I assumed it, I should 
only show my weakness, and the weakness of 
those with whom I am acting in the southern 
States. I am not inthe majority—far from it. 
Ihave acted with that party in good faith, and I 
will take this opportunity to say, that on a great 
and signal occasion the Democratic party of the 
North did more, in my judgment, to restore the 
Constitution to its original intention, and mean- 
ing, and purpose, than has been done by any 
party since the days of Mr. Jefferson, Ay, sir, 
at the suggestion, and under the guidance, of my 
friend from Minois, [Mr. Dovenas,] by placing 
the stigma of reprobation on every member o 
that party who claimed the right òn the part of 
the Federal Government to legislate on those 
domestic institutions that involve our safety, 
they did more to preserve this Union than has 
been done by any party since the days of Mr. 
Jefferson; but still I am here to stand on the 
watchtower. I choose that my people at the 
South shall know how this section of the Demo- 
cratie platform is construed by a majority of the 
Democratic party on this floor. I want to bring 
prominently to their notice, that in this greatest 
of questions that is left for public expenditure, a 
leak in the public Treasury is to be established 
which will require lands, and credits, and taxa- 
tion, to supply the demand, if it is not protested 
against and stopped. It is not a million or two 
of dollars to be voted now; but I say again, it is 
the first time a Democratic Congress has over- 
ruled a Democratic veto on a question of consti- 
tutional construction in public expenditure; and 
I want to bring the fact before the country that 
they are demanding money here for a work pur- 
porting to cost but one third as much as the engi- 
neers report, under an illusion contained in the bill, 
that the work is to be done for the sum appro- 
priated. ; 

Sir, the expenditure of the public money, the 
right to tax, is the most sensitive, and justly 
sensitive, nerve of the Government. Ifyou keep 
money from the Government, and keep it pure, I 
defy you to oppress. Bring the expenditures of 
this Government down to the lowest and most 
narrow limits of an economical administration, | 
and I defy the Government to oppress the people: 
but do the contrary—establish leaks in the Treas- 
ury for the expenditure of countless millions on 
sources and demands utterly irresponsible to the 
country—establish leaks in the Treasury by re- 
pudiating the actual protest of those officers of 
the Government who are responsible for it, and 
you must, of necessity, have not only a corrupt, 
but a corrupting Government. I want my people 
to know that; I want them to see how these ap- 
propriation bills are passed, by sifting them and 
analyzing them; and I will take care that they 
shall be diffused through the whole southern 
country, by sifting them, analyzing them, and 
presenting them in detail. 

The honorable Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Srvarr] say's that none would go further than he 
would go and has gone, to support the great 
interests of the country—that he would vote ap- 
propriations, and has voted them for the Army 
and Navy, to any extent that may be required 
by those who are responsible. I have no doubt 
of it, and no reason to doubt it—-and no reason to 
question the honorable, broad, liberal, and just 
patriotism of the honorable Senator; but I wish 
to know how he illustrates that purpose upon his 


-part by the declaration, that these harbors.are to 


be used for the Army and Navy. I desire to 
know by what authority he makes the ‘illustra- 


tion? Has the Secretary of War told you any- 


where, that-you:may make a harbor at Grand 
river for the purpose of national defense? Has 


the Secretary of the Navy told you anywhere, 
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that you must make a harbor at Black Lake, for 
the purpose of refuge to the Navy? No. By 
what authority, then, does the honorable Senator 
assume it? It is his opinion. Ido not-mean to 
discredit his opinion so far'as it is a tangible and 
express one. I have the right to discredit that 
given to us here on the spur of the. occasion for 
the purpose of getting this appropriation for 
$50,000. We know, whether it be the infirmity, 
or the tendency.of the human mind, that when 
we want a thing done, and are deeply interested 
in it, the mind is in a gtate of anxious solicitude 
to devise and suggest reasons for carrying it into 
execution. 

There isa familiar case from the early fables, 
where a city was to be defended, and the people 
of the town were called in to know how they 
were to defend it. The carpenter said you were 
to defend it by wooden walls; the blacksmith said, 
by iron; the currier said, by leather. That is the 
way of human nature; and all these suggestions, 
that this work is to be done as a measure of na- 
tional defense, either for the Army or the. Navy, 
I leave out of view. Iwould say to that honor- 
able Senator, and those who are responsible for 
these appropriations, if you present that argu- 
ment, present us first a report from the President 
through his accredited officer, that such an ex- 
penditure is necessary for the Army or the Navy, 
as the case may be. If you come in here on the 


heat.of the occasion, and adopt, and present that | 


as an auxiliary or a sort of collateral and vaguely 
suggested reason whether it may answer or not, 
I do not question in the slightest degree the ne- 
cessity and the effect of the statesraan-like: pur- 
pose of the Senator, yet the money is to be ex- 
pended in his State;and I have the warning voice 
of the currier, who.said, in conclave in the city, 
that the true way of defending the city was to 
defend it by leather. ` 
` Now, Mr. President, 


an amendment—otherwise I shall not take up 
time in framing the provise—that no part of the 
money shall be expended unless it be found b 
the Secretary that a harbor can be made as effi- 
ciently by the expenditure of $50,000 as Mr. 
Bowes and these engineers reported it could be 
done for $160,000? Ifthey will restrict the ex- 
penditure of the money on that basis, we shall 
then give a construction to the bill which both 
the honorable Senatorsfrom Michigan say it has, 
that the Secretary cannot expend the moncy 
unless it will do the work, 

Mr. STUART. Ifthe Senator will take Mr. 
Bowes’s estimate of $162,000, and putit into the 
bill, I will agree to the provision that the harbor 
shall be constructed according to that plan, and no 
money shall be paid unless a contract is made 
agreeably to the plan. 

Mr. MASON. That would. not. be within the 
terms of the proposition. ‘The Senator is chairt- 
man of the Committee on Commerce 

Mr. STUART. | No, sir. 

Mr. MASON. I believe the Senator reported 
the bill. ` i i 

Mr. STUART. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MASON. The gentleman informs the 
Senate by the bill, that sufficient work can. be 
done for $50,000. That is the bill, Now I ask 
him if he will agree to an amendment, that the 
money shall not be expended uniess it will do 
the work in as efficient a manner as that proposed 
by his engineers, of whom his colleague has 
justly, I have no doubt, so highly approved. He 
answers me by saying that, if i will put in the 
appropriation, he will agree that the $50,000 shall 
not be expended if the $162,000 be sufficient to 
do it. . 

Mr. CASS. I do not want to detain the Sen- 
ate; but the Senator from Virginia is a little per- 
emptory in his question, and perhaps a little more 
soin his manner. , 

Mr. SEWARD. Ihope the honorable Sena- 
tor from Michigan will accept a suggestion, and 
make his remarks at another day. ; 


Mr. CASS. I will do it. 
Mr. MASON. Then I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 


fr, SEWARD. I call for the yeas and nays 
on the motion. S 
The yeas and were ordered; and being taken, 
resulted—yeas 14, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS~—Messra. Biggs, Brown, Butler, Clay, Fitzpatrick, $! 


I want to know whether i 
the Senator who brought in this bill will agree to | 


Foot, Houston, Iverson, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Reid; 
Toombs; and Vulee~14.” EDT ee CEAT oe : 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bellof New: Hampshite; Bell-of 


|. Tennessee, Benjamin, Bigler, Bright, Cass, Dodge; Douglas, 


Durkee, Fessenden, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, James, Jones 
of Jowa, Pugh, ‘Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, ‘Trumbull, 
Wade, Weller, and Wright—24, a eae f 


‘So the motion was not agreed to. — 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment; and, on the question, “ Shall-the bill | 


be engrossed for.a third reading??? ale 
Mr.MASON called for the yeas and nays; and 


they were’ ordered; and- being: taken, resulted— 


yeas 23, nays 15; as‘follows! 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hanipshire, “Bell of. jab 


Tennessee, Benjamin, Bright, Cass, Dodge, Douglas; Där- 
kee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Geyer; Harlan, James, J one: 
of iowa, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward,: Stuart, Trumbull, 
Wade, and Wright~23. Se ee a 

NAYS=-Messts. Biggs, ` Biglet, Brown,’ Butler, “Clay, 
Fitzpatrick,’ Houston, Hunter, iverson, Mallory, Mason, 
Reid, Toombs, Weller, and Yulee—J 5, : 


So the bill was ordered’ to'be engrossed for a 
third reading. It was read: the third time; and 
passed, ` ‘ 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion of Mr. BIGLER, the Senate, pro~ 
ceeded to the consideration of éxecutive business; 
and, after some time spent therein, the: doors 
were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tunspar, July 29, 1856. 


The House metat eleven o’clock, a.m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev, Danse, Warno. f 
: CALL OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the Journal, should. be 
read now, it will not be compétent’to have a ‘call 
of the House, and there will beno quorum, kére, 
I therefore move that'there Be a'call of the ‘House 
before the Journalis reads 8 8 ti ol i 

The motion ‘was-agreed to. + = ie 

The roll’ of the House was: then called; when 
the following named members failedto answer 
to their names: ‘ i Ta . . 

Messrs. Henry Bennett, Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, 
Royce, Burlingame, Cadwalader, Childs, Ezra Clark, 
Clingman, Williamson R, W. Cobb, Timothy Davis, De 
Witt, Dickson, Edmundson, Elliott, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Henry M, Fuller, Augustus 
Hall, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Herbert, Hickman, 
Howard, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, King, Knox, 
Letcher, Lindley, Lampkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Sam- 
uel S, Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Millward, 
Mott, Murray, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Paine, Pearce, 
Pelton, Porter, Puryear, Richardson, Rivers, Roberts, Rob- 
ison, Rust, Sandidge, Scott, Shorter, William R. Smith, Tal- 
bott, Tyson, Welch, ‘Wells, and Wheeler. . : h 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move that 
all further proceedings.under the call be:disperised 
with. A A : 

Mr. PHELPS. How many members have 
answered to their names? fe tae rae a 

TheSPEAKER. One hundred and sixty-one. 

The motion was agreed to. s Toni 
: The Journal of. yesterday- was: then xead and 
approved. aja fle tS 


«ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER stated that the business first 
in order was the consideration of a bill (EH. R. 
No. 153) making appropriations for the’support 
of the Army, for the year ending June 31, 1857, 
upon which the House had ordered the previous 
question. 

Mr. TYSON. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to report from the Committee on 
Commerce a bill to regulate the compensation of 
certain officers of the revenue, merely for the pur- 
pose ofreferring itto the Committeeof the Whole 
on the state of the Union, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object. 

CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. GREEN WOOD... I rise forthe purpose 
of calling the attention of the House to.an error 
in the Journal, in reference to. the:resolution of 
last week in regard to evening: sessions. The 


gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Campseny] yesterday | 
moved to extend that resolution during the pres-- 
I believe the Journal does not-speeify ; 
the extent to.which the resolution; was intended | 


ent week. 


to.go-—the present week-enly.: > 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of. Ohio. 
motion: À; Penty : 
The SPEAKER. The Chairis.informed that 
the Journal is correct. Ta : 


; That was, my 


tered .a.. motion. t 
:it-was.so-: referred.. 


motion to: reconsider:, . wed p 
«Theré was (no, objection, and.the motion iwas 
withdrawn, Ride shes aay 5i 
-Mr. SIMMONS. - I ask: the .unanimous-cor 
sent ofthe; House:to-allow -me toi reportan 
pursuant:to notice, ona very:important subje 
.. The SPEAKER. Objection hasbeen mad 
anything out of order. if ose gbod cua bes! 
oMr.-READY. «I moveto» take xapiai motion, 
submitted by me some time since, to.reconsider.a 
VO bese i a | F i 
The SPEAKER, :iIt:is ix On 
time, the House haying ordered: athe: 
| question.: The:gentléman from:Arkangas ‘moves 
ay the Army: bilbandiantendmentson the-table. 
GREENWOOD.» dt has: beenzquagested 
to.mé that :I-should:withdraw:that-motionyand I 
| do -withdrayw it. vy bss eed iud dad 
The SPEAKER.: : The questioncfrst recurs:on 
the first amendment reported by the Committee 
of.the: Whole onthe staterof the Union: 
Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee. Itis: customary, 
I believe,-in such cases, to readall the amend- 
ments, and any gentleman: desiring- a separate 
vote on a particular amendment can-ask: for: it, 
andthe House can vote on all: the amendments 
on which separate. votes are notireqnited. weu 
The SPEAKER. That-course.wilbbe:pursued. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio... I believe Fhave 
aright to be heard on this bill.” SE s 
he SPEAKER. -'Lhe:gentleman: from: Ohio 
ig erititled to, thaefloor.! os odiir suns tp 
Mr: CAMPBELL. } My purpose in-vising-this 
morning, is simply .thatLmay explain.the singu- 
Jar position imawhich Lamplaced+ ad. tosthis 
| bill: axd: the: pending “amendments, shall:feel 
myself constrained, in voting: on two:of:there 
amendments; to:separate myself from.those: with 
whom I) usually act; in-relation to:the subject 
‘-embraced:in them. s boienaero ni ni 
“It is well-known tothe. House- that I, have 
uniformly, from the commencement, been- op- 
posed to the repeal of the Missoüticompròmise, 
‘and in favor of: the speedy: exercise of: all-Jegiti- 
mate legislative power to exclude slavery:from 
Kansas’ and Nebraska. But 1 have‘dpposed in 
committee the amendments which were.offered:by 
the gentleman from Indiana: [Mri Barsoi jand 
by my colleague, {Mr. Saenwian,] on the ground 
that they proposed to introduce int epéndentiegis- 
lation into the-appropriation bills; in’ violation, 
as 1 believe, of the rulessoftthe law, and the usage 
of the House: I-must, therefore, vote againgt 
these amendmentsj'but I wantitto ibe:distinetly 
understood that:I-am in faveriof the: rinciples, 
so:far-as thej propose: protection‘to the oifizens 
of Kansas. “I-would: readily; heartily; and: cor- 
dially-vote for any méasutesextending relief, had 
itbeen introduced under vireumstancesthatiwouald 
meet my approbation. ro ai Srp ne 
„It was the legitimate duty, of either your Com- 
mittee on Territories, or: your Committee on the 
Judiciary; who alone vare-charged with the con- 
sideration of the «subjects embraced in these 
‘arnendments; atan early period -of the session, to 
have introduced- such measures as swould tend: ta 
prevent :the execution of the fraudulent: laws of 
Kansas; and to:declare'them mull and void; or to 
have brought before the ‘House some remedial 
messuress*But nothing: has-been: done; and now, 


bug 


oar 


i 


at the end of the session, within: three:weeks of 
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the time fixed for adjournment, we frid gentlemen 
seking to-accomplish the desired purpose indi- 
rectly, and by; means unauthorized, and, as I 
. believe, of dangerous tendency, by adding to the: 
Army appropriation bill.their provisoes. . ‘These 
propositions are now to be forced on this bill, 
under such circumstances a8, in my judgment, 
will tend to the defeat.of the bill, and the blocking 
of the wheels of the Government. I speak in 
opposition to this extraordinary system: of legis- 
lation now, because we have already received 
notice from gentlemen that similar provisions are 
4o-be-appended to: every. appropriation bill that 
has been reported to this House. These bills have 
been before the House-four months; and I claim 
that, inasmuch as the Committee of Ways and 
‘Means had no proper jurisdiction of the subject 
embraced in these provisoes, in the outset, it is 
rather improper just now to throw the respons- 
ibility on that committee, and thus sink the bills 
‘by independent legislation over which that com- 
mittee has had no power, for no better reason than 
that other committees and the House may have 
failed to perform their duties in regard to the 
interesting condition of the people of Kansas. 

In my judgment, sir, this kind of legislation 
ought not to be adopted, except as a last resort, 
when all other legitimate means have failed. I 
am. free to confess that, had this House sent to 
the Senate such a bill as has heen reported by my 
friend feom Indiana, (Mr. Dunn,] or some meas- 
ure calculated to restore peace in Kansas, and to 
‘exclude slavery therefrom, giving back to the 
free States that what I hold was wrongfully, and 
jn violation of plighted faith, taken from them 
by. the Kansas- ebraska act of 1854;—I say, had 
the House sent some such measure, standing on 
its-own merits, and had the Senate, in defiance 
‘of the public will, as. expressed in the elections 
of 1854, refused to act upon it or defeated it, then 
'I might have favored the introduction of such a 
proviso, into the appropriation bill, as a last 
-resort. 

Gentlemen say their provisoes form the only 

means by which the remedy can now be furnished 
‘for the wrongs to Kansas, ‘They complain of 
great wrong having been done by the repeal of 
the Missouri compromise, which the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Srepnens] has declared to be 
wise and proper legislation. The remedy pro- 
posed amounts to the defeat of the Army appro- 
pnation bill. ` 

What are the circumstances? What the effect 
of this remedy? You have from sixteen to seven- 
teen thousand men in the field. Many of them 
have been sent across the plains to defend the 
Pacific coast—to protect the hardy pioneers there 
from the scalping-knife of the savage. They have 
braved dangers in every form, and have faced 
death under your national flag, in all its terrors. 
It is proposéd by honorable gentlemen to-day, 
claiming to be statesmen, that we shall withhold 
from that branch of the public service the pay 
and. necessaries. to sustain life, because, in 1854, 

‘there was a mistake in legislation. 
~~ Mr. STANTON. I would inquire of my col- 
league whether he did not make some speeches 
in my district during this session ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have made speeches in 
my colleague’s district in behalf of the cause of 
freedom, of law, and of justice. 

Mr. STANTON. would inquire further 
whether he did not avow a willingness to stop 
_the appropriations for the Government until the 
Missouri compromise was restored ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iwil tell the gentleman 
what I said there and elsewhere, if he wishes to | 
quote my stump speeches on me. I said to the 
people of his district, and throughout the N orth- 
west, nothing inconsistent with that which I have 
just uttered. I said I would first support and 
send to the Senate and President a bill, standing | 
on its own merits, to exclude slavery from Kan- 
gas and Nebraska, backed, as I believed it would 
be, by public sentiment of the whole country, | 
undoing the great national wrong which repealed | 

the Missouri compromise; and then, if the Sen- 

ate, in defiance of. the well-known wishes of the 

people, shonid defeat it, or the President, in de- 
Hance of the public will, should veto it, I would, 
as a last remedy, and to extort justice, support 
such a proviso to an appropriation bill. I said I 
would leave the responsibility, under stich cir- 


| 


cumstances, on the Senate or the President, of 


stopping the supplies,;in order to carry into effect 
the principles of that bi i 

I ask my colleague, 
making himself active in 
the deficiency bill was up, did he not move these 
provisoes? What reason had gentlemen for 
withholding it when they were voting for their 
own supplies? When they were making appro~ 

riations for their mileage, and. per diem, and 

ooks, stationery, &., why did not gentlemen 
put in these provisoes? Why wait until the close 
of the session, and then put the weights upon 
the bill which provides the means to pay the sol- 
diers you have called out to spill their blood on 
fields of stricken battle? - 

Mr. GIDDINGS. If my colleage will permit 
me, I will ask him a question. ə 

Mr. CAMPBELL. | have no objection to hear 
my colea, if he wants to come into the ring. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I presume not. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object. 
that the discussion proceed regularly. 

Mr. SPEAKER. Therules of the House ac- 
cord the privilege of debate, in this instance, to 
the gentleman alone who reported the bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. - I have felt the embarrass- 
ment of my position as chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee, and regard it as due to 
myself to explain the reasons for the vote I shall 

tit on the record to-day. I do not make this 
statement, or present these arguments, with a 
view to influence other gentlemen who may vote 
against me. {haveno complaint to make against 
any gentleman who shows a-proper appreciation 
of the circumstances which surround me. 

I wish it to be distinctly understood, that I go 
as far as the furthest of those who claim to be the 
friends of freedom in proper, fatr, and legitimate 
legislation, in behalf of oppressed Kansas. 

r. GIDDINGS. I think, Mr. Speaker, that 
l am perfectly in order; that it is proper for my 
colleague to yield to me for an explanation of the 
reason why Í did not offer this proposition on the 
deficiency bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes,I make no objection 
to my colleague explaining the reasons which 
prevented him from appending these propositions 
to that bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman cannot yield 
the floor without unanimous consent. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. I did not particularly refer 
to my colleague. My interrogatory was general. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. ` I know that my colleague 
is willing to yield. The gentleman from Virginia, 
however, has made objection. I think that I am 
in order in responding why this proviso was not 
nut on the deficiency bill. ` [Cries of “ Go on!”’] 

ery well, then, The reason why the proviso 
was not germane or proper to the bill referred to 
for our own pay, &c., is plain to every man. 
We are now providing for the support of the 
Army. The President has used the Army to 
overthrow the Constitution; and he now calis on 
us to make appropriations to aid him in further- 
ance of his design. The proviso, therefore, is 
only to save the Constitution of the country and 
the rights of the people against usurpation. And 
I would ask my colleague whether he feels bound 
to aid the executive arm in thus overthrowing 
the liberties of the country? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It was not held that these 

rovisoes were not germane to the deficioncy bill. 
My colleague knows full well there were in that 
bill large appropriations for the Army. There 
were clauses there to which this proviso was as 
applicable as it is to this bill; but that bill con- 
tained appropriations to pay members of Con- 
gress. This does not. 

I will answer my colleague’s question. I will 
go as far as he or any other man in resisting, by 
lawful and constitutional means, the usurpations 
of a corrupt Executive, who may seek to use a 
portion of the army for the purpose of tramp- 
ling down the rights of the citizens of Kansas. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. My colleague does not un- 
derstand me The House will bear testimony 
that the appropriation bill to which my colleague 
refers was for deficiencies in the appropriations 
ofthe past year. Weare now providing for the 
expenditures of the coming year. I want him to 
meet me on this point. Wil he give the Execu- 


[Mr. Srawron,] who is 
this matter, why, when 


I insist 


‘tive power to enforce the obnoxious laws of Kan- 


sas in the coming year? 


Mr. CAMPBELL. ‘We are now providing 


supplies for the Army for the-current fiscal year. 
No provision has yet been made. by law for the 
Army supplies for any time since tne 30th of June 
last, Let your Military Committee, that has the 
power over the direction-which is to be given to 
the operations of your Army, restrict the power 
of the President, as my colleague suggests, and 
I will vote for it. ` , 

Mr. Speaker, I have spoken on this subject this 
morning, because I understand the same. proviso 
ig. to be attached to the civil appropriation bill, 
and all other appropriation bills, and I feel that 
the effect will be to defeat them. Iam unwilling 
to take the responsibility of withholding supplies 
for the various branches of the public service until 
other committees and this House shall have done 
their duty in sending some bill to the Senate by 
which these troubles in the Territories might be 
finally adjusted. : 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Will my colleague permit 
me to propound a question to him? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I object. > 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
cannot interrupt his colleague, except to explain 
a remark of his own speech. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. would like to make- an 
explanation, but my colleague seems to be under 
theguardianship of the gentleman from Louisiana 


to-day. 

Mr CAMPBELL. 1 will inform my colleague 
that no man living has a guardianship over me. 

Mr, GIDDINGS. I did not allude to my 
colleague. 

Mr CAMPBELL. My colleague’s remark 
intimated I was under guardianship. 

Mr, GIDDINGS. I did not mean to intimate 
anything of the kind. My colleague yielded to 
mé like a gentleman, but the gentleman from 
Louisiana objected. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. And Ihope always to de- 
mean myself towards my colleague and all others 
as a gentleman. I am fully satisfied that the 
territorial laws of Kansas are founded in fraud ; 
and if the Committee on the J udiciary, or the 
Committee on Territories, will bring in a bill 
to repeal them, I will vote to wipe them out. 1 
am willing to repeal the Kansas-Nebraska act, 
and reorganize the territorial government, upon 
the basis of the slavery restriction of the act of 
1820. But, sir, because a political party may 
have done a great wrong in 1854, and because 
the President of the United States may exercise 
his functions corruptly and in the spirit of usurp- 
ation, I will not withhold the supplies from 
those who have consented to fight the batiles of 
their country, and have just demands upon our 
Treasury. 

For these reasons I shall have to separate 
myself this morning from those with whom I 
generally act—regretting that I am placed in a 
position where I am compelled to do it from a 
sense of the relations I occupy (as chairman of 
the Ways and Means Committce) to the business 
of the House, the interests of the country, and 
the perpetuity of the Government. I have made 
these remarks in order that there might be no 
misrepresentation or misunderstanding in regard 
to my position, or in reference to the great ques- 
tions which are involved in the vote about to be 
taken. 

Mr. PRINGLE. Iwould inquire of the Chair 
whether it is in order to demand a separate vote 
upon any individual appropriation in the bill. 

Mr. PHELPS. Of course not. 

The SPEAKER. That will depend upon the 
separation which the genticman may require, 

Mr. PHELPS. ! understand that the gentle- 
man’s inquiry is, whether upon any separate item 
of this bill a separate vote can be taken. I hold 
that it cannot be donc. 

The SPEAKER. [If the gentleman from New 
York will suggest the division which he desires, 
the Chair will rule upon the question. 

Mr. PRINGLE. ‘The itera upon which I ask 
a separate vote, is the appropriation of $300,000 
for the Post Office extension.. I want a separate 
vote upon it, as I think it is in the wrong bill. 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman’s inquiry is 
in reference to an item in the original bill passed 
upon by the committee. The whole billis before 
the House, and we cannot have a vote upon the 
separate items of the original bill, but only upon 


the amendments adopted in the committee. 


ae 


bills. ; 

The SPEAKER., That isthe only exception 
to the rule that there can be no division upon the 
question of engrossment. 

The Clerk then proceeded to read the amend- 
ments reported. to the ‘House by the. Committee 
of the Whole onthe state of the Union, and the 
question was taken upon all amendments upon 
which a separate vote was not demanded, and they 
were agreed to. Aid a 

The first amendment, on which a separate vote 
has been asked, was reported, as follows: 

After line thirteen, insert as follows : 

‘But Congress, hereby disapproving the code of alleged 
jaws officiaily communicated to them by the President, and 
which, are represented to have been enacted by a body 
claiming to be the Territorial Legislature of Kausas; and 
also disapproving of the inanner in whieh said alleged laws 
have been enforced by the authorities of said Territory, 
expressly declare that, until these alleged laws shall have 
been affirmed by the Senate and House of Representatives 
as having been enact@l by a legal Legislature, chosen in 
conformity with the organie law, by the people of Kansa 
no part of the military foree of the United States 
employed in aid of their enforcement, nor shall any citizen 
of Kansas be required, under those provisious, to act as a 
part of the posse comitatus of any officer acting as marshal 
to sheriff in said Territory. 

Mr. BARBOUR. 
amendment. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I submit to the Chair, 
as a point of order, that that amendmentis not in 
order to any appropriation bill, It is the same 
point of order that was submitted to the Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, The only difference is, that it is 
now offered as an amendment to this bill by that 
committee. Itis, however, in the same position 
as if it had been offered by the. Committee of 
Ways and Means, or by an individual member 
of this body. I submit to the Chair that it is not 
in order as an amendment to the Army appropri- 
ation bill. It is not relevant, and is in direct vio- 
lation of the rules of the Hlouse on the subject 
of amendments. 

-The SPEAKER. On the question submitted 
by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Barsoun,] 
the Chair will say that the amendment appears to 
embody but:one proposition, and is not divisible. 
The practice of the House, as the Chair under- 
stands it,is, that when an amendment is reported 
by the Committee of the Whole to the House, the 
vote of the House is taken upon it as reported. 

Mr. STANTON. Isubmit to the Chair that 
itis a novelty in parliamentary practice to make 
a question of order on the amendments reported by 
the Committce of the Whole. Lt comes entirely 
too late. Whatever question might have been 
raised on this amendment, if it were offered by 
an individual member, or a standing committee, 
none can be raised when it is reported by a Com- 
mittee of the Whole 

Mr. MILLSON, (interrupting.) Fs the point 
of order debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. | 

Mr. STANTON, (continuing.) The rules re- 
quire the House to act on amendments reported 
by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I object to debate. 

Mr. COBB.. I have no objection to hearing 
the gentleman’s suggestions, and will be happy to 
reply to them. I can see no difference, so faras 
the rules are concerned, whether an amendment | 
comes froin a committee, or from an individual 
member. Committees are not permitted to violate 
the rules; and if the Committee on Military 
Affairs were to recommend the amendment to this 
bill, which the Speaker held to be clearly out of 
order and not to be entertained, the fact that it 
was reported by that committee would not alter 
the force of therule. Nor does the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union occupy a | 
different position—so far as conformity to your 
rule is required—from any ott mittee, On 
that principle I submit to the i, that if this 


I ask for a division of that 


amendment would not be in order as coming from | 
a member, neither is it in order as coming from | 


the-Cormittee: of: the: Whole-on the state of:the | 
Union: Sire 
Mr, GIDDINGS. I think I could ‘polit, the | 
gentleman to a precedent directly in point. If that | 
gentleman will look back’to the-time- of the decla- 
ation of war against Mexico, hé will find that.a 
provision declaring war to exist was put upon the 
Army appropriation bill. ye 

Mr. QUITMAN. [call the gentleman to order. 
It is notin order. to discuss a question of order; 
and I want this bill to be disposed of without loss 
of time. ` , 

Mr, GIDDINGS. I was referring, Mr. Speaker, 
to a precedent of solemn, high, and commanding 
influence, in which the whole House, with four- 
teen exceptions, declared it to be legitimate to 
insert in the appropriation bill a declaration that 
we were in a state of war, when they who did 
so, and everybody else, knew that we were not; 
and they compelled every man to submit to that 
outrage, as we called it; and. forced us all, who did 
not support that vote, to take our positions against 
the war. 

Again: that gentleman will remember another 
very illustrious example. When we were making 
an appropriation of three millions to obtain a peace | 
with Mexico, we attached to that a proviso that 
there should be no slavery in the territory. T 
now come to the point—that, when we make an 
appropriation, we may limititsexpenditure. That. 
principle has been held to be legitimate since the 
commencement of the Government. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to a ques- | 
tion of order. The gentleman from Ohio is dis- 
cussing the merits of the amendment, not, the 
question of its being in order, 

‘The SPEAKER. Unless by unanimous con- 
sent, debate is not in order, inasmuch as the 
House has ordered the previous question to be 
put. The rule is imperative that where the pre- 
vious question has been ordered, all questions of 
order must be decided without debate. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Then I appeal to the gen- 
erosity of the’ other side of the House to show 
us the same liberality that we have shown them. 
We let them speak without hesitation, I am 
only quoting precedents; and I. call upon the 
Chair to examine that point—that where we 
make an appropriation of money, we—the Repre- 
sentatives of the people—may limit the expendi- 
ture in just such terms as we please. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I must insist on 
the question of order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Then I submit. 

The SPEAKER. On the question of order 
presented by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Cosz,] the Chair is-of ‘opinion that the House 


must pass upon the amendment, as the question ;| 


whether it would be germane to’ the bill was a: 
question for the Committee of the Whole on the | 
state of the Union to pass upon. It having been 
reported to the House, the Chair is unwilling to 
rule it out of order under the rules of the House. 
The Chair, from recollection only, refers to a} 
precedent for this question, which arose in the | 
last Congress on the Nebraska bill, when the 
Chair distinctly took the ground—which was | 
acquiesced in by the House—-that a question of | 
order decided by a Committee of the Whole | 
House could not be reopened in the House. 

Mr. COBB. Those who agree with me on this 
question of order will have an opportunity of 
meeting it by voting against the amendment. I 
will not urge the point of order further. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in i 


the negative—yeas 88, nays 89; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Bail, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Buffinton, James H.Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, 
Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damreil, Day, 
Dean, Dick, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Flagler, Gal- 
loway, Giddings, Gilbert, Gr : 
Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, 
Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp. Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Kunkel, Leite t MeUarty, Killian Miller,Morgan, 
Morrill, Mott, Nicho. ', Parker, Pe 
ton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Strana- 
han, Tappan, Todd, Tras 


Israel Washburn, Watson, Wood,. Woodruff, and Wood- 

worth—-88. í 
NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Bell, Bowie, Branch, 

Broom, Burnett, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, 


| 
t 
i 


ager, Grow, Robert B. Hall, | 


orton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pel- | 


von. Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, | 
Waldron, Cadwalader C.Washburne, Bilihu B.Washburne, | 


SSIONAL: GLOBE. 
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| ily. 


So the amendment was disagreed to. 
Pending the call of the roll, oe 

Mr. BINGHAM stated:that he had paired of 
with Mr. Harry of lowas feos 

Mr. CLARKE, of New: York;’stated that he 
had paired off with Mri Keutyss. i pe 

Mr. CRAGIN stated that :hë had: paire 
with Mr. McMuuuim, on all questione-e tept: 
Army appropriation bill. “He'voted ‘say.’ 
Mr. PRINGLE stated that Mr. Dicx sow 
absent fromthe House on account of illness: 
Mr. VALK stated that Mr. A: K. Marsa 


ff 


was detained from the House by indisposition 
Mr. MEACHAM statedthat-he-had paired: off 
fee 


with Mr. Cuiweman, and therefore: did: no 
at liberty to vole; otherwise he should:have-¥ 
in the affirmative, for he would never: vote 
dollar or one cent to carry out these. scandalous 
enactments of Kansas. . ee 
. Mr. PENNINGTON said, that expecting to 
be absent the early part of this week, he had 
aired off with Mr. Borer.) yeti ; 

Mr, BRANCH announced that Mr.G. : 
aper, and Mr. Davis, of: Massachusetts, had 
paired off. as Og 


Mr. GROW explained that he had paired: off 


aye. Mr. Packer voted no... 8 : 
"Mr. THORINGTON did not’ vo 
paired off with Mr. ELi é 
affecting Kansas affairs.: >). ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. said, that: he! had: been’ 
quested to state that Mr. McMot.in had parted 
off until Thursday with Mr. Gracin upon-all 
questions but the Army bill... wo Be 

Mr. GREENWOOD stated that his colleag 
Mr. Rust, was called away to attend a sick fa 


The question reciirréd upon ‘the’ th 
ment; which was reported as follows 


“Provided, nevertheless, That no pi itary 
force of the United States herein provided for-shall beers 


ployed in aid of the enforcement ofthe enactments:of thè 
alleged Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Kansas, 
recently assembled at Shawnee Mission, ‘until’ Congress 
shall have enacted either that it was or was not a valid 
Legislative Assembly, chosen in conformity with the or- 
ganic law by the people of the said Territory: And pro- 
vided, That until Congress shall have passed on the valid- 
ity of the said Legislative Assembly of Kansas, it shali bé 
the duty of the President to use the military force*in-said 
‘Territory to preserve the peace, suppress insurrection; repel 
invasion, and protect persons and property therein,.and 
upon the national highways in the State. of..Missouri, or 
elscwhere, from unlawful seizures and searches? “And be 
it further provided, That the President is required to disaim 
the present organized militia ofthe Territory of Kansas, 
and recall all the United States.arms therein distdbuted, 
aud to prevent armed men from going into said Territory 
to disturb the public peace, or aid in the enforcement or 
resistance of real or pretended laws. ree 


Mr. SHERMAN. It will be perceived, 
this amendment is divided into three separate 
propositions, each contained in a separate paras 

raph, and entirely independent: of ‘each ‘oth 
Task that the amendment may be divided, an 
separate vote taken upon each part of-it. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia,’ E submit: that there 
are no separate propositions contained “in: the: 
amendment, and that it is therefore indivisibl 

The SPEAKER. The Committee: of, 
Whole on the state of the Union have-repe 
the amendment as a whole; and in th 
the Chair, for that reason, It is indivisi 

Mr. WASHBURN, of: Maine. 4 Y 
inquire, if the proposition 18 int elt dt 
upon what rule thé Chair dee 4 
now be divided? =: 

Mr, JONES, of 


willlook to the: resolute 
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committee ;“he will find that it fully sustains the 
‘di z 


cision of the Chair. fois BE te 
The “SPEAKER. The right to divide the 
proposition was in the Committee of the ‘Whole. 
St is to be- presumed that the proposition was 
divided in Committee of the Whole, and as ithas 
sbéenereported to-the House asa whole, in: the 
opinion-of the Chair the amendment is not now 
divisible n oo A EA 
~ Mr. WASHBURN. Suppose the amend- 
ment consisted of three distinct and separate ad- 
ditional sectidns; would it not be in order to 
divide them? 

Mr. WINSLOW... No. debate is in order; I 
call the gentleman to order. 
The SREAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
the.amendment having been reported by the Com- 
tmitteéiof the: Whole on the state of the Union, as 
a whole, it is not divisible; and the Chair is sus- 
tainéd in. this decision by: the practice of the 
House in ever beg Congress 

Mr. WASHBURN. I think I ħave known a 
different-ruling in very many instances, and the 
decision: of the Chair is. certainly not sustained 
by-any rule of the House. I will not, however, 
appeal from the decision. g eer 

‘The question. was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 91, nays 86; as follows: 
» YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, ‘Benson, Billingburst, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Buftinton, James H.Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, 
‘Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback,, Damrell, Day, 
Dean, Dick, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Flagler, 
Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Kobert B. 
Hall, Harlan, Harrison, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B. Lorton, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 


Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, . Matteson, McCarty, | 


Killian “Miller, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, 
‘Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thurston, 
Todd, ‘Tratton, Wade, Wakéman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
dwilader C. Washburne, Blii B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson; Weleh, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worh-—94. Sa 
NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Betl, Bowie, Branch, 
Broom, Burnett, John, P. Campbell, Lewis. D. Campbell, 
Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Cox, Craige; Crawtord, Cullen, Davidson, Henry 
Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, English, 
Eustia, Faulkner, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, J, Morrison Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Hofman, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, Kennett, Kidwell, Knight, Lake, 
Lindley, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Mar- 
shall, Maxwell, Smith Miller, Milson, Packer, Peck, 
Phelps, Powell, Puryear, Quitiian, Reade, Ready, Ricaud 
Rivers, Ruffin, Savage, Seward, 
William Smith, William R. S 
art, Swope, Taylor, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Valk, 
Walker, Warner, Watkins, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, 
Daniel $. Wright, John V, Wright, and Zollicoffer—86. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


‘Pending the call of the roll, 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, stated that the 


X 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, 


with, Sneed, Stephens, Stew- 


amendment, in a single particular, did not meet. 


his approbation; but in order that it might be 
amended and put into proper shape hereafter, he 
voted.ay. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, said that not 
wishing to depend upon the Senate to amend our 
legislation, he-voted no. 
he question now being on ordering the bill, 
as amended, to be engrossed, and read a third 
time, 
Mr. COBB, of Georgia, demanded the yeas and 
nays. 


he yeas and nays were ordered; the question 
was takensand it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 92, nays 83; as follows: 


YEAS-~Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Buffinton, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, 
Cumback, Damrell, Day, Dean, Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Baie, 
Emre, Flagler, Gatlowa: „Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, 
Robert B.. Hatt, Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Hol loway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B, Borton, Hughston, Kel- 
sey, King, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mat- 
teson, McCarty, Killian Miler, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, 
Mott, Nichols, Norton, . Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pelton 
Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Strano 
ahan, Tappan, Thurston, Todd, Tration, Wade, Wakeman 
Walbridre, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Eulihu 
B. Washbume, Israel Washburn, Watson, Weleh. Wood 
Woodruf; and Woodworth—Q, ae ? 
NAYS--Messrs. Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett 
Bowie, Brahch, Broom, Burnett, John P: Campbell, Carlile, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Howell Cobb, Williamson R, W, Cobb, 
Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter 
Davis, Denver, Dowdeli, Dunn, Edmundson, English, Eus- 
tis, Faulkner, Foster, Thomas J. D, Fuller, Goode, Green- 
` Wood, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Hofiman, Houston, Jewett, George W, Jones, J- 
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Glancy Jones, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Lindley, Lumpkin, 
Alexander K. Marshall, Uumphrey Marshall, Samuel 8. 
Marshall, Maxwell, Smith. Miler, Millson, Packer, Peck, 
Phelps, Powell, Paryear, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricard, 
Ruffin, Savage, Seward, Shorter; Samuel A Smith, Wiliam 
Smitb, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, 
Swope, Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, 
Warmer, Watkins. hitney, Williams, Winslow, Daniel 
B: Wright; John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—83. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time. A 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, stated that he was 
unwilling to.see the bill lost, and as his friend 
from Maine [Mr. Wasueurn] assured him that 
it would be so amended in the Senate as to divest 
the President of the extraordinary powers con- 
ferred upon him, to disarm the people of Kansas, 
he voted ay. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WASHBURN said he depended upon a 


ment, and not upon the Senate. 

Mr. AIKEN asked leave to vote, having been 
outside the bar when his name was called. 

Objection was made. 

The bill being engrossed, was then read the 
third time, and the question being upon its pas- 


sage 
“Rte. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, called the previ- 
ous question. The previous question was sec- 
onded, and the main question ordered. 

Mr. GREENWOOD asked for the yeas and 


ae on 
he yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 89, nays 82; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Ben- 
son, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buf- 
finton, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chatlee, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Dam- 


Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert 
B. Halt, Hartan, Marrison, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B. Horton, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
Knowlton, Kuox, Kunkel, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Kil- 
lian Miller, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Nichols, Norton, An- 
drew Oliver, Parker, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, 
Purviance, Ritchie, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thurston, Todd, 
Fratton, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwal- 
ader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, {srael, Wash- 
bam, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth 


NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Bell, Henry Bennett, | 
Hendley $. Bennett, Bowie, Branch, Broom, Burnett, Car- | 
lile, Caruthers, Caskie, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, H. Winter Davis, | 
Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, English, Eustis, 
Faulkner, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W, Harris, Thomas L. Barris, | 
Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 


Jones, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Lindley, Lumpkin, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, Smith Mil- 
Jer, Millson, Packer, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Puryear, Quit- 
man, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Rutin, Savage, Sew- 
ard, Shorter, Samucl A. Smith, William Smith, Sneed, 
Blepheus, Stewart, Swope, Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, 
Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Whitney, Williams, | 
Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zoli- 
coffer—d2. 


So the bill was 
Mr. CAMPBE 


pama: ; 
L, of Ohio, moved to recon- | 


sider the vote by which the bill was passed, and |i 


also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on | 
the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled a resolu- 
‘tion authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
modify the plan of the custom-house at Ells- 
worth, Maine; when the Speaker signed the 
same. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL,: of Ohio, by unanimous 
consent, reported from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, the Indian appropriation bill, with 
the amendments of the Senate thereto, with the 
recommendation that some of the amendments 
be concurred in and others non-concurred in; 
which, with the report of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 


REVENUE LAWS. 


The SPEAKER stated the regular order of 
business to be upon the bill- of the House (No. | 
187) to establish the collection districts of the 
United States, to designate the ports of entry, 
and-ports of delivery of the same, and for other 
purposes. - 


i 
j 


reh, Day, Dean, Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, | i i aed 3 
gler, G: y i í i y t || ries, House bill (No. 75) to annul certain acts of 


i iow, Daniel B, 


: Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hinois: This is a 
bill regulating the change of collection districts, 
and codifying, to some extent, the entire revenue 
laws of the country. It is a bill of too much im- 
portance to receive that attention which it ought 
to receive during this session of Congress; and I 
move, therefore, that its. further consideration be, 
postponed until the second Tuesday in Decem- 
‘ber. : 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dicxins, its Secretary, notifying ‘the 
House that the Senate had passed bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; in which he was directed to ask the 
concurrence of the House: 

S. No. 39. An act making an appropriation 


| for the construction of a harbor at the mouth of 
committee of conference to amend the amend- ii 


Grand river, in the State of Michigan. 

S. No. 368. An act to amend the act entitled 
“ An act to remodel the diplomatic and consular 
systems of the United States,” approved March 
1, 1855. 

S. No. 40. An act making an appropriation for 
the construction of a harbor at the mouth of 
Black river, in the State of Michigan. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to an amend- 
ment of the House to the resolution of the Senate 
(S. R. No. 21) entitled “ A resolution authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to modify the plan 
of the custom-house at Ellsworth, Maine.” 


KANSAS AFFAIRS. 


Mr. DUNN. I rise to a privileged question, 
as I understand it. I find, by looking at the order 
of business on the Speaker’s table, that on the 
2ith of February there was reported to the House, 
by the chairman of the Committee on Territo- 


the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 


| Kansas, and to secure to the citizens of said Ter- 
i xitory their rights and privileges; which was re- 
| ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 


of the Union, I then moved to reconsider the 
| vote by which the bill was so referred. I believe 
the motion to reconsider has not yet been acted 
on. Am I correct? ` 

The SPEAKER. The motion has not yet 
been acted upon. - 

Mr. DUNN. I then call up the motion to re- 
consider, and demand the previous question upon 
it. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider upon the table. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, demanded 


i| the yeas and nays upon the motion. 


'The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| Mr. EUSTIS. call for the reading of the 
territorial acts which it is proposed to repeal. 
The SPEAKER, It is notin order to call for 
the reading of the papers referred to by the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana The only matter for the 
House to pass upon is the bill itself, and it is not 
in order to call for the reading of extraneous 
matter. 

. Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I do not wish to 
| raise any difficulty in the matter, but I suppose 
the gentleman from Louisiana has aright to know 
what are the laws upon the repeal of which he is 
called to vote. 


The SPEAKER. It is not in order for the 
gentleman from Louisiana, at this stage of the 
proceedings, to call for the reading of the papers 
designated by him. They are not before the 
House. í 


The question was taken upon Mr. Coss ’s mo- 


tion;and it was decided in the negative—yeas 69, 
nays 93; as follows: 


Aiken, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. Ben- 
| nett, Bowie, Branch, Broom, Burnett, John P. “Campbell, 
Carlile, Caskie, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Cox, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Ed- 
mundson, £n 1, Faulkner, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
| Goode, Gre ood, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Har~ 
; Thomas L. Harris, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, 

J, Glaney Jones, Ken ett, Kidwell, Lake, Lindley, Lump- 
kin, Samuel S. Marshall, Smith Miller, Millson, Peck. 
Phelps, Powell, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Rufin, Sav- 
age, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
Wiliam S Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, 
Tayior, Trippes ywood, Valk, Walker, Warner, Wins- 
right, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer 


YEAS—-M: 


—69. 
NAYS—Messra. Albright, AHison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
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Bennett, Benson, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buf- 
finton, James H. Campbeil, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cumback, Damrell, 
Dean, Dick, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, Flag- 
ler, Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, 
Grow, Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Holloway, Thomas R. 
Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Hughston, Kelsey, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Hum- 
plrey Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, Moore, 
Morgan, Morrill, Matt, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Packer, Parker, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purvi- 
ance, Ritchie, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Spinner, Stan- 
ton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Wade, 
Wakeman, Waitbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Wash- 
burue, Bllibu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Weleh, Wells, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—93. 

So the House refused to lay the motion to 
reconsider upon the table. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. PURYEAR stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Simons, who had been called out of 
the House on important business, 

Mr. QUITMAN stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Scorr upon this vote. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania, stated that Mr. 
Vair had paired off with Mr. BILLINGHURST. 

The question recurred upon the motion to 
reconsider; and being taken, the motion was 
agreed to. 

'The question then recurred on the motion to 
commit the bill to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Is the motion to com- 
mit debatable ? : 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. DUNN. Ido not wish to debate it. 

The motion was not agreed to, 

Mr. DUNN. I now move to amend the bill 
of the Territorial Committee, by striking out all 
after the enacting clause, and then inserting what 
Į send to the Clerk’s desk; and I demand the pre- 
vious question upon that motion. 

Mr. GROW. I wish to say to the gentleman 


from Indiana that L had prepared a substitute | 


for this bill, declaring void all the acts of the 
pretended Legislature of Kansas which met at 
Shawnee Miasion, and providing for the dis- 
charge of all persons in the Territory held in con- 
finement, under charge of treason. I desire to 
inquire if the substitute of the gentleman from 
Indiana provides for setting at liberty these men. 

Mr. WAKEMAN, Certainly it does. 

Mr. GROW. I wish to appcal to the gentle- 
man from Indiana to allow me to offer the substi- 


tute I have named, before he offers his substitute. | 


Mr. DUNN. lask for the reading of my 
amendment, and call for the previous question 
upon it. 

The amendment was read; and is as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That all that purt of the ‘Territory of th i 
which lies between the parallels of thirty-s 
thirty minutes and forty degrees of 
is cast of the eastern boundary of the ‘Perr 
the southeast corner thereof, and east of a line thene 
south to said parallel, of thirty-six degrees thirty minutes 
north latitude, and is bounded on the east by the western 
boundary of the State of Missouri, shal} constitute one Ter- 
ritory, and shall be, and hereby is, constituted and organized 
into a temporary government by the name of the ‘Territory 
of Kansas Provided, 'Yhat nothing in this act shall be so 
eanstrued tas ta impair or in any way interfere with the 
right®of person, property, or the government of any Indian 
or Indian tribes now within said limits, whieh have been 
heretofore sceured to such Indian or tribes by any treaty or 
law of Congress, so long as such rights or government shall 
remain unaffected by laws of Congress to be passed, or 
treaties to be made, after the passage of this act. Norsball 
anything herein contained impede or otherwise affect the 
authority of the Government of the United States to make 
any regulations respecting such Indians, their government, 
property, or other rights, by Jaw, treaty, or otherwise, here- 
atter, whieh it would have been competent for the Govern- 
ment of the United States to make if this act had never 
passed: And provided further, That nothing in this act 
contained shall be construed to prohibit the Government of 
the United States from hereafter dividing said Territory of 
Kansas into two or more States or ‘lerritories, in such 


manner and at such time or times as Congress shall deem ; 


convenient and proper, or froin attaching all or any p 
thereof to any other State or Territory of the United States, 
except to such as by any law or usage may at tke time tol- 
crate the institution of slavery. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the executive 
power and authority in 
shall be vested in a Governor, who shall hold his office for 
four years, and until his successor shall be appointed and 
qualified, unless sooner removed by the President of the 
United States. The Governor shall reside within said Ter- 
ritory, shall be commander-in-chief of the militia thereof, 
shali perform the duties and receive the emoluments of su- 
perintendent of Indian affairs, and shall approve of ailiaws 
passed by the Legislative Assembly before they shall take 
effect, unless two thirds of each branch of the Legislature 
shall pass such law, notwithstanding the objection of such 


a4 


| 
ej 
| 
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| 


and over said Territory of Kansas } 


| 
il 


Governor, as hereinafter provided ; he may grant pardons 
for offenses against the laws of said Territory, and reprieves | 
for offenses against the laws of the United States, until the 
decision of the President can be made known thereon; he 
shall commission all officers who shall be appointed to office 
under the laws of the said ‘Territory, and shali take care 
that the laws be faithfully executed. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That there shall be a 
secretary of said Territory, who shall reside therein, and 
hold his office for four years, unless sooner removed by the 
President of the United States; he shall record and pre- | 
serve all the laws and proceedings of the Legislative Assem- 
bly hereinafter constituted, and all the acts and proceedings 
of the Governor in his executive department; he shall 
transmit six copies of the Jaws and journals of the Legis- 
lative Assembly within sixty days after the end of each 
session, and also six copies of the executive proceedings, 
on or before the Ist day of December in each year, to the 
President of the United States, for the use of the President 
and the executive departments; and at the same tine, 
twelve copies ofeach of said documents to the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives, and the like number to the 
President of the Senate, for the use of Congress; and in 
ease of the death, removal, resignation, or other necessary 
absence of the Governor from the Territory, the secretary 
shall lave, and he is hereby authorized and required to 
execute and perform, all the powers and duties of the Gov- 
ernor during such vacancy or necessary abseucc, or until 
another Governor shall be daly appointed to fill such į 
vacaney. 

Sec. 4, And be it further enacted, That the legislative | 
power and authority of said ‘Territory shall be vested in the 
Governor and a legislative Assembly. The Legislative +: 
Assembly shail consist of a Council and House of Repre 
sentatives. ‘I'he Council shall consist of thirteen members, 
hereinaiter preseribed, 
hall continac iwo yea 


| 


having the qualifications of vote 
rvice 


whose term of | 


House of Represer 


ing the same quatifieations 
the Council, and whose term 
e shall continue one year. The number of repre- 
sentatives may be increased by the Legislative Assembly 
from time to tune, in proportion to the increase of popnla- 
tion: Provic Phat the whole number shall never exceed | 
thirty-nine. An apportioumeut shall be made, as n 
equal as practicubic, among the several coumics or districts, 
for the election of the Council and Representatives, giving 
to each section of the Territory representation in the ratio 
of its popwation, Indians not citizens of the United States 
excepted, as nearly as way be. And the members of the | 
Council and of the House of Representatives, at and for 
two movths before the time of their election, aud during | 
their te of 


vica, shall reside in, and be inbabitauts of, $ 
the district for which they may be elected, respectively, 
and shall have been actual residents of sad ‘Territory for 
one year next before such election; and shall be citizens of 


the United States, and of the age of twenty-five years. 
The first election under this act shall be held on ‘Tuesday | 


after the first Monday in November next, and on the first 
Monday in Aug anonally thereafter, at such places, and 
be conducted in h manner, as the Governor shall appoint 
and direct, until further provision by law; and he shall, at 
the sumce time, deelare the number of members of the 
Council and House of Representatives to which cach of the | 
counties or districts shall be entitled under this act. The 
number of persons authorized to be clected having the 
highest number of legal votes in each of said council dis- 
tricts for members of the Council, shall be declared by the | 
Governor to be daly elected to the Council; and the person 
or persons authorized to be elected having the greatest 
number of legai votes for the House of Representatives, 
equal to the number to which each county or district shall 
be entitled, shall be declared by the Governor to be duly | 
elected members of the House of Representatives: Pro- 
vided, ‘That, in case of a tie between two or more persons | 
voted for, the Governor shall order a new election to supply ji 


| 


GRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| for the purpo: 


j Legis 


|} one object, and that shall be expri 


person, to be entitled to any of said privileges, be required 
to take an oath or affirmation to support any Jaw. other 
than the Constitution of the United States. Nor shal! cruel 
or unusual punishments be allowed, nor reasdnable bait be 
refused to any person accused of any crime except treason 
and murder, nor in the latter case unless the proof is 
evident or the presuinption great. Neither shall any Jaw 
be passed to confer upon any person or persons, natural 
or artificial, any banking powers or privileges, of any 
kind whatever, or allowing any person or persons, as afore- 
suid, with such powers granted to them in any other State or 
Territory of the United States, the privilege to set up, main- 
lain, or carry on, in any manner whatever, the business of 
banking within said ‘Territory of Kansas. Nor shall said 
Legis ative Assembly borrow money on the faith of the 
Territory or otherwise, or authorize itto be dove for any 
other purpose, or on any other oecasion or pretense, than 
to protect the people of said Territory against invasion or 
insurrection, or Indian depredations ; aud loans for any of 
such purposes shall not exceed in the aggregate, at any one 
time, the sum of 100,000. When any loans shall be made. 
or provided for, it shall be the duty of the Governor of said 
Territory forthwith to inform the President of the United 
States thercof,and also for whatspecific purpose such lean 
was directed. Neither shall it be competent for the legis- 
lative department of said Territory to issue, or authorize to 
be issued, any bonds, dratts, serip, or other evidences of 
debt of any description, for any other purpose than above 
named, or fora greater amount outstanding at one time, in 
the aggregate, than above named. And all laws, or pre- 
tended laws, whether now existing, or hereatter enacted in 
said Territory, in contravention of the provisic s of this act, 
shall be void. All laws shall be, as far as possible, equal 
and uniform in their operation.” No distinction shall be 
made, in assessments, between different kinds of property, 
of taxation 5 but all ments shall 
recording to the true value theredf: Provided, That the 

ative Assembly may exempt from a yent and 
taxation all property held or set apart for ons, ehar- 
jtable, or educational purposes, all public libraries, and all 
e libraries, other than those used for profe 
3 also, other personal property of any one person not 
ling in value &§300. 'I'o avoid the confusion and im- 
proprieties which may result from intermixing in one and 
Ule same aet or daw a number of things or subjects which 
have no relation to each other, every iaw shall embrace but 
d in the tide of the 
bill oract. And every act which shall pass the Council 
and House of Representatives shall, before it becomes 2 
law, be presented to the Governor for bis siynature. If he 
approve, he shall sign it; otherwise he shall retin it to the 
llouse in which itoriginated, with his objections, who shall 
enter said objections at large on their journal, and proceed 
to reconsider it. If, after such reconsideration, a majority 
of two thirds of the memb elected to that House shall 
again pass it, and have theirnames entered upon their jour- 
nal upon a call of the saud nays, said bill shall then, 
with said objections, be sent to the otber House for the Jike 
reconsideration, And if said bill shall, in that House, 
receive alike majority, and their names be entered upon 
their journal upon a call of the yeas and nays, it shall be- 
come a law; subject, nevertheless, to review by Congress, 
as in other cases. And if any bill shall not be returned by 
the Governor within three days (excluding the Sabbath) 
after it shall be presented to him, the same shall become a 
law (unless Congress forbid it) in like manner as if he had 
signed it, uni the embly, by adjournment, prevent its 
‘return, ju which case it shall not be a law. 

SEC. 7. And be it further enacted, ‘Thatall township, dis- 
trict, and county officers, not herein otherwise provided 


be a 


i 
jl 
} 


| for, shall be appointed or elected, as the case may be, in 


such manner as shall be provided by the Governor and Le- 
gislative Assembly of the Territory of Kansas. The Gov- 
ernor shal nominate, aud, by and withthe advice and con- 
sent of the Legistative Council, appoint all other officers the 
choice of whom are not herein otherwise provided for; 


the vacancy made by such tie; or, if a vacancy in either}! 
branch of the Legislative Assembly shall otherwise occur, | 
unti otherwise provided by law, the Governor shall order a | 
new election to fill such vacaney, to be condaeted as here 
before directed. And the persons thus eleetcd to the Leg 
lative Assembly shall mectatsueb place, and on such day, 
as the Governor shall appoint; bat, thereafter, the tme 
place, and manner of holding and conducting all elections 


| 


} 
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! 


| 


i 
i 


| not have been an acetum resident of said Territory for į 


by the people, and the apportioning the representation in 
the several counties or districts to the Council and House |; 


of Representatives, according to the population, shall be} 


preseribod by law, as well as the day of the commencement jj 
of the regular sessions of the Legislative A : Pro- | 


yn shail execed the term of ninety 


vided, "Pat no on 
days. 
nc. 5. And he it further enacted, Thatevery 
i itizen of the United States, above the | 
of twenty-one years, who shall have been a resident of 
said Territory atthe time of the pi ge of this act, shall 


white male 


andin t} rst instance, the Governor alone may appoint alt 
said ofie who shall hold their offices until the end of 
then ion of the Legislative Assembly, and until their 
successors are appointed, or elected and qualified. 

S 8. And be it further enacted, hat no member of 
the Legislative Assembly shall hold, or be appointed to, any 
office which shall have been ercated, or the salary or emol- 
uments of which shall have been increased while he was a 
member, during the term for which he was elected, and for 
one yer | piration of such term; and no person 
ion or appointment. uuder the United 
> shall be a member of the Legis- 
hold any office under the govem- 


said Territory 
courts, probate courts, and in justices of the peace. The 
supreme court shall consist of a chief justice and two 
associate justices, any two of whom shall constitute a quo- 


be entitled to vote at the first election; but thereafter, uo 
person shall be entitled to vote at any election who shail 


twelve months prior to such election. Adee 
Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the legislative 
power of the Territory shall extend to ad rightful subje 
‘legislation consistent with the Constitution of the United 
and the provisions of this act; but no law shail be | 
ssed interfering withthe primary disposal of tie soil 3 no 
tax shali be imposed upon the property of the United 
| States; nor shall the lauds or other property of non -r 
dents be taxed higher than the lands or other property of 
residents. All the laws passed by the Legislative 4 embly 
and Governor shali be submitted to the Con: of the 1 
United States, and if disapproved, shall be void and of no 
effect. Batit shall not be competent for said Legislative 
Assembly to pass any ex post facto law, or law impairing 
the validity of contracts ; nor any law in abridgment of the 
freedom of speech or of tie press, or to deprive any one 
of the right of tial by jury, or of the writ of habeas corpus ; 
nor any law requiring property qualification, or religious | 


i 


test, for the right to vote, hold office, or practice law, or | 
| serve on juries, in any court of justice 5 neither shall any 


i shall be held in cach of said distr 
| of the supreme court, at such times and places as may be 
| prescribed by law; and the said ju 


ii courts he 


i shalinot have 


ram, and who shall hold a term at the seat of government 
of said Territory annually, and they shall hold their offices 
during the period of four years. The said Territory shall 
be divided into three jndicial districts, and a district court 
ts by one of the justices 


ges shall, after their 
appointments, respectively, reside he districts which 
shall be assigned them. The jurisdiction of the several 
rein provided for, both appellate and original, and 
that of the probate courts and of justices of the peace, shall 
be as limited by law: Provided, That justices of the peace 
jurisdietion of any matter in controversy 
when the title or boundaries of land may be in dispute, of 
where the debt or sum claimed shall exceed $1005 and the 
supreme and district courts, respectively, shall pos- 
chaneery, as weil as common jaw, jurisdiction. pach 
strict court, or the judge thercof, shall appoint its clerk, 

who shall also be the register in chancery, and shalt keer 

his office at the place where the court may be held lea if 
| of error, bills of exception, and appeals, shall be ue r said 
| all cases, civil or criminal, from the foe Teuiowe 
i district courts to the supreme court, undor such regu: 


i 
| 


i 


as may be prescribed by law. butin no case removedto the || this act, who shall be entitied to the same rights and privi- established by such new State or States: to-bé-formed out 
80) Gourt shall trial by jury be allowed in. said. court. |; leges as are exercised and enjoyed by the Delegates from |} of said ‘Territory, or such agricultural and- mechanical 
rere court, or the justices thereof, shall appoint its the several other Territories of the United States to the || schools as may be established by such State or States, dis- 
rk: and every clerk shail bold his office at the pleas- || said House of Represeniatives. ‘And thereafter such Dele- || connected with and independent of such: universities of 
ve of the court for which be shail have been appointed. || gates shail be chosen at such time as may be preseribed by |; learning 5 but neither the said Territory, nor the State or 
of ‘error and, appeals from the final decisions of said || law, and shall serve for the term of two years. ‘Phe per- States thereof to be formed, shali in anywise interfere with 
remeé court shall he allowed in. all cases whatsoever, || son having the greatest number of legal votes for such Dele- || -any part of the lands reserved in this act without the con- 
t criminal, except as hereinafter limited, and may be || gate. shall be declared by the Governor to be duly elected, || sent of Congress first. thereto had and obtained, and then 
to the Supreme Court of the United States, in the ||, and. a certifiedte thereof shall be given accordingly. only so far as such consent may be expressly given. And 
nder the same regulations as from the Szo. 15. And be it further enacted, 'That ail suits; pro- || in like manner, as the lands in-the Territory of Nebraska 
Jnited States; but in civil suits, where || cesses, and proceedings, civil and criminal, at law and in j| shali be surveyed as aforesaid, there shall be reserved froux 
i chancery; and.all indictments and informations whieh shall }} sale eighteen entire townships in the said Territory, to be 
be pending and undetermined in the courts of the ‘Territory || located and designated as those are required to bein the 
of Kansas or of New Mexico, when this act shall take ef ‘Territory of Kansas, in all respects, twelve of which shall 
ap y g fect, shail remain in said courts where pending, to be heard, || be held as endowments for universities of learning, and six 
"gaid district courts shall have ar tried, prosecuted, and determined in such courts, as though || for such mechanical and agricultural professorships or 
‘diction in all cases arising under the Constitution aud laws || this act had not been passed : Provided, nevertaeless, That || schools, as may be provided and established ; and such re- 
öf the. United States‘as is vested in the circuit and district || all criminal prosecutions now pending in any of the courts served townships shall, in all respects, be subject to the 
eourts of the United States; and the first six days of every || of the Territory of Kansas imputing to any person or per- i| same regulations, restrictions, and provisions in the Terri- 
“term of said courts, or so much thereof as shall be neces- j| Sons the crime of treason against the United States, and all |i tory of Nebraska, or the State or States thercof to be formed, 
“sary, shalt be-appropriated to the trial of causes arising criminal prosecutions, by information or indictment, against || so far as is applicable, as are hereinbefore prescribed in ref- 
under the said Constitution and laws; and writs of error || any person or persons for any alleged violation oF disregard erence to the like reservations in the Territory of Kansas, 
-and appeal in all such cases, shall be made to the supreme || whatever of what are usually Known as the laws of the || and shall be for the benefit of and subject to such regula- 
‘court of said Territory, the same as in other cases. The || Legislature of Kansas, shall be forthwith dismissed by the |; tions, restrictions, limitations, and provisions, as shall here- 
“Said clerk shall receive, in all such cases, the same fees || Courts where such prosecutions may be pending, and every || after be established by law in regard to the new State or 
which the clerks of the district courts of Nebraska Terri- || person who may be restrained of his Jiberty by reason of || States that shallin future be formed out of the said Terri- 
“tory now receive for similar services. any of said prosecutions, shall be released therefrom with- || tory of Nebraska. And it shall further be the duty of said 
Sac. 10. And be it further enacted, That there shall be |; out delay. Nor shall where hereafter be instituted and || Secretary to cause to be selected, located, and reserved 
ppointed an attorney for said Territory, who shall continue criminal prosecution. in any of the courts of the United || from sale in the said Territories of Kansas and Nebraska, 
“Gn office for four years, unless sooner removed by the Pres- || States, or of said Terrirory, against any person or persons | ectively, two sections of land elsewhere in- said Terri- 
ident, and who shall receive the same fees and salary as |! for any such charge of treason in said ‘Territory prior to the {| tories, respectively, for each and every township above re- 
` the attorney of the United States for the present Territory || passage of this Act, or any violation or disregard of said || quired to be reserved from sale, in lieu of sections sixteen 
-of Nebraska. There shall also be a marshal forthe Terri- || legislative enactments at any time. . and thirty-six in said reserved townships z and the eighteen 
‘tory. appointed, who shall hold his ofice for four years, Sno. 16. And be it further enacted, That all justices of || sections in Kansas und the thirty-six sections in Nebraska 
“unless sooner removed by the President, and who shall ex- the peace, constables, sheriffs, and all other judicial and |} so to be selected and set apart in lieu of the sections six- 
ecute all processes issuing from the said courts, when exer- ministerial officers, who shall be in otftee within the limits }| teen and thirty-six of the aforesaid reserved townships, shall 
‘cising their jurisdiction. as circuit. and district courts of the || of said Territory when this act shall take effect, shall be, || be reserved from sale for the support of common schools in 
' “United States; be shall perform the duties, be subject to || and they are hereby, authorized and required to continue said respective Territoties, and be subject to the same re- 
‘the same regulation and penalties, and be entitled to the |} to exer and perform the duties of their respective offices || strictions in all respects, as are hereinbefore’ provided for 
same regular fees, as the marshal of the district court of || as officers of the "Territory of Kansas, temporarily, and until other sections set apart to the use of common schools. 


| 


‘the United States for the present Territory of Nebraska, || they, or others, shall be duly appointed or qualified to fill Sec. 23. And be it further enacted, That, for the purpose 
‘ahd shall, in addition. be paid two hundred dollars annu- || their places in the manner herein directed, or until their || of encouraging the speedy settlement of ournew Territories 
“aliy asa compensation for extra services. offices shail be abolished. of Kansas and Nebraska by a population of sufficient force 

Sec. ll. And be it further enacted, That the Governor, suc. 17. And be it further enacted, That the moneys here- || to defend themselves against all depredations of the Indians, 


secretary, chief justice, and associate justices, attorney, tofore appropriated for the purchase of a library for said || or of other evil-disposed persons, and thus to relieve the 
‘and marshal, shall be nominated, and, by and with the ad- Territory, if not already, shall be expended by and under || Government of the burden and expense of maintaining, at 
“vice and consent of the Senate, appointed by the President the direction of the said Governor of the Territory of Kan- || great eost and inconvenience, military posts and patroling 
of the United States. The Governor and sceretary to be || sas, in the purchase of a library, to be kept at the seat of || troops in those remote Territories, every white person, 
‘appointed as aforesaid shall, before they actas such, respect- Government, for the use of the Governor, Legislative As- || being the head of a family and a citizen of the United 
‘jvely take an oath or affirmation before the district judge, || sembly, judges of the supreme court, secretary, marshal, || States, or who, if of foreign birth, shall have made a decla- 
“or some justice of the peace in the limits of said ‘Territory, |! and attorney of said Territory, and such other persons and || ration, in due form of law, of intention to become a citizen 
duly authorized to administer oaths and affirmations by the j| under such regulations as shall be prescribed by law. of the United States, who shall locate upon any of the lands 
(Jaws now in force therein, or before the chief justice or Sec. 18. And be it further enacicd, That when the lands || of the United States intended for sale in said Territories, 
` gome associate justice of the Supreme Court of the United || in the said Territory shail be surveyed under the direction || and improve and cultivate the same, at any time before the 
‘States, to support the Constitution of the United States, and || of the Government of the United States, preparatory to || Ist day of January, 1858, and shall continue to reside 
faithfully to discharge the duties of their respective offices ; || bringing the same into market, sections numbered sixteen || thereon for one whole year with his or her family, shall be 
which said oaths, when so taken, shall be certified by the and thirty-six ia cach township in said Territory shall be, || entitled to continue such occupancy for that time, and 
person by whom the same shall have been taken 5 and such and the same are hereby, reserved for the purpose of being | afterwards to the Ist day of January, 1860, as by precmp- 
Gettificates shall be received and recorded by the said see- || applied to the support of common schools in said Territory, || tion, and until such lands sball be surveyed by the United 
retary among the executive proceedings 5 and the chief || aud in the State or States and ‘Territories hereafter to be j| States, and ready for sale, by filing a notice of such settle- 
justice and associate justices, and all other civil officers in atoled out of the sane, in such way and under such regu- || ment, and intention to claim the benefit of such preémp- 
said Territory, before they act as such, shall take a like || lations and restrictions as Congress may hereafter prescribe || tion, with the register of the land office of the district in 
oath or affirmation before the said Governor or secretary, || OF assent to. which such location may be made, if the same is embraced 
or some judge or justice of the peace of the Territory, who Sec. 19. And be it further enacted, That, temporarily, and || in any land district, and, if notso embraced, with the regis- 
may be duly commissioned and qualified, which sald oath || until otherwise provided by law, the Governor Besaid Ter- |! ter of the nearest land office ; which notice shall be accord- 
ox. affirmation shall be certified and transmitted, by the || ritory may define the judicial districts of said Territory, and || ing to such forms, and made in such way, as the Scerctary 
person taking the same, to the secretary, to be by bim || assign the judges who are or may be appointed for said Ter- || of the Interior shall prescribe. And it shall be the duty of 
recorded as aforesaid; and afterwards, the like oath or || Titory to the several districts, and also appoint the times || said Secretary to cause such public notice of his aforesaid 
afiirmation shal}, be taken, certified, and recorded, in such and places for holding e in the several counties or sub- || regulations touching preémptions to be given in said T 
manner and form as may be prescribed by law. The Gov- divisions in each of said judicial districts, by proclamation f 1 
ernor shall receive an annual salary of $2,000 as Governor, to be issued by him; but the Legislative Assembly, at their 
and $1,000 as superintendent of Indian aifairs. The edict! first or any subsequent session, may organize, alter, or || circulation in Washington city. And when any person, 
justice and associate justices shall each receive an annual |} modify, such judicial districts, and assign the judges, and || entitled to the benefit of a preemption, shall file his notice 
salary of $1,800. The secretary shall receive an annual || alter the times and places of holding the courts, as to them || of the same as shail be directed, the rerister of such land 
salary of $1,800. ‘The said salaries shall be paid quarter- shail scum proper and convenient. |) office shall give to such person a certificate thereof. And 
yearly, at the Treasury of the United States. The members Suc. 20, nl be it further enacted, That all officers to be |) the lands specified in such notice shail not be subject: to 
of the Legislative Assembly shall be entitled to receive appointed by the President, by and with the advice and || entry, at public or private sale, by any other person than 
three dollars each per day, during their attendance at the consent of the Senate, for the Territory of Kansas, who, || such preémptor, or, in the event of the death, then of the 
sessions thercof, and three dollars each for every twenty by virtue of the provisions of any Jaw now existing, or || legal heir, or heirs, of the preémptor, until after the said ist 
qniles’ travel in going to and returning from the said sessions, which may be enacted during the present Congress, are day of January, 1860. But such preëmptor, or, in the event 
estimated according to the nearest usually traveled route, required to give security for moncys that inay be iutrusted || of death, then the heir or heirs. of the preémptor, may, at 
Phere shall be appropriated annually the sum of $1,000, to | with them for disbursement, shall give such security atsuch |) any time after the filing of such notice~-if still occupying 
be expended by the Governor to defray the contingent ex- | time and place, aud in such manner, as the Secretary of || said lands when said lands shall have been surveyed and 
-penses of the Territory; and there shall also be appropriated || the ‘Treasury may prescribe. ready for sale—before the said Ist day of January, 1860, be 
‘annually a sufficient sum, to be expended by the secretary Sec.2l. And beit further enacted, That all treaties, laws, || permitted to enter said preémpted lands, not exceeding in 
of the Territory, and upon an estimate to be made by the and other engagements made by the Government of the || quantity one quarter section, according to the legal arveys 
‘Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, to defray United States with the Indian tribes inhabiting any part of || and the legal divisions into quarter sections, or less quan- 
the expenses of the Legislative Assembly, the printing of |) the Territory embraced within this act, shall be faithfully || tities, at the price of five cents per acre, by making proof, 
the laws, and other incidental expenses; and the secretary and rigidly obscrved, notwithstanding anything contained || in such way as said Secretary shall direct, of such cultiva- 
Of the ‘Territory shall annually account to the Secretary of || in this act; and that the existing agenciesand supenntend- || tion and occupancy as above required, to the receiver of the 
the Treasury of the United States for the manner in which || encies of said indians be continued with the same powers || proper land office; but no such preémption or purchase 
the aforesuid sum shall. have been expended. and duties which are now prescribed by iaw, except that || shall embrace lands in more than one quarter section. 
Sed. 12. And beit further enacted, That the inhabitants |} the Presidentof the United States may, at his discretion, | Whenever it shall be found by the surveys when made 
of the said Territory shall be entitled to all the rights, privi || change the location of the office of superintendent. And | that more than one person, entitled to a preemption, is 
leges, and immunities granted ahd secured to all the citi- | the word inhabitant or inhabitaats, in this act, sbali not be || located upon the same quarter section, such persons may 
zens of the United States by the laws of the United States || constracd to relate to any Indian or Indians within said Ter- |! enter that quarter section in common, and also other lands 
not in conflict with the provisions of this act, and also all ritory unless they are citizens of the United States. | as by preémption under this act, not exceeding, however, 
the rights, privileges and immunities guarantied by the || Suc. 22, And be it further enacted, That for the purpose || in amount, one quarter section for every one preémptor, 
Cran United States; and the laws of the || of promoting the cause of learning, advancing the arts of || andin no case exceeding in the aggregate four quarter- 
Sa force in soid ante y xenda over and declared to be peace, and giving agricultural enterprise and mechanical | sections for any such common preémption; or, if such 
Son thereof, may b ns so far as the sume, or any provis- | iabor the aid of science, as the lands in said Territory shall į} common occupants agree thereto, they may enter their said 
2 5 mat 3 T PA he applicable. ‘| be surveyed under the direction of the United States, pre- 4] 
Assemb ai rete further aarded, That the Legislative || paratory to bringing the sume into market, there shall he, i 
Sion At yh time and os 2 phe nall hold its first ses in addition to the reservation hereinhefore made for the | 
a th eet sball & une are ee Fevritory as the Gaver- |] support of common schools, further reserved from sale | 
Aon Gr as Hoan henao ar en eoe] and at said first ses- || within said Territory nine entire townships of inad, to be | 
‘Governor and ‘Liswistative “Asse ae ahi deem expedient, the || located and designated in diferent parts of said Territory, | 
ne ES embly may proceed to locate |) in a tract or tracts of at least oue entire township ina body, | 
and establish the seat of government for said Territory at {| by or under di f 
such place as they may deem eligible ; which. place. how- ii of whi : tow 
ever, may thereafter be subject tobe changed by the Tesisla- under i 7 
tive authority of said Territory. ae Te 
‘Src. 14. And be it further enacted, That a Delegate 
having the qualifications of a member of the Legislative As 
sembly in said: Territory, to the House of Representatives 
of the United States, to serve for the term of one year, may | 
‘he elected by the voters qualified to elect members of the | 
‘Legislative Assembly, at the first election contemplated by Í 


in 
tory as he may deem necessary for the benefit of predmp- 
tors; and also by publication in two newspapers of general 


lands separately, instead as above provided in common : 
Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as 


tapar 

ess, to such univer 
icd by the State or States 
d Territory atter the same 


quic 
; said Te 


which m 
shall havs be 
three townships, under the like direction, 4 
and for the support of mechanical and agricultural prof 
sorships and departments which may be connected With 
such universities ag may in like manner be provided and 


having resided upon. 
tice and making proo: c ) 
And provided further, That the rig 


not, in any case, or in any manner whatever, be assignable ; 
nor shall any person who shail assert and give notice of one 
preémption right be permitted to assert anotlier or change 
that to a different location or tract of land, except as above 
specified, and except also where it shall be made to appear 
to the receiver of the proper land office that such person has 
been deprived of the benefit of the first claim by a prior and 
better claim of another person to the same tract of land, 
being established to the satisfaction of such receiver. Nor 
shall anything herein contained be construed to allow-any 
one to enter upon or assert any preémption or other claim 
to any lands in either of said Territories to which the Indian 
title has not already been extinguished. Nor shall the pro- 
visions of this act apply to any case of settlement or loca- 
tion within either of said Territories which has been or shali 
be made before the passage of this act. 

Sec. 24, And be it further enacted, That so much of the 
fourteenth section, and also so much of the thirty-second 
section, of the act passed at the first session of the Thirty- 
Third Congress, commonly known as the Kansas-Nebraska 
act, as reads as follows, to wit: “Except the eighth sec- 
tiou of the aet preparatory ta the admission of Missouri 
into the Union, approved Mareh 6, 1820, which, being in- 
tent with the principle of non-intervention by Con- 
gress with slavery in the States and ‘Territories, as recog- 
nized by the legislation of 1850, cominonly called the com- 
promise measures, is hereby declared inoperative and void , 
it being the true intent and meaning of this act not to legis- 
Jate slavery into any Territory or State, nor to exclude it 
therefrom, but to leave the people thereof perfectly free to 
form and regulate their domestic institutions in their own 
way, subject only to the Constitution of the United States : 
Provided, That nothing hercin contained shall be construed 
to revive or put in force any law or regulation which may 
have existed prior to the act of 6th March, 1820, cither pro- 
tecting, ing, prohibiting, or abolishing slavery,” be, 
and ihe same is hereby, repealed; aud the said eighth sec- 
tion of said act of the 6th of March, 1820, is hereby revived, 
and declared to be in full force and effect within the said 
Territories of Kansas and Nebraska: Provided, however, 
‘That any person lawfully held to service in either of said 
Territories shall not be discharged from such service by 
reason of such repeal and revival of said cighth section, if 
such person shall be permanently removed from such Ter- 
ritory or Territories prior to the first day of January, 1858 5 
and any child or children born, in cither of said Territories, 
of any female lawtully held to service, if in like manner 
removed without said Territories before the expiration of 
that date, shall not be, by reason of anything in this act, 


emancipated from any service it might bave owed had this | 


act never been passed: And provided further, That any 
person lawfully held to service in any other State or Terri- 
tory ofthe United States, and escaping into eithor the Ter- 
ritory of Kansas or Nebraska, may be reclaimed and re- 
moved to the person or place where such service is due, 
under any law of the United States which shail be in force 
upon the subject. 

Sec, 25, And be it further enacted, That all other parts 
of the aforesaid Kansas-Nebraska act whieh relate to the 
said Territory of Kansas, and every other kaw or usage hav~ 
ing, or which it is pretended have, any foree or efivet i 
said Territory in couflict with the provisions of the s 
this act, except such laws of Congress and treaty stipula- 


tions as relate tothe Indians, are hereby repealed and de~ | 


clared void. 


Mr. GROW. I appeal to the gentleman from 


Indiana to withdraw his call for the previous | 


question, so that I may offer, as an amendment to 
his amendment, a substitute for the bill. I would 
inquire of him first, whether there is contained in 
his kmendment what is equivalent? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. Itis usual to allow gentle- 
men to make appeals for the withdrawal of the 
previous question. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I take it that the gentleman 
is proceeding to discuss what there is in the 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is out of order, but 
appeals are allowed to be made for the withdrawal 
of the call for the previous question, 

Mr. GROW. My appeal is legitimate. Thad 
only two or three more words to say. I wished 
to ask the gentleman from Indiana whether his 
amendment released from prison those in Kan- 
sas charged with treason? If it does that, and 
destroys the validity of the alleged Legislature 
of Kansas, it accomplishes all that is proposed by 


my amendment. So, if the gentleman persists in | 


his demand for the previous question, I shall not 
nsist on my appeal. 

Mr. HAVEN. [also appeal to the gentleman 
from Indiana to withdraw the call for the pre- 
vious question, in order that T may submit an 
amendment. I believe an amendment would be 
in order to his amendment. 

The SPEAKER. An amendment would be 
in order if the call for the previous question were 
withdrawn. 

Mr. HAVEN. The gentleman can let my 
amendment come in, and then renew the call for 
the previous question. As this is a question of 
great importance, I wish to offer my amendme 
and to let the House choose between it and the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. DUNN. There are gentlemen on every 
side of the House appealing to me, with every 


nt, | 


ject on the table; original bill, amendments, and | 


+ Bunrie, Plagter, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert 


| table, 


shade of political sentiment on this subject—no 
two concurring in the same amendment; and, if 
Į yield to the gentleman from New York, I must 
yield to all with their amendments. Many urge 
me to stand to the call for the previous question; 
I therefore abide by it. If gentlemen vote it 
down, I will not take it unkindly. 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire to.say that I impute 
no unkindness to the gentleman for refusing to 
withdraw the call for the previous question; al- 
though I do think, on a mattér of this import- 
ance, it is pretty sharp practice. 

The previous question was seconded, and th 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I demand the 
yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ‘BENNETT, of New York. I would 
inquire whether, as the gentleman from Indiana 
moves an amendment in the nature of a substitute | 
for the bill, it wouid not be in order, before taking 
the question on that amendment, to amend the bill 
itself ? 

The SPEAKER. It is notin order to move 
any further amendment, as the main questien has 
been ordered to be now put. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I move to 
reconsider the vote by which the main question 
was ordered to be put; and also move that the | 
moton to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SNEED. [ move to lay the whole sub- 


all; and on that motion I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 77, nays 93; as follows: 


YBAS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Bell, Bowie, Branch, 
Broom, Burnett, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W, Cobb, Cox, Craige, 
Crawiord, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, 
Dowdell, Edmundson, English, Faulkner, Foster, Henry 
M. Fuller, Thomas J. Ð. Faller, Goode, Greenwood, J. 
Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Hotinan, Houston, Jewett, George W. Joues, J. Glancy | 
Jones, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, pumpkin, Humphrey Mar- 

Hi, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, Smith Miller, Mill- 
son, Packer, Peek, Phelps, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, 
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Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Rufin, Savage, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stew- 
art, Swope, Taylor, 'Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, 
Warner, Watkins, Whitney, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, 
Joim V. Wright, and Zollicotver—77. 

NAYS—WMessrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buf- 
finton, James fl. Catupbeil, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffec, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covede, Cumback, Damrell, 
Day, Dean, Diek, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, 


B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Holloway, Thomas R. 
Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Hugbston, Kelsey, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Matte- 
son, MeCarty, Killian Miller, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Nichols, Norton, Andrew iver, Parker, Pelton, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Pu nee, Ritchie, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spimer, Stanton, Suanahan, 
Tappan, Thurston, Todd, ‘Tatton, @Vade, Wakeman, | 
Waibridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wells, 
Wood, Woodratf, and W oodworth—93, 


So the House refused to lay the subject on the 


Pending the call of the roll, i 

Mr. DAVIDSON stated that Mr. Eustis had | 
paired off with Mr. Tyson. | 

Mr. DUNN stated that his colleague, Mr. | 
Scorr, was sick, and had paired off with Mr. A. | 
K. Marsnan., who was also quite unwell. 

Mr. GALLOWAY stated that he had paired 
off with Mr. Livpiey. 

Mr. TYSON stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Evsris, and that he (Mr. T.) would have 
voted in the negative. | 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Wisconsin, stated | 
that his colleague, Mr. Bituivenursr, had paired 
off with Mr. Varn. 

The question recurring upon Mr. Duxy’s | 
amendment, upon which the yeas and nays had | 
been ordered, it was taken; and it was decided in | 
the affirmative—yeas 89; nays 77; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Ben- | 

t 
| 


son, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffiaton, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, 
Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cumback, Damrell, Dean, Dick, | 
Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emric, Fiagier, 

Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert R. Hall, Harlan, | 
Harrison, Haven, Holloway, Phomas R. Horton, Valentine i 
p. Horton, Uaghston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, j 
Knowiton, Knox, Kunkel, Maiteson, McCarty, Killian | 
Miller, Moore, Morgan, Morrill. Nichols, Norton, Andrew | 
Oliver, Parker, 


Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purvi- i 


| Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Houston, 


ance, Ritchie, Sabin, Sage, Sapp,,. Sherman, Simmons, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, ‘Tappan, Thurston, Todd, 
Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwal-. 
ader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Is¥ael “Wash-? 
burn, Watson, Welch, Wells, :: Wood, ‘Woodriffy: and 
Woodworth—s9. : 7 FERE ROT 
. NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Bell, Henry Bennetts, 
Bowie, Broom, Burnett, John P. Campbell, Carlile; Caru~" 
thers, Caskie, Howell Cobb, Williamson R: W: Cobby“ 
Cox, Craige, Crawford, Callen, Davidson, Henry! Winter 
Davis, Day, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, ‘English, 
Faulkner, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood,- 
J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L: Harris; 
Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Kennett, 
Kidwell, Lake, Leiter, Lumpkin, Humphrey ‘Marshall, 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, Smith Miller, , Milison, 
Packer, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, 
Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin, Savage, Shorter, Samie AX 
Smith, William Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, : 
Taylor, Trippe, Underwood; Valk, Walker, Warner, Wat-, 
kins, Whitney, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright; John. V. 
Wright, and Zollicotier—77. an 5 

So the amendment was agreed to. i 

Pending the call óf the roll, Bes i 

Mr. COLFAX said: Icannot agree with all 
the details of this bill, but on the whole I vote 
Saye? os : 

Mr. DEAN said: With a protest against the 
last two provisions of the twenty-fourth section, . 
I vote “ay.” _ ee 

Mr. GALLOWAY stated that he had paired 
off with Mr. Linney. ae 

Mr. KELSEY stated that with a protest 
against the second and third provisoes of‘ the 
twenty-fourth section, he would vote “ay.” ~ 

Mr. DAMRELLand Mr. WATSON, making 
the same protest, voted “ ay.” 

Mr. DUNN stated that Mr. Scorr and Mr. 
A. K. MarsmaLr were both sick, and had paired 
off for this day. f j E N 

Mr. THORINGTON stated that he had paired’ 
off with Mr. ELLIOTT, who would have voted 
against the bill, while he should have voted in the 
affirmative. i z l 


Mr. TYSON stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Eustis; and that he (Mr. T.) would’ 


have voted for the amendment. : 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania, not being within 
the bar when his name was called, stated that had’ 
he been present he should have voted in the neg- 
ative, ` 

Mr. DUNN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment was agreed to; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and, 
read a third time. ca 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Hag the bill been 
engrossed ? i : 

The SPEAKER. Ithas been. 

Mr. JONES. Read it over, then, as itis now. 
{Laughter.] 

The bill was then read the third time. 

Mr. DUNN moved the previous question upon 
the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. HOUSTON demanded the yeas and nays 
upon the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The ‘question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 88, nays 74; as fol- 
lows: 


s. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Ren- 
son. Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffinton, James 
H. Campbetl, Lewis D, Campbell, Chatiee, Clawson, 
Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cumback, Damrell, Dean, Dick, , 
Dodd, Dunn, Duriee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harian, 
Harrison, Haven, Holoway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine 
B. Horon, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Matteson, McCarty, Killian 
Miller, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pringle, Purviance, 
Ritehie, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thurston, Todd, Tratton, | 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. 
Washburne, Ellinu R. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wat- 
son, Welch, Wells, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—88. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Betl, Bowie, Branch, 
Broom, Burnett, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, 
Caskie, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, 
Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, 
Denver, Dowdelt, Edmundson; English, Faulkner, Foster, 
Goode, Greenwood, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W- 
Jewett, George W. 
Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, Leiter, 
Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Max- 
well, Smith Miller, Millson, Packer, Peck, Phelps, Powell, 
Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin, 
Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Sneed, 
Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, 
Valk, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Winslow, Daniel B. 
Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—74. $ 

So the bill, as amended, was passed. 
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fall of the roal; ~ á G a 
id? With alike protest as'before,. 


DUNN moved to- reconsider the vote by 
1 the bill was passed, and also moved that 
i nsider be laid’ upon’ the. table;, 
nowas agreed tosi os ; 
Enw move to amend. the- title: 
5 j ad: t An act to reorganize the 
Territory of, Kansas, and for, other purposes.” 

“Phe motion! was agreed tosi coec) ooi” 
“Bhe'title;as:amended, was then:agreed to. 

UN: yed tö Yecansider the vote by 
which the title was agreed to, and algo that the 
motion to reconsider be- laid upon the table; 
whith- latter ‘motion aas agreed to. 

“Mt? WASHBURNE; of. Ilinois. I move to 
reconsider the. vote. by which the House. this 
morning postponed the bill. for reorganizing the 
collection districts of the United States. 

The-motion was entered. 

JUDGE WATROUS, OF TEXAS. 

Mri TAYLOR. ‘Task the consentof the House 
to’ present a memorial, and ask for its reference 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

‘Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Whatis the 
memorial? <. i : 

‘Mr. TAYLOR. I will state it, with the per- 
mission of the House. The memorial which I 
now. present, js one which I present with great 
unwillingness; but it is one which my public 
duty requires me to present without any hesita- | 
tion, "The. memorial is one which is presented 
bya constituent of mine, who has heretofore been 
interested in various judicial proceedings: which 
have taken place in the State of Texas. In the} 
course of those judicial proceedings, the memori- 
alist conceives that he has been aggrieved, and not 


only that he has been aggrieved by the action of a | 
high public functionary, but that the public too | 
have been’ aggrieved. The memorial relates to 


the conduct of the ‘gentleman who now occupies 
the position of district judge of the United States 
for the district of Texas. The memorial states, 
that cireumstances have arisen, which, in the 
opinion of the memorialist, require thatan inves- 
tigation should ‘be instituted by this House; 
which is the great inquest of the nation. The 
memorial sets forth, that in the course of a judi- 
cial proceeding, in which a certain number of 
persons were complainants, a question was raised 
aş to the authority of persons who assumed to 
represent the complainants of record, as to their 
authority to institute and carry on the proceed- 
ings; that in consequence of this question, the 
matter wag referred to a master; that when the | 
master’s report came in, the master declared that | 
the persons assuming to actin behalf of certain | 
individuals were not authorized to act; that, 
thereupon, the judge of the district of Texas | 
made an order directing those persons who were 

set forth in the bill of complaint as complain- | 


ants, and residing in the Republic of Mexico, to |; 


be made defendants, and requiring them to come 
in and file an answer, in which they set forth 
that they were citizens of the State of Texas, for 
the purpose of giving the court jurisdiction. That 
s one. of the grounds which the memorialist 
tates was in itself a violation of his official duty. 
The memorial then goes on to state that in the 
course of the prosecution of the case, a person 
was presented as a witness who was interested 
in behalf of the complainants, who had an inter- | 
est in a portion of the property then in dispute; | 
that that was objected to him, and that with the fact | 
parent on the record, the district judge permitted 
1im:-to testify against the defendants. In that, 
the memorialist says, the district judge violated 
his official duty. He goes on further and states | 
that there. was a person who appeared on the 
record as counsel for a portion of the defendants; ! 
that that person was presented as a witness; that’; 
his right to testify was objected to on the ground | 
that he had an interest with the complainants; | 
that aithough he represented a portion of the | 
deferidants on the record, he, in point of fact, had | 
an interest identical with that ofa portion of the | 
plaintiffs; and that although the fact was charged, | 
and although the question. was proposed to be | 
put to the person’ ‘on the stand when he was || 
offered as a ‘witness, the court, in violation of its 
official duty, refused to permit the question to be || 
put, touching the existence of that interest, and | 
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allowed the person to testify. That the memo- 


rialist charges as a.violation of official duty. 
The memorial goes on.and.states that at a sub- 

sequent period——— - : 

--Mr. TODD (interrupting.): No practical good. 


can result: fromthe discussion ofthis question: 


now. I object. ey... : 
‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Lou- 
isiana can only‘proceed by general consent. | 

Mr. COBB, of.Georgia. I hope no objection 
will be made, and, that the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana will be allowed to-proceed. If he have no 
other charges to. make, than those which have 
already come out, I do not think. that we would 
be justified in referring the memorial. I have, as 
yct, heard nothing except such crrors of judg- 
ment as might be remedied by appeal to the proper 
court. A regular impeachment isa method of 
too much importance for this House, on this 
statement, to authorize that inquiry. I do.not 
know the judge in question, or who he is. 

Objection was.made to debate. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order unless 
by general. consent. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I say that. there is a charge 
of corruption 

The SPEAKER, It is not in order for the 
gentleman to state the substance of the memorial. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Then I move that it be re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I must ask for the 
reading of the memorial before I agree to its be- 
ing referred. It would take less time for the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana to state the facts; and I 
hope that all objection to his doing so wil be 
withdrawn. Icannot vote to refer this memorial, 
and to require.one of our committees to go into 
an investigation to lead to impeachment on the 
charges already stated by the gentleman from 
Louisiana. Unless there be some charges of cor- 
raption, Iam unwilling to have the memorial re- 
ferred. 

Mr. TODD. I desire to state that the reason 
why I objected to further discussion is, that the 
grounds stated by the gentleman from Louisiana 
are so trivial that an impeachment could not be 
based upon them; and lam unwilling that this 
ease should be spread before the country in a 
regular speech before itis presented to the proper 
committee, which would doubtless report ad- 
versely to it—— 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) Debateis not 
in order. ‘The first. question is on giving leave to 
present the memorial. 

Mr. SNEED. I object, unless the gentleman 
from Louisiana be allowed to state the facts. 

‘The memorial was then presented under the 
rules. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, it 


was « 

Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from 
the files of the House of the papers in the case of Mrs. 
Oimstead, to be referred to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Thope the gen- 
tleman ‘will withdraw that motion, that I may 
submit a motion to go into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, with a view of 
having an evening session. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I withdraw the motion—— 

Mr. LAKE, (interrupting.) I ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio to withhold his proposition to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, that I may ask the House to permit me 
to withdraw from the files of the House the papers 
in the case of John P. Harrison, claiming com- 
mutation as a revolutionary soldier, which papers 
were filed as far back as 1838, when the applica- 
tion was rejected. I ask to withdraw the papers 
so that I may file a petition in order that some 
future House may act upon it. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 


On motion of Mr. WATSON, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from the 
files of the House of the papers in the case of the Beau- 


| grand heirs having claims against the Government under the 
| Wyandot treaty, for the purpose. of having them referred 


to the Court of Claims. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, obtained the floor. 
‘Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I -rise to a privi- 
leged question. Task the action of the House on 


HE- CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


the bill to provide for the settlement of claims of 
officers of the revolutionary army, which was 
ordered to be engrossed and a motion made to re- 
consider. { desire to call up the motion to recon- 
sider, and I call the previous question upon it.” 

` The SPEAKER.” The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Camppeiy] has the floor. ` 1 

Mr. SMITH. Iask the gentleman from Ohio 
to yield‘to me. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Not at present. I ask. 
the unanimous consent of the House to take from. 
the Speaker’s table a bill making appropriations 
for the consular and diplomatic service, with the’ 
view to the consideration of a single amendment. 

Mr. SMITH. I thought I had the floor. 

The SPEAKER. No; the gentleman stated 
that he rose to a privileged question. It is not 
such a question as takes the floor from the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. 2 

Mr. SMITH. I beg him to give me a moment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. There is plenty of time. 
Let us finish this first. There is but one amend- 
ment. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


No objection being made, the bill was taken 
up, and the following message from the Senate 
in relation thereto was reported: 


In Tue SENATE or THE Unirep Srares, June 26, 1856. 


Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its first amend- 
ment to the bill of the House (No. 152) making appropria- 
tions for the consular and diplomatic expenses of the Gov-- 
ernment for the year ending June 30, 1857, disagreed to by 
the House of Representatives ; and ask a conference on the 
disagrecing votes of the two Houses thereon, 

Ordered, That Messrs. HunteR, Foor, and SLIDELL, be 
the committee on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. There is only one amend- 
ment about which there is any controversy be- 
tween the House and the Senate. ‘The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means refused to concur in 
the amendment of the Senate, on the principle 
that it involved independent legislation. The 
House this morning decided that they would 
carry general legislation into the appropriation 
bills. “The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. H. 
MarsHatt] wishes to propose that the House 
recede from its non-concurrence; and if he desire 
to submit a motion of that kind, I have no objec- 
tion to having the vote taken, because if the House 
do recede there is no necessity for a committee of 
conference. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. The amendment upon 
which the two Houses have disagreed, provides 
a salary of $5,000a year for the interpreter to the 
Chinese mission. The Secretary of State sent a 
special communication to Congress recommend- 
ing it. I will state, from my experience as Com- 


| missioner in China, and from my personal knowl- 


edge of the gentleman who fills this position, that 
ido not believe there is another man.in China 
who could fill the position. Mr. Williams is a 
scholar. Heis a proficient in the Chinese lan- 
guage—a language which has as many dialects, 
I suppose, and more than the Greck language 
ever had; and that you cannot get a man to act 
as interpreter unless you pay him a fair salary. 
Why, they pay a tea-taster in China $5,000 per 
annum, and you surely would not pay an inter- 
preter less? J will state further, that there is no 
objection upon the part of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, or any other committee, to this 
amendment, except that it is in the nature of 
general legislation. I move that the House re- 
cede from its disagreement to the amendment. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I suppose that, 
if the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky is 
voted down, it will then be in order to have a com- 


f mittee of conference. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Of course. 
Mr. JONES. Then I hope the House will not 
recede. 
The motign that the House recede was agreed 
to. l 
OFFICERS OF THE REVOLUTION. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, called up the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the, House or- 
dered to its engrossment and third reading the 
bill providing for the settlement of the accounts 
of the officers of the revolutionary army, and 
called the previous question upon it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved that the 
rules be suspendéd, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole’ on the 
state of the Union. 


1856. 


1819 


Mr. SMITH. Will the motion 
up come up in the morning? ‘ 

The SPEAKER. It is compétent: for any 
member of the House to call up'a. motion to re- 
consider at any time. 


COMMITTEE OF THE. WHOLE. 


The question was taken on Mr. Jowes’ s: mo- 
tion; and it was agreed to: The House accord- 
ingly resolved itself into the: Committee of -the 
Whole on. the state of the Union, (Mr. Corra x 
in the chair,) the fortification bill being the busi- 
ness before thé:¢ommittee. 

On-motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, the 
fortification bill was laid aside, and the bill mak- 
ing appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1857, was taken up. 

On'motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, the commit- 
tee then (at ten minutes past four o’clock, p. m.) 
took a recess until seven o’clock, p. m: 


T have called 


EVENING SESSION. 

The committee resumed its session at seven 
o’clock, (Mr. Conrax inthe chair.) 

Mr. KELSEY, who was entitled to the floor, 
addressed the committee upon the slavery question 
in its various phases. 

Mr. HOFFMAN spoke in advocacy of the 

` doctrines of the ** American” party, and in favor 
of a modification of the naturalization laws. 

Messrs. CARUTHERS and TAPPAN made 
specches on the general politics of the country. 
The speeches are withheld for revision, and will 
be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. WADE obtained the floor, and moved that 
the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose, and (Mr. Simmons 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore) 
Mr. Corrax reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had the 
Union generally under consideration, and partic- 
ularly the bill making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1857, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. COLFAX, (at 
twenty-five minutes after ten o’clock, p. m.,) the 
House adjourned until to-morrow, at eleven 
o’clock, a. m, 


IN SENATE. 
Torsvay, July 29, 1856. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean, 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, a copy of a statistical report on the 
sickness and mortality of the Army of the United 
States; which was read. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. That is a very in- 
teresting report, and J think we ought to have an 
extra number of it printed. I move that five 
thousand extra copies be printed, which motion 
I suppose will go to the Committee on Printing. 
I had thought myself of a larger number; but on 
consulting with several gentlemen who feel inter- 
ested in the report, and think it is one of great 
value to the country, | propose five thousand as 
a number more likely to meet the approbation of 
the Senate. I will suggest also that it be printed 
in quarto form, in order that it may be made use- 
ful. I do not know that that is necessary to be 
included in the motion. I merely suggest it for 
the consideration of the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The first ques- 
tion will be on printing the report. 

The motion was agreed to; and the motion to 
print five thousand extra copies was referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. TOUCEY presented the petition of Sarah 
Adams, praying to be allowed the half-pay and 
commutation due on account of the services of 
her father, Wiliam Adams, as an officer in the 
revolutionary army; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims, 


Mr. WELLER presented the petition of John 


ii 


Ferguson, contractor for carrying the mail from 
San Francisco to Sacramento, in California, pray- 
ing to be released-from certain liabilities incurred 
by him in the exeeution of his contract; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post Roads: , PE 

He also presented the proceedings of the San 
Francisco Chamber of Commerce, anda petition 
of citizens of San Francisco, in favor of a reform 


| in the postal system of the United States; which 


were referred to the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads. j 

Mr. SEWARD presented a memorial of cit- 
izens of Oswego, New York, praying for an 
appropriation for improving the harbor of Port 
Ontario; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce.  ' 

Mr. YULEE presented the memorial of Louis 
F. Tasistro, praying for compensation for ser- 
vices in examining materials to be used in the 
publication of the American Archives, by direc- 
tion of the Secretary of State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of Algernon 
S. Taylor, an officer in the marine corps, pray- 
ing to be allowed additional pay for the perform- 
ance of certain staff duties; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented a memorial 
of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, 
praying that the selections of lands by that State 
under the act of September 28, 1850, may be con- 
firmed; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. HOUSTON presented the petition of Mau- 
rice K. Simons, a soldier in the late war with 
Mexico, praying for an increase of his pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr. BENJAMIN, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial and papers of Thomas C. 
Lewis be withdrawu from the files, and referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

RESOLUTION. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Hon, Elisha Whittlesey, now First 
Comptroller of the Treasury, be requested to transinit to 
the Senate his report upon the case referred to hin by the 
seventh section of the aet of March 3, 1855, and his opin- 
ion whether the parties therein referred to are emitled in 
justice and equity to any further relief trom the evidence 
now before him ; and, if so, to what amount. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the memoria] 
of Christine Barnard, reported.a bill (S. No. 413) 
tocontinuea pension to Christine Barnard, widow 
of the late Brevet Major Moses J. Barnard, 
United States Army; which was read the first 
time, and passed to a sccond reading. 

Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred a petition of citi- 
zens of Florida, reported a joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 33) providing for the survey of the inland 
passage between the rivers St. John’s and St. 
Mary’s, in the State of Florida; which was read 
the first time, and ordered to a second reading. 

Hie also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (HI. R. No. 338) for the re- 
lief of John Nash, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 411) for continuing 
the improvement of the harbor of Mobile, at 
Dog river bar, Choctaw Pass, and to the Lower 
Fleet, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
waa referred the bill (S. No. 412) for continuing 
the improvement of the Hudson river, reporte 
it without amendment. 


was referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 28) 
relative to the building for a custom-house and 
| post office at Toledo, Ohio, reported it without 

amendment. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, it was _ 

Ordered, That the Committee on Finance be discharged 
from the further consideration of the memorial of Captain 
| John B. Montgomery, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. HUNTER, it was 


Ordered, That the Committce on Finance be discharged 


| from the further consideration of the bill (H. R No, 205) 


He also, from the same committee, to whom || P 


for‘ the relief of West Drinkwater and others,.and that: it 
be referred to. the Committee on Claims. Bd eR hy 

Mr. STUART; from the Committee an: Pat- 
ents:and the Patent Office, to whòm-was referred: 
the memorial of: Nathaniel Hayward; for:an‘exs 
tension of his. patent for his improvément:in India | 
rubber goods, submitted a report, accompanied: 
by a bill (S.No: 414) for the relief of Nathaniel: 

ayward; which was read, and passed to a: 
second reading. The report was ordered! to. be 
printed. tui 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committeeor: Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred: the memorial òf 
Hans Nelson, alias Hans Knutson, sibmitied an 
adverse report; which was ordered to he printed: 

He also, from the same committee, to whom - 
was referred: the :mémorial-of J.P. Milton, for 
extra compensation for services as-clerk:at the 
Memphis navy-yard, submitted an adverse report; 
which was ordered .to be printed, iy as 

Mr. BENJAMIN, from the Committee: on’ 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 12) for continuing the improvement of.: 
the Des Moines rapids, in the Mississippi river, 
reported it without amendment. A 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Print- « 
ing, to whom was referred the motion to iprint 
ten thousand additional copies of the tenth an- 
nual report of the Board of Regents of the Smith- 
sonian Institution, reported in favor of printing - 
the same, of which number two thousand. five 
hundred are to be for the use of the Institution. ` 
The report was concurred in. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred: a bill: (S.No? - 
405) to provide for carrying into effect the first 
article of the treaty between the United States 
and her Majesty the Queen: of the United King=- 
dom of Great Britain and Freland, of the 15th: 
day of June, 1846, reported it ‘without’ amend- 
ment. G 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MALLORY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to bring in a bill (S..No. 
415) for the improvement of the St. John’s river; 
which was read the first and second times by itg 
title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. ; 


SALE OF MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. COLLAMER. I move that the Senate 
take up the bill to test the practicability and use- 
fulness of the atmospheric telegraph. ` 

Mr. MALLORY. Thereisa bill which I think: 
will not give rise to a moment's discussion, in 
which all the land States are interested, and I ask 
my friend from Vermont, before he makes his 
motion, as I am with him on his-bill, to allow it 
to be taken up and passed. It is a bill reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands to provide 
for the sale of military reservations under certain 
circumstances. There can be no objection to the 
bill, and I feel satisfied that it will not occupy 
much time. If it should I will yield it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion 
of the Senator from Vermont has precedence, 

Mr. COLLAMER. Asan appeal is made to 
my courtesy by the gentleman, I am incapable of 
withstanding it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on the motionof the Senator from Florida. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
298) to provide for the sale of military reserva~ 


| tions, was read a second time, and considered as 


in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes ‘to extend the provisions of the act 


| of March 3, 1819, entitled ‘An act authorizing 


the sale of certain military sites,” to all militar 
sites which are or may become useless for mili- 
tary purposes, without impairing the right of the 
States within which they may be situated to im- 
ose taxes on them as upon other lands or prop- 
erty, after their sale. n 

Mr. COLLAMER. There are objections to 
that bill, and it has been under discussion before. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to ask a question in 
regard to that bill. It seems to bea bill for the 
disposition of military sites and reservations. 
That subject ought certainly to go to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. This bill has never 
been before the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and I ask how it comes to be reported by the 
Committee on Public Lands? 

Mr. MALLORY. I will say to the Senator 


1820: 


July 29, 


frorn California; that the bill has been prepared, 
though not by the Miltary Committee, after 
congultation'with the War Department... Itrefers 
the lands tothe War Department forsale. They 
are to be sold under.the. direction ofthe War 
Department: elf; however, there isto bea dis- 
cüssion; on the subject, I must,in. conformity 
with: my ‘promise, ask for the postponement of 
"the Bill ore pe $ kok ey ahanor otrs 
‘Mr.: JONES, of:Towa. I hope:the Senator 
from. California is not disposed to discuss it. 
iMr WELLER. . Ido not propose to. discuss 
it; but‘ I wish to: know how it got here; Usually, 
subjects of this sort come from the Committee on 
Military. Affairs. .-I’doubt very much the policy 
of disposing: of these reservations. If it has 
been recommended by the War Department, I 
_ Shall interpose no objection. ae 
:Mr: COLLAMER.. Certainly this bill cannot 
pass without very considerable explanation and 
discussion. If I understand the bill, it is the same 
sweeping provision which was before the Senate 
ona former occasion during the course of this 
session. There are no limitations to it. It would 
authorize the sale of all the fortifications in the 
city of New York. .It applies to all the military 
reservations, and to all the fortified places in the 
country. ' Certainly, without some sort of limita- 
tion, or something confining it to useless military 
sites.in thé interior, it should not be passed. 
-Mr. BENJAMIN. I move that the: bill be 
indefinitely postponed. : oe 

Mr. MALLORY. If my friend from Louisiana 
will withdraw that motion, I will move to lay it 
oh the table for the present. : I promised to give 
way if it gave rise to discussion. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. There will be considerable 
opposition toit. I am opposed to the passage of 
any such bill. 

Mr. MALLORY. I move its postponement 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. WELLER. I move its reference to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion 
to refer the bill will have precedence. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 4 

ATMOSPHERIC TELEGRAPH. 


On motion of Mr. COLLAMER, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. No, 327) to test the practica- 
bility and usefulness of the atmospheric tele- 


graph. ; 

he bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment; and on the question of ordering it to 
be engrossed for a third reading, 

Mr. WELLER called for the yeas and nays, 

+ and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
~~yeas 14, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS-—Messrs. Adams, Bell of Tennessee, Benjamin, 
Collamer; Dodge, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, James, Jones 
of Lowa, Mallory, Pratt, Seward, and Wade—14. 

NAYS—Meusrs. Alien, Bell of New Hampshire, Biggs, 
Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Cass, Clay, Geyer, Hun- 
ter, Johnson, Jones of 'Tennessee, Mason, Pugh, Reid, 


Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, Trumbull, Wel- 
ler, Wright, and Yulee—23. : 


So the bill was rejected. 
STRADER AND JOHNSON. 


Mr. ADAMS. The Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads have had under consider- 
ation a petition of Strader and Johnson, and in- 
structed me to report a joint resolution. Under 
the peculiar circumstances of this case, I ask the 
Senate to consider it now. If it give rise to any 
debate I shall consent that it lie over. 

By unanimous consent the joint resolution (S. 
R. No, 34) for the settlement of the accounts of | 
Charles M. Strader and Edward P., Johnson, 
mail contractors, was read twice by its title, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I desire to inquire of the 
Senator who presents this resolution, whether it 
has the sanction of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads ? 

Mr. ADAMS. It has the sanction of the com- 
mittee, and has been reporied from them. It was 
passed here.at the last Congress. The facts are 
stated by the Postmaster General, Comptroller, 
and Auditor. There is no dispute about the facts. 


This.is a resolution merely to provide for paying 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for. 
a third reading, read the. third time, and passed. 
PAY OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. ` ` 

Mr.. BUTLER. I give ‘notice to gentlemen 
who are disposed to offer their amendments to 
the bill which T introduced the other day, regulat-: 


ing the pay of members of Congress, that [shall 


call it up to-morrow morning, to receive such 
amendments as may be offered, and ask that they 
be printed, as I understand there are some. 

; DES MOINES RAPIDS. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I ask. the Senate to 
take up the bill which has been reported from the 
Committee on Commerce this morning by the 
Senator from Louisiana, making an appropriation 
of $200,000 for the improvement of the Des 
Moines rapids, in the Mississippi river. 

Mr. JOHNSON.. I would suggest to my friend. 
from Iowa that we should consider these bills in 
their regular order. I wish. to have that improve- 
ment.made; but all the rest of us want our bills in 
order. : 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I want it to go on in 
its regular order. It has passed the House of 
Representatives, and been reported by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce of the Senate, and I think 
it is very regular to take it up at this time. I do 
not believe it will consume more than ten min- 
utes—not more than fifteen minutes at all events. 
It is regular, because it has passed the House, 
and is reported fromthe Committee on Commerce, 
and is for a very important object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on taking up the bill (H. R. No. 12) for con- 

tinuing the improvement of the Des Moines 
rapids, in the Mississippi river. 

Mr. CLAY. Is it proposed to refer it to a 
committee ? 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. It has been reported 
this morning. 

Mr.CLAY. Why not take it up in its order? 
Why not let it take its regular turn? 


nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 22, nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Bright, Cass, Collamer, Dodge, Durkee, Fessen- 
den, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Halanr, Jones of Iowa, Jones of 
‘Tennessee, Pratt, Pugh, Seward, Stuart, Wade, Weller, 
adn Wright—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Clay, 
Hunter, Johnson, Mason, Reid, Toombs, ‘Trumbull, and 
Yulee—12, g 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to 
consider the bill, which provides for an appro- 
priation of $00,000 for continuing the improve- 
ment of the Des Moines rapids, in the Missis- 
sippi river, to be expended under the superin- 
tendence of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is there any report or esti- 
mate accompanying this bill? If so, I should like 
to hear it. 

Mr. GEYER. I will state, that in the annual 
report of the War Department we have an esti- 
mate of the sum that may be expended this year 
in the improvement of the rapids, and of the 
commerce that annually passes over the rapids. 
The amount that can be expended profitably this 
year, as reported by the agent, is $200,000. The 
value of the commerce passing both rapids an- 
nually is $50,000,000. The nature of the ob- 
structions, and the manner of removing them, are 
stated in documents accompanying the annual 
report of the Secretary of War, to be found in 
the second volume of the President’s message 
and documents of thissession, at pages 312, 314. 

-Mr. CLAY. I desire to have that report and 
estimate read. I want to hearit. . 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. The reading of the 
report will take some time. The surveys and esti- 
mates for these rapids improvements were first 
made in 1836. In 1837 the Congress of the 
United States made an appropriation of $70,000, 

I think, for the removal of these obstructions to 
the Mississippi river. Every year since that 
time estimates have been sent to Congress from 
the War Department, asking and urging an ap- 


them what the Postmaster General may deem || propriation for the removal of these obstructions. 


equitable and just for a violation of their contract. | 


If there is any work in the Union that may be |! 


. approves of it. 


Mr. JONES, of lowa. J call for the yeas and - 


f f i ; 7 
considered national off the -Atlantic ocean, it 


must be the improvement of the Mississippi riv- 
er. The commerce amounts to $500,000,000 every 
gear, I believe, according to these reports.. The 
ecretary of War himself is willing and. anx- 
ious that these rapids should be improved. The 
reading of the estimates and reports may be gone 
through with; but it will occupy. considerable 
time, and Ido not think there is any necessity 
for it... There is no doubt about the work having 
been» estimated for, and recommended by, the 
Secretaries of War for the last twenty years. 

Mr. CLAY. Ideny thatthe Secretary of War- 
has recommended any. such improvement. 1 
know what I say when I deny positively that he . 
has made any such recommendation, or that he 
No.such recommendation of his 
will be found. 

.Mr. JONES, of Iowa. 
read, s 

Mr. CLAY. It is to correct these loose repre- 
sentations, which are misleading the public, and 
are doing injustice to the Secretary of War, that 
I ask that these reports may be read. I want to 
hear the estimate. I want to know when it was 
made. I want to know what the estimate is. I 
want to know by whom it was made. From 
what I gather from the remarks of the Senator 
from Missouri, I understand this was an estimate 
by an agent—one of those persons who are inter- 
ested in keeping up continuously these works, 
under the patronage of Congress, in order that 
they may find employment, and that they may 
procure money on which to subsist. Hence I 
impeach the source in the beginning whence these 
estimates are derived. Isay they come froman 
interested source, and, as I pointed out yesterday, 
from a source not entitled to credit. I want to 
see whether it ir the same agent in this instance, 
or one like the agent of whom mention was made 
yesterday, who has had no education in civil en- 
gineering, and, perhaps, docs not affect even to 
play the part of a civil engineer. 

Now, sir, I have not read this report. The bill 
was referred yesterday to the Committee on Com- 
merce, but I could not attend the meeting of the 
committee this morning. I know nothing about 
the estimate. The bill was reported back this 
morning early, and its passage recommended ; 
but the Senate is not advised of the importance of 
this work except in the loose declarations of the 
Senator from Missouri and Iowa, and they differ 
about as widely perhaps as ever two Senators did 
in their estimate of the value of the improvement. 
One of them tells us that $50,000,0000 of com- 
merce pass these rapids annually, and the other 
says $500,000,000. 

rom a very cursory glance at this réport of 
Mr. John G. Floyd, who it seems is the United 
States agent that gives us this information, whose 
character is not vouched for, whose competency 
no one attests, it will take $1,500,000 to com- 
lete this work. I understood the Senator from 
owa to say that $75,000 had been expended. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Seventy-five thousand 
dollars was appropriated in 1837. 

Mr. CLAY. Seventy-five thousand dollars was 
appropriated in 1837 for this work, and now they 
ask an appropriation in this bill of $200,000. It 
appears, then, thatif we pass this bill it will be 
$1,300,000 short of the requisite amount for com- 
pleting this improvement; and if we pass it we 
are, I suppose, to continue these appropriations 
from year to year until we shall have expended the 
entire amount estimated for this work. I want to 
know who Mr. John G. Floyd is, and when this 
estimate was made ; and if it was made as far back 
1836 or 1837, whether there has been any recent ag 
survey, and if so, by whom it has been made? 

Mr. GEYER. These estimates are found in 
the report of the present year. Mr. Floyd is the 


The report can be 


| United States agent who was appointed to süper- 


intend the work, and he makes the communica- 
tion to the general superintendent, Colonel Long, 
who makes the report to the Secretary of War.: 
Appropriations for this work have passed both 
Houses whenever a bill has been. passed for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors. It was 
passed at the last session by the Senate ina single 
bill, At that time no objection was made. ‘ 
Now, sir, it is almost impossible to over-esti- 
mate the importance of this work. These rapids 
are an obstruction—the principal and almost the 


only insurmountable obstacle to a course of navi- 
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gation for two thousand miles from the falls of 
St. Anthony downwards. The upper rapids are 
passable at almostall seasons of the year, though 
with some difficulty. The lower rapids cannot 
be passed for two or three months of the year, 
when they are impassable. The tax on com- 
merce by the increased cost of transportation, in 
three months of a single year, is nearly as much 
as the amount of money here asked to be appro- 
priated. The official estimate of the commerce 
passing over the rapids annually is #50,000,000. 

am very sure that is far below the true amount, 
but the greater portion of itis at that season of 
the year when the river is low. The agricultural 
products which are shipped to the South are 
shipped in the fall of the year, when the river is 
low, and that necessarily involves an increase in 
the cost of transportation, so that the agricultural 
products of the State of Jowa and northern Ili- 
nois, so far as they depend on shipments south, 
are of little value until these obstructions are 
removed. 

Now we ask for an appropriation of $200,000 
in order that the work may progress so as to be 
carried on effectually. The mischief heretofore 
has been, that you have not appropriated enough 
to remove the rock in the channel, so that the 
work could not be undertaken to be carried on 
effectually for the amount appropriated. The 
sum which is estimated here, it is supposed, may 
be expended beneficially, and the navigation 
secured at all seasons of the year upon a naviga- 
tion of two thousand miles, in which nearly one 
half of the States of the Union are immediately 
interested. I hope we shall be able to pass the 
bill without further debate. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 1 should like to know some- 
thing further aboutthese statistics, because I take 
a great deal of interest in these matters. J think 
the Senator from Jowa says that $500,000,000 of 
commerce pass over these rapids, and the Sena- 
tor from Missouri says $50,000,000. 

Mr. JONES, of Towa. That is the amount. 

Mr. TOOMBS. _Itis avery important mistake 
of $450,000,000. These engincers generally take 
statements of the commerce of a place as they are 
furnished; and it isa most ridiculous thing in the 
American Senate to rely on reports every day of 
the amount of commerce at these little places. 
Why, sir, the engineers make the commerce on 
the lakes, as stated on this floor the other day, 
$800,000,000, exceeding the entire productions of 
the United States in 1850, including all the States. 
This shows an ignorance of the ordinary statis- 
tics of the country, shameful to the Senate, and to 
those whouse them. They are intended for no 
other purpose but to delude the country. We 
have authentic data down to our last census, and 
then we have data of most of the States of the 
Union every five or seven years, which are gener- 
ally very accurate. In order to get some improve- 
ments at some harbor, or rapid, or river, or lake, 
we were told, in reference to the lakes the other 
day, that there were §800,000,000 of commerce 
there. 

Mr. CASS. I never saw the statement, and 
never heard of it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. It was used in the Senate, 
and I alluded to itthen, and now at this time I 
call attention to it. 
corrected his error. 
may be, says there are $50,000,000 of commerce 
over these rapids. I suppose that anybody at all 
acquainted with the country north of these rapids 
on the Mississippi river, knows there is nothing 
in that statement; because, when you trace the 
matter, where do the products of that section of 
the country go? Where are these enormous 


amounts of their produce consumed? They are | 
not sent abroad. Do the people there take up | 


bed and baggage, and everything they have got, 
and move it up and down these rapids for the 
pleasure of traveling? Do they take their cat- 
tle, and horses, and sheep, and goats, and travel 
backwards and forwards all through these lakes 
and rivers merely to be carrying values? This 
is too ridiculous and nonsensical to cheat the 
country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour for 
the consideration of the special order has arrived, 
and it must be taken up, unless otherwise directed. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
on this bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. In answer to the 


The Senator from Lowa has i 
This engineer, whoever he | 


I hope we shall take a vote || 


inquiry of my friend from Alabama, I beg leave 
to say that Major Floyd is one of the most intel- 
ligent men in the country. He was educated at 
the same school with the present Secretary of 
War, at West Point. He was a pointed to this 
office by the Secretary of War, who has as much 
confidence in him, in my opinion, as he has in 
any officer employed by the Government as an 
engineer. I know him intimately myself, ahd 
have known him for many years. I believe ev- 
ery reliance can be placed on his estimates as an 
engineer, and certainly upon his statements as 
a gentleman and man of intelligence. 

The first appropriation for these rapids was 
made during the administration of General Jack- 
son, and approved by him. The Senator from 
Michigan was then the Secretary of War. I 
believe the present Secretary of War, if he were 
here, would recommend the appropriation; I do 
not know that he would vote for it. I went to | 
the Secretary of War after having been to the! 
Chief Engineer, Colonel Abert, to ask him to 
increase the estimates for this improvement. He | 
said he would do so with pleasure, for he knew 
the estimates ought to be made larger, but he 
eared, if made larger, they would not pass Con- 
gress. He knew that an expenditure could be 
made with advantage by the General Govern- 
ment of at least two hundred thousand dollars, 
which is recommended by the gentleman in charge 
of the work. I believe discussion on the subject 
will do us more harm than good, and {ask that 
the vote may be taken now. 


the consideration of the special order has arrived. 
It is Senate bill No. 41. 

Mr. PUGH. As this subject is germane to 
the special order, J move that the Senate proceed 
with the consideration of this bill, 

Mr. STUART. I suggest that it would bej 
better to let this bill go over until to-morrow 


and that course will give better satisfaction. 
far as I am concerned I have no choice, but I 
suggest that it would be better to let it come up 
in the morning hour to-morrow. 

Mr. PUGEL. The honorable Senator from 
South Carolina wishes to call up to-morrow the 
bill which he introduced the other morning to fix | 
the compensation of members of Congress; and 


order, and continue the consideration of the pres- 
ent bill. 
The motion was not agreed to. 


HARBOR OF NEW BUFFALO. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The special 
order is the bill (S. No. 41) making an appropri- 
ation for the construction of a harbor at New 
Buffalo, in the State of Michigan. 

The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 


| appropriate $40,000 for the construction of a har- 
bor at New Buffalo. The contract for the worl 


son or persons as will agree te complete the har- 
bor for the amount appropriated. 
i) Mr. CLAY. I ask for the estimates in this 
i| case. F should like to hear them read. | 
i| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sceretary | 
|| reports that there are no estimates accompanying 
‘| the bill in his possession, i 
Mr. STUART. They will be found at page 
164, part 3, of the President’s message and accom- 
| panying documents for 1853-’54. 
| Mr. TOOMBS. I should like to know some- 
thing of the estimates on which this appropria- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour for || 


morning. It will come up in the morning hour, || 
As |i 


|| to create commerce. They say, ‘¢ 


I insist on my motion to postpone the special |! 


Whole, to consider the bill, which proposes to || 


is to be let by the Secretary of War to such per- |; 


ji tion is asked for. Are there any? I should like 
i| to know from the committee. 

|} Mr. STUART. The estimates are to be found 
| 


Senator from Alabama, [Mr. Cray.] 
Mr. TOOMBS. When were they made? 
Mr. STUART. 


Mr. TOOMBS. 
since? 

Mr. STUART. 

Mr, TOOMBS. 


No, sir. 
‘When were they made? 

Mr. STUART. That same year. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Some estimates were sent to | 
Congress in 1853 that were made six or ten years | 
| before. REN: 
| Mr. STUART. Congressmade an appropria- i 


| in the volume which I have just handed to the |! 


i 

i 

) 

i 

i 

They were sent to Congress | 

in 1853. i 
And have none been sent here | 

H 


tion in 1852 for the construction of acharbor: at 
this, point, and the next year this estimate was 
made. i 

Mr. TOOMBS. ‘The last appropriation made 
was in Mr. Fillmore’s time. Formerly it took 
one of that kind of Administrations to get thera; 
but now you get them more easily sincy you have 
a coalition between parties; now you get then 
without a Whig Administration.” I. think: the 
last before this year was under Mr. Fillmore’a 
administration. `I believe that was the only time 
you could come at them, until this break inthe 

emocratic party. See 

Mr. CASS. The estimates came in under the 
Administration in 1853. ° ‘ 

Mr. MASON. The estimates were made in 
1850, on the surveys by this United States agent, 
Mr. Bowes. In 1853, the Secretary sent to Con- 
gress the report. of the board of engineers pró- 
posing certain sums of money upon these ésti= 
mates to be expended in that year, but the esti- 
mates were in 1850, as the report will show. 

Mr. CLAY. I want to call attention to a sin- 
glc paragraph in this report of the agent, which 
was made in 1850 I believe. It is in itself a 
commentary on the several measures now before 
the Senate, tending to show what I have hereto- 
| fore suggested, that many of these harbors are 
not made for the sake of commerce now, but’ 
with the view of creating commerce. Here is 
| what he says: i 
“ From the annexed estimate, the cost of completing this 


i; improvement will be $112,267 49, and ‘after deducting the- 


present appropriation, $1 h J 
perceived that the cost of this improvement will not mate- 
| rially differ from that of similar works, and, when com- 


2267 49; by which it will be 
i 

| 

| pleted, will, without doubt, make a good and capacious 
i 

ji 


į harbor either for local or general commerce. The exports 
; Of this point have thus far been confined to lumber; butas 
a good quality of soil is in its vicinity, it will, without 
doubt, be more cultivated as soon asa harbor is provided 
capable of affording facilities for the shipment of produce.” 


of the place not require the harbor; but for 
the prospective gains that may result from the 
construction of the harbor, they ask for this ap- 
propriation. They ask for it, in other words, not 
for the sake of commerce alread 


‘Thus it appests that the trade and commerce 
| o 

i 

| 

j 

i 

| 


existing, but 
Build a harbor, 
and no doubt there will be a fine trade resulting 
i from the cultivation of the soil. It will com- 
| mence as soon as the harbor is made capacious 
; and ready for the reception of vessels.” But at 
this time there is nothing but some lumber to be 
transported. Ihave no time to read the reports. 
What appropriation does this bill call for ? 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty thou- 
į sand dollars. 
i Mr. CLAY. The report states that $112,967 


|| is necessary to complete the work, and that 


ropriated. 


$104,267 has already been appr Pale $10,000 was 
at ,000 wa. 


Mr. STUART. WNo,sir; 
| appropriated. : 
Mr. CLAY. Then, I read it wrong. Either 
the Senator from Michigan or this agent is 
greatly at fault. He says: 
1 «From the annexed estimate, the cost of completing 
| this improvement will be $112,267 493 and, after deduct- 
| ing the present appropriation, $104,267 49.” 
Mr. STUART. The appropriation was $8,000. 
Mr. CLAY. Then the question results, why 
does this bill make an appropriation of only 
$40,000? Tere the agent, this Mr. Bowes, one 
of the fossil remains of West Point, an antique 
of that institution, who graduated before they 
had a school of civil engineering there, whose 
education, as I remarked yesterday, was com- 
pleted with the single rule of three, tells us it 
will take $112,000 to complete the work, and 
i here they come and ask for $40,000. He tells 
| us that the commerce of the place does not need 
iit now, but doubtless will, if you make a good 
| harbor; because, in that event, the soil in the 
| vicinity, which is good, will be cultivated: He 
tells us there is nothing but some lumber there 
| at this time to be transported; that it has nothing 
but a lumber trade; and, with a parity of reason- 
| ing, I suppose, you might ask for a harbor at 
| every two miles along that coast. I dare say 
| lumber can be found for shipment within every 
i two miles throughout the whole extent of the 
H 


i| coast of Lake Michigan, 
j Mr. TOOMBS. 
| 


my-country sometimes, when the old women want 
martins to come. they stick: upa long - pole and 
put some birds to it, and the martins will come 
to. fight.the hawks. This. is precisely on that 
idea. If you will make a good ‘place, a hole in 
in the lake, where. people can ship their produce, 
they will buy the lands .belonging to some -of 
these parties and make a commerce there; so that 
there will be one port more.than before. It will 
be very advantageous to the country, it seems, 
because there are-good lands about the neighbor- 
hood which people will settle, provided you give 
them this advantage! This is the basis of the 
present bill. It is not even put upon the ground 
of a harbor of refuge. Ido not think the Senator 
from Michigan can even put it on the ground 
of ecommerce, because there is no commerce 
there to regulate or facilitate; and it is evidently 
not, for the purposes of refuge. It is a naked 
land speculation—that is all.. ‘The committee do 
not give us any information about it. They sit 
mum. They do not think it comports with the 
true position of a committee to give us informa- 
tion on such subjects. They are grinding. out 
the bills every day. They have presented three 
or four, within the last two days. They grind 
them out every day; and when they are report- 
ing appropriations of millions and millions of 
doliars of the. publie money, they say ‘some 
estimates were sent here in 1853, some were 
made in 1849, and some ten or fifteen years ago; 
and we are carrying out those plans, whether 
good or not; whether the wall has washed away 
or not; whether the sand has filled up or not; 
whether it is not necessary to remove it out into 
the lake or further up; we do not care anything 
about these points, for we think we have a 
chance now, by combining altogether, to over- 
ride the veto; and now is a good time to rake up 
all the old estimates and put all we can into our 
hands.” 

I put it-fairly to the country, if that is not the 
basis before the Senate? That is the state of the 
facts. They think they are able, by a combina- 
ction, by a coalition of Brack Republicans, Free- 
Soilerg, and a part of the Democratic party, to 
reach the public Treasury; and therefore they 
-say, “ All ye that thirst for public money, slake 

our thirst; we have a good time of it; this com- 

ination is strong enough to override a Dem- 
ocratic President; let us all. stand together, and the 
door-of the public Treasury will be opened, for 
we have found a combination strong enough to 
knock out the bottom.” That is the proposition. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr.MASON. I ask for the yeas and nays on 
the engrossment of the bill. ` 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. As I shall be compelled to 
vote against this appropriation, although the 
locality is very near to my home, I must state 
my reasons for doing so, in a very few words. 

do not believe thata harbor can ever be made 
at New, Buffalo, and I do not believe a town of 
any size willever exist there, if you havea harbor. 
Itis ten miles from Michigan City; it is a new 
town started afew years ago by the Michigan Cen- 
tral Railroad Company. That company bought 
the railroad from the Siate of Michigan to term- 
inate at some point in the State. Hence they must 
get a point.as near to the Indiana line as they 
could, to make a temporary landing. - They spent 
a large amount of money in making piers. I 
happened to be on the first train of cars that went 
„across, and took the boat at that place. I know 
we came very near getting drowned, and sinking 
the boat. 

I should be glad to see a harbor there, if one 
could be made, but I doubt whether it can be į 
made, - There is not water sufficient to keep the 
channel open into the creek, and there is no depth 
of water in the creek; itis almost a mere sand- 
bank. You may make as many piers there as | 
you please,.and the first storm will destroy them. 
As there is no considerable commerce there, and 
never can be, and as. you can never make a harbor | 
of refuge there, and as { do not think the work 
will be worth forty cents of the $40,000 proposed | 
to be expended, Udo not see how 1 can vote for | 
this appropriation, - 

The question being teken.on ordering the bill 


` of Tennessée, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, 


| committee, or in, gentlemen here. 


to be engrossed for a third readin sulted— 
yeas 17, nays 21; as follows: ing, resulte 
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YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Benjamin, Cass, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, Foot, Foster, Hartin, James, Jones of Lowa, Jones 
Wade, 

and Wright—1¥. meee 
NAVS—Messrs. Adams, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell 
of Tennessee, Biggs, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Clay, Crit- 
tenden, Douglas, ‘Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, 
Johnson, Mallory, Mason, Pugh, Reid, Toombs, and Wel- 
ler—2Q), i 


So the bill was rejected. 
HARBOR AT CLINTON RIVER. 


The Senate as in Committee of the Whole next 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 42) mak- 
ing an appropriation for the construction ofa 
harbor at the mouth of Clinton river,in the State 
of Michigan. Under the provisions of the bill 
$10,000 will be appropriated for the construction 
of a harbor at the mouth of Clinton river. The 
contract for the construction of the harbor is to 
be let by the Secretary of War to such person.or 
persons as he shall think proper, who will agree 
io complete it for the amount appropriated, with 
such sureties, and according to such plan,as shall 
be approved by him. 

Mr. MASON. I perceive that the Senator 
from Alabama has got the general list. I hope he 
will inform the Senate as to the amount of the 


estimates. The appropriation in the bill is 
$10,000. 
Mr. CLAY. Ihave not been able to find the 


report. I never heard of an estimate for this work, 
and 1 shall be obliged to the Senator from Mich- 
igan if he will find it and submit it to the Senate, 
unless it is the pleasure of the Senate that we 
shall vote on these matters without any inform- 
ation at all. 

Mr. CASS. There has been an estimate sent | 
in and approved, and an appropriation of $6,000 
was made before. This is a very important 
river. It enters into Lake St. Clair, and at its 
mouth is the only harbor we have on that lake. 
There is a small bar across the river, and the 
object of the bill is to remove it. Six thou- 
sand dollars has been appropriated for that pur- 
pose heretofore, but has been found not to be 
enough. 

Mr. CLAY. I should like to ascertain what 
is the trade of the place, and what is the necessity 
of the improvement. It may turn out, on exam- 
ination of the local agent’s report, that this har- 
bor, like that at New Buffalo, is intended merely 
to create a town, and not for the sake of any 
existing commerce. 

Mr. CASS. There is a town, Mount Clement, 
close to the mouth of the river. i 
portant town, that has been laid out for forty 
years to my certain knowledge, and of great im- 
portance to the country about it. It has very 
considerable exportations and shipping. tis an 
important position, and the only harbor we have 
on Lake St. Clair. 

Mr. CLAY. I hope we shall be shown the 
estimate. I do not see any in the book, though 
I have looked through it, and I do not know 
that there are any estimates. We had a bill be- 
fore us the other day for which no estimates 
whatever could be shown. I think it is due to 
the Senate that some authority should be pre- 
sented for this appropriation. T cannot find any 
estimate, though [have looked for. it. 

‘ Mr. CASS. It is in the report of the engineer 


oard. 

Mr. STUART. If Senators would take occa- 
sion to inform themselves there would be no dif- 
ficulty about this matter. It seems tome to be 
a bad argument for a Senator to get upand say, | 
« I do not know anything about these subjects.” 
The Committee on Commerce have reported these 
bills, and my colleague has stated that there is 
an estimate for this work—a full estimate, made 
by the late son-in-law of my colleague, Captain | 
Canfield, of the engineer corps, under the direction 
of the War Department. ‘That is the basis of 
the action of the committee. When the com- 
mittee make a statement here, it is scouted. 
Senators say they have no confidence in the 
“We. show 
them the estimates, and then they tell us -they 
have no confidence inthe estimates. I think the 
Senator from Alabama calls a gentleman who 
made some of. these estimates a fossil remain. 
Senators have no confidence in anybody here—no 
confidence in our estimates, and yet they want 


our estimates. That argument, to my mind, is 
not very reliable. The estimate for this work, I 


Itis a very im- f 


can assure the Senator from Alabama, is hére in 
the volume, and can be found with very little 
difficulty. The Senator says he did not attend 
the committee this morning. If he had done so 
he could have seen all these estimates. They 
were before the committee. They are in the 
volumes of the President’s messages. I can find 
them. 

“Lam not disposed to detain the Senate by look- 
ing over the volumes and reading them. They 
are made, as my colleague states, by individuals 
engaged in the ‘War Department, and under the 
direction of that Department. 


‘Now, when a Sen- 
ator tells me that he has no confidence in these 
officers, no confidence in me, no confidence in the 
committee to which I belong, and yet wants me to 
spend time in stating to him what the arguments 
are, it is.a kind of business in which [do not 
choose to engage. 

Mr, MASON. _I think the honorable Senator 
from Michigan [Mr.. Stuart] has not exactly 
appreciated the usual mode in which business is 
done in the Senate, when he says that Senators 
come here professing themselves ignorant on 
subjects about which they ought to be informed, 
and asking for information which they ought 
already to have had from papers: that have been 
printed and laid before the Senate. Sir, as I un- 
derstand, the course of business in the Senate 
formerly was, when a subject was committed to 
a committee, and they made a report upon it, that 
the committee collected the materials, and when 
the bill came before the Senate, the committee, or 
the gentleman having charge of the bill from the 
committee, either by a special report accompany- 
| ing the bill, or by his preparation to give it orally 
i informed the Senate of the merits of the bill and 
of the facts upon which it was based. 

Now, what is the case here? I do not know 
who reported these bills, but I do know that the 
honorable Senator from Michigan presents him- 
| self, and properly I doubt not, as the one having 
the special charge of them; and what are the facts? 
We had yesterday, and last week, and to-day, 
three bills, all for the State which the honorable 
Senator represents, to construct harbors on Lake 
Michigan. When we asked for the information 
to enable us to judge whether they were provi- 
dent expenditures, we were referred to this book 
showing that the estimates—(1 call them esti- 
mates, but the honorable Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. Cass] says these are not the estimates)—or 
showing what I call the estimates, merely the 
results of the observations of the surveyor at 
the time he made the survey, and his detailed 
statement of what each specific part of the work 
would cost, were madein 1850. When we say, 
as we have said in debate, that that was done six 
years ago, and non constat but that the waters of 
these lakes may have changed in consequence of 
the storms to which we are informed they are all 
subject, and the shifting sands, and the constant 
change of the physical géography of the border 
| on the shore, and therefore those estimates may 

not be good now, they say there are estimates 
since. But where are these estimates? The hon- 
orable Senator refers me, in regard to one work, 
to what he calls an estimate, and I dare say calls 
it so truly, in his judgment; but it is a mere state- 
ment that in 1850 itwas said the work would cost 
$160,000, and that now it is proposed to expend 
$20,000 of that $160,000. That, says the honor- 
able Senator, is an estimate made afterwards. I 
say it is not an estimate at all; it is only a prop- 
osition to expend so much of the former estimate 
within the fiscal year. i 

Now, in reference to this bill, I say, according 
to the usage of the Senate, and the only usage 
by which I can conceive that the Senate can act 
with understanding on subjects of. any kind, 
more especially on those involving the expendi- 
ture of money, when the bill comes up, we have 
aright to learn from the committee reporting it 
every-fact that was before the committee at the 
time the bill was considered by them, so. that we 
may form our judgment as they form theirs. Te 
is absolutely impossible, as every gentleman 
knows, for each Benator here to make himself 
acquainted with the thousands of public docu- 
ments on all public subjects that come before us, 
constituting portions of the public business; and 
we are obliged to rely on.the special information 
given us at the time from the committee reporting 
the bill. I should like to be informed about this 
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matter. ‘I'he proposition of the bill is to expend | 


**¢10,000 for the construction of a harboratthe 
mouth of Clinton river, in the State of Michigan, 
to be expended under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of War;” and “ the Secretary ghall let the 
contract for. the construction of said harbor to 
such person or. such persons as he shall think 
proper, who will agree to complete the same for 
the amount hereby appropriated, with such sure- 
ties, and according to such plan, as shall be ap- 
proved by him.” 

‘This is the stereotyped form copied into the 
bills one after another. Certainly it is the form 
of the three predecessors of this bill, for I have 
examined them closely, requiring the Secretary 
of War to have a harbor constructed there for 
the sum proposed. We have no information in 
the world that this work can be done for this 
sum, except the information furnished in the pre- 
ceding cases. In one case, where $160,000 was 
estimated in 1850, they say the whole work shall 
be done for $50,000. In another case, where 
$105,000 was estimated, they say the whole work 
shall be done for $50,000. Here they say the 
whole work is to be done for $10,000; but we are 
utterly uninformed, up to the present moment, 


what amount the responsible officers of the Gov- | 
ernment have said will be required to do such a | 


work. 

The honorable gentleman from Michigan has 
remarked that Senators here say they have no 
confidence in the estimates, no confidence in those 
who make them,.and no confidence in the com- 
mittee. I have not said so. I have said, in 
reference to the person making the estimates, this 
Mr. Bowes, that he does not appear to be one of 


the topographical corps, that he does not sign | 
himself an officer of the Government at all, but he | 


signs himself ‘ United States agent.” Whether 
he is an Indian agent, or what sort of agent, 
does not appear. The honorable Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. DARSI tells us that he knows the 
man; he will not undertake to say that he ever 
was in the topographical corps, but he knows 
that he has had experience as a topographical 
engineer, and that his estimates are to be relied 
upon. 

Now, what I want, as one of the Senators of 
the Republic, is responsibility in the expenditure 
of the public money. I want the organization 


of the Government regarded, so that Land my | 
people may at least know when the money of | 


the Treasury is expended for works alleged to be 
useful; that it is expended with intelligence and 


knowledge, and upon the responsibilities that are, | 


or ought to'be, involved in the organization of 
every Government. I know nothing of this agent, 
but Lam not left to discredit his estimates. I 
might very well unite with the honorable Sen- 
ator, [Mr. Cass,] who says he has skill and expe- 
rience, and that his estimates are worthy of con- 
fidence—I might well unite with the Senator in 
saying, be that so; and then I want to know your 
reasons for repudiating these estimates as you 
have done. I-want to know the reasons of the 
committee for repudiating these estimates as they 
have done. When he tells us that to do a work 
will cost—I speak now of one of the former bills 


which have been passed—f160,000, I want to | 
know for what reason the committee repudiate | 
his estimate, and say it shall be done for $50,000. || 


Í have not had a reason. 
Mr. STUART. I gave the reason yesterday. 


Mr. MASON. The only reason T heard as- | 
signed was this: that if it could not be done for | 


$90,000 it was not to be donc atall. There was 
none other. That did not satisfy me. 
son certainly was assigned, that if the work 
could not be done for $50,000 the money was 
not to be expended. I deny that that isthe con- 
struction of the bill. I say it isa mandate to 
the executive officer. 
the money is appropriated ; and we rely on the 
Executive, whose constitutional duty it is to 
see that the laws are executed—to see that that 
work is done, and done for $50,000. Thatis the 
construction of the bill; and the executive officer 
in the discharge of his duty cannot come to the 
Senate and say, ‘The Executive stultifies the 
Legislature; you ordered me to do a work for 
$50,000, which the money is not adequate to 
perform.” He must do that unless he will take 
up some contractor and say, ‘‘ Here is $50,000, 


and here is the place where the work is to be! 


The rea- | 


The work is to be done; | 


‘| struct a harbor on this lake, when that furnishes 


done; now tell me what sort of-a harbor you can 
make for $50,000; I will revise it, and if it bea 
harbor to cost that amount of money, I shall 
consider it my duty to contract with you forit.” 

There is another consideration which has often 
impressed itself on my mind in relation to these 
expenditures. A suggestion was made just now 
by the honorable Senator from Illinois, [Mr. 
Dovexas,] who comes from that quarter of the 
country on which I suppose a death blow was 
given to one of this very batch of bills reported 
by this committee. It was rejected upon the 
suggestion of that Senator. We. know the spirit 
of speculation, and we are.aware of the colossal 
fortunes that are built up in the. northwestern 
country, by means of these local expenditures of 
the public money. They are brought to our no- 
tice every day. Vigilant, industrious, acute men 
find out particular spots, the mouth of a river 
upon a lake, or somewhere else. They find that 
a railroad may come in that direction, or may be 
invited to come in that direction, and they set 
themselves to work looking upon this Govern- 
ment as a Government purely of jobs. They say, 
| “ First letus get a grant of land to construct a 
railroad that shall lead to that point, and then get 
an appropriation to make a harbor there; we 
shall thus have an expenditure of the public 
money to a very large extent, and we will getu 
alocal excitement, and get a transient value, if 
not an actual value to ourlands, and we will reap 
the profit.” Mr. President, the public fisc of 
this country is used to build up fortunes in that 
quarter of the country where the lands are new, 
to which the emigration goes, and where we 
have public lands open almost to those who first 
come to take them. i 

Upon the Atlantic States to which I belong, we 
have no public lands; we have hardly any ex- 
penditure of the public money of any kind. In 
the State which I represent, large, and populous, 
and wealthy as it is, we should hardly know of 
the existence of the Federal Government but for 
the post offices in the villages and at the cross- 
roads. How is it elsewhere? Iwill cite to you 
the instance—and I believe it was the pioncer, 
according to my recollection—of the grant of land 
that was made to build up the Llinois Central 
railroad. Under the delusive promise—not delu- 
sive so far as it may not have raised the value of 
the adjacent land, but under the promise that the 
public would be benefited by having an increased 
value given to the adjacent lands—we entered into 
a system of granting alternate sections of publié 
lands. The consequence has been, in regard to 
that work, as [ happened to see by an exhibit of 
the affairs of the company, a few years ago, that 
on a capital of $800,000 paid in, they had raised 
a credit of five or six millions, made a road then 
two or three hundred miles long, which was 
yielding returns far more than adequate to the 
whole expenditure. What fortunes are built up 
there? And done how? By taking the common 


purposes, to build up colossal fortunes for people 
there. 

What is the case here? I know nothing of this | 
particular improvement; but I suspect that, ex- 
cept the honorable gentlemen who come from the 
State of Michigan and the adjacent States, no 
Senators-here know where this place is. A har- 
bor at the mouth of Clinton river, in the State of 
Michigan! I know nothing about that, and can- į 
not know anything about it. The honorable gen- 
tleman who has charge of these bills before the 
Senate [Mr. Sruarr] has not told us—I-do not 
know whether he is prepared to tell us—where | 
Clinton river is. The honorable Senator. from 
Michigan [Mr. Cass] says it opens into the Lake 
St. Clair. But what sort of a river is it? i 
lives there? He tells us that there is a village | 
or a little. town there. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the name of that 
town? 

Mr. STUART. Mount Clement. 

Mr. MASON. What the place is, or what 
advantages are to result from this improvement, 
we are left in total ignorance of, except we are 
told that itis the only harbor on that lake. The 
appropriation contained in the bill is $10,000. 
Itis proposed to appropriate the small sum of 
$10,000 for the rich State of Michigan, to con- |: 


the only place at which a harbor can be con-} 


property of the Union, and devoting it to local |) 


Who |! 
] 


structed. “Why, sir; Michigan.is not .a:mendi+ 
cant, I trust. A wealthy prosperous; able; ene 
lightened community, like the people -of :Mich- 
igan, to come here for the little sùm- iof $10,060 
to construct a harbor, andthe only. harbor’ on 
this lake! What a spectacle! -But:this. ismot 
the only one. I donot remember-thenumber of 
bills; but for three days we have been engaged 
here in appropriating money:to make harbors for 
the State of Michigan. <. Loa od 

Mr. CASS. Three bills in:th ae 

Mr. MASON. It is a` pretty: good work: for 
the State of Michigan, if you pass abill appro- 
priating $50,000 a day. I dare say, in the esti- 
mation of those who relish this sort.of improve- 
ment, the time ofthe Senate of the: United: States 
could not be more advantageously: spent for the 
whole country than in appropriating the common 
treasure to build up.these local works in the térri- 
tory of the State of Michigan. © a 

Now, Mr, President, I want to know if the 
honorable Senator can “inform us what was the | 
original estimate to do this work at the mouth 
of Clinton river, by whom it was made, and 
when it was made? And then. I want to see 
whetherjthis sum of $10,000, which is to complete 
the work, is based on the estimate; or whether, 
following the example of its predecessors, the 
i estimates are abandoned, utterly repudiated, and 
this comparatively small sum of $10,000 put in 
to get the bill through. I have thrown no reflec- 
tion on the gentlemen of thé committee, and do 
not mean to do so; I do not feel any disposition 
of any kind to do it; but I do say that, according 
to the usages of the Senate, when a committee 
brings in a bill, especially one to appropriate 
money, we ought to have all the facts to enable 
the Senate to act intelligently on it,.and know 
whether it is a provident and useful expenditure. 
We have had none so far, in relation to this bill. 

Mr. STUART. Mr. President, a very difi- 
cult problem is presented to the members of the 
Committee on Commerce. If we discuss our 
bills, and answer these arguments, which, with all 
respect to those who make them, we think are not 
only without foundation, but without any appli- 
cation to the question under consideration, .we 
consume time, and lose our bills. If we do not 
discuss them, we subject ourselves to any amount 
of animadversion that it pleases Senators, in va- 
rious parts of the Senate, to cast onus. I have 
[no hesitation in making my choice. I -believe 
| that one or two committees to which I belong, are 
the only committees that I have ever known.to 
| be thus treated in the Senate of the United States. 
Still I prefer to rest under this obloquy, rather 
than be drawn into a discussion which extends 
ito grants of public lands for making railroads 
in the United States, and to everything else con- 
nected with the government of the country, and 
delays a vote on the bills. I shallonly saya very 
few words. 

The Senator from Virginia remarks, (and in 
somewhat, I must say, of the style of a lecturer, 
though he says he does not mean it,) that the 
time was when a committee, who introduced a 
bill to the Senate, explained it, and were armed 
with the statistics to show to the Senate its neces- 
sity and propriety. This is equivalent to saying 
| that that time has gone by. Now, sir, this Com- 
mittee on Commerce are armed. with the statis- 
tics, with the estimates, in every single Instance. 
J have stated the estimates myself. ‘The Senator 
| says he does not repudiate them, and yet he ar- 
| gues the question for an hour to show that they 
are not to be relied upon. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Toomzs] 
did say, in so many words, that. he had no con- 
fidence in the committee, and none in these irre- 
sponsible representatives of the States here. That 
was his language. The Senator from Alabama 
| {Mr. Cray] makes a charge against the officer 
who makes the estimate. And yet, one Senator 
| gets up and remarks: ‘I did not say this; but 
| some of the individuals who are arguing with me 
did.” When another question comes up, the 
other Senator says, “I did not say that; but the 


ree days. -- 


| gentleman who first made the declaration did.’ 


So that altogether the committee is placed in a 


| strange position. 


Now, let me say to the Senator from Virginia, 
that the. time was, when every committee of the 
Senate, in making a report, was treated with 
respect, when its report was sought to be answered 
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I| sood are returned 
river, to at least one 


-to approp 


d, here ‘are estimates 
1853; they are so and 


| the book in my hand; I sai 
made by the Department in 


‘not sought to be met: by a lon making the commerce of that river not less than. |) $03 and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Cray] 
pays | Tand for.the Thinois Central: railroad, || $15,600,000; but not one dollar from. the public |) took the book out of my hand and began to make 
“which grant the officers of your Government have il Treasury has ever been expended: on it tomy |] & speech on i se hav aaa prepared in ery 
shown you years ago—the Senator cai read it if knowledge. -> a v [pease presented by me rom the committee, an z 
“he chooses—has put: millions of dollars: into the I presume that the harbor now under consider- will-say. to my honorable friend, that I shall be 
Treasury of the. United States, which would not |j ation has not a commerce equal to one fifth prepared hereafter to answer him any question 
„have gone there: without that grant. . part of this. Its trade has not been stated. For that is necessary to Show a e basis on which we 
Mr. MASON. How many millions into. the |a point where an appropriation of a latger sum have-acied. I say again, that I do not assume 
hands of-individuals?. = í was proposed, it was stated that.the commerce || for the Committee on Commerce, or for myself, 
coi MresSBUARE, No doubt it was a beneficial || was a. million of dollars. The truth of my || any such authority as the Senator supposes. 


statement as- to the 
the Senator from Al 
An approp 
valuable. It is a small, narrow. stream 
of the best streams for navigation in 


‘thing to them, but I have yet to learn that the || 
Government. of the: United. States is to refrain 
from: benefiting itself. because incidentally it 
benefits individuals.. This is enough on that! 


point; I cannot be drawn into the argument of | 


Tombigbee is well known to 
abama, [Mr. Firzparnicx.] 
riation of this sort would be vastly 


the world, | 


| simply report the facts, that the Senate may pass 


on them. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 
duty in this matter. 
of which | am a me 


I endeavor to do my part of 
If you refer toa committee 


, but one E 5 
mber, as is sometimes done, 


cthat:subjects ys; : for its length. Trees are hanging over it, and ja private claim of one hundred dollars, it is my 
< „Here js the estimate made and submitted by || by cutting them out, and removing slight obstruc- || business to examine the affidavits, to get at the 
Captain Canfield for this work, and. the whole || tions, which can probably be done for $100,060, | truth of the statements, to investigate the princi- 


it will be placed in a goo 
worth as much, I venture to say, 
of the country, 
| game amount, in all these bills that h 
i passed or. proposed. 
amendment. ° 
Mr. TOOMBS. 
the business of the Sena 
we should understan 
been raised as to the 
On that point I differ 
from Michigan, (Mr. 
complain that a 
for information, when he is 
facts which are necessary to 


amount. of the estimate is $10,070.45. Five thou- 
‘sand. dollars were appropriated before, a portion 
‘of which was consumed in making a survey; four 
¡thousand seven hundred dollars yet remained; 
“and: the: committee were of- opinion that it was | 
‘safe, to say that, by taking ten thousand dollars 
_now, and placing it upon the principles of a con- | 
tract, a complete harbor could. be. made there. 
Flere, isthe statement of: the estimate: 
« It contemplates the deepening of the entrance to 
` feet for a widta of one hundred feet within, a close 
for the sides of the cut, one hundred and forty feet apart; 
the whole fength of the cut and piling being two thousand 
four hundred feet”? 
Tt ought to be satisfactory, I apprehend, when 
the representative of the committee rises here and 
“gays such” an estimate exists, and it has been 
-made by such an officer as Captain Canfield, of 
“the topographical corps of engineers. I think 
it is but respectful to suppose that the statement 
is true. The member of the committee who 
makes it, makes it on his own responsibility, and 
‘on the responsibility of the committee. 1 do not 
“think we should be required to read the book in 
order’ to satisfy the criticisms of Senators. We 
“have investigated this subject, and we state the 
‘facts to- the Senate. The character and import- 
vance of this work are stated. It is the only har- 
:bor‘on Lake St. Clair; and it is necessary, as we 
‘think. We do not propose to sct up 


ine 


| Sruart.] He 
| 

| 

| : R 
ignorant 


sented for his consideration. 


| Senator is the only mem 
| 


|| his legislative capacity. Fr 
| ate first met, until this hour, they hav 
ing committees for the purpose 
il and investigating rinciples. 

! Senator from Michigan, I presume, w 
l 
| the facts and all the principles necessar 


our opinion |! his judgment without the aid of the 


4 of gathe 


\ 
| 
i 
i 
| 
H 
| 
\ 


against the opinion of the Senate. We report |} committees. TA 
respectfully to the Senate that, in our opinion, this | Mr. STUART. I have not indicated 
‘harbor is necessary, not to build up a town, but | thing. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I suppose 
complaint that that 
Mr. STUART. 

| apprehended me entirely. 


d from the 


for the protection of the commerce of those lakes; | : Se 
was involved in it. 


and the vessels of the United States making their | 
_trips between the custom-house at Detroit, and | 
the custom-house at Mackinaw, have to pass this | p 
very boisterous point, We think the improve- |i I simply a 
ment should be made. The Senate may think | here, state 
otherwise; and if they do, they will undoubtedly ij e e discussing the.aabiect repu 

ay so. PENA ON RION. S 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. whole, and said they had 

on constitutional groun we had done. 
tions; yet, if they are to be made, I think it is. 
but right and proper, and I consider it a duty | 
which Lowe to my constituents, as they pay their 
full proportion of the taxes, that they should have 
their proportion of the distribution of the public 
funds. Although, if the amendment whic 
pose be adopted, I cannot vote for the bi 
it my duty to propose an amendment. 
not with a view to derange the order of business || 
of the committee. I know that the presentation l 
of separate bills was intended to obviate the diffi- |) 
culties indicated by the veto of the President of; 


sserted that, when the comm 


President, I am opposed, 
ds, to all these appropria- | 


that thing. 
bills. J have seen, with 
read twice, referred to th 
back the next morning, an 
dar, 
That is all the committee have done. 


h {pr =] 
U, T feel | 


I do so, || 


for those who admit the power to m 


j 
1 
J 
t 


d condition, and be 
to the commerce 
as any appropriation for 


I therefore offer this 


I think it very important to 
te and the country, that 
d the question which’ has 
duties of the committees. 
totally from the Senator 


Senator should rise here 


be known in order 
to form a correct judgment on the measure pre- 
1 presume that 
ber in this Chamber who 
will not admit that he needs the beve 
standing committees where there are any tacts 
dehors the record to form a correct judgmet j 
om the day the Sen- 
e had stand- 


Nobody but the 


fess to understand by his own investig 


Not atall. The Senator mis- 
I made no complaint. 


d the facts, and gave the estimates, a 
all the data upon which the measure was based, |, 


i no confidence in what | 


Mr. TOOMBS. The committee have not done i 
They have simply reported these i 
in the last tw 
hours, bills introduced by unanimous consent, 
e committee, brought 
d placed on the Calen- 
with an oral recommendation that they pass. 


the facts of each case, what is the importance of |, 
the work, what is the commerce of the place, | 
what would make the appropriation proper, even 


ple; and usually J put the results of my examina- 
tion in the shape of a report, to give my fellow 
Senators the benefit of my information. T expect 
other committees to do the same thing. If they do 
it not, they do not perform their duty. Ihave no 
hesitation in saying that of any committee here. 
The country has a right to expect—L have aright 
to expect, as a Senator, this information. I have 
made ita duty to which I have strictly attended 
| since I have been a member of either branch of 
| Congress, to give to every subject referred to 
! committees of which I ama member my personal 
| examination, to look at the facts, and to state 
| them to the best of my ability. I do not say, 
when any question arises dehors the record, ** go 

ic documents.” On the same 


‘look at the public | t i 
| principle the Committee on Naval Affairs, when 
may tell us to look into 


they report a measure, 
the reports of the Navy Department; and so the 
may tell us to 


Committee on Military Affairs 

look into the quartermaster’s report. On the same 
‘principle, if we were to inquire into the ‘three 
hundred or four hundred items of the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill, the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. Hunter] might say to us, “ go to 
my committee room and the clerk will show you 
the estimates.” That is not the way to do the 
business of a committee, The Committee on 


the 
ave been 


seems to 
and ask 
of those 


fit of the 


yt in |: 


ring facts 


ould. pro- } 
ations all |! 
y to form |; 


not presented these bills I could have looked 
through the records if I had chosen to do se. 

I do notthink it is fair to the country; and Tbe- 
| lieve it is liable to great abuse to fill up the com- 
mittees from which these bills come’ with gentle- 
men whose sections of the country are deeply 
interested in the improvements. I consider this 
wrong. I do not think it ought to be done, be- 
‘ cause we know that in such cases the interests 

of gentlemen, their natural attachments to their 

: constituents, would incline them to yield too much. 
They might even be interested, and we know 
that, 


standing i Commerce have presented to the Senate with these 
i bills nothing by which I can get any more inform- 
any such |, ation than if they had never acted, If they had 


Senator’s 


ittee came 
nd | 


diated the 


«If self the wavering balance shake, 


enty-f $j ’ f 
FE It’s rarely right adjusted.” 


| We know the liberality with which this com- 
mittee have acted; and when they are acting for 


i! the benefit of their own sections and States, it is 
sible that their attachment to 


What are |! certainly not impos 
tuents may have made them 


il 

| 

| zs >: 

, their beloved consti 0 
$ unjust to the whole country. What is the basis 
i on which these estimates are made ? 


Mr. STUART. Who is responsi 


l 
ii 
H 
i 


ake these ble for the 


the United States, at a former session; but the || improvements, they have not deigned to inform |; organization of the committee, let me ask? 

vetoes of this session have shown that that || us in a single case. The Senator talks about the |} Mr. TOOMBS. Iam a very plain man, and 
attempt has been a failure; it has not obviated his |! information which has been given us. J will il if I were to go into this matter and tell exactly 
difficulties; and, so far as vetoes are concerned, | make this proposition to him; if he will give me | how it is done, gentlemen would say Į was per- 
you might as well now embrace them ail, or any | the votes that cannot call the places when the |; sonal, that I was very rude and rough. 1 know 
number of them, or any class of them, in one bill, i; yeas and nays arc taken, he may have the rest, || how committees are formed, and it is one of the 


as to have them in separate bills. I therefore i 
propose to amend, after the word “ Michigan,” ,, here. 

y inserting: | apply to the committee, 
“And $100,000 for the improvement of the Tombigbee || some of these localities. Iam sure ofit 
tiver, in the States of Alabama and Mississippi. 


f d Mis | unsuccessful attempts which we havem 
T have no estimate for this river. 


I ask for ; information from them. 
none. The facts, however, are known to both | 
the Senators from Alabama, and to my colleague, 
and perhaps to other Senators. The Tombig- | 1853, 
bee is a river navigable for steamboats five hun- that the proper mode of doing the busin 
dred miles, passing through two States. We |, committee? 
ship on that river, L think, about two hundred || that the proper and fair mode of doing 
an fifty thousand bales of cotton annually, li ness of the committee ? 
worth, at forty dollars a bale, $10,000,000. Our!) Mr. STUART. I did not do that. 


i and I will beat him on every 


bill that is reported 
I have no doubt the same remark will 
to a large extent, as to 


aM é When we call for in- 
Í formation on a question of this kind, we are told 
| to go back to the reports of the Departments i 
and there we shall find some estimates. Is 


I put it to every Senator here, is | 


greatest abuses in the Senate. 

Mr. STUART. So faras I am concerned, let 
Í it come out or not, as the Senator chooses; but 1 
| want to ask if the committees of the Senate are 
| not elected by the Senate? 7 
Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir; 


, from the 
ade to get 
but does not every 


i 
| Senator know how they are elected? Are not 
in || lists brought here from party caucuses? 

| Mr. STUART. Is it not the fact that they 

ess of the || are elected by the Senate? 
Mr. TOOMBS. Itis a sham election. 

the busi- || Mr. STUART. Possibly the Senator’s own 

| election may be a sham; but it is none the less an 
I took up | election. ` 
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Mr. TOOMBS. [told the Senator that 1 would 
not go into these things; but I say it is no elec- 
tion at all; it isasham. You get together in 
party caucuses and ask men where they want 
to go? I have been asked whether it was agree- 
able to me to go ona certain committee, and I 
presume the same question has been asked of 
others. My answer has always been, “ service 
on any committees is a burden to me; I want 
none of them; but when it suits the convenience 
of the Senate I am willing to do my share of 
labor on any committee.” I know how these 
things-are done. 

Mr. STUART. I ask the gentleman if he 
holds the members of the Committee on Com- 
merce on this case responsible for the organiza- 
tion of that committee? 

Mr. TOOMBS. JI told the Senator that I did 
not wish to go into that matter. I am legiti- 
mately discussing the question before the Sen- 
ate —— 

Mr. STUART. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator 
from Georgia has the floor. 

Mr. STUART. I am aware of that; but I 
ask—— 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iam willing to answer every- 
thing the Senator wants; but I give notice that, if 
I answer his questions, I shall be very apt to do 
so according to my best information and belief. 

Mr. STUART. That is precisely what I want. 
ĮI stated, on my responsibility yesterday, that I 
had never indicated a place which 1 desired on 
any committee of the Senate. Now, I] do not 
fear any exposition which the Senator from 
Georgia may see fit to make. I state the fact— 
that is all L know about it—that the committees 
of the Senate are elected by the Senate. No such 
question was ever asked me as the Senator says 
was asked him. Feeling myself secure under 
any exposé the Senator may make, I shall be glad 
to hear it. 
obnoxious to the charge which the Senator from 
Georgia makes, let him show 1t now, and let the 
Senate be held responsible. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iam ready to make it at any 
time. The Senator yesterday made the statement 


which he has just now repeated, and } was satis- | 
J Į > 
J made no ; 


fied with it if he was-—perfectly so. 
issue with hhn in regard to it. He then added a 


remark, tuntamountto what I said just now, that | 


the kindness of his friends asked him whether he 
would go on this committee or that. 

Mr. STUART. No, sir. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That was my understanding 
of the Senator’s remark yesterday. 

Mr. STUART. Then I was unfortunate. 
That is not what I meant to say. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I presume that if the Senator | 


will look at the report of what he said, he will 
find it very nearly as I stated it. Esay the wishes 
of Senators are consulted in party caucuses. A 
far as I know anything of the action of party 
caucuses here for ten years, that is the trut. 
believe it is the universal rule, 

Mr. BUTLER. 
should have on my committee. 

Mr, TOOMBS. 


tion to such matters. When the party cauti 
meets, of course the wishes of gentlemen are 
consulted. This may not be true of everybody, 
for some are entirely indifferent as to the com- 
mittees on which they may be placed; but it is 
the general rule. 


I£ the Senate of the United States is | 


I was consulted as to whom I ; 


I have vo doubt everybody H 
else has been, or most of those who pay atten- | 


But, sir, coming back to the subject of which Í : 


was speaking 
to present the facts concerning each bill which 
they report. You require this of the Committee 
on Claims. You require it of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


, I say it is the duty of a committee | 


to my knowledge, being a member of those two _ 


committces. We report the facts. 


Itis the busi- - 


ness of the committees to ascertain the facts and i; 


state them to the Senate. All your booksof reports 
forming volumes of the public documents, are on 
that basis. Now, an exception is to be made 
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i ment; so that we were reduced to the naked ques 
ition of constitutional power. 


Li! 


when we come to an appropriation of $3,000,000 
for objects which, above all other classes of legis- 
lation, require facts. Look at the scene presented 
a few months ago. The Senator from Illinois, 
who has been acting with this coalition to reach 
the public Treasury, disclosed facts which led to 
the defeat of one bill; but the committee sat per- 
fectly still. The Senator from Ilinois told us that 
here was an abandoned old port which a private 
company had tried to build up and could not do 
it—called New Buffalo, and an appropriation of 
$40,000 was asked for it. He gave his opinion 
from personal knowledge that the expenditure 
would not be worth a groat. The Senate put 
down the appropriation, but it was presented to 
us through the Committee on Commerce. 

There is@#hother fact. These engincers may be 
valuable in one view as adepts, as men skilled in 
engineering. When you deem it proper, without 
reference to the principle on which you put the 
bill, to improve a harbor, they are the proper 
persons to estimate its practicability and cost; 
but they are not staticians. When we ask for 
information on these questions, we are told that 
some outsider says there is so much commerce 
and trade at a particular point. How docs he 
know? Thatis no part of the engincer’s busi- 
ness. He is not an adept in that. FFow does 
he get such information? I have seen the opera- 
tion of it; [ have noticed their reports, and some 
of them have been honest enough to give the 
| details. They go to steamboat captains, and ask: 
“ How often do you stop here? how many trips 
do you make? whatis the amount of your ton- 
nage.” They figure itall out, and thut is the 
reason why we have such monstrous absurdities 
in the shape of estimates of commerce presented 
here. They are statements of what vessels could 
carry if they made regular trips, fall every time 
of the most valuable commodities. These men 
are naturally uninformed on such points, and they 
have to scize on the statements presented to them, 
I say, however, it is the business of the commit- 
tee to give us all the necessary information. 

The Senator from Louisiana, when he wanted 
the mouth of the Mississippi river improved, 
came to the Senate, and ina speech gave us the 
extent of country drained by its waters, the vast 
amount of its commeree, and showed, as I ad- 
mitted in my speech in opposition to him, thatit 
was a trade and commerce which should come 
under the power of Congress to regulate com- 
merce if any measure of this kind could come 
under that power. I admitted frankly, that that 
was a case for the exercise of this power if it ex- 
isted. There the Senate knew on what they were 
called upon to vote. The facts were pretty gen- 
erally known anyway, but the Senator from 
Louisiana went into them carefully, and brought 
before us vividly the whole extent of population 
and production to be benefited by that improve- 


of that kind in this case. When we ask for it, 
the Senator from Michigan says: “tgo look to the 
reports made in 1853 and you will see what the 
engineer says the work wil cost.” The com- 
mittee have paid no attention to the estimates, for 
{ believe in this very case they have enlarged the 
amount of the estimates. I have been informed 


in this bill, for reasons which the Senator from 


ł 
| 
H 
] 
i 
H 
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work going to ruin since the last appropriation. 
But we desire to know all the facts connected 


with these different improvements, for cach must |, 
If it be wise to im- | 


stand on its own bottom. 


prove the harbor of Little Buffalo, in Michigan. 
One does not follow from the other, on any prm- 
ciple which any reasonable man in the Senate 


as the basis of his action. 


details as to each particular place. Where are 


Some of 


not in any map that I have ever seen. 


We have nothing | 


that they have exceeded the estimates by $4,000 | 


Michigan may have stated, on account of the |: 


prove the harbor of Buffalo, New York, it by no | 
means follows that it is wise or prudent to im-: 


will admit—on none that he will pretend to give į 
Then we want the | 


they? There are many of these places which are | 


| them may spring up in a day. Public lands are 
surveyed, and people go to settle on: them, and 
soon a town is built up. Probably while we have 
been here at this session, this process has been 
going on in some places. It is the duty of the 
committee to inquire into the facts. They should 
inform us of the locality of the places to be im- 
proved; of the extent of the country to be bene- 
fited; how far it is connected with other improve- 
ments. The intelligence of my friend from Ma- 
ryland, (Mr. Pearck,] yesterday brought out the 
fact that there were three of these ports within 
thirty-three miles—he at first supposed the space 
to be fifteen miles, but it turned out to be thirty- 
three. That fact was drawn out by the vigilance 
of one Senator, and another has discovered to- 
day that there was a proposition to throw away 
$40,000 of public money at a point where con- 
fessedly the same work had been abandoned by 
a private company. 

Now, when I rise up and simply ask, as I feel 
it to be my duty to do, that the committee shall 
give me the estimates, shall give me the facts, 
shall give me the basis on which the bill is re- 
| ported, they say: if we make our explanation we 
sliall lose the bill, and you have all the means of 
information that we have.” Why, sir, for what 
ido we want a committee? They have not per- 
formed, in this case, the function of a committee. 
Taking a bill, and bringing it back, and telling 
us to go look at the public documents, is not the 
way to do the business of a committee. I sa 
their duty is not discharged. I say that, accord- 
ing to the principles of this Government, they 
were bound to look at the facts, and present them 
ito the Senate orally or in writing, They have 

done neither. They have sent bills here without 
one word of explanation, and they call on the 
bands to unite, not to break the column, so that 
they may get ail their measures through—those 
that are unworthy with those that are good. Lre- 
gret that gentlemen, with these facts staring them 
|in the face, say they must stand all together like 
objects to which I will not compare them. We 
are almost hooted out of the Senate for asking an 
explanation of these measures. When we have 
' forty or fifty of these bills presented to us, I have 
| no doubt it will be ruled to be factious for us to 
‘ask where is the place, what is theestimate, what 
is the extent of country to be benefited by the 
improvement, whatis the extent of the commerce 
of the place for which you propose an appropri- 
‘ation? And we are told that, by interfering in this 
| way, we are preventing gentlemen from passing 
their bills. Mr. President, if this be faction, you 
will find me avery factious member of your body. 

I desire to make another remark before taking 
i my seat. I yesterday made a statement, in ref- 
erence to a document, which was controverted. E 
have the document now before me. It is a report 
by Colonel Abert, entitled “A statement of the 
appropriations for the construction and repair of 
roads, and the improvementof harbors and rivers, 
ii in the United States, showing, as faras practicable, 
i the amount to cach State, This statement was 
| made in 1845, and is among the Senate documents 
of that year, numbered 42. It shows, as I said yes- 
| terday, thatthe amount appropriated for internal 
improvements in the State of Ohio, out of the 
| funds of the General Government,was, up to that 
period $2,017,901 12. 

Mr. CASS. That includes the Cumberland 
road. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Certainly; and I stated yes- 
terday ten times, as the debate will show, that 
this was the amount of appropriations for in- 
ternal improvements. ‘The Senator from Mich- 
| igan was continually talking to me about river 
and harbor appropriations, and I kept repeating 
‘to him that the statement was of appropriations 
for internal improvements. 

Mr. CASS. The Cumberland road was not 
made out of the public Treasury. It was made 
out of the money of the State of Ohio for relin- 
' quishing her rigat to tax the land for five years 
after you sold it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator is mistaken in 
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that. . The principle which he states. was acted 
upon until 1820, in Mr. Monroe’s administration. 
Then it was abandoned, and the system was com- 
menced of appropriating money from the public 

‘Treasury. I know that the five per cent. fund, 
as it was ‘called, was used for making the road 
through: Maryland and Virginia, to Ohio, until 
Mr. Monroe’s time. During the honest adminis- 
‘tration of Mr. Jefferson, the first appropriation 
was in pursuance of the compact setting apart the 
five per cent. fund. 

“Mr. CASS. 1 think the road was completed to 
Ohio at the tinie of which the Senator speaks, but 
Lam not sure of that fact. Itis certain, however, 
that Congress made appropriations in anticipa- 
tion, providing that they should be reimbursed 
out of this fund. Does the honorable Senator 
gay now that the whole appropriation for the 
Cumberland road, for the benefit of the State of 
Ohio, exceeds the amount of her five per cent. 
fund? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Ido not; but on this state- 
ment, the first appropriation put down to the 

charge of Ohio for that road was in 1826, after 

Mr. Adams came into power. They went from 
the five per cent. fund into the Treasury. 

Mr. PUGH. The fund was three per cent. 
for making roads in the State, and two per cent. 
for roads to it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. My recollection is, that it was 
three per cent. for roads to the State, and two per 
cent. in the State; but at any rate both together 
made the five per cent. fund. Thad looked into the 
subject, and | was quoting yesterday from mem- 
ory; but my memory was accurate as to the sum 
of $2,600,000 expended by the General Govern- 
ment for internal improvements for the benefit 
of the State of Ohio. This does not include the 
money expended on the Cumberland road prior 
to 1824. My impression is, that before that time 
there was an appropriation out of the Treasury 
for that ronda think in 1820, during Mr. Mon- 
roe’s administration. Before that time the road 
was built by money out of this fund, and after 
that time the money was taken from the public 
Treasury. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator let me have the 
book? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes,sir. About two millions 
of dollars of this sum have been for the Cumber- 
Jand road, and the rest for harbors and rivers. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Were not these appropri- 
ations made in this manner: the money taken out 
of the Treasury, provided it should be replaced 
out of the two per cont. fund? IT believe there 
was much more appropriated than was ever re- 
ceived. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That rule was acted on reli- 
ance down to 1820, and it was then abandoned. 

think that, if you will look at the laws, you 
will find that Iam accurate in this statement. 
The report of Colonel Abert, to which I have 
referred, makes no statement of these appropria- 
tions until 1826, and it does not include anything 
for the Ohio river, nor the great sums of moncy 
oon for the Louisville and Portland canal, nor 
the amount expended for the improvement of the 

Ohio river, above or below the falls. The im- 
Ae of that river inure as much to the 

encht of the State of Ohio as if it ran through 
her center; but none of these appropriations are 
included in the $2,600,000, 

Mr. CASS. I asserted yesterday that the 
whole amount of expenditures, under this Gov- 
ernment, for rivers and harbors in the Union, 
from the commencement of the system in 1824 
to this day, was $11,751,000. 1 have the paper 
before me. On the Atlantic coast the expendi- 
tures have been $5,161,116 54; on the lakes, 
$3,110,183; on the Mississippi and its tributarics, 
$3,479,970. For Lake Erie, which touches the 


coast of New York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio, ; 


and a part of Michigan, the wholé expenditure 
has been $1,453,000. On Lake Michigan the total 
amount of your expenditure has been $765,000. 

Mr, TOOMBS. 


the amount of appropriations for rivers and har- 
bors, but I said expressly that the statement 
which ï gave was the amount of appropriations 


for internal improvements by the General Gov- į 


ernment. That is the difference between us. 
Mr. CASS. The reason why I confine the 


i I have been continually as- | 
serting one thing while the Senator from Mich- ! 
igan has been proving another. I was not giving | 


statement to rivers and harbors is, that no man | 
at this day asks an appropriation for roads and 
canals. ‘There is no such proposition before us. 
Mr. PUGH. Of the $2,617,901 12 which the 
Senator quotes, $2,081,008 31 are on account of 
the Cumberland road. 
Mr. TOOMBS. Certainly. 
Mr. PUGH. I state again, as I stated yester- 
day, that the General Government has not ap- 
propriated to this day, for the completion of the 
Cumberland road, the amount which she stip- 
ulated she would pay in consideration of restrict- 
ing the power of taxation of the State of Ohio 
upon the public lands for five years after they 
were sold. That disposes of the Senator’s account 
on that point. As to the other details, E could 
| not, without locking to the appropriation bills, 
ascertain them; but to test its accuracy, I will 
say that I find here, numbered 130, ‘a road 
from the Mississippi to the Ohio, $600,000.” 
Where is that road? There is no such road in 
Ohio, and never was any such. 
Mr. TOOMBS. Does the Seniatoj mean to test 
my accuracy? Did I not give hinMthe very au- 
thority on which he is voting millions of money? 
Mr. PUGH. I told the Senator yesterday 
that the authority was not good, and that inquiry 
would so show. i 
Mr. TOOMBS. The statement is Colonel 
Abert’s, on whose authority you are voting mil- 
lions of dollars. 
Mr. PUGH. I have not voted on Colonel 
Abert’s authority atall. I agree, to a great ex- 
tent, with what the Senator from Ilinois said 
the other day in relation to the estimates of these 
| engincers. Tdo not care whose it is; Isay the 

statement is not true in point of fact. said 
| yesterday that I had no doubt the Senator had 
| scen it, but it was erroncous, and I knew it 
| v so appear when the document was pro- 
{| duced. 

Whilst I am up, I wish to put a question to 
the Senator from Michigan about this harbor. 
i I sce by the map that it is iocated_in the north- 
western part of Lake St. Clair. It is in a por- 
tion of the lake that appears to be land-locked 
to a great extent. There cannot be any severe 
storms there. It isnot on the-shore to which 
wrecks are driven. It is a new work. Under 
these circumstances, I am not satisfied that it is 
necessary for a harbor of refuge. Iam not satis- 
fied that there is any necessity for a harbor of 
refuge on Lake St. Clair at all. I wish to have 
my mind enlightened on those points. If not, I 
cannot vote for the bill. 

Mr. CLAY. ‘The remarks of the Senator from 
Michigan I understood were mainly a reficction 
on me. He did not mean to censure other Sen- 
ators for their ignorance of the facts, as I under- 
stood him, but to censure me because, as a mem- 
ber of the committee, I was not advised on them. 

Mr. STUART. Let me correct the Senator 
from Alabama. E censured no gentleman here. 
I do not think I made any remark which could 
be justly considered a censure; but if I did, I 
say now, without any sort of qualification what- 
ever, that I retract it. 

Mr. CLAY. 1 did not mean to reply in any 
spirit of unkindness to the Senator. He said 
that, if I had attended the mecting of the com- 
mittee this morning, I might have the informa- 
tion. I merely rise for my own vindication, and 
not to retort on him. In that remark, he did me 
injustice, because he will concede that the im- 
mediate harbor bill before the Senate was not 
under consideration this morning. It was re- 
ported long since, 

If I felt at liberty to remark on the conduct of 
the committee, Í could furnish the Senate, I think, 
with an ample vindication for my seeming igno- 
rance on this subject; but the doings of commit- 
tees, J know, are not legitimate subjects for re- 
il mark in the Senate, and I do not intend to remark 


i 


|| upon them further than I am authorized to do by 


| what has been developed in the Senate. I am not 
singular in my ignorance of what he says was 
at the hands of all the-committee, and which I, 
as a member of the committee, might have at- 
| tained. Here, the other day, during the last 
| week, it is known to all the Senate, except, per- 
haps, the Senator from Michigan, who was ab- 
sent, that one of these bills came up for consider- 
ation, and not a member of the Senate could 
give us information either of the statistics of 


i 
i 
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so that we may get 


commerce and trade at the port, or of the esti- 
mates; nor could they assure us that any esti- 
mate whatever had been made. Iam furthermore 
advised, and I belicve it to be-a faci, that we 
passed a bill last week where there had been no 
survey whatever. We passed it on the oral ree- 
ommendation of the committee, without any es 
timate upon which to base it. 

Now, I want to direct attention -to this*par- 
ticular bill, and to show the Senator from Mich- 
igan that he is at fault when he says that, if I had 
gone to the report, I could have obtained the in- 
formation which I now seek. Sir, I will remark 
here that, if I had devoted myself to the consid- 
eration of the numerous bills for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors, it would have occu- 
pied all my time outside of the Senate. 

There have been sixty bills reported by the 
committee, according to my count, in favor of 
these various improvements; and to have gone 
to the various sources of information, and to 
have obtained all the knowledge which was re- 
quisite in order to advise me how I should vote, 
would have occupied all of my time out of the 
Senate. 

But, I say the estimate of Captain Canfield for 
this work does not afford the basis upon which 
this bill is fixed. The bill makes an appropria- 
tion of $10,000. Here the report of Captain Can- 
field says they want $5,500. The bill „exceeds 
the estimate of the topographical engineer by 
$4,500. Now, I ask the Senate, and I respect- 
fully ask the Senator from Michigan, where is 
the evidence before the Senate, that an excess of 
$4,500 beyond the amount suggested by the en- 
gincer is necessary to complete this work? What 
authority have we, beyond that of the Senator 
from Michigan, who introduced this bill, and 
who reported it from the Committce on Com- 
merce, for saying that we should expend nearly 
fifly per cent. beyond what the engineer says 19 
necessary? I want information on that point, 
It has not been afforded. I respectfully submit, 
and if I go to the source to which I am directed, 
1 do not find the information I desire. - 

Mr. STUART. I stated to the Senate a short 
time ago why the increase was made in this esti- 
mate. It was made in 1853; and the committee 
were of opinion that to complete the work accord- 
ing to this estimate would cost about as much 
money now as the amount of the original estimate 
was. The Senator will see, inasmuch as the work 


| is to be let by contract, that if the committee have 


committed an error, and if really the work can 
be done for $5,000, agreeably to this estimate, the 
contract will necessarily be for that sum. He 
does not suppose more’ than I do that the Secre- 
tary of War will give $10,000 for a contract that 
can be performed for $5,000. But it was the opin- 
ion of the committee that the injuries there had 
been such, taking the history of the past, that, in 
consequence of the delay, it would cost about as 
much now as originally. I state that as the rea- 
son. 

Now, I have a word to say in reply to the 
questions of my friend from Ohio. The amount 
of commerce at this point I cannot state in dollars, 
but it is very large. I have the facts; it is an im- 
mense trade. The Government of the United States 
keeps an inspector of the revenue at that point. 
It sends its revenue cutter there for the protection 
of its commerce. As I stated when Iwas up 
before, the commerce being large, the Govern- 
ment vessel being obliged to go there, necessarily 
needs the protection of the only harbor that 18 
upon the lake. That is our view. I think myself 
it is one of the strongest cascs presented. 

These are briefly the facts. I did not suppose 
it was necessary, nor do I now, to state the pre- 
cise amount of commerce at each point, because 
do not understand that these harbors are based 
on that. A harbor of refuge is as necessary where 
there is a commerce of $10,000 as where there is 
$1,000,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Iverson 
in theehair.) The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Apams.] 

The question being taken, on a division there- 


|| were—ayes eleven, noes not counted. 


Mr. STUART. Iask for the yeas and nays, 
a quorum, p 

I do not wish to be misun- 
While I could not vote 


the amendment 


Mr. BUTLER. 
derstood on this subject. 
for the proposition contained in 
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not see why we should take their bills on blind 
faith. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I have not thought it 
necessary for me to engage in this debate; but 
my friend from Mississippi has referred to me 
as being familiar with the country through which 
the Tombigbee river runs. From all the knowl- 
edge I have on that subject, I am free to say that 
the appropriation proposed by the amendment is 
decidedly more legitimate and proper than that 
contemplated by the bill. 

Although I am opposed to the whole system, 
as my votes indicate, I shall vote for the amend- 
ment, and if it is inserted I shall vote against the 
bill. This river runs through one of the most 
fertile portions of my State, and perhaps more 
cotton floats down its stream than on any other 
avenue in the State of Alabama. It taps the very 
important cotton-growing portion in the western 
part of my State. During dry weather the river 
is frequently low, but this appropriation would 
facilitate commerce very much if that is the 
ground. I should like to have the money for this 
purpose, if we could have it without violating 
what I regard as a fundamental principle of the 
Constitution in the construction of its grants of 
power. I shall vote against the bill, although the 
amendment in favor of my own State may be in- 
serted in it. 

Mr. STUART. I only wish to repeat the 
statement of the Senator from Mississippi, for the 
purpose of maintaining consistency on this mat- 
ter. He says the amendment which he offers has 
not received the sanction or examination of the 
Department; that there has never been any esti- 
mate, and it has never received the sanction of any 
committce. It comes, therefore, solely on his 
own individual recommendation; and yet the 
Senator from South Carolina says ke thinks it is 
much more meritorious than the main bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. The statement I make is from 
my personal knowledge of the commerce of this 
river, and its navigable capacity for more than 
five hundred miles. Although it is not sanc- 
tioned by the committce, no man living, here or 
elsewhere, can doubt the truth of my statement 
in reference to it. Still, [ doubt the propricty of 
an individual who is opposed tothe wholesystem, 
proposing an amendment for which he cannot 
vote if it be adopted. I am convinced that, if 
this billis to pass, theamendment which I propose 
should be incorporated, and isas meritorious as, if | 
not more so, than any single bill which has passed 
or will pass. Yet, as I could not vote for it, if 
adopted by the consent of the Senate, I will with- 
draw my proposed amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ate consent that the amendment shall be with- 
drawn? The Chair hears no objection. The 
amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. f must confess, to a 
preat extent, my ignorance as to the necessity of 
a harbor of refuge upon Lake St. Clair. {twould 
seem to me, from a very imperfect geographical 
knowledge, that the whole of Lake St. Clair was 
a sort of harbor, like the harbor of New York, | 
and that in so small a river as Clinton is repre- 
sented upon the maps to be, there can be no dan- 
ger to vessels from storms. F desire the honorable 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Srvart] toinform | 
me on this matter. Lam, like him, entirely fav- 
orable to all necessary and proper appropriations 
for purposes of refuge. 


Mr. STUART. 1 do not understand the Sen- 
ator’s question. f 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. Itis whether there is | 


any necessity for a place of refuge at the mouth 
of Clinton river? It is notin the harbor itself. 
Itis directly across from the entrance from the 
St. Clair flats, as I understand from the maps,and 
can be but a very short distance, if the maps are 
correct, 

Mr. STUART. | 
my individual opinion upon the subject, and I; 
think I may say the opinion of those who have | 

i 


I have stated to the Senate 


acted with me, that this place, being the only |) 


harbor upon Lake St. Clair, being a point where 
there is a large amount of commerce, is of great 
importance. I cannot give the figures as to the 


extent of the commerce, though I have them at 
my lodgings; I ċan only state that it is very large, 
and the revenue collected by the Government 
there is very considerable. revenue officer is 
there. A United States revenue cutter goes there 
from Detroit to the upper district at Mackinaw, 
The commerefal flect there is very large. My 
own opinion, and I think that of those who re- 
ported the bill, is, that it is necessary asa harbor 
of refuge. If the Senator from Kentucky is con- 
versant with the country there, he may know as 
much as I do myself. Tonts eee him the benefit 
of my judgment about it. I think it is the only 
harbor within this Jake of some forty miles. The 
Senator knows the lake is nearly round, and is 
quite a boisterous one, though notso much so as 

ake Huron immediately above it, but this isthe 
only harbor on Lake St. Clair. - 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. My idea is, that the 
whole lake is not larger than the bay of New 
York. 

Mr. STUART. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The bay of New York 
is twenty miles from the city to the ocean. 

Mr. CASS. Allow me to ask the Senator from 
Kentucky a question, which will bring back his 
recollections of the time when he was a soldier. 
Does he remember the night when a portion of 
the fleet was off the river Thames, in Lake St. 
Clair? Does he recollect that tremendous storm? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I would rather not be 
questioned about that. 

Mr. CASS. IL only allude to it because it was 
shown that this little ** mill-pond ” ofa lake raised 
a most tremendous sea; and the officers told me 
they never suffered more than they did that night, 
lying off the Thames in the Jake. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. If the Senator from 
Michigan, who has a knowledge of the lake, will 
tell me that he believes this harbor is necessary 
as a place of refuge and security for vessels from 
the storms on that lake, I will go for it. 

Mr. CASS. I will say to the honorable Sena- 
tor, that I believe it is very proper to have a har- 
bor of refuge there. The tks, I think, is twenty- 
five miles across. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
the surveys show. 

Mr. CASS. It is twenty-four or twenty-five 
miles across, as the honorable Senator knows. 
Storms arise rapidly. The only security on one 
side is the entrance into the St. Clair river; and, 
on the other, the entrance into the Detroit river, 
which, T believe, are twenty miles apart. The 
mouth of Clinton river is about thirty miles from 
Detroit, on the west side of the lake, and about 
midway—that is just its situation. Storms may 
arise, and arise suddenly, when a refuge there 
may be important. 

Į will add of my own knowledge, that the 
town at this point is of very considerable im- 
portance. It is a town, I think, equal in im- 
portance to one half the appropriations we shall 
make in the State of Ohio. A great deal of com- 
merce and ship-building is carried on there, and 
it has a river that makes an excellent harbor 
when you get in. There is one small bar across 
it which the engineers thought they could remove 
for five or six thousand dollars. They were mis- 
taken, and it filled up again. Now itis proposed 
to give alarger sum, which is to be appropriated, 
and not to be used unless the object be effected. 
That is the statement of the case. I know the 
country; itis a fine country; this is a pretty ex- 
tensive river, and the town at its mouth is of con- 
siderable importance. 

The bill was reported to the Sente without 
amendment; and on the question of ordering it 
to be engrossed and read a third time, 

My. FITZPATRICK called for the yeas and 
nays; and they were ordered, and being taken, 


It is twenty-four miles, as 


| resulted—yeas 24, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Beil of New Hainpshire® Bell of 
Tennessee, Benjamin, Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Crittenden, 
Dodge, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Geyer, 
Harlan, Ja Jones of Towa, Seward, Stuart, Thomson 
of New Jersey, Trumbull, Wade, and Wright . 

NAYS 3. Adams, Biggs, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, 
Butler, Clay, Fitzpatrick, Houston, Hunter, fverson, 
Mason, Pugh, Reid, Toombs, Weller, and Yulee—17. 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a j| 


third reading. It was read the third time, and 
passed. 
EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 


Mr. MASON. In pursuance to the notice 


Mr. STUART. 
nays on that motion, and express the ho 
it will not be agreed to at this time. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| Mr. MASON. ‘There is a mass of executivo 

business remaining to be disposed of. Some of 
it I know is of a great deal of importance and pub- 
lic interest; and we equally know that, so far, we 
have had executive sessions only at the'very close 
of the day, when it was impossible to maintain 
a quorum to transact that business which required 
no delay. I gave notice yesterday that I should 
make this motion. I hope itwill be the pleasure 
of the Senate to go into executive session, : 

Mr. SEWARD. 1 was very much in hopes 
that the Senate would get through with and dis- 
pose of this class of bills which we are now en- 
j gaged upon, and that they would do it to-day. 
They relate to a subject that is as important, it 
seems to me, as any executive business which we 
have before us; it concerns the whole country, 
and stands in the way of the transaction of exec- 
| utive and of all other business. 1 hope, there- 
! fore, that those who appreciate the importance of 
these improvements, as the committee do, will 
give us a favorable consideration, and dispose of 
all these bills, if possible, to-day. 

Myr. CLAY. Iwill suggest that there are fifty 
bills yet unacted upon; and if it is intended to act 
on all of them to-day, we shall sit here until to- 
morrow morning, even if we have no debate at 
all. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 15, nays 26; as follows: 


I must ask for the yeas and. 
pe that 


YEAS—Messrs. Biggs, Brodhead, Brewn, Butler, Clay, 
Crittenden, Fitzpatrick, Houston, Hunter, [verson, Jones 
of Tennessee. son, Reid, Toombs, and Yulee—15. 

NAYS . Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Benjamin, Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Dodge, 
Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Poster, Geyer, Harlan, 
James, Johnson, Jones of fowa, Puch, Sebastian, Seward, 
Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, Weller, and Wright—26. 

So the Senate refused to proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business, 


BLACK LAKE HARBOR. 


Mr. PUGH. Before the next order is called, I 
wish to make a motion to reconsider the vote 
upon Senate bill No. 40; and Ll wish to ask the 
Senator from Michigan a question, which may 
influence me in withdrawing the motion, or in- 
sisting upon it. I wish to know, if the Black 
river provided for by that bill is the Black river 
indicated upon this map, between Grand river 
and Muskegon? 

Mr. STUART. No, sir. 

Mr. PUGH. Whereabout is it? 

Mr. STUART. Twenty-two miles south of 
Grand river. 

Mr. PUGH. That is the south Black river, 
provided for by bill No. 38. We have two bills 
here for Black rivers, 

Mr. STUART. I explained that yesterday. I 
| will show the Senator ina moment on the map. 

{| Mr. PUGH, (afteran examination of the map.) 
| I withdraw the motion. 
| 


M 


HARBOR AT ST. JOSEPH. 
| The Senate next proceeded, as in Committee 
j of the Whole, to consider the bill (S. No. 43) 
| making an appropriation for completing the har- 
borat St. Joseph, in the State of Michigan, which 


|| proposes to appropriate $20,000 for the purpose. 


| this improvement is $18,000, and was made in 
i 1853, “ for continuing the improvement.” As Il 
| have stated before, my objectis to complete these 
; works. This isa work for which appropriations 
i have been made for a great many years. {tis 
i at the mouth of one of the largest streams in our 
i State, and nearly opposite Chicago—a place of 
‘immense trade and commerce. The reason why 
‘the committee placed the appropriation at $20,000 
' instead of $18,000 is, that the $18,000 was esti- 
i mated as an appropriation for the continuation, 
‘and not for the completion of the work. I pro- 
| pose to appropriate $20,000 to complete the im- 
provement, which is to extend the piers, Upon 
_ this subject, the documents sent here in 1853 say: 

“Tn the annual report on this harbor, dated September 


| 
| 
‘ Mr. STUART. The estimate in reference to 
i 
i 
| 
| 


of this improvement, for the pr n, bave beer di- 


f 
| 
| 19, of the present year, the ¢ : <The operations 
i 
i 


rected exclusively to repairing its two piers, the completion 
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of which will nearly, if not entirely, exhaust the. present 
appropriation.” This appropriation is $10,000, 

& Again, he says: € After these repairs are finished, to 
perfect the improvement of this harbor a further extension 
of the south pier. will be required ;? and he recommends 
six hundred feet as a maximum length ;’ still leaving the 
north pier standing further out into the lake, by two hun- 
dred and seventy-five feet; and as the windward pier, or 
the one against which the drift at this poiut accumulates, 
it should have the greaterjength. In the above views ofthe 
agent tRe board concurs.” 

- It occupies some two or three pages of the re- 
port, but the substance of it I have read in a few 
-words. I have stated the reason why the com- 
mittee. recommended ‘the addition of $2,000 to 
what was offered as an annual appropriation, and 
insist that a contract shall be made to complete 
the work for that sum. 

Mr. BIGGS. If I understood the reading of 
this bill—I wish to call the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Michigan to it—the principle on which 
it is based is different from those which we have 
been passing recently, 

Mr. STUART. I think not. oe N 

Mr. BIGGS. I heard no proposition in the 
bill, as read, thatthis work shall be done by con- 
tract. 


Mr. STUART. That is true. The simple 
language of the bill is for completing the piers. 

Mr. BIGGS. If 1 understood the object of 
cutting down the estimates in the other cases 
which we have recently passed, it was because it 
was believed $50,000, would do more work by 
contract than $160,000 spent under the direction 
of the engineer department. 
that principle. he object of the other bills was, 


I suppose, to economize in doing these works. ; 


This bill changes the principle and now provides 
that the War Department shall go on with the 
work, Instead of cutting down in this case, we 
have an increase of $2,000 on the estimate of the 
War Department. 


Mr. STUART. The Senator is correct. There | 
are two bills, according to my recollection, which | 


stand on the same footing—the harbor of St. 


State; and the harbor at Monroe, on Lake Erie, on 
the othcr. They are nearly completed, and it is 
believed this sum will complete the piers. 
Senate prefers to go according to the estimate, I 
am willing to strike out $20,000 and insert $18,000. 


i 
Joseph, on Lake Michigan, on one side of the | 
| 
| 


Mr. DOUGLAS. On this harbor I shall feel i! 


bound to vote for the appropriation. It is the 


next one north of New Buffalo, which we voted | 


If the | 


This bill changes į 


f 


down, and it is at the mouth of a large river, | 


There- 


where a great deal of trade concentrates. 


fore itis as well entitled to an appropriation as . 
any point on the eastern shore of Lake Michigan. | 


The fact of voting down the appropriation for 
New Buffalo, where I really think a harbor ean- 
not be made, renders the next point north of it 
more important to commerce than it would other- 
wise be, because there is a longer space between 
the harbors. This is thirty miles north of New 


Buffalo, and from its position, and the trade it | 


commands, T think it as suitable a point as any 
on the Lake for improvement, and therefore I 
shall vote for the bill without hesitation, 


Mr. CLAY. 


agent, Mr. Bowes, the sum of $36,523 52 is re- 
gum to complete this improvement. Eighteen 
thousand dollars was the appropriation recom- 
mended for the fiscal year. 
Michigan proposes to appropriate $20,000 for the 


weare assured by the agent is requisite for its 
completion, 


T call the attention of the Senate | 
to the fact that, according to the estimate of this ; 


The Senator from | 


In the cases which were passed, ; 


where it was proposed to let these works to con- | 
tractors, I could understand what was expected | 


by the committee in proposing less than the amount 
required by the estimates. I suppose there they 
expected that individual capital would combine 


with the Gencral Government in making the im- | 


provements; but as f understand this bill, the | 
work is not to be done by private contract, but it | 
is to be done by the Government, and the Secre- | 
tary of War has no election in the matter what- . 


ever. ‘The terms of the bill are absolute. 
is obliged to expend the money, whether it will ; 
complete the harbor or not, and we are assured | 
by the estimate that it will require $16,523 more | 
than is proposed to be appropriated. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, 


He : 


t ) f i glean from each other, and from gentlemen who 
completion of the harbor; that is $16,523 less than | 


| nal improvements of these lakes and harbors, the | 


| of oficers—who, if we can get people at all to he 


| own uncnlightencd observation. Ido not mean 


Mr. MASON. What is the amount now pro- 
posed to be appropriated ? 

The Secretary. Twenty thousand dollars. — 

Mr. MASON. Read the concluding part of it. 

The Secretary read the following: 

“Twenty thousand dollars, to be expended under the 
direction of the War Department in completing the harbor 
at St. Joseph, in the State of Michigan.” 

Mr. MASON. Well, sir, if I correctly under- 
stand the report of this board of engineers to 
which the Senator from Michigan has referred. 
us, that sum of $20,000 is inadequate for the 
completion of this harbor in the mode proposed. 
That report says: 

s* In the annual report on this harbor, dated September 
19, of the present year, the agent says: ‘The operations of 
this improvement for the preseut season have been directed 
exclusively to repairing its two piers, the completion of 
which will nearly, if not entirely, exhaust the present ap- 
propriation.’? This appropriation is $10,000. Again, he says: 
© Atter these repairs are finished, to perfect the improve- 
mentof the harbor a further extension of the south pier will 
be required; and he recommends six hundred feet as a max- 
imam length; stili leaving the north pier standing farther out 
in the lake, by two hundred and seventy-fivg feet; and as the 
windward pier, or the one against which the driit at this 
point accumulates, it should have the greater length. Inthe 
above views of the agent the board concurs. His estimate for 
the extension is $36,523 52; butas it would call for the con- 
struction, putting in position, and finishing off, twenty 
cribs of thirty feet in a single season, the board deems it 
advisable, particularly in view of the large amount of the 
estimate, to confine the appropriation at present to the ex- 
tension of the pier for half that distance—namely, three 
hundred feet—which, assuming the same rate for lineal 
measure given in the estimate, would require an appropria- 
tion of $18,162, or say, as in the margin, $18,090.70? 

Then if I correctly understand the report of 
the agent, it declares thatit is necessary to extend 
these piers out into the lake a distance of six 
hundred fect. The board concurs in that view 
of the agent; but the board says that, inasmuch 
as the estimate is large at any rate, and as they 
could not providently spend the whole amount 
in a single season, they propose only to carry out 
the extension for one half the distanee, three 
hundred feet, for one half the sum, $18,000. Now 
in the present mode of legislating for these inter- | 


bill provides that it shall only go the distance of 
three hundred feet—a distance not recommended 
by the board of engineers, and that they shall 
expend upon it to complete it the sum of $20,000 
in lien of $18,000, when the board recommends 
only this reduced appropriation, becausë a larger 
sum could not providently be expended. 

Then, if I correctly understand it, the bill repu- 
diates the recommendation of the board of offi- 
cers, and declares that the work shall be complet- 
ed for $20,000, extending the piers three hundred 
fect, when the board of officers say itis necessary 
to extend them six hundred feet at a cost of 
$36,000. Task the honorable Senator from Mich- 
igan if E have given a correct exposition ? 

Mr. STUART. Twill say to the Senator that | 
I think he has. The committee differ with hia 
in opinion. We think that $20,000 will complete 
these picrs toa sufficientlength to make a secure 
harbor. That is our opinion; and certainly, if it 
shall turn out to be right, we shall save the bal- 
ance of the $36,000 to the Government. 

Mr. MASON. Now, Mr. President, can itbe | 
possible that the Senate of the United States, 
consisting of sixty-two gentlemen, if they were 
alt here, are competent to devise this mode of 
improvement by constructing harbors upon the 
Jakes, from such information as we casually 


ive in the neighborhood who are not conversant 
practically or scientifically with such works, but 
who tell us here, time after time and bill after bill, | 
“We ask you to repudiate and discredit the offi- | 
cers of the Government who are responsible for ! 
those estimates, and take our conjectures??? | 

That is exactly the state of things. Sir, if this | 
work is to be done, let it be done properly, like | 
any expenditure of a provident and careful, or | 
thrifty man, in private life. Letthe work be done 
properly. Here these engineers, and the board 


coniided in, must be trusted in such matters—tell 
us the piers ought to be six hundred feet, ata 
cost of $36,000; and their whole work is repudi- 
ated by gentlemen, who come with scraps of 
information, picked up by hearsay, or from their | 


it disparagingly, for they cannot understand the 
subject- 


Mr. STUART. The Senator will allow me to 
interfere with him fora moment. Iam willing 
to meet his proposition. He may change the 
language, ind make it ** for continuing the harbor, 
$18,000,” or he may take it “ for completing the 
harbor, $36,000,’ and I will agree to either. I 
will take the estimate in either way he chooses. 

Mr. MASON. The suggestion of the honor- 
able Senator is perfectly in keeping with the whole 
scheme reported by him for expending the public 
money on these internal improvements. He 
agrees to adopt any suggestion I may make, 
when he must know that I am necessarily igno- 
rant of the whole subject, practically, and unable 
to make a suggestion. 

Mr. STUART. But my proposition is to take 
the estimate for continuing the improvement. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator says, that if I 
would propose to give $10,000 he would putitin. 

Mr. STUART. No, sir; I will amend it, and 
make it, ‘for continuing the improvement, 
$18,000;”’ or, I will strike out * $20,000,” and 
insert ‘* $36,000,’’ and let it remain for ‘* com- 
pleting’’ the harbor. That will meet the estimate 
exactly. 

Mr. MASON. Then it is still a fair, clear, 
and legible exposition of the vicws taken by those 
who ask the expenditures for the purpose of 
making these improvements. The Senator is 
willing to take $18,000, or $36,000, or anything 
in the world, I suppose, that will occupy the 
people at work there for a period of time. 

Mr. STUART. No, sir. 

Mr. MASON. How else are we to under- 
stand? 

Mr. STUART. 1 dislike to interrupt the Sen- 
ator. He must stand by his ownargument, He 
is arguing against the committee because they dif- 
fer with the Government officers, and he insists 
that the committee is wrong, because they differ. 
I say I will adopt his argument, and take the 
statement of the Government officers. 

Mr. MASON. If the honorable Senator is 
prepared to take my argument, or if he is pre- 
pared to take the recommendation of this board, 
why was it not done in the original bill? We 
wantsomething perfected. We whoare necessari- , 
ly uninformed about the subject, want something 
on which we can repose an enlightened judgment 
in the expenditure of this money. [amadducing 
it only for the purpose of showing to the Senate, 
and 1 trust to the country, the way in which these 
improvements are carried on piecemeal, when it 
seems to be conceded that you cannot do itas 
a general system. Here each bill presents its 
own aspect of the mode in which it is proposed 
to make these improvements, at this immense 
cost to the nation. We had before us yesterday, 
a case where the estimate was for $160,090, and 
they said, ‘* We will do the work for $50,000; ” 
and when it was for $105,000, “ We will do the 
work for $50,000. Now, when the engineers re- 
port that, to do the work, you must make piers 
of a certain length, as a matter of course that 
ought to be known, and can be known only to 
those who, by profession and experience and 
long practice, are conversant with these subjects 
—the commitiee say we will make them three 
hundred feet long, and treat that as sufficient. I 
am not competent to say, from any knowledge 
of my own, whether the committee is right, or 
whether the board of engineers is right; but cer- 
tainly, reasoning as men must reason on subjects 
where they trust others for information, I take 
the board of engineers. What I say to the Sen- 
ate, and I hope to the country, is, that in this 
mode of making these improvements on the lakes, 
the committee bring in a bill repudiating again 
the es‘imate of the responsible officers of the 
Government, and undertaking to say that the 
work which they prescribe is not necesary, but 
that the work which we prescribe will answer the 
purpose. 

Sir, any practical man upon his plantation 
would not have his work done in that way. If 
he wants to build a house or a barn, or to con- 
structa wheat machine, or any other matter be- 
longing to the mechanical arts to which he is not 
competent, he gets a fit man to make estimates, 
and show him how the work is tobe done. But 
what would you think of the owner of a planta- 
tion if he were to say, “Well, Mr. Workman, I 
discard your estimates. You estimate a wheat 
machine which will cost $2,000. I discard that, 


1856. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1829 - 


and will have it done for $500, and this barn 
which you say will cost $2,000, I will have done 
for $500, and you are to do the work.” I sus- 
pect the income of the plantation would not long 
keep up with the improvements; and if it was 
not within the power of this Government to ex- 
tend the income to any extent a majority pleases, 
we should be very soon run dry for want of 
means to keep up the improvements here. 

Mr. BUTLER, ‘If the sums which are now 
being appropriated will answer the purpose of 
completing these works—if they have enough— 
they may be perhaps content, as they may have 
no occasion or pretext for asking for more; but 
if the sums now appropriated for these different 
objects are not sufficient, what gentlemen say 
here, and what votes they give now, will be no 
bar hereafter to asking additional appropriations 
for these improvements, and for others. I may 
be asked, why should a minority interfere? I 
say ‘ why? ” because it looks to me to bea most 
astonishing state of things. We are in a minor- 
ity; we can protest; we can appeal to justice and 
truth, and ask for the intelligence—and the intel- 
ligence which we ask for would be the worst 
judge which could preside over these bills. It is 
aclass of bills that had better be passed under 
blind faith than anything else. I cannot see any 
reason for refusing a part, for if they commence 
they will have the wholeif they wantit. There 
is no limit but the amount in the Treasury, and 
when the Treasury is out they will raise more, I 
suppose; but they strugele to-day, and say one 
thing to-day—Protean-like. 1 do not know 
where they are going, but I know one thing: if 
they want the money they will come here and 
take it, for, as the Senator from Georgia says, it 
is litle less than putting your hand into the Treas- 
ury and taking it out. 


Mr. IVERSON, 
offer to this bill: 

Provided, Said sum of $20,600 shall be found sufficient 
to complete said work, and uo part thereof shall ve expend- 
ed, unless the Completion of suid harbor can be secured by 
the expenditure of such sun. 

The language of the bill is, that $20,000 shall 
be appropriated and applied by the Secretary of 
War to completing a certain work at this point. 
Į consider that delustve language. It may mean 
one thing or mean another. It is like the Del- 
phic oracle. You may expend $20,000, and the 
work not be completed; and yet it will be 
$20,000 expended in completing the work. 

Mr. STUART., Lagrce to the amendment. 

Mr. IVERSON. 
Senate upon it. 

The aneudiment was adopted. 


I have an amendment to 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and was | 


read the third time. 

Mr. EVERSON. [call for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 27, nays 14; as follows: 


Aten, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
amin, Bright, Cass, Clayton, Collamer, 
; Dodge, Douglas, Durkee, Fesseuden, Moot, 
Foster, Geyer, Harlan, James, Johnson, Jones of Jowa, 
Pugh, Seward, Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, Trum- 
bwl, Wade, and Wright—27, 

NAYS—Mossrs. Biggs, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Clay, 
Fitzpatriek, Houston, Hunter, Lverson, Mason, Reid, 
Toombs, Weller, and Yulec—14. 


So the bill was passed. 
WASHINGTON BUILDING ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. BROWN. 
ing to ask the indulgence of the Senate to take up 
a bill whichis very materially interesting to a 
large portion of the people of this District, to in- 
corporate the Washington Mutual Building As- 
sociation. Itis inthe usual form of acts of incor- 
poration, and can by no possibility give rise to 
debate. I should like to have it taken up,as the 
gentlemen engaged in it say, that unless passed 
at once there is no chance of getting it through 
the House this session, and thus they will be 
delayed for a year. l move to take it up now. 

Mr. STUART. The Senate can pass the bill 
in the morning hour to-morrow. I hope it will 
not interfere with this business. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN. Then I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

Mr. IVERSON called for the yeas and nays, 


Then I shall not detain the j 


; ; i 
I sought the floor this morn- 


$ 


| Fitzpatrick, Hunter, lverson, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, 


f 
| these piers, and requiring $10,000 for that pur- | 
pose. The opinion of the committee was, that the | 


| is necessary. 


| will be the same amount. 


| of the work, five years since the last appropria- 


and they were ordered; and, being taken, re- 
sulted—yeas 14, nays 28; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Biggs; 
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Brown, Butler, Ciay, Crittenden, 


Mason, Reid, Toombs, and Yulee—L4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alien, Beli of New Hampshire, Bell 
of ‘Tennessee, Benjamin, Bright, Brodhead, Cass, Coliamer, 
Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, 
Houston, James, Johnson, Jones of Lowa, Pugh, Sebastian, 
Seward, Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, Trumbull, 
Wade, Weller, and Wright—28. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


HARBOR OF MONROE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 44) making | 
an appropriation for the completion of the piers 
at the harbor of Monroe, in the State of Michigan, 
which makes an appropriation of $20,000 for the 
purpose. 

Mr. STUART. The estimate which was made 
in 1853 by the board was for the extension of 


injury which had occurred to the piers since then 
required a larger amount for completing them; 
but, for the purpose of avoiding any unnecessary 
discussion, |] propose to amend the bill by striking ! 
out $20,000,’ and inserting ** $10,000,” so as to | 
couform to the amount estimated for extending 

these piers, without any regard to dilapidation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STUART. Ina word, I can state the rea- 
sons for the bill. This harbor is a terminus of 
Lake Eric atthe termination of the Southern Mich- 
igan and Northern Indiana railroad. It isa very 
important point, at which large sums have been 
expended in the construction of a harbor. It is 


stated by the board of engineers who visited this | A 
|i the report of the localagent, this Mr. Bowes says 


place, that this amount is all that is required for 
the purpose of completing the piers, and that is 
completing the harbor. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I should *like to know of the | 
Senator where the committee got the information 
that these damages were such as to require an en- | 


means of information of the committee? | 

Mr. STUART. It was ascertained as nearly |! 
as could be from past dilapidation. ‘The Sena- j 
tor will see, for he has the book in his hand, that |! 


lof these a 


| largement of the appropriation. What were the | Some whic 


I 
í 
| 
| 
| 
| 


! out of a mad-house—who would manage his funds 


| 
| 
i ocrats, enough of them, to override the Pres- 
| ident’s veto, and defeat the will of the Democratic 
| party. They say, ‘* Let us get something with- 


‘| out regard to the estimates, because we have the 


: power to do it.” I desire the truth to go to the 
i honest people all over this country. Let the tax- 
| payers look at this matter; let the jobbers beware. 
‘Fo your tents, O Israel!” 


Mr. CLAY. I offer this amendment: 


Provided, Said sum be found sufficient to complete said 
| improvements, and not otherwise. 


I offer the amendment, because, according to 


that is sufficient to complete the improvement. 

Mr. STUART. Iagree to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BIGGS. Now, I understand the principle 
peropriauons is to be varied again. 
1 we passed a little while ago were to 
be let out by contract—one for $50,000, that the 


| engineer estimated would cost $160,000; another. 


for $50,000 which the engineer estimated would 


; cost $105,000. We took, then, the opinion of 


they speak of $2,500 being necessary to complete 
the repairs made necessary by former dilapida- | 
tions. Itis a long period, as the Senator knows, 
since previous appropriations have been made, j 
It was of course estimated from the best lehis 
the committee had before them on that subject. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Task if the committee had 
any light except their own imaginings of what | 
would restore it? 
Mr. STUART. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 
committee? 

Mr. STUART. No; the statements of the 
engineers of the dilapidations of the works; and 
I turn attention to this one of $2,500. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Ihave looked at that. Tknow 
it is a matter of no concern to the Senate; but I 
think every one of these bills should be consid- | 
ered. Fdo not wish to have them considered in 
such a manner as improperly to occupy the time 
of the Senate. 1 only desire to spread before the 
country the reasonable information which Ethink | 
That is the only purpose we can | 


Nothing but past experience. 
‘The past experience of the 


l 
have now, because the combination is sufficient if 
to carry everything that the committce report; | 
but there is a day of reckoning to come, and Fj 
trust that those who support this system will be |] 
called to judgment. You sce, now, the grounds | 
on which it is done. The argument of the Sen- i 
ator from Michigan to us is, that inasmuch as ji 
for so many years preceding there was a certain | 

i 


amount of dilapidation, therefore, for a given 
number of years since the last appropriation, there | 
Į do not see that itis; 
at all a logical conclusion, that if five years’ neg- | 
lect requires so much to repair itin a former state 


tion would require an equal amount. There is | 
no proper reasoning of that sort. If you finish 
the work, fifty yeara may have no perceptible 


| 
i 
| 
v P r 1 
effect on it. Then you might expend an appro- | 
t 


priation of $50,000 so badly, or with so little skull, |) 
or there might be a very unusual storm which, in |i 
its condition, would destroy it; whereas, if it had |! 


| changing the rule of action 


the connnittee. The committce thought, in those 
cases, that by contract the work could be done 
for $50,000. The committee in this case thought 
that it could not be done for the estimate of the 
engineer department, but would require $20,000. 
The committee now come down to the estimates 
of the Department, and they amend the bill by 
y which they are to 
be governed, from their own opinion to the esti- 
mates made by the Department. Now, we take 


| the estimates of the Department; before, we took 
i the opinion of the committee. 
| we are changing the principle on which these 


It scems to me, 


bills have been passed, al every stage of the pro- 
ceeding. 


‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 


‘and the amendments made in Committee of the 


Whole were concurred in. On the question, 


| © Shall the bill be engrossed for a third reading ?”? 


Mr. FITZPATRICK called for the yeas and 
nays. They were ordered; and being taken, 
resulted—yeas 26, nays 13, as follows: 
S—-Messrs, Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
see, njamin, Bright, Cass, Collamer, Dodge, 
vias, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, 
Harlan, James, Jobnson, Jones of Towa, Pugh, Sebastian, 
Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, and Wright-—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Brodhead, Butler, Clay, Fitzpat- 
rick, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Mason, Reid, ‘Toombs, 
Weller, and Yulee—13. 

So the bill was ordered, to be engrossed for a 
third reading. It was read the third time, and 
passed. 

HARBOR AT MUSKEGON RIVER. 

The bill (S. No. 45) making an ‘appropriation 
for the construction of a barbor at the mouth of 
Muskegon river, in the State of Michigan, was 
next considered by the Senate as in Committee 
of the Whole. , 7 

The bill proposes to appropriate $50,000 for the 
construction of a harbor at the mouth of Muske- 
gon river. The centract for the construction of 
| the harbor is to be let by the Secretary of War 


t 
| 
i 


| 
| 
i 
j 
i 
{ 
| 


‘to such person or persons as he shall think 


i been in another condition, or the storm had not J proper, who will agree to complete it for the 
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amount appropriated, with such sureties and ac- || sels which entered that port during the last year, 


- cording to such plan as shall be approved b him. || was fourteen thousand two hundred and ei hty- 


igan will give us the necessary information to || eighty-four steamboats, making an average of. 
enable us to understand the bill. : thirty-nine vessels a day. There-was paid in for 
“Mr. STUART, L hold in my hand a report duties at the custom-house, $16,078, and in the 
made on the subject by the topographical bureau, || port at the same time were eight thousand six 
iving a brief description of the place; and the || hundred and ninety-three tons of shipping. ‘This 
enator from Ilinois, I suppose, isas conversant || original improvement began in the year 1836, or 
with it.as with some other places. It is the largest || 1837, when an appropriation was, made without 
harbor on the.whole of Lake Michigan. Lake completing. the work, but improving the harbor. 
Muskegon is briefly described here: Every year since 1843 this subject has been 
« Itjs about four miles and a half in length, having a before the Committee on Commerce in both 
breadth varying from one and a fourth to. two and a half || Houses, and has been reported on favorably by 
miles, with ample capacity, both in surface and depth of || she committees of both Houses, and whenever a 


water, for any purpose of avigation, and consequently r 7 á 
possessing the requirements for a most excellent barbor.»? general bill has passed it has been included. The 


; : i , . appropriation asked is the sum of $25,000. In 
Peel not irabio Te a with reading the the report of 1853-54, which is familiar to mem- 
ra kM 5 oe, i eee ii higan by bers, the testimony of the engineers on that sub- 
ake Muskegon is connected wt e ACn; 7 7 
ariver or outlet about three thousand feet in length and ject is ae obstacles to Newark harbor ought 
five hundred feet in breadth, straight in its course, with a to command prompt attention. X 
channel of twelve feet in depth. No obstruction of any Mr. TOOMBS. I think this ought to be enti- 
nature cxists in tls outlet, and it has yarer enough to float |! tled a bill for the improvement of the Passaic 
the largest class of Jake vessels. The difficulty, and the : x d a 
only one; in regard to an easy and safe entrance into Lake || "Ver. , It is to remove a bar from the mouth of a 
Muskegon from Lake Michigan, is a bar opposite the mouth river; It is not for the improvement of a harbor. 
of the outlet in Lake Michigan. The usual depth of water That is a misnomer. You are giving a name 
was in former years seven feet during the summer months, || that is more agreeable fora particular purpose. 
but this season there were eight feet in the channel”? The bill really is to remove a bar in the Passaic 
The report states it to be indispensably neces- || river. The appropriation is $25,000, and we are 
sary not only for commercial purposes, but as a || told that the revenue from customsat this portis 
harbor of refuge, and the estimate for the con- $16,000 a year, This is an improvement ofa 
struction of the harbor is $118,456 34. river entirely within one State. It comes within 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I suggest to my || no principle which has been contended for. It 
friend from Michigan, whether it would not be || is not within the principle of the Senator from 
best to drop this bill. I understand that this is || Michigan as I understand it. 
a a vork altogether. 7 Mr. CASS. To what do you allude? 
r. STUART. Yes, sir. Mr. TOOMBS. To the improvement of Pas- 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. In the case of |) saic river within one State. 
Marquette, on Lake Superior, I thought there Mr. CASS. I will only say that, if the hon- 
was avery good reason for departing from the || orable Senator, or anybody else, thinks that the 
general principle adopted by the committee of || people of this country will support a system 


recommending a Pee aa for the old works | which declares that the mere fact of a river run- 
where there could be no fair, plausible pretext |i 


ee į ning through three or more States, shall entitle 
for resisting them, as they have been often ex- || an obstruction in it to be removed by the United 


amined and voted upon. ‘The bill for the harbor || States, whereas, if it happens to go through one 
of Marquette, on Lake Superior, because it isa || State, no matter what its importance, there will 
region which has recently become of considerable || not be a dollar expended upon it, he is mistaken. 
importance on account of the valuable minerals, || That principle would allow you to improve the 
copper and iron, discovered there, and where à || Connecticut river, and not touch the Hudson, 
considerable trade is carried on, I thought was || vastly more important. You do not fmd any 
allowable; but I suggest, in regard to this appro- || such folly in the Constitution. 
pranon as a harbor of refuge, that it had better Mr. TOOMBS. That is exactly my opinion; 
A i 2, N] 
e dropped, I recommend it to the Senator’s || but the Senator quotes the author of that ‘ folly”? 
candid consideration. a to support him against Jackson and the other 
Mr. STUART. I am ‘perfectly willing to i) men—— 


adopt the suggestion to lay the bill on the table. Mr. CASS. Notagainst Jackson. Ten mil- 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I hope it will be || Jions of dollars were appropriated for these im- 
done, I move to lay the bill on the table. _. || provements during his Administration. For five 
_ Mr. MASON. Ve had better postpone it || years I sat in the War Department, and signed 
indefinitely. I move to postpone it indefinitely. || the estimates under his direction. I have a right 
Mr. BUTLER. Itisthe same thing. ft can || to know something of his views. Now, in re- 
come up next year anyhow. spect to platforms 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Wexzen.) Mr. SEWARD. I dislike to interrupt the 


The question is on laying the bill on the table, || honorable Scnator, but I must ask him to desist. 
as that motion takes precedence. Mr. CASS. I submit. 
The motion was agreed to. Mr. TOOMBS. The next time I will ask the 
Mr. MASON, I have ust learned from my || permission of the Senator from New York, be- 
honorable friend by my side [Mr. Cass] that we || fore I give way to the Senator from Michigan. I 
have got through with the Michigan bills; I think, || trust the honorable Senator from Michigan will 
therefore, we had better close this day’s session. || not ask me to yicld him the floor, until | know 


I move the Senate adjourn. what the Senator from New York says about it. 
Mr. STUART and Mr. SEWARD. I hope | The very ‘folly’? of which the Serato: from 


Mr. MASON. F hope the Senator from Mich- || seven, including two thousand four hundred and. 


not. Michigan speaks isa folly created by his author- 
Mr. BELL of Tennessee. I want to get down || ity, and not by me. He asks me if I believe the 
South, people of the United States will eyer listen to 
The motion was not agreed to. " such a folly? I say, not a bit of it, whether it 


HARBOR OF NEWARK. - comes from Mr. Calhoun, or his indorsement by 
The Senate next proceeded to consider, as in || the distinguished Senator from Michigan, 
Committee of the Whole, the bill (S. No. 10) in- | Mr. CASS. I denied it, and have repudi- 
troduced by Mr. Wricur, to continue the im- || ated it. 
provement in the harbor of Newark, New Jersey. Mr. TOOMBS. But you indorsed the author- 
Ít proposes to appropriate $25,000 for continuing ity, and you quote it. The Senator from Mich- 
the improvements in the harbor and bay of New- | igan attempted to meet my argument on this sub- 
ark, New Jersey, which sum is to be expended || ject, by sheltering himself behind Calhoun and 
under the direction of the Secretary of War. | Jackson. Calhoun is the authority for the folly 
| Mr. SEWARD. I will barely state that this || which the Senator now denounces. 
is the only appropriation recommended by the Mr. CASS. One word., 
committee: for the State of New Jersey; thatthe | Mr. TOOMBS. I cannot yield without the 
improvement is to remove a bar in the mouth of || permission of the Senator from New York. 
the Passaic river, which constitutes Newark bay, || [Laughter.] I cannot give the Senator from 
in the State of New Jersey. Michigan the floor, unless the Senator from New 
Where Newark. is, is known to everybody, I || York consents, because his consent seems to be 
suppose. kis one of the largest manufacturing |] necessary. 
towns in the United States. The number of ves- || Mr. SEWARD. I have no objection. 


Mr. CASS. I merely wish tọ say one word to 
put myself right. I may quote the opinion of 
an eminent man ona point upon which I agree 
with him, but it does not follow that I must there- 
fore concur in all his opinions. The eminent 
| statesman to whom the honorable Senator alludes 
believed that this Governmenthad authority, under 
the power to regulate commerce, to make appro- 
priations for the improvement. of rivers, limiting 
them to rivers running through three or more 
States. I do notagree with the limitation; but is 
that any reason why I should not support his 
other views in which I agree with him? That is 
all I have to say; and now I will go out for fear 
that I may be called upon to answer when the 
Senator from New York will not permit me. 
{Laughter.}. ap 

Mr. TOOMBS. I have been willing to extend 
every courtesy to the honorable gentleman, but 
it scems that his speaking depends upon others. 
I have not quoted that authority of Mr, Calhoun 
for any purpose but to condemn it. I say it is 
unsound authority; but it is the only position in 
which he held that Congress could make these 
appropriations under the power to regulate com- 
| merce; so that the Senator can take nothing by 
! Mr. Calhoun’s authority. Mr, Calhoun said that, 
if a river ran in such a way that the States. could 
not improve it by compacts between them, then, 
under the power to regulate commerce, it fell to 


the General Government. That is the only posi- 
tion in which he held that you could make these 
improvements under the power to regulate com- 
merce. The Senator denies.this exception, which 
| ig the only case to which he could apply his doc- 
trine, and yet quotes him as authority. That is 
not fair to Mr. Calhoun. Mr. Calhoun says the 
power to regulate commerce under peculiar cir- 
cumstances can be applied. The Senator from 
Michigan says the circumstances of limitation 
are nonsense, and yet quotes him as authority. 
He first destroys the value of the authority and 
annihilates it, and tramples it under foot, and 
then attempts to guard himself under it. My 
object is to roust him out from beneath that cover, 
for he is not entitled to it. If he will stand on Mr. 
Calhoun’s opinions, let him do so. They are 
entitled to very great respect. J differ from them 
on this point, and I have acted on the difference. 
The Senator differs from them, and attempts to 
protect himself under that difference. That is the 
distinction between the modes in which we treat 
him. I do not claim this authority of Mr. Cal- 
houn. I condemn itand repudiate it. The Sen- 
ator condemns it, and yet attempts to use it. 

I can tell the Senator that I do not believe the 
people of the United States will sanction any of 
these schemes, when the question is fairly pre- 
sented to them. I know that General Jackson 
vetoed an appropriation for the Louisville and ` 
Portland canal, and he vetoed the Wabash river 
bill. He sent to Congress five vetoes, covering 
| even many of the improvements which the Sen- 
ator has voted for here. He is no great authority 
with me; for, as J said in my general argument 
on this question, General Jackson’s conduct was 
not consistent. At first, he hunted about for this 
power; he looked up and down for it; he tried to 
place it somewhere in the Constitution; but he 
was beaten and buffeted about on every wave of 
doctrine, because he had not the rock of truth to 
stand upon. He was driven from one point to 
another. He said an improvement was constitu- 
tional below a port of entry, and unconstitutional 
above it. He found the sluice coming into the 
Treasury, and then he took his constitutional 
power, and used it to drive off all these plunderers 
of the Treasury, with the people at his back. 
Then he. was strong; then they quailed before 
him. When he got on the rock of the Constitu- 
tion, he sent five vetoes here, which are on your 
public Journals. Many of his friends, I think, if 
they were even to see his ghost, would not vote y 
for some of these improvements. If they knew 
that his dry bones were shaking at them, they 
would not vote for them; for I know the terror 
with which he inspired some men—not me—for 
| I fought him when living. 

Sir, I ask you tọ call things by their right 
names. The improvement contemplated by this 
| bill is the improvement of a river within a State. 


| A great many peuple who pretend that they ean 
| improve harbors and rivers believe that they can- 
| not improve this. I desire the truth to be stated 


only in a particular section, and in a few locali- 
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on the face of the bill, simply because there is a 
principle involved in it. It is no harbor at all. 
As the Senator from New York says, many of 
us knew very well where Newark stands. It is 
ona river; and this bill is for the purpose of re- 
moving a bar, not at Newark, but in the Passaic 
river, near Newark. 

Mr. DURKEE. At the mouth of the river. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Itis at the mouth of the Pas- 
saic river, if you choose, so that you may get 
into the river. There is no harbor there. The 
object is to improve a bar at the mouth of the 
river, in order that ships may get in. So there 
is a bar at the mouth of the Savannah river, but 
no harbor. I believe that in the bills making ap- 
propriations we have called St. Louis a harbor, 
and I know they have been trying, for thirty or 
forty years, to make the Mississippi river run 
from the Illinois side to the Missouri side, and 
there has been great difficulty to make it do so; 
but some public men would stand harbors, and 
not rivers, and so all of them are called harbors. 
We make appropriations for the harbor of Du- | 
buque, the harbor of St. Louis, the harbor of 
Cincinnati, and various places on rivers. Itis 
merely a change of name, in order to satisfy 
some consciences who were solicitous to do the 
thing, but more solicitous of the name under 
which they did it. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, it seems to 
me that this is a bill which ought to attract our 
attention. It shows that the limitations which 
the friends of this system have proposed to put 
upon it are utterly worthless. I had heard they 
were only to appropriate to rivers which were 
national in their character, and the test of nation- 
ality which they adopted was Mr. Calhoun’s 
theory which was, that«hey were to run through 
more than one State. Here we havea scheme for 
improving a river which is within one State. I 
ask, if, upon the same principle, we may not im- 
prove every river in the United States? I ask if 
we may not go to an almost unlimited extent? If 
we can undertake to do this for the purpose of 
facilitating commerce, why is it that we cannot 
cut canals and make roads? J cannot, for the life 
of me, sce the difference. Nobody has shown 
the difference, or can show it; but they have en- 
deavored to reconcile us by saying the system had 
its limits, and appropriations would only be made 
for large rivers, those national in their character. 
There is scarcely a riverin any State that has not 
as much claim to nationality as this. Now, l had 
supposed that the test—I never recognized it as a 
just one myself, because you cannot make the 
aystem consistent in the way in which they are 
carrying it out—but f had supposed that the test 
of those who endeavored to prescribe limitations 
to the system, the test of nationality was that a 
river was to run through more than one State. 
They seem now to have abandoned all that, and 
we are to take up any river in the United States 
and improve it. If so, does it not place the in- 
equality and injustice of this system in a still 
more striking point of view? Why is it that 


ties, the rivers are to be improved, whilst through- 
out a vast extent of the Atlantic coast nothing is 
done. Sir, you may rely upon it, this system 
will not be put down until it breaks itself down; 
and that it will do, and it will break down that 
party which sustains and supports it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I intend to male one remark, 
and to make it in round terms. Gentlemen who 
have taken refuge under the authority of Mr. 
Calhoun for their votes, have not his authority 
for one of the votes they have given here on this 
occasion, in my judgment. Mr. Calhoun laid 
down limitations, in my opinion, disregarding the 
strict construction of the Constitution; but they 
were limitations embracing a class of rivers and 
commercial communications somewhat of a na- 
tional character—the Mississippi and its tribu- 
tarics. He never voted fora harbor of commerce; 
but gentlemen here have voted for the construc- 
tion of harbors of commerce. Mr. Calhoun never 
would have voted for an appropriation to improve 
a river in one State; gentlemen here have voted 
for it. Mr. Calhoun would never have voted for 
a harbor of commerce, in fact, and call ita harbor 
of refuge. But, sir, when these gentlemen want 
to get an appropriation, they have two names for 


| is a good reason. 


| tect it by levying their own local duties without 


i must do it yourselves. 


it: sometimes it is a harbor of refuge, and again 
itis under the power to regulate commerce. So 


S 


it isa harbor both of commerce and refuge. Mr. 
Calhoun gave no sanction to any such proposi- 
tion. If he had been here, he would have been 
the last man to sanction this system, which would 
break down any confederacy upon carth. No 
confederacy can exist with a preponderating 
power at one end of it, making the others weaker 
and weaker. It must fall. 

What is the situation of the South, according 
to the propositions which gentlemen state here? 
Gentlemen who have believed in the ancient doc- 
trines of the Republican party cannot vote for 
appropriations within their own States. They 
are controlled by their conscience, ifeyou choose 
to say so, or by pledges; whilst others, not-con- 
trolled by any such consideration, can vote for 
appropriations fora millpond, ‘There is no difi- 
culty in gentlemen voting for an appropriation to 
enlarge the quantity of water in a millyond, or 
to pulldown adam. You can go and improve 
anything; but the moment you say it is a canal 
or a road, it is one of those channels of commerce 
that is utterly offensive to anything like the doc- 
trine laid down in these platforms, because it 
would be a general system of internal improve- 
ment! Mr, Calhoun sanctioned no such—I will 
not say absurdity. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I can tell my friend from 
Virginia [Mr. Hunter] how he can get rid of 
the abuses of this system, and the only way in 
which he can do it. Negative fighting will not 
answer. If you put yourselves in the position 
of hostility to the navigating interests, you will | 
never succeed. The great navigating interest of 
this country is too important —too large to receive 
nothing but hostility from the Government. | 

Mr. CASS. The honorable Senator will allow | 
me to read one line from Mr. Calhoun. It is the 
following: 

“ But there is not the least probability that. Congress will 
ever abandon the exercise of the power. Et not only bas 
the, right, but, as has been shown, it is its duty to exercise 
it. 

Mr. BUTLER. What power? 

Mr. CASS. To improve rivers and harbors, 
under proper circumstances. 

Mr. BUTLER. In one State? 

Mr. CASS. I will not argue it. 

Mr. BUTLER, You cannot argue it. That 

Mr. CASS. I think I can. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I was replying to my friend 
from Virginia, and saying that the navigating 
interest must receive protection from some quarter. 
Under the Constitution, the States cannot pro- 


the consent of Congress. You must either give 

your consent that the States may do it, or you 

By fighting both wings, 

making war on a great interest in the country, 
ou can never succeed. 

Mr. HUNTER. My friend from Illinois will 
allow me to ask him a question. Did I ever op- 
pose the States giving protection to navigation 
and making their own harbors? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I presume not. 

Mr. HUNTER. On the contrary, did I not į 
sustain the gentleman’s own policy ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. J understand the Senator to | 
be a friend of that policy, and I intended, before 
I got through, to do him the justice to say 80; | 
but I intended to give this application to my re 
mark, that an affirmative instead of a negative | 
policy is our true course. Let us affirmatively |; 
give a substitute for this measure—the only one jj 
authorized by the Constitution, Give me that 
substitute, and I am ready to fight every dollar 
of appropriation from this Government, for fresh | 
or salt water, in one State or a dozen States; for 
rivers or harbors, everywhere and anywhere. I) 
will ight them then for the bencfit of the navi- 
gating interest. l will do itas the friend of the | 
steamboat, the friend of the ship, the friend ofj 
whatever craft floats; and we shall have that in- | 
terest with us as affording it more essential pro- | 
tection than all your appropriations from this | 
Government. But we must assume an affirma- | 
tive policy; we must give the consent to each lo- || 
cality to make its own improvements, and allow 
it to protect itself before we make war upon 1t, ; 
and prevent it being protected by any other plan, |, 

It is on that ground, and that alone, that I base |} 


| it. 


my action. I feel thata large portion of these | 
objects are unworthy of an appropriation. I feel 


thatit is extremely difficult to distinguish between 
the worthy and the unworthy: [have been under 
the necessity to-day of objecting to an appropri- 
ation in immediate proximity to my own town 
and my own residence. I have had extreme 
doubts in regard to the vote I ought to give on 
other points in that vicinity; and if J had doubts, 
with all my interests and affections clustering in 
that region, how much more would other Sena- 
tors have had doubts if they had known the local- 
ities as wellas I did? But still we must either 
receive your protection, or we must be permitted 
to protect ourselves. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. J wish to ask the 
honorable Senator one question. Take the falls in 
the Chio, take the Muscle Shoals in the Tennessee 
river, two of the finest and most beautiul tribu- 
taries of the Mississippi. My friend from Iowa 
properly enumerates the case of the Des Moines 
rapids. By your system of authorizing the local 
governments to collect taxes upon passing ships 
or steamers, would you ever get the means of 
clearing out these obstructions ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will answer the question. 
There are six States bordering on the Ohio river-— 
Kentucky, Virginia, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana 
and Illinois. Let Congress give its consent that 
each of these six States shall enter into compacts, 
by which each shall appoint a commissioner, and 
the commissioners constitute a board, and that 
board have charge of the improvement of the 
navigation of the Ohio river. Then let that board, 
which would in all probability be appointed from 
the steamboat interest of the river, devise the 
plan of improvement, the place of improvement, 
the mode in which itis to beexecuted, Let them 
provide for the collection of the money and the 
mode of collection and of expenditure, and you 
will go on as quietly in the improvement of the 
navigation of that riveras you do in making your 
country roads, or your turnpike roads, or your 
railroads, or your canals, or any other work of 
artificial improvement in the country. You will 
have it under the charge of business men, expe- 
rienced men, whose fortunes and whose hearts are 
enlisted in the work—men who are interested in 
seeing that every dollar expended brings its value 
to a dollar in the work thatis done, 

I believe the Ohio river would have been better 
off, a thousand fold, if this Government had never 
touched it. I can prove now, by your steamboat 
captains and steamboat engineers on the Ohio 
river, that every time you have touched it you 
have made it worse. ith the vast means that 
have been expended there, you have injured navi- 
gation every time you have touched it. Butif you 
improve it under a board appointed by the States 
immediately on its banks, representing the great 
navigating interest of the river, with their fortunes 
invested in that navigation, the money would not 
thus be squandered. 

If, however, that does not suit you as a mode 
of raising the money, devise some other mode; 
but put its expenditure under the local authorities; 
get it out of the national politics of this country; 
get it inte the hands of the local authorities, where 
improvements will be made as you make your 
canals, and then tax the boat that runs through 
the canal for improving it, as you make your 


| railroads, and then pay tolls suficient to pay the 


interest on the money invested, leta work of this 
kind be constructed as your railroads or your 
turnpike roads are, or as you pave and grade 
streets in the cities, and then charge your hacks 
and public carriages for using the streets. You 
carry out that principle in all the relations of life 


| —why notapply it to the Ohio river, to the Muscle 


Shoals, by which an arrangement can be made 
between Tennessee and Alabama to accomplish 
the very object? 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. No boat ever passes 
there, and what would you tax? 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Why not have atax on the 
navigation ? 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 
asses there. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. You never have navigation 
on a canal until you raise the money and make 
You shouid first raise the money. 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Then the States 
must raise the money. , 
Mr. DOUGLAS. You talk about its being a 
taxon commerce. I ask you if goods carried into 
New York, and sent from there through Penn- 
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sylvania,and Ohio, and Indiana, to Ilinois, are not 
taxed. on each railroad over which they pass, 
until they. arrive in Ilinois, as a part of their first | 
cost to those who consume them? We make no 
complaint when we pay dutieson the New York | 
canal.’ We pour millions into the treasury of the | 
State of New York, to.pay interest on the costof 
making that canal. Weof the West do not com- 
lain of it. Why? For the simple reason, that 

y the tax paid on that canal the, cost of our 
transportation. is less than it would have been if 
the canal had not been made. So with a railroad. 
Though we pay toll for transportation over a rail- 
road, we get transportation cheaper than if the 
road had not been made. So it will be with your 
harbors. ` 

It is true, the local tax, to make a harbor orim- 
prove the navigation of a river, may count up to 
a certain amount; but still it will reduce the cost 
of transportation, including that amount, to less į 
than it would have been if you had not thus im- 
posed these duties and made these improvements. 
Henge, instead of enhancing the cost of the im- 
provement, it reduces it. Every dollar wisely 
collected and wisely expended for the improve- 
ment of a river or a harbor in that way, reduces 
the cost of transportation of the very goods that | 
pass over it. Then, instead of being a tax onthe 
community, it is actually reducing the taxes on 
the community. But Í did not intend to argue 
this question in answer to the respectful inquiry 
of the Senator from ‘Tennessee: 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I wholly mistook 
the position of the Senator from Ilinois. I sup- 
posed his was the system of taxing navigation; 
put I understand now that the States and local } 
interests must make the improvements first, and 
he only wants Congress to allow some tax to be 
imposed. 

. DOUGLAS. I only want Congress to | 
give iis consent that we may manage our own | 
affairs in our own way to suit ourselves, under | 
the Constitution, and then carry ona system in :} 
obedience to the Constitution. L[rose, however, 
merely to say to the opponents of the present 
system, that the mode of beginning is by first 
giving that consent; so that, if we defeat the ap- 
propriations by this Government, we have the 
alternative measure to resort to of imposing our 
own taxes and making our own improvements, 
When you have given your consent that we may | 
protect ourselves, L am one of those who will be | 
opposed to ever asking you to protect us further | 
by these improvements, | 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, while we were | 
voting on the bills for the harbors on the lakes, 
we had one continuous clamor—I say it in no 
disrespectful sense—from several of the oppo- 
nents of these bills, that we did nothing for the | 
Atlantic States—that we of the Northwest pro- | 
posed to monopolize the Treasury. Now we | 
nave come to the State of New Jersey. We have | 
come to a harbor, the entrance to which is from | 
the Atlantie; but I not only do not see that the | 
opposition of my friends is relaxed, but rather | 
redoubled, Now the complaint of the Senator | 
from Virginia is, that the rivers of Virginia are 
not improved by the hand of this Government. 
I invite his attention to the report of the Secre- 
tary of War. How many rivers has Virginia 
emptying into the Atlantic? 

Here is James river: ė 

“ During the past year the channel through the Warwick 
bar has been opened to the required depth. he opening 
of the channel through the Richmond bar, whieh is a ledge | 
of rock, is going on snecessfully. The balance of the funds 
furnished by the Government will be expended on the 
prosecution of this work.” 

Thatis one of them. Thenon the Appomattox | 
river: 

“No work has been done during the past year. The 
plan of operations to be foliowed was settled last winter. 
The arrangements to give effect to it ineluded a dredger, 
with discharging lighters for raising, transporting, and de- 


Again: 
& Sur: ‘ E : 
Survey of Rappahannock river. Virgini —Surveys and ; 
soundings have been made through t 


extent necessary fi E 
hae j 'y for projecting plans for its improvement. | 
When the ma Pd i p 


: ps arè completed, the study of the best means 
of improvement will be taken upo? ee a 


That is notall. The Govérnment has furnished | 


a steam dredge, equipment, and discharging scows 
for the waters of the Chesapeake bay, in and 
around the State of Virginia. And there is a 
bill here among these bills, to improve the harbor 
of Georgetown, with a view to benefit the. com- 
merce of the Potomac river. Now, where are 
the Virginia rivers? ga 

Mr. MASON. Is Georgetown in Virginia? 

Mr. PUGH. No, sir; but that is an improve- 
ment for the benefit of the commerce of the whole 
Potomac river. Sir, we have heard enough of 
this. Here itis; and yet the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Hunrer] rises to know what we have 
done for the Virginia rivers? 

Mr. HUNTER. What is the amount of the 
appropriation ? 

Mr. PUGH. Ido not know. I can only an- 
swer, as the Senator from New York answered 
on a former occasion—all you asked. This isa 
work being done by this Government, reported 
here to Congress. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Ohio is 
mistaken. There is no appropriation for these 
rivers. There has been an appropriation for the 
survey of the rivers, but there is nothing doing 
by the Gencral Government to them, and there 
is no bill here for the improvement of them, be- 
cause we could not ask it, and we could not vote 
for such a bill if it were introduced. We have 
not asked it. There is no bill for this purpose. 
Mr. Polk, in his veto message, refers, I think, to 
three several bills which were passed, allowing 
the State of Virginia to lay tonnage duties for the 
purpose of raising money to improve the James 
river. A reference to these cases will be found 


in Mr. Polk’s veto; and he refers to them as in- | 
stances by which he illustrates the practicability | 
of having some such system as that recommendcd | 


by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. PUGH. Letus see. The Senator says 
that these are appropriations simply for the sur- 
vey of the Virginia rivers. Now, of the James 
river, we are told: 

“The channel through the Warwick bar has been 
opencd.’? 

That is a survey, is it? 

“The opening of the channel through Richmond bar, 
which is a ledge of rock, is going on successfully.” 

That is no survey, I presume! The Senator 
says the money has not been furnished by the 
Federal Government. What does the Secretary 
of War say? 


“ The balance of the funds furnished by the Government 
will be expended in the prosecution of this work.? 


The Senator may have his quarrel with the | 


Secretary of War. There it is. 


I might go on 
to other States. 


Mr. HUNTER. Itispossible, though I cannot | 
charge my memory with it, that in past times | 


there may have been some small appropriation 
for the James river. I do not recollect it if there 
has been any. I know that the bills to which 
Mr. Polk referred were to enable the State itself 
to raise money for these purposes. 


thing of their own funds for the purpose of deep- 
ening the channel. 
not examined the matter recently, but I will do 
that. I think it possible that there may have been 
a small appropriation, but none ever passed by 
my vote or that of my colleague. 

Mr. PUGH. The proposition is not whether 
it passed by the vote of the Senator. The prop- 
osition is, whether the State of Virginia has been 
subjected to taxation for the benefit of other 


States, or whether her commerce has been at- j 


tended to. The gist of this oppositionis not, or 
ought not to be, that certain Senators did not vote 
for bills. There is nothing in that. If there is 
anything inthe argument, itis that certain States 


of the Union have been neglected for the benefit | 


of certain other States. 


Mr. HUNTER. Allow me to ask the Senator | 


a question, Suppose he should find that, in the 
whole history of Virginia, which is an old State, 
the Government has appropriated $200,000 to 
clearing out her rivers, and double that amount to 
a new State, will he say there is justice or equal- 
ity in it? 

Mr. PUGH. Iwill say this: that if a work 


has been commenced, the subsequent appropri- | 


ations are generally for repairs, and hence the first 
appropriation is the heavy one. 


I believe, | 
too, the city of Richmond has contributed some- || 


I will not say so, for I have 


Mr. HUNTER. Will the Senator tell me what 
work of improvement was ever constructed in 
Virginia by the General Government? Certainly 
not in James river, for the bars in James river are 
not cleaned out now. 

Mr. PUGH. I was only answering the Sen- 
ator’s statement, and showing that the Govern- 
ment has been appropriating for the benefit of 
the commerce and the rivers of Virginia, The 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] this morn- 
ing made his celebrated exhibit that $2,600,000 
had been appropriated for Ohio. When you 
take from it the amount appropriated for the 
Cumberland road, and to other roads for which 
money was never expended at all, because they 
were abandoned, it leaves the appropriations for 
Ohio $529,000. How much has been appropri- 
ated for Georgia that we are told has been in- 
credited? Two hundred and forty-three thousand 
and forty-three dollars and six cents, as the book 
shows. Now, what is the population of Georgia 
compared with the population of Ohio? Look at 
‘their representation in the other branch of the 
Legislature, and you will find out. Has the State 
of Georgia been taxed for the benefit of my con- 
stituents? Not at all. She has had more from 
the Government in proportion to her population 
than the State of Ohio. 

But, sir, the Senator from Virginia says that 
Virginia in former times imposed her own duties 
for the protection of commerce. I can see how 
such a scheme as that willsucceed on the Atlantic 
ports; but I say to the Senator from Virginia, and 
to the Senator from Illinois, that so far as regards 
the western country it is utterly impracticable in 
every sense and view that can be taken of it, It 
would be the worst injury that could be inflicted 
on the West. Let me take a single illustration, 
A vessel comes to the city of New York. from 
abroad with goods. You tax her to the full ex- 
tent of your tariff, and it does not make any dif- 
ference whether you impose this tax on the ton- 
nage, or on cargo, fora tax on the tonnage is a 
tax on the cargo at last. You tax her first under 
your tariff, and then you tax her for the improve- 
ment of the harbor of New York. From that 
point the goods are transshipped on a steamer 
that goes up the Hudson river, and when she 
arrives at the port of Albany she is taxed again 
for the improvement of that harbor. There.the 
property is transhipped upon the New York 
and Erie canal, and pays tolls throughout the 
whole extent of that canal until it gets to Buffalo, 
and then it is taxed again for the benefit of the 
Buffalo harbor. Leaving Buffalo, and reaching 
Cleveland, it is taxed again for the ‘Cleveland 
harbor. It there enters the Ohio canal, and de- 
scends to Portsmouth on the Ohio river, paying 
tolls all that distance. At Portsmouth itis taxed 
again for the improvement of the Ohio river, and 
when it reaches the city of Cincinnati by the Ohio 
river, it is taxed again. 

_ This shows the absurdity of the system—tax- 
| ing ten or twenty times over and over again. 
And this is the olive branch that is held out to 
the western country, because we have not been 
|| So fortunately constituted as to have an casy and 
short communication with the Atlantic ocean. 
|| Weare to pay all the taxes which are imposed 
on our imports; for they come at last out of us 
as the exporting States, according to the philos- 
ophy of the Senator from Georgia, with which I 
coincide; and then we are taxed at every step of 
our way. To be sure, God has been graciously 
kind to us in the West to give us fertile valleys, 
or else no people on the face of the earth could 
stand such taxation; but he has given us at the 
same time rivers and lakes, which He designed 
should be the paths of commerce to us, and 
which, in spite of the Senator from Georgia’s 
assertion, made time and again, 1 say have from 
|| the earliest period of the Republic, by the wisest 
men of the Republic, been considered the proper, 
legitimate subjects of control and regulated by 
the Federal Government. I say to him, and to 
all who agree with him on this subject, that this 
j doctrine which they preach here, instead of being 

founded on the faith of the fathers, is a new 
i| invention; and whenever they attempt to thrust 
it on the Democratic party, they will find the 
|| party in a smaller minority in this country than 
they are themselvesina minority in this Chamber. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I will not aver 
| the fact, that no money has ever been appropri- 
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ated by Congress for the improvement of rivers 
in Virginia, because I have not examined it; but | 
I will aver the fact, that no money has ever been | 
appropriated by Congress for the improvement 
of rivers and harbors in Virginia with the vote 
of the Virginia delegation in either House, at any | 
time. i 

Mr, PUGH. My friend will understand .that | 
I made no issue upon that point. i 

Mr. STUART. The Senator from Virginia is | 
mistaken. Iwas in the House of Representa- | 
tives at the,time when it was done; and the Vir- | 
ginia delegation did vote in a body to put on a | 
general river and harbor bill an amendment for | 
the Appomattox and James rivers. They voted | 
against the whole bill. 

Mr. MASON, Anh! certainly they did. 

Mr. STUART. But they voted to put on the ; 
amendment, and it could not have been put on | 
without their votes. 

Mr. MASON, Certainly they did. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan undertakes to correct me. 
Now, I aver again, that no money ever appro- 
priated ‘by Congress to be expended upon rivers 
and harbors in Virginia has been appropriated by 
the vote of the delegation of Virginia in either 
House. The Senator from Michigan undertakes 
to correct me by saying that, in an appropriation 
bill, upon a proposition to put in an appropriatior 
for the State of Virginia, the delegation from Vir 
ginia voted to insert the amendment, and admits 
then that they voted against the bill. What made ; 
the appropriation? ‘The passage of the bill. 

Mr. STUART. Of course. 

Mr. MASON. Very well. Now, when the | 
Senator undertakes to correct me again, let him 
correct me in facts. 

Mr. STUART. This point will always remain | 
a matter of opinion between the Senator from Vir- 
gioia and myself. I fought the delegation from | 

irginia upon this quesuon, in the other House, 
for more thanthree hours. The chairman of the 
committee, a gentleman from New York, yielded 
against my protestation, He said he had assur- 
ances from the delegation that they would vote 
for the bill. I told him not a man of them would | 
doit. When they pressed it for more than three 
hours, and by their cNorts placed it in the bill, 1 
hold them responsible for the appropriation, 

Mr. MASON. The Senator may hold what 
he pleases. The appropriation of money is by 
the passage of the bill; and if they vote against 
the passage of the bill, the fact is, that they vote 
against the appropriation of the money. Ido 
not know anything about the instances cited from: 
the report of the Sccretary of War. It may be 
that money was appropriated by the Federal 
Government; but, unless it is expected of the 
State of Virginia that she shall pass a domestic 
law, a State law, prohibiting the Federal officers 
from coming into the State, and interfering with 
her rivers and her harbors, by the expenditure of 
the public money, how is Virginia to control 
Congress? Iask the question. 

Sir, from the earliest days of this Republic 
the State of Virginia has sct her face decidedly 
against appropriations of this character, 1 chal- 
lenge gentemen to point me to a single instance 
where the delegation in either House from the 
State of Virginia have asked for an appropria- 
tion--I mean by the passage of a bill to carry it. 
it may very well be—how it would be amongst 
casuists I do not know, and I will not go into the 
casuistry of the question—that if there be an 
omnibus bill here, as there has been at former | 
sessions, appropriating millions of dollars for | 
this State, and the other State, and this harbor ; 
and that river, and it is proposed by one of the 
committees to put $600,000 in for the James river, 
or $50,000 for the Appomattox river, they would. 
vote for the amendment. Whcetherin casuistry, | 
upon a nice calculation of the equilibrium of: 
political mogals, it devolves on the Virginia dele- : 
gation to vote against putting it in, because we. 
shall vote against the bill, put in what you may, | 
i shall not undertake to say. Itis a question of | 
pure casuistry. ‘They vote against the bill, and | 
{am not aware of any instance, in any Congress, | 
ab urbe condita, where the State of Virginia asked | 
an appropriation of one dollar, to be expended | 
within her limits for the improvement of any i 
river or any harbor, J will say more: repre-! 
scnting the State of Virginia here, as Ido, with! 
my honorable colleague, if we could be tempted i 


i 
i 


| which the officers of the government of Virginia 
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to vote fora dollar, we should be repudiated at 
home, and justly, because we should have aban- 
doned the faith of our fathers, and the established 
construction of the Federal compact amongst us. 
Now, I do not know whether it be true or not— 
the honorable Senator from Ohio,who hasadduced 
the instance, has not given us the bill in which 
the appropriation was made—— 

Mr. PUGH. I read from the report of the 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. MASON. ‘Whether the money came 
from the Federal Government, or whether it was 
money raised in any other way, and applied by 
the Secretary of War, I do not know. 

Mr. PUGH. He would hardly have reported 
that to Congress. It wa money appropiated by 
the Government. 

Mr. MASON. I do not mean to deny it, for I 
have not examined it; but I do not know of any 
process yet known to the laws of Virginia, by 


can go and stop the Federal officers from inter- 
fering with their rivers and harbors. I do not 
know that such a law may not be passed; for we 
have been told, and strongly told, by the honor- 
able Senator from Illinois just now, that if we 
expect to stop the abuses of this system—that 
was his language—we must resort to the means 
which he, I think, as a statesman, proposed some 
years ago, to authorize the States to lay tonnage 
duties for the purpose of making these improve- 
ments. I remember very well when he intro- 
duced that bill, and T recolleet with how little 
favor it waM®eceived here. I remember the able, 
patriotic, and statesmanlike speech with which 
the Senator from Illinois sustained it. He tells 
us to-day, and tells us as a statesman ahd a pat- 
riot, that it is the only way to stop the abuses of į 
the system. Now, sir, I do not know how far 
these abuses must go before the States may be 
called upon to interpose by State legislation to 
prevent the Federal officers from coming within 
the limits of the State, and expending public money | 
which is sent there to debaach her. We have no 
such law at present in Virginia. When we shall 
have such a lay will depend on the extent to į 
which the abus@8 may be carried. But | can very 
well understand that, if the planung and produc- 
ing States who pay the largest portion of the Fed- |! 
eral revenue, are to find the coramon treasure 
lavished atthe call of the localities where popula- | 
tion is,as we say in defiance of constitutional 
restraint, and we yet continue in this Union, the 
time may come when State legislation will be 
necessary to prevent the Federal officers from 
coming there to expend the Federal money. We 
have no such law at present. 

Mr. BRODITIEAD. Let me suggest to my |; 
friend from Virginia that itis now very late; it || 
is a warm day, and I think we had better adjourn. 
I move, therefore, that the Scnate do now adjourn. 

Mr. STUART. Will the Scnator allow mea 
moment? 

Mr. BRODIIEAD. I withdraw the motion. || 

Mr. MASON. [had the floor. i 

| 
| 


Mr. STUART. I shall agree to the adjourn- 
ment; but I desire to express the hope that the |: 
Senate will to-morrow sit long enough to settle |i 
and decit» these questions. 

Mr RRODHEAD. [renew my motion. H 

The noton was agreed to; and the Senate | 
adjourned. | 

| 
IN SENATE. | 
WepĒxespnaY, July 30, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Hexry C. Deax. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 


| 
| 

THOMAS J. CHURCHILL. j 

Mr. JOHNSON. : 
Senate—a thing which, I believe, I seldom do—to | 
take up and pass a bill which is very necessary į 
for the relief of one of my constituents. I believe | 
that it is such a clear case that it will excite no f 
debate. I will state the facts. j 
The first Kentucky regiment, under Colonel 
Humphrey Marshall, was mustered into the ser- 
vice during the war with Mexico. Amongst the 
number was Mr. Churchill, a lieutenant in one of 
the companies. They marched to the Rio Grande, 
engaged ina number of battles; and after they 
passed the Rio Grande, a portion of one of the 
companies were taken prisoners, Previous to that 
time, Mr. Churchill, in the absence of a commis- 


i 
sary, and also after 
j was temporarily appointed to fill these two places. 


i same manner as ìf he 


the death of.a quartermaster, 


He was thus acting at the time when he was 
taken prisoner, and some of the Government 
property came into his possession. For this. he 
was held responsible at the Department. The 
account is for fuel, mules, wagons, harness, &c., 
$3,104 46, subsistence and funds turned ‘over to 
him, $621 41, and for hisown saber and one pair 
of pistols, with which, as lieutenant im the ser- 
vice, he was armed, $32. At the time when he 
was taken prisoner, of course he could have had 
none of these things with him. He was held as 
a prisoner until the war with Mexico was con- 
cluded. He was then released, and delivered 
over to General Scott as one of the prisoners 
exchanged. 

Under these circumstances, the Treasury De- 
partment have an aecount against him for this 
amount of $3,748 87. When he was released, 
the part of the Kentucky regiment of which he 
was a member, and for which he had been acting 
quartermaster and commissary for two or three 
months, (and it was during that time this prop- 
erty came into his hands,) had long been dis- 
banded. He found, also, on inquiring into his 
accounts, that after he was taken prisoner the 
colonel of the regiment gathered upall the vouch- 
ers he could find, and carried them home to 
Kentucky. The year after Colonel Marshall 
got there, and before Mr. Churchhill could get 
home, Colonel Marshall’s house burnt down, 
with everything in it. The statement of the 
colonel is hee, showing the facts which I have 
now stated. 

The Treasury Department calls on. Mr, 
Churchill to pay over to the Government of the 
United States for forage, mules, wagons, harness, 
&c., articles which he never could have converted 
to his own use, $3,104, and $62 for subsistence, 
which, as Colonel Marshall says, from the 
known character of Mr. Churehill, it is impossi- 
ble could have been used in any other way than 
for the benefit of the Government. Tle has also 
an account for his personal arms, a saber and 
pair of pistols, which were of course taken by 
the enemy atthe time he was captured. 

l ask, now, for the passage of this bill for his 
relief, under the circumstances, in order that he 
may be relieved from further liability. Having 
been detained as a prisoner it was impossible that 
he could protect himself; and the house of the 


| colonel of the regiment having been burned, all 


the vouchers were consumned. We have this 
on the testimony of the colonel, which can. be 
read, if the Senate desires to hear it. J ask that 
the bill may be passed to relieve him from what 
must stand as an exceeding hardship against 
him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No, 
361) for the relief of ‘Thomas J. Churchill, late a. 
lieutenant in the first Kentucky regiment of vol- 
unteers, was read a second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to authorize and direct the proper 


| accounting officers of the Treasury in settling the 


accounts of Thomas J. Churchill, late a lieuten- 
ant in the first Kentucky regiment of volunteers, 
and acting commissary and quartermaster during 
the war with Mexico, to allow him a credit in 


-full for whatever amount may be charged against 


him upon the books of the Treasury Department, 
as such commissary and quartermaster, in the 
had presented vouchers 
therefor, all his accounts and vouchers having 
been lost or destroyed during his imprisonment 
by the Mexicans in the year 1847. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BROWN presented the petition of Joseph 
E. Holmes and his associates, praying for an act 
of incorporation for the Washington Paper Mill 
Company, in the District of Columbia, which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. BELL, of New Hampshire, presented the 
petition of Noah Smith, a soldier in the war of 


| 1812, praying to be allowed a pension; which 


was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. SEWARD presented the memorial of 
Henry L. Goodwin, complaining of certain regu- 
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lations established at the post office at San Fran- 
cisco respecting the delivery of letters, as being 
oppressive, aŭd praying that. they may be pro- 
hibited; which was referred to the Comniittee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


RESOLUTION. 


“Mr, SEWARD submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was. considered by-unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed:to: 

Resolved, That: the Secretary of the Navy be requested 
to inform the Senate, whether the Behring’s Straits Explor- 
ing-and Surveying Expedition, which recently returned to 
the United States, examined and made charts of the sea of 
OkhotzK, the Pólar sea, the shores of Siberia, or other points 
frequented. by American whalémen; and if it did, when 
such charts will be published. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WELLER asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to bring ina bill (S. No. 416) 
to provide for the settlement and payment of the 
incurréd expenses in the suppression of Indian 
hostilities in the Territories of Oregon and Wash- 
ington; which was read the first and second times 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom the subject was referred, reported 
a joint resolution, (S. R. No. 35) authorizing the 
transfer of certain duties in the Executive Depart- 
ments, relating to the statement of accounts- 
which was read, and passed to a segond reading. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. No. 410) to authorize the Postmaster 
General to contract for the transportation of the 
mails of the United States from New York to 
Southampton, reported it with amendments; and 
on his motion it was made the special order for 
Monday next, at one o’clock. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and. Post Roads, to whom was refer- 
red the petition of Jacob Hall, submitted a report, 
accompanied by’a bill (S. No. 417) for his relief; 
which was read, and: passed to asecond reading. 
The report was ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. BUTLER. I move to take up the bill 
which I some time since introduced, regulating 
the pay of members of Congress, so that gentle- 
men who, as I understand, have some amend- 
ments to propose, may offer them and have them 
printed, and then that the whole subject may be 
referred to a proper committee, 

Mr. BROWN. Does my friend from South 
Carolina mean to consider the bill this morning? 

Mr. BUTLER, No, sir; I simply ask that it 
may be taken up with a view to receive such 
amendments as may be offered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COLLAMER. J present an amendment 
which I shall offer to the bill of the Senator from 
South Carolina, and I desire that it be printed. 
It is to strike out all after the enacting clause, 
and insert: 

That the members of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives shall receive for. their attendance at the sessions 
of Congress, twenty-five per cent. in addition to what they, 
by law, are entitled to receive for attendance. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the bill and 
amendment be printed, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. ` I want a full report on all 
these matters, if I can get nothing else for the 
public. I think something ought to be done to 
curtail our sessions, aud equalize the compensa- 
tion. Lam sure, in the first place, that it is not 
sufficient, and in the next place that it ought to 
be equalized; and then there ought to be more 
dispatch of the public business. 

The motion to refer and print was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, by Mr. Barcxiar, Assistant Clerk: 


Mr. Pkesipenr: The House of Representatives recede 
from. their disagreement to the first amendment of the Sen- 
ate tothe bill (H. R. No. 152) making appropriations for the 
consular and diplomatic expenses of the Government for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1857; and 

They have passed the following bills, in which they re- 
quest the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bili: (H.R. No. 75) to reorganize the Territory of Kansas, 
and-for other purpose: 


A bil (Hi. R. No, 15d) ‘making appropriations for the sup- 


port of the Army, for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1857; and g 

À. bill to provide for the settlement of the. claims of the 
officers of the revolutionary army, and the widows and 
children of those who died in the service. A 

The President of the United States approved and signed, 
the Xdinstant, an act (H. R. No: 417) for the:construction 
of aroad from Fort Ridgely, in the Territory of Minnesota, 
to the South Pass of the Rocky Mountains, in the Territory 
of Nebraska. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. HUNTER, the bill (H. 
R. No. 153) making appropriations for the sup- 

ort of the Army for the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1857, was read the first and second 
times by unanimous consent, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. * 


SLOOP OF WAR ALBANY. 


Mr. MALLORY. Iask leave to report back 
to the Senate the bill which passed the Senate, 
and went to the House of Representatives, forthe 
relief of widows and orphans of the officers, sea- 
men, and marines of the United States sloop of 
war Albany, and for other purposes. As I de- 
sign to ask for action on the amendments of the 
House now, I will briefly state what they are. 

This is a Senate bill for the relief of the widows 
and orphans of the officers and men of the Al- 
bany and Porpoise. One amendment of the 
House is to extend, in compliance with prece- 
dents from 1838 to this time, to the orphans, 
the twelve months’ pay allowed to the widows 
under the original bill. There is another amend- 
ment in relation to an officer who wag lost, who 
did not form a portion of the ey, officers of 
either of those two vessels. It is merely to fix 
the time of his supposed death, in order that his 
accountat the Navy Department may be rectified. 
Lask that the amendments of the House may be 
concurred in. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


PAYMENT OF PENSION AGENTS. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, early in 
the session I introduced a bill, which was re- 
ported upon some three months ago, and once 
or twice made the special ordergg: Í have never 
asked the Senate to take up anying at my sug- 
gestion, but I should be very glad if the Senate 
would take up and dispose of the bill (S. No. 
146) to compensate agents for paying pensions, 
and prescribing the time and manner of settling 
their accounts. 

Mr. GEYER. 
Tsu 
ishe 


i If that bill be taken up now, 
pose it will take precedence of the unfin- 
business of the morning hour of yester- 


day? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will. 

Mr. GEYER. I hope then that we shall not 
take it up. 

Mr. HUNTER. We cannot dispose of that 
bill in the morning hour. I understand that 
notice has been given that the Senate mean to 
dispose of the harbor bills to-day. We cannot 
dispose of this question in half an hour. I sug- 
gest that it had better lie over until other busi- 
ness gets out of the way. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If that suggestion be ac- 
ceded to, this bill will never come up. It was 
introduced and reported upon some months ago; 
it has been made a special order repeatedly; and 
although I believe there are some gentlemen who 
think it ought not to pass, (and the Senator from 
Georgia, {Mr. Toomss] perhaps, has intimated 
that opinion,) certainly it ought to be disposed of. 
I thind that, on examination, the Senator from 
Georgia will go with me, and I will myself agree 
to vote against the bill if, on understanding the 
true state of the facts which lie at the origin of it, 
the Senator from Georgia will not consent to it. 

The bill has its origin in non-payment for 
services performed by the old pension agents. T 
cannot have the matter better understood than 
by stating the case of the pension agent in 
the State of Illinois, Mr. Hay. He was pen- 
sion agent in 1831. Atthattime the Department 
paid the pension agents a certain percentage on 
the amount disbursed by them. here was no 
law authorizing it in so many words; but the 
practice was to allow a percentage on the money 
which they paid out. Mr. Hay received that 
percentage until 1836. In 1836, atthe time when 
the deposit banks commenced the disbursements 
of the public money, the law which was held to 
authorize compensation to be allowed to pension 


agents was repealed. Mr. Hay was then in 
office. We had in the State of Illinois no de- 
posit banks. Mr. Hay proposed to resign as 
pension agent; but he was requested to continue 
and perform the duty. He did so under the 
assurance that Congress would make some com- 
pensation. He performed these duties for five 
years; and he paid out in this length of time—I 
have not the exact statement here, but I believe 
the amount was something near two hundred 
thousand dollars. He gave bond in a large 
amount, bought’ his own books, made his own 
returns, performed all these services, and every 
officer in the pension bureau, from that day to 
this, hasrecommended payment. President Polk, 
when he was President of the United States, and 
Secretaries of War, and the Pension Commis- 
sioners, have repeatedly brought this matter to 
the notice of Congress, and have said the agents 
ought to be paid. 

The bill which I now ask to have taken up is 
one prepared by the pension bureau. It comes 
here with their indorsement. The portion of it 
which relates to the compensation of agents gen- 
erally and for increasing their pay, I have nothing 
more to say about than any other Senator. They 
should have a reasonable compensation; we may 
differ as to what that is; but as to the pay of the 
old pension agente who held the office under this 
assurance and performed these services, am quite 
certain there is no Senator here who does not 
believe they ought to be paid a reasonable com- 
pensation. No individual would ask another to 
perform services for him, and request him to ren- 
der them year*after year, to pay out thousands of 
dollars, to buy his own. books, to make his own 
returns, and then refuse to pay him. 

I will state further, that Mr. Hay retained in 
his hands what he regarded as a fair compensa- 
tion. He resigned in 1841, retaining a little less 
than $3,000, which would have been his com- 
pensation atthe rates previously allowed. It was 
so just that the Department never called on him 
for the money. The matter remained in that 
way until last fall. In the mean time Mr. Hay 
had died. Last fall a suit was instituted against 
his securities for this money, and his son has 
come on here to Washington and borrowed the 
money, and paid it into the Department, in order 
to save the securities. If he retained too much, 
refuse the $3,000; but it seems to me that no per- 
son would wish to have these services without 
paying something, whatever may be right, for 
them. That is the character of all the cases em- 
braced in the bill excepting the provision which is 
now sought to be made for increasing the pay of 
the pension agents at this time. About that J will 
say nothing: f 

he bill confines the allowance to pension 
agents not connected with banks, to whom the 
Secretary of the Treasury furnished the money 
from month to month. They did not have the 
money to speculate upon; it was only furnished 
them from month to month, as is stated in the 
official reports, to pay out the pensioners 1s called 
for. This is the bill which I ask the Serate to 
take up. I hope it will be taken up and actes upon 
now, for it is apparent that, if it be not tazen up 
now, it will be of very little use hereafter to con^ 
sider it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I do not wish to go into the 
subject on a motion to take up the bill, as the 
Senator has done, fully; but I will say that this 
bill provides for a class of cases which have been 
here for fifteen or twenty years unsuccessfully; 
and there are solid reasons why this payment 
should not be made. I do not wish to argue the 
matter now; I agree with the Senator from Vir- 
ginia that we cannot dispose of it speedily. Ido 
not think the bill is right in any portion of it. 
These statements of individual cases have been 
made here for the last ten years on a general 
bill. I have objections against it avhich have 
heretofore been sufficient with Congress. For 
ten long years they have been trying to get this 
bill through; but failed. Lately I have seen that 
bills which have met the stern opposition of Con- 
gress for fifteen years, are passed in the morning 

our. 

The question being taken on a division, there 
were—ayes 15, noes 16; no quorum voting. 


Mr. TRUMBULL and Mr. JOHN SON called 
for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. I will merely suggest to 
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the Senate that we have three or four subjects 
under consideration which are half disposed of, 
and we shall get our business in extreme confu- 
sion if we take up a strongly contested bill, and 
consider it in the morning hour. There are two 
or three bills now unfinished, which belong to the 
morning hour. 

The question being taken on Mr. TRUMBULL’S 
motion by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 18, nays 
17; as follows: 

YRAS—Messrs. Beli of New Hampshire, Bell of Ten- 
nessee, Bright, Clay, Clayton, Collamer, Dodge, Fessen- 
den, Fish, Foster, Harlan, Jones of Iowa, Seward, Trum- 
bull, Wade, Weller, Wright, and Yulee—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benjamin, Biggs, Brown, Doug- 
las, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Geyer, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, 
Johnson, Pratt, Pugh, Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, 
and Toombs—17. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to consider 
the bill. 

It proposes to require the Secretary of the In- 
terior, from and after the lst of January, 1856, 
to allow to agents for paying pensions a com- 
mission of three per centum on the amount of 
moneys annually disbursed by them. This com- 
mission is to be in full compensation for all ser- 
vices and contingent expenses of the agents, 
except for office rent, books, printing, and sta- 
tioncry, and the expense of transporting the 
funds to their office, where any such expense is 
incurred. The amount of compensation allowed 
to any one agent is not, however, to exceed 
$2,000 a year. Each agentis to state his accounts 
quarterly, and transmit them to the proper ac- 
counting officer of the Treasury for settlement, 
and a duplicate to the Commissioner of Pensions. 
He is also to transmit, semi-annually, to the Com- 
missioner, the names of all pensioners on the list 
of his agency at the commencement of each half 
year, designating the names of those whose pen- 
sions have transpired, those who have not de- 
manded their pensions for fourteen months, those 
who have been transferred to other agencies, and 
the names of the female pensioners who have. 
married. 

‘The bill further provides that its provisions, 
in regard to compensation, shall be extended to 
those persons, their heirs, and legal representa- 
tives, who served as agents for paying pensions 
prior to the 20th of February, 1847, and subse- 
quent to the 20th of April, 1836, when no com- 
pensation was provided by law for such services, 
if such agents were not banking corporations, 
nor the officers or agents of those corporations. 

The Committee on Pensions reported the bill 
with an amendment in the fourth section, after 
the word ‘agents,’ to insert— 

Except in the case of Shepherd Knapp. 


So that the clause will read: 

Provided, Such agents, except in the case of Shepherd 
Knapp, were not banking corporations, nor the officers or 
agents thereof, 

Mr. HUNTER. I should like to hear the 
report of the committee in this case. 

The Secretary procecded to read the report; but 
before he concluded, 

Mr. HUNTER said: So faras I am concerned, 
I amsatisfied. I have read the report; and, unless 
some other member desires it, it may be discon- 
tinued. 

The further reading of the report was dispensed 
with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on copcurring in the amendment. 

Mr. IIUNTER. If we are to go into the sub- 
ject. of internal improvements at one o’clock, this 
till had better be postponed. Jam opposed to 
the bill; but I do not wish to have the trouble of 
commencing the debate now, and then going over 
it to-morrow. Letus fix some day when we shall 
take it up—to-day, or to-morrow. 

Mr. SEWARD. To-morrow. 

Mr. HUNTER. Very well. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall have no objection, 
if it be the understanding that we shall take it up 
at half past twelve o’clock. 

Mr. HUNTER. I can only speak as to my 
own vote. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Some other bills—a half 
dozen—yyere begun before this in the morning 
hour; and I shall certainly resist this being taken 


up to-morrow morning. It only wants one minute | 


of one o’elock. 


| agreed to pair off in consequence of the indispo-> 


li Jersey, Trumbull, Wade, and Wright—24. 


j 
! 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour for 
the consideration of the special order has arrived, 
and must be taken up, unless otherwise directed. 
The special order is the unfinished business of 
yesterday. 

HARBOR OF NEWARK. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the unfinished busi- 
ness, the bill (S. No. 10) to continue the improve- 
ments in the harbor of Newark, New Jersey. 

A debate of over four hours ensued on the 
general subject of river and harbor improvements, 
and the constitutionality and propriety of appro- 
priating the public money for such purpose. 
Messrs. HUNTER, STUART, BENJAMIN, 
TOOMBS, CASS, GEYER, PUGH, BROWN, 
COLLAMER, and BIGLER, participated in the 
discussion, This debate will be published in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. YULEE. I am about to move an adjourn- 
ment, as the hour is late; but before doing so, 1} 
wish to give notice of a motion to reconsider 
Senate bill No. 397, relating to the atmospheric 
telegraph. Ido this at the request of the Senator 
who reported the bill; but at the same time I feel 
it due to myself to say that, as I voted against it 
before, I shall vote against the bill hereafter. 
My opinion is not changed, but I wish to make 
the motion at the request of a friend. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion 
to reconsider will be entered on the Journal, and 
can be taken up at any future time. 

Mr. YULEE. I now move that the Senate | 
adjourn, 

Mr. BIGLER. [hope the motion will not be 
agreed to. We ought to have an executive ses- 
sion. 

The question being taken, there were, on a 
division—ayes 5, nocs 19; not a quorum voting. 
Mr. STUART called for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. YULEE. Can the yeas and nays be 

ordered when there is not a quorum present? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr. YULEE. I desire to read to the Chair 
the provision of the Constitution which is appli- 
cable to this case: 

“A majority of each [House} shall constitute a quo- 
rum to do business; but a smaller number may adjourn 
from day to day, and may be authorized to compel the | 
attendance of absent members, in such manner, and under 
such penalties, as each House may provide.” 

The only power which a less number than a 
quorum has is to adjourn from day to day, and 
to compel the attendance of absent members. | 
Whether the Senate will order the yeas and | 
nays is a question, and no question can be de- 
cided, no business can be done, without a quo- 


rum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Any Senator 
has a right to call for the yeas and nays, and one 
fifth of the members present can order them to 
be taken. 

Mr. YULEE. Can less thana quorum decide 
that question, for you have not a quorum here? 
ea eae 

Mr. BUTLER. My friend from New York 
(Mr. Fisn] asked me to pair off with him, as he | 
was very unwell. 1 told himthat I would do so. | 
I suppose, therefore, that I must refrain from |! 
voting on this motion. i: 


Mr. CLAY. Iam requested to state, that on || 
this bill my colleague [Mr. Firzparricn] and | 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Crayton] had | 


sition of both of them, and have left the Senate. : 
The Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] and | 
the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Masow,] whois |! 
absent on account of sickness, have also paired | 
off, and both have left the Senate. | 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, i 
resulted as follows: | 

YEAS—Messrs. Biggs, Bright, Clay, Hunter, Mallory, ; 
and Yulee—6. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Tennes- 
see, Benjamin, Bigler, Cass, Dodge, Douglas, Durkee, Foot 
Foster, Geyer, Harlan, James, Johnson, Jones of lowa, 
Pratt, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Thomson of New 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On this mo- 
tion the yeas are 6, and the nays 24; so the Senate | 
refuses to adjourn; but there is not a quorum 
present, and no business can be done until a quo- |) 
rum is present. The Sergeant-at-Arms can be 
directed by the Senate to go for the absentees. 


Mr. STUART. I suppose there is nothing in 


the way of discussion, The debate can go-on as 
well without a quorum as with it. [t No.?’] 

Mr. BIGLER. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion 
is not in order, there not being’a quorum present. 

Mr. STUART. Allow me to inguire what is 
the rule on which the Chair decides that there is 
not a quorum present? Thirty members an- 
swered to their names. Is not thata majority of 
all the Senators now elected to this body? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sénate 
decided, by an express vote at the last session, 
that it requires a majority of the whole number 
of Senators entitled to seats on the floor to con-* 


stitute a quorum, 

Mr. BENJAMIN. That was decided at the 
first Congress. 

Mr. JONES, oflowa. Task the Chair whether 
a Senator has a right to sit here and refuse to 
vote, when his name is called, though he may 
have paired off with another gentleman? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is a 
quéstion for the Senate, and not for the Chair to 

ecide. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I submit the point. 

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What Sena- 
tor does the member from Iowa ask shall be com- 
pelled to vote? 

Mr. BUTLER. I know that I am the Senator 
alluded to. I thought at first that I would vote 
on the motion to adjourn, but I perceived that 
the merits of the question were involved in that, 
for gentlemen on the one side. were voting in one 
way, and gentlemen on the other side in the oppo- 
site way. I have no hesitation in saying that, if 
Governor Fisu were here, his vote would be 
against mine, and so we should be equal. 

Mr. SEWARD. I beg leave to say, as I feel 
an interest in this matter, that my colleague in- 
formed me he had paired off with the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina, and I have no doubt 
he understands the arrangement as the honorable 
Senator does. 

Mr. BUTLER. No doubt of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator 
from Jowa insists on the Senator from. South 
Carolina voting, the question will be put to the 
Senate whether he shall be excused from voting. 

Mr. STUART. Iapprehend that is not neces- 
sary. 

Mr. PUGH. I will vote to excuse the honor- 
able Senator from South Carolina, for I do not 
desire to force any gentleman to vote. I think, 
however, it should be put on the Journal that 
such and such Senators asked to beexcused from 
voting. That would show the presence of a 
quorum. 

Mr. STUART. I do not desire to continue 
the Senate in session beyond their‘own wishes, 
and I rise only to make a single remark in con- 
nection with the subject before us, which I had 
intended to make at some time during the day. 
I have before expressed my disinclination to be 
drawn into this very desultory and, as it seems 
to me, with all respect to other Senators, un- 
necessary debate. Gentlemen disclaim all idea 
of being factious in their opposition to these bills, 
and we are bound to suppose that they mean 
what they say; but, to all the rest of us, their 
course looks much like that kind of opposition. 
Now I only wish to remark, that on the earliest 
occasion, when I have the opportunity—and I 
shall endeavor to avail myself of it upon the first 
general appropriation bill which comes up—I in- 
tend to make a full reply to the remarks which 
were directed against me to-day by the honorable 
Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Hunrer.] I sought 
at several periods to correct him in his statement 
of fact, but I failed in that—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
is out of order. There is not a quorum present, 


as it appears from the record, and no business 
' ean be done without a quorum. 


Mr. CLAY. I trust the Senate will adjourn. 


i We have been in session for nearly five hours 


and twenty minutes. 

Mr. STUART. If there be no quorum here, 
certainly the Senate has a right to discuss the 

uestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What question? 

Mr. STUART. The question before the Sen- 
ate. We cannot vote on it without a quorum, 
but it may be discussed without a quorum. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The fact that || 
there was not a quorum present was not ascer- 
tained until the call of the. yeas and nays. It is 
now known thata quorum is not present. 

Mr. STUART. Certainly; but it was never 
to my knowledge, held that the Senate could not | 
discuss a question without a quorum. No vote 
can be taken’ unless there be a quorum present, 

. because that is doing business. No amendment 

can be voted upon, no bill can be disposed of, 
but the. discussion can go on upon the pending. 
question. Thad, however, nearly concluded all 
that I wished to say; I merely intended to state 
that L should avail myself of thefirst opportunity 
to answer this. argument in full. I shail endeavor 
to be prepared with the facts to sustain what I 
have to say. 

Mr. BUTLER. Allow me, Mr. President, to 
say one word of. personal explanation. If it be 
supposed, by the gentleman from Michigan, that 
my course is with a view to aid what he calls a 
factions opposition, I must be permitted to say 
that he is mistaken. I did not vote on this mo- 
tion, because I did not intend to defeat the under- 
standing made in good faith between my friend 
from New York and myself. Ifyou wanta quo- 
rum, let him come here and make one, and not 
require me to vote to make a quorum after 1 have 
paired off, 

Mr. STUART. The gentleman should not be- 
come excited when I did not allude to his course 
atall. spoke of the discussion. 1 said nothing 
about the votes, 

Mr. CLAY. We have now been sitting here 
for five hours and twenty minutes with the ther- 
mometer at 920. I trust the Senate will have 
some regard for the health of members, and will 
adjourn vow, [tis of no usc to be sitting here. 
We could not probably summon a qnorum in 
less than an hour. {£ move that the Senate ad- 
journ. s 

“Mr. BENJAMIN. Thope the friends of these 
bills will yield to the adjournment. | think it is 
entirely useless to——- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion 
to adjourn is not debatable. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wennespay, July 30, 1856. 

The Louse met at cleven o’clock, a.m. Prayer 

by the Chaplain, Rev. Daxi Wapo. 
CALL OF THE HOUSE. 

There not appearing to be a quorum present, 
Mr. VTRAFTON moved a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The roll was called; and the following gentle- 
men failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. Barclay, Bell, Bingham, Bocock, Boyce, Burlin- | 
game, Burnett, Jobn P. Campbell, Caskie, Childs, Clarke, 
Clingman, Covode, Cox, Cragin, Timothy Davis, De Watt, 
Dick, Dickson, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Eth- 
ernige, Eustis, Mvaus, Florence, ‘fhomas J. D. Fuller, 
Augustus Hall, Herbert, Hickman, Howard, Kelly, Kid- 
well, fuindicy, Alexander K. Marshall, Samucl S. Mar- 
shall, McCarty, MceMullin, McQueen, Millward, Moore, 
Murray, Orr, Packer, Paine, Pearce, Pelton, Phelps, Por- 
ter, Ricaud, Richardson, Rivers, Roberts, Sundidge, Scott, | 
Shorter, Samut A. Smith, Talbott, Tyson, Underwood, 
Wakeman, Watkins, Watson, Weleh, Wheeler, Whitney, 
and Jolin V. Wright, 

Pending the call, 

Mr. FAULKNER said: It is obvious, Mr. 
Speaker, that there is a quorum present. I now 
move to dispense with further procecdings under 
the call. 

Objection was made, and the call was con- 
tinued, 

Mr. PECK stated that Mr. Wueexer being | 
absent in New York in consequence of illness, 
he (Mr. P.) had paired him off with Mr. How- 
ARD. 1 

One hundred and fifty-nine members having 
answered to their names, all further proceedings 
under the call were, on motion of Mr. FAULKNER, 
dispensed with. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved, 


CLAIMS OF REVOLUTIONARY OFFICERS. 


third time, an “ Act (H. R. No. 154) to provide |} bill, as amended, requires to be engrossed. 


! the vote was reconsidered. 


| from Tennessee allow me a word? 
| objection in the world to that amendment. 


| man from Tennessee, [Mr.Ruapy.]} 


| section by striking out the word “‘ either” in the 


| man of the committee, (Mr. Broom,] and I hope 


| the amendment? | 
i 


for the settlement of the claims of the officers of 
the revolutionary army, and the widows and or- 
phan children of those who died in the service.” 
On we motion, the previous question had been 
called. 

Mr. READY. Will that bill be amendable if 
the vote be reconsidered ? : 

The SPEAKER. It will be. ; 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation 


T'he question recurred on ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. READY. I propose, Mr. Speaker, to 
offer an amendment to the ninth section of the 
bill. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Do I understand 
the Chair to decide that this bill isamendable? 

The SPEAKER. An amendment, if germane, 
is in order. 

Mr. BROOM. Is not the bill under the opera- 
tion of the previous question ? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question had 
reference to the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. BROOM. Has not the order of the House, 
that the bill be engrossed, been complied with? 

The SPEAKER. The vote by which it was 
ordered to be engrossed hag been reconsidered. 
The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Surry] was 
entitled to the floor, and has yielded to the gentle- 


Mr. READY. I propose to amend the ninth 


third line, and the words ** or commutation in lieu 
thereof ”’ in the fourth and fifth lines. The reason 


why I propose this amendment is, that unless the 
amendment be adopted, this section will do great 
injustice to the oflicers — or their heirs — of the 
revolutionary army. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Will the gentleman 
There is no | 


Mr. BROOM. 


1 have no objection myself to 


the amendment. 


The amendment was reported. It leaves the | 


į clause to exclude ftom the benefits of this act | 
only those officers who have received half pay į; 


for life. | 
The question was taken; and the amendmen | 
was agreed to. | 
Mr. SMITH moved the previous question. | 
Mr. CRAIGE, I desire to make an inquiry in | 
reference to the amendment offered by the chair- | 


that for that purpose the previous question will 
be withdrawn. { understand that the chairman | 
of the committee, when this bill was#inder con- 

sideration, and before it passed, offered an amend- | 
ment, inserting in lieu of the words * children 
and grandchildren”? the words ‘ lineal descend- 
ants.” 

Mr. BROOM. That amendment was defeated. 

Mr. CRAIGE. l desire to know whether the 
gentleman withdraws the call for the previous 
question, in order that J may make the inquiry 
which 1 desire to make ? 

Mr. SMITH declined to do so. 

Mr. CRAIG. It is a very extraordinary 
course for the gentleman to refuse to withdraw 
his call for the previous question, that I might 
make a civil inquiry. 1 call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Pireirs and 
Broom were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 66, noes 54. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was then ordered; and under | 
its operation the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
grossed ? 

The SPEAKER. The bill is engrossed. 

Mr. JONES. As amended ? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. JONES. I suppose they have interlined 


Is the bill en- 


The SPEAKER, The amendment is not inter- | 
lined. It is stricken out of the engrossed bill. 

ee PHELPS, Is that in conformity with the 
rule? 

The SPEAKER. The rule is, that bills shall 
be engrossed without interlineation. 

Mr. JONES. My own opinion is, that the | 


| and were promised nothing more. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is infor 
the bill is engrossed. 

Mr.JONES. Well, then, read it. 

_ The bill being engrossed, 1t was read the third 
time. 

Mr. CRAIGE. Read the whole bill; for if it 
cannot be debated, we want to know, at least, 
what it contains. 

The bill was read in extenso. 

Mr. PHELPS. This bill makes an unjust dis- 
crimination. It is not as full as it should be if it 
is to be passed at all; and I therefore move to lay 
the whole subject on the table, and call for the 
yeas and nays upon the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask the gentlé- 
man to withdraw the motion and allow me to 
make one or two interrogatories. 

Mr. PHELPS. I withdraw the motion for 
that purpose. 

Mr. JONES. I could not very well hear the 
bill as it was read, and I wish to -inquire of the 
gentleman who reported it if it provides for any 
persons except the officers of the line ? I wish to 
inquire if it provides for all those who were en- 
gaged in the military service of the country during 
the war of the Revolution? whether it provides 


| for the soldiers, or whether it is exclusive for the 


officers of the Army, and whether itis not foran 


/ exclusive class of officers? 


Mr. BROOM. Itis very evident that the re-’ 
port accompanying the bill has not been atten- 
tively read by the gentleman from Tennessee, or 
he would not have propounded those interrogato- 
ries. The bill was prepared to meet what was 
contemplated by the resolution of Congress of 
October 21, 1780, which was passed at the sug- 
gestion of General Washington, offering induce- 
ments to the officers of the army to continue in 
the service who were about to retire, after fight- 
ing for five years. The resolution promised and 
provided that those officers who should continue 


i in the service until the end of the war should re- 


ceive half pay for life from the time of their re- 
duction. 

In 1783, immediately after the termination of 
war,a resolution was passed, commuting the half 
pay for life, to which the officers were entitled, 
to full pay for five years. This bill is based 
upon the fact that the resolution of 1780 was a con- 
tract, individually, with each officer of the army, 
which contract was violated by the resolution 
of 1783, inasmuch as it was not submitted to the 
officers individually, whether they would receive 
the five years’ commutation pay in lieu of their 
half pay for life; but was to be determincd by 
lines or States. Now, sir, in reply to the ques- 
tion, whether the rank and file were included in 
this bill, I say that they are not. There was 
nothing said in the resolution of 1780 about the 
rank and file. There was no promise whatever 
made to them. They received their regular pay 
But not so 
with the officers. It will be recollected that, at 
that period of our history, discontent prevailed 
among the officers of the army to such an extent, 
that the army was in danger of being entirely 
disbanded. lt was at this crisis that, as a matter 
of urgent necessity, upon the suggestion of Gen- 
eral Washington, Congress passed the resolution 
promising the officers half pay for life, if they 
continued in the service till the end of the war. 
This bill deducts the five years’ full pay which 
they received under the resolution of 1783, count- 
ing it as ten years’ half pay, and gives to the 
officers the balance then respectively due them. 
The bill is intended to cover no particular class 
of officers. It is now before the House as an 
act of justice to all of the officers and their de- 
scendants, who have been for the last seventy 
years claiming, without having received, its con- 
sideration and action. 

Mr. CRAIGE. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, I will correct one or 
two mistakes into which the chairman of the 
committee, who has just taken his seat, has fallen. 
First, as to a historical fact. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania states that a contract was 
made in 1780 with these officers, and that it was 
changed in 1783. Now, sir, it is true that the 
contract was changed; but the gentlenYan has 
neglected to tell the House that the change was 
made at the instance of the officers themselves. 
But the gentleman makes a still greater mistake 
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when he says that this bill does not discriminate 
in favor of any particular class of officers. Why, 
sir, it is confined to officers of the line and those 
mustered in the State lines. The militia officers 
are entirely excluded. The rank and file are j 
entirely excluded. The grandchildren of the ofi- 
cers of the line receive pay, while none but the 
widows and children—and the orphan children 
at that—of the officers of the State line get any 
pay. T apprehend that none of these officers are 
now living, nor are any of their widows; so that 
the bill does make-a discrimination in favor of a 
particular class. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The reply of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Broom] who 
reported this bill, was what I expected it would 
be, I was aware that the bill provided for a par- 
ticular class of officers—that it did not include a 
portion of the officers, or any of the rank and 
file. But, sir, his report stating that fact will not į 
be embodied in the report of the debates of this | 
House; it will not go out to the country, but it | 
will be buried in the documents of the House. I 
want, therefore, the statement of the gentleman 
himself to go upon the record here, that itis a 
bill for the benefit of a particular class, to the ex- į 
clusion of the great majority of those who par- | 
ticipated in the struggle which resulted in the 
liberties of this country. 

But the gentleman says that there was a con- 
tract; that a resolution was passed in 1780 giving | 


half pay for life to such of the officers of the line i| 


as should remain in the service until the close of | 
the war, and that in 1783 that half pay for life | 
was changed for five years’ full pay: Now, sir, as | 
l understand it, those officers were the first who | 
made application for the change. They them- | 
selves preferred to take five years’ full pay to the | 
haif pay for life. 

Then the gentleman says there was no con- 
tract made with the rank and file. I ask him if 
the bill does not include surgeons’ mates, and E 
ask him whether there was any contract with 
them? If there was, Lam not aware of it. Then 
why should you provide for this particular class, | 
and leave out others as meritorious and as wor- 
thy? 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi, (interrupt- | 
ing.) Mr. Speaker, [desire to ask the gentleman | 
from Tennessee [Mr, Jones] a question. It is | 
this: Do I understand him as basing his objec- | 
tion to this bill upon the ground thatsome of the | 
officers of the Revolution were not provided for, ! 
and that soldiers of that war also were excluded ? | 
lask if it is just that those officers who served | 
in the revolutionary war, and who are provided 
for in this bill, should be denied thatright, which, | 
in my opinion, they are unquestionably entitled 
to, because others who are justly entitled have 
not been provided for in the bill? `I ask the gen- | 
tleman if it would not be more magnanimous to | 
propose an amendment to the bill so as to em- | 
brace those who’may he entitled to pay, than | 
attempt in this way to exclude those who are i 
justly entitled? | 


i 
| 
i 


Mr. JONES, I understand the gentleman from i 


Mississippi [Mr. Bennerr] to ask me why I 
object to carrying out the contract made with | 
these officers, giving them half pay for life? F: 
answer, I object to it because it is conferring 
privileges and favors upon those who have long 
since left this stage of action. I ask the gentle 
man how many of these officers are still ji 
Who of them have come here and asked for this 
change? Lask him if these officers did not take, 
voluntarily, the five years’? full pay in lieu of 
thelr half pay for life? 
men did not take advantage of the general pen- ; 
sion law passed in 1828, 1839, or 1832? Ido not 
remember proeiscly the date by which they re- | 
ceived full pay until the day of their deaths. 1 
can sce neither justice nor propriety in avy such | 
discriminating legislation. In my opinion, the 
principal bencficiaries under this bill will be the 
claims agents, who prosecute and get money under 
all such bills. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I 
wish to say a few words on this bill, [must be 
allowed to express my surprise at the remarks of 
the gentleman who has just taken his scat. It} 
seems Impossible for him to discuss anything 
befcre this House without making an appeal 
that injustice is done because everybody is not 
included. 


i: much of this debt at one shilling in the pound, or | 


I ask, again, if those |: 


i man makes, nor can I appreciate the want of 
| proper sympathy with the distresses of the gal- 


What are the facts in this case? By a resolu- 
tion passed by the Continental Congress of 1780, 
a certain contract was entered into with the ofti- 
cers of the revolutionary army, and with nobody 
else than those officers. That contract was set 
aside, as the gentleman from North Carolina 
states, by universal consent. It was set aside at | 
the instance of,a portion of the officers, and many 
were compelled by their necessity to go into an | 
arrangement which they disliked. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I ask the gentleman whether | 
the bill of 1783 was not passed at the instancé of 
the officers themselves? and whether it was not, 
after its passage, accepted by lines? 

Mr. SMITH. Isay that it was accepted by a 
portion of the officers of the line, because, let the 
House and the country remember, they could not 
getthe benefit of theirhalf pay for life, and there 
was ahope thatsomething might be realized outof 
the proposition submitted by a portion, though not į 
by all of the officers. This vote by line was com 
pulsion on many of them. Iwish the gendeman 
from North Carolina to bear this in mind; that |! 
he will look at the matter in that ight. When 
this question came up, and the Congress of that 
day agrecd to give a commutation of five years’ 
full pay for half pay for life, it was under the ex- 
pectation, on the part of these officers, who were 
utterly penniless, and turned out into the world 
Without the means of subsistence or to protect | 
them from the pelting of the merciless storms, 
that some provision would be made by this means 
by which they would get the benefit of the altered 
contract. What are the facts? The Government | 
itself was poor. Jt was no more able to pay this 
allowance of five years’ full pay than it was to pay 
iat for half pay for life. They issued the cer- 
uficates, and what were they worth? I put the 
question to the gentleman from North Carolina, || 
nd the gentleman from Tennessee. | put it to 
ieir sense of justice, What were these certifi- 
ates worth ? 

Mr. CRAIGE, I do not know what was their 
marketable value. But f apprehend that a gen- 


ene 


deman so well acquainted with the evolutionary ; 
history of the country as the gentleman from |! 


Virginia is, mast know that this favored class 
obtained nearly everything that was obtained from | 
the legislation of Congress on this subject. They 
not only obtained their own half pay for life, but 
rey bought up the claims of the soldiers, and |; 
Jocated with them land in Virginia, Kentucky, || 
North Carolina, and other States. While they |) 
received a portion of their pay under the act of | 
1783, thecommon soldiers did not get a solitary 
cent. H 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman from Virginia | 
has called on me, and L will respond to his in- |) 
quiry. 

Mr. SMITH. Iwill yield to the gentleman if | 
he will respond directly to my questions. 

Mr. JONES. Very well. These officers ob- 
tained their five years’ full pay certificate. Sub- 
sequently Congress passed the funding act, includ- ! 
ing, among other descriptions of debt, these com- 
mutation certificates. When those in and about ‘| 
Congress were apprised of what was going on, |i 
when it was ascertained the bill would pass, they | 

ent their agents into the country and purchased | 


five cents in the dollar, and in a very short time 
they were worth one hundred cents in the dollar. 

Mr. SMITE. T confess that I cannot appre- | 
ciate the force of the argument which the gentle- | 


il 
i 
i 
| 


lant soldiers of the Revolution. | 

Mr. CRAIG&E. The soldiers are not included | 
in this bill. | 

Mr. SMITH. I put the question to the gen- | 
teman from Tennessce and the gentleman from |i 
North Carolina what were these certificates i 
worth, and the House has heard their answer. | 
it will be seen how little germane it is to the ques- |! 
tion put. But I appeal to the House, Lappealto ; 
every manly feeling in it with confidence, and ask | 
them too look to the war-worn veteran of th if 
Revolution who, after having won our liberties, |) 
is turned out in the world destitute of cvery means | 
of subsistence. What was it we gave him? i! 
i 
i 


j 
i 
i 
i 
i 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


Certificates. What were theygworth? Twelve || 
and a half cents in the doliar. Is litany answer to į 
the claims now preferred, that these men, who | 
had achieved the victory of the Revolution and | 


| 
] 


! They did so. 


established a great government of freedom, 
through their necessities were forced to go to 
shavers, and sell the fruit of their hard-earned toils 


I ` 9 p 
for such a trifle? Is that any answer? No, sir; 


none in the world. There they were shoeless, 
coatless, penniless—without the means of sub- 
sistence, after having given to the world a great 
nation. They came to Congress for bread, and 
we gave them a stone. 

This being the case, what are-we bound to do 
now? Let the House consider what is asked ‘at 
its hands. These officers were entitled to half 
pay for life. They could not get it. A propo- 
sition was made by a portion of the officers fora 
commutation of that contract; General Washing- 
ton said that the half pay for hfe was the means 
of saving the country. It was proposed to com- 
mute the contract into five years’ full pay. A 
portion of the officers accepted the commutation. 
It was compulsory on others. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman will per- 
mit me, I will ask him a question. 

Mr. SMITH. I hope the gentleman will not 
interrupt me. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My object is to understand 
the gentleman’s position. 

Mr. SMITH. I cannot yicld. The gentle- 
man over the way is interested in bringing this 
matter toa head. 

Mr. HOUSTON. TJ only wish to ask one ques- 
tion, and itis this: I understood the gentleman 
from North Carolina to say that the officers ac- 
cepted five years’ full pay; but the gentleman 
from Virginia,as I understood him, just remarked 
that only a portion of them accepted it. Now I 
desire to know whether they all accepted it, or 
only a portion of them? ‘ 

Mr. SMITH. I suppose it is a well-known 
fact that all did not accept it. There are many 
reasons why they did not; but then I agree thata 
great majority of them did accept. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. If the gen- 
tleman from Virginia will allow me a few mo- 
ments, 1 will demand the previous. question. 

Mr. SMITH. 1 have not yet finished my re- 
marks, but will yield to the gentleman before F 
conclude, What do these officers now ask? 
They ask now, through their representatives, 
that, as a matter of justice, and while we have 


ja fall Treasury, they should be charged with 


their five years’ full pay—not what they got for 
it, not the twelve and a half per cent. which wag 
then the price of these certificates—but that they 
should be charged with the five years’ full pay, 
the full face of the certificates, and thatthe? shall 
be paid the balance of their half pay for life, un- 
der that contract which Washington said had 
been the means of preserving the American army. 

And what is the objection to it? It is that the 
soldier is not embraced in the provision, Let 


| gentlemen go and quarrel with the Continental 
Congress, and with the political power of that 


day. We are not bound to give bounty land to 
those engaged in the war of the Revolution, 
except as we are bound to this class of officers 
who claim under contract. 

[will now yield the floor to the gentleman from 
Maine, as Í believe he wishes to say something 
in this connection. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 1 desire to say that, 
three or four years ago, I happened to come 


| across a report made in the Senate by Judge 


Evans, of South Carolina, upon this subject. I 
was not then familiar with the casc, and knew 


| nothing of its merits until then. read the report, 


and became satisfied that here was a legal, just, 
and equitable claim upon thisGovernment, which 
it was bound, in all honor and good faith, to dis- 
charge. a 

It seems, as the gentleman from Virginia has 
rertinently and forcibly said, that during the Rev- 
olution, andin the hour ofourextreme need, Con- 
gress proposed to the officers of the Army that, if 


they would continue in the service until the close 


| of the war, they should have half pay for life. 


At the close of the war, and inthe 
condition in which the country then found itself, 
some officers of the army—not a majority of 
them— proposed a commutation for fuli pay for 
five years, in licu of half pay for hfe. A bill of 
that kind was passed. It embraced ull the officers; 
but whether they received the commutation or 
not, they were entitled by contract, entitled by the 
solemn pledge of this Government, to receive 
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half. pay -for life, if the continued .in.the ser- 
vice of the country. They did continue in the 
service; they rendered effectual service; they 
aided in achieving the. independence of the coun- 
try. Afterwards, many of them.were compelled, 
as the best the Government could or would do, 
to take, as. a commutation, full pay for five years. 
"What they received was not.in cash. or money’s 
worth, but the scrip of the Government, worth 
ply wrelvè percent. You agreed to pay them; 
and.youare able to pay them. Your Treasury is 
full.” You are paying millions.tosettle the claims 
of individual Sines sometimes making them 
gratuitous; but here is.an old claim,.a just debt not 
paid—hot discharged, and now will not you dis- 
charge it?) A nation which is able to. perform its 
promises and obligations, and does not do it, 
cannot stand, and ought not to stand. - 

I now resign the floor to the gentleman from 
Virginia. 

Mr. SMITH. I have only one more argument 
to advance. If this bill proposes to provide right- 
fully for any class of revolutionary soldiers, I 
ask if it is any argument against it that it does 
not embrace’ other classes? Now the whole ar- 
gument of the gentleman from North Carolina, 
as I understand it, is, that it does not include 
others who, he.thinks, ought to be included. For 
instance, the gentleman would provide for the 
common soldier, Well, provide for him. I have 
a heart, I hope, as fully open to all claims upon 
my. benevolence as that gentleman has; but it is 
no argument against this bill, that it does not 
compensate all whom some gentlemen think ought 
to be included. Mind you, this bill is intended 
to carry out.a contract made by the Continental 
Congress. Mind you, this bill is intended and 
designed to provide for those who are parties to 
that contract, and for none others. It proposes to 
confine itself to them, and to fulfill all obligations 
which we incurred in that dark hour. 

I demand the previous question. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move to lay the bill upon 
the table;.and upon that motion I ask the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

"The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 61, nays 105; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs, Barksdale, Bliss, Branch, Brenton, 
Ezra Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawiord; Cumback, Davidson, Day, Dean, Denver, Dodd, 
Dowdell, Dunn, Giddiags, Granger, Greenwood, Harlan, 
Sampson W. Darris, Thomas L. Harris, Holtoway, Hous- 
ton, Mughston, George W. Jones, Knowlton, Lake, Leiter, 
Letcher, Samuel S. Marshall, McCarty, Smith Miller, Mill- 
son, Morgan, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Packer, 
Perry, Phelps, Pike, Puryear, Quitman, Rufin, Rust, San- 
didge, Savage, Seward, Sanmuet A. Smith, Sneed, Stanton, 
‘Cratton, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Warner, Williams, 
Wood, and Daniel B, Wright—GL. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Ball, Barbour, Barclay, 
Bell, Henry Bennett, Hendley 8. Bennett, Benson, Billing- 
liurst, Bishop, Bowie, Bradshaw, Broom, Buflinton, Bur- 
nett, James IL. Campbell, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskic, Chaffee, Clawson, 
Coltax, Comins, Covode, Cullen, Damrell, Dick, Durfee, 
Edie, Edmundson, Edwards, Emrie, English, foster, Henry 
M. Fuller, Galloway, Gilbert, Goode, Grow, Robert B. 
Hah, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Laven, Hofman, Val- 
entine B., Morton, J. Glancy Jones, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knox, Kunkel, Lindley, Mace, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Matteson, Maxwell, Killian Miller, Moore, Morrill, 
Mott, Parker, Peck, Pelton, Pettit, Powell, Purviance, 
Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Shorter, Simmons, William Smith, Spinner, Stew- 
art, Stranahan, J'appan, Taylor, ‘horington, ‘Todd, Trippe, 
Tyson, Vail, Vaik, Wakeman, Walker, Cadwalader U. 
Washbarne, Bhibu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wat- 
son, Welch, Wells, Whitney, Winslow, Woodruff, Jolm 
V. Wright, and Zotticoffer—105. 

So the House refused to lay the. bill upon the 
table. 

Pending the call of the roll, : 

Mr. JEWETT stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. BURLINGAME. 

Mr. BURNETT stated that Mr. Ex.sott was 
sick. 

Mr. CADWALADER stated that he had paired 
off with Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. EVANS stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Roperrs. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put, being, ‘ Shall 
the bill pass??? 

Mr. CRAIGE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

_Mr. BROOM. ‘According to custom, I be- 
lieve, as chairman of the committee, I am privi- 
leged to say a few words in reference to this bill. 
I deem it necessary to do so from the effort that 
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.the plain. statement of the case. I deem it. due to 


has been made by the gentleman from Tennessee, 


(Mr. Jongs,].and by the gentleman from North j 


Carolina, [Mr.-Crarce,] to throw a mist- around 
every member. of this House, that he should have 
a full understanding of the case before he is called 
upon to vote on its final passage. Moro partic- 
ularly, sir, do I.desire to answer one .of the 
charges of. the gentleman from North.Carolina, 
as to an error ofa historical character, which he 
imputes. to.me in the few remarks. that I made 
this. morning on this bill. : 

I shall occupy the attention of the House but 
a very few minutes. :He says, that this commu- 
tation act. of 1783 was passed at.the instance and 
on the petition of the officers of the revolution- 
ary army. The record -shows that the officers 
at whose instance it was passed numbered only 
seventeen. p 

Mr. CRA IGE, (interrupting.) I would ask the 
gentleman, here, whether these seventeen did not 
profess to act. for the whole, and whether, after 
the act was passed, it was not submitted to all the 
officers by lines, and accepted by them by lines? 

Mr. BROOM. ‘They were not, from anything 
I have ever seen or heard, authorized by the rest 
of the officers of the revolutionary army to act in 

the matter at all. I read from the report: 

« About that period, some dissatisfaction having arisen 
at the half-pay system, a proposition was made to commute 
the half pay for life for five years’ full pay; and, on the 
petition of seventeen officers only, Congress passed an act 
(see law of March 22, 1783) declaring thatthe officers who 
were entitled to half pay for life might receive, in lieu 
thereof, five years’ full pay in money or securities, bearing 
an interest at six per cent.; which commutation was to be 
accepted by lines and States, and not as individuals.?? 

The greatest number of officers in the revolu- 
tionary army has been estimated to be two thou- 
sand four hundred and eight. Then the interest 
of thousands of officers was to be affected upon 
the application of seventeen men only, aided, if my 
recollection serves me aright, by the resolutions 
of one of the New England States declaring its 
dissatisfaction with the half-pay system for life, 
and calling,on Congress to pass a commutation 
act of some kind or other, to put an end to the 
matter. So much for the seventeen officers, out 
of the thousands who were interested in the 
movement. 

Again: the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Jones] alludes to surgeons’ mates having been 
introduced into the bill as officers of the army. 
I think that he, or any other gentleman on this 
floor, will not question the fact, that a surgeon 
of an army is a very important officer. When 
that army 1s, or is likely to be, engaged in battle, 
he isa highly important officer. He is, indeed, 
indispensable to the well-being of the army, and 
his mates, or assistants, surely ought to stand on 
the same footing with him. 

Thegentleman from Tennessee further remarks, 
that half pay was given to these officers—the few 
who survived—from the year 1826, The bill 
now before the House, sir, does not propose to 
carry the half-pay system beyond the date when 
that half pay was provided by Congress for the 
few surviving officers living at that time. 

So much, then, for the objectionsurged. Now 
for a plain statement of the case. 

General Washington, in one of his letters ad- 
dressed to Congress, on the 20th August, 1780, 
says: 

On the whole, if something satisfactory be not done, 
the anny (already so reduced in officers by daily resigna- 
tions as not to leave a sufficiency to do the common duties 
of it) must either cease to exist at the end of the campaigu, 
orit will exhibit an example of more virtue, fortitude, self 
denial, and perseverance, than bas ever yet been paralleled 
in the history of human enthusiasm. The dissolution of | 
thearmy is an event which cannot be regarded with indif- 
ference. It would bring accumulated distress upon us; it 
would throw the people of America into a general conster- 
nation; it would discredit our cause throughout the world ; 
it would shock our allies. To think of replacing the offi- 
cers with others is visionary. The loss of the veteran sol- 
diers could not be repaired.” 

In compliance with General Washington’s 
recommendation, Congress, on the 2ist day of 
October, 1780, passed a resolution in the follow- | 
ing words: 

« Resolved, That the officers who shall continue in the ser- į 


vice Lo the end of the war shall be entitled to half pay for life, |; 


ta commence from the time of their reduction.”* 


stands. The cOmmutation act has already been | 


noticed. It was to be accepted by lines and 


States, and not as individuals. 


|| this resolution of 1780. 
That resolutign is the basis on which this bill |: 


Now, the resolution of 1780,.as has been before’ 
remarked, was a matter affecting the officers indi- 
vidually, and was not left to them by lines and by 
States to determine whether they would accept 
the proposed half pay for life as.a consideration 
for their continued service. Each one was left 
free to determine the matter for himself. Each 
one of them did accept it, and remained in the 


„army, and discharged his duties in a brave and 


noble. manner,. which evoked from Washington, 
atthe close of the war, a letter of which the fol- 


lowing is an.extract: 


“That in the critical and perilous moment when the 
last-mentioned communication was made, there was the 
utmost danger that a dissolution of the army would have 
taken place, unless measures similar to those recommended 
had been adopted, will not admit of doubt. That the adop- 
tion of the resolution, granting half pay for life, has. been 
attended with all the happy consequences which I foretold, 


‘let the astonishing contrast between the state of the army at 


athis instant and at the former period determine.” 


And in the same letter he urges, with’ eloquent 
appeals, that justice and good faith require that 
Congress should make provision for “the pay- 
ment of all just demands of the army.” 

Now, this matter was first brought before Con- 
gress in April, 1783—-seventy-odd. years since— 
by Mr. Madison, who, on the committee, reported 
that “the contract entered into by Congress with 
the officers of the revolutionary army, allowing 
half pay for life, has not been substantially com~ 
plied with by our Government; and that the 
prayer of the petitioners was reasonable, and ought 
to be granted.” Why, sir, if such assent had 
even been given by the officers to the commutation 
act of 1783, I contend that it has never been com- 
plied with, either substantially, in fact, orin any 
manner. 

These officers, on calling at the Treasury for 
their money, or for those securities equivalent 
thereto, had forced upon them, by the impover~ 
ished condition of the country, paper of such de- 
preciated value that, instead of their receiving the 
amount of five years’ full pay, as contemplated 
by the resolution, they received actually but one 
eighth of it. If the commutation act was passed 
in good faith, then I contend that the Govern- 
ment should have carried it outin good faith; and 
not having yet done so, the opportunity is now 
presented by this bill. 

Well, sir, in 1819, the matter was again brought 
before Congress, and again in 1826, All the com- 
mittees reported that the contract had not been 
complied with; and I can but consider it as.a burn- 
ing shame on the character and integrity of the 
United States, that an act of such clear justice 
should have so long remained unheeded, uncared 
for, and unprovided for, by a Government pro- 
fessing to be a Government of honor, 

It was again brought up in 1852, in 1854, and 
in 1855, and reports were made in the other 
branch of Congress; but up to this period nothing 
has been accomplished. 

Who is there on this floor, claiming to be an 
American, with a proper devotion in his heart to 
the institutions of freedom under which he was 
born and reared, while enjoying his inestimable 
privileges, can look back on that dark day in the 
history of the country, when portentous clouds 
of gloom and almost despair gathered. around the 
head of the illustrious and immortal Father of his 
Country, and raise his voice to declare that the 
descendants of these officers should not receive 
what the Government promised and intended 
they ahould receive? 

ell, sir, admitting that they received the cer- 
tificates issued under the act of 1783,which were so 
much depreciated, they do notask you, nor dors 
the bill provide, that the amount received should 
not be deducted. . They agree that it shall be so 
deducted, not merely the one eighth actually real- 
ized, but the nominal amount appearing.on the 
face of thé certificates, thereby shouldering on 
themselves the loss of seven eighths of ten years’ 
half pay, incurred by these almost useless and 
almost valueless securities. 

In conclusion, not wishing to occupy more of 


i the time of the House, I will now read an extract 
|| from a letter from General Washington, clearly 


indicating what his opinion was on the subject of 
Itis even more strongly 
expressed than the one which I have just quoted. 
It is from a letter dated at Newburg, June 18, 
1783, in which he thus expresses himself: 


“That provision (alluding to the half-pay resolution) 


1856. 


Now, sir, that debt can never be fairly dis- 
charged, until you shall have recognized the legis- 
lation of the Congress of 1780, and passed a bill 
for the just setygment of those claims. 

Mr. FAULKNER. ‘Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, before he takes his seat, inform 
me whether the proposed legislation for the ben- 
efit of the officers of the revolutionary war, has 
originated in any application made by them, or 
their heirs, or whether it has sprung from the 
voluntary and unsolicited sense of the justice of 
Congress ? 

Mr. BROOM. Inboth. The heirs of the rev- 
olutionary officers in Massachusetts, in Penn- 
sylvania, in Maryland, and I believe in Virginia, 
have petitioned Congress for the passage of this 
law. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I dislike to interrupt the gen- 
tleman further, but the gentleman speaks of those 
who vote against the passage of this bill, as repu- 
diating a debt which we owe to the soldiers of 
the revolutionary war. Now, I think that such 
a charge comes with a very bad grace from that 
gentleman. Upon his own statement, these offi- 
cers never received more than one eighth of the 
full value oftheir five years’ full pay; and in de- 
ducting the full amount of that full pay in this 
bill, according to the gentleman’s own statement, 
those who vote for the bill repudiate the principal 
of the debt itself, and they allow no interest upon 
the money due them many years ago. 

Mr. BROOM. ‘This bill involves no violation 
of contract with those officers. It isa compliance 
in every respect with the terms of the contract, 
and is only a compliance therewith. And, sir, 
when I am satisfied that it is a matter of justice 
to these officers, I would grant it to them with 
gratitude, though it took every dollar out of the 
Treasury ; notwithstanding the tender sensibilities 
of the gentleman from North Carolina, (and these 
with whom he acts,) in guarding the public treas- 
ures, and who certainly, in this instance, has no | 
ground on which to find fault with the bill because 
it does not include interest in those claims, the 
heirs being satisfied to receive the principal alone. 

The question was taker on the passage of the 
bill; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
106, nays 60; as follows: 

YEAS --: Messrs. Aiken, Ball, Barbour, Barclay, Bell, 
Henry Bennett, {Lendley S. Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, 
Bishop, Bowie, Bradshaw, Broom, Buflinton, Burnett, 
James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, 
Chatiee, Clawson, Comins, Covode, Damreil, Henry Winter 
Davis, Dick, Edie, Edmundson, Emrte, Euglish, Foster, 
Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, Gilbert, Goode, Granger, Grow, 
Robert B. Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Waven, Hot- 
man, Thor R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, J. Glancy 
Jones, Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, Knox, Kun- 
kel, Lindley, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, Max- 
well, Killian Miller, Moore, Morrill, Mott, Parker, Peck, 
Pennington, Pettit, Powell, Purviance, Ready, Ricaud, 
Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Shorter, Sim- 
mons, William Smith, William R., Smith, Spinner, Stew- 
art, Stranaban, Tappan, Taylor, Thorington, Thurston, 
Todd, ‘Trafton, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Wake 
man, Walker, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, BHihu B. Was 


burne, Isracl Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wells, Whitney, |} 


i 
Winslow, Woodrutl, Woodworth, John V. Wright, and 
Zollicoffer—106. 
NAYS~—M s. Allison, Barksdale, Bliss, Branch, Bren- 
ton, Ezra Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, | 
Craige, Crawtord, Cumback, Davidson, Day, Dean, Denver, | 
Dodd, Dowdell, Dunu, Edwards, Wagler, Giddings, Green- 
wood, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Holloway, Houston, | 
Hughston, George W. Jones, Knowlton, Lake, Leiter, 
Letcher, Samuel S. Marshall, McCarty, Smith Miller, Mit- | 
son, Morgan, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Packer, Perry, Phelps, 
Puryear, Quitman, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, | 
Samuel A. Smith, Sneed, Stanton, Stephens, Tatbott, | 
i 
i 


Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Warmer, Williams, Wood, 

and Danicl B. Wright—60. i 
So the bill was passed. 
Pending the call of the roll, 


Mr. DUNN stated that his colleague, Mr. | 
Scorr, was detained from his seat by illness. } 

Mr. SAGE stated that Mr. Swore had paired | 
off with Mr. Drexson for this day. | 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called) ; 
said: [ ask to be excused from voting on the | 
passage of this bill, as I shall, if the bill passes, ! 
derive a direct benefit from its provisions, being | 
one of the only two lineal descendants of one of | 
these officers of our revolutionary army embraced | 


to-day, that any application for the benefit of these 
provisions had ever been made by any officer, or 
his heirs. 

Mr. GREENWOOD (when his name was 
called) said that, as the bill under consideration 
provided only for the heirs of the officers, to the 
exclusion of the heirs. of the bare-footed soldier, 
he should vote in the negative. 

-Mr. BROOM moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table; which lat- 
ter motion was agreed to. 7 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Asgury Dickixs, their Secretary, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed a resolution 
and bills of the following titles; in which he was 
directed to ask the concurrence of the House: 

A resolution for the settlement of the account 
of Charles M. Strader and Edward P. Johnson, 
mail contractors; 

An act making appropriations for the comple- 
tion of the piers at the harbor of Monroe, in the 
State of Michigan; 

An act making an appropriation for completing 
the harbor of St. Joseph, in the State of Michi- 
gan; and 

An act making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a harbor at the mouth of Clinton 
river, in the State of Michigan. 


CALIFORNIA LAND CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER stated the business regularly 
in order to be the consideration of the bill of the 
House (No. 188) to expedite the issuing of pat- 
ents for confirmed land claims in California, it 
having been postponed until this day, upon 
which the gentleman from California [Mr. Dex- 
se was entitled to the floor. 

r. PHELPS. I desire to make a suggestion 
in reference to this bill. When, some time since, 
this bill was postponed to a day certain, the gen- 
tleman from California (Mr. Denver] was enti- 
tled to the floor. From conversation 1 have had 
with both the members from California, I believe 
it is their wish that both should be present 
whenever it comes up for consideration. The 
gentleman’s colleague is not now here. With the 
consent of the gentleman from California who is 
entitled to the floor, therefore, I will move to 
postpone the further consideration of the bill until 
Wednesday of next week. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I see no reason why 
this bill should be postponed further. It is a very 
late period of the session; and it seems to me 
hardly worth while to postpone it longer. I hope 
the gentleman who is entitled to the floor will 
proceed. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I rise to a 
privileged question. I call up the resolutions of the 
Committee of Elections upon the Kansas con- 
tested-election case, 

Mr. PHELPS. Is that in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is, the gentleman from 
California having yielded the floor for a motion 
to postpone. 

Mr. DENVER. I did not yield the floor to the 


i| gentleman from Missouri for the purpose of | 
making a motion to postpone; I only yielded for 


a suggestion. 

Mr. PHELPS. Certainly, I made no motion. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Then the gentleman from 
California is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Am I not entitled to the 
floor? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia has the floor. It will be competent for 
the gentleman to call up his question of privdege 
when the gentleman from California has con- 
cluded his remarks. 


Mr. WASHBURN, 


I give notice that I will 


call up the Kansas contested-election case as soon 


as I can get the floor. 
Mr. DENVER. 
bill before the House? 
The SPEAKER, 
to recommit the bill. 
Mr. DENVER. I offer a substitute for the 
bill, by way of instructions to the committee. 
The substitute was read. 
Mr. DENVER said: Mr. Speaker, no bill has 
ever been presented to Congress of so much im- 


What is the condition of the 


There is a motion pending | 


| 
| 
i 
| 


i 
i 
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i 
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eortance to the State of California in all its bear- 
ings as the one- now under consideration. That 
the people of that State have been wronged, no 
one can deny. Iam willing to go as far as the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. H. MARSHALL] 
in complaining of the wrongs doné to the claim- 
ants under Spanish and Mexican. grants—nay, 
I will go further than he goes and say no greater 
wrong was ever imposed by a Government on.a 
portion of her population. I will go still further, 
and say that I believe that the General .Govern- 
ment ought to reimburse to those claimants every 
dollar they have keen compelled to expend in the 
prosecution of their claims under the laws of Con- 
gress; for I believe they have a just and equitable 
claim against the Government for that amount. 
Under the law of Congress they were forced into 
the courts, and as a just guardian of the interests 
of her citizens, she is bound to: save them harm- 
less. 

But while I am willing to go thus far, I am 
also bound to say that still greater wrongs. may 
be done than those already inflicted. In con- 
sidering a question of so much importance, it 
becomes our duty to examine it with reference 
to the interests of the whole population, and not 
in regard to that of a portion only Under the 
laws of Congress, and the decisions of ihe Su- 
preme Court of the United States, other interests 
have sprung up, and it becomes necessary to ex- 
amine them before final action should be had on 
so grave a subject, 

Under the decisions of the Supreme. Court, all 
lands were declared to be public lands, until the 
private land claims were definitely marked out 
by metes and bounds, so as to enable all persons — 
to ascertain their exact limits. ‘(he preémption 
laws passed by Congress give to settlers on the 

ublic lands a vested interest in the same, and it 

ecomes a question of vast importance to ascer~ 
tain how far the two interests will conflict. All 
the rights to Jands in the State of California are 
presumed to pass through, and be derived from, 
the General Government, The preémptioners 
claim a vested right to lands which, under the 
decisions of the Supreme Court, formerly made, 
would have been declared as part of the public 
domain. The claimants under Spanish and Mexi- 
can grants derive tite through the United States, 
under grants made by another Government, and 
secured to them by the treaty of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo. 

But before proceeding further in this view of 
the subject, I now propose to take up the bill 
under consideration, and to examine it with ref- 
erence to its provisions, and the effect which I 
believe it will produce. 

It will be seen, by reference to the bill, that it 

roposes to grant patents for all land claims which 
fave been confirmed by the board of commis- 
sioners, or by the United States district. court, 
or by the Supreme Court of the United States, 
t: prior to the first of January, 1856,” wherein the 
quantity of lands confirmed shall not equal or 
exceed eleven square leagues. Now, sir, as this 
limitation as to time is an amendment proposed 
by the Committee on the Judiciary, I have no 
doubt that those gentlemen can givea good reason 
forit. I will therefore call on the gentleman from 
Kentucky, (Mr. H. Marsuan.,] who seems to 
have taken charge of this bill, for the reasons that 
induced them to insert such an amendment. The 
gentleman docs not answer, , 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. The consideration 
that operated on the mind of the committee in re- 
porting this amendment was this: 1 thought the 
gentleman from California was as cognizant of 
the facts as I was myself. It was asserted while 
the bill was pending before the committce—it was 
asserted by an eminent citizen ‘of California— 
that there was a suspicion in the country that the 
Limantour claim was not founded in honesty— 
that the claim was extended so far as to embrace 
a portion of land dedicated to a fortification of the 
United States, to land already occupied by the 
United States—that, in fact, it was not a proper 
claim. The committee introduced the limitauon 
as to time expressly to cut off this claim. We 
did not know of any other claim that would fall 
within the limitation. We heard of none. 

Mr. DENVER. Thatis just what f supposed. 
There is a conflict between certain claims wherein 
the Puchlo lands of the city of San Francisco are 
involved. The lands belonging tothe city of Ban 
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Francisco, as the successor of the Pueblo, or town 
of Yerba Buena, are covered, to acertain extent, 


by the Santillan, or Bolton and Barron claim, and |; 


again, these two claims are covered, in part, by the 
Limantour claim. ‘he Bolton and Barron claim 
was confirmed by the commissioners prior to the | 
first day of January last.. Before that time, the 
commissioners had indicated what their decision 
‘would be in reference to the city claim; but the 
‘decree was not ‘entered in the same until after 
that date. The Limantour claim was not decided | 
by the commissioners until after the first day of | 
January last. Thus, it will beseen, that the pas- | 
sage of the bill now under consideration will so 
operate as to cause the issuing of a patent for the 
Bolton: and Barron claim, to the exclusion of the 
city, and to the exclusion of all other claimants. 
Now, sir, no one not interested in the matter 
has’ever had a doubt of the fraudulent character | 
of the Limantour claim. The papersinthat claim | 
are full and complete—as complete, perhaps, as 
those of any other claim that has been presented. | 
Nevertheless, information has been obtained 
which leaves no doubt of the fraud; and the Gov- | 
ernment has already sent an agent to the city of ; 
Mexico to procure the evidence. Charges of the 
same character have been made against the Bol- 
ton and Barron claim. 

In this connection; I-will read aw extract from | 
a letter received by the last mail, from one of our | 
State Senators. After saying that he ‘cannot 
really fear that the Congress of the United States 
can be guilty of passing so disreputable a meas- | 
ùre,” he goes on to say, alluding to the Liman- | 
tour and Bolton and Barron claims, 7 

«Phat both are absolute frauds you need have no doubt 
or question. As to the Limantour, letters were sent to 
Washiagton last mail, showing we can uow prove it was 
signed in Mexico in L852. As to the Botton and Barron, or 
Philadelphia Land Association Claim, we have testimony 
to prove it had no existence in the fall of 1849. Other 
claims in the country are probably as bad.” 

All the legislation of Congress on this subject 
has been wrong. It has opened the door to all | 
sorts of frauds, and the bill now under consider- į 
ation would fasten those frauds on the country | 
forever. I will venture to say that no man hold- į 
ing a genuine claim to land under a Spanish or 
Mexican grant, would ever ask for any such 
monstrous legislation. If he has confidence in 
his claim he will have no hesitation in submitting 
it to the tests of the courts. But the gentleman 
from Kentucky (Mr. H. Marsuans] does not 
appear to be willing to submit to such a course. 
Elo says, in substance, that the board of com- 
missioners was an illegal tribunal, and one which 
the claimants were nut bound to recognize. Now, 
however, he proposes by legislative enactment 
of Congress to legalize the acts of that very tri- 
bunal. i 

In order to ascertain as far as possible every | 
thing in connection with this question, [ ad- |! 
dressed a letter of inquiry to Hon. Pacificus! 


Ord, United States disuict attorney for the i! 


southern district of California, ‘The following | 
is his reply: i 
Wasuineron, July 3, 1856. | 
Sir: I received your note last evening, in which you 
request me to inform you, whether, while in the discharge 
ot my ofieial dutie: Jnited States district attorney tor 
the southern distriet of Catitornia, any land claims whieh 
had been confirmed by the board of California land eom- | 
missioners 3, on appeal to the United States | 
district court, detected as trauduicnt., And also, whether, | 
inary opinion, it would be proper to confirm, indiserimi- | 
S natel 
BIOL in favor of the claimants, prior to the Ist day of | 
january last; with the reasons tor my conclusions ? 
dian ofepinion that it would not be proper to confirm 
finaliy and indiscriminately all the decisions of the late 
board of land commissioners in favor of the claimants. My 
reasons for Unis opinion are: tat some two or three grants 
oriand in ie soatbern district, which have been econfirined } 
by the commissioners, were discovered afterwards, while ; 


have been maierially altered. In one case, where the com- 
missioners confirmed siz leagues to the elaiuant, the de-: 
eree was reversed by the district court, and the claim con- į 
firmed to but éwo leegues—that being the quantity of land 
actually granted. Phe fraud, by the alteration of the word 
square leagues, was, atter detection, admitted by 
the Gounsel for the ciaimant. In another case yet pending, 
the words, one square league, appear to have been altered to 
two square Leagues, About two tundred and fifty eases on ; 


appeal in the southern district have yet to be examined. |; 


One ofthe stron reasois it support ol my opinion is bas 
upon the fact, that the distriet courtof the southern d 
has, in many of the eases confirmed by and on appeal trom |} 
the Counuissioners, reformed tlieir decrees upon the material | 
points of euher quantity, location ur boundaries. ‘The tate |! 
board of compnissioners,in their decrees of confirmation, i 
geueraily followed the description of the land as set forth in i 


all cases whieh have been decided by the commis- jj . $ 
than to take testimony in the cases presented for 


| their consideration, and to express an opinion as 


the act of juaicial possession, made by the local alczide some 
time after the delivery of the original grant. These officers 
wore not surveyors, and were not, therefore, competent to 
make correct surveys. lt was commonly. done by them on 
horse-back, with a measured rope, and without a compass. 
Some times, when the land eould not be ridden over, it was 
their custom to estimate or guess the courses, distances, and 
quantity of the land granted. In one of the first cases tried, 
on appeal in the southern district, the court, in confirming 
the utle; ordered the decree of the commi: sioner, Which con- 
firmed the claim according to the quantity and boundaries 
as set forth in the judicial possession of the alcade, to be 
reformed so as to conform to the loeality, extent, and 
boundaries, as described in the original grant and map. This 
rule of decision has been since steadily adhered to by the 
court, except in the cases where the alcalde, in the act of 
judicial possession, has observed strictly the terms of the 
grant. The decrees of confirmation by the district court 
differ, therefore, in many cases, from the decrees of the 
last board of commissioners in this essential respect. _ in 
one case, when the commissioner confirmed to the claim- 
ant about seven leagues, the district court, regarding the 
alealde’s act of judicial possession as erroneous, confirmed 
the claim for only about four leagues, The district court 
of the southern district has rejected but two or three claims 
which the commissioner had confirmed. These were re- 
jected on the ground of vagueness, or want of capacity in 
ibe grantee to take. Another reason wiy there should be 
some discrimination in the dismissal of the appeals by the 
United States, is to be found in the opinions of the comnis- 
sioners confirming some two or three of these claims, in 
which they intimate their belief thatthe grants are fraudu- 
Jent; but that, in the absence of all evidence ou the part 
of the United States to establish fraud, they were bound 
to confirm them, in accordance with the unimpeached evi- 
dence of the claimants. When such cases are heard de 
novo, in the district court, with the additional evidence 
that may be offered, the result may be different. 

The effect of an indiseriminate dismissal of all the ap- 
peals, on the part of the United States, from the decisions 
of the land commissioners, would, in my opinion, give 
standing to some large fraudulentgrants. To do this would 
be an act of injustice to many persons who have settled in 
good faith upon public lands, now claimed under fraudwent 
grants. Besides, it might give rise to a strong spirit of 
Opposition in some parts of California, not only to such 
bad titles, but to many good ones, Which might be errone- 
ously classed with the few fraudulent oncs, 

It will be permitted me, however, in justice to those 
claimants whose grants are unquestionably valid, to say 


i in conclusion, that the tong and protracted litigation of such 


claims by the United States has been a great hardship. 
Of about eight hundred claims which have been acted upon 
by the late land commissioners, I have no noubt of the va- 
lidity of at least nine tenths of them. These should be 
patented by the United States with as little delay as pos- 
sible, after passing through the United States district courts. 
In a few eases only would it be proper to appeal to the 
Supreme Court of the United States. In the recent circular 
of the Attorney General in relation to this subject, he 
justly declares his intention to discontinue ali appeals in 
these land ca on the part of the United States, where 
justice requires it. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, P. ORD, United States District Attorney, 

Southern District of California. 


Hon. J. W. Denver, House of Representatives. 


Now, sir, let us sce how the provisions. of the 
proposed bill will operate. A claim is presented 
to the board of commissioners, and by them con- 
firmed to the claimants. It is then appealed to 
the district court, and there rejected. It is then 
taken to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
and rejected there also. _ Pass this bill, and you 
override the decisions of the Supreme Court and 
the district court, fall back on the decisions of 
the commissioners, and issue a patent for a claim 
that had been rejected by the highest tribunal in 
the country. Again, sir, by the passage of this 
bill you would set aside the decisions of the dis- 
trict court, referred to by Judge Ord, in which 
frauds were discovered, and issue patents accord- 
ing to the decisions of the commissioners. 

The board of commissioners were really con- 
sidered as nothing more than an examining court, 
and were never intended to do anything more 


to whether the United States or the claimant had 
the betier right to the land in question, leaving it 
to the superior tribunals to give a final decision. 
The act of Congress creating the board of com- 


pending on appeal in the United Siates district court, to Re arma declares the manner by which con- 


flicting claims, and the rights of third parties, 
shall be determined. It is now proposed, in 
effect, to annul this act of Congress—to set aside 
the decisions of the courts, and confirm the action 
of the commissioners; notwithstanding they have, 
in some cases, expressed doubts of the genuine- 
ness of some of the claims presented. I ask if 


such a procedure is proper? I ask if it would be | 
right thus to set aside the laws of the country, |! 


and break up the decisions of the courts? 

Mr. Speaker, I wiil now recur to tise 
of the Supreme Court, and endeavor to show that 
their late decisions in reference to the land claims 
in California, have reversed all the decisions by 


cisions |: 


them formerly made in‘similar claims in Florida 
and Louisiana. The doctrine laid down by the 
Supreme Court in the adjudication of titles de- 
rived from France or Spain, in the State of Louis- 
iana, was that “ where a grant cannot be located 
i by metes and bounds, it cannot serve as a title in 
an action of ejectment.”” In other words, the 
land must have been surveyed, so as to separate 
it from the public domain—the survey such that 
it could be understood, so that the land might be 
strictly identified as to the locus in quo. See Denise 
et al. vs. Ruggles, 16 Howard? 243, 244. The 
opinion of the Supreme Court was unanimous. 
The points taken in the case were briefly these: 
In the circuit court ef the United States for the 
district of Missouri the jury was instructed as 
follows: 

“The court is of opinion that the grant to Renault, un- 
aided by a survey under the French or Spanish Govern- 
ment, did not separate the land from the public domains; 
that it cannot now from its uncertainty be located. It is 
uot, therefore, a grant for any specific lands, and does net 
entitle the plaintiff to the locus in quo.” 

The case was brought up to the Supreme Court 

by a writ of error. The question turned upon 
that point of construction as applicable to the 
grant—the absence of certainty, The Supreme 
Court decided that no correspondent survey could 
be made for uncertain calls in a grant, and that 
they should have been established by a French 
or Spanish survey, as the case might be. The 
court cited the calls of the grant, and stated the 
fact that some of the objects called for were’ to 
be found upon the ground, but &till-that they 
were vague and too indefinite to be respected 
i without being previously established by actual 
| survey. The language of the court is as follows: 
| «We are, therefure, of opinion that the circuit court 
| properly held that the grants did not separate any specific 
|! tracts of land from the public domain, and that the jury 
| could not locate it.” 
The legal effect, therefore, of this decision is, 
| that grants on paper, without a survey, do not 
separate any specific tract from the public do- 
main, unless so specially made as to define with 
perfect certainty the metes and bounds; and, 
therefore, that any lands actually surveyed after- 
wards, and occupied by authority of law, by 
| any owner or settler, separating thereby so much 
from the public domain, within the supposed 
grant, which was uncertain and not surveyed, 
will hold against the latter. 

The Supreme Court have substantively con- 
tinued to adhere to this doctrine, which is no 
less the law of the land than it is the long-con- 
tinued, uninterrupted, and wise policy of our 
Government, 

The leading case in the State of California 
(which, perhaps, may be relied on for the other 
side) does not, in the slightest degree, affect this 
doctrine.. It is true it sets up a new distinction 
to be raised and respected in such claims—that 
of personal services—meritorious services—noth- 
ing more. The principle as established, however, 


i 
in the case of Denise et al., vs. Ruggles, is reaf- 
firmed and applied directly even to that class of 
cases, and to that case itself. I give, in order to 
detail in perfect fairness the truc spirit of the 
opinion, the entire paragraph to which I refer, 
in the decision of the Frémont case. F do this, 
without going at present into any minute detail 
i of the antecedents, which, however, would show 
that the court took such a view of the case as 
greatly strengthens, and, in my judgment, fully 
confirms my position, and maintains the amend- 
ments which I have offered. 

The case of Frémont vs. the United States will 
be found in 17 Howard, page 542; and at page 
558 the following is the language of the court to 
which I refer: 


“Tris argued that the description is so vague and uncer- 
| tain that nothing passed by the grant, and that he had no 
i vested interest until the land was surveyed, and the part 
! intended to be granted severed by lines or known bound- 
: aries from the public domain; but this objection cannot be 
| maintained. ftis tree that, if any other person within the 
| limits where the quantity granted to Alvarado was to be 
|; located, had afterwards obtained a grant from the Govern- 
| ment, by speerfic boundaries, before Alvarado had made his 
survey, the title of the latter grantee could not be impaired 
| by any snbsequent survey of Alvarado. As between indi- 
vidual claimants from the Government, the ttle of the 
: party who bad obtained a grant for the specifie land would 
be the superior and better one; for, by the general grant to 
Alvarado. the Government did not bind itself to make no 
other grant within the territory deseribed until after he had 
made his survey; but, as between him and the Govern- 
ment, he had a vested interest in the quantity of land men- 
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tioned in the grant. The right to so much land, to be after- 
wards laid off by official authority, in the territory described, 
passed from the Government to him by the execution of the 
instrument granting it.” 


The effect of this doctrine is to recognize all 
vested rights as tolands which have been declared 
and made certain by the laws of Congress and 
the acts of the citizen conformably thereto; as for 
example, the settler’s right to one hundred and 
sixty acres of land, by preémption, has certain 
definite initiatives prescribed by law, which, 
when complied with, vest in the preémptor a 
legal right to a specific tract of land. And it has 
been the practice of our Government, and the 
rulings of our highest courts, to treat these par- 
ticular preliminaries as separating so much of the 
public land from the public domain, and reducing 
it to private right and possession. So, therefore, 
do these amentlments which I have offered pro- 
vide justly in conformity with the policy of our 
Government for the rights of the toil-worn emi- 
grant. Any other policy would be to go back- 
wards from our present advanced civilization. I 
am willing, sir, to give to the land claimants every 
acre they are entitled to, but no more. If they | 
have neglected, in times gone by, to do that 
which would have secured to them landed estates, || 
equal to what would be principalities in some 
countries, itis their own fault, and they can blame 
no one else for such neglect. They should have 
strict justice, but nothing more. I am not willing 
as by a regrant to renew their claims to lands 
which they once considered so valueless as not to 
be worth the price of surveying. The strictest 
rule of the law will Jeave them in possession of |! 
vast tracts of land; and I am not willing to stand 
by and see desolation wrought upon a thousand || 


heads when there is no law to require it, and |) 
when it would be no less inhuman than contrary | 
to the policy of our Government and the whole | 
spirit of our institutions. But there is not even a 
legal technicality contrary to the construction of |; 
law which these amendments assume. Therefore, 
they have on their side not only all that I have 
stated, but strict justice and strict law. 

Tam willing that the decisions of the United 
States district courts shall be made final. 1 have 
no desire to compel the claimants to carry their 
cases beyond that tribunal. I have shown that 
the decisions of the Supreme Court lately ren- ` 
dered are in direct conflict with, and in fact re- |) 
verse, some of their former decisions—that they | 
go beyond and start new questions, by which 
their former decisions are rendered nugatory, | 
and that great mischief has been caused thereby. 

In relation to the mincral question, there cannot 
c, I presume, a shadow of a doubt. The Su- 
preme Court itself was so decply impressed with 
the importance of this, that it dcélared that the de- 
cision in the Frémont case did not touch the ques- i; 
tion about the right to minc, and thatthe question 
was not presented in the case. It was a simple 
question as to the grant in fec, according to the 
Jaws of Spain and Mexico, of land to be held | 
under their authority, and subject in all respects 
to the conditions which they provide. The 
grantee could take nothing by the case beyond 
that. Nothing beyond that was in the power of 
the commissioners. Nothing beyond that was |, 
in the power of the United States district courts |; 
below. And nothing beyond that could be taken |; 
by the grant made according to that decision of 
the Supreme Court and the laws of Mexico. 

We now come, sir, to examine that part of the 
amendments which I have offered with a view to | 
protect the great mining interests of California, 
and to prevent them from being absorbed by stu- 
pendous individual speculations. 

The treaty of peace between the crown of | 
Spain and the Mexican Republic was signed on ; 
the 28th day of November, 1836. The first arti- 
cle recognized the independence and sovereignty 
of Mexico. The seventh article recognized the 
dominion of the crown of Spain to have endured 
until the year 1821. There are no decrees of the 
Supreme Government of Mexico, from the year 
1821 to the year 1854, which affect or change, in 
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i grazing; the other mining. 


; mained in the sovereign. 


i out of the United States in the specific form of 


| Spain, and of the supreme Government of Mexico, 
: There is nothing in the act of Congress by which 
i that commission was created, which either does, 
; or was intended to change the laws of Mexico 


, authority they hold, and by none other. 
! receive from them grcat benefits. If they do not, 
under the treaty, form the sole authority under | 
. which they hold, then the United States would 
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any way, the preëxisting rights of the sovereign 
to absolute title to, and control of, all mines and 
minerals. Theg passed to the supreme Govern- 
ment of Mexica end remained unaltered, as per- 
fect and unimpaired as they existed in the Span- 
ish crown prior to the treaty of 1836. They were 
rights capable of being transferred and passed to 
the United States by the treaty of 1848, (Guada- 
lupe-Hidalgo.) i 

The regulations of the crown of Spain em- 
braced all minerals of whatever character. They 
also constituted the mining laws of the supreme 
Government of Mexico. It was not necessary 
by the laws of the crown of Spain and the su- 
preme Government of Mexico, in order to protect 
those particular rights of the sovercign power, to 
make any reserve of the mincrals which might 
exist within a grant made to an individual. Those 
grants were always made for towns, agricultural 
and grazing, or mining purposes. This was the 
known and established policy of the country. 
The lands of Mexico were always treated by the 
sovereign power with a view to a two-fold rela- 
tion and interest. The one was agricultural and 
The latter was pecu- 
harly considered as to revenue, and no fee-simple 
to it was ever made to an individual. The sub- 
ject or citizen who obtained the land took that, 
and that only, subject to all these rights, the lim- 
itations and conditions of the mining regulations. 
All the lands which might prove to contain min- 
erals were Hable to be denounced and taken up 
by astrangerif he were firstto discover them. The 
same gencral principle applied to mines which had 
once been worked and abandoned. The grantee 
or owner of the Jands where minerals were found 


| was entitled to an appraised value, to be fixed to 


them as agricultural or grazing lands, and no 
more and no less. The great object was to en- 
courage mining. The policy was developed in 
the reign of Philip H., when the power and min- 
ing resources of Spain were at their height. That 
poltcy has never been changed; and no minerals 
have ever been passed in fee-simple to individ- 
uals by grants of land, unless by express decla- 
rations to that effect, none of which are found in 
grants for lands in California. They there re- 
They passed in the 
cession of the ‘Territory of California to the su- 


i preme Government of the United States, and can 


vest in no individual to whom grants were made 
by the crown of Spain or by the supreme Gov- 
ernment of Mexico, without being first divested 


release made and intended to operate as title con- 
ferred for minerals. 

The grantees, then, in California, took no title 
to minerals, and hold none, except such as was 
held by them in common with every other citi- 
zen. The confirmation by the commissioners 
and courts of the United States conferred no 
new litle. They could add nothing. Their judg- 
ment was as to the regularity and legality of the 
ants solely, and would go to the extent, simply, 
and no further, of the Jaws of the crown of 


on this subject. The rule is, that they shall take 
by the laws of the crown of Spain, or of the su- 
preme Goverament of Mexico, and by their 
They 


the only limitation and restraint placed upon those 
vast grants to individuals, which, by a single 
stroke of the pen, transferred men from poverty 
to immense wealth, and created distinctions and 
benefits between them and their fellow-country- 
men, which are established usually only by mon- 
archies.- E 


Under the policy of those laws, any citizen had 
a right to make discoveries of minerals on private 
lands, to denounce them, and to work them. If 
the mines were ever abandoned or forfeited by 
him, they did not, even then, revertto the owner 
of the lands within which they were found. He 
had no more interest in them than a stranger. 
‘They reverted to the possession of the supreme 
Government, and might pass to him who would 
first denounce them afterwards. So,also, where 
mines were abandoned and not worked during a 
certain length of time in each year, they were 
liable to be denounced and taken by others. And 
in all cases in which mines were denounced and 
taken, whether by discovery or forfeiture, they 
| were subject to the regulations prescribed for the 
| government of the mines. 

The mines were thus treated by the crown of 

Spain, and by the supreme Government of Mex- 
ico as the peculiar patrimony of the State, which 
never had been and never was intended to be alien- 
j ated. With the territory recently acquired by the 
treaty of 1848, they have so passed into the pos- 
session of the Government of the United States. 
It is known that they are valuable and numer- 
ous. Our sole object should be their devalopment 
by private enterprise, by placing them equally 
within the reach of every citizen—by keeping the 
mines found on the public lands as free as possi- 
ble, and giving vitality to the laws in force at the 
[time the grants were made, and which were a 
part of the conditions. In this way they will as- 
sist efficiently in the settlement of the country, 
jand contribute, most largely, to the general wel- 
fare of the whole nation, 
i The royal ordinances for the direction and gov- 
| ernment of the mines of New Spain, remain un- 
changed upon this subject. Chapter five, section 
one, of that compilation, declares: 

“The mines are the property of the royal Crown, as well 
by their nature and origin as by their reunion, declared by 
| the fourth Jaw of the thirteenth title of the sixth book of the 
; new compilation. ”? - 

Section second declares that: 

“& Without separating them from my royal patrimony, E 
| grant them to my subjeets in property and possession,” 
subject to the regulations made for the govern- 
ment of the mines. 

; The third section of that chapter is in these 
| words: 

“ Be it understood that this grant is made upon two con- 
ditions: First, that they (avy subjects) shall pay to my royal 
| treasury the proportion of metal reserved thereto; and, sec- 
| ondly, that they shall carry on their operations in the mines 
| subject to the provisions of these ordinances, on failure of 
j Which, atany time, the mines of persons so making default 
; Shall be considered as forfeited, and may be granted to any 
| person who shail denounce them accordingly.” 

In addition to this the fourteenth section of 
chapter six, of the ordinances, is as follows: 

“ Any one may discover and denounce a vein, not only 
on common Jand, but also on the property of any individ- 
ual,” &c., and likewise—* the same is to be understood 
with regard to denouncing convenient places for erecting 
tablishments, and also waters for moving machines, em- 
ployed for the reduction of ores,” &c. 

The twenty-second section of the same chap- 
iter provides that mines of gold and silver, pre- 
_cious stones, copper, lead, tin, &e., may be de- 
‘nounced in like manner. They are all subject 
‘to the same regulations, and were required to be 
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have a right to reduce these immense principali- 
ties of land which have been granted to them, 


down to a size suited to our institutions and our} 


policy. But if they are protected by the laws of 
he crown of Spain, and of the supreme Govern- 
ment of Mexico, against that, then so are they 
likewise limited and restrained from taking more 
than those laws allowed them. 

Such has been, as I think, the sound and just 
policy of the crown of Spain, andof the supreme 
Government of Mexico, considering that it was 


{ 
i 


worked for a given length of time in each year; 
and upon a failure of the conditions required for 
| the working of them, or of the payment of the 
rent, they reverted to the supreme Government. 
Section four of chapter six prescribes the man- 
ner in which a mine may be denounced, and is in 
the following words: 
“The persons referred to in the preceding sections must 
| present a written statement to the deputation of miners ia 
; that district, or, in case there should not be one in that dis- 
j trict, to the nearest thereunto, specifying in it his name, - 
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those of his associates, (if he has any,) the place of his birth, 
his. place of „habitation, profession, and, employment, to- 
gether with the most particular and distinguished features 
of the tract, mountain, or vem, of which he claims the dis- 
covery,” &e. 

"The Supreme Court fully recognizes the laws 
here alluded to in their decision in the Frémont 
case, 17 Howard, page 565, in which they declare 
as follows: s 
`sCIn relation to that part of the argument which disputes 
his right, upon the ground that his grant embraces mines 
of gold or silver, it is sufficient tosay that, under the mining 
Jaws of Spain,.the discovery of a mine of gold or silver did 
not destroy the title. of the individual to the land granted. 
The only question before the court is the validity of the 
title. And whether there be any mines on this land, and, | 
if there be any, what are the rights of the sovereignty in 
them, are questions which must be decided in another form, 
of proceeding, and are wot subjccted to the jurisdiction of 
the commissioners, or the court, by the act of 1851.7? 

‘While I am willing to go as far as the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, or any other gentleman, in 
redressing the wrongs of this people, yet it scems 
to me thatit would be well to examine the grounds 
upon which it is proposed to act, before we pro- 
ceed to take so important a step as is here in-| 
tended. And while you are looking at the inter- 
ests of one party, it would be well to look at 
other rights which would be invaded by the pas- 
sage of such a law as this. How much land in 
the Territories of the United States would satisfy 
these preémption claims? How much legisla- 
tion would be necessary to give vitality to the 
law of Mexico, which wasa part of the condition 
of every one of these grants? It is necessary 
that some reference should be had to these things, 
if action should be taken by Congress. 1 had 
intended to present a system for working the 
mines and reviving the law which entered into 
and became a part of these grants, in_order to 
bring the subject before the House. But I be- 
come satisfied of the fact, upon examination, that 
the United States had no right to the minerals; 
that the right of eminent domain over them vested 
alone in the State of California; and further, that 
the State has no right toalienate her title to them. 
It can direct the working of the mines, but cannot 
grant them in fee-simple. 

Jn view of those facts, I am content to leave the 
subject as presented in the bill 1 have offered for 
your consideration. 

Are gentlemen aware of the extent to which 
the passage of the bill reported by the Commit- 
tec on the Judiciary would go? It would con- 
firm all sorts of claims simply because they have 
been passed by the hoard of land commissioners 
before the Ist day of January last. It has been 
said by the gentleman from Kentucky that this 
limitation as to time was made for the purpose of | 

reventing the confirmation of fraudulent claims. 

have mentioned one, of the fraudulent character | 
of which no person in California has any manner 
of doubt; but it may be presented at this dis- 
tance, and made to appear a very fair claim. 
Another claim, which I believe was passed on | 
before January last, is a claim for the jurisdiction 
of Mare Island, on which is the United States 
navy-yard, and on which have been expended | 
millions of dollars. Now, sir, I have been in- | 
formed that the grant in respect to this island 
was originally only to allow some stock to graze 
there. Lhave been informed that when this grant 
was first known, in 1850, it extended no further. 
But now, upon. this same paper, there is an abso- 
late grant of the land, and a contract was entered | 
into with the United States authorities, that if | 
the claim should be decided in favor of the par- 
ties claiming it, the Government should pay a | 
very large amount for it—I believe some $300,000. | 

A Memser. Was this claim to Mare Island | 
passed upon by the board of commissioners prior 
to the Ist of January? 

Mr. DENVER. ‘That is my recollection. 
Mr. H. MARSHALL, It was passed on the 
12th of February. | 

Mr. DENVER. The amendments I have pro- 
pord are not presumed to be the best that could | 

e framed. Ihave presented them because I sup- j 
posed that the House had determined to pass | 
something of the sort, and I prefer them to the | 
bil offered by my colleague; but I think it would | 
be wise if this House would take no action upon ! 
the subject. I think the best thing we can do is | 
to let the matter stand as itis, and sce what will | 
come out of it hereafter,- I do not present the | 
bill which I have offered, therefore, because I|; 


desire to see it passed, for I really think that, for 
the present, any legislation upon the subject | 
would be wrong. If the Attorney General does | 
his duty, these claims will soon be disposed of, | 
and I am willing that he shall be required to act | 
without delay. That he has neglected this matter | 
too long I am free to admit; but if he will only 
live up to what he proposes, there will soon be an | 
end of the matter. Let us require him to do his | 
duty, and not again throw ev hing into con- 
fusion by further unwise legislatfOn. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assory Drcxsys, their Secretary, informing the 
House that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill | 
(S. No. 76) entitled ‘An act for the relief of the 
widows and orphans of the officers, seamen, and 
marines, of the United States sloop of war Albany, 
and for other purposes.”’ 


KANSAS CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. i 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I rise to a) 
question of privilege. I call up the resolutions 
reported by the Committee of Elections in the 
Kansas contested-election case. 

The resolutions were read, and are as follows: 

Resolved, That John W. Whitfield is not entitled to a 
seat in this House as a Delegate from the Territory of 
Kansas. 5 

Resolved, That Andrew H. Reeder be admitted to a seat 
on this floor as a Delegate from the Territory of Kansas. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, this ques- | 
tion is altogether of too much importance to be 
acted on with a thin House, and I therefore move 
that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. PHELPS. 1 understand that the gentle- 
man from Maine does not intend to press the 
question to a vote to-day; and I would suggest 
that the gentleman from Kentucky withdraw his 
motion that there be a call of the House. | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman does | 
not intend to call for the previous question, and | 
to press the resolutions to a vote to-day, I with- | 
draw the motion that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I do not intend to call 
for the previous question to-day. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then I withdraw my 
motion that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. STEPHENS. If the gentleman from 
Maine will yield to me, I will move that the | 
further consideration of this question of privilege | 
be postponed until to-morrow, in order that we | 
may get rid of the bill that is pending before the | 
House. The House can be notified that this con- | 
testcd-cleetion case will be the first business in 
order in the morning. 

Mr. DUNN. I trust the gentleman from Maine | 
will give notice, and insist on it, that he will to; 
morrow press this question to a vote. 1 do not}! 
see why we should spend any further time on it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. l move, as it seems to 
accord with the feeling of the’ House, that the 
further consideration of the resolution be post- 
poned until to-morrow, at eleven o’clock, a.m. | 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I now give notice that I | 
will, if I get the floor, call for the previous ques- 
tion at three o’clock to-morrow afternoon, 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. GREEN WOOD, it was | 


Ordered, ‘That leave be granted for the withdrawal from | 
the files of the House, of the petition and papers of Theresa | 


Dardenne, in order that they may be presented to the Sen- H 
ate. 


CALIFORNIA LAND CLAIMS-—~AGAIN. 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


The House then resumed the consideration of | 


the bill to expedite the issuing of patents for con- ; 
firmed land claims in California. i 

Mr. H. MARSHALL advocated the bill, and ; 
replied to the gentleman from California, [Mr. : 
Peien] His speech will appear in the Appen- | 

ix. i 

Mr. CADWALADER. If we legislate in any 
of the modes proposed, it is obvious that we will 
interfere with the ordinary course of judicial ; 
transactions in our country; and in a ease of that : 
sort I am certain that no member of this House | 
would desire to take any action where there is || 
obviously so great a contrariety of opinion among | 
the members, who profess to have particularly | 
investigated the subject. _ I therefore move tolay | 
the bill upon the table. i 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I hope the gentle- 
man will withdraw his motion until I make a few 
yemarks. 

Mr. CADWALADER. If the gentleman rises 
for the purpose of speaking in concurrence with 
the views of the gentleman who has last spoken, 
I must refuse to withdraw the motion. 

Mr. SMITH. Ishallspeak against the views 
of that gentleman. 

Mr. CADWALADER. If gentlemen think it 
is unreasonable that the side I advocate should 
have the last word, I will not withdraw the mo- 


tion. 

Mr. SMITH. There is wo objection to my 
proceeding. ` : 

Mr. CADWALADER. I decline to withdraw 
the motion. Gentlemen all around me, by their 
looks, are opposed to the withdrawal of the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. MACE moved that the House adjourn; 
which motion was disagreed to. 


Mr. WAKEMAN. I call for the yeas and 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. . i 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the afirmative—yeas 85, nays 55; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Ball, Barbour, Barks- 
dale, Hendley S. Bennett, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Branch, Brenton, Broom, James H. Campbell, 
Clawson, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Cumback, Damrell, Day, Denver, Dick, Dunn, 
Durfee, Emrie, Giddings, Goode, Greenwood, Harlan, 
Sampson W. Harris, Holloway, Valentine B. Horton, 
Houston, George W. Jones, Kidwell, Knapp, Knight, Knox, 
Kunkel, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel $. Mar- 
shall, McCarty, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Milson, 
Moore, Morrill, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Penning- 
ton, Pettit, Phelps, Purviance, Quitman, Ricaud, Ritchie, 
Robbins, Kuffin, Sabin, Sapp, Savage, Sherman, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stanton, Taylor, Thurs- 
ton, Todd, Trafton, Underwood, Wade, Walbridge, War- 
ner, Watson, Winslow, Woodworth, Daniel B. Wright, ang 
Jonu V. Wright—85. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Benson, Bowie, Buffinton, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Colfax, Comins, Covode, 
Henry Winter Davis, Dean, Dodd, Edie, Eustis, Flagler, 
Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Gilbert, Granger, J. Morrison 
Harris, Herbert, Thomas R. Horton, Hughston, Kelsey, 
Knowlton, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Matteson, Meacham, Mott, Parker, Pelton, Perry, 
Pringle, Ready, Rivers, Sage, Sandidge, William R. Smith, 
Spinner, Stranahan, Tappan, ‘rippe, Valk, Wakeman, 
Waldron, Walker, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Eilibu B- 
har aa Israel Washburn, Weleh, Wood, and Wood- 
ruft—ds. 


So the bill was laid on the table. 


Mr. DENVER. I move to reconsider the vote 
just taken; and also move that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILIS. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title: ** An act for the relief of the wid- 
ows and orphans of the officers, seamen, and 
marines of the United States sloop of war Al- 
bany, and for other purposes; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 

FORTIYICATION BILS. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
rules be suspended, and the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, for the purpose of taking up the for- 
tification appropriation bill. It is a small bill, 
and we may dispose of it in a half hour. Before 
the question is taken on the motion to go into 
committee, I offer the usual resolution, that de- 
bate be closed on the bill in committee, within 
five minutes after its consideration shall be again 
resumed. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Camp- 
BELL’s motion; and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


! Union, (Mr. Coss, of Georgia, in the chair.) 


The CHAIRMAN stated that the question be- 
fore the committee was a bill making appropria- - 
tions for fortifications and other works of defense, 
and for repairs of barracks and quarters, for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1857. 

The first reading of the bill was dispensed with; 
and the Clerk proceeded to read it by paragraphs 
for amendment. 

Mr. BENSON. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

For fortifications at the entrance of Kennebec river, 


100,000. 


1856. 
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Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
already commenced? 

Mr. BENSON, It is a work the necessity for 
which I can satisfy the gentleman in a few mo- 
ments. 

Mr. JONES. Is this an appropriation under 
any existing law? 

Mr. BENSON. Itis for repairing the fortifi- 
cation at the mouth of the Kennebec river, which 
needs it. It is an existing work. 

Mr. JONES. If it is anew work, I rise to a 
question of order. 

Mr. BENSON. It is an old work. I ask gen- 
tlemen to allow me to call their attention for a few 
minutes to the provisions of this bill. I wish to 
appeal to no sectional fecling of this House; but if 
gentlemen will look at the bill, and see what 
amounts are appropriated in it, they will find a few 
facts which, it seems to me, must address them- 
selves in favor of the amendment which I have of- 
fered. I merely appeal to a sense of right so far as 
my own State is concerned. By this bill, it will be 
found, that there is recommended for fortifications 
north of Mason and Dixon’s line, $190,000; south 
of that, line upon the Atlantic coast, $833,000; and 
upon the California coast, $550,000. Now, I do 
not ask gentlemen to vote for the amendment 
which I have offered for that reason alone; but if 
the property of the whole country demands com- 
mon protection, I think the provisions of this bill 
will commend the amendment. 

The Kennebec river runs through the heart and 
center of the State of Maine. At the head of its 
navigation is the capital of the State, and the 
United States arsenal. Upon its banks are the 
enterprising cities of Augusta, Hallowell, Gard- 
iner, and Bath, besides many important and flour- 
ishing towns and villages, nearly all of them 
largely engaged in ship-building. “The Bath col- 
lection district was the sixth in tonnage in the 
United States on the 30th of June, 1855, and the 
second in the amount built the preceding year, 
nearly one half of all the addition to the tonnage 
of the United States for that year having been 
built in the State of Maine. 
this great national interest, and the section of 
country so largely concerned in it, is entitled to 
such protection and defense as the Government 
can legitimately afford, and as this bill gives to 


Is that a work 


other portions of our common country. Such, | 


to some extent, will be the work proposed. 
The entrance at the mouth of the Kennebec 


is not far from one hundred rods wide, with ten | 
fathoms at low water, and admirably fitted for a | 


And I submit that || 


fortification to command the navigation of the | 


river, 


the year for any class of vessels, and it is near a 
main channel of our fishermen to the British pos- 
sessions and the line of commerce to Europe. 

In time of war, if guarded by a suitable forti- 


fication, it would bea refuge for our mercantile |; 


marine, a protection against a blockading squad- 


ron, and the fine shipyards upon the banks of į 
the river above could be safely occupied in con- | 


verting our merchant ships into naval vessels of 
war, I hope, therefore, this amendment will not 


be opposed, especially as, when the subject was ! 


up in a similar fortification bill in the Senate, on 


motion of one of the Senators from Maine, this | 
identical amendment was adopted unanimously | 
I hope the House will also adopt | 


by the Senate. 
itunanimously. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I would say to 
the gentleman that no estimate has been submit- 
ted by the Department to the House. 

Mr. BENSON. Will the gentleman allow me 
to say that, some time after the estimates were 
submitted, a resolution was offered in the Senate, 
calling upon the Secretary of War for informa- 
tion upon this subject, and he communicated to 
the Scnate, in reply to that resolution, a recom- 
mendation for this work. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. : 
Maine had been vigilant, and had felt the great 
national importance of the appropriation which is 
proposed by his amendment, itstrikes me that he 
would have taken some steps to have presented, 
in some authentic way, estimates from the proper 
Department showing the necessity that exists 
for it, and the amount which it would require. 

I will say to the gentleman that the Committee 


of Ways and Means have confined themselves to || order in connection with my amendment. 1 
the estimates from the Departments—the original |i I do it for this reason: the committee will 


The harbor at the mouth of the river is | 
safe and capacious, accessible at all scasons of | 


If the gentleman from |: 
ii to a large extent, and to take the place of the old | 


estimates, and since the bill was rcported to the 
House we have had additional estimates from the 


mittee declined to reportin favor of the allowance 
of these estimates, with the exception of 200,000, 
which has been deemed necessary for the repairs 
of the various fortifications, including the fortifi- 
cation of which the gentleman speaks; and if he 
will allow us to progress with the consideration 
of this bill, I will, as chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, report an amendment to 
the bill which will give $200,000 for the repairs of 
fortifications, and, of course, the gentleman ’s fort 
will come in. 


fication at the mouth of the Kennebec river? 
Mr. CAMPBELL. It is for the contingent 
expenses of fortifications not previously men- 
tioned in the bill, (and the gentleman’s is not,) 
including repairs of fortifications, barracks, | 


repairs, $200,000, so that a portion of that 
$200,000 will be applied under this estimate to 
any repairs necessary to the fortifications at the 
mouth of the Kennebec. And, Mr. Chairman, 
I will say, that if we open the door to these | 
amendments from different quarters, the result of | 
it will probably be the defeat of the bill; and I 
think the gentleman from Maine would do well | 
to agree to take his proportion out of that general 
appropriation of $200,000, and withdraw his 
amendment. I hope he will withdraw it. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Did 1 un- 
derstand the gentleman from Maine to say, that 


amount be appropriated ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Not to this House—cer- 
tainly not. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I want to know the 
fact, whether the recommendation has or has not 
been made? That is the question, 

Mr. BENSON. Iwill state, Mr. Chairman, | 
that after the recommendation to which the gen- | 
: tleman from Ohio has referred was made, Mr. | 
Hami, one of the Senators from Maine, moved | 
the following resolution: 
Kennebee river should be putin a state of repair, or if ne- | 
eessary to rebuild the same 3 and, iv so, to furnish an csti- 
mate therefor?’ — 
| and that, in reply to that resolution, the Secre- 
tary of War made a communication, accompan- 
ied with a report of General Totten, recommend- | 
ing this fortification, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is a very remarkable 
circumstance, Mr. Chairman, that if it were a 
matter of so much consequence that this special 
appropriation should be made, he has taken no 
steps to bring the matter before the Committee 
of Ways and Means. He has been here eight 
months, guarding vigilantly, [have no doubt, the | 
i interests of his constituents. And I put the 
question to him: what right has the Committee 
of Ways and Means to go to the Senate for the 
purpose of inquiring what documents, ang esti- 
mates, and recommendations, were sent to them? | 
It strikes me that the gentleman ought to have 
presented the matter to the Committee of Ways l 
and Means. 

Mr. BENSON. My answer is this. I was 
informed that the whole subject was before the 


i 
li 
| 
i 


| would make the recommendation which I ask for. 
i 


‘nish it now, for the information of the commit- 
tee? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to reduce the amend- 


tion. Does the gentleman from Maine state that 
| this is an existing fortification? 
Mr. BENSON. I will state that this is for a 


j 


‘one. It is either to repair the old, or to build a 
new fortification, as the Secretary of War shall 
deem best. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Itis very clear that, if the 
amendment place it within the discretion of the | 
| Secretary of War to build a new fort here, itis 
i not in order; and I would present that point of | 


And | 


i 
War Departmentcalling for $1,070,000. Thecom- H 


Mr. BENSON. Does that embrace the forti- |Í 


quarters, hospitals, sca-walls, and other sorts of || 


the Secretary of War recommended that this | 


f 
“ Resolved, 'That the Secretary of War he directed to in- || 
form the Senate if, in his opinion, the fort at the month of |! 


j at the form. 
_to be improved, I do not care what language is 
p used to provide for its improvement, if it is par- 


; Committee of Ways and Means, and that they |) 


Mr. CAMPBELL, Will the gentleman fur- |; 


i 
ment one half, with a view to get some informa- | 

f 

i 


fortification where there is an old fort, dilapidated | 
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| appropriation for the continuation of fortifications 


| Since that time the sentiment of the country, and 
of the House, has gradually approached a proper 


committees of this body that are appointed to 
scrutinize those estimates and points—we will 
again reach sucha pointas that we will failagain, 
‘and leave unfinished those fortifications which 
i really need completion. 

My point of order is certainly a good one, for 
there is no authority for this appropriation. If 
it contemplates a new fortification, then it is 
clearly out of order as an amendment to this bill. 
i Tt is the business, then, of the Military Commit- | 
tec, to investigate and report; and after the forti- 
fication has heen authorized by law, it then be- 
longs to the Committee of Ways and Means to 
report the necessary appropriations for it in the 
general fortification bill. 

According to my view, those gentlemen who 
desire the system to be kept up ought not to resort 
to this plan of introducing such amendments. 
So far as I am concerned, I represent an interior 
i district, and have no fortification near me; but, 
nevertheless, I believe that we ought to continue 
the system as it has been carried on for the last 
( I did not care, when I was 


| half dozen years. 


|| connected with the Committee of Ways and 


| Means, nor did I look to see, whether the appro- 


{| priation was fora point north or south of any 


| particular line. I voted for them, or against 
them, according to a conscientious desire to dis- 
charge my duty; and I never looked whether the 
point was north or south of a particular line, to 
see whether I should, or should not, vote for the 
appropriation. 

Mr. BENSON. If there is any objection to 
the phraseology of the amendment it can be very 
easily altered. Let it stand so as to provide for 
the improvement of the fort at the mouth of the 
Kennebec river. I look at the substance, and not 
If there is a work there that ought 


liamentary language. If there is property there 
which ought to be protected by a national work, 
I ask what officer is more competent to decide as 
to the character of that national work than the 
officer designated by the Secretary of War to 
! examine and report upon the fortifications of the 
country ? And, sir, that officer has recommended 
i the appropriation which is covered by my amend- 
ment; and the Secretary of War has recommended 
it in a report which was sent to the Senate with 
‘the communication of General Totten. A fort at 
ithe mouth of the Kennebec river is admirably 
; calculated to protect that entire river, It would 
prevent the passing of any vessel beyond the point 
: at which itis located. There is a large amount 
‘of property, national, State, and individual, upon 
that river, which would be valuable to the enemy 
in time of war. There are cities and villages upon 
ithe river, and a thickly-settled and flourishing 
country through which it passes. The capital of 
i the State and the United States arsenal are there, 
jand I protest against making any sectional ap- 
; peals or appropriations upon sectional grounds. 
| Mr. HOUSTON. Why did you do it then? 


i| Mr. BENSON. I did not doit. I merely called 


ji 


the attention of gentlemen on the other side of the 
; House to the fact, and appealed to their sense of 


i justice to defend all sections of the Union. I 
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have no feeling of opposition to works of fortiñ- | 
sation in other sections of the Union; but I ap- 
peal to gentlemen from the South, while they have 
appropriated in this bill $833,000, that they will 
aelp us to build up this fortification, not because 
it ig north of Mason and Dixon’s line, but be- 
cause it is a great national work to protect a sec- 
don of country that is entitled to protection at 
the lands of the national Government. 

New a word in reply to the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, [Mr. CAMPBELL, 
óf Ohio.}- I did not intend to impute any blame. 
T was under the impression that the matter had 
been before that committee. I knew that it had 
peen before the Senate. J knew that the recom- 
mendations had been presented to that body from 
the proper Department, and that the appropriation 
had been unanimously adopted by that body in 
the fortification bill which passed during the | 
present session. The matter was properly pre- | 
sented to the Senate by a Senator from Maine; 
and Isupposed, of course, that it had been before | 
the Committee of Waysand Means. I had been, | 
incorrectly it seems, informed that the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means had taken action upon | 
it, and that it would be included in the bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The matter has never 
been before us. We have never had the honor 
of an application, even from the gentleman from 
Maine himself. 

Mr. BENSON. J have said that I had under- 
stood the matter had been before the committee, 
and had been acted upon. I knew the work was | 
an important one; and, trusting in the justice of j 
the Committee of Ways and Means, I belicved | 
it would be provided for. | 

[Here the hammer fell.] | 

Mr. LETCHER. I propose to reduce the | 
appropriation proposed by the gentleman from | 
Maine, $10,000. | 

Now, sir, will the gentleman from Maine be | 
kind enough to tell me when was the last time an | 


i 
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| 
| 


appropriation was made for this Kennebeck forti- |; 


fication? | 

Mr. BENSON. So long ago that the memory 
of man runneth not to the contrary. 

Mr. LETCHER. Hasnone been made within | 
the memory of the present generation ? 

Mr. BENSON. Ihave no recollection of an 
appropriation being expended there. 


Mr. LETCHER, 


| 


y) 
a kapr sal 
hen it strikes me that if | 


the gentleman from Maine cannot recollect when || 


an appropriation was made for this work—and | 
he must be able to recollect nearly half a century 
—it must have been a very long time ago. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. [ask the gentleman 
from Maine whether that fort is manned now? 

Mr. BENSON, Not at this time. 

Mr. LETCHER. [fit is not too late, I desire 
now to present the question of order, that, upon 
the statement of the gentleman from Maine him- 
self, this appropriation is for a work that has had 
nothing expended on it for so long that itis the 
game as an appropriation for an original work. 

Mr. PHELPS. In connection with the point 
of order made by the gentleman from Virginia, | 
I desire to call the attention of the committee to ! 
the report of Mr. Conrad, while he was Secre- 
tary of War, upon the fortifications of the coun- | 
try. It was his duty to prepare a report upon | 
the military defenses of the country, and in it he | 
speaks of the mouth of the Kennebeck river as | 
an important point, and estimates the cost of 
building or repairing at $300,000. I do not see 
that there is any statement of any appropriation 
ever having been made. I have not had time to 
examine the statement very carefully, but this is 
allthe evidence [can find in relation to it. I 
aave no recollection of any appropriation ever 
being made, and I raise the question of order, | 
that the amendment is not in order. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot rule | 
the amendment out of order, as it appears that | 
there is a fortification there which it is proposed | 
to improve, upon the ground of the length of | 
ime that has intervened since any appropriation | 
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u flourishing towns upon its banks, together with the excel- 


|| 
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i; want any. The strong arms uf our people are 
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i| Mr. GIDDINGS. For twenty years I have 


around it and made theirway here to destroy our | 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair presumes that 
an appropriation has been made if a fort is there. 

Mr. BENSON. I merely desire to say that the 
only effect of the authority quoted by the gentle- 
man from Missouri, {Mr. Pue.ps,] is to show 
that Mr. Conrad recognized the importance of 
keeping the fortification in repair at this point. 

Mr. LETCHER. I do not know that that 
exactly follows. I have not been able to find 
any recommendation for this appropriation. No 
recommendation has been sent to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and I never heard of 
any recommendation of any Executive Depart- 
ment for this work, until the gentleman referred 
us to-day to one which he says was sent to the 
Senate during the present session of Congress. 

Mr. PHELPS. In the report of Secretary 
Conrad, to which I have referred, the various 
works are arranged in different classes. I find 
this Kennebeck improvement in class D, under 
the first head, for they are arranged in geograph- 
ical.order. Amongst those which are to be com- 
menced first is that at Kennebeck, Maine; and 
here is a description of the work : 


“ Kennebeck River.—This river (one of the largest in the 
eastern States) enters the sea nearly midway between 
Cape Cod and the mouth of the St. Croix. It rises near the 
source of the Chaudiere, which is a tributary of the St. 
Lawrence, and has once served asa line of operation against 
Quebec. The situation and extent of this river#the value 
of its products, and the active commerce of several very 
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lence of the harbor within its mouth, will not permit its 
i defense to be neglected. The surveys, begun many years 
ago, were never finished.” 

There never has been money expended on that 
fortification by the action of this Government. 
The executive Department of the Government 
which has in charge the military defenses, reports 
that this is an important point. The cost of the 
work is estimated at $300,000. It reports that no 
|! money has ever been appropriated for that purpose, 

and that the surveys commenced with a view to 
| the construction of the work, have never been 
completed. 

Mr. MATTESON. Does the gentleman take 
an appeal from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. PHELPS. 1 do not; although I think it 
is wrong. 

Mr, LETCHER, by unanimous consent, with- | 
ew his amendment. 

1 Mr.GIDDINGS. I move to increase the sum 

i named in the amendment $10,000. 

| would inquire of my colleague, who is ever 

| watchful over the interests of Ohio, how much is 
|| appropriated for the two hundred miles of foreign 

| coast In our own State? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Nota dollar. 


i 


| 


| dr 
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| We do not 
| our defense and fortification. 

i reiterated that sentiment in this Hall. I thank 
i God that we have no fortifications there. If we 
i are patriotic we never will have any. We can 
| rust to the good right arms of our people. 

Mr. Chairman, this whole system is nothing 
but a grab game. It is a squandering of the pub- 
lic mopey to appropriate it for the erection of | 
fortific&tions which are of no more use than the 
Five years ago we 
voted down the fortification bill; and if the gen- 
tlemen on the other side are as patriotic now as 
their predecessors were then, we will vote down 
this bill. With the facts which we have before 
us, it is an insult to the American people to ap- 
propriate money for such works. In 1814, when 
the British fleet came up the Potomac, Fort 
| Washington was bristling with guns and bay- 
; onets. The enemy landed below the fort, marched 


| Capitol and other public buildings. They were 
| so ungenerous that they would not go to the fort 

| to be shot at. This is a perfect illustration of the 

| absurdity of the entire system, Gentlemen who 

| were here will recollect that five years ago we 
| defeated the entire fortification bill’ We ought | 
i to defeat this one. 

_ My object, Mr. Chairman, is to call the atten- 
tion of those who wish to act like statesmen to 
this system and its utter uselessness. I rejoice 
that, on the occasion to which Í have referred, 
extremes did meet. Southern men and Aboli- 
tionists acted together. Yes, sir, the high-toned | 
southern menand the Abolitionists can meet here. 


men will remember what I say. They will then 
į see, if this money is appropriated, that it is a 
| useless squandering of the public funds. These 
appropriations are passed when we cannot geta 
dollar to aid our commerce; while members will 
not vote for any appropriation to construct har- 
bors of refuge on the western lakes, for want of 
which ships and men in great numbers go to the 
bottom, they vote annually these appropriations 
for the construction of fortifications. They have 
so acted, and they will act in the same way again. 
I hope they will not; but I am afraid they will. 

Now, if this money is to be squandered I will 
aid my friend from Maine to get the greatest grab 
he can. f{Laughter.] Iam as great a friend of 
Maine as any other man. If anything is to be 
done in the way of fortifications, I am as willing 
Maine shall have them as any other State. But 
we will vote for none of them if we act like states- 
men, knowing they are legislating forafter time. 
We have means of defense far surer and more 
efficient than. fortifications. Our railroads are 
those means. In case of an expected attack on 
New York city, we could, by means of the rail- 
roads, soon concentrate a million of brave fight- 
ing men there, with all the munitions of war. 
The enemy would be defeated before landing. I 
am opposed to the entire system. I think it is a 
waste of the public money to build fortifications, 
and I shall vote against them. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iamopposed to the amend- 
ment. Lagree, toa certain extent, to what my col- 
league has said, andthe Committee of Ways and 
Means has endeavored to circumscribe, as far as 

ossible, the estimates for these appropriations. 

will consume no further time on the subject, but 
ask for the vote, so that we may dispose of the 
bill this evening. f 

Mr. GIDDINGS, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move to in- 
crease the appropriation $5,000. I wish to say 
that I cannot bring myself to agree with the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, who has introduced the 
doctrine here that we must follow the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and that that committee 
| must alone legislate for the country. I do not so 
| regard that committee; I think that we have, or 
| ought to have, something to do with the legisla- 
i tion of the country. We are not merely to re- 
gister the proceedings and confirm the doings of 
; the Committee of Ways and Means. We have 

a right, under the rules, to offer amendments. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Irise to a question of or-’ 
der. I know my friend from Maine will appre- 
ciate my motive. I wish to get the bill through 
to-night. If we go into this general debate, it is 
difficult to tell when we shall get it through. My 
pointis that the gentleman’s remarks are not per- 
tinent to his amendment. 
| Mr. WASHBURN. Isubmit that my remarks 
| were in reply to the argument that there should 
be no more 

The CHAIRMAN. No point of order has 
heretofore been submitted to the Chair, The 
Chair rules that gentlemen must confine them- 
selves strictly in support of, or in reply to, the 
amendment which is under consideration. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I am in favor of this 
amendment, because I am in favor of the protec- 
tion of the country. I am in favor of the amend- 
ment offered by my friend and colleague, and 
also of this additional amount proposed by my- 
self, for I think it is necessary. 

The gentleman has shown the importance of 
the amendment which he has offered; he has 
shown that the Senate has concurred in a similar 
amendment; that the subject has been before the 
Secretary of War, and that he has made a recom- 
mendation in its favor; he has shown facts suffi- 
cient to satisfy this House that if there is a single 
appropriation in the bill which is just and proper, 
the amendment which he has offered is just and 
proper. I desire to say that it is for the protec- 
tion of the country, and of its commerce; that it 
is for the welfare of every portion of the Union; 
that these protections upon the sea-coast are 
necessary—as necessary, as important, as valu- 
able to the great interior State of Ohio, as they 
are to the States in which they happen to be 
made. $ 

I desire also to say to the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Gippines,] that I did not expect that he 
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[Laughter.] On such 2 aa we have hereto- 
fore acted in concert. Ewo years hence gentle- 


would join in the charge against castern men, that 
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they are in favor of appropriations for their own 
States, but never forthe West. Let him look to the 
record and seeif that be true. Lethim see whether, 
in point of fact, it is true, or not, that during the 
present session of Congress, or during former 
sessions, whenever appropriation bills for inter- 
nal improvements were before the House, he has 
found eastern men actuated by those narrow and 
sectional views which the gentlemsn has referred 
to to-day ?-— whether he has found them asking 
if those appropriations were for the East? The 
East did not need such appropriations; they did 
not require them; but the country did need them, 
and the East is a part of the country. They have 
always voted for appropriations for the advantage 
of the commerce of Ohio, and of the great West 
and South. And now, are we to be answered by 
the taunt of the gentleman from Ohio, when we 
come here and ask an appropriation for the pro- 
tection of the commerce of the country, because 
this particular defense happens to be in one of the 
eastern States? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have always, or nearly 
always, found in this House of Representatives 
gentlemen who are a sort of croakers, endeavor- 
ing to get up anexcitement in one direction, while 
they improperly put their hands into the public 
Treasury in another direction. Now, sir, there 
is no other member in this House who heard me 
say that this House ought to be controlled by the 
Committee of Ways and Means, except the gen- 
tleman from Maine, and I do not say that he 
heard me say so, because I never said any such 
thing. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I did not say that the 
gentleman did—~[‘ Order P? ‘ Order !’?] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls‘to order, 
The Chair rules the discussion out of order, and 
must enforce the rule. 

Mr. HOUSTON. J should have been very 
glad if the Chair had called the gentleman to 
order when he 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair called the gen- 
teman to order as soon as his 
called to the matter. 

Mr. HOUSTON, But the Chair allowed the 
gentleman to go on to an extent which | re- 
gretted, until he had misrepresented my views; 
and it was in reference to that that I wanted to 
set myself right. 

Now, sir, in reply to the gentleman from Ohio, 
I believe that a prudent system of fortifications 
ought to be carried on by this Government. 
admit the truth of his historical statement, that 


some five or six years ago the forufication bill | 


was defeated by a vote of this House. Here are 
a couple of gentemen near me who say they 
voted against it; there is another who says so— 
they seem to be getting pretty thick about here— 
but my opinion is, that we ought to fortify our 


cities, such as New York, Boston, Philadelphia, | 


New Orleans, Charleston, Savannah, Mobile, 
and all such important points which are liable to 
be attacked, in case of war, and held under con- 
tribution, or even turned against us in times of 
difliculty aud trouble. 1 think we ought to com- 
plete our fortifications for our protection—for the 
protection of Baltimore, Norfolk, and all thos 
places which are liable to be attacked in case o 
foreign war. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. 1 must insist on having the rule 
enforced. ‘The gentleman is discussing the mer- 
its of the system generally, and not the particular 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that the 
point of order is well taken. Gentlemen must 
confine their remarks to the particular amend- 
ment they are speaking to. 


Mr. HOUSTON. What is the amendment? ‘i 
[Laughter. | 
The CHAIRMAN. It is to increase the ap- 

`propriation $5,000. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Iam opposed tothe increase ; 
of that appropriation, and 1 am opposed to the 


original appropriation. 


have no fortification now; and I understand the 
authorities read by the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. PieLps] to be that there is now no fortifi- 
cation there; and instead of its being true that 


there ever were fortifications there, the prepara- j: 
lami 


tory survey has not yet been completed. 


I 


t 


Hy 


attention was |. 


opposed to any appropriation by which the sys- 
tem will be broken down, 

Mr. WASHBURN, by unanimous consent, 
withdrew his amendment. 


The question recurred upon Mr. Benson’s 
amendment. 


_Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, called for 
| tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; anti Messrs. Wasn- 
BURNE, of Illinois, and Warrer were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 66, noes 47—no quorum voting. 

There being less than a quorum of members 
present, the roll was called, and the folilgwing 
members failed to answer to their names: 


Messrs. Allison, Barclay, Henry Bennett, Billinghurst, 
Bingham, Bliss, Bocock. Boyee, Burlingame, Burnett, John 
P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Childs, Bayard 
Clarke, Clingman, Cox, Cragin, Craige, Cullen, Davidson, 
Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Day, Denver, De 
Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dowdell, Bunn, Edic, Edmundson, 
Edwards. Wiot, English, Etheridge, Evans, Faulkner, 
Flagler, Florence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J.D. 
Fuller, Galloway, Goode, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus 
Hall, Robert B. Hall, Sampson We Harris, Harrison, Her- 
bert, Hickman, Hofinan, Howard, Hughston, Jewett, J. 
Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kennet, Kidwell, Knight, Lindicy, 
Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Me- 
Malling MeQueen, Meacham, Killian Miller, Millward, 
M y, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Packer, Paine, 
Pe Pelton, Pennington, Porter, Powell, Puryear, 
Reade, Ready, Richardson, Ritchie, Rivers, Roberts, Robi- 
son, Rust, Sandidge, Seott, Seward, Shorter, Simmons 
William R. Smith, Sneed, ste in, Swope, Talbott 
| Trafton, ‘Trippe, Vail, Valk, Wade, Walbridge, Warner, 
| Watson, Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, 
| Wood, and Zollicofler. 
| 
i 


The committee then rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the Chair, Mr. Cosg reported 
‘ that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
! the Union had had under consideration the Union 
i generally, and particularly the fortification bill, 
and finding itself without a quorum, had caused 
the roll ta be called, and had directed him to 
sport to the Chair the names of the absentees. 
Mr. LETCHER. How many members were 
present? 
‘The SPEAKER. 


One hundred and twelve 


: members answered to their names. 


Mr. WAKEMAN, 
; now adjourn. 
| Mr. CAMPBELL. 
adjourn until they dispose of this bill. 
© "Phe motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
‘four o’clock and twenty-five minutes, p. m.) the 
House adjourned till to-morrow, at cleven o’clock, 
a.m. 


I move that the ITouse do 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, July 31, 1856. 


Prayer by the Rev. Dayirn Waxpo, Chaplain 
the House of Representatives. 
he Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bill and resolution, which had 
previously received the signature of the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives: 

A resolation authorizing the Secretary of the 
: Treasury to modify the plan of the custom-house 
at Elisworth, Maine; aud 


WO 


and diplomatic expenses of the Government for 
the year ending the 30th Junc, 1857. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following Fouse bills were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred as indicated 


© below: 


A bill (H. R. No. 154) to provide for the set- 


tement of the claims of the officers of the revolu- | 


tionary army, and of the widows and orphan 
children of those who died in the service—to the 
: Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


© A bil (EL. R. No. 75) to reorganize the Ter- 


It ought not to be in- i 
creased, because the pointat which it is proposed | 
to apply it, as I understand, is one at which we | 


ritory of Kansas, and for other purposes—to the 
: Committee on Territories. 


DAVID GORDON. 


Mr. BROWN. In my absence the other day, 
a bill was received from the Iouse of Represent- 
-atives for the benefit of a constituent of mine, 
and laid on the table. Task the indulgence of 
the Senate to have it taken up, witha view to have 
it disposed of. : i 
directing a settlement of the account of David 
Gordon. 


I hope the House will not | 


An act making appropriations for the consular | 


lt is the bill (H. R. No. 337) | 


| 


i of transmis 
‘have prese 


tlement. 

Mr. BROWN. I have the report in my hands, 
but E shall not ask to have it read. The only 
point in the case is this: the accounting officers 
of the Treasury insisted on the agent proving 
that he had served cach particular day while he 
was engaged in this business; and he not being 
able to produce that precise kind of proof they 
suspended his accounts. The bill only requires 
that he shall be paid in accordance with the letter 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, who com- 
manded the discharge of the duty. 

Mr. STUART. I wish the Senator to state 
what the number of days is? 

Mr. BROWN. The bill specifies. 

Mr. STUART. It must be known to every- 
body that there is a great deal of constructive 
charge in business of this sort. Gentlemen are 
sent out, at their own request frequently, to ex- 
amine land offices. 

Mr. BROWN. 


I wi 


If the Senator will allow me, 
l read an extract from the report. 

Mr. STUART. Yes; I want to hear the facts. 

Mr. BROWN. The report says: ‘There is 
no doubt as to the performance of the service. 
The present Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. 
Guthrie, concedes the fact; but the allowance 
of his demand is resisted by the accounting offi- 
cers, on the ground that the proof is not clear 
that all the time—every day from the beginning 
of the service to its final termination—was em- 
ployed or devoted to the service in question. 
This construction, it appears to the committee, 
is rather technical than substantial.’’ 
The service continued from April till June; 
“ his account for the service beginning at Colum- 
bus, Mississippi, in April, until the suspension, 
at Jackson, in June.” He has been paid fora 
good part of jt, and I suppose the amount is only 
a few hundred dollars. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amcndment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third tune, and passed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented a petition of 
citizens of Frémont county, lowa, praying that 
the purchasers of lands reserved for the use of old 
Fort Kearney, in that State, may be confirmed in 
their titles to those lands; which was laid on the 
table, as there is a bill pending which embraces 
the case. 

Mr. FOOT presented the petition of Ann E. T. 
Partridge, widow of Captain Alden Partridge, 
formerly superintendent of the Military Academy 
at West Pomt, praying to be allowed a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. ie. 

Mr. PUGH presented the petition of V.G. 
Audubon, praying that the Secretary of State 
may be authorized to pirehans, for the purpose 

sion to such foreign Governments as 
nied valuable works to the United. 


| States, a certain number of copies of Audubon’s 


works on the Quadrupeds and Birds of North 


' America; which was referred to the Committee 
| on Forcign Relations. 


bod 

He also presented a memorial of owners and 
officers of steamboats navigating the western 
waters, and of merchants and business men of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for an appropriation 
for the improvement of navigation at the falls of 
the Ohio river; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Road and Canals. 
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of Kentuck 
to have file 
In addition thereto I have some documents in 
relation to the title and history of that island, 
and a copy and other papers in reference to it; 
which I move to commit to the same committce, 
the Committee on Territories. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Theresa Dardenne, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee ou Public 
Lands. ! 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MALLORY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to bring in a bill (S. No. 
418) to grant certain public land in the Palatka 
military reservation to the president and directors 
of the Palatka and Micanopy Plank Road Com- 

any, chartered by the General Assembly of the 
tate of Florida, for the construction of a plank 
road from Palatka to Micanopy, in the said State; 
‘which was read the first and second times by 
unanimous consent, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 
RESOLUTION ADOPTED. 


Mr. SEWARD submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War report whether, in 
his opinion, the public interest requires an improve of 
the roads connecting West Point, in the State of New York, 
with the interior of the country lying westward thereol; 
and, if so, what is the most practicable and expedient mode 
of making such communication, and the expense thercot. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to whom was referred the petition 
of the administrator of Jacque or James Gi- 
rardin, submitted an adverse report; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Ee also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 298) to provide for 
the sale of military reservations, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

On motion of Mr. MALLORY, it was 

Ordered, ‘That the Committee on Publie Lands be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of 
Charles A. Price, and that it be referred to the Committce 
on Military Affairs. 

CALIFORNIA WAR DEBT. 


Mr. JOHNSON. By the instruction of the 
* Committee on Military Affairs, as it is a matter 
of considerable importance, I move to take u 
the bill to settle the California war debt. There 
is now no difficulty in relation to the passage of 
that bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate re- 
sumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. No. 397) explanatory 
of so much of an act passed August 5, 1854, 
making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the year ending 30th June, 1855, as 
refers to the payment of expenses incurred by 
the State of California for the suppression of 
Indian hostilities in said State. 

Mr. HUNTER. I desire to insert an amend- 
ment, to which I understand the friends of the 
bill do not object. Itis to introduce this further 

_ proviso: 
‘ind provided further, Thatno payment shall be made 
exeept upon such of the aforesaid bonds as are certified and 
directed to be paid by the said commissioners of the State 
A by an order in writing upon the Secretary of 
If they make the order, ] think this Govern- 
ment would be acquitted by paying the money 
to the commissioner’s order. 
Mr. JOHNSON. 
acceptancessf the amendment. 
e amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment made asin Committee of the 
Whole was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


I have no objection to the jį 


CREEK SPOLIATIONS. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. I give notice that I 
shall throw myself on the indulgence of the Sen- 
ate to-morrow morning, to take up for consider- 
ation a bill (S. No. 81) which was introduced at 
an early period of the session, but was not re- 
ported on until a few weeks ago. 1 have not 
asked the indulgence of the Senate, I think, 
during the session "before; nor do I now propose 
to consume much time, for I do not think the bill 
will occupy much of the morning hour. The 
bill to which I refer is a bill for the payment of 
Indian depredations committed on the citizens of 
Alabama and Georgia. 


COURTS IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. BUTLER. Iholdin my hand a bill which 
is necessary to be passed at once. It has received 
the approbation of the Judiciary Committee, and 
is simply to change the time and place of holding 
the district court in South Carolina, from Laurens 
| to Greenville. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to 
introduce the bill (S. No. 419) to alter the time 
for holding the district court in South Carolina, 
and for other purposcs; which was read twice, 
and considered as in Committec of the Whole. 

It proposes to repeal so much of the act of 
Congress, passed May 25, 1824, as provides for 
holding the United States district court at Lau- 
| rens court-house, on the Tuesday next after the 
| adjournment of the circuit court at Columbia, 
and to have it held hereafter at Greenville court- 
| house, on the first Monday of August. The 
grand and petit jurors are to be drawn from the 
| inhabitants of Greenville district, South Carolina, 
i who are or may be liable by the laws of that 
| State to do jury duty in its courts of law. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without 
‘amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
i reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. STUART. There is a necessity for a 
short executive session ; and as we find, from the 
expericnce which we have had, that we are unable 
to get it in the after part of the day, I hope the 
Senate will now proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, if but fora few moments. I 
make the motion. 

The motion was agreed to;and the Senate pro- 


f and after some time spent therein the doors were 
| reopened, 


DES MOINES RAPIDS. 


On motion of Mr. JONES, of Iowa, the Sen- 
| ate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
: consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 12) for con- 
į tinuing the improvement of the Des Moines rap- 

ids, in the Mississippi river. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
: amendment, ordered to a third reading, and read 
| the third time. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. 


| If not too late, I desire 
| to offer an amendment to this bill. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WELLER.) 
| It can be done by unanimous consent, or a motion 
| to reconsider. 
| Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I hope the Senator will 
not ask to have the bill reconsidered or amended. 
We have a Senate bill for the improvement of 
these rapids, reported from the Committee on 
| Commerce, which is of a somewhat different 
| tions for both the Rock river as well as the Des 
| Moines river rapids. "When that bill comes up, 
| I presume my friend ’s amendment will be as much 
| in order as now. 
| Mr. BENJAMIN. This bill has passed the 
| House, and will be defeated if an amendment is 
now put upon it. i 
l, Mr. JONES, of Iowa. That is the only ob- 
| jection I have; it has passed the House, and an 
; amendment may Kill it. 
| Mr. CRITTENDEN. I hold in my hand a 
į resolution of the Legislature of Kentucky, direct- 
| ing me to use whatever influence I can exert to 
| procure an appropriation of $100,000 for the im- 
provement of the rapids of the Cumberland river, 
| which improvements are very necessary. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa. “Would you attach 
that to this bill? 


j 
| 
| Mr. CRITTENDEN. Certainly. One is to | 


į ceeded to the consideration of executive business; | 


| character, because it proposes to make appropria- | 


i 
ii 


| tained in the manuscri 
| which I ask may now 


Mr. BENJAMIN. My friend from Kentucky 
will yield to a suggestion from me? There are a 
number of other improvement bills here, which 


have not yet passed the Senate, to any one of 
which this amendment will be germane, and 
those bills will be up to-day. This bill having 
passed the House, the effect of the amendment 
may be to defeat it. As it has passed the House, 
we wish not to send it back. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I will not obstruct it 
if other bills are coming up to which my amend- 
ment can be moved. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, and Mr. JONES, of Iowa. 
There are others. 

The bill was passed. 


RICHARD W. THOMPSON. 
Mr. BRIGHT. I wish to ask the Senate to 


indulge me by taking up a report made on the 
19th of May last by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. It is a very short report, and my object 
in asking to take it up is that the Senate may 
concur init. The report is that‘ the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs consider that no further 
legislation on this subject is necessary or expe- 
dient, and ask to be discharged from the further 
consideration thereof,” 

Mr. STUART. I cannotconsent to taking up 
that report at this time. It will neccessarily Icad 
to a very lengthy debate; and there are some facts 
I will state to the Senator from Indiana and to the 
Senate, which I desire to have presented to the 
Senate before that case is acted upon. There are 
certain statements, and very material statements, 
which are made by Mr. Thompson in respect to 
the action of the President, that I am credibly 
informed are not correct; and I understand that 
the opinion of the President on the case is, and 
has been throughout, preciscly the opposite of 
what is stated in the correspondence of Mr. 
Thompson. I want that information presented 
to the Senate in such a form that we can all see 
it and act upon it. That such is the interpreta- 


tion of the condition of things by the Secretary of 


the Treasury I know myself, personally. That 
Departinent considers the action of the Indians 
as conclusive against the claim. I understand 
such tobe the opinion of the President; but it is 
represented by the claimant to be the reverse. I 
think other Senators are in possession of the 
same facts in connection with this matter. 

Mr. DODGE. = It will be remembered by the 
Senate, that a resolution of inquiry was intro- 
i duced by me on the 18th of April, calling on the 
President for certain information in relation to the 
claim of Richard W. Thompson. In response to 
that call, a very extended document, which Í hold 
in my hand, was received, On its receipt it was 
referred to the Committee on Indian affairs, but 
i not by any motion of mine, though I made the 
| call. “Ihe resolution which I submitted was a 


j| resolution of inquiry to ascertain the state of the 


| claim of Mr. Thompson. 

Mr. Thompson was there permitted to make 
his response, which is here embraced within this 
document of three hundred and nineteen pages. 
When the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] 


| asked that the committee should be discharged 


from the further consideration of the subject, I 
moved that the papers be printed—namely, the 
-report which came from the President and from 
the Departments. The Senator from Georgia 
moved to amend my motion by adding that the 
defense of Mr. Thompson should also be printed. 
I said I could have no objection to that, and all 
were printed together, making a document of three 
hundred and nineteen pages. As soonas it was 
printed I forwarded it to the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, and he has sent to me a reply to 
the statements of Mr. Thompson, which is con- 
t document in my hand; 
be printed for the consid- 
eration of the Senate. It is dated June 21. I 
did not ask for the printing of it immediately 
after its receipt, because I was unapprised of what 
action would take place on the subject. It has 
been shown, however, to some gentlemen, to the 
President of the Senate, [Mr. Briant,] at his 
request, and to the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. 
Sruarr,] and to the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. 
Puen.] 
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While the subject is one of great interest to the 
claimant, it is of equal interest to the Menomo- 
nee Indians, who live in the State which IJ in part 
represent. ‘Theclaim against them is over $40,000. 
I hope the subject will be examined fully. 
called on the President this morning; and as he 
took some interest in the matter, he desired me 
to say to the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs that he would be pleased to see him on 
the subject of the report which I submitted to 
him. Some things in it the President did not 
understand, and he said he would be pleased to 
confer with, the chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. I spoke to the chairman, and 
he agreed to call on the President in relation to 
it. 

I have looked into this question as the repre- 
sentative of the Indians, becausc, although not 
my constituents strictly, they live in the State 
which I in part represent, and I was their super- 
intendent for cight years. I know them to bea 
peaceable people. ‘The Senator from Michigan, 
(Mr. Cass,] was their superintendent for thir- 
teen or fourteen years. He knows the character 
of these Indians. They have boasted to me that 
their hands were never stained with the blood of 
the white man. 

Mr. CASS. They told me the same thing. 

Mr. DODGE. They told the Senator from 
* Michigan the same thing. When we were in 

trouble in 1832, the Menomonee Indians were 
called upon by the United States, and came to our 
assistance to fight the Sacs and Foxes. Having 
been their superintendent for eight years, and 
being told by their present superintendent that 
they objected to this claim in every shape and | 
form, I deemed it my duty to represent their in- 

terests here as far as I could do so, and secure 

justice to them. Thcir original annuity was but 

$20,000. Tho claim is over $40,000; and it will 

take two years of their annuities to pay it- 

I have nothing to say about Mr. Thompson’s 
claim, From an examination of the papers, the 
facts seemed to be very much mixed up; the sub- | 
ject ought to be investigated. All Lask of the 
Senate now is, that it may be fairly presented 
‘before them, and that Mr. Manypenny’s answer 
to the statement of Mr. Thompson, which I 
hold in my hand, may be printed, and the whole 
submitted to the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I suppose the motion to print 
is not properly in order now, the question being 
first on taking up the report. It is so near the ' 
expiration of the morning hour that I shall not 
embarrass the Sonate by pressing this motion. I| 
desire to state, however, that to-morrow, during 
the morning hour, E shall ask the Senate to take | 
up and consider this question; but in order that 
the minds of Senators may be somewhat directed | 
to it I will briefly state, now, what I understand 
to be the facts of the case. 

Mr. Thompson had a claim against the Me- | 
nomonec Indians, which amounted to something } 
like ninety thousand dollars. On presenting the i 
claim here, and referring it to the proper commit- 
tee, they decided to allow him forty-two or forty- ; 
three thousand dollars. The appropriation for 
that amount was made at the last session by the | 
Senate. When the bill went to the House o 
Representatives the House added to the provision 
of the Senate a proviso in these words, J think: 
& Provided The assent of the Indians shall be first 

\obtained.”? That assent has been obtained in the 
most solemn form. It is here printed, signed 
by every chief connected with the tribe. By some 
mishap in the House the proviso to the bill of 
the Senate was not enrolled in the bill. When 

Mr. Thompson called for his money, the Secre- | 

tary of the Treasury refused to pay it, on the 

ground that the records proved that the proviso 
had passed, though it had not been incorporated | 
into the bill. If lam mistaken, the Senator from 

Georgia can correct me. i 

Mr. TOOMBS. You are right. j 

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. Thompson did obtain the 
assent of the Indians; but payment was again | 
refused. Thus the matter stood when the Sen- : 
ate met at this session. The subject was again | 
presented, and referred to the Committee on Jn- | 
dian Affairs. That committee, at an carly day, | 
made a report, which I have read, stating that | 
they considered no further legislation on the sub- | 
ject necessary or expedient, and asking to be |: 
discharged from its consideration, What Iin- li 


i 
| 
| 
i 
i 
i 
i 


i f : 
commenced, I withdraw my motion to take up 
| the morning hour to-morrow. 


| That can only be done by the consent of the Sen- | 


tended by my motion was, to ask the Senate to 
concur in the reportof the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, who have examined the subject thor- 
oughly. 

I know there has been a great deal of personal 
feeling drawn into this matter. Iam aware that | 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has made 
statement after statement, which have been pre- 
sented here, and replied to by Mr. Thompson. | 
Ihave before me his reply—a very full one—to 
the communication of the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs now in the hand of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, [Mr. Dopex,] and if that be printed | 
Task that this be printed with it. I consider 
ita personal controversy between these partics, 
and one with which the Senate has nothing to do. 
The simple point in the case is, whether Richard 
W. Thompson is entitled to his money? Tshould 
be disposed to characterize the effort that has been 
made by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs as 
I feel it ought to be characterized, but it would | 
not be proper to do so here. Iwil say, how- 
ever, that the effort he has made is unparalleled j 
in the history of any administrative officer ever 
connected with this Government. It is an effort 
to blacken the reputation of Mr. Thompson, who, | 
I affirm, has acharacter which will compare, pro- 
fessionally, and as a private citizen, with any į 
man in or out of Congress. 

Mr. CLAYTON. So he has. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Theffort that has been made, 
I say, is unparalleled in the history of this Gov- 
ernment. I shall not press this matter now; but | 
Tshall ask the Senate to take itup in the morning, | 
giving notice to the friends of Mr. Manypemny | 
that we are prepared to hear his assaults on Mr, 
Thompson, and to mect them, 

Mr. STUART. Iam aware that a great deal 
of personal feeling has been thrown into this case; 
but I think I entertain none of it myself. I only 
wish to say that I believe I’shall, in connection 
with others, be able to show that this case has 
been submitted to the Indians in accordance with | 
the law, as it should have been published, and as | 
it actually passed; that the submission was a full | 
one; that the agent appointed on the part of the | 
Government was aman to whom Mr. ‘Thompson | 
made no objection, but, on the contrary, agreed 
was a proper man; that he made a full statement | 
to the Indians; and that they unanimously re- į 
jected the claim. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Senator will allow me to | 
interrupt him. As I do not wish to trespass on | 
the time of the Senate by replying to the Senator, | 
as l shall certainly do if he goes on as he has | 


the report, with a view to have it considered in | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WELLER.) 


ator from Michigan, he having the floor. 

Mr. STUART. [am not going to argue the 
case, but only to say, in order that there may be 
no prejudice in the mind of the Senate, that I shall | 
be prepared to show from the documents in the | 
case that the facts are as I state; and I think other | 
Senators will be prepared to show that the Secre- : 
tary of the ‘Treasury and the Seerctary of the | 
Interior and the President of the United States : 
all concur in the opinion that the law of Congress | 
has been executed, and that Mr. Thompson’s | 
claim has been rejected unanimously by the In- | 
dians themselves. | 

i 
| 
H 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. BROWN. Ihave been for four years on 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, where we have 
repeatedly investigated this case. My friend 
from Michigan and myself are palpably at issuc 
in reference to the facts; I happening to bea mem- 
ber of the committce who investigated them, and 
knowing what they are, and he gathering his | 
either from cursory examination or hearsay. Ii 


undertake to say that no such evidence will appear i 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning | 
hour having expired, the special order, being the ; 


il as that to which the Senator alludes. j 
i 


unfinished business of yesterday, will be pro- 
ceeded with. 
HARBOR OF NEWARK. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, | 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 10) : 
to continue the improvements in the harbor of 


Newark, New Jersey. f | 
The bill was reported to the Senate without i 


amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

Mr CLAY. Is the bill subject to amendment 
now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
has been taken on the engrossment, but the Sen- 
ate can reconsider that vote, 

i Mr, CLAY: I had prepared an amendment to 
ne bill. 

Mr.STUART. The bill isnot open to amend- 
ment, the third reading having been ordered. 

Mr. CLAY. Well, sir, I suppose it makes no 
difference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
receive the amendment, as the bill has not been 
read the third time. 2 

Mr. CLAY. I had prepared an amendment 
similar io that adopted in other cases, to this ef- 
fect: ** Provided, That this sum be found sufficient 
to complete this improvement, but otherwise no 
part of the said sum shall be drawn from the 
Treasury.” That was the amendment I intended 
to offer. 

Mr. SEWARD. I will barely say that the 
amendment to which the honorable Senator refers, 
was an amendment proposed to certain bills con- 
cerning harbor improvements in the State of 
Michigan, which appropriated definite sums of 
money to complete the harbors in question. This 
bill is a mere appropriation of money to continue 
the harbor, not to complete it. Therefore the 
reasons for which we assented to the application 
of the amendment in the other case fails in this, 
No one pretends that this appropriation will com- 
ylete the work. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sena- 
tor from Alabama move his amendment, 

Mr. CLAY. Yes, sir, I shall offer it. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The estimate for the improve- 
ment of this harbor, founded on actual survey, is 
$40,000. Ten thousand dollars have already been 
expended, and $25,000 are proposed to be appro- 
priated by the present bill to continue the work. 
This, with the former appropriation, will lack 
$5,000 of the necessary amount for the comple- 
tion of the work. If the appropriation were in- 
creased $5,000, the amendment would be proper. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama is— 

Provided, That the sum hereby appropriated be deemed 
suficient Lo complete the said improvement. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 


HARBOR OF CONNEAUT. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 15) to con- 
tinue the improvement of the harbor of Conneaut, 
Ohio, which proposes to appropriate $11,500. 

Mr. BIGGS. 1 desire to inquire of the Senator 
from Ohio, who I suppose can give me the in- 
formation, as this bill proposes to be a continua- 
tion of the work, how much has been estimated 
by the engineer bureau for the completion of the 
work? The bill which we have just passed was 
for continuing an improvement, and was within 
$5,000 of the amount of the estimate for its com- 
pletion. £ should like to know how much is 
estimated for the completion of this work? The 
bill does not pretend to be for its completion, but 
its continuation. 

Mr. WADE. We have now reached the Ohio 
bills for harbors on Lake Erie. They are all old 
harbors, which have been in existence for thirty 
years or more, and I will say here that they are 
of the greatest importance to the navigation of the 
lake. Of that I suppose there can be no doubt. 
All of them are important as harbors of refuge, 
and many of them of commercial importance. 

I do not know that the engineer who has in- 
vestigated this subject has estimated what will 
be the cost of completing these harbors; the bills 
are only to keep them in repair. Ido not know 
that it is contemplated to extend them any further 
than they are; but it is a long time since’ any 


e eee were made sufficient to put them 


When that is done, they will 
probably want no further appropriation until 
they are out of repair. In that respect, they 
are like everything else of human construction. 
They were not built originally on as permanent 
a plan as they ought to have been, perhaps; but 
the sums appropriated for all these harbors on 
Lake Erie are very moderate. They are small 


‘in perfect repair. 
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appropriations. 
ot the Departmen 
priations in Ohio. 


t for this and all other appro- | 

The bill is in exact accord- 
ance with the recommendations and estimates of 
the Department. I have before me a synopsis 
of a very elaborate report made to the House of 
Representatives from the Committee on Com- 
merce of that body, but which, I believe, has not 
yet been printed, showing the commercial im- 
portance of these harbors, and also of the com- 
merce of the lakes. It is a very interesting doc- 
ument, and will astonish persons not acquainted 
with the business of those lakes. It is almost 
impossible for gentlemen not conversant with the 
lake commerce to realize its great importance and 
vast extent. 

Mr. BIGGS. The Senator from Ohio will 
indulge me for directing his attention to the point 
on which I desired to be informed. I understand 
that: this is an appropriation for continuing a har- 
bor, and that there are no estimates for its com- 
pletion. 

Mr. WADE. I suppose so. 

Mr. BIGGS. I want to know on what principle 
the committee act in ‘appropriating $11,500 for 
this particular harbor, and on what estimates 
they relied in supposing that this sum would 
accomplish the purpose of improving the harbor? 

Mr. WADE. will hand the book to the 
Secretary to read the estimate, for he will read it 
much better than Lean. It is an estimate of the De- 
partment made this year; it is not so minute as the 
estimate and report made last year, butit contains, 
I think, all that the Senator from North Carolina 
wishes to know. I did not rise with aiy intention 
to make an argument on this subject. [tis an old 
subject, and L presume the majority of the Senate 
have made up their minds in regard to it. If the 
subject were new it would be exceedingly inter- 
esting, and it would be proper for us to investi- 
gate it minutely; but as I ask for no new appro- 
priation and for no new work, l suppose it ts not 
necessary to go elaborately into the matter. I 
believe that from the reading of the document the 
Senator will see that the estimate is to complete 
the works. I do not know but that they are com- 
plete in themselves. I do not know that it is 
ever intended. to extend them further into the 
Jake. Probably they will answer all the purposes 
required when they are put in permanent form, 
but as they are constructed of wood and not 
stone, in the course of years they become dam- 
aged. They are now so much out of repair that 
an appropriation is necessary to put them in good 
condition, The object of these appropriations is 
to repair them. Let the Secretary read that 
portion of the report which I have marked. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

OFFICE OF GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC Works, 
ULEVELAND, Onto, September 30, 1855. 

Cononn,: I have the honor to transmit to the bureau of 
topographical engineers a report upon the state of the 
harbors npon Lake Briec, within the district under my care, 
for ibe year ending September 30, 1855, 

The uunber of these harbors is nine; viz: Conneaut, 
Ashtabula, Grand river, Cleveland, Black river, Huron, 
Sandusky, and Monroe: extending from the eastern bound- 
ary of the State of Ohio to the mouth of the river Raisin, in 
the State of Michigan. 

‘The appropriations made for these works in 1852 having, 
for the most part, been exhausted during the year 1854, 
active operations have been confined, the present season, 
eae completion of the west pier of the harbor of Cleve- 

My annual report, of last year, embraced so fally all the 
details respecting each of the works, that little remains this 
season except to recapitulate the substance of what was 
then said. Upon an inspection made forthe purpose, it was 
found that the works remained very much in the condition 
they were in when that report was made, and 1 have seen 
no reason Lo materially change either the estimates or the 
recommendations I had then the honor to subunit. 

Harbor of Conneaut.—Since my last report, the plank- 
ing and filling of the westera pier has been completed, and 
the harbor, so far as the present piers extend, is in an ex- 
cellent state of repair, with neverless than nine, and gen- 
erally ten leet of water, affording a valuable harbor of refuge 
for the navigation of the lake. * * * 

HOWARD STANSBURY, 
Captain Corps Topographical Engineers, 
General Superintendent, 


vo 


Colonel J. J. Avent, 
Chief of Corps Topographical Engineers. 

Mr. WADE. 1 suppose that is all the Sena- 
tor wishes to know about the estimate ? 

Mr. BIGGS. i suppose that is all that is ne- 
cessary. My purpose in drawing the attention 
of the Senate to the matter was, to sec upon what |! 
principle these appropriations are being made. 


i 
i 
J 


I hold in my hand the estimate |} 


| 
| 
| 


different principle in another bill. Some of these 
bills which have been passed by the Senate were 
i on estimates made by the Department to three 
| times the amount appropriated; others were less 
' than the amount of the estimates; and others were 
greater than the amount of the estimates. Tt seems 
to me that we have had no uniform rule at all in 
making these appropriations. If the estimates 
of the engineer department are to be disregarded 
and repudiated in one set of improvements, why 
not in another? We hadan estimate of $160,000 
for one harbor; and we passed a bill appropria- 
ting $50,000 for completing that harbor. We had | 
an estimate from the Department of $10,000, in 

one case, as being all that was necessary, and the 

committee reported a bill appropriating $20,000. 

Mr. WADE. I prepared these bills for Ohio, 
and had them referred to the committee. I had be- 
fore me, in every instance, the recommendation 
of the Department, and drew the bills in accord- 
ance with it, and I believe the committee have 
in no respect altered them. J think they are in 
exact accordance with the recommendations and | 
| estimates. Indeed, I did not suppose I could 
alter them if I would. They are the lights and 
guides by which I profess to go in these matters. 
I expect nothing more, and I hope we shall gct 
nothing less, than what the Department thinks 
is right and proper. 

Mr. BIGGS. That was the very purpose 
which I had in calling for this information. I 
wanted to show that the committee, so far as I 
could judge from the investigations made here in 
the Senate, and from the reports and estimates 
which have been read, had not acted on any uni- 
form principle in recommending these river and 
harbor appropriations. If they laid down any 
rule by which they would be governed—any rule 
| by which they would square their action, we 
| might rely on their recommendations. Surely 
we should have some certain and uniform rule. 
! One gentleman who has charge of the appropri- 
| ations for harbor improvements in the State of 

Michigan, entertains the opinion, that in that 
| State the estimates made by the engineer depart- 
ment may be repudiated, and a different system 
| adopted from that which has been pursued by | 
| the Government in making these improvements, 
| so far as I understand; that is, to make them 
under the direction of the engineer department. 
He adopts, in the bills which he reports, the con- || 
| tract system, and reduces the estimates of the |; 
Department two thirds, in some instances. In 
another case, which we passed the day before 
| yesterday, the estimates of the Department were 
only $10,000, and a bill was reported appropria- 
ting $20,000 for completing that improvement 
which the Department estimated would cost 
| $10,000, Now, we have a batch of appropria- 
tions reported for Lake Eric, in which the com- 
| mittee, as Í understand, confine themselves strictly 
| to the estimates made by the engincer depart- į 
ment. 

My purpose in calling attention to this point | 
was to show that the Committee on Commerce 
have acted on no uniform principle in these | 
appropriations, but have adopted the opinion of 
the individual members from the different loca- 
tions where these improvements are to be made. | 
The committee have adopted their opinion in 
every instance, although the result has been an 
ineonsistency, as it seems to me, in the rule of 
action by which the Senate is to be governed in 
| making the appropriations. This verifies, I re- | 
i spectfully submit, what has been said in the | 
| course of the debate on these improvements, that 
i the Committee on Commerce have adopted the 
| individual opinions of the gentlemen who intro- 
| duced these bills, whether they were consistent | 
| and uniform or otherwise; and that the public; 

money was to be appropriated, and the Commit- | 
tee on Commerce have recommended the bills 
according to the suggestions of individual mem- 
bers having charge of these appropriations. 

Mr. CLAY. I want to call attention to a 
strange discrepancy in the recommendations for 
the improvement in this barborin 1853 and 1855. | 
The Senator from Ohio read from the report of | 
1855, in which the recommendation is ‘far ex- | 
tending of the piers at Conneaut harbor three |] 
hundred fect, 11,524 81. The report of 1853)! 
for the same work, to extend the piers three hun- 


Ve act upon one principle in onc bill, and a i 


| ing the piers three hundred feet. 


} 
dred feet, estimates §9,927 50. Thereisa difer- l 
| 


| enee of $1,597 31 between these two sums. It 


seems that three years ago, it was supposed this 
work could be done for $1,597 less than is now 
required, yetin both reports I find a reference 
to the estimates of the same agert, Mr. Potter, 
for authority. It appears that the demands grow 
with succeeding years; for here, in each case, the 
estimate is for the very same work. 

Mr. WADE. I did not know there was any 
discrepancy between the estimates; but I think 
I can see why there might well be. At Conneaut 
harbor, one of the piers leading to the light-house 
was nearly carried away and destroyed,a few 
years ago, perhaps shortly after the time when 
the first report, to which the Senator refers, was 
made. As nothing has since been appropriated 
to repair it, I have no doubt the injury has become 
more extensive, and of course it will be more 
expensive to repair it; and hence the estimate is 
larger in the latter than in the former report. I 
presume that is the reason why there is a diserep- 
ancy. I have no doubt the first estimate was 
accurate at the period it was made, as was the 
last, because by that time the injury became more 
extensive, 

Mr. CLAY. But the Senate will observe that 
this amount is asked for the single work of ex- 
tending the piers three hundred feet. It is for 
no other improvement. It does not represent 
that the estimate is for repairs, but for extending , 
the piers three hundred feet. In one instance É 
find, by the report of the same agent, he asks for 
$9,927, and now $11,524. Ido not understand 
this discrepancy. It certainly is not explained 
in these reports. I move this amendment: 

Provided, The said sum be found sufficient to complete 
the said work, and otherwise no part of said sum sball be 
drawn from the Treasury. 

If the sum is to grow every succeeding year at 
the rate of $1,500 per annum, it is very import- 
ant to know it. i 

Mr. WADE. The estimate does not purport 
to be for the completion of the work. It was 
not made on any hypothesis that this amount 
would complete the work. Nor do I know that 
there will cver be atime when these harbors will 
be so far completed that they may be neglected. 
I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. CLAY. It is manifest thatthis appropria- 
tion is only asked for the single work of extend- 
That is what 
the estimates say, both in 1853 and 1855. The 
one estimate asks for over $9,000, and the other 
for over $11,000. I ask for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withon? 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. CLAY. Icallfor the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Fennessee. I desire to say 
that I have paired off with the Senator from Yir- 
ginia, [Mr. Mason,] whois prevented from being 
here by indisposition. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—ycas 28, nays 11; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Ten- 
pessce, Benjamin, Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Crittenden, 
Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, 
Harlan, James, Johnson, Jones of Iowa, Pearce, Pratt, 
Pugh, Seward, Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, Trumbull, 
Wade, Wilson, and Wright—28. 

NAYS — Messrs. Biggs, Brown, Batler, Clay, Houston, 
Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, Reid, Toombs, and Weller—L1. 

So the bill was passed. 


HURON HARBOR. 

The Senate next proceeded, as in Committee 
of the Whole, to consider the bill (S. No. 16) to 
continucthe improvement of the harbor of Huron, 
Ohio, The proposed appropriation for this pur- 
pose is $13,500. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and read the third ime. On the question, 
t Shall the bill pass??? 

Mr. CLAY called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 24, nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Benjamin, Cass, Clayton, Colamer, 
Dodse, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, 
an, James, Johnson, Jones of Towa, Pratt, Pugh, Se- 
1, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, Wilson, and 


Te 


NAYS — Messrs. Biggs, Bright, Brown, Butler, Clay, 


1856. 


1849 


Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, Reid, Toombs, and 
Weller—12. 
So the bill was passed. 
SENATE BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Wessrer, his Secretary, an- 
nounced that he approved and signed the follow- 
ing acts, which had originated in the Senate: i 

An act for the relief of Elizabeth V. Lomax, | 
only surviving child of Captain William Lindsay, 
of the Revolution; 

An act for the relief of the heirs of Samuel 
Scott; 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Zadock Thompson, of Vermont; 

An act for the relief of Levi Robinson; 

An act for the relief of the owners and shares- 
men of the fishing schooners Wanderer, Mary, | 
Olive Branch, Two Brothers, and Brothers; 

An act to authorize the entry of certain lands 
in the State of Iowa by Mrs. Caroline Newing- 
ton; and 

A resolution in favor of John Y. Laub, a clerk 
in the oflice of the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury. 

ASHTABULA HARBOR. 

The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill (S. No. 17) to con- 
tinue the improvement of the harborat Ashtabula, 
Ohio, which proposes to appropriate $13,500. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without ! 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. CLAY called for the yeas and nays on its 
passage; and they were ordered; and being taken, 
resulted—ycas 25, nays 38; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Benjamin, 
Bright, Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Crittenden, Dodge, Dur- 
kee, Fessenden, Moot, Foster, Hartan, Johnson, Jones of 
lowa, Pratt, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, 
Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Wright—2: 

NAYS — Messrs. Biggs, Brown, Butler, Clay, Houston, 
Hunter, Reid, and ‘Toowbs-—8. 

So the bill was passed. 

HARBOR OF SANDUSKY CITY. 


The Sevate next proceeded to consider, as in 


Committee of the Whole, the bill (S. No. 18) to | 
continue the improvement of the harbor of San- jj 
dusky City, Ohio, which proposes to appropriate | 
$28,500. ‘The bill was reported to ie Senate | 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for |! 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 

CLEVELAND HARBOR. 


The bill (S. No. 19) to continue the improve- | 
ment of the harbor of Cleveland, Ohio, was next ! 
considered by the Senate as in Committee of the | 
Whole. It proposes to appropriate $35,000. No | 
amendment being proposed, the bill was reported | 
to the Senate without amendment, ordered to be | 
engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, || 
and passed. 

HARBOR AT BLACK RIVER. 


The bill (S. No. 20) to continue the improve- 
ment of the harbor at the mouth of Black river, 
Ohio, which proposes to appropriate $10,009, | 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, | 
reported to the Senate without amendment, and | 
on the question, ‘Shall the bill be engrossed and 
read the third time ??”? H 

Mr. BIGGS called for the yeas and nays; and || 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 24, nays ll; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell of Now Hampshire, Bell of Tennes- 
see, Benjamin, Cass, Clayton, Collmner, Dodge, Durkee 
Fessenden, Fish, Poot, or, Geyer, Harlan, Johuson, | 
Jones of low ward, Stuart, Trumbuli, || 
Wade, WHso i 

NAYS—Me 
Hunter, Ivi 

So the bill was ordered to be cngrossed fora į 
third reading. lt was read the third time, and || 
passed. 


Sigjer, Brown, Clay, Houston. 
Reid, Toombs, and Weiller—I11, | 


HARBOR OF FAIRPORT. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
next proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 21) | 
to continue the improvement of the harbor of 
Fairport, Ohio, which makes an appropriation || 
of $13,000. | 

‘he bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment. | 

Mr. HUNTER. Iask whether this is a har- | 
bor or river improvement, it says ‘ Grand | 
river.’’ | 


on Lake Erie, where the river empties into the 
lake, as all the rest of them are. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. CLAY. I call for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 23, nays 9; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Tennes- 
see, Beujamin, Cass, Crittenden, Durkee, lessenden, Fish, 
Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, James, Johnson, Jones of 
Iowa, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wilson, and Wright—23, 

NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Bigler, Brown, Clay, Iverson, 
Mallory, Reid, Toombs, and Weller—9. 


So the bill was passed. 
OAK ORCHARD HARBOR. 


The bill (S. No. 22) for continuing the im- 
provement of the harbor at the mouth of Oak 
Orchard creek, New York, on Lake Ontario, 
was considered by the Senate as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate $14,500 
for that purpose. 

Mr. TOOMBS, I should like to hear some- 
thing about the recommendation for Oak Orchard 
creck. [remember some incidents in regard to 
its being put in the bill some years ago. What 
is the estimate, when was it made, and what are 
the necessities for the work? 

Mr. SEWARD. The harbor of Oak Orchard 
lies about midway between the Niagara river, 
which is the entrance to Lake Ontario on the west, 


and the Genesee river, near the mouth of which | 


is the port of Rochester. The distance between 
those two points is one hundred miles. ‘There 
is no other harbor on the south shore of Lake 
Ontario between these points, and it is exposed 
to the winds from the north and west. [tis an old 
work, improved at the earlicst period, and the 
appropriations have been made successively since 
whenever the bills have been carried. The last 
appropriation was in 1852, when $10,500 were 
appropriated for this work. The money ex- 
pended has carried out one pier cight hundred and 


forty-four feet, and the other seven hundred and | 


thirty-four feet. The estimate to complete the 
work so as to give eight feet of water, $40,106 94, 
according to Colonel Abert’s report at the last 
Congress. It is of course necessary for a harbor 
of refuge. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment; and on the question, ‘Shall it be 
engrossed and read the third time ?”? 

Mr. TOOMBS called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 25, nays 9; as follows: 

< Rejtof New Hampshire, Bell of Tennes- 
see, Ben} Collamer, Crittenden, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, ish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, James, John- 
son, Jones of fowa, Pugh, Se tian, Seward, Stuart, 
Trumbull, Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Wright—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. } , Bigler, Brown, Clay, Houston, 
Hunter, Iverson, Reid, and ‘oombs~-9. 


The bill was read the third time and passed. 
BUFFALO HARBOR. 


The Senate next proceeded to consider, as in 
Committee of the Whole, the bill (S. No. 23) for 
continuing the improvement of the harbor of Buf- 
falo, New York, on Lake Eric, which appropri- 
ates $33,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. CLAY called for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill, and they were ordered; 
and being taken, resulted—yeas 27, nays 8; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell of 
ssce, Benjamin, Bigler, 
essenden, Pish, Loot, Fo: 
Johnson, Jones of Lowa, Pratt, Png, Sebastian, } 
Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Wright 
97. 

NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Brown, Clay, Houston, Hunter, 
Iverson, Reid, and Toombs—8. 

So the bill was passed. 

HARBOR OF DUNKIRK. 
The bill (S. No. 24) for continuing the improve- 


w Hampshire, Bell of Ten- 
Collamer, Dodge, Durkee, 


‘ment of the harbor of Dunkirk, New York, on 


Lake Erie, was next considered by the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole. It appropriates 


$30,000. . 
It was reported to the Senate without amend- 


| read the third time, and on the question, “ Shall 


i 


“piers into the lake to fifteen feet water. 


the bill pass?’’ 

Mr. HUNTER called for the 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. CLAY. I wish to ask whether there has 
been a survey and estimate for this work; and if- 
so, I should like to hear them read. In 1853-54, 


yeas and nays; 


il perceive by the report that it was recom- 


mended that ‘ta final decision of the subject of 
the harbor of Dunkirk be deferred until a personal 
inspection and examination shall have been made 
by the board; no such personal inspection and 
examination of the harbor has yet been made by 
the board.” 

Mr.SEWARD. Dunkirk, asis probably known 
toall of the members of the Senate, is the termin- 
ation of the New York and Erie railroad, one of 
the great arteries of the commerce of the United 
States, It is on the shore of Lake Erie, distant 
sixty miles from Buffalo, and there is no harbor 
of refuge for which any improvement is contem- 
pated between Buffalo, the foot of the lake, and 

unkirk, and none above Dunkirk as faras Erie, 
in the State of Pennsylvania, which is a distance 
of more than one hundred miles--I think one 
hundred and twenty. Every one knows that the 
peril on that lake increases towards the center in 
consequence of the exposure to the concentrated 
force of the southwest winds and storms. Per- 
haps more shipwrecks happen on the lake be- 
tween Erie and Buffalo, than at any other points. 
Jt is a place of great disaster. ‘The harbor of 
Dunkirk is indispensably necessary for a harbor 
of refuge, andis, as yet,a very imperfect harbor. 
In 1852 there was an appropriation made for the 
Dunkirk harbor of $30,000—¢27 ,000 of which was 


i expended up to the last season. The report on 


the subject would be too long for me to read for 
the information of the honorable Senator from 
Alabama; but he will find, in the report of the 
War Department, part two of the President’s 
message and documents for 1855-56, page 382, 
a full description of the work and estimates 
throughout. 


“ Harbor of Dunkirk.— The plan projected by the board 
of engineers, and approved by the Secretary of War, for 


| the protection of this harbor, consists of three breakwaters : 


the principal or central ope on a line drawn from Light- 
house Point to Battery Points the second west, and inland 
of, and parallel to, the first; and the third east, and lake- 
ward of the main work,” &e. 

I will barely state, in addition, that the amount 
of tonnage arriving and departing from Dunkirk 
last year was four hundred and twenty thousand 
tons. 

The question being taken by yeon and nays, 
resulted—yeas 24, nays 10; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Tennes- 
see, Benjamin, Bigler, Cass, Collamer, Dodge, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, James, Jones 
of Towa, Pratt, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, 
Wade, and Wright—24, 

NAYS--Messrs. Biggs, Brown, Clay, Fitzpatrick, Hous- 
ton, Hunter, Iverson, Reid, ‘Toombs, and Weller—10. 


So the bill was passed. 
LITTLE SODUS BAY. 
The bill (S. No. 25) forcontinuing the improve - 


ment of the harbor of Sodus bay, Cayuga county, 
New York, on Lake Ontario, was next considered 


! by the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. It 
| appropriates $15,000. 


Mr. CLAY. I should like to know whether 
this is Little Sodus or Big Sodus? 

Mr. SEWARD. This is a very respectable 
port, sir, called the port of Sodus bay, in Cayuga 


i county, in the State of New York, and is at the 
mouth of what was the Little Sodus creek or 
‘river, so called to distinguish it from the Great 


Sodus river. This port is thirteen miles west of 
Oswego. The sum of $25,209 15 is required to 
complete the work. ‘The plan is to extend two 
The 
west pier was commenced last year, and two 
hundred and forty fect completed, and there is 
now eight feet of water. The bay is one milo 
and a half long and one thousand feet wide. The 
water is deep, with bold shores. It is important 
as well for commerce as for protection as a har- 
bor of refuge for the commerce of the port of 
Oswego. The port of Oswego is near to it—only 


i fifteen miles distant; but, as those persons ac- 


quainted with the lake know, the harbor of 
Oswego is practically a point projected into the 


li Jake rather than withdrawn and retreating from 


ment, ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, li the Jake. It is a very hazardous place, and all 
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in the commerce of Oswego 
and desirous of perfecting. 
this harbor at Sodus bay, Cayuga county, with 
reference to the safety of that navigation. In the 
President’s message and documenis of 1855-56, 
part 2, page 378, will be found the estimates and 
an account of what has been done. The engineer’s 
report says: 

« Asa harbor of refuge itis of great importance to the 
commerce of the lake.” 


This brings it, beyond all doubt, within the 
rule. 

Mr. BIGGS. The Senator refers to the esti- 
mates to be found in the report of the Secretary 
of War, communicated to Congress at page 378 
of the second part of the President’s message and 
documents. This bilkis for an appropriation of 
$14,500, 1 understand; the estimates, [ find, are 
$20,944. A little while ago, when the appropri- 
ations for Ohio were up, 1 made an inquiry of the 
Senator from Ohio, and ascertained from him that 
the bills for the improvement of harbors in Ohio 
conformed to the estimates of the Department. 
The one about which I was then inquiring, upon 
reading the estimates, I found to conform to them. 
I then called attention to the fact, that there had 
been three different changes of the principle upon 
which the Committee on Commerce acted. Now, 
J find, in regard to this bill, that the appropriation 
asked is for $14,500, and the estimate $20,944. 
} want to know if there is another change of 

rinciple in regard to the appropriations in New 

ork, there being changes in regard to other 
harbors? 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. BIGGS. The Senator from New York 
does not think proper to answer the inquiry I 
made. I understand, then, that there has been a 
scaling. ‘That is what I wished to arrive at. I 
desired to ascertain whether or not, in the making 
of appropriations for these works, there had been 
a scaling in some places, and upon what principle 
the Committee on Commerce have reduced, how 
much they have scaled, and whether the scaling 
has been done ey in regard to all these appro- 
priations? Itis distinctly gade known to the Sen- 
ate that there has been a change of the principle 
on which the Committee on Commerce acted. 
There has been no uniformity. When we take up 
this bill, we find that it does not conform to the 
estimates. Fiere is tho estimate to which we are 
referred by the Senator from New York. That 
is $20,944, and the appropriation is $14,500. 
When I called upon the Senator from Ohio in 
regard to the estimates for his bills, I found that 
the bill in relatio’. to which I made the inquiry 
did conform to the estimates; but here: there is 
certainly a scaling. 

Lhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time. Onits pas- 
sage, 

Mr. BIGGS called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
ycas 25, nays 10; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Ten- 
nessee, Benjamin, Cass, Collainer, Dodge, Durkee, Fesseu- 
den, Fish, Foot, Poster, Geyer, Harlan, James, Johnson, 
Jones of lowa, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Trum- 


the people interested 
are deeply interested 


H 


| reading, and 


| provement of the harbor of Oswego, New York, 


| 421,000. 


i signify it, and we can cease to make inquiries. 


| inquiry of the Senator from North Carolina. An 
| engineer, going to survey a harbor, says it will 


bull, Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Wright—25. 
NAYS—Moessts. Biggs, Bigler, Brown, Clay, Fitzpatrick, 
ffouston, Hunter, Everson, Keid, and Toombs—10. 


So the bill was pussed. 


BIG SODUS BAY. 


The Senate next procecded, as in Committee of 
the Whole, to consider the bill (S. No. 26) for | 
continuing the improvement of the harbor of 
Sodus bay, Wayne county, New York, on Lake 
Ontario, which appropriates $10,000. 

Mr. BIGGS. From the reading of this bill I 
find that there was an improper reference made 
by the Senator from New York to the estimates 
for the work just passed. I alluded, in the re- 
marks I made a little while ago, supposing that 
there was but one Sodus Bay in New York, to 
the estimate to which I was referred by the Sen- 
ator from New York, and that was $29,944. I 
find that the estimate for the bill passed Just now 
was not, as the Senator from New York said, at 
pege 378, but at page 377; and that was an appro- | 
priation for $14,500, while the estimate for the 
work was $25,209. This bill is for Sodus Bay, 


' which was before me when this bill was drawn 


is $10,000, and the estimate $20,944. If there has 
been a scaling in these appropriations from. the 
estimates, there seems not to bea uniformity in 
it, for the reason that the appropriation just 
passed was $14,500, on an estimate of $25,209; 
and this bill proposes an appropriation of $10,000 
on an estimate of $20,944. AR 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
was read a third time. 

Mr. CLAY. I call for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. i 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 24, nays 11; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Ten- 
nessec, Benjamin, Cass, Collamer, Dodge, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harian, James, Johnson, 
Jones of Iowa, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, 
Wade, Wilson, and Wright—24. 

NAVS—Meesrs. Biggs, Bigler, Brown, Clay, Fitzpatrick, 
Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Reid, Toombs, and Weller—11. 


So the bill was passed. 
OSWEGO HARBOR. 
The bill (S. No. 27) for continuing the im- 


on Lake Ontario, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate 


Mr. BIGGS. I want to inquire whether I am 
correct in regard to the estimate for this work at 
Oswego. If Í am correct therc is another variance 
of the principle on which the committee have 
acted. I find in the estimates, at page 374 of 
the second part of the message and documents 
for this year, that the total amount required to 
complete Oswego harbor is $15,485 27. 1 wish 
to inquire of the Senator from New York if that 
is the estimate on which the bill is based? I un- 
derstand the appropriation in the bill to be $21,000. 
The total amount of the estimate is $15,485 27, 
and the proposed appropriation is $21,000. 

The bill wag reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. CLAY. I desire to know whether the 
Senate intend to vote any amount that is asked 
without the least inquiry. ‘The other day we 
voted just as much as the estimates required. 
Now, the honorable Senator from North Car- 
olina rises and shows that, according to the esti- 
mate, $15,000 will do the work, and the bill is for 
421,000. Nobody seems to be concerned about 
that, however. It is sufficient that the committee 
recommend it, and the Senator from New York 
wants it. That is sufficient to commend it. I 
wish some explanation of this, or if the majority 
are determined to vote everything through with- 
out explanation, without a why or a wherefore, 


‘Mr. CASS. [think it a very pertinent inquiry, 
and the difference should be explained. Allow 
me to say a word on another point; and it touches 
this in Some measure, and is an answer to the 


cost one hundred and fifty thousand dollars, or 
two hundred thousand dollars. That is his esti- 
mate; but the annual appropriation—how much 
Congress may choose to appropriate—ncither he 
nor the Department is responsible for. If you go 
back for years, you will find that Congress 
appropriates at its pleasure, under the advice of 
its committee, in reference to the fiscal state of į 
the country. The Department may say the work 
will cost so much, and the estimate is proper; but 
Congress may not agree with the Department as 
to the amount to be appropriated for a given year. 
It has been apt to reduce the amounts, time and | 
time again, and sometimes to increase them; but | 
not to go beyond the estimates of the officers, | 
unless in extreme cases. I can understand the 
reason why Congress may reduce an appropria- 
tion this year or the next, depending on the | 
financial state of the country, and other consid- 
erations; but I cannot myself vote for an appro- 
priation increasing the estimate, without some 
reason being given why it is increased. 

Mr. SEWARD. The statement which the 
honorable Senator makes is correct. The estimate 


was the old estimate, and I had not before me at | 
that time this last estimate, which is the sum de- 
sired by the engincers for the purpose of com- 


Wayne county, New York, and the appropriation 


by inserting the amount of the estimate. I move 
to strike out * 821,000,” and insert ‘ $15,000.”” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BIGGS. I will make a single remark in 
reference to what has been said by the honorable 
Senator from Michigan. Other bills, if I under- 
stand them correctly, were forimproving harbors, 
and were less than the estimates. This is entirely 
different; and the reason why 1 made an inquiry 
of the committee was, that I apprehend they ought 
to have some rule. If they will not make an 
appropriation of the whole amount of the esti- 
mates for completing a harbor, as were the cases 
which we passed before—one $25,000 and the 
other $20,000—they ought to have some rule in 
regard to the amount to be appropriated for this 

ear. Intwo cases, where the appropriations were 
$14,000 and $10,000, the estimates were $25,000 
and $20,000. Now, this isa bill for continuing 
an improvement, and the estimate for its comple- 
tion is $15,000. The appropriation is now re- 
duced from $21,000 to $15,000, but the bill is 
for “continuing” the improvement of this har- 
bor. 

Mr. CASS. I think that, if the estimate is for 
completing the work, and the sum named in the 


‘pill is the amount of the estimate, it ought to say, 


‘¢ for completing. ”? 

Mr. SEWARD. 
amendment. s 

Mr. CASS. Iwill renew what I said before to 
the Senator from North Carolina: for the esti- 
mate the engineer and the War Department are 
responsible; butneither the engineer, nor the War 
Department, is responsible for the number of 
years over which the amount of that estimate may 
be spread. It is a matter diserctionary with 
Congress whether we choose to make the work 
in one year or a hundred years. To make an 
appropriation less than the engineer’s estimate 
calls for, is a matter that may be done any day, 
but an increased appropriation ought to be cau- 
tiously made, and fully explained, As to any 
rule of which the Senator speaks, I do not kuow 
that there is any rigidone. It must be left to the 
committee and members generally, as to how 
much, and what, ought to be appropriated in a 
given year. Something depends on the necessity 
of the case, and the exposure of commerce to the 
winds, and other things. For instance, the Del- 
aware breakwater is of vast importance to the 
whole country, and should be completed soon; 
but other works may be delayed. 

Mr. BIGGS. understand that, and therefore 
my attention was directed to this point. We 
have a committee whose duty it is to investigate 
the matter; but they have reported bills as re- 
ferred to them, without investigating these ques- 
tions. In some of them the appropriations are 
for $10,000, when the estimates are for $20,000; 
and in another case the appropriation is $14,000 
when there are estimates for $25,000. Here 
there is an appropriation reported of 921,000, 
when the estimate is only $15,000. I have great 
confidence usually in the committees of the Sen- 
ate. I have to rely, particularly in regard to 
„matters of this kind, which I cannot investigate 
myself, upon the action of the committees. The 
opinion of the Committee on Commerce,in some 
of these cases, seems to have been that the, 
amount estimated was three times as much as 
was necessary. Then when we come to the other 
appropriations, we find that they do not confine 
themselves to any particular rule in regard to 
continuing the improvements, and when we come 
toa case where there is a proposition to com- 
plete a work, they report an appropriation for 
$21,000, where the estimate is only $15,000. 

Mr. CLAY. I move to amend the bill by 
striking out the word “ continuing,” and insert- 
ing “ completing.” i 

Mr. SEWARD. I accept the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CLAY. I move this further amendment: 


Provided, Said sum be found sufficient to complete said 
work, but otherwise no part of said sum shall be drawn 
from the Treasury. ý 

Mr. SEWARD. Ihave no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time; on its pas- 


I have no objection to that 


plaine the present work. Iam content that the 
bill should be amended, and 1 move to amend it 


sage, 
Mr. HUNTER called for the yeas and nays, 


1856. 


1851 
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and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 24, nays 8; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. ‘Bell of New Hampshire, Belt of ‘Ten- 
nessee, Benjamin, Bright, Cass, Collamer, Dodge, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, James, Johnson, 
Jones of lowa, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, 
Wade, Wilson, and Wright—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Brown, Clay, Fitzpatrick, Hunter, 
Iverson, Reid, and Toombs—8, 

So the bill was passed. 


Mr. CLAY. I move to amend the title, by 
striking out the word “ continuing” and inserting 
“ completing.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


STEAM DREDGE ON LAKE ONTARIO. 


The Senate next proceeded to consider, as in 
Committee of the Whole, the bill (S. No. 28) 
making an appropriation for a steam dredge on 
Lake Ontario. The sum appropriated is $7,500 
for the current expenses of the steam dredge. 

Mr. HUNTER. Where is this dredge to be 
used, and for what purposes? 

Mr. SEWARD. I will inform the honorable 
Senator, that by a report made from the War 
Department, dated 23d of January, 1855, the in- 
formation is given that— 

“There are on the lakes, belonging to the Government, 
five dredge-boats and a large number of scows. One is at 
the St. Clair flats—it may be used also for the entrance of 
Clinton river—one for Lake Champlain, one tor Lake On- 
tario, one for Lake Erie, and one for Lake Michigan. The 
cost of working each steam-dredge on the lakes is estimated 
at 87,509 per annum.” 

Then there are on the principal rivers two steam 
dredge-beats. This report contains an estimate 
for each dredge-boat, and this appropriation is 
according to the amount estimated as the annual 
sum necessary for keeping up the dredge. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is, “ Shall the bill pass?”? 

Mr. CLAY. On that question I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 23, nays 13; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Benjamin, 
Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Crittenden, Dodge, Durkee, Les- 
senden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, James, Johnson, Jones 
of Lowa, Sebastian, Seward, Swart, Trumbull, Wade, Wil- 
son, and Wright—23. 

NAYS—-Mossrs. Biggs, Bright, Brown, Butler, Clay, Fitz- 
patrick, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Pratt, Pugh, Toombs, 
and Weller—13. 

So the bill was passed. 


BREAKWATER AT BURLINGTON, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, con- 
sidered the bill (S. No. 29) making an appropria- 
tion for the continuation and completion of the 
breakwater in the harbor of Burlington, on Lake 
Champlain. Its object is to appropriate $36,000 
for this purpose. 

Mr. CLAY. I should like to hear the esti- 
mates for this work read. Will the Senator from 
Vermont give me a reference to them ? 

Mr. FOOT. Mr. President, a very few words 
of explanation, I think, will satisfy the Senate 
of the appropriation embraced in the biil. It is 
not for the commencement of a new work, but 
for the continuation, and, as 1 hope, for the com- 
pletion, of a work begun in 1836—twenty years 
ago. In reference to the character and import- 
ance of this work—the plans and estimates for 
it, and the several sums appropriated for it at 
different times, I will read first from the report 
of the bureau of topographical engineers, made 
by Colonel Albert, the colonel of the corps, to 
the Secretary of War, on the 12th of September, 
1850, and by the Secretary of War laid before 
the House of Representatives on the 19th day of 
the same month. 

This report on the subject of rivers and har- 
bors says in reference to the Burlington break- 
water: 


«The harbor of Burlington is an open roadstead of deep 
water, near the shore; but in rough weather use could not 
be made of the landing and wharves of the town. To rem- 
edy these defects of the harbor, this breakwater was con- 
structed, after the most elaborate investigations and the 
most’ carefully digested plans. It was stated in the annual 
report from this office in 1843, that $59,000 would be re- 
quired to complete the breakwater in conformity with ap- 
proved plans. As $10,000 were appropriated for this work 
in 1844, it leaves $40,000 of the estimate as the amount 
which will probably be required to complete the work. It 
was commenced in the year 1836.” 


I will remark that, in addition to the $10,000 
appropriated in 1844, $10,000 more were appro- 
priated in 1852, thus reducing the estimate of 


| Estimate 


1843 to $30,000 for the completion of the work 
according to the plan upon which the estimate 
was then based. 

There have been five appropriations for this 
work, as follows: í 

In 1836, $10,000, approved by President Jack- 
son. 


In 1837, $10,000, approved by President Jack- 
son. 


In 1838, 
Buren. 

In 1844, $10,000, approved by President Tyler. 

In 1852, $10,000, approved by President Fill- 
more. 

Thesum total heretofore appropriated is $90,000 
—approved by four different Presidents. 

In this connection, I will read from the report 
of the topographical bureau, dated November 
22, 1855, embracing the report of Captain How- 
ard Stansbury, of the corps of topographical en- 
gineers, and superintendent, in respect to the 
progress of the several works under his direction 
on Lakes Champiain, Ontario, and Erie. In ref- 
erence to the Burlington breakwater, he says: 


“The work at this place is a breakwater, one thousand 
and sixty-nine fect in length, and thirty-five feet in breadth 
on top, built of crib-work, and baliasted with stone. Itis 
placed immediately in front of the wharves of the town in 
thirty feet water, and affords very good protection. In the 
year 1853, one hundred feet in length was added to the 
north end of the breakwater, but the appropriation was ex- 
hausted before the crib was completed, and it remains in 
an unfinished condition. 

“ I repeat my recommendation that two hundred feet in 
length be added to the north end of the breakwater to bring 
it under cover of a point of land to the north, and afford 
better shelter from northwesterly gales ; an estimate for that 
purpose is herewith subinitted. 

“Burlington is in the collection district of Vermont, which 
embraces the whole State; the port of entry is Alburgh. 
There is one light-house in the district, which is designated 
as No. 9], situated on Juniper Island, Lake Champlain, 
south side of the entrance to Burlington harbor. The near- 
est fort is Fort Montgomery, at Rouse’s Point, fifty miles 
from Burlington.” 

The duties collected in the fiseal year ending June 30, 


$50,000, approved by President Van 


1854..... sea Kale vote eee een isave sia eee — $67,975 
Value of foreign merchandise exported......... 1,066,601 
Valine of domestic produce exported.... eee... 310,101 
Value of merchandise imported and entered for 

warehousing and transportation to other dis- 

UICLS cece ecee eee e ce ee reer ee ees ... 502,065 


Amount of hospital money collec! 


American tonnage entered... sees 21,592 
American tonnage cleared. sesers » 20,499 
Foreign tonnage entered..... . 12,194 
Foreign tonnage cleared. ...ssssesssensrrrrers e 9,589 
Tonnage on outstanding enrollment for steam- 
VESSELS cee ee cece ee cence eter ee ee esasssoesoso 4,527 


Tonnage on outstanding enrolment for sailing- 

VOSSEIS seseo acceee ase 2,817 

Mr. CLAY. Willthe Senator give me a refer- 
ence to the report from which he last read ? 

Mr. FOOT. Page 372, of part 2 of the Presi- 
dent’s message and documents for 1855~’56. 

The estimate for the two hundred feet in length, 
which is recommended in this and a former re- 
port, to be added to the north end of the break- 
water, is $14,614 88. A considerable portion of 
the appropriation of 1852 was applied to the ex- 
tension of the one hundred feet at the north end, 
which had been previously recommended by the 
topographical bureau; but this was left in an 
unfinished state, as the appropriation did not 
hold out so as to complete it. [tis estimated that 
the sum of $588 will compiete this crib of one 
hundred feet. : 

The estimated amount, therefore, for the com- 
pletion of the work according to the original plan, 
together with the sum required to finish the one 
hundred feet of addition by the recommendations 
of 1853, and also the amount estimated for the 
addition of two hundred feet more, as recom- 
mended by the superintendent in 1855 and in 
1856, reaches the sum of $45,199 88; and this is 
without reference to the enhanced price of labor 
and materials since the estimate in 1843, that 
$50,000 would be required to complete the work 
according to the plan then adopted, and before 
the addition of three hundred feet to the north 


| end were recommended. 


The sums required are as follows: 


Balance of estimate of 1843.........0..2 cece ee $30,000 00 
Estimate for compicting the one hundred feet ad- 
dition. ` a 585 09 


the two 


Totalsccsccseee 


It will be seen that the bill appropriates $36,000 
only, being something over nine thousand dollars 
less than the estimated cost of completing the 


.. 4,614 38} 
sees $45,199 88 | 


work according to the present plan. The work 
has been suspended for long periods, and left in 
an unfinished condition, from which more or less 
of damage and loss has resulted; and to that ex- 
tent the cost to the Government has been en- 
hanced. Lhope we may not be subjected'to further 
delays. Bills for this purpose have repeatedly 
been lost; sometimes by the Executive veto, and 
sometimes from want of the concurrent action of 
the two Houses, This bill passed this body at 
-the last session, and failed for want of action in 
the House. It passed with others in a general 
f $‘ river and harbor bill” at the session before the 
last, and fell under the executive veto. 

I apprehend no objection on the part of the 
President to this bill, standing as a separate and 
independent measure. It stands clear of all con- 
stitutional exception. It is clearly of a national 
character, required not only for the protection 
of the commerce of the country, but for the de- 
fense of the country. This work is necessary 
for the security of the principal harbor upon a 
lake lying between two Governments, and upon 
whose waters their opposing fleets have met in 
former years; and your erection of a fortification 
at Rouse’s Point contemplates, at least, the pos- 
sibility of a hostile meeting at some future day. 

But, sir, E am not to be understood as one of 
those who feel obliged to resort to the war power 
under the Constitution for authority to improve 
our harbors and rivers. To my mind, there is a 
clear grant of power to this extent, in the express 
authority to “regulate commerce.” It seems to 
me quite as sensible and quite as important to 
protect the lives and property of our citizens 
against hostile winds and storms, as against hos- 
tile flects and armies; and the authority to do 
the one is, in my judgment, quite as clear as the 
authority to do the other. Constitutional law 
and common sense seem to me to concur in this 
view of the question of authority. 

Mr. CLAY. Although I listened with profound 
attention to the remarks of the Scnator from Ver- 
mont, I could not understand the data from which 
he derives his estimate of the amount necessary 
to complete the work. He refers me to the re- 
ports of 1853 and ‘1855. Ihave them before me. 
They contemplate the very work,as lunderstand, 
the importance of which he is now advocating, 
and which this bill proposes to achieve. I have 
looked at those estimates, but find that they fall 
far below the amount which this bill asks. Iwill 
read to the Senate from the report made to the 
topographical bureau in November, 1853, by the 
board of engineers: 


“ Brevet Colonel Turnbull, in bis annual report of Bur- 
lington harbor, dated September 1, recommends the exten 
sion of the breakwater two hundred feet northward. His 
estimate to accomplish this, witbout the usual 10 per cent. 


fOr contingencies, IS... cece reece ee ecee eve nes + + $20,008 26 
With this provision, which the board thinks 
should be added, equal to........--.ee serene 2,000 62 


De bree eeeeeneee 


AMOUNL.....0 08 


& But, on the other hand, Colonel Turnbull does not take 
into account the materials which he believed would remain 
on hand to this work. ‘hese materiais consist of ‘about 
one bundred and seventy-five sticks of timber, and eight 
thousand perches (or, say fifteen cubic fect) of stone,’ be- 
sides ‘quite a large quantity on the present work that could 
be applied to filling new cribs- (See notes of inspection, 
by Major Bache.) 

Substracting the cost of these eighteen thousand perches of 

stone, at forty cents per foot $3,200 00 
Onc hundred and seventy-five sticks of timber, 

average length forty-two feet, seven thousand 

three hundred and fifty lineal feet, at eight 

cents A LOO. sceeaceeeere 


AMOUNtesssesrsresosseesreroenearsereee e 60a 788 00 


378 80 


588 00 


Contingencies ten per cent.... 


-e $4,166 80 


Total AMOUNE..c. cs eeee sa aeeene eens 
7,840 08; or say, as in the 


Will leave for appropriation $ 
margin, $18,000.” 

| That is the sum which we were advised by 
| the topographical bureau in November, 1853, was 
i requisite to complete this work. In 1855, on the 
page to which the Senator refers me, I find that 
|| they make a further estimate, and E suppose de- 
|| duct the sumsexpended since 1853 for this work, 
|| and they make in the aggregate the amount as 
ii now requisite to complete this improvement 
$14,614 88. It is stated expressly that this is to 
j| extend the breakwater two hundred fect. | can- 
|i not read it otherwise, and I cannot see for the life 
i| of me where the Senator gets the one hundred 
and seventy per cent. additional which he adds. 
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Leannot see how he asks $36,000 when the re- 
ports of 1853 and 1855 both show that less than 
one half that sum is requisite. 

Mr. FOOT. -These estimates have reference 
exclusively to the extension of the breakwater at 
the North, and not to the completion of it upon 
the original plan, and its extension to the South. 
I read to the Senator from the report in 1850, 
wherein the estimate was that $50,000 was neces- 
sary for the completion of the work on the then 
existing plan, of which $10,000 in 1844 and 

10,000 in 1852 have been appropriated, leaving 
$30,000 deficiency requisite to complete the work 
on that plan, in addition to the expense now es- 
timated for the additional two hundred feet north- 
ward. Iwill send the book to the Senator from 
Alabama. 

Mr. CLAY. I am looking to the latest reports. 
We refer to the bureau of topographical engi- 
neers for information upon these subjects. I rely 
on them for the information. They say in their 
reports of 1853 and 1855 that a less sum is suffi- 
cient. 

Mr. FOOT. That has reference exclusively 
to the extension northward. 

Mr. CLAY. Their estimate is, ** for complet- 
ing the work of 1853,” $588, and $14,614 88 ““ for 
adding two hundred feet to present breakwater.” 
I cannot understand, then, why the Senator should 
ask for $36,000. 

Mr. FOOT. Allow me to state again, that this 
estimate has reference only to_the extension in 
addition to the original plan. In 1850 they esti- 
mated the deficiency at $50,000, of which $20,000 
having been appropriated at two different times, 
$30,000 is necessary. Now, in addition to that, 
by the recommendations in 1853 and 1855, $14,000 
more is required, in order to complete the work 
on the present plan. There is no difficulty in 
understanding it. 

Mr. CLAY. Still, as I understand it, the offi- 
cers only recommend, at this time, an appropri- 
ation of this sum of $14,000. That is what they 
say in so many words they want, 

Me. FOOT.” I will read again what I read in 
the outset from this report, showing a deficiency 
of $30,000. 

Mr. TOOMBS. What is the amount for the 
current year? 

Mr. FOOT. There was no recommendation 
for the amount to carry on the work for the cur- 
rent year. For four years $10,000 was annually 
appropriated, and one year $50,000. There has 
always been an appropriation for this work in 
every river and harbor bill that has passed since 
1836. Five passed, and became laws. Others 
have been vetoed, and some passed the other 
House, and not this. I will read again from the 
report of 1850: 

‘Whe harbor of Burlington is in an open roadstead of 
deep water, near the shore; but in rough weather use could 
not be made of the landing and wharves of the town, To 
remedy these detects of the harbor, this breakwater was 
constructed after the most elaborate investigations and the 
most carefully digested plans. It was stated in the annual 
report from this office in 1843, that $50,000 would be re- 


quired to complete the breakwater in conformity with ap- 
proved plans.” 


That was before the recommendation of the 
addition of the north end to the breakwater. The 
report goes on to remark: 

“ As $10,000 were appropriated for this work in 1844, it 
leaves $40,000 of the estimate as the amount which will 
probably be required to complete the work.” 

Since then the sum of $10,000 has been appro- 
priated, in 1852, reducing that deficiency from 
$40,000 to $30,000. Last year the topographical 
bureau recommended the additions to the north 
end of the breakwater, and estimated the cost at 
over $14,000, leaving the present deficiency over 
$44,000. 

Mr. BIGGS. If the Senator from Vermont 
will pardon me, I cannot so understand this re- 
port, because it says expressly—and I call his 
attention to it—that ‘in the year 1853 one hun- 
dred feet in length was added to the north end 
of the breakwater, but the appropriation was 
exhausted before the crib was completed, and it 
remains in an unfinished condition.” The ap- 
propriations have been exhausted without this 
addition of two hundred feet. The appropriation 
heretofore made in 1852 was exhausted, and the |! 
work remains in an unfinished condition. So says || 
the report. 

Mr. FOOT. That $10,000, instead of being 
applied to the continuation of the breakwater | 


| 


4 


f 


| report, ‘ one hundred feet in length 


south, (they commenced at the north originally, 
and were running it south,) was applied princi- 
pally to a crib of one hundred feet at the north 


end. 

Mr. HUNTER. All going north, and nothing 
south. 

Mr. FOOT. Now, they recommend two hun- 
dred feet extension of the breakwater north, 
without interfering with the original plan to ex- 
tend it southward. 

Mr. BIGGS. “In the year 1853,” says the 
was added 
to the north end of the breakwater, but the ap- 
propriation was exhausted before the, crib was 
completed, and it remains in an unfinished con- 
dition.” What remains in an unfinished condi- 
tion? The work? 2 

Mr. FOOT. That one hundred feet extension. 

Mr. BIGGS. Then it is proposed to finish the 
one hundred feet, and to add two hundred feet 
more. 

Mr. FOOT. That is what the bureau recom- 
mends. 

Mr. BIGGS. And it is proposed by this bill to 
complete the one hundred fect, and add two hun- 
dred feet more. Here is the estimate for com- 
pleting the work of 1853, “$588.” The $588 
will complete what was left in an unfinished con- 
dition; and then to add two hundred feet more will 
cost $14,614 88. Therefore, $15,202 88 is the esti- 
mated cost of adding two hundred feet more and 
completing the one hundred fect left unfinished. 
That lacks a great deal of being $36,000, the sum 
appropriated by the bill. 

Mr. CLAY. It may be, as the Senator from 
Vermont says, that $36,000 may be requisite to 
complete this harbor; but certainly to complete 


topographical engineers requires only $14,614. I 
suppose it does not make any difference whether 


| the Senator from Vermontasks $36,000, or $14,000, 
! or $100,000, he will get itany way; but I want to 


call public attention to this fact, that the board 
only recommends an appropriation of $14,000, 
and the majority of the Committee on Commerce 
recommend $36,000. I will let it go; but I will 
investigate it hereafter, and if I can find anything 
to throw light on this subject, I shall endeavor to 
bring it to the notice of the Senate. 


ation contained in this bill is $9,000 short of the 
estimate of the Department; however gentlemen 
may differ with me in understanding it. 

Mr. BIGGS. I want to call the attention of 
my venerable friend from Michigan to the ques- 
tion now before us. I cannot understand, and 
the Senator from Vermont has failed totally to 
convince me, why it is that you require an appro- 
priation of $36,000, when the estimate for the 
work, made by the Department in the last report 
from the topographical bureau, is about fifteen 
thousand dollars, Here is an estimate made for 


and for the continuation of the improvement, 
according to the recommendations of the topo- 
graphical bureau, of $14,614 88. That is what 
is estimated by the topographical bureau, but 
here is an appropriation of $36,000. 

Mr. CASS. 
pealed to me. I have listened with attention in order 
to make up my own mind, and I must confess 


| he speaks, for if you leave itit willbe a nest-ege 


| take the whole at once, because, if you leave 


| their share. 


that I have not been able to come to a decision. 
I cannot agree to give more than the engincer 
department called for. I am willing to give all 
they called for; but after hearing what has been 


Mr. TOOMBS. 1 have one objection to this 
appropriation. I think the Senator from Ver- 
mont ought at once to put in the $9,000 of which 


for larger appropriations hereafter. If they have 
come so near finishing it, I insist that they shall | 
take itall. I asked the Senator from Vermont 
why he did not call for the balance, and he tells | 
me modesty is the reason. I do not exactly sup- 
pose that is the reason. I prefer that they should 


$9,060, they will want $50,000 on it the next 
time; therefore, I insist that they shall take all 


the estimates as they claim them, and quit. 
You need not tell me that the works are to be 


done, fur I know they are never to be finished. 


the work proposed to be executed by the board of | 


Mr. FOOT. Iagain repeat that the appropri- | 


completing the unfinished work of 1853, $588, | 


The honorable Senator has ap- 


i 
i 
| 
i| 
| 
i 
| 
f 
i 


| said, I see some little difficulty. I do not exactly | 
understand it. 


H 
it 


If they are going to get it, take || 


That is not a part of their system. It is a mere 
means to draw money from the Treasury. Ac- 
cording to the admission of one gentleman who 
supports it, the Senator from Illinois, out of ev- 
ery $30,000 spent, the public get $3,000 benefit, 
and $27,000 goes to local and personal objects. 
I suppose the contractors, speculators, and the 
local interests of the town, and personal interests 
of those who own the town, get the nine tenths. 
This town is an old place, and has been getting 
these appropriations for a long time. If we 
could get rid of appropriating for it, I think that 
would be a great gain, even if the Government 
only gets ten dollars in one hundred benefit, 
which is admitted by one of the advocates of 
these appropriations. 

The honorable Senator from Vermont puts this 
on the ground of modesty, as only one appropri- 
ation is claimed for the whole of Lake Cham- 
plain. I think that is a little modest, because 
much smaller places have had more. F recollect 
that we passed two bills for the State of New 
York just now. One made a large appropriation 
for Big Sodus harbor, as a retreat for Oswego 
harbor, and then the other made an appropriation 
for Oswego harbor. I suppose this is asked on 
the ground of a fair proportion—a fair division. 
Of course everybody knows that to be necessary, 
because I take it to be the principle on which 
gentlemen act who agree in the constitutionality 
of these appropriations, that, unless they get 
their share, they will not vote for it, and they 
ought not to do so. 

Mr. CLAY. I move to strike out * $36,000,” 
and insert $15,202 88.” That is the amount, as 
I learn from the report, which the engineers say 
they want. I merely offer it pro forma. I do not 
expect itto pass. Texpect them toget allthey ask, 
| but I make the motion to strike out ‘ $36,000” 

| —the sum asked for—and insert “ $15,202 88,” 
which is the sum reported by the engineers as 
i wanted. I call for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CASS. Since conversing with the hon- 
|| orable Senator from Vermont, I have looked over 
į the papers, and heard his explanations, and I be- 
| lieve the amount in the bill is estimated for. 

The yeas and nays being taken, resulted—yeas 
16, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS —Messrs. Biggs, Bright, Brown, Butler, Clay, 
Fitzpatrick, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, Pugh, 
Reid, Sebastian, Toombs, Weller, and Yulee—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Benjamin, 
Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, 
Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, James, Johnson, Jones of 
Iowa, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, Wilson, and 
Wright—22. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment; and on the question, “Shall it be 
engrossed for a third reading?” 

Mr. BIGGS called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 

eas 26, nays 14; as follows: 
| YEAS — Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Ten- 
i; nessee, Benjamin, Bright, Cass, Joliamer, Crittenden, 
|| Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, 
|i Harlan, James, Johnson, Jones of Iowa, Sebastian, Sew- 


| ans ea Trumbull, Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Wright 
0. 


NAYS — Messrs. Biggs, Bigler, Brown, Butler, Clay, 
Fitzpatrick, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, Pugh, 
Reid, Toombs, and Yulee—4. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading. It was read the third time, and 
passed. 


MISSOURI RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 
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i 
1 


in this case, and the report of the engineer. 
Mr. GEYER. The estimates will be found at 


provement of the Missouri, $40,000.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. HUNTER. I ask the Senator from Mis- 


| souri what improvement this is? Where is the 


i improvement? 


Is it to clear out a bar, or-snags, 
| or what? 


w 
1856. 

Mr. GEYER. It is the improvement of the | 
navigation of the Missouri river from the mouth | 
as far up, I suppose, as the appropriation will 
extend. ‘The estimate is up to the mouth of the 
Big Sioux river, I believe. 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. How near is that to 


Kansas? 

Mr. GEYER. It is up above Kansas, north 
of Iowa. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is not in the State of 
Missouri 


Mr, JONES, oflowa. Itis beyond the northern 
poundary of Iowa, and passes Kansas and Ne- 
raska. 


_ Mr. CLAY. I do not understand what the 
improvement is. What is the matter with the 
river? 


Mr.GEYER. We shall have to go back some 
years to ascertain what is the matter with the 
river. The report of the engineers says ‘for 
‘taking up snags, and sunken logs, which are 
found m the bed of the river, most generally in 
the channel.” The operations have been con- 
ducted for taking up snags and sunken logs, for 
some years, until the old appropriations were 
exhausted. This amount I myself judge to be 
too small, but as it is the amount estimated I 
do not ask for an increase. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator advise me what 
sum is deemed to be sufficient to complete the 
improvement? I do not like this continuation of 
works from year to year. 

Mr. GEYER. I apprehend that the improve- 
ment wili never be completed. There will be 
annually some snags to be removed; but the 
appropriations required mignt now be much less, 
if Congress had made anadequate appropriation in 
the beginning, to clear out the snags in the chan- 
nel, and prevent the floating trees from washing 
and accumulating snags in the channel of that 
river. Once cleared out, a very trifling expense 
annually will keep it clear; but you may make a 
small appropriation, and leave it incomplete, and 
expose it to a constant increase of the number of 
snags and the diflicultics of navigation. 

Mr. TOOMBS. It is a matter of some impor- 
tance that we should make notes as we go along. į 
I wish to know whether this improvement comes 
under the power “to regulate commerce with | 
foreign nations, and among the several States, 
and with the Indian tribes.” According to my | 
geography, all that part of the river to be im- 

roved by this billis within the State of Missouri. 
Therefore, the improvement cannot come under 
the power to regulate commerce among different | 
States. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The bill is for the im- | 
provement of the Missouri river. That is not į 
alone in the State of Missouri. 

Mr. TOOMBS. To the extent of the improve- 
ment, I understand it is. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. No, it is not. | 

Mr. TOOMBS. I understand it is to the bor- 
der of Missouri. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. It runs along the whole 
extent of the western boundary of Iowa. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I understood that it stopped | 
at a point in the State of Missouri. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. No, sir; itstops at the | 
mouth of the Big Sioux river, which is the north- 
ern boundary of lowa. 

Mr. TOOMBS. It is to iniprove the river all ; 
the way from its mouth. It will be claimed, I | 
suppose, under the power of regulating commerce, 
that you can cheapen the carriage of the coni- | 
modities of Lowa and Missouri to the Mississippi; : 
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Alabama. Its navigation is about four hundred | 
miles, and it passes through Florida. Itis used |! 
by these three States. It has quite a number of || 
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| States. 


| souri did not touch Lowa, I have considered that K 


| defending the frontier. 


! made exclusively under the commercial power. 


| annual improvements. 
| the melting of the snows in the Rocky Mountain 


| ated by the drifting of logs on the shores. For 


difficulties. Then the Tombigbee runs through 
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Alabama and Mississippi. You may find this 
to be the case with nearly all our rivers; so that i: 
I do not see the distinction which gentlemen are | 
making 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Would you not vote | 
for it if it was for the benefit of the Territories | 
of Nebraska and Kansas? 
Mr. TOOMBS. 


i 
i 
Not one dime. |i 
i 


tional risk and cost would not compensate Gov- 
ernment for any amount it might appropriate. | 
If Lam going to effect that object, I will do it di- | 
rectly and fairly. If this were shown to be | 
necessary for the transportation of our military | 
supplies, I should have no hesitation; but I op- | 
pose it because itis not intended for that purpose. : 
The Senator does not pretend that he wants it} 
for that purpose, but to enable his people to get l 

| 

| 

| 


their products more cheaply to market; and he | 
wants the cost of cheapening their transportation 
to be thrown upon the Treasury of the United | 
That is a plain and honest statement of 
the case. By taking out these logs, and snags, 
and sand-bars, the people of Missouri, of Kansas, | 
and of Iowa, will be able to get their wheat and | 
tobacco to market cheaper than they other- | 
wise could, and navigation will be more easy. | 
The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Bexsamin] |) 
suggests that is a clear statement. Instead of || 
paying the costs of their own transportation, they || 
think it right to take out of the common fund I 
money to cheapen their commodities. There is | 
no language which I can use that can adequately | 
express my abhorrence for a system of this | 
kind in this Government or any other. j! 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. We have made ij 


purpose of facilitating and cheapening the very j 
extensive supplics that have to be sent by the 
Government to our frontier posts, west of Ark- 
ansas and Missouri, | have thourht them proper. 
Any gentleman who has had_ occasion to in- 
quire ‘Into it, as I have had, will find that the cost 
of that transportation, when overland, 1s two or 


three times the cost by water. The clearing out 
of the obstructions, if it can be accomplished, in 
the Red river, will be an immense saving to the 
Government. That river penetrates far into the |; 
interior of the Indian country, where we are || 
obliged to have military posts. So of the Ark- 
ansas and the Missouri rivers. Even if the Mis- 


we have aright to make appropriations for the |, 
improvement of its navigation on account of the 
general public interests connected with the duties 
of the Government in supplying our troops and 


I have not been one of those who have stood 
on the ground that these appropriations are to be 


Any gentleman who will choose to look into |! 
that subject, will find that great expense can be 
saved to the Government by the safe and unob- 
structed navigation of these rivers. But in rela- |i 
tion to the Arkansas and Missouri rivers, 1 place 
them, in respect to continuing the appropriations, 
on the same ground as the Mississippi. There | 
is no end to theirimprovement. You must have 
You have annual floods 
that come down those streams, in consequence of | 


region in the spring. New obstructions are cre- 


this reason, annual appropriations are required to | 
keep these rivers tolerably clear of obstructions. | 
I include the Arkansas, the Missouri, and. the 


‘local. 
/and adhered to it. 


i) Senator is mistaken. 
| western rivers where they are at work on bars, at 


Red rivers in the same category, : The trunk of 
the Arkansas river is withirthe State of Arkan- 
sas alone; and according to my own notions on 


«the subject, if it were a river confined to that 


State, and we had no military force at the head 
of it, or could not reach them by the navigation 


| of that river, I should say it was a local and not 


a national object. Ixnow that some of my friends 


i who support these bills think the number of 


States through which a river runs makes no dif- 
ference, Ihave always thought it to bea dif- 
ference. [adhere to the principles of the veto of 


_ the Maysville road bill, and the doctrines of Mr. 


Calhoun, which admit appropriations to objects 
within the States, if they are national and not 
General Jackson laid down that principle 
Mr. Van Buren adhered to 


it, Mr. Tyler adhered to it Mr. Polk was the 
only President who ever disavowed it. 1 think 
i, this case stands on stronger grounds. I have 


never argued the question fully of late years; but 
whenever I have argued it, I Kave contended for 
our right to clear out these great internal com- 
munications under the war power, independent 
of the commercial power at all. The Arkansas, 


‘the Missouri river, and the Red rivers, upon that 


ground alonc, supposing the banks of these rivers, 
as two of them are, to be within single States, 
stand on as strong ground as those that belong to 
two or three States, which, on the principle of 
Mr. Calhoun and the Maysville veto of General 
Jackson, could be improved by the United States. 
Í feel no hesitation on the ground of public utility, 
and the necessity of supporting our armies on 
the western frontier, and in the Indian country, in 
voting the appropriation. Besides, we shall soon 
have a new tier of States there; but independent 


| of that, L think the power is clear in regard to 


these rivers. 

Mr. GEYER. I shall not suffer myself to be 
drawn into a discussion of the constitutional 
question; but I would suggest to the honorable 


| Senator from Georgia, that if we have any con- 


trol there at all, and we have exercised jurisdic- 
tion over these rivers, it becomes our duty to 
protect life and property. Itisas much our duty 
to protect life and property against disasters re- 
sulting from natural obstructions to communica- 
tion, as from the abuse of artificial means of 


transportation. We license steamboat engineers; 


we undertake to regulate, we profess that we do 


i legislate, for the preservation of life on the west- 


ern rivers. Now, I will read from the report of 
Colonel Long, the engineer in charge, his reasons 
why the appropriations should be made, and 
promptly made, so as to protect lifeand property: 

« Among the strongest arguments in favor of appropria- 
tions for the objects above mentioned, are the peril and 
destruction of human lite and property annually occasioned 
by ruinous obstructions in the way of safe navigation, the 
removal of which may be effected at an expense compara- 
tively moderate. 

« During the last fiscal year the number of lives-lost. by 
casualties of onc kind or other is no Jess than one hundred 


and twenty-four; the nmober of stemmers wrecked eighty- 


five, and the vatue of freights and other property lost incat- 
culable ; besides which, enormous sacrifices of health and 
labor have been incurred during the same year.” 


A subsequent statement in an appendix gives 


; the particulars, the names of the vessels, and the 


character of the loss. Two hundred and eighty, 
I believe, were destroyed by snags, not on this 
river alone, but on the Mississippi and its tribu- 
aries generally. 

Mr. HUNTER. Itwas in regard to the proper 
mode of conducting the work that 1 addressed 


' the Senator from Missouri. I can understand, so 
: far as snags are concerned, that the appropriation 
| may be profitably employed without any partic- 


ular plan; but the improvement of a river by 
taking out bars, E understand to be one of the 
most difficult things in civil engineering. Has 
here been any plan or survey? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. That is not proposed. The 
I do not know one of the 


least none on the principal rivers. All the work 


i done is removing sunken logs, sunken wrecks, 


snags, and sawyers. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not suppose we shall touch 
the western rivers again. Is this the last of them? 

Mr. WELLER. We are just starting with 
them. f 

Mr. BUTLER. Ihave got so tired of Michigan 
and New York, that I thought perhaps we could 


get toa new chapter. If thereis any chapter I 
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would go on with sooner than another, it is that 
of my friend from Missouri. But I wish here to 
drop a few remarks to bring to view doctrines 
which he indicated. yesterday—doctrines which 1 
cannot assent to, and which, I am sure, cannot 
receive the deliberate sanction of his own judg- 
ment., If I undérstogd my honorable friend, (and 
L think the tendency of tis remarks. was unmis- 
takable,) he said that, from the situation of the 
States onthe Mississippi river and its tributaries, 
they constituted a commercial power of such 
magnitude, that their commerce ceased to be of 
partial interest, and fell, therefore, exclusively 
under the jurisdiction of the General Government. 
In other words, he said that, whether that be so 
or notin the abstract, it was so in the concrete; 
because it would be dangerous to allow those 
States to form such compacts as would give them 
something like a commercial alliance-—dangerous 
to the peace, and certainly inconsistent with the 
integrity, of the Union, as recognized by the 
Constitution of the United States. There was a 
good deal in the remark. But, Mr. President, will 
the gentleman allow me to put one question to 
him; and, if he can answer that, it will solve all 
my difficulties. : 

f we have no money in the Federal Treasury 
to take out the snags in the Missouri, Mississippi, 
and Ohio rivers, L ask whether it would be un- 
constitutional for those who want the benefit of 
those rivers to go and take out the snags them- 
selves? What would be thought of a proposition 
to raise taxes for such expenditures? We shall 
run the Treasury down, thank God. I see it is 
running down until we shall not have a dollar 
left. We shall have the best Government on 
earth when we have an intelligent constituency 
knowing for what we appropriate their money, 
and feeling that it is to come out of their pockets 
by some form of taxation, Will any man pro- 
pose to-morrow to raise taxation for the purpose 
of improving the western rivers, to take out snags 
and bars? I believe the bills pending make appro- 
priations of $3,000,000. Suppose a tax bill of 
43,000,199 were presented for these purposes and 

efeated, and we had not a dollar in the Treasury 
except suficient to pay the civil list, would my 
friend consider it unconstitutional for Mississippi, 
Kentucky, Ohio, Illinois, Arkansas, and Louisi- 
ana, voluntarily to join and take out the snags, 
to send individuals to do it, or to pay money from 
their own treasuries to do it? If that is uncon- 
stitutional, even South Carolina has been guilty 
of an unconstitutional act, for she has joined herc- 
tofore with Ohio, Kentucky, Tennessee, and 
Georgia to have a great railroad from Charleston 
to Cincinnati. All these States can contribute 
voluntarily. They can pay out of their own 
treasury, without having a compact for the pur- 
pose of doing it. 

I will put another question to my friend, for I 
do not intend toargue the subject. Are the Mis- 
souri and Mississippi rivers any more highways 
than the Hudson, which, I believe, is exclusively 
in New York? Can New York appropriate the 
river exclusively for a monopoly, and give it to 
a particular company, to the exclusion of all 
others, or allow tolls to be levied, in a particular 
way, when the Government of the United States 
says itis free to the navigation of every State in 
the Union? 

Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator will 
allow me to correct him in reference to a fact. 
ile assumes that the Hudson river is exclusively 
in the State of New York. It washes the shores 
of New York and New Jersey. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was using it merely as an 
illustration. I do not say that fact makes any 

-difference. I ask, if it were all in New York, 
would it not be navigable to every vessel, and 
open to every vessel of the United States, accord- 
ing tu the decision in Gibbons vs. Ogden? 

Mr.SEWARD. The Supreme Court so de- 
cided in that case. 

Mr. BUTLER. You cannot distinguish the 
Mississtppi from other rivers in this point of 
view. {t isa highway. When I am told that 
the Mississippi and its tributaries are rich and 
powerful, and can form a league, and that there- 
fore they have a right to claim the protection of 
the. Federal Government, and will not do their 
own work for themselves, it amounts to this: 
that so far as regards important interests of this 
kind, the Federal jurisdiction is exclusive over 


| 
| 


thè regulation of commerce, and exclusive be- 
cause it is said, if each State interfered with it, 
it might impede and interfere with the provision 


affirming that the Mississippi is a highway. 
you had no money in the Federal Treasury, 


i the business of the Federal Government to pro- | 


sissippi river. ; 
pose heavy tolls or give monopolies to this bod 


of the ordinance of 1787, which was read yes- 


terday, and is no more than a declaratory 


would you letyour people perish rather than pull 
the snags out yourselves? Would it be unlawful 
for each one of. the States to send messengers to 
the others, and ask them to send so much money? 
Would that be a compact within the meaning of 
the Constitution of the United States, dangerous, 
as you say, to the Union, because it would be one 
of thosé internal leagues that might set itself up 
in opposition to the Government? If so, we are 
doing itevery day. But are we reduced to this 
pass, that the people themselves will not open 
their own gate, but require somebody else to go 
and open it for them? It may be a very conve- 
nient thing for you, gentlemen, if you can make 
me open your rivers, instead of doing it your- 
selves. 

Mr. PUGH. Allow me to ask the Senator 
from South Carolina a question. Suppose the 
Federal Government were too poor to send an 
army out to protect us against the Indians: would 
itbe unconstitutional for us to protect ourselves? 

Mr. BUTLER. No. 

. Mr. PUGH. But it would be none the less 
the duty of the Federal Government to protect 
us. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am glad my friend from 
Ohio has given me that argument. If you can 
do this yourselves, I do not see why you should 
exclusively devolve it on the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. PUGH. But we ask the Federal Govern- 
ment to raise an army to protect us. We pay 
taxes for that purpose. 

Mr. BUTLER. This is said to be an exclu- 
sive power of regulating commerce; but whoever 
heard of an exclusive power of fighting? Where 
does the Senator from Ohio get that notion? 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator from South Caro- į 
lina has heard no one say it is exclusively the 
power of the General Government to expend 
money. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir; but the exclusive 
power to regulate commerce is the power that 
has been claimed for these appropriations. If 
you apply it to the Mississippi and its tributaries, 
you say it is exclusive, and the States cannot 
interfere. 

Mr. PUGH. Ido not say it is exclusive. I 
disclaimed that position in answer to the Senator 
from Georgia, the other day. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was speaking of my friend 
from Missouri, who did not disclaim that. The 
effect of his remark was to make it exclusive. 
The effect of his doctrine is, that as long as he 
can get money from the Federal Treasury his 
people cannot improve their rivers fur themselves, | 
and itis unlawful for anybody else to help them! 
That is the idea, Then my friend from Ohio 
comes in and asks me if it is not exclusively in 
the power of the Government to make war, and | 
whether fighting must not therefore be exclusive ? 

Mr. PUGH. I did not say it was exclusive. 

Mr. BUTLER. Every man has the right to | 
fight on his own hook. 

Mr. PUGH. The argument of the Senator | 
was to show that it was not the duty of the Fed- | 
eral Government to make these improvements, | 
because individuals might do it without violating 
the Constitution. I say we may fight without | 
violating the Constitution, but it is none the less | 


tect us. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
tunate analogy. 
sory, but having their illustrations,) Isay to gen- | 
tlemen, if you cannot raise money for the purpose 
of appropriating it for the improvement of those 
rivers, you have no right to take it from the 
Treasury. I say, furthermore, it is not a viola- 
tion of the Constitution, if all the States inter- |! 
ested were to join to-morrow and open the Mis- 


Į rather think it is an unfor- 


Now, after these remarks, (cur- |! 


selves, and are interested more than other people, 
why should you notdo it? Butas you are giving 
to the West, I do not see why Missouri should 
not come in. My friend from Missouri says he 
wants to have snags, stones, and everything else, 
taken out. Why, sir, the misfortune of the Mis- 
souri river, as I understand, is, that half the time 
it has no water in it. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. Not the Missouri. It 
has got more water than all the rivers in South 
Carolina. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GEYER. More than double them. 

Mr BUTLER. While I shall not vote for the 
bill, I believe my heart is as much with the Mis- 
souri river as any. other that has received an ap- 
propriation, but not on the ground stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Iverson 
in the chair.) The question is on the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. CLAY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 27, nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bell of Tennessee, Benjamin, Bright, 
Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Crittenden, Dodge, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, James, John- 
son, Jones of Iowa, Pearce, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, 
Stuart, Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Wright—27, 

NAYS — Messrs. Biggs, Bigler, Brown, Butler, Clay, 
Fitzpatrick, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, Reid, and 
Toombs—12. 


So the bill was passed. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS. 


Mr. BROWN. On the Friday before last, it 
will be recollected, the District of Columbia busi- 
ness was taken up, and a whole day consumed 
in the discussion of one bill. The House of Rep- 
resentatives, for the first time during the session, 
has set the business of the District of Columbia 
| for next Tuesday. There are three or four bills 

upon the Calendar which, if passed here by that 
time, can be considered and passed by the House. 
I think they can by no possibility give rise to de- 
bate. If they do, I will consent that they lie over. 
In this view of the case, briefly stated, 1 move to 
postpone the prior orders with a view to take up 
the District bills. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Take them up to-morrow 
morning, but not now. To-morrow is private 
bill day. 

Mr. BROWN. There is no time, for in the 
morning the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BropHEap] will come up and press his private 
business at the first moment, and will not give 
way to the District business or anything else. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. If it be any comfort to my 
friend from Mississippi, I can say that the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania is sick in bed, and will 
not be here. 

Mr. CLAY. My colleague gave notice this 
morning that he should ask the Senate to take up 
to-morrow morning a bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SEWARD. I think the appeal of the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi is grounded in justice, and 
for one I am willing to assent to it, This Dis- 
trict does not often detain our attention. 


| The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BROWN. Ishall not detain the Senate 
| fifteen minutes, and I am sure we shall adjourn 
very soon, as it is now fouro’clock. I move first 
to take up the bill (S. No. 385) to incorporate the 
Washington Mutual Building Association. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read the second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. BROWN. The bill is rather tong; and 
contains all the details of an act of incorporation. 
It secures to Congress the right, in the eighth sec- 
tion, to repeal the act, or modify it, at any time 
they may think proper. The tenth section makes 
the individual stockholders liable for all the debts 
of the corporation out of their private funds, or 
will do so when I shall have had the amendment 
adopted which I have ʻin my hand. The ninth 
section prohibits anything like banking. I move 
to strike out the tenth section, as it now stands, 
and to insert this, which is agreed to by the par- 


| ties: 


You may not be allowed to im- | 


or that body, inconsistent with the regulation of 
commerce; but nobody will complain if you will 


i 
H 
! 
expend your money to open yourown rivers. That | 
is not unconstitutional, If you can do it your- | 


That the debts and liabilities of the Washington Mutual 
Building Association shall not at any time exceed the 


i amount of their capital, and that each stockholder shall be 


held liable in his, or her, individual capacity for all the 
debts and liabilities of the corporation, however incurred 
or contracted, to be recovered by suit, as other debts and 
liabilities, in any court, or before any tribunal having juris- 
diction of the case. 
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The amendment was agreed to. The bill was 
reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole 
was concurred in. The bill was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, was read the third 
time, and passed. . 


On motion, of Mr. BROWN, the bill (S. No. | 


338) for the relief of the Columbia Harmony 


Society of the city of Washington, was read the j 


second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to authorize the asso- 
ciation of free persons of color in the city of 
Washington, commonly known as the ** Colum- 
bia Harmony Society,” to sell a certain square 
of ground, deeded to them on the 26th of Jan- 
uary, 1829, by J. Elgan, Commissioner of Pub- 
lic Buildings, and known in the plat of Wash- 
ington city as square No. 475, and to reinvest the 
roceedsin other grounds in the District of Co- 
umbia, outside of the corporate limits of the city 
of Washington, but no contract for the sale of 
the square is to be binding until first approved 
* by the Secretary of the Interior, and the rein- 
vestment of the funds arising from the sale is in 
like manner to be subject to his approval. 

Mr. BROWN. 1 suppose there is no neces- 
sity for an explanation of the bill; it explains 
itself. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. BROWN. I move to take up the bill 
(S. No. 384) to incorporate the guardians of the 
poor. 

Mr.STUART. Weshould not go on with the 
business of the District now. We oughtgo dispose 
of the business which is the special order. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senate agreed to take up 
the District of Columbia business, and there are 
only one or two little bills that I desire to have 
considered now — mere matters of form. This 
bill is merely giving to an association already 
here a corporate name. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Will the Senator state 
the titles of the other bills which he proposes to 
take up? 

Mr. BROWN. A bill to incorporate the guard- 
ians of the poor, which is simply to give an 
association which is already in existence a cor- 
porate name; and then a bill to take the sense of 
the people living west of Rock creek in the Dis- 
trict, upon the question of its retrocession to 
Maryland. 

Mr. STUART. 
to-day. 

Mr. BROWN. I said before, that if the bills 
should give rise to debate I would let them go 
over. The other bill is to incorporate the Ben- 
zole Gas Light Company. 

Mr. STUART, That cannot pass without 
debate. 


That cannot be considered 


Mr. BROWN. Then let me pass this bill j 


now. 

The bill (S. No. 384) to incorporate the guard- 
ians of the poor was read a second time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, we have been 
discussing rivers and harbors a good while, and 


the discussion has led me to the conclusion, that | 


Congress has a right to pass Senate bill No.291, 
being a bill to improve the harbor at Georgetown, 
in the District of Columbia. 
subject, I should. like to have that bill taken up 
and passed. : 

Mr. SEWARD. Let it be taken up in its reg- 
ular order. 

Mr. STUART. I hope we shall be allowed to 
resume the consideration of the special order. 

Mr. BROWN. ‘This is a capital place to re- 
sume it. It isa harbor bill.* 

Mr. STUART. I hope the Senator will with- 
draw the motion. 

Mr. WELLER, Ifthe Senator can show the 
necessity for another gas company here, we may 
take up his gas bill, (Laughter. ] 

Mr. STUART. I hope the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi will withdraw the proposition, and allow 
us to take up the special order. i 

Mr. SEWARD. The Georgetown harbor bill 
ean be taken up in its order. 


As we are on that | 


Mr. BROWN. [ withdraw my motion to take 
up the bill, and I move that the Senate adjourn. 
Itis a quarter after four o’clock. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


PUBLIC WORKS IN MASSACHUSETTS.. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
No. 66) for continuing certain public works in 
the State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. SEWARD. Let that bill be passed over 
informally, in consequence of the absence of the 
Senator from that State. 

The biff was laid aside informally. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
announced that the Speaker had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills; which thereupon received 
the signature of the President pro tempore: 

An act for the relief of the widows and orphans 
of the officers, seamen, and marines of the United 
States sloop of war Albany, and for other pur- 
poses; 

An act to continue the improvement of the Des 
Moines rapids, in the Mississippi river; and 

An act directing the settlement of the account 
of David Gordon. 


IMPROVEMENT OF ARKANSAS RIVER. 
The Senate next proceeded, as in Committee 


of the Whole, to consider the bill (S. No. 69) 
for continuing the improvement of the Arkansas 
river. It appropriates $40,000 for the purpose 
indicated in its title. 

Mr. CLAY. I should like to see the estimates 
for that work. I cannot find them. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I will state, for the in- 
formation of the Scnator from Alabama, that the 
estimate on which the Committee on Commerce 
have reported this bill, is at page 296 of the sccond 
volume of the President’s messages and docu- 
ments. Itis 

& For the improvement of the Arkansas river, $40,000.” 


The appropriation recommended by the com- 
mittee corresponds precisely with the amount of 
the estimate. 

Mr. WELLER. What is it for? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. To remove snags. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. CLAY called for the yeas and nays on the 
passage of the bill, and they were ordered; and 
being taken, resulted—yeas 22, nays 11; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Rell of Tennessee, Benjamin, Cass, 
Clayton, Crittend Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, 
Geyer, Harlan, Jobnson, Jones of Towa, Pugh, 
; Seward, Staart, Trumbull, Wade, Weller, 


, Brown, Clay, Fitzpatrick, Mous- 


ton, Hunter, L jallory, Reid, Toombs, and Yulee— 


1l. 
So the bill was passed. 
HARBOR AT REEDY ISLAND. 
The bill (S. No. 95) to continue the construc- 


tion of a harbor on the east side of Reedy Island, | 


was next considercd by the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. ftappropriates $30,000. 
Mr. CLAY. I should like to inquire of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware whereabouts this harbor is. 
Mr. CLAYTON, 
from Alabama that this bill was introduced by 
my honorable colleague, who is now necessarily 


i absent; but I think I can supply the requisite 


information. Reedy Island is a small island of 
a few acres within about seven miles of my late 
residence. It has a light-house upon it; and this 
appropriation is to furnish facilities for completing 
the breakwater at the castern end of it, which is 
of vastimportance to the commerce of the great 


city of Philadelphia, and of all the towns on the | 


Delaware river above the island. Reedy Island 
is perhaps less then ten mies south of the harbor 
of New Castle. It is deemed by your engineers 
highly important to the commerce of Philadelphia 
to have at that part of the Delaware river some 
means of protecting ships, from all parts of the 
United States ‘that come to that city, from the 


floating ice which at some portions of the year is |: 


exceedingly dangerous. Ships in that river some- 
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{ will state to my friend | 


times have been cut through and sunk by the ice. | 


The losses which the Government itself has sus- 
tained in the duties on the goods in some of these 


t 
1 


ships would perhaps be quite equal to the cost of 
the construction of this very harbor. 

Some gentlemen in Philadelphia, engaged in 
the commerce of that city, resolved on this im- 
provement about four yearsago. They thought 
the best plan would be to make a breakwater 
harbor on the east end of Reedy Island. They 
applied to the Government, and a regular survey 
was made, and an estimate presented by the 
board of improvement. Chief Engineer Colonel 
Totten adopted the plan recommended by Major 
Sanders, a highly intelligent and able oficer, who 
has been engaged on the corps for many. years, 
andis now the commandant at Fort Delaware, on 
the island called the Pea Patch, which is a few 
miles above Reedy Island. W sjor Sanders, from 
his situation, had a better opportunity of know- 
ing the currents of the Delaware, and the most 
effective mode of constructing this breakwater, 
perhaps, than any man in the country. So Col- 
onel Totten and the Secretary of War’ seem to 
have considered, for they have approved his 
report. The original estimate was, that they 
could make a breakwater that would deflect the 
floating ice, for the sum of $51,090. Congress, 
about four years since, appropriated $50,000 for 
the purpose of making this breakwater. Onthe 
7th of February, 1853, Major Sanders made a 
detailed report upon the subject, which is very 
elaborate and complete. 1 do not propose to 
trouble the Senate with reading it, unless some 
gentleman desires to hear it. He states what the 
cost will be, and then recommends the construc- 
tion of twelve piers. These piers, according to 
the original plan, were notto be permanent struc~ 
tures; but he proposes to convert them into per- 
manent structures, so that they may remain there 
for the benefit of the commerce of the country for- 
ever, He says: 

“Tt is not out of place, before closing my remarks, to say 
something on the subject of converting these piers into per- 
manent structures, To do so, I should propose cutting off 
all the piles to the common level of jow water, and capping 
them with logs, so as to form a solid grillage platform, on 
which { should build a masonry superstructure—the face 
of cut granite blocks, Jaid in regular courses, dowelled and 
elamped together with composition bolts, and the interior 
space filled in with concrete, T believe it to be a fair and 
ample estimate to alow an average cost of nine thousand 
dollars a pier for such a change. F shall, therefore, hazard 
the statement, that $100,000, granted in a single appropri- 
ation, at any time within ten years after the work is finished, 
as now proposed, will suffice for accomplishing this desira- 
bie objeet.?? 

After his report comes one from General Totten 
to the Secretary of War, approving Major San- 
ders’s report, in which he says: 

“ As Major Sanders’s station in the Delaware has enabled 
hin to observe the effects of the moving ice, and to appre- 
ciate its power, and as the repairs of two other such harbors 
ary intrusted to bis charge, [ think the details of his project 
(which are the resultof his study of the whole subject, and 
of his local knowledge) are probably the best adapted to the 
purpose ; and E therefore concur in his views, and have the 
honor to present them for your approbation.” 


Then we have the approval of the Secretary of 
War in these words: 
WAR DEPARTMENT, April 6, 1853. 
Recommendation of Chief Engineer approved. 
JERION DAVIS, 
Secretary of War. 


It appears then 
Mr. SEWARD. I beg to suggest that I have 
| no doubt the Senate is entirely satisfied with the 
honorable Senator’s explanation. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Then I shall not trouble the 
Senate further. 

Mr. CLAY. Iasked the question because I 
was advised that this survey of the local agent, 
or of the gentleman to whom the Senator from 
| Delaware has referred, had never been supervised 
| by the board of engineers, and had not received 
the approval of the board. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I wiil state to the gentleman 
that a majority of the board of improvements, as 
it is called, differed from Major Sanders, but one 
|i of them agreed with him, and the chief of the 
i corps of engineers, General Totten, approved 
I Sanders’s project, and the Secretary of War also 
approved it. The fact to which the gentleman 
' from Alabama alludes is explained in that way. 
Thus the matter stands. I have stated the esti- 


| mates. A subsequentreport from the Department, 


| which I hold in my hand, but will not read unless 
! requested, state, that the original plan of the work 
| is yet unfinished, and how much remains to be 
| done. Sir, Iam not myself a commercial man, 
| but I could look out from my late residence on 


1856 


me 
be of immense service to the commerce of the 
whole country. npr 
during the winter from the floating ice when they 
cannot obtain it anywhere else. . If they attempt 
to lay in at the harbor of New Castle, or Marcus 
Hook, or Chester, they are very apt to be cut by 
the ice and perhaps sunk. This work is esteemed 
by commercial-men the most important of all on 
the Delaware river. Of course I should prefer 
their opinion to my own if I differed with them. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time. 

On its passage, Mr. CLAY called for the yeas 
and nays, and they were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Bell of Tennessee, Benjamin, Bright, 
Cass, Clayton, Crittenden, Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Fish, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, Jones of lowa, Sebastian, 
Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, Wilson, and Wright—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Clay, Fitzpatrick, Houston, Hun- 
ter, Iverson, Mallory, Reid, ‘Toombs, Weller, and Yulee 


-Il 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I am almost tired of 
these bills. { move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I think we have had enough 
of this business. I do not wish to be driven 
pertinaciously. I want some examination of all 
these bills. Gentlemen say it shall not be done. 

The question being taken, on a division, there 
were—ayes 15, noes 16; no quorum voting. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
I think we have done enough of this business for 
one day. 

Mr. VULEE. I must still hold, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that it is not in the power of less than a 
quorum to call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no 
doubt about the right of less than a quorum to 
adjourn: and before the decision was announced 
the Senator from Georgia had the right to call for 
the yeas and nays. 

Ir. YULEL. I think it was announced that 
there was no quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, sir. 

Mr. YULEE, The Chair has now ascertained 
that there is po quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is true 
enongh; but the Sevator called for ihe yeas and 
nays before the result was announced. 

ty, YULEK. Well, sir, I raise the question, 
that when there is no quorum, business cannot 
be done; and 1 demand a count. 

The PRESIDENT. pro tempore. The first 
question is upon ordering the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. . 

Mr. SEWARD.” [ have voted under a strong 
pressure from the friends of these bills, saying | 
they were apprehensive they would not have a | 
future time to go through with this class of busi- | 
ness. For that reason, against my own judg- | 
ment and feelings, I have insisted on going on; 
but I am now relieved by several members around | 
me, and if none of the friends of the bill protest 
against it, | shall take the responsibility of ad- 
vising that we accept the proposition, J think, | 
with the Senator from Georgia, that the minority 
ought not to be forced unreasonably and unne- 
cessarily. Lltisnotin my hearttodo it. Ido not 
like a majority to force me, 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the adjournment. It is not in order to de- 
bate a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I wish only to make an 
inquiry of the Senator from New York. | vote 
for the adjournment, and yet the next bill coming | 
up relates to the district of country in which [| 
reside; and hence I suppose it is my duty to} 
ae to the Senate, as I am quite prepared to | 

o 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Delaware is clearly out of order. 

Mr. STUART. By unanimous consent he | 
can proceed, 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President—~—~ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No debate is |; 
allowable on a motion to adjourn. The Secre- | 
tary will proceed to call the roll. 

Fhe question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resuited—yeas 19, nays:14; as follows: 


adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tavrspay, July 31, 1856. 


The House metat eleven o’clock, a.m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Damien Warno 


CALL OF THE HOUSE. 


There appearing to ‘se less than a quorum 
present, 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, 
House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The roll was called; and the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 


Messrs. Ball, Barksdale, Bingham, Bocock, Boyce, Bur- 
lingame, Burnett, Caruthers, Childs, Bayard Clarke, Cling- 
man, Covode, Cox, Cragin, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, 
Timothy Davis, De Witt, Dickson, Dowdell, Edmundson, 
Eliott, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Florence, Thomas J.D. 
Fuller, Gilbert, Augustus Hall, Harrison, Herbert, Hick- 
man, Hoffman, Howard, J. Giancy Jones, Kelly, Kelsey, 
Kennett, Kidwell, King, Kunkel, Lindley, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Me- 
Carty, McMullin, MeQueen, Meacham, Millward, Murray, 
Packer, Paine, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Porter, Reade, 
Roberts, Sage, Sandidge, Scott, William Smith, Swope, 
Talbott, Valk, Welch, Wells, Wheeler, Daniel B. Wright, 
and John V. Wright. 


Pending the call of the roll, 


moved a call of the 


pose, Mr. Speaker, that the object of the call is, 


as to allow gentlemen not now in the House to 
come in, and as, by asking the privilege which I 
desire to ask of the House, | shall not be con- 
suming any of its business or valuable time, I 
ask the permission of the House that the further 
call may be suspended, and that I may be allowed 
five or ten minutes—about the time the further call 
would take—in a matter personal to myself. 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘The objection to that would 
be that the call being suspended at this point, the 
names of the absentees would not go upoñ the 
Journal, which is the object of the call. l object. 

Mr. DUNN stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Scorr, was still confined to his room by indispo- 
sition, and was unable to attend the House. 

One hundred and fifty-seven members having 
answered to their names, all further proceedings 
under the call were, on motion of Mr. W asir- 


of yesterday was read and approved. 


order to be the following resolutions, reported 
by the Committee of Elections, in the case of the 
Kansas contested election: i 

Resolved, That Jobn W. Whitfield is not entitled to a 
seat in this House as a Delegate from the Territory of Kan- 
sas. 


on this tloor as a Delegate from the Territory of Kansas. 


On this question, Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, 
was entitled to the floor. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I trust, Mr. 
Speaker, that the gentleman from Maine will 
yield me the floor in order to make the personal 
explanation for which I asked to dispense with 
the further call of the House. [tis on a matter 
which is personal to me in my representative 
capacity, and reflects on my official conduct here. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Iam obliged to object. 
I am sorry to do so. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
five minutes. 


gentleman for five minutes. 

Mr. HARRIS. The statement which I desire 
to make is avery brief one. Itis, however, ona 
question which is more important to me than any 
other purely personal matter can be, because an 


article in the leading commercial paper of my city, | 


which I have now before me,and to which Di 


allude—the American newspaper of to-day—is 
one which suggests an imputation on the part of | 
both the Representatives of that city on this floor, | 
of neglect and inattention in a matter of the most | 


YEAS—~Messrs, Biggs, Bright, Brown, Cass; Clay, Clay- 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, said: As I sup- | 


more than anything else, to consume the time so | 


rury, of Maine, dispensed with, and the Journal | 


The SPEAKER stated the first business in | 


Resolved, That Andrew I. Reeder be admitted to a scat | 


July 31. 


follows: 


6t IMPROVEMENT OF THE Patrapsco River.—We regret to 
observe that no action has as yet been taken in the House 
of Representatives of the United States on the bill making 
an appropriation for the improvement of the Patapsco 
river, a work, we believe, second in importance to no con- 
templated improvement now before Congress. The bill we 
allude to was passed by the Senate, in the first month of 
the present session, by. an almost unanimous vote of that 
body, and has been before the House ever since, without 
any action being had upon it, although many bills far less 
important and general in their character have subsequently 
been originated and have been passed intolaws. Congress 
willremain but a short time in session, and we trust this 
important measure will not be iost through the neglect or 
inattention of those who ought to use all their energy in its 
behalf.” 


I therefore take the liberty of sayıng a few 
words of explanation myself, instead of sharing 
it with my colleague, [Mr. Davts,] because the 
particular measure to which this article refers had 
been placed by the committee of the Board of 
Trade of that city in my hands in this House, and 
the reflection upon me is the more direct. I have 
allusion to an article in the Baltimore American 
of this morning, reflecting upon us for our failure 
to bring to the attention of the House, and have 
passed, a bill for the improvement of the Pa- 
tapsco river. That bill having been placed in my 
hands, I desire to say to my constituents, in this 
public way, because the imputation is an impu- 
tation on me as the representative of those con- 
stituents—that I have had, at no time since that 
| bill came from the Senate, any possible opportu- 
nity to call it up, and to obtain the action of the 
House upen it. I desire further to say—whiat is 
well known to the members of the House—that 
i| no business on the Speaker’s table, or on the Cal- 

endar, can be taken up out of the regular order, 
except on Mondays bya suspension of the rules. 
I desire to say to my constituents—and I know I 
| will be borne out by the testimony of many gen- 
|| tlemen around me—that I have done as much to 
} impair a naturally good pair of lungs, for many 
| successive Mondays, in attempts to get the floor 
for the purpose of calling up that bill, as I have 
done in any effort I ever made inside or outside 
of this House. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. In justice to 
|| the gentleman from Maryland, I will say that I 
| have heard him urge the earliest consideration of 
i the matter. 

Mr. HARRIS. My friend behind me [Mr. 
Haven] says that Ihave made all the noise 1 
could about it on Monday. I desire to say further 
| that which is well known here, that it requires 
l a vote of two thirds to suspend the rules and to 
i! get up a bill on that day, but I have never been 
|i fortunate enough to get the floor even for the pur- 
{| pose of moving to suspend the rules. : 
| I wish to say further that, not satisfied with 
| ordinary efforts to get the floor, Ihave made what 
| T conceive to be extraordinary efforts. I have 
even, although conscious of the great press on 
|| the Speaker of this House, knowing, as I do, 
|! perfectly well, that these two hundred and thirty- 
i odd gentlemen are charged, each one of them, with 


: 3 i 
: t 3 |! 
I will not detain the House | want the floor. 
| 


Mr. WASHBURN. Then I will yield to the | 


i| matters of special importance which they were 
|| always anxious to take the first opportunity of 
i bringing up, and knowing that under these cir- 
| cumstances it was a very difficult thing for the 
Speaker of the House to extend to me any par- 
i ticular courtesy in connection with this matter— 
|; yet in order to leave no stone unturned, I have 
|! repeatedly solicited of the Speaker, as a personal 
| favor, the opportunity of calling up this bill. 
Every gentleman knows how impossible it would 
be for the Speaker to make and to fulfill promises 
of this character to the numerous gentlemen who 


Now, sir, I have said all that I conccive to be 
| Material to put myself right with my people. 
| And I now trust that as I have been compelled, 


|| in the face of the House, to defend myself against 


n imputation under the circumstances unjust to 
ime, and made in ignorance of my efforts here— 
| the House will on Monday next interpose no ob- 
| jection to what I ask, but by common consent 
aid me in suspending the rules and passing the 
bill. 

KANSAS CONTESTED ELECTION: 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I gave-notice 


vital consequence to the city of Baltimore—ona 


| 
| 
| 
| 


yesterday, that to-day, if I could obtain the floor, 
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- I would at three o’clock call the previous question 
on the resolutions now before the House; and in 
order that I may do so, I shall set an example 
to the Elouse which I hope may be followed, 
by making a very brief speech. I believe, Mr. 
Speaker, that it is not necessary there should be 
much discussion on this question. Ithasalready, 
in all its material points, been discussed fully and 
elaborately inthe House. Assumptions and de- 
nials-have been made on onc side and on the other— 
such as will be made now, and have been argued 
from at length and often. The reports have been 
printed. Thetestimony is beforeus. All gentle- 
men in the House, I believe, have made up their 
minds on the subject. To-morrow, it will be re- 
collected, is private bill day—objection day, the 
only objection day there will be this session, and 

robably the only day for private business; and 
Jam particularly anxious that we may sit here 
to-day until this case shall be disposed of, in or- 
der that the House may go to the Private Calen- 
dar to-morrow, when a great many cases may be 
disposed of. 

My. Speaker, the report of the committee is 


very brief, and presents the positions of the com- | 


mittee, and I will read it as a part of my remarks: 


Your committee believe that all the conclusions as to 
matters of fact arrived at by the said special committee are 
clearly and incontrovertibly established by the testimony 
in the ease. Among those conclusions, applicable to the 
question of the seat in controversy between J. W., Whit- 
field and A. H. Reeder, are the following: 

“That cach election in the Territory, held under the 
organic or alleged territorial law, las been carried by organ- 
ized invasion from the State of. Missouri, by which the 
people of the Territory Lave been prevented from exercising 
the rights secured to them by the organic law.” 

“That the alleged Territorial Legislature was an ille- 


No law exists in Kansas for the election of a Delegate to 


gally-constituted body, and had no power to pass valid | 


laws, and their enactments are therefore null and void.” 


“That the election under which the sitting Delegate, } 


Jobn W. Whitfeld, bolds his seat, was not hetd in pussu- 
ance of any valid law, and that it showd be regarded only 
as the expression of the choice of those resident citizens 
who voted for him.” 

“Phat the election under which the contesting Delegate, 
Andrew I. Reeder, claims his scat, was not Beid in pur: 
unce of Jaw, and that it should be regarded only as tbe 
expression of the resident. citizens who voted for him.” 

«That Andrew FL Reeder received a greater number of 
votes of resident citizens than Jobn W. Whitticld, tor Del- 
egate.”? 

“That in the present condition of the Territory, a fair 
election cannot be beld, without anew census, a stringent 
and well-guarded election law, the 3 of impartial 
judges, and the presence of United Stat®s troops at every 
place of cleetion. 

In view of these conclusions, that the eleetion of J, W. 
Wiohidield was without any authority of law, aud that he 
sonics here as the ehoice of ouly a minority of the resident 
as Of Kan your committee decide that he is not 
entitled to the scat which he holds as Delegate (rom the 
Territory of Kansas. 

The cleelion under which A. H. Reeder claims was 
equaily without authority of Jaw; but, inasmuch as he 
comes here as the choice of a much larger number of the 
‘yesident eitizens of Kansas than the number of those who 
ted ford. W. Whiuicid, your committee recommend that 
he be admitted to a seat as Delegate from the Territory of 
Kansas. 

The ofice of a Detegate from a Territory is not ereated 
by the Constitution. Such Deleg are not members of 
the House, and bave no votes in 
received as a matter of iavor— 
y be communicate H 
aple of the Lerritori 
ud this power has be 


ised—to admit private 
ch Ff must p 


s fit, admit more than onc 
Under ordina 


dn all the laws creating Territorics, provision is 
made for the election of Delegates to Congress; and the 
people of the Territories, having the opportunity to be heard 
h Belega and by memorial and petition 
neral provisions of the Co 


under the g 


a d through any other agency. 
e r, the people of the Territory of Kansas have 


to make as 
ion from 3 
it 


vietly Jogal election 
ouri, Which sub- 
and annihilated its 


been deprived of the powe 
of a Delegate by an inva 
verted their territorial governmen 
legislative power. To deny to Kan 
through the choice of its resident cit 
that choice was mauifested outside of 
necessarily so, because the law-making power was dse- 
stroyed by fo 
to be heard at all on the floor of the House. 


Your committee cannot recommend to the House to :; before us, they resolve “That John W. Whit- 


declare that the seatof the Delegate from Ka s vacant, 


and to order that a new election be held. The objections : 


to such a recommendation are obvious and insuperable. 
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power will | 


the right to be heard | 
merely because | 
gal forms, and | 


jtution, could not | 
In the present : 


ign violence, is to deny to Kansas the right |; 


t 
i 


‘answered now, but in his closing speech. 


Congress, the provision on that subject in the organie law 
having reference ouly to the first election; and no terri- 
torial law for such an ciection ean be enacted, for the plain 
reason, that the law-making power of that Territory has 
been subverted by usurpation. To send this case back to 
the people of Kansas for a new election, is merely to invite 
a repetition of the-scenes of last October; and it is quite 
certain that, at rhe next ion of Congress, some person 
would again appear, claiming a new election under terri- 
torial laws which your committee regard as nullities ; while 
some other person would again appear, claiming a new 


election, as the choice, outside of the laws, of a majority of | 


the pcople. 

Tt is undoubtedly competent for the Congress of the 
United States to enact a law under wh a legal election 
of a Delegate from Kansas could be effected. Should such 
a law be enacted, and shouid a Delegate elected under it 


appear here, your committee cannot doubt that he showd | 


be, and would be, admitted to a seat. Bat, in the mean 
tine, and until such an eieetion is ordered and held, your 
committee are of opinion that Kansas is entitled to be heard 
on the floor of the House by the agent chosen by a majority 


„of its citizens. 


Your committee therefore recommend the adoption of 
the following resolutions: 

Resolve: rat Jolm W. Whitfield is not entitled to a 
seat in this House as a Delegate from the Territory of 
Kansas. i 

Resolved, That Andrew H. Reeder be admitted to a seat 
on tbis floor as a Delegate from the Territory of Kansas. 


The law of 1817 provides for the election of 
Delegates to this House from the Territories. 
But that law is merely cumulative. It provides 
for elections, and makes rules under which they 
may be held. But the largest discretion has 
always been exercised, and may still beexcrcised, 
when there is occasion for it, upon the part of 
the House. 

Now, sir, Kansas ought to have a Delegate 
upon this floor. Minnesota Territory was allowed 


to have a Delegate here when she had but four : 
thousand inhabitants, and when it was in amore ; 


unorganized condition than is Kansas at this day. 
A Delegate came from Minnesota under more 
irregu 
is pro 
which 
Every 
of Ku 
that s 
Representatives. 


posed to admit a Delegate from Kansas, 
now has some fifty thousand inhabitants. 


1e should be repre 
The testimony that has been 


taken by the investigating committee shows that 
there has been no legal clection of any Delegate 


in the Territory of Kansas. Itis claimed, upon 
the part of the majority of the committee, that the 
territorial laws being fraudulent and void, there 


ar proceedings than those under which it, 


was no legal election, and, therefore, it was the | 


right of the people of the Territory, under the pre- 
cedents which have been given inthe case of Min- 
nesota, and in other cases, to come together in 
their primary assemblies, and to select a man to 
represent them upon this floor. This was done; 
and itisproved to us incontrovertibly that the con- 
testant is the choice of the people of Kansas Ter- 
ritory. F repeat, sir, that 
right of the people of Kansas to be represented 
upon this foor,and no Delegate having been legally 
elected, itis our duty to receive as such the agent 
or organ who is the choice of a majority of the 
citizens of that ‘'errito Bat, sir, with the 
promise with which | 
[ouse no longer. 

Mr. STEPHENS obtained the floor. 
Mr. SMITH, of Tennes 
of the gentleman from Georgia, I desire to ask 
the gentleman from Maince a question, not to be 


eference to the report of the Committee of Elec- 
tions, of which the gentleman from Maine 
chairman, in the Illinois case, it will be seen that 
they resolve that James C. Allen was 
clected, and is not entitled to his seat; and that 
Wiiliam B. Archer was dul elected, and is entitled 
to a seat in this body. 
contested-clection case, th port, that Bird B. 
Chapman was not entitled to a seat in this body, 
asa Delegate from the ‘Territory of Nebraske 
and that HL. P. Bennet is entitled to a seat in this 
body, as such Delegate. But in the case now 


field is not eniitied to a seat In this Elouse, as a 
Delegate from the Territory of Kansas; and 


believe that itis the | 


By 


is: 


in, in the Nebraska | 


. out, | wil detain the 
i 


. With the consent || 


not duly ij 


| 
| 
i 
i 


C. 


RIVES, WASHINGTON, D 


New Seres.. Ao: 1i7 


«That Andrew H. Reeder be admitted toa seal oir 
this floor, as a Delegate from the Territory of Kansas: ” 
Now; I want to know, and I hope the gentleman 
from Maine will answer me in his closing speech 
upon this question, why it is that,in all the other 
cases, they have reported that the contestant was 
entitled to his seat, and have not so reported in 
this caso; but have only reported that Reeder be 
admitted to a seat in this body? In-other words, 


| I want to know, whether their action in the House 


of Representatives is to be based upon the legal 
rights of the parties before us, or upon might, as 
indicated by the report of the majority of the 
Committee of Elections? S 

Mr. WASHBURN. Iwillanswer the gentle- 
man now, if the gentleman from Georgia willallow 
me. My answer is this, and if the gentleman 
from Tennessce had listened to my remarks I 
think he would have understood what my an- 
swer would be. I seid that the conclusion of the 
committee was, that in the case before us neither 
the sitting Delegate nor the contestant was legally 
elected; that neither was elected under the pro- 
visions of existing law by a majority of the legal 
voters in the ‘Territory; and therefore, technically 


| speaking, neither of them was duly elected. We 


have, therefore, followed the precedentset us in the 
Minnesota case, and have reported that, although 
the contestant was not legally elected, yet it' was 
expedient under the circumstances before us to 
admit bim to a seat upon this floor. 

Mr. SMITH. Then, under the admission of 
the majority.of the committee, Mr. Reeder has 
no right toa seat upon this floor, and yet they 
report a resolution admitting him as a Delegate 
from Kansas Territory. This proves the cor- 
rectness of the inference Thad drawn from the 
report, 2 K 

"Bho debate was continued by Messrs. STE- 
PHENS and SAVAGE, in opposition to the 
reportof the committee, and by Mr. SHERMAN 


in favor of it, The speeches are withheld for 


' revision, and will be published in the Appendix 


Mr. WHITFIELD obtained the floor. 

Mr. OLIVER, of Missouri.. Will the gentle- 
man from Kansas yield me the floor for a few 
minutes? 

Mr. WHITFIELD. I desire to make a few 
remarks in my own defense. I would have pre- 
ferred, however, that those gentlemen on. the 
other side who desire to speak upon this ques- 
tion, should have done so before I proceeded. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, I believe, sir, 
that in ali these contested-clection cases which 
have been before us this session, the contestants 
and the sitting members or Delegates, have been 
permitted to speak afier the previous question has 
been called; and 1 propose that this shall not be 
made an exception, and that the gentleman from 
Kansas shall avai himself of the privilege here- 
tofore extended io others under similar circum- 
stilt ume that the gentleman from 
souri, [Mr. Orryer,} who was one of the 
committee which was sent to Kansas, and the 
only one from this side of the House, will cer- 


a 


' tainly be allowed to address the House. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kan- 


: sas has the floor. 


r. WASHBURN. I hope the House wilt 
consent that the previous question shall be called 
now, with the understanding that the gentleman 
from Kansas shall be permitted to address the 
House afterwards. 

Mr. JONES. Task the gentleman from Maine 
if he is not willing that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, a member of the commission, shall have an 
opportunity to speak? . 

Mr. WASHBURN. In reply to that, I will 
say that I understand that the gentleman from 
Missouri desires only five or ten minutes, and I 
will give him that out of my time, if the House 
will consent to it. 

Mr. JONES. 
to be limited. 

Mr. WASHBURN. There have been three 
or four speeches made upon that side, and only 
one upon this, 


Ido not suppose he would like 


bd 
1858 

No. objection being 
Mr. Jongs, that Mr. Writrretp should be per- 
mitted to speak after the previous question was | 
called, was agreed to. f 

Mr. OLIVER, of Missouri, obtained the floor. 

Mr. STANTON. «I understand that the posi- 
tion of things.is, that the. gentleman from Mis- 
souri shall occupy an hour, that the previous 
question shall then be ordered, the gentleman 
from Kansas occupy an hour, and then the losing 
speech by the gentleman from Maine. 

“The SPEAKER. The. Chair would say, that 
“the only order made by the House is, that the 
gentleman from Kansas shall have the privilege 
of addressing the House Affer the previous ques- 
tion shall have been ordered. . 

Mr. STANTON. I was about to say that, if 
the gentleman from Missouri was to occupy an 
hour, I should object. s 

The SPEAKER. It is too late now to object, 
the gentleman from Kansas having yielded the 
floor, and the gentleman from Missouri- having 
obtained it. 

Mr. STANTON. I thought consent was given 
to the gentleman from Maine to call the previous 
question. f 

The SPEAKER: It was not so understood 

. by the Chair.’ 
Mr. OLIVER then addressed the House in 


oppo to the resolutions reported by the |i 
10. 


mmittee of Elections. His remarks are with- 
held for revision, and will appear in the Appendix. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I now call for 
the previous question. But before the vote is 
taken on seconding it, I will say that I understand 
the contestant in the case—Governor Reeder—is 
sick in Philadelphia, but that he has sent a writ- 
ten argument here, which he would like to have | 
read., I therefore ask unanimous consent that the | 
argument of the contestant may be read, after the 
previous question shall have been seconded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that he | 
has received a letter stating the condition of the 
health of the contestant, which will be read, if 
no objection is made. 

Mr. SNEED, I object to the reading of any 
letter from Governor Reeder. He does not come 
here pretending to have been elected under any 
Jaw, but in a lawless spirit of mobocracy. Upon 
that ground I must object. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 1 wish to kuow if the 
“unanimous consent of the House has been given 
for the sitting Delegate to be heard upon this 
question, after the previous question has been 
ordered? 

_TheSPEAKER. Unanimous consent has been 

iven, 

Mr. WASHBURN. Then I submit to the 
other side of the Housc, that it is a matter of 
courtesy that has never been refused, to allow the 
statement of the contestant to be heard, 

Mr. LETCHER. Ihave no objection to hear- 
ing the statement of Governor Reeder; but I want 
to know by what rule the committee undertook 
to take his testimony as a witness, when it seems 
that he is an interested party in the transaction? 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order pend- 
ing the call for the previous question, ‘The Chair 
will again submit the question to the House, 
whether there is, objection to the statement of the 
contestant being read? 

Mr. SNEED. I object. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 1 submit that the ohjec- 
tion of the gentleman comes too late. 

The SPEAKER. It is not too late. 

Mr. SNEED. Iam told by gentlemen around 
me who have been here longer, and have had | 
more experience than I have had, that IE ought 
to withdraw the objection. My own judgment 
is that I ought not to withdraw it; but, in obedi- 
ence to their request, I will withdraw it. 

Mr. ORR. I have no objection to the state- 
ment of Governor Reeder being read, but I think 
it should be read before the previous question is | 
seconded, 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
question. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Isee no reason 
why the statement should not be read now. Let 
it be read, and the previous question called after- 
wards, ~ 

Mr. WHITFIELD. I hepe my friends in this 
House will withdraw all objection, and allow the 


I demand the previous 


made, the proposition ®f f} - 


|| his speech. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


No further objection was made. $ 
The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered to be put. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled bills, reported that the commitiee had ex- 
amined and found truly enrolled hills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act directing a settlement of the accounts 
of David Gordon ; and 

An act for continuing the improvements of the 
Des Moines- rapids, in the Mississippi river. 

KANSAS CONTESTED RLECTION-—AGAIN. 


The Clerk proceeded to read Mr. Reeder’s 
statement, 

Mr. READY, (interrupting.) It is evident 
that-we cannot get through with this to-night, and 
I therefore move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

The Clerk continued the read 
testant’s statement. 

Mr. McMULLIN, (interrupting.) Whatis the 
date of the statement? 

The SPEAKER. Ithas no date. The date of 
the letter accompanying it is the 29th of July. 

Mr. McMULLIN. When was it received ? 

The SPEAKER. It was handed to the Chair 
some twenty minutes or half an hour ago. 

Mr. SEWARD. I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Maine whether it is his purpose to 
press the resolutions to a vote to-night? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I should prefer a vote on 
the resolutions to-night. 

Mr. SEWARD. It will take an hour to read 
that paper. 

Mr. WASHBURN. To-morrow is private | 
bill day. Itis objection day on the Private Cal- 
endar, and [ think we had better determine this 
hed to-night, and give up to-morrow to private 

vilis. 

Mr. SEWARD. If that be the disposition of 
the gentleman, I move this House do now ad- 
ourn. 

: Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I hope we will 
get through with this matter before we adjourn. 

Mr. SEWARD. Some of my friends do not 
}wish an adjournment; and as they request that 
we go into committee and take a recess until, 


ing of the con- 


to adjourn, and move that the rules be suspended, | 
and the Elouse resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, with the 
view indicated. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. We can take a recess from 
now until seven o’clock, and to-night dispose of 
this question. 

Mr. SEWARD. The question is one of priv- 
ilege; and the main question has becn ordered 
upon it, so that nothing will be lost by pursuing 
the course I have suggested. 

Mr. CADWALADER. Thope the gentleman | 
will withdraw, to allow me to havea couple of 
Senate bills referred. 

Mr. SEWARD. l decline to yield. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Let us go into committee, 
and have a night session. We can finish this 
matter to-morrow. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I hope we will 
go into the Committee of the Whole, and take up 
and dispose of the fortification bill before we take 
either a recess or adjourn. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I demand tellers on going 
into committee. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. FLORENCE 
and Kine were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 55, noes 74. 

So Mr. Szwaryp’s motion was disagreed to. | 

Mr. QUITMAN. Inasmuch as I should like 
to have a full House when this question is brought 
to a vote, I move the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the House will not 
adjourn. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. If I understand this 
matter, unanimous consent was given for the | 
reading of Mr. Reeder’s statement. Itis, in fact, 
He has the floor. Now, how ean it 
be taken from him? It cannot be taken from him 
by a motion to adjourn. [Laughter.} 

Mr. ORR. I suppose that the Clerk repre- 
sents Mr. Reeder, and I have no doubt that he 


statement to be read. 


yields for a motion to adjourn. [Renewed laugh- | 


seven o’clock this evening, I withdraw the motion |! 


and others, objected. 
‘have no objection, if Mr. 
ut in the same place. 
call for the regular order 


July 31, 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. ` For the purpose 
that the rules -be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. We can spend an hour 

` The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order 
at this time, as a negative vote upon the same 
question has just been announced by the Chair. ~ 
try requires that we should work after four 
o’clock. : 

Mr. PHELPS. I wish to make a suggestion 
communication from Mr. Reeder is now upon the 
table, and the Clerk is engaged in reading it. F 
presume itéan be handed to the reporters, and be 
upon our tables. 

Mr. WAKEMAN 

Mr. MORGAN. | 

Mr. WALKER. 4 
of business. . 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the motion to adjourn 
understand that it comes from the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Quirman’s 

So the House refused to adjourn. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I now move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 

| the Union, with a view to take up the fortifica- 
tion appropriation bill. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. The House has re- 
before. ; ; 

The SPEAKER. The House having ordered 
the main question to be put upon the question 
in order. . . 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I submit to the Chair, 
that this part of the proceeding does not come 
and that the motion of the gentleman from Ohio 

| is in order. I trust there will be no objection to 
it, as ] understand the object of the chairman of 
with the fortification appropriation biil, and to 
endeavor to get through with it this afternoon. 
It will not take more than an hour, and the read- 
morning. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will put the 
question on He motion. 

TAN 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
made the motion. 

Mr. STANTON. Butis it in order? , 
been ordered, the Chair rules that the motion 
| cannot be entertained, if a question of order is 
| raised upon it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, let it go upon the 
record, that my colleague objects. 

The Clerk then resumed the reading of the 

Mr. H. MARSHALL, who said: It is per- 
fectly palpable to every one, that we cannot hear 
a word of the reading, and therefore.1 move that 
the paper be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The House has given its 
unanimous consent that the paper shall be read, 
raised. . 

Mr. MARSHALL. Then I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House that its further read- 

Mr. WAKEMAN. T object. 

_ The Clerk then resumed the reading, but was 
interrupted by 

the motion made by the gentleman from Ohio a 
short time since, that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into the Cem- 

The SPEAKER. It is notin order, inasmuch 
as the previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. TRIPPE. Then I move that the House 


ter.] 


of taking up the fortification bill, I now move 
upon that bill and finish it, and we ought to do it. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. The business of the coun- 
which I think will remove all this difficulty. The 
printed in the Globe to-morrow morning and laid 
Whitfield’s speech is 
prevails, I hope the House and the country will 
motion, and it was not agreed to. 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
fused to adjourn since that motion was made 
before the House, the motion is not, at this time, 
strictly under the operation of the main question, 
the Committee of Waysand Means is, to eet 
ing of this paper can be finished to-morrow 
Mr. 8 ON. How did the motion get in? 
The SPEAKER. The previous question having 
Mr. STANTON. [object to it. 
paper; but was soon interrupted b 
the further reading be dispensed with, and that 
and, under that state of facts, no objection can be 
ing be dispensed with. 
Mr. TRIPPE, who said: Is it in order to renew 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 
j adjourn. 


F 


5 


'HE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE 


Mr. PRINGLE. I object to. any interruption 
of the reading of this argument. $ 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio.. Trise to a ques- 
tion of order. Pending the reading of a paper, a 
gentleman cannot move to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
a member may interrupt the reading bya motion 
to adjourn. E 

The question was then put; and the motion 
was not agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading, but was soon 
again interrupted b 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, who said: I under- 
stand it is the general wish of members to read 
this argument in the Globe of to-morrow morn- 
ing. I think that will do justice to all sides, and 
therefore [ move that its further reading be dis- 
pensed with; and further, that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. i 

Mr. WAKEMAN. I object. 

Mr. SAGE. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
journ will not prevail. 

The SPEAKER, Debate is not in order. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I call for tellers upon 
the motion. . 

‘Tellers were not ordered; and the House re- 
fused to adjourn, there being, ona division—ayes 
21, noes 72. 

Mr. TRIPPE; There is no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair holds that a quo- 
rum is not necessary to refuse to adjourn, 

Mr. TRIPPE. [rise to a question of order. 
Can any business be done without a quorum? | 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair 
a quorum is present, 

‘The reading was again resumed, but was again 
interrupted by 

Mr. WAKEMAN, who said: It is perfectly 
evident that we cannot have the paper read with 
advantage; and therefore I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. LE'VCHER. I call the gentleman to order. 
Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. J ask the gen- 
tleman from New York to withdraw that motion, 
that l may move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union? 

Mr. PHELPS. Trise to a question of order. 
Such a motion is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question hav- 
ing been ordered, and objection being made, such 
a motion cannot be entertained, 

The motion of Mr. Waxeman was then agreed 
to; and accordingly the House (at four o'clock 
and thirty minutes) adjourned until to-morrow, at 
eleven o’clock, a. m. 


I hope the motion to ad- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, August 1, 1856. 


‘The House met at eleven o’clock, a. m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Damer Waxvo, 


The SPEAICER asked the unanimous consent 
of the House that the Journal might be read. 

No objection being made, the Journal of yester- 
day was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER stated that the first business 
in order was the consideration of the resolutions 
reported from the Committee of Elections, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That John W. Whitfield is not entitled to a 
seat in this House as a Delegate from the Territory of Kan- 
gas. 

i ‘Resolved, That Andrew H. Reeder be admitted to a se 
on ihis flour as a Delegate from the Territory of Kan 


The first business in order the reading of 


was 


the contestant, whic S sh i h Ea TE ; 
the argumentof th Sek ch was unfin | held in the absence of a law authorizing jts de- i 
t 


ished when the House adjourned yesterday. 
REPORT FROM COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid |! 
before the House a favorable report from the |! 
Court of Claims in the case of Isaac Swain, | 
accompanied by a bill; which was read a first and 


second time, and, together with the report, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. f ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to take from 


the Speaker’s table, for the purpose of reference | 


li Í cannot forbear to express 


to the Committee for the District of Columbia, a í 
bill of the Senate repealing the act authorizing 
the construction of an armory upon one of the 
public reservations in this city. 

Mr. JONES of Tennessee.” Is there a quorum 
present? : 

The SPEAKER. There is not. ` 

Mr. JONES. If not, I object to any business 
being done. I thought the Chair could not have 
the Journal read until a quorum was present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asked unanimous 
consent of the House to have the Journal read. 

Mr. JONES. There is no House until there is 
a quorum. f 

The SPEAKER. The question as to a quorum | 
being present was not raised, and. the Journal was f 
read. The Clerk. will resume the reading of the | 
argument of the contestant. 


KANSAS CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The Clerk then resumed and concluded the | 
reading of the argument of ANDREW H.) 
REEDER, which is as follows: | 

The great mass of conclusive evidence before | 
the House and the country, has established so 
undeniably and so clearly that the Territorial Le- 
gislature of Kansas was a fraudulent, usurping 
| body, elected in a manner disgraceful to the age 
and the country, and that consequently its whole 
code of laws are utterly invalid and worthless, 
that I shall not consume any of the time allotted 
me in any superfluous clucidation of these points. | 
T assume that the Jaw under which my opponent | 
was elected is absolutely void and enacted under | 
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Legisla be elected according-to the organic 
act, and very naturally supposed they had covered 
the whole ground. ` A contingency occurred, 
however, which was entirely unforeseen and un- 
provided for, No Legislature was elected accorde 
mg to the act of Congress. A hostile force of. 
thousands of men invaded the Territory, took. 
possession of the polls, and prevented the election 
of a Legislatare as contemplated, by the. act; 
thus excluding the opportunity of. providing for- 
the details of a second e on. The right of 
representation in this House remained, however, 
unimpaired. . That was, expressly given by Con- 
| gress, and did not depend upon the Legislatures, 
jand thus the distinct alteruative was presented 
to oux people, whether this acknowledged, un- 
questioned, and cherished right, should perish for 
want of the mere technical detail which was to 
surround its exercise, or whether it had vitality 
and power enough to supply.its own forms to 
save itself from destruction? They knew that, 
as regarded these details, the subsequent sanction 
of this House was as good as its previous direc- 
tion. They did this House the justice to believe 
that they regarded a substantial right of repre- 
entation above technicality, and that they would 
sanction any forms which they would have pre- 
| viously directed. They accordingly endeavored to 
ascertain what this House would have provided, 
‘could they bave foreseen this unexpected con- 
i Uingency. For qualifications of voters they copied 
: from the organic act the words of Congress. For 
_ election districts they adopted those which bad 
been legally prescribed under the direction of the 


| circumstances which call for its stern condemna- 
tion, as part of a stupendous fraud and outrage, j 
I admit that my election, so far as time and 
place and technical forms are concerned, was 
without any previous law to authorize it. 
sume, under the minute and copious and conclu- 


į and that my opponent is backed only by ameager | 
little band of actual resident voters,and a greater | 
| accession of the citizens of Missouri, falling short 
even in the aggregate of my legal vote. These | 
positions cannot be successfully denied. | 
At the commencement of this contest, to vin- | 


I presented to this TLouse and its committee two 
apers, in which my position wasalready defined. 
insisted that my opponent was an intruder into 
the seat which he occupied; that he was sus- 


lar will. I claimed that the pretended law, under 
which he claimed to be elected, was invalid; first, 


tion, and outrage; second, that their statutes were 


the organic act, and where, for that reason alone 
they could make no valid legislation; and, third 
because this pretended election law, in its essen 
tial and material features, violates the organic : 
act, by opening the polls to a class of voters to | 
whom Congress had positively and distinetly | 
| prohibited the right of suffrage in the Territory. 
ny high gratification 
| at the emphatic manner in which all these posi- : 
i tions have been verified. Boldly and bitterly, 
i sir, were they contradicted and “denounced, so | 
long as the denunciators were allowed to furnish 
i their own testimony. ‘The sworn evidence now i: 
before the House, relieves me from the necessity 
: of correcting their statements, and establishes, to 
| their discomfiture and my vindication, the truth 
| of my every allegation. 
My opponent is left, then, with no shadow of 


from the commencement of the sessioti; and it is 


‘tome. If the House will sanction no election 
! tails, I too must fail. 


í shall show, however, that such elections can 


I as- || 


dicate the rights of myself and my constituents, | 


; because the Legislature who enacted it had’ no |; 
better title to their offices than frauds, usurpa- | y l r 
i thousand actual citizens of the Territory; and, 


|| passed ata place where they sat in violation of | 


i à claim to the seat which he has illegally filled i 


plain that it must remain vacant or be awarded |: 


‘act, and which were still existing unchanged, 
only making within some of them additional voting 
: precincts to accommodate an increased population. 
Vor forms of poll-book, oaths, and returns, and 
manner of conducting, they followed what, under 


j 
l L a C || authority of the organic act, had been prescribed 
| sive evidence before the House, that L received a |! 
| large majority of the legal vows of the Territory, |) 


for the first election, Indeed, it may be said. 
they originated nothing except the day of the 
clection, and a few additional voting Deer 
and, although I have made no such calculation, 


i| it is highly probable that these additional pre- 


‘einets can be stricken out without altering the 
result. 

' A proclamation was prepared and issued, which, 
for precision and careful attention to form, will 
compare favorably with any document of the 
kind from any quarter; stating the facts, setting 
forth the exigency of the case, and the reasons for 


7 ii the proceeding; containing the most full and 
tained neither by the forms of law nor the popu- |: 


detailed notice of everything necessary to the 


i! correct conduct of the election, and requesting all 


the citizens of the Territory to participate, as the 

only means of preventing a loss of representation. 
? 3 ; 

This proclamation was signed by more than one 


with all the original oaths, list of voters, and 
‘returns, is among the evidence before the Louses 
i and I venture to say, that the House have rarely 
‘had a more correct, orderly, and unimpeachable 
set of election papers before them, 

As to the inherent right of the people to provide: 
in their primary meetings for the making of laws 


and frames of government, whenever a necessity 
exi for it, based on the idea that the people in 


are the source of all power, and that on 
> will rests the whole fabric of government, 
the authorities are so abundant that days might 
be consumed in citations from standard works 
of learned, experienced, and able men—not the 
flippant and undigested matter of harangué and 
declamation for popular applause or ephemeral 
purpose; but grave, deliberate, ond scientific 
essays and discussions, the product of scholar- 


ship, thought, and research; and intended to 


define and illustrate the social rights of man, and 
the science of government, as well as to enlighten 
successive generations, 
if time permitted, I should delight to make some 
pointed and applicable quotations. At present 
| shall refer to some of these authorities only in 
a general way, together with some others of a 
i different character, but entitled to no less respect. 
-They are: Sidney on Government; Locke on Gov- 
ernment; Burgh’s Political Dissertation; Story’s 
Commentaries; Wilson’s Works; The Federalist; 
: Paley ’s Moral and Political Philosophy; Dr. Price 
. on Civil Liberty; Roger Williams on Civil Lib- 
erty; Rawle on the Constitution; Elliot’s Debates; 
The works of Jeferson, of Madison, and of John 
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the several States -and of the United States, and 
numberless decisions of the State and Federal 
courts, and the opinions of our greatest statesmen 
in the debates of Congress. Indeed, 1 may say 
that all the highest judicial, legal, and political 
luminaries of our country have in deliberate judi- 
cial opinions, State papers, and elaborate essays 
and debatés, asserted and maintained this doctrine; 
and although:men of contracted minds, afraid to 
trust the people, may consider it only as an un- 
meaning, abstract truth, well enough to write in 
constitutions, but impracticable of application, 
they treat itas a rule of action to be recognized 
in the ‘administration of our Government. 

Itis also asserted by many of these authorities, 
and denied, I think, by none of them, (as it could 
not be successfully,) that the right of the people 
to change their Government at will is an inalien- 
able right, of which they cannot divest them- | 
selves; and that any restrictions they may place 
upon the exercise of that will, by declaring that 
it shall only be manifested through certain pre- 
scribed forms, may be cast off by the same 
authority which imposed them, Nor does the | 
choice of time and mode, to resume delegated 
power, by remodeling the Government, depend 
upon the will of those holding official stations, 
for they are the mere agents, while the people are | 
the principals. These doctrines. are ably dis- 
cussed, and all the objections to them are triumph- 
antly met and refuted. Even by many English 
writers are they admitted, whilst in our own 
‘country they are the very foundation upon which 
all our Governments are based, and the very j 
essential doctrines of which our institutions are 
formed. Itis, then, this great underlying prin- 
ciple of the potency of popular will which I in- 

It is equally true, whether applied to a 


voke. 
small community or a large. one, provided the 

object sought to be reached is within the range 

of legitimate action. True it is, there is often 

difficulty in deciding whether the popular will | 
has really been ascertained, and again its expres- | 
sion may sometimes trench upon rights of asso- 

ciated communities bound in one governmental 

compactyand for these reasons, the principle may 

become inapplicable in given cases, but no man 

will be bold enough flatly to deny the principle. 

Nor can he sustain himself in setting up cobwebs 

of forms against its sweeping power. 

In all governmental and political questions, 
where this principle or its fair analogies arise, it 
ig the business of statesmen and patriots, of legis- 
lators holding true and enlarged views, to avow 
it, to respect it, to act upon it, and to perpetuate 
it. And he is but little attentive to the guards 


which should be constantly thrown around our f 


institutions, and little solicitous for their perma- 
nency, who would, in a fair case for its exercise, 
evade by a quibble the great principle which 
pervades and sustains them. At every occasion 
on which the popular willis defeated, our Gov- 
ernment receives a shock, slight or violent, as the 
case may be, and the respect and confidence of 
the masses in its justice and perfection is more | 
or less shaken. 

The old doctyine that government is a contract 
between the people and their rulers, although 
good enough for the liberals of England, who 
upon that doctrine dethroned their monarchs, | 
has been long ago exploded. And yet there are 
men who, although they will not avow it, make ; 
it, unconsciously perhaps, their rule of action. į 
They have a horror of popular uprising, and a 
kind of pertinacious and superstitious‘instinct of 
adherence to established forms, in preference to 
principles. They have a sort of vague and un- 
defined fear, that the line will not be properly ; 
drawn between a true, popular governmental 4 
movement, and a predominance of stormy anarchy || 
and unlicensed violence; forgetting that the peo- i 
ple, sharing the same fears and instincts as them- ;i 
selves, ‘are more disposed to suffer while evils į 
are sufferable, than to right themselves by abol- | 
ishing the forms to which they are accustomed.” if 
Men and statesmen, therefore, who lean to the | 
suppression of the popular will because it does | 
not in all respects conform to the technicalities of | 
torm, are clearly looking in the wrong direction, | 
apprehensive of evils which are only imaginary, į! 
and aggravating evils which really exist. i 

Í grant that very tumultuous and ephemeral 
assemblage of numbers, bearing no proper pro- 
portion to the whole of a “ political people,” dic- 


ii 


tated by sudden excitement, conducted without 
order, its participators not individualized, their 
will imperfectly asgertained, and their numbers 
too small or unascertainable, is not to be regarded. 
But when the process of expressing popular will 
is general and deliberate—when itis directed toa 
legitimate object, and all proper precautions are 
adopted to confine its action to the true “ political 
people;” to individuelize the participators; to 
define their numbers; to exhibit clearly the object 
and result of their action; to pursue commendable 
forms, even if originated by themselves, espe- 
cially when analagous to those generally received 
and adopted by public sentiment and legal pro- 
vision, and when every step is marked by calm- 
ness and good order,—it presents a case which no 


‘republican statesman should disregard, and which 
cannot be disregarded without running counter | 


to all the applicable authorities, doing violence to 
the genius and fundamental principles of our 
institutions, and going, at least to some extent, 


towards sustaining the monarchical doctrine that | 


a republic is impracticable, and that the people 
are less to be trusted than is the wisdom of those 
who at the time happen to be in office. 

It will not do, in this country, to repudiate 
and reject a true and well-defined expression of 
popular will in a legitimate case, only upon the 
argument that it wants the previous permission 
of law, and that, if respected, all future false and 
pretended movements of the same kind must also 
ie allowed. The presence of a previous law, or 
the want of it, may exist alike in the one class or 
the other, and is not the distinction between 
them. Other distinctions must be looked for, 
such as I have already indicated; and the only safe 
rale for the statesman to adopt, is to respect and 
enforce the expression of popular will, whenever, 
in view of these distinctions, the conviction is 
brought home to him, that such expression, in 


truth and in fact, is the popular will and nota! 


counterfeit. 

There may be exceptions to this rule, where 
the tribunal which is to judge and decide has its 
powers limited by constitutional provisions; but 
with that, in this case, we have nothing to do. 
We have to deal now with a case which appeals, 
solely to the conscience and discretion of this 
House. Nor is it necessary to say what ought 
to be done, in a case where a true expression of 
popular will comes in conflict with minority ac- 
tion, sanctioned by the forms of law—for it may 
be here assumed that there has been no legal 
election. There is no such conflict here between 


abstract right and technical right, but the only | 
question is whether the seat shall be filled upon | 
opalar informal action, or shall remain vacant. | 


t is a case in which no constitutional provision, 
and no legal enactment, prohibit filling the seat in 
that mode and on that basis. It is a question 
which concerns this House alone, and can affect 
no other branch or department of the Govern- 
ment, in which there is a clear field to exercise 
the largest discretion. 


I believe that if a congressional district should | 


by some accident find itself without an election 


law, and a member should be sent here by the | 


spontancons movement of the people, acting 


through such forms of their own, and in such; 
manner, as to convince the Hflouse that he was i 


selected by a majority of the ‘political people” 
of the district, being the sole constitutional judges 
of the qualifications, the returns, and the elec- 
tions of its members, they would not only be 
justified, but in duty bound to receive him, were 
it not that their power in that respect is limited 
by a special provision of the Constitution. A 
member of the House of Representatives is a 
voting legistator of the nation, holding an office 
created by the Constitution; and as his vote may 
affect other States, the Constitution takes care to 
provide that he shall be elected im pursuance of a 
law of his State; and by reason of this provision 
which is above the power of his congressiona 
district or of this House, he would be rejected. 

But with a territorial Delegate the case is radi- 
cally different. He is unknown to the Constitu- 
tion, and has no vote in legislation. He is here 
by courtesy as a mere agent of the Territory, to 
inform the House of the wants and condition 
of his people. lt isa matter for the decision of 
the House exclusively; and they can, if they see 


proper, admit one, two, or more Delegates trom 


erritory, with or without Jaw, and without | 
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the consent of any: other branch of the Govern- 
ment. To grant a seat on this floor, or the right 
to speak without voting, is their exclusive priv- 
ilege, and-has no limit but their own discretion. 
True, there is a provision of law, that the Terri- 
tories shall have Delegates on this floor; but 
does any one doubt that, with the consent of the 
House, they could have come here without such 
law? ‘The only effect of the law is, that, by-it, 
the Territories have the right to send at least one 
elegate; Dwhilst, before, they were dependent on 
the pleasure of the House alone. 

Having thus shown that this is an appropriate 
case to be controlled by the informal expression 
of the popular will; that the election of October 9th 
was not in conflict with, or violative of, any law, 
but, at most, only in the absence of law; that it 
was not even in the absence of law as respects 
the right to elect a Delegate, and most of the 
forms of proceeding at the election districts were 
the same as had already been created by law; 
that the qualifications of voters were the same as 
Congress had prescribed for the preceding elec- 
tion; that the forms of oath and return, and the 
mode of conducting the election, were the same 
as had been prescribed and acted on at the pre- 
vious election, under the authority of the organic 
act; that the whole proceeding was conducted 
with form and order; that its opponents can show 
no fraud or unfairness; and that all this. was 
necessary to prevent the great and cherished right 
of representation from being suspended or de- 
stroyed;—is there a substantial objection left, or 
can the House refuse to sanction it? Let me ask, 
had Congress deemed it proper to insert in the 
organic act a direction for the second election, in 
the event that the Legislature should fail to pro+ 
vide for it, would they not have been satisfied 
with the forms which surround this one? Would 
they not have been content to say that such elec- 
tion should be conducted in the same manner as 
the first? And if so, will they refuse to sanction 
subsequently the same thing which they woulp 
have ordered and directed previously, if they 
could have foreseen the necessity, when there is 
no constitution and no law to restrain or to limit 
their power to sanction? If this cannot be sanc- 
tioned, it is idle to think of making a case that 
can be. ‘To refuse it will be virtually to deny 
the political and governmental truth which has 
been labored and demonstrated by lawyers, 
judges, students, philosophers, and statesmen, 
and which no man will deny flatly and openly. 
It will be, in effect, to declare that old and ven- 
erated principle to be an intruder and impostor, 
and to refuse to recognize it, unless clothed at 
every point with legal technicalities and forms, 
which, at best, are its own creatures. Jt will be 
i to allow popular will to be outweighed by an 
empty technicality, in the scales of conscience 
and wide discretion alone. 

To allow substantial merit to be submerged 
by mere technicalities, and only because they are 
technicalities, may do for a court tied down by 
stringent rules; and even there the doctrine is 
odious. But when they conflict with great funda- 
mental and political truths, and the vital and 
cherished right of representation in this popular 
Legisiature of a great and liberal Republic—upon 
a question, too, where justice, truth, conscience, 
and the doctrines of republicanism, it would be 
narrow ground indeed for a statesman to stand 
upon. 

Thus far [ have discussed the question upon 
principle alone, and in that way I prefer to meet 
it, But as many men choose to rest upon prece- 
dents, rather than upon the principles that make 
precedents, I will accommodate them also with 
precedent and authority directly to the point, and 
which cannot be otherwise than satisfactory. -I 
will exhibit cases where this House has sanc- 
tioned popular movements without the forms of 
law; where the Senate has done the same thing; 
and where both Houses have done it, by law, in 
the most solemn and emphatic manner, by reject- , 
ing an election held under the forms of law, to 
adopt one held without them, and Hable to greater 
objections than the case we now present. When 
I have done this, I have a right to expect that the 
last objection will disappear. . 
| it will be seen that, in all the acts of Congress 
|| for the admission of New States, the preamble 
|| recites that the people have formed for themselves 


i| a constitution and State government. As a num- 


1856. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ber of them formed their government without an 

law at all to authorize it, and its whole vitality 
came from the primary movements of the people, 
the act of admission operated as a direct sanction 


of these informal popular movements; and in re- | 


citing them by preambles, no distinction is made 
between those formed under a law, and those 
formed without law. Some. were formed under 
a law of the Territorial Legislature; but it is easy 
to show that such law is equivalent to no law at 
all, and absolutely void. In the debate on the 
admission of Michigan, Mr. Buchanan says: 

“ The precedent of the case of ‘Tennessee has silenced all 
objection that a previous act of Congress was necessary.” 

And again: 

«Te passage of the previous enabling act of Congress, 
was not required by principle or precedent.” 

In the debate on the admission of California, 
General Cass says: 

“I maintain thatallcommunities have aright to organize 
themselves, and provide for social order, when such order 
cannot otherwise be obtained.” 

And in allusion to the objection, that the elec- 
tion of delegates took place under a voluntary 
movement of the people, he says: 

“ This objection cannot be sustained in this age of the 
world, before the people of this country, and, L may add, 
before the people of Christendom.” 

Mr. Clay says: 

“ When a constitution has been formed, with some de- 
gree of irregularity, as in the casc of California, you are to 
consider of these irregularities, and determine as states- 
men, looking to great objects, and the accomplishment of a 
great purpose.”? x ij * i “ And you are not 
to be led off by mere technicalities.” 

Much more might be said on the subject of 
these admissions of new States; but with a single 
reference to Wisconsin, I will pass on to other 
subjects of more direct bearing: and in regard to 
Wisconsin, I only desire to say, that although, 
in all the previous enabling acts for other States, 
Congress had provided all the forms and ma- 
chinery for apportioning delegates, conducting 
and returning elections, times, places, and qualifi- 
cations of voters; yet in the case of Wisconsin, the 
naked privilege to form a constitution was con- 
ferred, and all the details mentioned in the other 
acts were here left to the people. 

But we will pass on to another class of cases 
than the admission of States. On the Q7th of Jan- 
uary, 1837, the Hon, Isaac E. Crary claimed a 
seat in this House as a member from the State of 
Michigan. The State had been admitted only 
the day before, and yet his credentials disclosed 
the fact that he had been elected in October, 1835. 
There had been no law authorizing his election, 
or any other proccedings previous thereto. The 
whole was nothing more or less than a voluntary 
movement of the people, with no vitality or force 
except that derived from the popular will. True, 
there had been an act of the Territorial Legisla- 
ture; but that, as E will now chow, was an abso- 
lute nullity, and could impart no more legality 
than the recommendation of a wayfarcr. It was 
not within the circle of their powers, which, as in 
all Territories, were confined to the administration 
of the territorial government. Among the enumer- 
ated powers conferred by Congress, there was no 
authority to organize a State. They could neither 
give permission to the people nor withhold it; and 


any act they mightassume to pass upon the sub- | 


ject was futile, impotent, and void, and could 
neither weaken nor strengthen the popularaction. 
lf the latter was valid, it was so without the action 
of the Legislature; and if void in itself, that act 
could give it no aid. This is clear upon principle; 
but as time does not serve to dilate further upon 
it, I will content myself by citing some authori- 
ties. ; 

Hon. R. F. Butler, Attorney General of the 
United States, in an elaborate opinion upon the 
point, given to the President in the case of the 
Territory of Arkansas, after a full and lucid 
argument, says: + : 

“To suppose that the legislative powers granted to the 
General Assembly included the power to abrogate, alter, or 
modify the territorial government established by the act 
of Congress, and of which the Assembly is a constituent 
part, would be manifestly absurd.” 

“ itis notin the power of the Gencral Assembly of Arkan- 
gas to pass any Jaw for the purpose of electing members to 
a convention to form a constitution and State government, 
or to do any other act, directly or indirectly, to create such 
new government. Every such Jaw, thougk approved by 
the Governor of the Territory, would be ali and void, if 
passed by them, notwithstanding his veto, it would still be 
equally void.” 


Only a few days before Mr. Crary presented 


himself in the House, Mr. Buchanan, in the Sen- 
ate, during the debate on the admission of Mich- 
igan, which he favored and voted for, says: 

«No Senator will pretend that the Territorial Legista- 
ture have any right whatever to pass laws enabling. the 
people to elect delegates to a convention for the purpose of 
forming a State constitution. It was an act of usurpation 
on their part. ` 


Both these gentlemen, while declaring the ac- 
tion of the Legislature absolutely void, admitted 
the power to be in the people. Not only was 
Mr. Buchanan’s confident challenge of denial 
unanswered by any Senator, but at no time in 
the Senate or the House, so far as my researches 
have gone, has this doctrine of the utter ineffi- 
ciency of such action by the Territorial Legisla- 
ture ever been contradicted; and I may add, it 
never successfully can be. Mr. Crary’s whole 
title, then, rested upon the voluntary informal 
movement of the people, sustaincd by no law. 
But there is another singular piece of evidence, to 
clinch this, if necessary: one year before, a peti- 
tion had been presented to the House, from the 
Legislatureelected under the same popular author- 
ity, and at the same time as Mr. Crary, and the 
House had referred it, witha declaration embodied 
in the resolution, that they “regard the samein no 
other light than as the voluntary act of private indi- 
viduals.” And yet, with this express declaration 
put upon their own record by themselves, in the 
strongest language, that Mr. Crary’s election was 
informal, and without any kind of legal authority, 
he was, after a short debate, admitted and sworn, 
And this, it will be remembered, was the case of 
a voting, constitutional member; not a mere ter- 
ritorial Delegate; and Mr. Crary presented no poll- 
books or election returns as evidence, but only 


the certificate of the Governor, whose election was. 


no more formal than his own. 

In 1804, John Hoge claimed a seat in this House 
asa Representative from the State of Pennsylvania 
to filla vacancy. It was objected that his elec- 
tion was illegal, because the fourth section of the 
first article of the Constitution provided, ‘ that 
the times, places, and manner of electing Senators 
and Representatives shall be prescribed in each 
State by the Legislature thereof; and the Legis- 
lature having failed to provide for special elections 
to fill vacancies, the Governor had assumed in his 
proclamation to fix the time, place, and manner, 
himself. ‘True, it was faintly contended by one 
or two members, that because the second section 
provided, that ‘when vacancies happened, in 
the representation from any State, ihe executive 
authority thereof shall issue writs of election to 
fill such vacancies,” he should have, by implica- 
tion, the power to fix the time, place, and manner. 
But as this power could oniy be by forced impli- 
cation, and was not at all necessary to the per- 
formance of the mere duty of ordering the election, 
and as the argument would seek to raise ar unne- 
cessary and implied power, from a previous sec- 
tion, to takeaway an express and unqualified pow- 
er, granted by a subsequent section, it was but 
faintly pressed and successfully refuted. itis plain 
from an examination of the casc, that the objection 
was true;and.yetthe House, although the notice 
of the election was a very short, and the polla 
very small one, by a vote of sixty-nine to thirty- 
eight, admitted Mr. Hoge to his seat. This was 
an unequivocal indorsement of the popular action, 


as the Governor had not power to prescribe the- 


form, and the Legislature, who alone had the 
power, had failed to exercise it. 

The next case J shall cite derives additional 
interest from the fact, that it was the commence- 


| ment of the political career of a man who made 


his mark upon hisage, his country, and the world; 
the combined elements of whose character have 
rooted the memory of his brilliant and extraor- 
dinary achievements, deep in the hearts of our 
people; have contributed in a wonderful degree to 
the glory of our country, and elevated his own 
fame to a dizzy and overtowering height. On the 
5th December, 1796, Andrew Jackson, then but 
twenty-seven years of age, and comparatively 
unknown ag a public man, presented himself in 
this House as the first member from Tennessee, 
claimed his seat, was admitted,and sworn. His 
election had no formaliuies and no law to sustain 
it, save the omnipotent and venerated law of the 
popular will. The Territorial Governor and Le- 
gislature, understanding too well the extent of 


their powers to dictate by a positive law, that 
popular action in which the whole power rested, 
had ventured only to “ recommend” to. the people 
to make and organize a State. government;. and 
the people, without any law of Congress, had 
made their government and elected: their officers. 
William Blount and Willie Blount participated 
in this movement, and General Washington in- 
dorsed it. Fortunate was it for them and the 
country, sir, that the nation was then in its prim- 
itive ignorance and its crude simplicity; fortunate 
that the constitutional expounders, legal and po- 
litical luminaries, and the profound statesmen of 
1856, were then unborn; fortunate that we had 
then only such small lights as Jefferson, Adams, 
Franklin, Madison, Pickering Randolph, Jay, 
Hamilton, and Marshall, else General Washing- 
ton or General Jackson, like my unfortunate con- 
stituents, would have been arraigned before the 
| country for public illegality, revolutionary dis- 
{ 


order, and incipient treason, Happy country! 
where the homely candles of revolutionary days 
have been succeeded by the gas-lights of modern 
improvement! 

Although itis scarcely possibly that this House 
will ever again have the opportunity to usher 
upon the public arena a counterpart of the first 
member from Tennessee, rs surely the national 
glory and greatness of the political life which 
dated from the adoption then of the rule which | 
invoke now, ought te allay any fears of its imag- 
inary evil tendencies. 

But we will pass on from what, under the 
authority of the present Administration, must be 
stigmatized as the dark ages of constitutional law, 
and come down to the times of political enlight- 
enment. In 1848, the Territory of Wisconsin, 
having formed a State government, was admitted 
by Congress into the Union. ‘The boundaries of 
the new State, not being identical with those of 
the Territory, excluded a population of about 
four thousand persons between the St. Croix and 
Mississippi rivers, who were thus left for the 
time uncared f@r, and without a government. 
General Dodge, the last Governor of the Terri- 
tory, had taken his seat in the Senate, and the 
territorial government was dissolved and discon- 
tinued. Mr. Catlin, the former Secretary of the 
Territory, left the new State, and joining the 
excluded inhabitants claimed to be acting Gov- 
ernor, and issued his proclamation for a special 
j clection of a Delegate to Congress. Henry H. 
Sibley was elected, and upon Secretary Catlin’s 
certificate was admitted to his seat by a vote of 
124 to 62—three members now on this floor voting 
in the affirmative. Gentlemen who contend that 
this election possessed legal formalxies, must 
contend not only that the territorial laws re- 
mained in force in the St. Croix country, but 
| that the offices still survived, and the entire 
political organization called the Territory of Wis- 
consin, which had been converted into a State 
and extinguished, stilf existed in all its vitality 
in the fragment of country which’ had been ex- 
eluded. ‘Phat the Jaws did survive, dormant for 
the want of any one to administer them, may 
very probably be the case; but that the offices 
and political organization of the ‘Territory were 
entirely gone and destroyed, is perfectly plain. 
Mr. Catlin was reduced to a private individual, 
and his proclamation ordering an election was 
unauthorized and void. The election derived all 
its virtue from the act of the people alone, and 
this was properly considered sufficient to admit 
| the Delegate to his seat. eae 
| The next case I will cite was one in which 
| therc was a spirited debate. The day after the 
| admission of California, Messrs. Wright and 
i Gilbert presented themselves here as members. 
| The informal character of all the proceedings in 
' California is so well known, that I will not con- 
sume time in referring tothem. Mr. Venable, of 
North Carolina, objected on the ground that the 
Constitution of the United States required the 
time, place, and manner of election for members 
to be fixed by law, and that no man can be the 
representative from a State unless elected in pur- 
suance of a law passed by the Legislature, and 
that such law is part of his constitutional title. 
He showed, by the certificates of election and the 
schedule, that on the day when these gentlemen 
were elected, there was no constitution, no law, 


| snd no Legislature; that by the Constitution of 
| the United States the qualifications of voters for 
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ynembers is relatively fixed, being such as vote 
for the most numefous branch of the State Legis- 
lature, and’ these qualifications had not then: been 
fixed. These objections were true in fact, and 
undenied; it was plain that the election had taken 
lace without a government, and without law, 
and without authority. Mr. Robinson, of Indi- 
ana, stated that in all the new States, except Mis- 
souriand Texas; representatives had been elected 
and admitted. without any previous law passed 
by the Legislature, which assertion was not de- 
nied... Itis no answer to say thatthe admission 
of the State by Congress operated retrospectively 
to validate that election; for it did not necessa- 
rily do any such thing; and even if the law of 
admission had ratified them by an express decla- 
yation; it would have been null and ‘void, the 
House being the constitutional and exclusive 
judge of the validity of the elections. And I may 
add that, had the ratification been. express and 
valid, and binding on the House, it does not affect 
the question; as a ratification.of ‘the question of 
these irregular elections equally serves my argu- 
ment, whether made by the Senate and House, 
or by the House alone. They were admitted by 
avote of 109 to 59, (two members of this House 
voting ay,) and their credentials were referred to 
the Committee of Elections, who never reported, 
and they were allowed to retain their seats. : 
I will refer to but one more.case in the House, 
which isa peculiar one. In 1808, the Territory 
of Indiana being in full operation under the or- 
‘ganicact, the Governor dissolved the Legislature, 
as he hada right by law to do. On the 3d of 
February, 1809, the Territory of Hlinois was cut 
off, and five members of the Legislature of Iu- 
diana were included in the new ‘Territory; thus 
working the official destruction of the Legisla- 
ture. On the 27th February, 1809, an act of 
Congress was passed, upon the mistaken assump- 
tion that there was a Legislature in existence m 
Indiana, which act provided for an apportion- 
ment, by the supposed Legislature, to be followed 
by an lection for representatives under said ap- 
portionmenss and directing that, when the people 
shall so elect representatives, they shall also elect 
a Delegate to Congress. For want of a Legisla- 
tureto make this apportionment, and to fix the 
time, places, and.forms, the act of Congress failed, 
and no such election could be held as Congress 
had contemplated. The Governor, rather than 
the Territory should lose ils representative, as- 
eumed the authority to order an election ona 
day and in a manner fixed by himself, and gave 
the Delegate clect a certificate, llow remarkably 
and strikingly curious is the resemblance between 
that case eand the one now before the ELouse! 
Then, as now, Congress had made all the forms, 
time, aud manner, to depend on the action of 
the Territorial Legislature. Then, as now, that 
legislative action had failed, and nothing was 
left but the naked right of representation, devoid 
of all machinery to develdp it. Then, the Gov- 
ernor, taking the precise view of the case, as the 
people of Kansas now, deemed it better to assume 
the authority (subject to the sanction of this 
House) to supply the forms, than that the right 
of representation should perish or be suspended. 
The only points of difference are, that in the 
present case the people fixed the day and forms 
of election, insiead of the Federal appointee, and 
that we produce the full returns of the different 
poils, with all the ciection papers, Instead of the 


mere certificate of the result, in both of which it |) 


is clear that our case is the stronger. 
Lhe Committee of Elections reported: 


«that the’ election belt on the 22d of May, 1809, for 
Delegate to Cony yous Indiana Ferritory being without 
authority of law, is void, and couseqneutly the seat of Jon- 
athan Jennings, as Delegate tur that Territory, is bereby 
deciared vacant. ™? 


In the House a motion was made to strike out 
the words, ‘without authority of law; which was 
Jost; and upon the question, whether the House 
concur in the resolution, the vote was—yeas 30, 
nays 86. So that the Llouse first distinctly de- 
claved that the election was without authority of 


law, and then sanctioned it by a vote of nearly į 


three to one: Mr. Jennings, of course, retained 
duis Seat: 

3 will consume no more time by citing any more 
eases of the action of the House, as I could do 


tf necessary, but willnextexamine the precedents 
of: the Senate, : 


From the mode in which Senators-are elected, 
we cannot expect to find:the question arise in that: 
body, except in. the case: of new States; and T 
might cite numbers of such cases, where the 
Senators. admitted were. elected by Legislatures 
who derived their: whole authority from mere 

opular elections unauthorized by law. I will, 
fowever, refer briefly to two cases. ees 

When the California Senators presented them- 
selves itwas objected that they had been elected, 
not by the Legislature of a State, but by a. so- 
called’ Legislature of an irregular, unauthorized 


government. They were admitted, notwithstand- | 


ing, by a vote of 36 to 12. Messrs. Cass, Clay, 
Dickinson, Douglas, Foote of Mississippi, Sew- 
ard, Badger, Bell, Dawson, Shields, Bright, 
Dodge, Downs, King, Mangum, Underwood, 
and others, voting in the affirmative. 

On the 26th of January, 1837, the Senators from 
Michigan presented themselves. ‘The State had 
been admitted on the same day of their presenta- 
tion, and they had been elected on the. 10th of 
November, 1835. Not only did the Legislature 
derive all their authority from an informal irregu- 
lar movement of the people, but the Senate had 
already, in disposing of a petition from the same 
Legislature, presented in January, 1836, de- 
clared in their resolution of reference, that they 
regarded ‘it in no other light than as the volun- 
tary act of individuals;’’ the language being the 
same as that which I have already quoted from 
the resolution of the House. ‘Thus we find that 
the Senate, in the exercise of their constitutional 
duty of deciding on the election and qualifications 
of members of their own body, instead of sending 
the election back to what was at that time the 
Legislature of a State, actually sanctioned their 
election, though made bya body whom they had 
declared to have no more legal authority at the 
time of the clection than private individuals. 
This could have been on no other ground than 
that they represented the popular will, and for 
that all-potent reason, legal forms could be dis- 
pensed with. 

I will now cite the last case to which I intend 
to recur. It isa strong and striking case, sanc- 
tioning a purely popular movement, without any 
pretense of legal authority; indecd, I may say, 
in. direct contravention of legal authority, and 
subversive of a proceeding which had been sur- 
rounded by all the forms of law. ‘he sanction 
is most positive and express, not by one House 
alone, but by a law of Congress, which still 
stands upon the statute-book. The case has a 
singular analogy, too, to the case now before the 
House. On the 15th of June, 1836, Congress 
passed an act providmg for the admission of 
Michigan, with boundaries different from those 
which the convention, in the adoption of their 
constitution, had prescribed, and made the ad- 
mission to depend upon the contingency, that 
such altered boundaries ‘* shall receive the assent 
of a convention of delegates, elected by the peo- 
ple for that sole purpose.” At that time the 
State government of Michigan had been in full 
operation for some time, although unrecognized 
by Congress. It had passed State laws, opened 
its courts, and ousted the territorial government. 
They proceeded at once to take cognizance of this 
act of Congress, and passed a law providing for 
the election of delegates to a convention, to de- 
cide upon accepting the boundaries as proposed 
by Congress. The delegates were elected under 
this law, and met in convention, in September, 
1836, formally refused to accept them, and com- 
municated their refusal to the President. Almost 
immediately ‘thereafter, the people themselves, 
without any authority of law, and acting through 
their primary. assemblies, called a second. clection 
for delegates, making their own apportionment, 
their own forms and election machinery; and the 
delegates thus elected met in convention on the 
14th December, 1836, and accepted the bounda- 
ries, communicating, also, their action to the 
President. ‘The private history of this transac- 
tion declares that the latter movement was a po- 
litical one, managed by the Democratic standing 
committee of the State, which I believe to be 
true, although [do not choose- to vouch for it. 
The other facts are unexceptionably correct, and 


| derived from the record. 


The votes polled at the first election were 
nearly six thousand; at the second nearly nine 
thousand. The number of delegates. under the 


act of the Legislature, in the first convention, was 
forty-nine. ‘The apportionment by the people 
for the second. election was seventy-two or up- 
wards, as seventy-two met in convention. -The 
free white males over twenty-one years of age 
exteeded twenty-two. thousand, so. that it would 
appear that the popular convention was not sus- 
tained by a majority of the voters, except upon 
the principle, that’ those who. did not vote were 
considered as consenting. The counties of Mon- 
roe and Macomb opened no polls for the Decem- 
ber convention. These proceedings came before 
the Senate, and gave rise to a spirited debate, in 
which both sides of the question were advocated 
with great ability and zeal, and no single objec- 
tion has been raised in the case now before the 
House which was not then pressed and over- 
ruled. To prove this I will as briefly as possible 
give afew extracts from the debates in the Senate. 
Mr. Morris, of Ohio, contended ‘‘that the sec- 
ond convention was held without any authority 
of law whatever; that this doctrine does away 
with all our constitutions and laws, and throws 
us back on the original elements of society.’’ 
He designates the second convention as the mere 
“ physical or numerical power. of the people of 
Michigan exercised in their primary. assemblies, 
without the authority of any law of the State, 
and not only without the sanction of any con- 
stitutional provision, but in direct contravention 
of Constitution and law, and by mere numerical 
strength evidenced, by a plurality of votes.’’ 
Speaking in reference to the grave and solemn 
character of the act, he says: 

“Tt is to remain obligatory on the State in all time to 
come, and which the regalar constituted authorities of the 
State have no power to control, and which the people 
themselves, according to the provision of their own consti- 
tution, ean never alter, abridge, or amend??? 

He says, further: 

“ Let it be constantly borne in mind, that there have been 
two conventions held in Michigan, for the purpose of con- 
sidering or assenting to the act of Congress. The conver- 
tion that first met was in pursuance of a Jaw of the State, 
especially passed for that purpose. It was elected and 
organized according to the provisions of that law. This 
convention dissented from the proposition of Congress. 
Subsequent to this decision it was that the people miet ii 
their primary assemblies, and the result was. that another 
convention was held.?? 

He further contended that, admitting the insuf- 
ficiency of the arguments on the point of irregu- 
larity, the evidence to support the proceeding 
‘¢ was entirely incomplete and unsatisfactory;’” 
and, alluding to the qualification of voters, and 
notice “of election, the swearing of judges, the 

collecting returns and counting the votes, and the 
l details of election generally, he said: ‘“ All these 
facts are entirely unknown to the Senate’’—that 
‘the Senate was about to establish the truth of 
a fact about which they knew but little, except 
from public rumor, paragraphs in newspapers, or 
the statements and assertions of individuals not 
under oath.”’ 

And when met by the argumont, that technical 
evidence was never required in legislation, and 
that any kind of information was sufficient which 
satisfied the mind of a legislator, whether legal 
evidence or not, he admitted the correctness of the 
rule generally, but contended that this was an 
exception, because of the grave character of the 
proceeding; and that the Senate were acting upon 
it in a judicial capacity. Another Senator says: 

“What evidence had the Senate of the organization 
of the convention ? or of the organization of the popular 
assemblies who appointed their delegates to that conven- 
tion? Who they were that met and voted we have no 
information. Who gave the notice? And for what did the 
people receive that notice? What evidence that the con- 
vention acted according to law? Were the delegates sworn? 
If so, they were extra-judicial oaths, and not binding on 
them. En fact, it was not a proceeding under the forms of 
law; for they were totally disregarded.” NRA 

Mr. Calhoun designated the proceeding as 
‘dangerous and revolutionary;’’ and, speaking 
of the second convention, contended that ‘This 
informal assembly, this caucus, as he might call 
it,” had no right to *‘ supersede the solemn ex- 
pression of the will of the people of Michigan, 
given in the formal and constitutional way.” 
And again; “ that this assembly had no authority; 
that it could not supewsede the constitution of 
Michigan, and could not undo what had been done 
by the regularly-constituted convention of the 
people.” 

Other extracts might be given to show that all 
the arguments made in the present case were 
made then, but the above are sufficient. Gen- 
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tlemen may abandon the hope of starting any 
new points. Then, ag now, it was contended 
that the proceeding had only the authority of pop- 
ular primary assemblies, and was irregular and 
withoutlaw. That a few districts had not par- 
ticipated in the election; that a majority of all the 
voters had not come to. the polls; that the oaths 
were extra-judicial and not binding; that there 
was no technically legal evidence of the facts; and 
that, although the technical rules of evidence 
were not necessary in legislative action generally, 
yet that the Senate was acting judicially, and for 
that reason stricter proof was necessary; and, 
singular,coincidence in that case as in this, the 
popular movement was opposed, because it super- 
seded a prior election held under legislative 
authority. 

Whatever points of difference existed were, as 
with former precedents, in favor of the case now 
before the House. Our evidence of what was 
done is far more precise and satisfactory; whilst 
our proceeding, as it involves no apportionment 


n d? . 
or convention, would require far less. Our elec- 


tion had the authority of a formal proclama- ! 
tion, signed by large numbers of the people. The | 
qualifications of voters were the same as desig- | 
A majority of voters had | 
The | 
prior election which we seek to supersede is i 


nated by Congress. L 
most probably participated in the election. 


shown to be void in itself; whilst, above and 
beyond all, is the distinction, that the object of 
the former proceeding was irrevocably to fix the 
boundaries of a sovereign State, and of this, only 
to confer the privileges of a consulting Delegate. 

Time will not serve to quote the able and 
statesmanlike arguments by which the objec- 
tions were met. 
port of the movement of the people were found 


such able and experienced lawyers and states- | 


men as Rives of Virginia, Benton of Missouri, 
Buchanan of Pennsylvania, Wright and Tall- 


madge of New York, Grundy of Tennessee, || 


Wiles of Connecticut, Strange and Brown of 
North Carolina, Walker of Mississippi, King 
and Nichols of Alabama, Fulton of Arkansas, 


King of Georgia, and others. And in the House | 


the debate was of the same character, ‘The dis- 
cussions in both were deliberate and full: author- 


ities were largely quoted, and the fundamental | 


doctrines of our institutions thoroughly and 
elaborately examined; and the result was, an 
act of Congress admitting Michigan, in the pre- 


amble to which this popular movement and | 


second convention received a solemn and ex- 
press sanction as the act of the people of the 
Re ae 

State of Michigan. 


foundation alonc, the great State of Michigan 
rests in this Union; and if the assembled wis- 
dom of the nation, backed by the presidential 
approval of General Jackson, deemed it, ou the 
most thorough examination, broad enough, and 


strong enough, and deep enough, to sustain so | 
greata weight, and if time has but verified and | 


approved their decision, surely, sir, this House 
will not consider it too frail to sustain a territo- 
rial Delegate? 

MR. BROOKS RE-SWORN AS A MEMBER. 

Mr. BOYCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privi- 
leged question. An clection has recently taken 
place to supply two vacancies in the delegation 
from the State of South Carolina. One of the 
gentlemen elected is now in attendance—the Hon. 
P, S. Brooxs. I hold inmy hand Mr. Brooxs’s 
commission under the great seal of the State and 
the signatures of the Secretary of State and the 
Governor. I move, sir, that Mr. Brooxs be now 
sworn in. i 

Mr. Brooxs came forwagd, and the Speaker 
administerec’ to him the oath to support the Con- 
stitution of the United States, 

MESSAGE FROM TIE SENATE, 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Dickins, its Scerctary, informing the House 
that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles; in whieh he had been directed to ask the 
concurrence of the House: 

An act (S. No. 10) to continue the improve- 
ments in the harbor of Newark, New Jersey; 

An act (S. No. 15) to continue the improve- 
ment of the harbor of Conneaut, Ohio; 

An act (S, No. 16) to continue the improve- 
ment of the harbor of Huron, Ohio; 


Suffice it to say, that in sup- ; 


The most querulous secker |; 
for precedents can ask nothing more. Upon that | 


! 


| pelled to make within the space of one hour—to 


An act (S. No. 17) to continue the improve- 
ment of the harbor of Ashtabula, Ohio; 

An act (S. No. 18) to continue the improve- 
ment of the harbor of Sandusky City, Ohio; 

An act (S. No. 19) to continue the improve- 
ment of the harbor of Cleveland, Ohio; 

An act (S, No. 20) to continue the improve- 
ment of the harbor at the mouth of the Black 
river, Ohio; 

An act (S. No. 21) to continue the improve- 
ment of the harbor of Fairport, Ohio; 

An act (S. No. 22) for continuing the improve- 
ment of the harbor at the mouth of Oak Orchard 
creek, New York, on Lake Ontario; 

An act (S. No. 23) for continuing the improve- 
ment of the harbor of Buffalo, New York, on 
Lake Erie; 

An act (S. No. 24) for continuing the improve- 
ment of the. harbor of Dunkirk, New York, on 


Lake Bric; { 


An act (S. No. 25) for continuing the improve- 


ment of the harbor of Sodus Bay, Cayuga county, |: 


New York, on Lake Ontario; 

An act (S. No. 26) for continuing the improve 
ment of the harbor of Sodus Bay, Wayne county, 
New York, on Lake Ontario; 

An act (S. No. 27) for completing the improve- 
ment of the harbor of Oswego, New York, on 


| Lake Ontario; 


An act (S. No. 28) making an appropriation 
for a steam dredge on Lake Ontario; 
An act (S. No. 29) making an appropriation 


for the continuation and completion of the break- ; 


water on the harbor of Burlington, on Lake 
Champlain; 
An act (S. No. 52) to provide for the continu- 
ing of the improvement of the Missouri river; 
An act (S. No. 67) for continuing the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Arkansas river; 
An act (S. No. 95) to continue the construc- 
tion of a harbor on the cast side of Reedy Island; 


An act (S. No. 333) for the relief of the Co- |! 
į lumbian Harmony Society of the city of Wash- 


ington; i 
An act (S. No. 384) to incorporate the guard- | 
ians of the poor; and 


An act (3. No. 385) to incorporate the Wash- |: 


ington Mutual Building Association. i 
KANSAS CONTESTED ELECTION ——AGAIN. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I desire 

to ask leave of the House—as it will be impos- 

sible for me to deliver the speech I shall be com- 


allow me to proceed with my speech after my 
time shall have expired. 

Mr. THORINGTON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. When the gentleman’s time 
shall have expired, the Chair will submit the | 
question to the House. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Yesterday, Mr. Speaker, 
when the communication from the contesting | 
Delegate was presented, some members of the | 
House objected to its being read. I then made 
a request that the objection should be withdrawn, 
and that his communication should be heard by 
the House. [shall notice very briefly some things 
in that communication, That gentleman, since 
my acquaintance with him began, has taken so 


many positions on various questions, and especi- ji 
i ally in respect to his own acts, that } only ask | 
I shall | 


the House may take them all together. 
be compelled to go into an examination of my 
own course; and that E may answer as many of 
the points in the case as I can do, T have thought 


proper to commit a large portion of my argument | 


to writing. 


Although the position I occupy before this | t Á ] 
in all respects, a || Then their own calm judgment will condemn the 


of the important |: 


House and the country is not, 
novel one, yet it is so m some 
considerations which it excites. Contested clec- 
tions have been common since the organization 
of the Government, both before Congre 
State Legislatures; yet the numerous cases I have 


been able to examine have failed to furnish me a |! 
precedent for that prominent feature of my own, || 


which has associated it directly with the great 
political contest now going on between the two | 
sections of the Union, and which is so far dis- | 
turbing our domestic harmony as lo excite in | 
the minds of the best patriots of the land the most | 


serious apprehensions for its future peace and | 


| by 


perpetuity. Were it not so connected —were it | 
free from the entangling influence thus surround- i 


Í 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 


and the | f 
| the consequences that may follow it. 


ing it, and so separated from this exciting and 
dangerous contest as that it could stand upon its 
merits only, and be justly and calmly considered 
upon such legal questions as grow out of it—were 
it, indeed, where all questions of the kind ought 
to be, wholly uninfluenced by party and party 
interests, I should notentertain.a doubt about its 
speedy and proper settlement. But, unfortunately 
| for the people of Kansas, and for the country, F 
fear there are those here who will not thus act 
towards it, who consider it rather as a ques- 
tion the settlement of which is to affect their own 
political fortunes, and the fortunes of the party to 
which they belong, who view its existence as & 
fortunate cvent for them, because it enables them 
to agitate the embarrassing question of slavery, 
and who intend to usc it, so far as they have the 
power to do so, as the means of bringing ona 
sectional contest forthe Presidency, with the hope 
of placing in their own and the hands of their 
i friends, the power and patronage of the Goveru- 
ment. I fear, too, that there are those here who 
have rendered themselves paftial and prejudiced 
| judges, from their voluntary pledges made to 
| secure their seats in this body, or who have been 
‘made so by the influence of political meetings 
| held in some of the northern States, where reso- 
| lutions prepared by those who made themselves 
| familiar with neither the facts hor the law of the 
| casc, have declared that, at every hazard, and 
I 


whatever the result, the gentleman who is con- 
sidered my competitor shall be legislated by this 
| House into the place which I now legally and 
| constitutionally hold. To these gentlemen, if 
| there are any such here, I beg to say that it is no 
'lightand trifling matter thus to deal with a ques- 
| tion swelled as this has been into its present mag- 
Í nitude. The peace and quiet of the people of 
this country are worth more than the success of 
‘any party. This matter has assumed such a 
shape as to involve, ina great degree, that peace 
and quict, and they should recollect how heavy 
is the responsibility it imposes upon them, They 
are here as judges, bound by their honoras men, 
and by their oaths as Representatives, to try the 


i issue before them fairly and impartially, and they 


should beware that they do not wander so far 
from the path of justice as that their example 
‘shall furnish a precedent hereafter, which some 
other party, in its madness and excitement, may 
employ as the means of securing its own power 
and success at the expense of justice, law, and 
right. They should not forget, whatever. their 
party alliances, or party Fone that they are hon- 
orably pledged to impartiality in all their actions 
here, and that noparty, however omnipotent, can 
release them from the obligations imposed by 
this pledge. J have-a right to demand this jm- 
partiality at their hands; and if they shall fail to 
give it, while they may inflict an injury upon the 
people whose representative I claim to be, they 
may also inflict a wound upon their own con- 
sciences, which, if they do not now, they may 
hereafter, fecl with the most agonizing intensity. 
No man can perpetrate a wrong, whatever present 
and immediate gain it may afford him, without 


i fecling at some time or other the gnawings of that 
i 8 F s DAUNAS 
sleepless monitor’? which never fails to perform 


i its duty or inflict its tortures. While I do not 
claim the prerogative of adviser, yet I will venture 
to remind them that, not only on account of the 
people represent, and of the country, buton their 
own account, it is necessary for them to remem- 
ber, that the mad excitement into which they 
have lashed a portion of the public mind cannot 
much longer remain at its present height; but 
i that it must subside, and the “sober second 
thoughts”? of the people again begin its work. 


purpose which I fear they are now cherishing, 
but which they have not yet executed, and which 
I verily believe they would not execute if they 
would only stop long enough to sce and consider 


Whilst} under ordinary circumstances, there is 
not a question growing out of this contest, upon 
| the discussion of which I should not enter, with 
ithe fullest assurance that its settlement by the 
! House would sustain my right to the seat I now 
| hold here, yet E frankly concede that the consid- 
| erations I have named are suficient to excite in’ 
my mind some embarrassment, lest I may be led, 
a just maintenance of my legal and constitu- 


| tional rights, to say something that shall add to 
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ihe excitement already existing. This I shall seek 
to'avoid, froma conviction of duty to the country 
and the Union; for I regard the peace of the one, 
and the permanent security of the other, as of far 
more importance than’any considerations per- 
sonal to myself. Yet,at the same time, this em- 
barrassment shall not influence me to neglect the 


proper assertion of my rights,and of those which | 


elong to the constituency who have sent me 
here, and for whom I shall speak. They area 

art of the American people, zealously sharing 
in the duty of maintaining our institutions, and 
having the right to demand the just protection of 
the Government. Yielding to the spirit of ad- 
venture which characterizes our age and country, 
they have torn themselves from those quiet com- 
forts which are so bounteously scattered through- 
out the organized States of the Union; yet in 
the midst of their hardships they have never for- 
gotten, and never will forget, the duty of obedi- 
ence, 
Government. No,circumstances can weaken the 
one, or alienate the other; and however they shall 
be dealt by in this contest, 1 am willing to pledge 
my lifefor their continued performance of all the 
proper duties of citizens. For them, more than 
for myself, itis my duty, as well as my pleas- 
ure, to speak; and when I feel that Iam their 
representative, chosen by their free and volun- 
tary suffrages, I am emboldened to demand in 
their name that I shall be permitted to remain 
where I now am—their legally-constituted Dele- 


gate upon this floor, And I shall demand it as į 


a right, secured by existing law, sanctioned by 
the uniform practice of the Government, and con- 
sistent with that representative feature of our 


institutions which secures to them their pepular | 


and republican character. 

I have presented myself here, under the author- 
ity of the Territory of Kansas, sustained by all 
the sovereignty she possessts, under the law of 
her organization. Her territorial seal is the wit- 
ness of my rights; and she has employed it by 
virtue of the power conferred upon her by the 
Congress of the United States, I do not claim 
for that seal the unquestionable validity that be- 
longs to those employed by the States of the 
Union, but I do claim for it that character and 


dignity that shall secure it against contempt, and || 
against being trampled upon, by the reckless vio- | 


lence of party. “It represents the authority of a 
people who, by an existing law passed pursuant 
to all the forms of the Constitution, have been 
made sovereign over their own domestic affairs; 
and U have a right to demand that it shall not be 
spurned with indignity, and that they shall not 
be repulseM withont a fair, full, and proper kear- 
ing. By virtue of the eredentiats thus furni 


as a Delegate upon this floor, and the oath of office 
has been administered to me. Being, therefore, 


fully clothed with all the power that belongs to 
this position, I shall proceed to the task of show- 
ing, without further preface, that E have been 
elected according to the terms of the act of Con- 
gress organizing the Territory of Kansas, and 
the Jaws of the Territorial Legislature properly 
and legally passed, pursuant to that act; and am 


The act of Congress organizing the Territory 
of Kansas was passed in May, 1854. By its pro- 
visions the legisiative authority of the Territory 
was vested in the Governor anda Legislative 
Assembly; and it was declared that the legisla- 


‘tive power should extend to all rightful sabjects 
of legislation, consistent with the Constitution 


of the United States and the provisions of that ` 


and the obligation of attachment. to the | 


red | 
me, | have been admitted to my present position | 


the whole country, that it was intendedto confer 
fall and sovereign power upon the people who 
should settle there; over all subjects which prop- 
erly came within the range of territorial: legisla- 
tion—even upon the great and delicate question of 
slavery. It fixed the qualification of voters at the 
first election, but gavethe right of doing so at all 
subsequent elections to the Territorial Legislature 
with certain limitations in reference to foreigners, 
and those who were engaged in the Army or 
Navy, or other service of the United States, Upon 
the Governor created by that act, certain powers 
| were conferred. Amongst these he was author- 
ized to fix the time and place of holding the first 
|| election for members of the Legislative Assem- 
| bly. These are the words of the law: 


« And the first election shall be held at such time and 
place, and be’conducted in such manner, both as to the per- 


thereof, as the. Governor shail appoint and direct, and he 
shail at the same time declare the number of members of 
the Council and House of Representatives to which each 
of the counties or districts shall be entitled under this act. 
| The persons having the highest number of legal votes in 
each of said council districts for members of the Council 
shall be declared by the Governor to be duly elected to the 
Council; and the person having the highest number of le- 
gal votes for the House of Representatives shall be declared 
hy the Governor tobe duly elected members of said House.’ 


The delegation of this power to the Governor 
was necessary to the original and proper organ- 
| ization of the Territory; and it will be seen that 
it confided to him exclusively the determination 
of the time of that organization. After the gen- 
tleman who held that position, and who is now 
the contestant of my seat, reached tke Territory, 
some difficulty arose between him and a portion 
of the people of the Territory in reference to 
|| the time of holding these elections, and the first 
ii meeting of the Legislature. He was charged 
| with unnecessarily delaying the organization be- 


interests of the Territory required itto take place. 
But this is a matter into which I do not propose 
to enter, as it is in no way necessary to my 
| present purpose. I have only to do with the fact, 


i 
f 
H 
conducting it, the persons who should superin- 
tend, and the number of members. According 
to the proclamation thus issued, the election was 


held, and its result was reported to the Governor, 
l! who then declared that certain gentlemen were 


i 


sentatives, and issued to them certificates of their 
election. E claim, and I think | may do so with 
confidence, that the persons thus elected, and thus 


1 
| 
| 
effect, did compose the Legislature of the Terri- 
| tory—-that in their hands all the legislative power 
of the people of the Territory was lodged. With- 
out stopping to inquire now what the whole ex- 
tent of that legislative power was, I may safely 
assume, without apprehension of contradiction, 
į that it extended to all matters which the people 


j 
l 
i 
| 
j 
f 
i 

li 

i : : . 

| Legislature—all the forms of the statute being 


! complied with, most strictly, in its creation. I 
s too late to say that it was otherwise. 


i my seat estopped from so insisting. He wa 


| declaring who was elected. Tt was a high and 
Į: responsible duty, and could be performed by no- 
ody but him. ff there were frauds in the elec- 
ion; if any of the results were controlled or 
4 brought about by force, threats, or intimidation 


ne, 


the peace and quiet of the people by sowing th 
i seed of discord amongst them. Shall he now b 
| permitted to say that he did not faithfully ex 
i cute his trust and perform this high duty? Wil 
i! he now be tolerated in declaring that he wave the 


act. It was well understood by Congress and || 


sons who shall superintend such election, and the returns | 


yond the time when the pressing and immediate } 


that he did exercise the power confided to hin, ; 
| and order the election by a proclamation fixing | 
the time and the places of voting, the manner of 


elected both to the Council and House of Repre- | 


holding the certificates of the Governor to that} 


of the ‘Territory had the right, under the act of 
Congress, to control. It wasa legally-constituted | 


And | 


|| above all others is the gentleman now asking for |} 


| specially charged by the Jaw with the duty of: 


| by the practice of them, were seeking to disturb |; 
i 


certificates of membership to the. persons elected 
when they were not entitled to them? I insist 
that he should not be; but that the legitimacy 
of the Legislature shall stand admitted against 
him, and as concluding him in all matters that 
concern him personally in the contest he is now 
prosecuting. No man has a just and proper right 
to perform an official act like this, under the sol- 
emn obligations of his position, and turn-around 
at the promptings of his personal interests and 
i| disavow it. 

But 1 go farther, and insist that the issuing of 
|! these certificates constitutes an official fact which 
cannot now be challenged. It was essential to 
the legality of the Legislature, and being done, 
that legality must stand unquestioned. In per- 
| forming the act, the Governor did not represent 
himself merely; he represented all the sovereign 
power possessed by the people, and the act was 
theirs as well as his. More than this, he repre- 
sented the Federal Government also, from whom 
| he derived his authority, and thereby imposed 
upon it the obligation of continuing to recognize 
il its validity. ‘The Legislature of ‘Kansas acted 
upon these convictions, and so.did the people of 
the Territory; for nobody there thought, at the 
time, of questioning the validity of these elec- 
tions. The most zealous opponents of the suc- 
cessful candidates did not think of protesting 
against them. This was an afterthought origin- 
ating elsewhere outside of the Territory, and 
with. those citizens of the ‘northern States who 
have supposed themselves especially charged 
with the duty of superintending the affairs of the 
people of Kansas, It was originated for party 
purposes by men who, under pretense of enlarged 
philanthropy, have been struggling to lay the 
foundation for their party success at whatever 
|| cost, though it should rack the Union to its center, 
and excite in all patriotic minds the most serious 
apprehensions for its safety. 

Butthe Legislature of Kansas, out of abundant 
caution, aflirmed the act of the Governor by exer- 
ii cising the power necessarily incident to all Legis- 
latures, of judging of the qualifications of its own 
members. It referred the credentials of those who 
claimed seats in the Counciland House of Repre- 
| sentatives to the proper committees, by whom the 
necessary inquiries were instituted, to ascertain 
and determine their validity. This resulted in 
i| determining that the members who compose the 
| Legislature were properly elected, and everybody 
|| acquiesced in this determination. It gave rise to 
no contest whatsoever until other and subsequent 
occurrences opened a new field of controversy, 
|| and excited all the elements of discord. May I 
‘| not therefore insist, with the utmost confidence, 
that a Legislature thus composed, having the 
sanction of both the people and the Governor, 
and questioned from no quarter, was a legally- 
constituted body, and passessed all the necessary 
powers of legislation over the domestic affairs of 
the Territory? I think this question is thus 
placed beyond cavil or dispute, and that I need 
not detain the House by the further discussion 
of it. But other and additional powers were con- 
ferred upon the Governor in reference to the place 
and time of the meeting of the Legislature, to 
understand the precise nature and extent of which 
it will be necessary for me to read several sections 
of the acts of Congress. The thirty-first section 
of the organic act 1s in these words: 


© That the seat of government of said Territory is hereby 
| located temporarily at Fort Leavenworth; and that such 
i 
i 


portions of the public buildings as may not be actually used 
| and needed for military purposes may be occupied and 
used under the direction of the Governor and Legislative 
Assembly for such public purposes as may be required under 
the provisions of this act.” 

It needs no argument to show that this section 
| of the law, standing alone, confers full powers 
i!l upon the Legislature over the question of the 
i place of its meeting, after it shall have first 
| assembled. The location of the seat of govern- 
! ment, by its express terms, was temporary ; ‘that 
| is, it was to remain at Fort Leavenworth just so 
i long as the Legislature should not think it expe- 
| dient to remove it. If the session of the Legis- 
lature had continued at that place, under this 
section, for a single day, the law would have 
been complied with. And the reason of so pro- 
viding by the law was, manifestly for the single 
purpose of pointing out a place for the first meet- 
ing of the Legislature—for without such provision 
the Legislature would not knew where to meet. 
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Thus I insist, that this section had been the 
only provision upon the subject, the power of the 
Legislature to change the place of its meeting 
after its first assembling at Fort Leavenworth, 
was complete‘and entire; that it was a necessary 
part of the legislative power, granted to the peo- 
ple of the Territory by the organic law. And 
Congress so understood it, as other provisions of 
the law will show—for I suppose it will not be 
denied that we must take together all the legis- 


lation of Congress upon the same subject at the | 


same session, In order to ascertain its true mean- 
ing. In this case, we shall have no difficulty in 
doing so, if we shall keep in our minds the proper 
interpretation of the section of the organic law. 
Thave already quoted. That will show us what 
Congress meant, and leave butthe single inquiry, 
whether or not any other provisions of law took 
away from the Legislature the discretionary power 
geanted by the section I have read, over the place 
of the seat of government, after the first meeting 
of the Legislature at Fort Leavenworth. 


The next provision on the subject of the place | 


of the meeting of the Legislature is found in the. 
appropriation bill passed in August, 1854, after 
the passage of the organic law of the Territory. 
lt provides that— 

“fu the event that the Seerctary of War shall deem it 
inconsistent with the interests of the military service to 
furnish a sufficient portion of the military building 
Leavenworth for the use of the territorial government of 
Kansas, the sum of $25,000 shall be, and in that contingency 
is hereby, appropriated for the erection of public buildings 
for the use of the Legislature of Kansas, to be expended 
under the direction of the Governor of said Territory.” 

But one meaning can be given to this language; 
no ingenuity can fairly torture it into any other. 
It is this: that it merely contemplated the possi- 
bility that no building could be spared at Fort 
Leavenworth for the use of the Legislature; in 
which event, of course, the Legislature would 
have to meet elsewhere, and the money was 
appropriated for its accommodation elsewhere. 
The.two sections taken together mean this: that 
Fort Leavenworth shall be the'place of the meet- 
ing of the Legislature; but if the necessary build- 
ings cannot be furnished there, it must be some- 
where else. 
give them a reasonable interpretation? If there 


are contradictions apparent in a statute, are we | 


not bound to reconcile them, if possible, so as to 
carry out the intention of the Legislature? But 


this last section in no way affects the power con- | 


ferred upon the Legislature by the first one, over 
the place of meeting, after the first assembling 
of the Legislature. ‘That exists precisely as it 
would have done if this last section had not been 
passed. That power, I repeat, was expressly 
and fully granted by the organic act, and could 
not be taken away by implication, unless it clearly 
appeared that it was the intention of Congress 
that it should be taken away. lt is certain that 
Congress did not design to take it away, for the 
reason that, if it did, these two sections, taken 
together, would fix the temporary seat of govern- 


ment at Fort Leavenworth, without any provision | 


for the subsequent establishment of it elsowhere. 
Then, instead of the temporary, it would become 


the permanent seat of government, for the waut || S 
; seems to require that he should eject me from this ! 


of power in the Territorial Legislature to fix it 
at some other place. 


have given these two sections is the only one of 
which they are fairly susceptible. 


The section of the appropriation act I have | 
quoted, having reference to the contingency that | 
there might not be sufficient buildings at Fort | 


Leavenworth, and necessarily, by just implica- 
tion, providing some other place for the tempo- 
rary seat of government, would have rendered 
additional legislation necessary, but for another 
provision of the organiclaw. Itwould have been 
necessary, in order to confer power upon the Le- 
gislature, to fix the seat of government after the 


Legislature should once exist; for that power, | 


as I have abundantly shown, was granted by the 
organic law. But as, in the event that the build- 
ings at Fort Leavenworth might not be spared, 
the Legislature could not meet there, it was neces- 


sary to make some provision for the first meet- |i 
p A i i 
i questioned their power to legislate. 


ing of the Legislature, in order merely that the 
legislation of the Territory might have a begin- 
ning, This was all that was necessary to provide 
for, in addition to the section of the appropriation 
act. And it was provided for by-another section 


What clse can they mean, if we | 


Congress certainly did not | 
mean this; and if they did not, the meaning I; 


‘such reflections to others, simply insisting that 


i them into an intelligent meaning, which it is the 


| pretation to these provisions. 


| of the organic act, which provided that the Legis- 


‘sary buildings could not be furnished at Fort 


| could mect nowhere else? Such an assumption is 


i are said to contain evidence of the fact, that he 


| terpretation of these provisions of the law that I 
have attempted to establish. 


| House of Representatives did meet at the town | 


_ whether those claiming seats were legally entitled 
to them, and being satisfied that they were, they 


lature should “ meet at such place, and. on such 
day as the Governor shall appoint, ’’&c. With this 
provision existing, no other legislation was neces- 
sary; bat the whole’of the sections taken together 
meant just this: that if the necessary buildings 
could not be furnished at Fort Leavenworth, the 
Governor should fix the place of meeting. . It was 
his duty to fix the time in any event, and the 
place upon the contingency mentioned.. But this 
left the power of the Legislature;which I have 
claimed, full and complete over all necessary 
matters of legislation, including, of course, that 
of meeting wheresoever it pleased, after comply- į 
ing with the proclamation of the Governor. 

This mode of reasoning reconciles all the appa- 
rent conflicts between these sections, and resolves 


duty of this House to do. But if this conflict 
really exists, there is another mode of reconciling 
it. It is this: by the organic act, the power to 
fix the time and place of meeting is given to the 
Governor. Fort Leavenworth is fixed as the 
temporary seat of government. Now, the place | 
of meeting is not essential to the validity of legis- 
lation, and, therefore, the first meeting may have 
taken place at any other point that the Governor 
should designate besides Fort Leavenworth, and 
the Legislature might either have passed laws 
there, or have removed afterwards to Fort Leav- | 
enworth, and thus beth. provisions of the law 
would have been complied with. And this view 
of it becomes the only just and plausible one, | 
when we consider the effect of the provision in 
the appropriationact. Taken together, therefore, 
they mean just what I have insisted: that the 
time and place of meeting was to be fixed by the 
Governor, in the event that sufficient and neces- 


Leavenworth. Certainly the gentleman who is 
now here claiming my seat is estopped from 
making any otherargument. He gave this inter- 
He supposed him- 
self as possessed of this power, and asted accord- 
ingly, by issuing his proclamation fixing the time, 
and the Lown of Pawnee as the place, of meeting. 
It does not now become him to say that he did 
this wrongfully or illegally. ‘hat would be per- 
mitting him to sport with the rights of the people | 
of Kansas, and putting at hazard their whole 
system of legislation. Can it be possible that, 
forgetting what he did, he will now insist, as 
others have, that Fort Leavenworth was the tem- 
porary seat of government, and the Legislature 


too preposterous to be considered for a moment, 
and he, above all other men, should be estopped 
from making it. If he had regarded Fort Leav- 
enworth asthe place of meeting, why did he not 
say so in his proclamation, and merely fix the 
time of meeting? The records of the Government 


was a part owner of the lots in the town of Paw- 
nee; but I will not undertake to say, or even to 
suggest, that this was a consideration which in- 
duced him to interpret the law as giving him the | 
power to require the Legislature to meet there. | 


no doubt whatsoever about the validity and legal- 
ity of every step that had been taken.: Certainly 
all those who were the owners of lots in the town 
of Pawnee were fully satisfied with all this; and 
if, as the records of the Government show, the 
Governor was one of these, it is an. irresistible 
conclusion that he, too, was abundantly satisfied. 
At all events, Lam not aware that he made the 
slightest complaint. : ; f 

Thus sustained by public opinion and. the 
opinion of the Governor, the Legislature began 
its work, with an honest conviction, that.up to 
that. point everything had been legally done. 
After its organization, the first thing that it be- 
came the duty of the Legislature to consider was, 
that provision should be made for the necessary 
buildings in which, to hold their sessions.. The 
two Houses could not meet in. the. open air, 
although they were willing to undergo, more than 
ordinary privations. They immediately ascer- 
tained that there were no buildings in the town 
of Pawnee suitable for legislation; that, in fact, 
it was a new town, just laid out for speculation; 
that it contained but one or two houses, and 
not only could not furnish a place for their, meet- 
ing, but could not furnish the most ordinary lodg- 
ing-places for the members. 'To have remained 
there would have been attended with only one 
result, which would have been to increase the 
value of the town. lots, and thus enable their 
owners to make a speculation. And they had to 
consider whether they would do that or move to 
some place where a necessary building for legis- 
lation could be procured and the members could 
be accommodated with boarding and. lodging. 
As the Secretary of War had decided that.the 
necessary buildings could not be spared at Fort 
Leavenworth, they were compelled: to look to 
some other point in the Territory. The Method- 
ist Church has, for some years, had a missionary 
establishment amongst the Shawnee Indians, near 
the line of ‘the Territory, and about two miles 
west of Westport, in Missouri, where there were 
all the necessary buildings, and where the Gov- 
ernor held his office, and this point necessarily 
attracted the attention of the Legislature. As the 
members could be boarded at this Mission and 
at Westport, it was deemed not only expedient 
but absolutely necessary to make immediate pro- 
vision for thesremoval of the Legislature to that 
place. Accordingly, on the second day of. the 
session, a bill was passed by both Houses, pro- 
viding for the removal of the seat of government 
to that point. : 

Now l desire it to be observed, that on the 
same day of the passage of this bill, but after 
the bill had passed, Governor. Reeder communi- 
cated his message to the Legislature, treating 
them as alegally-organized body, and expressing 
no opinion in reference to the power to provide: 
for the removal to the Shawnee Mission. This 
is important, in view of the fact, that he now. pre- 
tends that the Legislature was an illegal body, 
both at Pawnee and the Mission. It is. scarcely 
to be supposed that this House will sanction bun 
in an act of such inconsistency as he has t 
involved himself in. There are certainly son 


Nor will I now say that, as his personal interest 


Hall, he is furnished by it with a sufficient motive 
to insist upon a different interpretation. This 
might be considered uncharitable, and I leave 


he is bound by his official acts, while acting as 
Governor of the Territory, to admit now the in- 


Acting under the proclamation of the Governor, 
and never supposing certainly that he would even 
thereafter seize upon his own act to enable him 
to render their legislation invalid, the Council and 


of Pawnee, on the 2d day of July, 1855, and 
immediately organized by the election of the 
necessary officers. After instituting, as I have 
stated, the necessary inquiry in order to determine 


i 
| 
ed to the business of legislation. Nobody | 
Not a word | 
was heard from any quarter to the effect that they : 
had not full authority to meet there by virtue o 
the proclamation of the Governor, He was there, | 
ready to participate in the legislation, expressing 


proceed 


things which a man ought not to be permit 
do, and this is one of them. In his mess 
however, he said to the Legislature, ‘* The loca- 
i tion of the permanent seat of government is aiso 
| referred to you by the act of Congress,” &e. All 
the powers which the act had conferred upon 
him in reference to the seat of government, had 
| been exercised. He had nothing more to do with 
the question, and therefore he turned it all over 
to the Legislature. He now pretends, by an ar- 
gument predicated upon the meaning of the term, 
* permanent’? seat of government, to Insist, that 
all the power over the temporary seat of govern- 
i ment was in his hands, while all that the Legis- 
lature possessed was over that which was to be 
permanent. Thisis fallacy. Lhave already shown 
that the legislative power necessarily involved 
the power over the temporary seat of government, 
after the first-meeting of the Legislature, but 
there is another answer to this argument, per- 
fecily conclusive. i 

The whele power of the Governor was confined 
to the simple matter of fixing the time and place 
of mecting. There is not one word in the law 
saying anything about his fixing either the teme 
porary or permanent Seat of government, He was 


i 


i! merely required to fix the first place of meeting; 


"being done, everything else i onnected 
the matter properly belonged to the Legis- 
“fe not only belonged to them as a part 
of the’ general legislative power, but because j 
Sveryihing in the act of Congress on the subject 
of a seat of government’ connects the question 
with the Legislatureand not the Governor. And 
f might, with propriety, insist, if it were neces- 
sary, that the power over the permanent’ seat of 
government carried along with it power over the 
femporary one, ùpón the universally admitted prin- 
éiple that the greater always includes the Jesser. 
Büt, in any just view, my construction of this 
law must be sustained. LTapprehend that Gov- 
erhér Reeder himself never thought of any other 
until ie became involved ina controversy which 
required that he should abandon the ground he 
occupied at the tine his message was delivered. 
“"Phe bill that passed the Legislature for the 
removal to the Shawnee Mission was vetoed by 
ihe Governor, but it was afterwards passed, pur- 
suant to the organic ‘act, by two thirds of each 
House, and. therefore became a law without his 
approval. The last meeting of the Legislature 
at the town of Pawnee was on the 6th of July, 
1955; the day on which the bill was thus finally 
nassed. On the 16th it met agaii, under the au- 
thority of this act, at the Shawnee Mission, and 


proceeded to exercise all the power of a Legisla- | 


ture. A bill passed there, to incorporate a ferry 
at Kickapoo, was sent to the Governor for his 
approval; ard this bill, on the 21st of July, was 
vetoed by the Governor, upon the ground that 
the Legislature had no power to sit at that place. 
Jn this message he conceded the power to the 
Legislature to fix the permanent seat of govern- 
ment, but denied its power over the temporary 
‘one. “And he also denicd the power to the Le- 
gislature to remove its sessions from the town of 
Pawnee, where he had called it together. This 
denial and concession were directly contradictory; 
for if the Legislature had the power to remove 
from Pawnee, it had the right to go anywhere in 
the Territory, unless prohibited by the law of 
Congress. [have already shown that the organic 
law would have fixed the temporary seat of gov- 
ernmentat Fort Leavenworth, but forthe provis- 
ion of the appropriation áct, whieh gave the Sec- 
retary of War power to determine the question 
whether suitable buildings there cofld be spared. 
In the event that he determined that they could not 
be, that, of course, was not the temporary seat 
of government; andas he did so determine, the 
Legislature could not meet there, The meeting 
at Fort Leavonworth being, therefore, forbidden 
by the law, and the power of removal from Paw- 
nee being conceded, there can be no question but 
that the Legislatarc had the right to remove to 
the Shawnee Mission, or wherever else they 
pleased, within the Territory. 


The Governor, in his veto message, says that | 
the Legislature, before the permanent seat of gov- | 


ernment was fixed, could “ have adjourned to the 
temporary seat of government which Congress 
had established.’? But Congress had given the 
Secretary of War power to say whether they 
could meet there or not; and he having decided 
that they could not, can anything be clearer than 
that they had’ the power to remove elsewhere? 
This proposition is too plain to be longer dwelt 
upon. : 

After this veto of the Governor, and‘his refusal 
to recognize the right of the Legislature to sit at 
Shawnee Mission, it was apparent that all the 
legislation of the ‘Territory would have to termin- 
ate, unless all the bills could be passed by two 
thirds of each House. In this condition of affairs, 
the Legislature petitioned the President to remove 
Governor Reeder from office, in order to secure 
the codperation of the Executive in the necessary 
legislation. This was finally done, and legisla- 
tion proceeded. Laws were passed upon all the 
subjects necessary in the organization of a Terri- 
tory. A code of nearly one thousand pages was 
enacted providing for administration upon estates, 
fOr crimes and punishments, for the practice of 
law, forthe regulation of conveyances, concern- 
ing evidence, providing for elections, and indéed 
upon every subject on which the intefests of so- 
ciety required that there should be legislation. It 
iengw asked that all this legislation shall be set | 
aside and declared void; for if one law is void, 
on the grounds now assunied, they are all so; If 
this shall be done, then the Territory miiat return 


some other party, in’ 
to demand he justification of any flagrant abuse 
of power that its interest might require? 

~ Tt is impossible, I trust, that the House can be 
insensible to these considerations. 

But the Legislature was resolved to proceed 
with caution, and not hazard the validity of their 
legislation by the exercise of a doubtful power. 
Accordingly, ufter the Governor’s veto, and on 
the 30th July, 1855, the two Houses, by resolu- 
tion, submiited the question of the validity of 
their acts, to the United States district attorney, 
as the proper law officer of the Government, 
whose opinion they had a right to obtain. He 
submitted the question to the judges of the Su- 
preme Court, who afterwards communicated their 
opinion directly to the Legislature. That opinion 
was clear, distinct, and eraphatic, and was char- 
acterized by much learning and ability. It an- 
swered every objection set out in the veto message 
of the Governor so clearly and satisfactorily, that 
the only wonder is, that there should have been 
since found those who are ready to assail its rea- 
soning. ‘The conclusion of its argument was 
the decided opinion that the Legislature could 
legally hold its sessions were they then were. 
Thus the Legislature, not merely content with 
the exercise of its own judgment, took all the 
steps within its reach to have this question prop- 
erly settled, and found itself justified by the 
highest judicial authority of the Territory. sould 
they have done more? It is quite certain that 
very many Legislatures would have donc less. 
And the fact, thercfore, that they proceeded with 
so much caution, should have ‘entitled them to 
enough of respect and consideration to shield 
them from the abuse which a certain class of men 
are continually bestowing upon them. 

I wish every gentleman in this House would 
take the trouble to read this opinion, It could 
riot fail to convinge them of the correctness of 
the views entertained of their power by the 
Legislature. Its calm reasoning and strong argu- 
ment would put the whole question beyond fur- 
ther cavil or dispute. I will not trouble them 
with reading it, but may think it necessary to 
attach it to my speech hereafter. But ! insist, 
sir, that it is not competent for the House to go 
behind the acts of this Legislature, in order to 
inquire whether the members were properly 
elected or not; but that, like the records of a 
court, they import absolute verity on their face. 
My views upon this question were fully expressed 
in a communication to the Committee of Elec- 
tions, a portion of which [ will now read: 


“The committee will permit me to say that this presents 
on of more than ordinary gravity and importance. 
li to inquire collaterally into the validity of an act 
of legislation exists in the House of Representatives at all, 
when it is acting for itself alone, it is certain that, if it is 
now exercised, it will be the first time in our history. But 
whether it exists or not, the undersigned emphatically, but 
respectfully, denies to the House the power to carry such 
an inquiry so far in any proceeding, whether cellateral or 
otherwise, as to reach back to the inquiry whether or not 
the inembers of the Legislature passing the act were prop- 
erly and legally elected. The records of our own courts 


import absolute verity upon their face. And shall it be. 


pretended that the acts of a Legislature, though it shall be 
that of a Territory, import less verity than these recotds ? Uf 
it be assumed that they are not of equal dignity with a 
judicia! record, and that they may be collaterally attached, 
where is the inquiry to : top? Lf a State Legislature shall 
provide for an election of members of the House of Repre- 
seutatives, and the contestant of a member who was then 
elected sbalJ allege that the Legislature was not a legal one, 
the inquiry will involve the exercise of a power, on th 

part of the House alone, of supervising the legislation of a 


State; and who does not see the consequences to which ; 
this witlead? Ifthe Tlouse, in judging of the qualifications | 
of its own members, has a right to go behind an act of a Ter- i 


ritorial Legislature passed under a law of the United States, 
giving to the people of the ‘Territory fuwl and entire legis- 


Jative sovereignty over all their own affairs, it must have |! 
the same power to inquire in reference to an act of a State | 


Legislature. The Territorial Legislature, under the law of |) a few adventurers were residing upon the lands to 


Congress, is a sovereign with its proper sphere, as is that 
ofthe State. It is absolutely sovereign so far as the House 
of Representatives 


the concurrent action of both Houses; in other words, by a 


law passed pursuant to the Constitution. -The question of i; 


power in that case is a very different one from the question 
of power in this, where the House is acting alone, and 


concerned. ‘Congress, composed of |: 
both Houses, may possess the power to revise territorial | 
legislation ; but in that case even the revision must be by | 


| admitted me to my seat here. 


Reeder presents no question which re- 
quires the action of Congress, it is not necessary for me to 
insist that Congress in exercising its power of revision, if 
it possesses if, must be equally bound as the House to 
respect an act of a Territorial Legislature.. The question, 
so far as Congress is concerned, of the revision or repeal 
of a territorial law, can only involve the expediency and 
propriety of the act. It cannot, under any just view of the 
powers of Congress, justify an inquiry into the qualifications 
of the members who composed the Territorial Legislature. 
If so, the law conferring upon the people of the Territory. 
the sovereign power of legislation over all their territorial 


‘matters would be a mockery. And the exercise of the 


power, too, wouid involve the most singular inquiries— 


| precisely analogous to the inquiry, whether a judge was, 


or was not, properly and legally elected, upon examining 
the validity of a record of his court. Bat 1 am not driven 
now to the necessity of maintaining this latter proposition, 
as it is the Houseznd not Congress that-is acting, though É 
think no other can be justly maintained.” 


Governor Reeder received information of his 
removal on the 15th of August, 1855; and on the 


next day notified the Legislature that his func- 


tions as Governor had terminated, and that Hon. 
Daniel Woodson, Secretary of the Territory, 
would, from that time, by virtue of the organie 
law, discharge the duties of Governor. All the 
laws that had not been passed over the veto of 
Governor Reeder were subsequently. approved 
by him, and the session was closed on the 30th 
August, 1855.. - ; 

Amongst the laws passed by this Legislature, 
was one providing for genéral elections in the 
Territory. One provision of this law required 


| that the election for Delegate to Congress should 


take place on the first Monday of October, 1855, 
at the respective places of holding elections. It 
pointed out the whole mode of proceeding in 
conducting the election, and fixed the qualifica- 
tions of voters, and provided for the manner of 
making the returns. This election was held at 
the appointed time, and I was the only candédate, 
although thirty-six votes were cast for Governor 
Reeder. .I received the certificate of election from 
the proper authority of the Territory; and this 
House, having determined that it was valid, has 
I cannot suppose 
that there will now be areversal of this determi- 
nation. 

I have now, Mr. Speaker, detailed these facts 
in the history of Kansas, because they bear upon 
the question now to be decided by this House; I 
have done it plainly, because I desire them to be 
well understood by gentlemen before they cast 
their votes. May I not, sir, venture to express 
the hope, that. they will have their due weight 
upon their minds when they shall come to con- 
clude upon the course that a sense of justice and 
duty requires them to adopt? [am aware of all 
the embarrassments and difficulties surrounding 


| this question; but a fair examination of it will so 
i far, 1 think, remove all doubt about the true and 


just mode of settling it,as to overcome these. If 
gentlemen will only act dispassionately, and dis- 
miss from their minds the excitement that their 
connection with an angry party has created, I am 
sure it will doso. Itis due to the House, that I 
shall consider it as impartial, and, therefore, I 
shall confidently expect this- result. 

I have already alluded to the excited state of 
the public mind in reference to the affairs of Kan- 
sas, which is without a parallel in the history of 
the country. It is not necessary to my purpose 


| now that T shall enter upon an explanation of 


what I suppose to have been all the causes of this 
excitement; yet I should fail in the performance 
of my duty if I did not speak of some of the most 
important of them. And I shall refer to these 
with a design to-say nothing in reference to them 
that shall influence the passions of any gentleman 
here—if such a thing, as matters now stand, is 
possible. : 

At the time of the passage of the act for the 
organization of Kansas, there were no white set- 
tlements within the Territory. Here and there 


which the Indian title had been extinguished, but 
there were very few even of these. Kansas, 
therefore, can in no sense be considered as re- 
sponsible for the introduction into that act of the 


! proposition in reference to the existence of slavery 
| there. Congress chose, as it had the right under 
|; the Constitution to do, to leave the settlement of 


1856. 


that question to those who should become inhab- | 
itants of the Territory; and gentlemen will permit 
me to say that I have never heard any valid ar- | 
gumentagainst eprineiple so manifestly rightand | 
proper in itself. Asan abstract ‘proposition there | 
can be no just objection to the submission to the | 
_people of a Territory of all matters that concern 
their domestic policy. If it be conceded. that 
Congress possesses to the fullest possible extent 
the power to legislate for them, the full exercise 
of that power would be a violation of one of the 
fundamental features of our institutions. From 
the very beginning of our Government we have 
proceeded upon the idea that every portion of our 
people should have the right of representation in 
all matters that concern their welfare. The-people | 
of a Territory are as much entitled to the exer- 
cise and enjoyment of this right as those of a 
State. The fact, that they have yielded to the | 
spirit of adventure, and moved beyond the lines 
of a State, is not sufficient to destroy this right. 
They are stilla part of the great American family, 
having a common interest in the common inherit- 
ance of their brethren. They are by their enter- 
prise extending the area of civilization,and adding | 
to the strength and power of the nation. Why, 
then, should they be deprived of the right of repre- 
sentation over all their domestic affairs ? 
Gentlemen will excuse me for saying that I | 
have yet heard no good argument against a prop- 
osition so essentially in harmony with the nature | 
and spirit of our institutions. Every fair-minded | 
man will concede that, when the people of a Ter- 
ritory shall form a State constitution, and apply 
for admission into the Union, they have clearly 
the right, under the Constitution of the United 
States, to determine as they please all questions 
of domestic economy and policy. The only | 
restriction upon this general power imposed by 
the Constitution, is that which requires that their 
form of State government shall he republican in 
character. If that is accomplished, they are 
entitled to admission into the Union, “upon an 
equal footing with the other States,” and conse- 
quently to all the rights of State sovereignty. 
These are principles’ too well settled to be now | 
controverted. hat impropriety, then, is there, | 
under a form of government like ours, in granting 
to them, whiie they are a Territory, the power 
which it is admitted they can rightfully exercise 
when they become a State? True, the territory 
-composing Kansas was so situated, before the act 
passed, as that, under what was called the ‘* Mis- 
souri compromise,” slavery could not exist there. 
But, then, that compromise was a mere legislative 
act, Bubject, like all others, to repeal; and, be- 
sides, it was passed by the South as a measure 
of concession tothe North—a friendly and broth- 
erly concession. It wasadhered to by the South 
—religiously and tenaciously adhered to—until | 
the North ‘repudiated it, and thus released the 
South from any further obligation of observance 
‘to its provisions. Thus the principle embraced 
in it was again made the subject of legislayve 
action, when the South, and a.large portion of 
the North, concurred in the policy of its repeal, 
in order to secure the ascendency of the principle 
to which I have referred, that the people; both of 
the Territory and State, shall act for themselves. 
The repeal, therefore, being a mere common act 
cof legislation, and conferring upon the people of 
Kansas only such powers as are consistent with 
our form of Government,and the character of our 
institutions, did not, in my judgment, constitute 
a just occasion for complaint. Certainly, it did 
not justify the interference, by the people of ihe 
States, with the domestic affairs of the people of 
ihe Territory. The latter, it is true, were occu- 
pying the common property of the Union; but it 
was soon to become theirs; and the Union was 
to receive that consideration for it which was pro- | 
vided by law. They were building up institu- | 
tions for themselves and their children; and, so | 
far as the people of the States were concerned, 
would, when they became.e State, owe no other | 
allegiance to them than that which would arise | 
out of a common obligation of obedience to the | 
Federal Union, and the relationship of national | 
brotherhood. It was the duty of the States, | 
| 
| 
i 


therefore, to Jet them alone; to let them govern 
themselves in their own way; to let them build 
up such institutions as they should think neces- | 


sary to promote their own bonor and welfare, and | 
to lot them cultivate amongst themselves these | 


best interests are put at hazard. . ; 

In one State, Massachusetts, this guardianship 
has been assumed in a most extraordinary and 
dangerous manner—extraordinary, because itis 
the first example of the kind in this country, and 
dangerous, because it has aroused the passions, 
caused the cauldron of political excitement to boil 
and bubble over, shook the Union to its very 
foundations, and excited alarm and apprehension 
in every mind. The Legislature of this State 
went so far in this work of assumption as to in- 
corporate a company with acapital of $5,000,000, 
called the “t Massachusetts Emigrant Aid Com- 
pany,” with the avowed object of so directly in- 
terfering in the affairs of Kansas as to force upon 
the people there, whether they were willing or 
not, just such institutions as they chose to form 
for them. This company organized itself, elected 
all the necessary officers, and went regularly to 
work to make Kansas a free State, nolens volens, 
by the importation there of such voters as they 
could procure to be used for the occasion. They 
professed to be moved by principles of humanity 
and benevolence; but if they had even. one eye 
directed towards results of this nature, they kept 
the other steadily gazing upon a different object, 
taking good care, as we say in the West, of 
number one. 

The rich prairies of Kansas invited extensive 
speculations; they promised an abundant harvest 
of reward. And to the minds of those gentlemen 
who were thus so patriotically engaged in inter- 
fering with matters that did not concern them, 
the times offered a mest fanenng prospect of 
securing to themselves the fruits of this harvest. 
It is not necessary for me to deny that they had 
some humanity of feeling; but it does appear from 
their own showing that they had just enough of 
it to form the basis of a handsome speculation. 
Who ever heard before of that sort of patriotism 
that carried on a trade—a regularly systematized 
trade in dollars and cents? What a lofty, ele- 
vated, ennobling, magnanimous patriotism. it 
was! See with what touching eloquence the 
secretary of this disinterested and patriotic com- 
pany addressed himself to the humanity and 
benevolence and Christian charity of the people 
of Massachusetts: : 

« Itis recommended that the company’s agents locate 
and take up for the company’s benefit the sections of Jand 
in which the boarding-houses and mills are located, and no 
others. And further, that whenever the Territory shall be 
organized as a free State, the trustees shal} dispose of all 
its interests there, replace by the sales the money laid out, 
declare a dividend to the stockholders, and that they then 
select a new field and make simiiar arrangements tor the 
settlement and organization of another free Siate of this 
Union.” 


Mr. Speaker, here lies the origin of all the dif- 
ficulties now connected with Kansas affairs. The 
organization of this company, to import voters, 
to buy lands, to make money, and to make Kan- 
sas a free State, in spite of all consequences to the 
country and the Union, is the foundation of the 
whole. If these people had stayed at home, if they 
had let us alone,if they had attended to their own 
business, Kansas would have enjoyed entire quiet; 
but they would not—in spite of the most earnest 
entreaty they would not. They advertised for 
men; they proclaimed their purposes upon the 
house-tops; they procured allies from the excited 
population of the North; they posted their agents 
at every point upon the highways, from Boston to 
Kansas; they excited the people with their cries 
for human liberty; they formed companies, com- 
posed partly of men gathered up from the streets 
and alleys of your cities, and with these they 
marched upon Kansas, declaring, as they went, 
that they were ready lo fight—ay, and to die for 
freedom! Mark you, sir, Kansas was then quiet; 


i 


| 
| 
i 
| 
i 
i 


people of other States had not.also been aroused, 
Kansas borders upon Missouri; the western 
| counties of that State, and the eastern ones of 
| Kansas, are part of the same great valley. Their 
people must always mingle together in trade and 
commerce; Itis therefore to be expected, that 
| from the beginning they-should entertain a com- 
i munity of interests. And it was to be expected, 
| too, that some of the people of Missouri should 
i consider themselves. as having as much interest 
in Kansas as the people of Massachusetts, and as 
| having the same right to interfere in her domes- 
i tie affairs. Those who came there from Massa- 
| chusetts were under the control of, and the per- 
| fect vassals to a party of nudlifiers in that State, 
| who had procured the Legislature to declare that 
| a law of Congress should not be executed there; 
i and they could readily foresee that, if these peo- 
| ple got possession of the Legislature of Kansas, 
{ 
4 
| 


| they would force that young Territory into. a 
career of treason and nullification at the very 
outsct. And they could also see that such a law 
in Kansas as existed in Massachusetts would be 

! an invitation to every slave in Missouri to escape 

from his master, and take refuge there. ‘Thus 
they saw fifty million dollars worth of property 
laced at hazard—of property guarantied by the 
ederal Constitution, and they would have been 

less than men if they had not been excited. 

Sir, I justify no acts of violence—I condemn 
them all; but there are-occasions when. the best 
men will not listen to reason. No man, how- 
ever tame, will stand still and suffer his propert 
to be wrested from him by violence. Excited, 
however, as the people of Missouri were, they 
are not entitled to the epithets of abuse so con- 
stantly and industriously bestowed upon them— 
they are not “ border ruffians.’? Far from it, six. 
‘They are men whose patience has been iy toa 
severe test; and if they have occasionally been 
guilty of imprudence, they have but done what 
any other portion of the American people, under 
like circumstances, would have done. The, 
have found apology, if not excuse, in the con- 
duet of those who hive gone to Kansas for. the 
avowed purpose of forcing upon the people their 
own peculiar views of policy. It is well known 
į that these people have organized themselves into 
a secret order, pledged to each other by oaths 
and obligations that they will resort to blood- 
shed, if necessary, to make Kansas a free State. 
I have now before me a complete history of this 
organization, which { shall ask leave to make a 
part of my speech, but which I cannot read on 
account of its great Jength, It shows such a 
state of affairs as never existed elsewhere, and 
which all who desire the peace and quiet of the 
country will devoutly pray may never exist 
again. How is it possible for the affairs of a 
Territory to progress in peace when these things 
are done, and openly avowed and justified? But 
it i$ not my purpose to enter into details on this 
subject, as it has no immediate connection. with 
my right to the seat ] occupy. __, i 

I have stated that I was a candidate without a 
competitor. The election was held conformably 
to the law of the Territory, and I received about 
two thousand nine hundred votes, . There were 
thirty-six votes cast for Governor Reeder, but he 
does not pretend to claim that by virtue of these 
votes he is entiiled to the seat as; Delegate. To 
do that would be an admission that the act of the 
Legislature, under which the election was held, 
was valid, and that the Legislature had the right 
to pass it. But that would. not avail him, for 
| another and equally important reason; for he very 
well knows that, even though it were admitted 
that illegal votes: were cast for me, yet it would 
be impossible to reduce the number T received to 
anything near that given to him. If i had only 
received fifty votes, | would have been entitled to 
the certificate of election, and to my seat here. 
! That, at.allevents, cannot be denied. J have.the 


i right.to insist, therefore, and do insist, that as I 
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have been admitted to my seat as the Delegate 
from Kansas, the House is bound ‘so:to recog- 
nize me, until it is shown to possess ‘the consti- 
tutional'and legal power to do otherwise: -Be it 
observed: that there is nobody here occupying, | 
under the law regulating contested elections, the 
- position:of contestant, for to do ‘that the person 
so-claiming: must have been my competitor. - As 
it ig conceded that I-had no competitor, how are 
we to consider: Governor Reeder in any other 
light than.as‘a volunteer, claiming merely as a 
citizen to challenge my-right to the seat, but not 
sétting up-any for himself? . So the law considers 
him; for, I repeat, that to make him a contestant 
he must have been a candidate, and if not a candi- 
date, and therefore not a contestant, the House 
has no legal power to investigate any inquiry in 
relation to the election at. which I was elected, 
unless it be to inquire, by:going behind my cer- 
tificate of election, and the act of administering 
the oath to me here, whether or not I have been 
guilty of such acts as would subject me to expul- 
sion;—for you cannot look at this question in 
the light of the Constitution and the law without 
seeing that. your power in the matter is thus 
limitedboth by the law and the Constitution. 

I know that there are those who desire to 
break over all these barriers, and recklessly to |! 
assail all the well-guarded principles which pro- 
tect the right of representation, and that for the 
mere purpose of temporary party triumph; but 
Thope for the country, for the House itself, and | 
for the public peace, that none of this class of 
men have found their way into this Hall. I fear, 
however, that this hope is destined to disappoint- 
ment, when I look upon what has transpired 
since the opening of this session, and what is yet 
going on here. 

Notwithstanding, as I have said, I had no 
competitor, and therefore there was nobody to | 
whom my place could be given in the event of | 
my rejection, yet. the House deemed it right, | 
some time ago, to appoint a committee, and send 
it to Kansas to institute certain inquiries in rela- 
tion to the condition of affairs there. The com- 
mittee, it must be conceded, was not rendered 
necessary by any question growing out of my 
right to my seat as Delegate, nor was it appointed 
for the purpose of settling that right. Its object 
was political, as I shall have occasion presently 
to show, and as an examination of its volumin- 
ous report will convince all impartial minds. In- 
deed, it is not likely to be examined for any 
other than political purposes—to subserve the 
uses of a party whose cherished object has 
been, since this committee was raised, more dis- 
tinctly exhibited in forcing upon the country a 
sectional contest for the Presidency. To exam- 
ine this carefully is a work requiring much time 
and great labor. The mere cursory reading 
would itself, perhaps, require more time than any 
member of this House, who has not abandoned | 
all other duties, could give to it. The printed | 
document was put into my hands early last week. 
it so happened that I had attended taking this 
testimony in part, and my friends and counsel 
attended it in part, when in Kansas; but out of the 
Territory testimony has been taken of which I had 
no knowledge, and no opportunity either to object 
to the competency of the witnesses, or to cross- 
examine them, or even to know what they tes- 
tified. Jn the same way, much documentary évi- 
dence has been filed, of which I had no notice or 
knowledge, and which may, in some aspects of 
this case, have weight on the minds of some of 
the members of this House. This will show sat- 
isfactorily that the gentlemen who prepared this | 
report considered themselves as having certain | 


$ 


political purposes to subserve. 

Now, sir, with all respect to this House, it is | 
my duty to my constituents and to myself, to | 
disclose to the world that under the circumstances | 
in which the hearing of this. case is hurried to a | 
decision, I feel deprived, of a fair hearing on my ! 
rights, of a fair opportunity to test the preten- | 
sions of my adversary, and to examine the great | 
questions involved in this issue. From this vast 
repository of depositions and documents, mate- jj 
rials will be drawn to assail me and my constit- i! 
uents, and no opportunity can be afforded to | 
examine into the accuracy of the statements, to | 
present and compare the counter-testimony, orto 
show the contradictions of the witnesses, and the 
worthlessness of their testimony. It cannot, |! 


l! cision of this case. 


therefore, be expected of. me in this. discussion, 
that I should come armed at all points. to take 
issue, and answer every charge of every descrip- 
tion against my. constituents, or the constituents 
of these members of Missouri, which are found 
scattered through the eleven hundred and eighty- 
seven pages of printed matter sent in by thisin- 
yestigating committee. : . 

I shall proceed to consider the questions which 
I think are presented by this report, in the mode 
which I believe best adapted to present the in- 
justice of the action against me, and shall not 
permit myself to be diverted from this. object and 
drawy into secondary discussions of particular 
mattérs, by any querulous misrepresentation. of 
the action of any individuals among my constit- 
uents, which may be dragged up from the vague 
rumors testified to, and called evidence in these 


| documents. But I feel perfectly competent to 


unmask this whole transaction without entering 
into tedious detail, and to that task I shall now 
address myself. I will not detain the House by 
reading the resolutions under which this com- 
mittee was appointed, for the whole country is 
familiar with them. It is only necessary for me 
to state that they embrace several distinct propo- 
sitions. 

i. The committee are directed to inquire into 
and collect evidence in regard to the troubles in 
Kansas generally. 

2. And particularly in regard to any fraud or 


force attempted or practiced in reference to any: 


of the elections which have taken place in said 
Territory, under the law organizing the said 
Territory, or under any pretended law which 
may be said to have taken effect therein since. 
3. Thatthey shall fully investigate and take proof 
of all violent and tumultuous proceedings in said 


| Territory, at any time since the passage of the 


Kansas and Nebraska act, whether engaged in 
by residents of said Territory, or by any person 
or persons from elsewhere going into said Terri- 
tory, and doing, or encouraging others to do, any 
act of violence, or public disturbance against the 
laws of the United States, or the rights, peace, and 


| safety, of the residents of the said Territory; and 


the committee are empowered to send for persons 
and papers. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have a right,on my own 
behalf, and on behalf of my constituents, to com- 
plain of thisresolution. The power of this House 
to judge of the elections and returns of its mem- 
bers, is a judicial power, to be exercised according 
tolaw. The rules of proceeding in election causes 
are well ascertained. The illegal votes should be 
specified, so that the sitting member may have 
his opportunity to sustain them. Every objec- 
tion to his election should be specified, so that it 
may be distinctly met and inquired into. The 


| inquiry should be limited to the case itself. The 
| general conduct of parties not connected with the 


election, and the inquiry into matters and things 
alleged to be lawless, but which can have no con- 
nection with the election, or affect its results, are 
not the proper subjects of inquiry; because, by no 
sound ideas, cither of justice or logic, can things 
unconnected with the election be made to bear 
on its decision. But, sir, in mere justice to my- 
self and my constituents, I must say, and I desire 
to say it with all proper respect to this House, that 
in my poor judgment, every rule of justice and 
propriety has in my case been violated. This 
was a committee of investigation in the Kansas 


| election case, of the respective rights of myself 
The committee went | 


and the contestant toa seat. 
to Kansas; collected there and elsewhere such 
testimony as they chose; returned their report, 
and as soon as they reported, and the report is 
printed; movements are made to bring in the de- 
I am, therefore, justified in 
considering this as a committee in this election 
case, for, by the matter collected by this committee, 
it is sought to decide the right to the seat I oc- 
cupy—whether designedly or not. 1 hope it was 
the latter. Regarding them as resolutions in this 


| election case, they do me great injustice. 


The committee are first to collect evidence in 
regard to the troubles in Kansas generally. Sir, 
ought inquiries into troubles in Kansas generally 
to affect my particular right to this seat? Ought 


| an inquiry into troubles in New York generally, 


or Pennsylvania or Ohio generally, to affect the 
rights of members of Congress from those States 


of members in contested elections is so vague 
and loose, so wholly unconnected with the rights 
of the sitting members, that it cannot be adopted 
as a precedent without danger of introducing a 
great: irresponsible discretion, which, in party 
times, may stifle in this House the voice of large 
sections of this Union; and,.if followed as a pre- 
cedent in State elections, may be used by adom- 
inant faction, as such, to stifle the voice of their 
opponents. I trust, sir, this general inquiry was 
adopted for purposes of general information and 
legislation; and to those who thus adopted it, I 
appeal, to reject.from this case all general results 
deduced from this report, not bearing on my 
rights, i : ree: 

2. But the committee are particularly to inquire 
into any fraud or force attempted or practiced 
in reference to any of the elections which have 
taken place in said Territory. &c. 

Sir, this is the only resolution which even 
squints at my election, and it only squints at it. 
It gives no direction to investigate the validity 
or fairness of the election under which I claim 
my seat. It directs no regular inquiry into the 
validity of the previous election of the first Legis- 
lature. It simply directs the inquiry into any 
fraud or force in reference to these elections. 

Now, sir, it is obvious that fraud or force may 
exist in reference to an clection which may fail in 
its effects, or have only a partial effect, and the 
election may, notwithstanding, be valid. The 
committee are not directed to inquire into the 
whole of any election and report the. evidence 
which would show whether the election was 
valid, but are merely directed to inquire into and 
collect evidence of any fraud or force in reference 
to these elections. It is obvious, sir, that this 
resolution may well be executed by the commil- 
tee without any inquiry into the validity of any 
of these elections, merely by taking evidence of 
any fraud or force suggested to them which may 
have reference to the election, but which may 
| have had‘no serious influence on it; and I think 
ian examination of the papers will show that the 
i committee have thus executed the resolution. 

Third, The committee was directed fully to 
investigate and take proof of all riotous and tumul- 
tuous proceedings in said Territory at any time 
since the Kansas-Nebraska bill; whether engaged 
in by residents in said Territory, or by any per- 
son or persons from clsewhere going into said 
Territory, or encouraging others to do any act of- 
violence or public disturbance against the laws of 
the United States, or the right, peace, and safety 
of the residents of said Territory. 

Now, sir, this duty of the committee has no 
connection whatsoever with the investigation of 
the validity of my election. The House directs the 
committee to go into Kansas with a drag-net, and 
fish up all testimony they can find of any acts of 
riot or tumult, from the passage of the act to the 
present day, whether such acts be committed by 
residents or strangers; and all encouragements of 
; acts of violence and disturbance; to gather up all 
the evidence of offensive conduct that scandal- 
mongers may choose to detail, and throw the 
reeking mass, thus fished up, before this House-— 
and for-what purpose? Can it be said, with any 
show of reason, law, or justice, that I am respons- 
ible, civilly or criminally, for all and every act of 
violence committed in Kansas? Can it be said the 
validity of my election is affected by unjust con- 
duct, in no way connected with that election, and 
especially bY acts of riot and tumult which have 
occurred since that election, and grown out of 
other causes? Why, then, is this whole mass 
thrown into the House, and the decision of the 
case immediately hurried on? It is not for me to 
| speak of the motives and purposes of the members 
of this House, either singly or collectively, and 
shall not do so; but I have the right to speak of 
the effects of their acts—and this I shall do. The 
effect of this course is, that whatever of offense 
or prejudice may be found in the matter collected 
; by this committee is made to bear on the decision 
of my rights, and, under the color of this preju- 
dice, I ain to be expelled from my seat; and this 
mass of eleven hundred and eighty-sevén pages 
of matter is.to form a reservoir from which any 
serlbbler who chooses to slander and defame my 
constituents may draw material for this purpose. 

Sir, these resolutions operate as instructions to 
ithe committee in taking the testimony and con- 
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to their seats? Such a rule for deciding the rights |! ducting the investigation of this election. And I 
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am bound to ask, if these instructions are to be 
drawn into precedent in conducting elections in 
Congress and in the State Legislatures, how long 
any one of our governments may rełist the power 
of faction? Let us look at it. - 

In a contested election, thé right of a majority 
of the constituents-to be represented by the man 
of their choice is to be decidéd; and this is to be 
decided by inquiring who voted at the election, 
and whether they had the right to vote? To con- 
duct this inquiry fairly, the contestant is required 
to furnish a listof the voters to whom he objects, 
that the returned member may show that the 
votes are valid. If other objections exist, the 


contestant is required to furnish the objections, | 


that they may be inquired into. Butin this elec- 
tion, all these rules of inquiry are prostrated, and 
the resolutions adopted by this House instruct 


the committee to take testimony on three points, | 


and three points only. 

1. To inquire into and collect testimony in re- 
gard to the troubles in Kansas generally; 

2. As to any fraud or force in reference to any 
elections held in Kansas; and 

3. To inquire into and take proof in regard to 


all riotous and tumultuous proceedings and insti- ! 


gations to breach of the laws in Kansas since the 
passage of the Kansas act. 

Now, sir, the very thing which in fairness and 
justice should have been done is either entirely 
omitted, or so loosely and vaguely suggested, as 
not to enforce its performance on the committee. 

But the committee is prominently and gravely 
directed to perform the other duties mentioned. 
Now, sir, I repeat, what government could stand 
the assaults of faction, if this precedent is to 
prevail in their contested elections? Take, for 
example, New York, or Pennsylvania, or Mas- 
sachusetts. From the days of Shay’s insurrec- 
‘tion to the present day, each of these States 
have had their troubles. Sometimes a whisky 
insurrection, or an anti-rent insurrection, or a 
railroad mob, or acity mob. Acts of riots and 
tumults have occurred, any one of which would 
be in magnitude and violence more than equal 
to all the lawless mobs which have existed in 
Kansas since the organization of the Territory. 
And these things may occur again. Angry party 
strife, and new and now unknown issues, and 
for objects now unforeseen, may arise. In such 
shape, faction may, for its own purpose, desire 


to violate the elective franchise. T'o do this, what | 


precedent more apposite than the instructions 
contained in these resolutions. Send acommittee, 


charged, first, to inquire into and collect evidence i 
of all the troubles in the States; second, particu- | 


larly to inquire into any force or fraud in refer- 
ence to any election held in the State; and third, 
to inquire into any riots or tumults, by residents 
or strangers, and any incitements to violate the 
laws and the rights of the citizens, and omit all 
inquiry into the validity of the election by which 
the member claimed under the law to hold his 
seat, and this precedent will be faithfully followed. 
The government in which this is allowed may 


stand, but it will be by repudiating your prece- | 


dent, and turning from it in disgust. 

Thus much, sir, I have felt constrained to say 
on the resolutions under which the committee of 
investigation acted, and I will now proceed to 
show how these resolutions are carried into prac- 
tice by this committee. Of the members of this 
committee personally I have nothing to say, and 
I shall not speak of their motives; but with their 
acts and transactions, as a committee of this 


House, I have much to do; and of those acts, į 


and of the political principles involved, I shall 
speak freely. 

As I have already said, the Territory of Kan- 
sas was established by a valid and constitutional 
law of Congress. 
floor questions. But the passage of that law 
brought with it much high political excitement. 


Yet when this House and its members are to act | 


judicially on any question of elections, all will 
admit this political excitement ought to be 
eschewed, and the mvestigation and judgment 
ought to be, on the very truth and right of the 
case, exempt from party bias. If it be clear 


that the investigation has, through the infirmity | 
of any charged with it, become partisan in Its | 


character, such partisan investigation should not 
reccive the approbation of this House. And I 


have the right, here in my place, to show to this ! 


This I believe no man on this į 


| Sectional excitement. 


House that this investigation, and the material 
collected in it, is partisan in its character, does 
not present the case impartially, and ought not 
to receive the approbation of this House. This 
investigation should have been ordered and con- 
ducted to ascertain the legality and validity of 
rights claimed under a constitutional law of Con- 
gress. Was it so considered? I begin this in- 
vestigation by an appeal to the first paragraph, 
in which this committee gives its view of the his- 
tory of this transaction. They say: 


“Your committee feel it their duty to state, as briefly as 
possible, the principal facts proven before them. When 
the act to organize the Territory of Kansas was passed, on 
the 30th of May, 1854, the greater portion of its eastern 
border was included in Indian reservations not open for 
settlement; and there were but few white setilers in any 
portion of the Territory.” g 


I remark, in passing, that this fact is so, and 
has a significant bearing on matters hereafter to 
be noticed in this case. 

“ Its Indian population was rapidly deereasing. Many 
emigrants from different parts of the country were anxiously 
waiting the extinction of the Indian title, and the establish- 
ment of a territorial government, to scek new homes on 
its fertile prairies.’? 

I again remark, this statement of the commit- 
tee shows the wish of settlers that this Territory 


should be opened up for settlement, and justifies 


the action of Congress in passing a law to estab- 
lish a territorial government. But where were 
these persons who were anxiously waiting to 
seek new homes in Kansas? Clearly in Mis- 
souri and other States adjacent to Kansas. Not 
in Massachusetts, or the northern Atlantic States, 
for they knew nothing of Kansas, and those who 
wished to emigrate west were looking to other 
States. But it isin the next sentences the com- 
mittee express the views which seem to have 

overned all their action in this investigation. 

hey say: ` i f 

“Tt cannot be doubted, that if its condition asa free State 
had been left undisturbed by Congress, its settlement would 
have been rapid, peacefui, and prosperous. Its climate, its 
soil, and its easy access to the older settlements, would 
have made it the favored course for the tide of emigration 
flowing to the West, and by this time itwould have been 
admitted into the Union asa free State, without the least 
If so organi 
and best feelings could have existed between its citizens 
and those of the adjoining State. Their mutual interest 


| and intercourse, instead of as now endangering the harmony 


of the Union, would have strengthened the ties of national 
brotherhood. The testimony clearly shows, that before the 
proposition to repeal the Missouri compromise was introduced 
into Congress, the people of western Missouri appeared in- 
different to the prohibition of slavery in the Territory, and 
neither asked noy desired its repeal.’ 


Now, sir, the inquiry to be made into the 


validity of my election, is an inquiry into the fair- | 


ness and good faith observed by the officers and 
people of the Territory of Kansas in executing a 
law of Congress, and this was the duty which 


this committee was to execute impartially; for į 
it must be conceded, that, if this duty has not} 


been impartially executed, their report can be of 
but little value. Sir, it is impossible to read the 
extract I have made from this report, without 
seeing that this committee commences by calling 
in question the wisdom and propriety of the very | 


law of Congress into the impartial execution of |; 
which they were to inquire. They set out with | 
the assumption that, as the law stood, slavery |j 
was excluded from Kansas; and they urge an. 


argument to show, that, if this prohibition had 
not been removed, the settlement would have | 
been rapidly and peacefully made by anti-slavery | 
men, and harmony and good feeling would have 
existed throughout the Union. | 

Sir, is not this a party question, now and at} 
the time this committee was appointed fiercely | 
and acrimoniously debated throughout the Union? | 
And have not this committee, by espousing one | 
side of this question, and making its essumptions | 
the very basis of their report, descended from the | 
high position of impartial inquirers after the truth | 
between these parties, and placed themselves on į 
the side of one of the parties in this controversy, 
thus making themselves partisans in this inquiry? 

But, in the second place, I ask the attention of 
the House to the statement of the committee, that, | 
up to the passage of the Kansas and Nebraska | 
bill, the people of western Missouri were indiffer- | 
ent to the prohibition of slavery in the Territory, | 
and neither asked nor desired its repeal. Sir, this 
statement is strictly true. The people of west- | 
ern Missouri felt no especial concern on this; 
question up to the time of the passage of the ! 


zed. none but the kindest | 


i: force on the mind two. conclusions? 


Kansas-Nebraska act. But it is now notorno 
that fierce and violent contentions exist through- 
out this Union on this question. One party insists 
that all the disorders and confusion in Katsas, 
and all the fierce party strife which exists in this 
Union, have arisen from ‘the intérerence of ‘the, 
people of westérn Missouri in the Kansas elec- 
tions. The other party insists that it originates 
in the interference of organized societies at’ the 
North with the regular course‘of things in the set- 
tlement of Kansas. In this conflict of part 
opinion this committee was sent to Kansas, wit) 
great and unusual powers; and all must concede 
that, if they interfered with this question, they 
ought to have done so impartially, as men whose 
great object was to seek the truth, and lay it 

efore this House. The moment they become 
partisans on this question, the value of. their 
report is destroyed. And ‘now, sir, have they, 
on this question, become partisans? J ask that 
they may be judged from their report, and. the 
testimony returned by them. They tell you truly, 
that at the passage of the bill the people. of 
western Missouriappeared indifferent to the pro- 
hibition of slavery in the Territory, and. neither 
asked nor desired its repeal. But they proceéd to 
say: f 

“ When, however, the prohibition was removed by the 
action of Congress, the aspect of affairs was entirely 
changed.” 

And they proceed to give their. history of this 

change. They say the whole country was agi- 
| tated by this question; the excitement of the sla~ 
| very discussion was reopened and extended. to 
| Missouri; that new difficulties soon, occurred in 
the construction of the organic Jaw as to the 
right to hold slaves inthe Territory; and proceed 
to say: : 7a 

Within a. few days after the organic law was passed, 
: and as soon as it could be known on. the border, the. citi- 
! zens of Missouri crossed into the Territory, beld squatter 
| meetings, and returned to their homes. Among the resolu- 
! tions passed by them are the following : : 

“Phat we will afford protection to no Abolitionist as a 
settler of this Territory. ? 

“That we recognize the institution of slavery as exist- 
ing in this Territory, and advise slaveholders to introduce 
their property as early as possible.” 

They say that similar meetings were held in 
|| Missouri, and in other places in the Territory; 
ji and they say that the repeal of the slavery re- 
| striction was to substitute the resolves of squat- 
i ter meetings of the citizens of one State for the 
' deliberate action of Congress, acquiescéd’ in for 
|| thirty-four years; and they say this unlawful jn- 
| terference has been continued, and every election 
has been controlled, not by settlers, but by citi- 
zens of Missouri, &c. It is impossible to read 
l this statement of the committee without seeing 
| that two results are intended to be produced by 
lit: First—a prejudice against the action of the 
Congress of the United States in passing the 
Kansas and Nebraska act; second—the opinion 
| that unlawful interference with the elections of 
Kansas commenced and was continued by the 
people of Missouri as the result of political preju- 
| dice growing out of that act. 

I pass the first of these things with a reference 
to my previous remarks. Itis with the second 
I desire now chiefly to deal; and I am to inquire 
whether this is a fair and impartial statement of 
the history of this matter, or is it a partisan state- 
ment? Remember, it is truly affirmed by ‘the 
committee, that up to the time of ‘the passage of 
the Kansas-Nebraska act, these people, against 
| whom the committee bring these grave charges, 
| were indifferent to the question whether slavery 
| should exist in Kansas. Then they are charged 
| with partaking of the high excitement which 
| existed ın other sections of the country, and im- 
| mediately rushing into the Territory and com- 
| mencing a lawless course, which they have con- 

tinued to the present time. Are not these things 
_on their part so inconsistent as necessarily to 
First, the 
conduct of the Missourians is too highly colored 
to be given by impartial historians; second, somė- 
thing material is suppressed in this statement. 
: The first of these conclusions will be noticed pres- 
sently; the second | now notice. 
i It appears, from the testimony of Amos Law- 
rence, page 373, that, as far back as April, 1854, 
! the Legislature of Massachusetts had chartered 

a company to aid emigrants to Kansas. And 
lit appears, from the testimony of various other 
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érsons, that the scheme of sending emigrants to 
Ka to make ita free State, and thus defeating | 
the legislation of Congress; was openly discussed 
in the North for some time previous to the pas- | 
gage of the act. “A knowledge of these designs 
had reached Missouri, as appears from the testi- 
mony, of Amos Reese, page ——, and others. 
Now, would not an impartial inquirer have found |, 
in. this facta solution of the change of feeling in | 
-Missouti? The Missourians have always been | 
in amity with the free States on’ their eastern bor- 
ders, becatise the people who settled those States | 
went there to attend to .their own business, and 
make their own fortunes. They’ regulated their | 
institutions according to their pleasure, and Mis- | 
souri had’no objection to their doing so. So, if 
Kansas was. to be settled by those who went there 
inthe natural course of emigration, to attend to 
their own. affairs, Missouri was content they 
should settle their own institutions to please them- 
selves. But when they found political fanaticism 
in the northern States, desirous, for its own indul- 
gence, ‘to override. the action of Congress, and 
combining to send out emigrants who were 
pledged to make Kansas a free State; when it is 
further borne in mind that these emigrants, were 
to receive aid from the society; that they were 
therefore poor, but affecting a purity of conscience 
which regarded “holding Slaves as a deadly sin, 
and all laws authorizing it as things which were 
to be destroyed;—was it not natural that the 
Missourians should be alarmed, and feel that men 
were forced by northern, movements on their bor- 
ders, not'so much for the purpose of attending to 
their own business, as for the purpose of warring 
on the property of their neighbors? And feeling 
this, was it not vatural that they should desire 
Kansas to be settled by men who would respect | 
the rights and property of their neighbors? Is 
it not strange that this committee, having much | 
evidence on this very subject, and having exam- |} 
ined witnesses who stated that this prior move- 
ment in the North was the cause of the excite- || 
ment, and the movements alluded to by the com- | 
mittee, should wholly omitthis matter, and make 
a report in which these prior movements at the | 
North are not even glanced at, but the Missov- || 
rians held p as wanton aggressors? I ask if | 
this course does not furnish full evidence that | 
this report is a partisan document? | 
From Lawrence’s testimony it appears the 
Legislature of Massachusetts. had chartered a 
company to interfere with Kansas, by making it | 
a free State, in April, 1854. The first resolutions | 
referred to on the other side are the resolutions ! 
assed in a squatter meeting on the Delaware || 
ands in Kansas, June 10, 1854. The irregular 
movements, then, to defeat the natural operation 
of the laws of Congress, in the settlement of | 
Kansas, came first from the northern factionists; 
and the action in Missouri followed this, and was i 
to counteract it. T have said I could not go into | 
this report in detail. I refer, for many of the de- | 
tails of this question, to the report of Mr. Oxrver. i 
Some general matters I must notice briefly. 1 
| 
H 


The committee refer to the pro-slavery meet- 
ings in Kansas snceringly, as squatter meetings. || 
And pray, sir, were not all the meetings held on | 
the other side of this question, even the famed |: 
Topeka convention, squatter meetings? The | 
United States has not sold one acré of landi 
in this Territory, and the whole population are | 
squatters, seeking and striving to obtain pre- 
emption rights on the Government lands. Why, 
‘then, apply this term ‘squatter’? sneeringly to |i 
the action and resolutions of one portion of the 
population of this Territory, and not apply it to | 
both? 

_ The committee further say: j 

“Every election has been controlled, not by the actual | 
settlers, but by eiti of Missouri; and every officer not |! 
appointed by the President, trom constable to legislators, 
owes his position to non-resident voters.” i ji 

Now, sir, I insist that this statement is not |! 
sustained by any fair interpretation of the evi- ij 
dence, and l refer to the report of Mr. Oriveras `i 
containing a satisfactory answer to it. But l; 
ought to point out, as well as Í can in the limits 
allowed me, the manner in which it seems to me | 
the committee have come to this result. You 
observe, sir, they contrast the citizens of Mis 
souri and the settlers of the Territory; and this | 
leads me to Inquire, who were the settlers? | 

The twenty-third section of the law provides, |: 


t 
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‘that every free white male inhabitant above. the 


age of twenty-one years, who shall be an actual 
resident óf such Territory, and shall possess the 
qualifications thereafter mentioned, shall. be enti- 
tled to vote at the first election; and then follows 
x provision limiting the right to vote to citizens 
of the United States, and excluding all officers 
and soldicrs, and :pérsons attached to troops, in 
the service of the United States. It appears, 
therefore, that citizens-of the United States, in- 
habitants and actual residents of the Territory, 
not officers and soldiers of the United States, and 
not attached to the troops.of the United States, 
were entitled to vote. Hence the question of 
residence becomes material. In investigating 
this question the condition of the Territory 
should be kept in mind. ; 
As the committee state, when the act passed, 
the 30th of May, 1854, the greater portion of its 
eastern border was included in Indian reserva- 
tions; and there were but few white settlers in 
any part of the Territory. But many emigrants 
were anxiously awaiting the extinction of the 
Indian title, and the establishment of a territorial 
government, to seek homes in this Territory. 
These anxious emigrants had, of course, found 
their way to the States bordering on this Territory, 
chiefly in Missouri. As was to be expected, these 
emigrants, as soon as they heard of the passage 
of the law, flocked into the Territory to make their 
location, and take steps to make this their future 
home. But as they did not hear of the passage 
of the act until the summer of 1854, it was too 
late in the year to’ make a crop, or make other 
provisions for the support of their families that 
year ; and for the year 1855 many of them had 
commenced making their crop in Missouri. It 
would have been madness for an emigrant who 
had selected his location, and regarded himself as 
a settler in Kansas, to bring his family to the 
Territory and place them, in the summer and 
fall of 1854, on the prairies, without shelter or 
food. His proper course was to complete and 
secure the crop he had commenced in. Missouri, 
where his family had shelter and food, and give 
all the attention he could to secure his claim, and 
prepare it for the occupation of his family the 
subsequent year. By the determination to make 
Kansas his future home, and his preparation for 
removal, and his closing up his business in Mis- 
sourl, he had made his-election to become an 
inhabitant of Kansas, and bona fide regarded 
this his actual residence. The continuance of 
his family in Missouri was regarded as merely in 
preparation of their removal; and such men who 
had deliberately cast in their future lot with 


| Kansas were justly and properly.to be regarded 


under the law as inhabitants and residents, and 
therefore lawful voters. I believe the large ma- 


|| jority of the voters who are denounced by this 


committee as Missouri interlopers, were of this 
class; usually poor men, dependent for their 
support on their labor, not able to throw away 
a year’s crop without bringing want upon their 
families, but yet able to withdraw a portion of 
their attention from their crop, and give it to the 
selection of a location in Kansas, for their future 
homes, and to make preparations for their resi- 
dence. In this preparation some had made great- 


er progress than others; some had built cabins, |! 


some had only commenced fencing to prepare 
for another crop. But, sir, the amount of prepa- 
ration is not material. It was not only material 


+; that those who had bona fide determined to settle 


in Kansas had actually commenced their prepara- 


i| tions, and did actually carry out their designs by 


removing to the Territory and thus becoming 


: citizens. ; 
Now, sir, I cannot state what number of these | 


persons were voters at the election of the 30th of 
March, 1855; but the number was large, and I 


: considered myself entitled in this inquiry to the 


right of proving these votes to be good. The 


only mode to effect this was to take up seriatim | 
the poll-book of each district and precinct, and | 


inquire as to each voter, ‘* washe a good voter?’ 
This course would have enabled the parties to 
test.the validity of each vote. Such is the course 
usually pursued in contested elections, and was 
the course just and proper here. This course I 


: did demand the committee should pursue, and it 


was made the subject of discussion in the com- 
mittee. ‘This discussion took place at Lawrence, 


; after the committee met in Kansas. The night 


following the discussion, an attempt was made to 
i assassinate Sheriff Jones.. J was compelled to 
leave Lawrence the next morning with Jones, and 
toallay by my exertions the excitement. among 
the people. Before leaving, I addressed a letter 
to the committee, informing them that I could not 
procure the attendance of my witnesses at Law- 
rence for fear of assassination, and asking them 
to adjourn to some safe and neutral point. Mr. 
Ourver objected to proceeding at Lawrence. The 
committee declined my request, and decided to 
proceed to take the.testimony at Lawrence. I 
lam not aware whether any formal decision was 
made on the proposition to take the poll-books 
and examine the election, district by district; but 
they did, in fact, refuse to doso, They prò- 
ceeded to take testimony of a vague and general 
character in relation to the election of the 30th of 
March, 1855, and that of Ist October, 1854. 

An examination of the two ‘reports and of the 
testimony will show that the testimony was 
| vague, conflicting, and much of it hearsay, and 
very much inflamed and exaggerated in its char- 
acter, and had very little bearing.on the validity 
lof any one vote. given. It was natural, under 
ithe circumstances, occurring in this Territory 
at the time and place this committee held its 
| sessions, that such exaggerated statements of 
past occurrences should be given, Men’s minds 
were highly excited by passing events and by the 
hope and expectation for the future, and were 
scarcely in a condition to give true and acctirate 
tatements of the occurrences in the Territory. 
: Against this excitement it was the duty of the 
committee to guard by holding witnesses to care- 
ful and accurate statements of facts within their 
own knowledge connected with the matters in 
controversy. Did they do this? Let the testi- 
mony and their own report and conduct answer. 
Most of the testimony taken is hearsay, and con- 
sists of conjectural and extravagant opinion; and 
the committee, after admitting the testimony, do 
not seem to have weighed what was conflicting, 
nor to have reduced to its proper standard what 
| was exaggerated and inflamed. Butthey do.seem 
to have partaken of and sanctioned this excite- 
ment by adopting as the basis of their report all 
|! the exaggerated and extravagant statements made 
! by the most excited, and therefore the least re- 
|| liable, witnesses they could find. 
| But, sir, there are other circumstances to which 
| T must call your attention. A census was taken, 
| by order of Governor Reeder, on the Ist of Feb- 

ruary—the dead of winter—when probably most 
| of that class of settlers who were preparing their 
| claims for future residence: must be called away 
| to take care of their families and stock, and 
| making preparations to remove to their new resi- 
| dences. Itis in proof, that about this time the 
snow was fifteen inches deep on the ground. Of 
| course this census exhibited but an imperfect rè- 
| turn of these settlers. Itis in proof that, between 
the taking this census and the 30th of March, 
more settlers came into the Territory from Mis- 
souri than were on the census books, and these 
did not, as I verily believe, include all the bone 
| fide settlers—men who, as the committee say, had 
; been anxiously waiting for a form of government 
iin this Territory, and who had made their loca- 
tions, determined to make their homes in Kansas, 
and were awaiting only the opening of the spring 
: to remove their families thither. It is also in 
| proof, that many men from the North, who pro- 

fessed to have been sent by northern aid societies, 
came into the Territory just before the election, 
expressing a determination to vote, and returned 
immediately after the election. Some of these 
men, at Kansas City, desired to purchase outfits, 
| which they resold on their return in two or three 
Weeks after, saying that they ‘had performed 
their mission;’’ they “had voted, and would now 
return.” (See Gillim’s and other testimony.) 

Now, sir, I did wish to have the poll-books of 
each district and precinct examined, and to let 
the vote of each bona fide immigrant who actu- 
‘ally became an inhabitant and resident of the 
i Territory stand. But this was what I could not 
have done. The committee substituted for it tes- 
timony, the character of which Ihave described; 
they state every wild, extravagant declaration 
which is procured by hearsay, or otherwise, to 
ave been made by any one said to be from Mis- 
souri. They quietly assume that every man who 
i was seen to come from the direction of Missouri 


| 
i 


| 
i 
i 


1856. 


But, sir, there are other things which should 
have made this committee pause in their course. 
The census of February, 1855. imperfect as it 
was, shows that a majority of the names on it 
were from slave States, the number from the slave 
States being seventeen hundred and eighty-nine, 
from the free States eleven hundred and three. 
It was, therefore, reasonable to infer that a ma- 
jority of the persons shown on that census were 
pro-slavery men, and would have sustained the 
pro-slavery ticket, 

Again: of the members of the Council and the 

- Legislature elected in March, 1855, only the elec- 
tion of three of the Council and nine of the House 
were complained of and contested. This fact 
ought to have great weight. If there had been 

“just cause of complaint, it would doubtless have 
been made. The then Governor of the Territory, 
now claiming my seat, has given abundant and 
satisfactory evidence that his feclings have always 
been with the party opposed to me. It is not 
parliamentary to presume that his interests in the 
speculations in Pawnee City, as proved by Mr. 
Wilson and others, so affected hig conscience that 
he was indifferent to the public opinion of the 
Territory, provided his private aims were attained. 
We must, therefore, assume that he was always 
free State in his sentiments, and known to be so. 
Hence, if any dissatisfied person had just cause 
of complaint, they knew they could make their 
appeal to a tribunal known to be favorable to 
them. But if they had made this appeal, one of 
two things must have happened: cither there 
must have been an investigation which would 
have shown that their complaint was groundless, 
their friend being the judge; or they must have 
had a second election, in which they would have 
been beaten. Hence, they were quiet then; but 
now, when public opinion throughout the Union 
has been excited, and these elections have become 
a party question among twenty millions of people, 
of whom but few know anything of Kansas, |! 
except that it is a spot on the map west of Mis- ! 
souri, they come forward and testify their opinions | 
of wrongs of which, at the time, they made no 
complaint. These circumstances ought to have 
put the committee on their guard against such 
complaints, They ought to have required from 
the complainants an excuse for not making their |j 
complaints at the proper time. This, by all rea- 
son and law, they ought to have done. Did they 
doso? No,sir! They have considered the com- | 
plaint as full proof of wrong, without weighing 
the testimony. But, sir, the then Governor, being 
judge of the returns of election, the cases com- |} 
plained of were set aside, a new election was held 
on the 22d May, and three anti-slavery members 
of the Council were returned; and three pro- 
slavery men were returned to the House, and six |! 
anti-slavery men; making the Council stand—ten 
pro-slavery and three anti-slavery; and the House 
'~~twenty pro-slavery members to six anti-slavery; 
giving to the pro-slavery party an ample majority 
to effect anything done by that Legislature. 

This exhibits atrue condition of public opinion 
at the election. The validity of the election of 
ten pro-slavery members of Council, and twenty 
pro-slavery members of the House, as far as [ | 
am informed, was never seriously questioned 
before the 15th day of August, 1855. Up to this 
time the Legislature of Kansas was recognized 
‘as a lawful body by the claimant of my seat, the 
then Governor of Kansas, and, so far as I know, 
by everybody else. This Governor was removed | 
from office on the Ist of August, as the Presi- | 
dent alleged, for complicity in certain speculations | 
in Indian lands. On the 18th of August he com- i 

i 


municated to the Legislature the information that į 
he was removed, which he said he had received i 
on the night of the 15th of August. On this very 
15th of August, as appears from the document | 
on page 607 of this report, a meeting was held at |i 
Lawrence, which commenced the revolutionary | 
movement. A convention was called at Topeka, | 
to be heid on the 19th of September, 1855. 

Now, the committee have collected many loose |: 
rumors of threats of violence, and loose and im- 
proper declarations said to then have been made | 
concerning the elections; they have gathered evi- 
dence of onc or two statements of attempted vio- 


fact that, whatever weight may be attempted to 
be given by the committee to these loose rumors, 
not one single person lost a life, or was injured 
in person prior to the 15th of August, 1855, ex- 
cept Davis, who was a pro-slavery man,‘and was 
killed by a Free-Soiler named Kibby. Whether 
the committee has reported the testimony of this 


|| fact Ido not know; but if they have not, they 


have not procured evidence of a single act which 


f has taken life, or damaged the property of any 


individual in the Territory prior to the commence- 
ment of the revolution on the 15th of August, 
1855. Then commenced the movéments to resist 
by violence the execution of the laws. The 
arrival of boxes of Sharpe’s rifles was followed 


by disorder; and I defy the committee, or any of |i 
| their friends, to show a single death or woun by 


violence prior to that, except the killing of Davis, 
a pro-slavery man, bya Free-Soiler. 
undeniable fact is a sufficient answer to all the 


general, vague, and loose charges of acts of vio- |: 


lence. Sir, it is natural that men who have com- 
bined to resist by force the laws of the country 


should seek to cover their own baseness by charg- |: 
ing previous lawlessness on those who oppose | 


them; and in times of high excitement, and ina 
new country, in which few men have resided 


more than twelve months, unscrupplous men may | 


be found who will circulate false tales of violence 
and wrong; but when such men cannot identify 
a single person who was killed, or even hurt, 
such tales and threats of bloodshed must be sèt 
down to a heated fancy or deliberate invention. 
But there are some matters in the conduet of 
the committee to which 1 must draw the atten 
tion of the House. The committee met at Le- 


compton on the 18th of April, ordered the copy |! 
of papers, invited the sitting and contesting Del- |; 


egates to be present, assisted by counsel, decided 
the examination should be open, and‘be governed 
by the rules of the common law. Then they 
called on me to produce my witnesses for exam- 
ination, which I declined, because I held my seat 


; under proper certificates of election, which, to 
say the least, gave me prima fucie the right to the 


seat, and threw the burden of proof on the con- 
testant. I could not consent that the committee 


| should change the burden of proof, and throw it 


on me, giving my adversary, thereby, the advan- 
tage of the concession, that I was bound to prove 
my election regular. 

‘The committee adjourned to Lawrence, where 
they met on the 23d of April. On that day the 
discussion of the mode of proceeding again arose. 
I insisted that the burden of proof wason my ad- 
versary; that if he denied the validity of the elec- 
tion, we should take up the poll-books and pro- 
ceed regularly through them, canvass the right 
of each voter objected to, and thus procure the 
means of deciding whether, in each instance, an 
election was made bya majority of lawful voters. 
On the night after this discussion, an attempt was 
made to assassinate Jones in Lawrence. Law- 
rence was the headquarters of the revolutionary 
party; and after this act, it became impossible to 


procure the attendance of any of my witnesses || 


there. The committee declined adjourning to 


some neutral and safe place; they continued in || 
session at Lawrence until the 3d of May; the 5th, į! 


6th, and 7th of May they were at Tecumseh; 
from the 8th to the 17th May they were in seg- 
sion at Lawrence; and from the 15th to the 31st 
May they were in session at Leavenworth. 
While the committee were in session at Leav- 
enworth, there were occurrences not noticed on 


| the journal, but which it is my duty now to 


state, and to which I desire the special atten- 
tion of the committee. I wished, if it was de- 
signed to introduce the proceedings of the To- 
peka convention, and the clection held under it, by 
which the contestant claims the seat as Delegate 
here, to have theelection proecedings introduced, 
that I might have an opportunity of contesting, 
and producing evidence to sustain my views. I 
therefore asked that these election returns and 
documents should be introduced. I was at once 
informed that they were on the Neosho and could 
not be introduced. On another occasion, I was 
informed. that they were somewhere else, and not 


| in the power of the committee. I was also in- 


formed by the committee that they would not be 


introduced, and Governor Reeder’s claim to a seat | 


was not influenced by them. 


And this | 


be taken at th 


; House; and I do aver that this was my only mo- 


| 
| 
|; the disturbancesin the Territory had been of such 
t 
| 
| 


i first, second, third, fourth, fifth, and seventh dis« 
i tricts; that, from the disturbances in the Terri- 


extend its sessions two days, he believed he could 
| procure the testimony, &c. This the committee 
refused, on the ground that T had an opportunity 
to examine the same witnesses, and that I had 
left the committee three days, to take part in the 
1) (See the protest and answer, pages 129 and 
130. 

Now, sir, I aver that these statements are in- 
correct. J had no opportunity to examine these 
witnesses—they could not be: induced to go to 

|: Lawrence, and I had asked an adjournment. to 
| the Wea Mission to examine them; the commit- 
i tee had adjourned to Westport, as they say, at 
; my request. I did not request this; but they sub- 
: stituted Westport for the Wea Mission. While 
they were in Westport the troubles which were 
‘raging in Kansas prevented me from procuring 
‘the attendance of those witnesses, so that I had 
|| no opportunity toexamine them. But, sir, it was 
not true that I went to take part in the war; the 
assumption was both ungenerous and unjust. I 
went to make peace;and if arcasonable time had 
‘been given, could have shown it to have been so 
beyond all cavil or question. 

The action of the committee did not end here; 
they went to St. Louis, and_on the 17th June, 
adjourned to meet at Detroit, Michigan, without 
igiving me any notice. Messrs. Howarn and 
SHERMAN met on the 17th June, at Detroit, and 
on the 21st adjourned to New York. What was 
: done at Detroit the journal does not show. _ The 
i committee met in New York on the 26th June. 
| I had no notice of this meeting, or ar opportu- 
i; nity to be present but on the 26th June the com- 
/ mittee examined asa witness Andrew H. Reeder, 
|: the contestant, under oath. This man, who fig- 
i ures in this affair as Governor, judge of elections, 
| candidate of the revolutionary party for Delegate, 
| atloast without notice to me, ata place at which 
| I did not know the committee was to meet, and 
| when T was deprived of all opportunity either to 
| object to, or cross-examine, Is introduced as a 
ji witness to swear me out of my seat, and himself 
i into it. Was such a-thing ever heard of froma 
|: tribunal professing to be impartial?) The claim- 
iant himself made a witness in a remote place, af- 

ter he had been long before the committee as 
: contestant! If my objections had been overruled, 
4 I should have liked to examine him on several 
i matters, especially in relation to some letters 
i| proved to be in his handwriting, and excluded 
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by. atmajority of ihe committee, becuse they were 
said to have been four:d in Lawrence, but which 
are shown in the report of Mr. OLIVER. 

Now, sir, after resorting to the testimony of 
the contestant to sustain him and themselves, the 
House will hardly be- surprised to find that the 
election returns of the election of the 9th October, 
ich Llad demanded in Kansas, and which were 
2 refsed to me, have been by this committee 

introduced as part of the testimony procured by 
them. They fll two hundred and twenty-two 
pages of this document, from page 607 to 829, and 
thirteen pages of their report, from 46 to 59. No 
testimony has-been taken to prove the votes given 
at that election were valid. Many of them may 
be merely fictitious; no such persons may have 
been in existence. The onl 
the certificate of James H. Tane, who never was 
examined as a witness. No proof whatever was 
taken in relation to the genuineness of these polls, 
or theright to vote. Iwas deprived of all oppor- 
tunity to examine into this matter. 

- Now, sir, I ask if such a proceeding could be 
tolerated for one moment inthe Legislature of 
any State in this Union? This committee have 

“not scrutinized the poll-books of the elections held 
by the law of Congress on the 30th March, 1855, 
but have substituted for scrutiny vague and loose 
testimony of a general character, not directly 
touching the rights of the voters to vote. They 
assume that there was fraud at this election, hold 
the regular government to be vitiated, and the 
Jaw under which I was elected to be void. They 
do not deny that I had a majority at the election 
on the Ist of October, but they hold that the law 
authorizing the election is void, because they hold 
the clection of the 30th March, 1855, to be fraudu- 
Jent; and, after this, they assume the election of 
the revolutionary party to be valid, without one 
particle of proof to sustain it, without permitting 
it to be scrutinized, and, by the management 1 
have described, deprive me of the opportunity of 
showing how fraudulent and baseless the preten 
sions, founded on this document are. 
< ‘There is one matter connected with the action 
of this committee, to which I desire particularly 
to call the attention of the House and of the 
country, because it furnishes the most convinc- 
ing proof that the majority of the committee did 
rule notconsider themselves bound by any judicial 
or by the law of evidence; but considered that 
they had a mere political duty to perform, in view 
of an approaching presidential election. During 
the progress of their investigations, while in Kan- 
sus, they took the deposition of Pardee Butler 


in referénee to matters that have occurred since | 


the passage, by this House, of the resolution by 


which the committee was raised—thus opening | 


the door to an investigation certainly not con- 
templated by the House. 
titled to go into matters of the same character, I, 


too, offered evidence of that kind, by which I | 


proposed to prove other things of a startling 
character, which would have shown some of the 
grosscst outrages on the part of those who call 
theniselves the frec-State party. Judge of my 
surprise, then, when I found that the majority 
of the committee refused to receive this evidence 
offered by me, notwithstanding they had taken 
the deposition of Butler. Of course, I was then 
driven to the necessity of insisting that, if m 
evidence was rejected, that of Butler should be 
also. A demand so manifestly right could not 


be refused, and the committee agreed that the depo- |) 


sition of Butler should be suppressed, and not made 
part of their report. But in the face of this, I 
now find Butler’s deposition among the papers com- 
‘posing the report of the majority ! at page 960. Is 
this fair? Ís it right? Is it just towards me, or 
the people of Kansas, or the country? I leave 
the House and the country to decide. I should 
probably violate the rules of this House if I 
were tò characterize such conduct in the terms 
which it deserves. 

A few words more about the report of the 
committed, It will stike all just minds with sur- 
prise to find that the majority of the committee 
have embodied in their report a good deal about 
the pro-slavery societies of Kansas, and have not 
said one word about the secret societies of the 
free-State party. And it especially does so, when 
it is a notorious fact, that the means proposed to 
be resorted to by the pro-slavery men were peace- 
able only, while those of the free-State men were 


shadow of proof is’ 


Supposing myself en- | 


revolutionary—threatening a resort to bloodshed. 
For proof of this, I refer to the testimony of 
Laughlin and France. 


ant, Reeder, is entitled to the seat. His preten- 
sions are founded on the allegation that the Le- 
gislature of Kansas was fraudulently elected, and 
therefore, by revolutionary action, the people of 
Kansas had the right, without law, to elect a Dele- 
gate to represent them in this Congress. 

I must here recur, sir, to the statement of the 
committee, that on the 30th May, 1854, when the 
bill passed, there were but few people in Kansas, 
and to the fact that the census of February, 1855, 
shows that a majority at that time had been resi- 
dents of slave States. Who, then, are the people 


(and oppressed, that a violent revolution was 
necessary to protect them? Sir, they are men who 


months prior to the 15th of August, 1855,when this 
| revolutionary action commenced, all of them with- 
in eighteen months, for settlers of eighteen months 
were the oldest inhabitants of Kansas. Few or none 


the public land; and clearly they were men who 
saw there were difficulties in Kansas, and rushed 


|i tention. 
|| position of Governor, but he never became a resi- 
i; dent—he never took his family there. We find 
ii him recognizing the Legislature as lawful up to 
ii the 15th of August, 1855. On the 30th of August 
ii we find him m Kansas City, with his trunks 
ii packed, ready to leave unless he could be made a 
| candidate for Congress. I refer to the deposi- 
' tions of Marcus J. Parrott and others. When 
© questioned by his friends as to his residence, his 


i replies were so unsatisfactory, that they, Parrott į 


i and Lane, both doubted his residence; yet, on 
|i the 6th of September, resolutions, proved to be in 
‘| the handwriting of this man, urging the people 
i; to revolution and bloodshed and resistance of the 
li laws, are passed at the Big Springs, and he is 
nominated as their candidate for Congress. With 


menced all the violence and effusion of blood in 
the Territory. 


|| the people are dissatisfied with some of your laws 
ii and institutions; they may regard some of your 
i of Congress that, if they so regard them, they 
| have the right, on their own concerted and com- 


y |; bined action, to set them aside; that if they 


| make this effort the sympathies of Congress will 
e with them. The regular election laws of the 
State will be presumed fraudulent; revolutionary 


| ment. 


i my right to the seat I now hold. And I have 
i endeavored to do it with calmness, and without 
i 
j 


| easy it is to arouse the feelings of gentlemen 
ii here in reference to matters arising out of this 
i; contest; but that I would avoid if possible. And 
|| L beseech the House not to forget, that in the set- 
|| tlement of great public questions, its own dignity 
as well as the welfare of the nation requires that 
i it should be both calm and just—the former that 
i its judgment, and not its passions may prevail; 


I pass to the recommendation, that the contest- | 


of Kansas, who are said to have been so wronged | 


came into the Territory, most of them within six | 


of them had possessions, for all were squatters on j 


i laws as too severe. Tell them by the authority | 


| 
| 


and the latter that its example may tend to restore 
harmony and concord throughout the country, 

But there is one matter, Mr. Speaker, which [ 
could not pass over without doing violence to my 
own feelings—I mean the course in reference to 
these matters which the President of the United 
States has deemed it his duty to take. No man 
ever had a more difficult task to perform—one 
which required a more careful exercise of discre- 
tion and prudence. And yet, in my judgment, 
he has performed it in such a way as to entitle 
himself to the respect and admiration of the 
whole country, Past Presidents have had difi- 
cult questions to adjust in reference to foreign and 
domestic policy; but few of them, and perhaps 
none, have had to deal with such a question as he 
has. It is complicated in every way. The ques- 
tions that have embarrassed our relations with 
England are absolutely insignificant compared 
with it; for if we should be unfortunately en-. 
gaged in war with that great Power, we should 
present to the world a united nation of brethren. 
As it is, however, in reference to Kansas, the 
country is divided into angry parties, and every 
element of discord is excited. And yet, amidst 
the whole of this, the President has borne him- 
selflike a patriot of enlarged and national views; 
and having looked only to the honor and glory of 
the whole nation, may have the proud satisfaction 
of knowing that he has done his duty. I honor 
him for his course; and the people of Kansas, 
appreciating his integrity of motive, havealready, 
without regard to party, also applauded him. 
As he has spared no necessary efforts to puta 
check to the rein of fanaticism, so he has spared 
none, and will spare none, I am sure, to defend 
the integrity of the Union, and secure a just obe- 
dience to law. 

A few words more, Mr. Speaker, and I shail 
have done. Iam here as the representative of 
an enterprising and intelligent community—of 
men who have disdained the refinements and 
luxuries of more polished life, and are content 
with the humble roof and rude accommodations 
of a “squatter” cabin. Around their rustic 
homes their affections cluster with no less ear- 
nestness than do yours, sir, around your own 
home, in the ancientand honored Commonwealth 
of your nativity. Go there, and you will already 
find our broad prairies studded with simple and 
unpretending cottages, while the strong arms of 
our people are engaged in redeeming the rich 
plains from the dominion of nature, and making 
“the wilderness blossom as the ròse.” Who 
would not be proud of sucha constituency? But 
the honest pride I feel in being their representa - 
tive would be changed into bitter mortification, 
if I,as the Delegate of their choice, should be 
driven from this Hall. Yet I cannot believe, sir, 
that the American House of Representatives can 

erform an act so at war with all that is repub- 

ican in our institutions. I choose rather to flatter 
myself with the idca that the ægis of the Consti- 
tution is thrown around us all, protecting every 
portion of the country alike, and especially shield- 
ing from violation the sacred right of represent- 
ation. I would rather indulge the hope, that, by 
a faithful observance of the strict principles of 
justice, there may be nothing done in this case 
that shall weaken the bonds of attachment be- 
tween the different parts of our Union; but that 
its arms may soon be opened to embrace the 
young and thriving State of Kansas, that a new 
star may glitter on its flag, and that another Com- 
monwealth may take its place amongst the Amer- 
ican sisterhood of States. 

Mr. Wuirrieip’s hour having expired, he 
asked leave to continue his remarks. 

Mr. THORINGTON. I have no objection 
to the gentleman having the balance of his re- 
marks printed, but I do object to his proceeding 
further, é 

Mr. HOUSTON. The reading of the argument 
of Governor Reeder occupied a good deal over 
an hour. I suppose it must have occupied an 
hour and a half; and now I ask gentlemen, if it 
is fair to shut out the sitting Delegate from the 
same privilege ? 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. MeMutuin 
in the chair.) The gentleman from Alabama 1s 
mistaken. ~The Chair understands that Mr. 
Reeder’s communication did not occupy an hour. 
It wanted five minutes of an hour. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The Chair is misinformed. 


ES, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Timetry-Fourta Coneress, lst Sesston. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the in- | 


formation which the Chair has. 


Mr. HOUSTON, It may be so. I will not | 
deny that the Chair has that information; but I! 
speak of the time occupied in reading that com- | 


munication yesterday and to-day. 
Several Memnrrs. Let him print the balance. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 


from Kansas can only proceed by unanimous | 


consent, 
Mr. FLORENCE. Then I earnestly hope 
unanimous consent will be given. 
Mr. THORINGTON. I object. The Dele- 


gate from Nebraska was not allowed to extend | 
his remarks, but was allowed to print them. | 


Let the same rule be applied to the Delegate from 
Kansas. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


court, to read a communication—— 

Mr. LETCHER. lobject to anything of that 
sort. Here is a gentleman who made no objec- 
tion to the reading of the contestant’s statement, 
and now objection is made to him. 

Mr, FLORENCE, Did I understand the gen- 
tleman from Iowa to withdraw his objection? 

Mr. THORINGTON. No, sir. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Then I misunderstood the 
gentleman, and I regret it exceedingly. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, then occupied 
an hour in defense of the report of the majority 
of the Committee of Elections, and in reply to 
the speeches delivered on the otber side of the 
question. 
and will appear in the Appendix. 

Mr. SHERMAN. With the consent of the 
flouse I willnow makean explanation in reference 
to a misunderstanding upon the part of my col- 


league upen the committee, [Mr. Outver.] 
Mr. PHELPS. I object. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Twill state that the gen- | 


tleman from Missouri has assented to the state- 
ment I propose to make. : 
Mr. PHELPS. I object. . 


The question now being upon the adoption of 
the following resolutions, upon which the previ- 
ous question had been ordered: 

Resolved, That John W. Whitfield is not entitled toa 
seatin this House as a Delegate from the Territory of 
Kansas. 

Resolved, That Andrew H. Reeder be admitted to a seat 
on this floor as a Delegate from the Territory of Kansas— 


Mr. LEITER demanded a division of the ques- 


tion; and the question was therefore first upon | 


the adoption of the first resolution. 
Mr.STEPHENS demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr.STEPHENS. IT hope, by unanimous.con- 

sent we may have a call of the roll. 

Jbjection was made. 


Mr. RUST moved that the House adjourn. 


Mr. STEPHENS demanded the yeas and nays. | 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in | 


the negative—yeas 3, nays 196; as follows: 


rs, Aiken, Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 


Barelay, Barks 
nett, Benson, £ 
shaw, Branch, Drenton, Broom, Buffinton, 
walader, James H, Campbell, John P. Campbell, 1 
Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Chaflee, 
i son R. W. Cobb, 


. D. Puller, Gallowa 
G 


v% 
inwood, Grow, Robert 
Thomas L. Harr 


10rLON, 
ston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Kelsey, Keni 3 

King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kuni 
Leiter, Letcher, Lindicy, Lumpkin, Mace, A 
Ma l, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S, Marshes 
cH, MeCarty, McMallin, Killian Mille 


ison, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Nichols, 


Miller, 3 


Noson, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, ; 


Parker, Peck, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, 
Vike, Porter, Powell, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Quit- 


118 


Tam requested by Judge | 
Johnson, formally a judge of the United States | 


His speech is withheld for revision, | 


ue, Bell, Henry Bennett, Iiendicy S. Ben- ; 
shop, Bliss, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Brad- | 
Burnett, Cad- ! 
: is De} 
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man, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Ritchie, Rivers, 
Robbins, Roberts, Rudin, Rust, Sabin, Sandidge, Sapp, 
Savage, Scott, Seward, Shorter, Simmons, Samuel A. 
Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stephens, Stew- 
art, Stranahan, Swope, Talbott, appan, Taylor, Thoring- 
ton, Thurston, Todd, ‘I'ratton, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, 
Vail, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Walker, Warner, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. 
Washburme, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Watson, Welch, 
Wells, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, 
Woodworth, Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and 
Zollicoffer—196. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

|| Pending the call of the roll, 

|| Mr. GIDDINGS stated that Mr. Bivenam 
|| was absent from the House in consequence of 
i] Sickness in his family. 

Mr. BURNETT stated that his colleague, Mr. 
i| Exrsorr, being unwell, he had paired him off 
i} with Mr. STANTON. 

The question then recurred upon the adoption 
of the first resolution reported by the committee; 
and being taken, it was decided in the affirmative 
~—yeas 110, nays 92; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Bar- 
clay, Ilenry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bliss, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, James H. Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Day, Dean, 
Dick, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Enric, Flagler, 
Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, 
Grow, Robert B. fall, Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Hickman, 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton; Hugh- 
ston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Kttox, 
Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miler, 
Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Nickols, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Packer, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spiriffer, Strana- 
han, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Fraiton, Tyson, 
Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader 
C. Washburne, Eflisu B. Washburne, Isracl Washburn, 
Watson, Weleh, Wells, Whitney, Williams, Wood, Wood- 
ruff, and Woodworth—110. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. Ben- 
nett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, 
Jobn P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskic, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, 
Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Edmund- 
son, English, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, 
Thomas J. D. Puller, Goode, Greenwood, J. Morrison 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, 
Hoffman, Houston, George W. Jones, Kemet, Kidwell, 
Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Humphrey Marshall, Samucl S. Marshall, Maxwell, Me- 


Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ready, 


i| age, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Wiliam Smith, 
William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talk 
bott, Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Walker, Warner, 
Watkins, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, 
and Zollicoffer—$2, 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. MEACHAM stated that he had paired 
off with Mr. CLINGMAN. 

Mr. BISHOP stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Jones, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CADWALADER stated in addition, that 
; Mr. Joxes would have voted in the negative upon 
the resolution had he been present and at liberty 
| to vote. 

Mr. JEWETT stated thathe would have voted 
in the negative, but for the factthat he had paired 
off with Mr. BURLINGAME. 

Mr. ELLIOTT explained that he had been 
i somewhat unwell four days ago, and had paired 
: of with Mr. Toorrveron. His colleague, [Mr. 
Burxerr,] not knowing that he (Mr. E.) had 
; returned to the House, had this morning paired 
him off with Mr. Sranron. The latter gentleman 
being absent, he should not feel at liberty to vote. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, moved to recon- 
ler the vote by which the resolution wasadopted, 

nd also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table; which latter motion was agreed 
to. 


tion. 

Mr. ORR called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, The ques 
li tion was taken; and it was decided in the néga- 
| tive—ycas 88, nays 113; as follows: 


Henry Bennett, Benson, Billingburst, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Buffinton, James H. Campbell, Chafee, Ezra 


i 


Mullin, Sinith Miter, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, | 


Ricaud, Richardson, Rivers, Ruflin, Rust, Sandidge, Sav- | 


The question recurred on the second resolu- | 


YEAS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Barelay, į 


! Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cum 
back, Damreil, Day, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd; Durfee, 
Edie, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Grow, 
| Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton 
Hughston, Kelsey, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kun 
kel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, MeCarty, Killian Miller, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Mott, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Robbins, 
Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Spinner, Stranahan, 
Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Tra ton, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Wash- 
burne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Weich, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—8s. Bee 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Bail, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Broom, Bur- 
nett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford; Cullen, Davidson, Henry 
Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, 
Edwards, English, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner,.-Florence, 
Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D, Fuller, Goode, 
Greenwood, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hickman, 
Hoffman, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, George W. Jones, 
Kennett, Kidwell, King, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lump- 
kin, Alexander K, Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 
S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullia, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Moore, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Penningjon, Phelps, 
Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, 
Richardson, Ritchie, Rivers, Ruffin, Rast, Sandidge, Sav- 
age, Scott, Sew: Shorter, Simmons, Sampel A. Smith, 
William Sinith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stew- 
art, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, 
Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Whitney, 
Williams, Winslow, Danicl B. Wright, John V.. Wright, 
and Zolticoffer—l13. i 


So the resolution was rejected. 


Mr. ORR moved to reconsider thë vote by which 
the resolution was rejected; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I offèr the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
is hereby directed to pay to A. H. Reeder, lately claiming a 
seat in this House as Delegate from the Territory of Kan- 
sas, mileage and per diem to this date out of the contingent 
fund of this House. 3 : 

Mr. PHELPS. I rise to a question of order. 
The resolution can only come ia by unanimous 
consent. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the resolution can only be received by the 
; unanimous consent of the Ffouse.’ . ; 

Mr. WASHBURN, I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to offer the resolutions 

Mr. PHELPS. I object. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message was received from the President, by 
Mr. Sioxery Wesster, his Private Secretary, 
notifying the House that he had approved and 
signed bils of the following titles: 

An act (EH. R. No. Jo2) making appropriations 
for the consular and diplomatic expenses of the 
Government for the year ending 30th of June, 
1857; and 
|| _ Anact (H. R. No. 337) directing a settlement of 
|| the accounts of David Gordon. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. HOUSTON. TI call for the regular order 
business. : 

/ Phe SPEAKER. Reports of private bills 
in order from the standing committees. 

Mr: HAVEN. I move that the rules be sus- 
| pended, and the House resolve itself into the Com- 
i mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
| My. GIDDINGS. I move that the House re- 
|; solve itself into a Committee of the Whole House 
i on the Private Calendar. 
|| The SPEAKER. ‘The question will be first 
i taken on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. WALKER. Task leave to report.a private 
i bigl from the Committee on the Post Office and 
| Post Roads, in order that it may be referred to a 
: Committee of the Whole House, and put on the 
i! Private Calendar. 
' Mr. GIDDENGS. I must object. The gentle- 
| man can make his report when the committee 
rises. Itis now near three o'clock; and this is 
: the last objection day in the Committee of the 
1; Whole House on the Private Calendar, Let us 
' go Into committee, take up the Calendar, and go 
through with it. 
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1%, QUITMAN, Fri 
explanation.. Ra Sa | 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I object to anything out of | 
the regular order of business. - f 

The question was taken on Mr. Gmpixes’s | 
motion; and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself intoa į 
Committee of the Whole House, (Mr. MeMo- 
zay in the. chair,)-and resumed the consideration | 

gof the Private Calendar. 

-<This being objection day, the reading of the 
Calendar was resumed where it was discontinued | 
on the last objection day; and the bills to which 
no objection was made, were, without debate, 

under the rule, laid aside to be reported to the 


House. 
A bill (H. R. No. 343) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Gustavus B. Horner, de- 
ceased. The bill provides thatthe proper aceount- 
ing officers of the Treasury settle the account of 
Gustavus: B. Horner, deceased, as a surgeon’s 
mate of the general hospital of the Army of the | 
United States during the revolutionary war, and 
allow his legal representatives compensation 
equal to five years’ full pay of a captain of in- 
fantry in the service of the United States on con- 
tinental cstablishment, without interest, (which 
five years’ full pay is the commutation for his 
half pay for life,) to be paid to the legal repre- 
sentatives of the said Gustavus B. Horner, out 
of any moncy not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. SMITH, of. Virginia. i offer the follow- 
ing amendment: 


In the settlement of said account the half pay of a hos- 
pitat physician or surgeon, on continental establishment, 


fron the close of the revolutionary war until his death, if |! 


that oceurred: before the third day of Mareh, 1826; but if 
he died after that time, then up to the third day of Mareh, 
5525, and deducting therefrom any commutation that may 
have been received by said surgeon's mate, or his repre- 
sentatives, under the resolution of the 28d day of March, 
1789, and pay to tHe legal representatives ov the said Gus- 
tavus B. Horner, deceased, out of any money not otherwise | 
appropriated, the amount, without interest, that may be 
ascertained to be due for his halt’ pay for Hre. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. It is not in order to offer |} 
amendments on an objection day except by |i 
unanimous consent. I hold that the amendment |i 
is not in order, I raise the question that we 
may get along with the business, 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. There is no objec- 
tion to offering an amendment unless it gives rise 
to debate. Vhen the gentleman from Ohio is 
right, and the bill must be passed over. 

Mr, GIDDINGS. ‘he ameudment is objected 
to all around here, 

Mr. SMITE. T appeal to the gentleman to 
withdraw opposition to the bill and amendment, 
and let them pass. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I ask 
the gentleman from Ohio to point out the member 
who objects? I hear no objection. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. If it be a matter of doubt, | 
T object. 

Mr. SMITH. I hope the gentleman will with- 
draw his objection. The bill is iu exact con- | 
formity to one we passed the other day. The 
amendment is made to remove a single objection 
to the bill. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. My only desire is to get 
along with the business. If the House is willing 
to Jet the amendment come in, very well. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. if the bill gives 
rise to debate it musi go over. 

Mr. McCARTY. sSurgeon’s mates are pro- 
vided for by the general bill which has lately 
passed the House, and for that reason | object 
to this bill. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The amendment 
which I have offered is intended to make the bill 
conform to the bill passed the otherday. There | 
is a question about the time of service, which 

Mr. HOUSTON. [I object to this debate. 

Mr. McCARTY. The reason stated by the | 
gentleman from Virginia is precisely that for | 
which { object. 


killed in the battle of Brandywine, seven years’ 
half pay-of a licutenant in said army, in full of 
all claims upon the Government, cither in the 
way of principal or mterest on the same. . 

Jonathan Dye was a lieutenant in the conti- 


lution, and was killed at the battle of Brandy wine. 
At bis death Sarah Ann Dye became his widow, 
and so remained till her death in 1813, being a 
period of more than thirty years. During that 
period no application was made by Sarah Ann 
Dye, or in her behalf, for the seven years’ half 
pay due her under the resolution of 1778 afore- 
i said, so that the same remained due her at her 
death. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 


A bill (H.R. No. 845) for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of Mrs. Magdalene 
Broutin, widow of De Ja Ronde. 

The bill confirms the claim of the heirs and legal 
representatives of Mrs. Magdalene Broutin, the 
widow of Don Pedro de la Ronde, to a tract of 
land in the Greensburg district, parish of St. 
: Tammany, Louisiana, fronting and on the west 
| bank of Pearl river, at about ten miles from its 
fall into the Rigolets; containing two thousand 
| Superficial arpents, as represented on the plat of 
survey made by Carlos Tradeau, and annexed to 
| the utle deed granted by Don Juan Ventura Mo- 
rales, intendent or superintendent general of the 


|| province of West Florida, to Mrs. Magdalene 


| Broutin, widow of De la Ronde, on the 19th of 
January a394: “ provided, however, that this act 
shall only operate as a relinquishment forever on 
the part of the United States to the said lands; 


jand shall not interfere with adverse valid rights 


of other persons, if such exist, to uny part of the 
land embraced in the claim and survey afore- 


| said’? 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the | 


House. 


I went off at half-cock in objecting to three cases 
without knowing anything of their merits. If it 


three cases, L would be pleased. I have exam- 
ined them, and found that there is nothing objec- 
tionable in them. 

Several Memsers called for the regular order. 


A bill (H. R. No. 346) for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of Ignacio Delino: 

The bill confirms the claim of the heirs and 
legal representatives of [gnacio Delino to a tract 
of land in the Greensburg district, parish of St. 
Tammany, Louisiana, fronting and on the west 
j bank of Pearl river, at about twelve miles from 
its fall into the Rigolets, containing two thou- 
sand superficial arpents, as represented on the 
plat of survey made by Carlos Trudeau, and an- 
nexed to the tide deed granted by Don Juan 
Ventura Morales, intendent general of the prov- 
ince of West Florida, to Ignacio Delino, on the 
| Idth of January, 1804: ** provided, however, that 


forever, on the part of the United States, to the 


_ Valid rights of other persons, if such exist, to any 
part of the Jand embraced in the claim and survey 
aforesaid.” 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 


A bill (H. R. No. 347) to confirm the title of 
Ruhama Whitaker and Rebecea Whitaker to 
certain lands in the State of Louisiana. 

The bill confirms to Ruhama Whitaker the 


| 
| 
f 
| 
1 
| 
| 
i 
{ 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| usufruet title, during her natural life, in two cer- 


Mr. SMITH, [hope the gentleman will with- 
draw his objection. 

Mr. MeCARTY. I withdraw it. i 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. This case, in my 
Opinion, could not be passed by tne Department 
under the commutation law, and I object to it. | 

A bil (H.R. Ne, 344) for the relief of Sarah 
Ann Dye. 

The bill provides that ‘the Secretary of the 


i 


i. isi 


| tain tracts constituung one body of land on the 
northwest branch of Thompson’s creek, in Lou- 
ana; the one tract, of five hundred and sixty 


į arpents, having been surveyed in 1799, inthe name 


of Juan Grown; the other, of three hundred and 


ten arpents, having been surveyed in 1806, for | 


; Edward O'Conner; and there is hereby relin- 
| guished to Rebecca Whitaker the reversionary 
| interest of the United States in fee simple to the 


; said land; and it shall be the duty of the United 


Mr. CORB, of Alabama. On last objecti i 
3 eae ma. A aston iE day i| A. H. Knox and Joseph A. Campbell, or their 


| nental line of the army in the war of the Revo- Í 


be the pleasure of the House to take up these | 


| this act shall only operate as a relinguishment | 


said lands, and shall not interfere with adverse | 


| however, that the confirmation and relinquish- 
| meat by this act shall nat interfere with any sub- 
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House. 


_A bill (H. R. No. 348) for the relief of the heirs 
and legal representatives of Bernard Hemkin. 
The bill authorizes the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of Bernard Hemkin to locate two hun- 
dred arpents of land onany of the unreserved and 
unapnpropriated. public lands of the Ouachita land 
district, in the State of Louisiana, it being in Hew 
of so much of the lot No. 4, recommended by the 
register and receiver of said land office for con- 
firmation in their report made in July, 1852, in 
i compliance with an act of Congress, as has been 
| awarded to John B. Eddins: ‘° provided, that by 
| said location they shall not interfere with the 
preémptive or other valid rights of third persons.” 
; The report having been read, the bill was laid 
aside to be reported to the House. 


An act (S. No. 170) for the relief of Richard 
Albritton. : 

The bill authorizes Richard Albritton to locate, 
free of cost, six hundred and forty acres of land, 
upon any of the public lands belonging to the 
United States, and subject to private entry at the 
minimum price, and provides that the location 
{so made shall be in full compensation to said 
| Richard Albritton for a certain private land claim 
| for six hundred and forty acres, reported for con- 
firmation by James O. Crosby, commissioner, 
j under date of June 7, 1813, and confirmed by the 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1819. 

i ‘The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
| House. 


| An act (S. No. 240) to confirm the title of 
Henry Volcker to a certain tract of land in the 
Territory of New Mexico. 

{Objected to by Mr. Saxpipen, at the instance 
fof the Delegate from New Mexico, who desired 
| time to examine the case.] 


A bill (H. R. No. 349) for the relief of Andrew 


| heirs and legal representatives. 

[Objected to by Mr. Sanpivce.} 

A bill (H. R. No. 351) to extend the rights 
granted by the act approved 7th January, 1853, 
entitled, “ An act authorizing certain soldiers of 
the late war with Great Britain to surrender the 
bounty Jands drawn by them, and to locate others 
in lieu thereof.” 

The bill provides that the heirs-at-law, being 
į the wife or children of any soldier who has re- 
; ceived bounty land for services in the late war 
with Great Britain, by virtue of any of the laws of 
the United States, passed prior to 1850, shall be 
| entitled to the same rights and privileges which 
į might be enjoyed by the husband or father were 
| he living, as granted by the act approved January 
i 7, 1853, referred to in the title of this bill. 
| rhe bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

An act (S. No. 191) for the relief of Cezaire 
Wallace, of the parish of Bossier, and State of 
| Louisiana. 

The bill and report were read. 

Mr. HOUSTON. There is some conflict as to 
| title on the part of the Cadoe Indians, and I dis- 
ilike to let the bill pass without objection. It 
| seems to be taking away the rights of the Indians, 
| and the report sets forth the fact itself. I object. 


| An act (S. No. 197) for the relief of Randall 


| 


|, D. Livingston. 


The bill confirms Randall D. Livingston in his 
title to a certain tract of land, lying and being 
; within the limits of the Baron de Bastrop grant, 
| in the State of Louisiana, containing two hundred 
| acres, being the same tract of land conveyed by 
| A. Morchouse to John Martin Merriwether by 
i deed dated February 1, 1805; and being, also, 
that part of the two tracts of land, amounting in 
| the aggregate to four hundred acres, claimed by 
| tne said Randall D. Livingston before the com- 
| missioners appointed under the act entitled “An 


act for the settlement of certain classes of private 
land claims within the limits of the Baron de 
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Bastrop grant,” &c., approved March 3, 1851, 
which was not confirmed by the said commission- 
ers; and provides that the Commissioner of the | 
General Land Office shall, upon the receipt of a 
piar and certificate of survey of the said tract of | 
and, legally executed by the proper officer, issue | 
a patent for the same: provided that such patent 
shall only operate as a relinquishment on the part į 
of the United States, and shall not affect or 
prejudice the rights of any third person, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 


An act (S. No. 198) for the relief of Cephise | 
Piveros, widow of Louis Labranche, of the par- 
ish of St. Charles, and State of Louisiana. 

The bill provides that Cephise Piscros, as heir- 
at-law of Jean Frangois Piseros, deceased, be 
confirmed in her title to a tract of land in the 
parish of St. Charles, and State of Louisiana, | 
situate on the left bank of the Mississippi river, 
of about four arpents in front, with a depth of 
forty arpents, bounded on the north by the claim 
of Jean Francois Piseros, designated as “ No, 88” 
in the report of the board of commissioners for 
the eastern district of the Territory of Orleans, 
and on the south by the lands of Adelard Fortier, 
designated as claim ‘ No. 488” by the register 
and receiver of the land office for the eastern dis- 
trict of Louisiana, in their report of March 22, 
1816; and that the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office shall, upon being presented with || 
a plat and certificate of survey of the said tract 
of land, legally executed by the proper officer, 
issue a patent for the same: provided, however, 
that such patent shall operate only as a relinquish- 
ment on the part of the United States, and shall j 
not affect or prejudice the rights of any third 
person. 

The report having been read, the bill was laid 
aside to be reported to the House. 


An act (S. No. 241) for the relief of the legal 
reprosentativei of John Morrison and Charles 
amn. 

Mr. SANDIDGE, That bill interests my | 
constituents alone; and Lask that it be passed | 
over for the present without action. 

The bill was passed over. 

An act (S. No. 194) for the relief of Joseph į 
Smith. : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. There area thou- 
sand similar cases; and I object. 


An act (S. No, 193) to confirm Joseph Wan- |; 
destrand in his tide to contain lands. | 

The bill confirms the title of Joseph Wandes- |! 
trand to a certain tract of land in the State of 
Louisiana, and described as follows, to wit: 
Sections numbered fifty-five, fifty-six, and fifty- 
seven, in township numbered twelve, south of | 
range numbered ten east, (east of the Mississippi 
river,) in the southeastern district of Louisiana: i 
provided, that this act shall only be construed to 
be a relinquishment on the part of the United 
States, and shail not prejudice, or in any way 
affect, the rights of any third person. i 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 


An act appointing commissioners to ascertain | 
certain facts relative to private land claims in the 
| 
j 


| 
| 
| 
j 
| 


State of Michigan. 

On motion of Mr. COBB, of Georgia, the bill 
being general in its character was laid aside to be ij 
reported to the House, with the recommendation | 
that it be referred to the Committee of the Whole | 
on the state of the Union. 

| 
j 


A bill (H. R. No. 352) to confirm to certain | 
persons therein named their titles to certain lots | 
in Prairie du Chien, Wisconsin. | 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the || 
House. ` i! 

A bill (H. R. No. 353) for the relief of Tal- `! 
bot C. Dousman. i 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the: 
Plouse. i 
A bill (H. R. No. 354) for the relief of Ben- | 
jamin La Fonte, William Altenburg, and others, i 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the | 
House. 

A bill (H. R. No. 335) for the relief of Napo- | 
leon B. Gill, of Perry county, Missouri, and for i 
other purposes. - H 

The bill enacts that the five hundred and eighty- ii 


|| missioners for the adjustment of private land | 


| emption act would allow him to enter, 


four acres of lard, more or less, lying and being 
in Perry county, Missouri, which have heretofore 
been reserved from sale, on account of the uncon- 
firmed claim of Martin Fenwick, (claiming under 
Joseph Fenwick,) entered as No. 151, in the 
second class of claims, by the late board of com- 


claims in Missouri, be relieved from said reserva- 
tion by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, and the said lands restored to market; and 
that Napoleon B. Gill, a citizen of Perry county, 
be authorized to enter, at $1 25 per acre, as under 
the preémption Jaw he would have been author- 
ized to do but for-said reservation, that portion 
of said tracts of land occupied and possessed by 
him, in all two hundred and thirty-nine ‘acres 
and fifty-eight hundredths; and that, on such 
entry and payment by him, a patent or patents 
be issued therefor. 

It appears, from the report of the committee, 
that one Joseph Fenwick claimed some five hun- 
dred acres of land under a Spanish grant, parts 
of townships thirty-four and thirty-five north, in | 
ranges thirteen and fourteen east; and his son, 
Martin Fenwick, under him; and that said claim j 
was presented to the board of commissioners | 
appointed, under the act of Congress of July 9, 
1832, ‘for the final adjustment of private land 
claims in Missouri;’? and entered by said board | 
as No. 151 in the second class of claims reported | 
by them to Congress, and rejected as being “ des 
titute of merit m law or equity,’’? &c. Subse- 
quently, however, in the year 1845, Martin Fen- 
wick applied to Congress to have his claim (or 
concession) confirmed to him; and, by order of 
the General Land Office, it was, by the register 
of the Jackson district, Missouri, (within which | 
it lay,) reserved from sale, to await the action of 
Congress. It has not been confirmed by Con- 
gress, and its prosecution seems to Wye bcen 
abandoned. 

It further appears that Mr. Gill is a settler 
in good faith upon a part of said reservation, 
having valuable and lasting improvements on the 
same, he and those ander whom he claims and | 
holds having ocenpied and possessed the same 
for more than twenty years. The part so occu- 
pied and possessed by him consists of two frac- 
tional quarter sections, on one of which his 


dwelling-house and part of his farm are situated, || 


and part of his farm and improvements are on 
the other of said quarters, Both of said fractions 


amount to somewhat more than the general pre- |! 


But, un- | 
der the circumstances of the case, it is considered 
but just to allow him to enter both of said frac- 
tions at $1 25 per acre, as he asks in his petition; 
and that the whole of claim No. 151, including 
the same, should be relieved from reservation. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
Fouse. 


A bill (H. R. No. 356) for the relief of Bridget 
Maher. j 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to settle and adjust the claim of Mrs. Bridget 
Maher, for boarding certain Cherokee Indians 
from the State of North Carolina, disaliowed by 
him on the 19th of July, 1855, and to pay to her, 
out of any moneys not otherwise appropriated 


ax 


such sum of money as she is in justice entitled | 
| to: provided, that the sumso settled and adjusted 


shall not exceed $293. E ; 
The report having been read, the bill was laid 
aside to be reported to the House. 


A bill (H. R. No. 38) granting one hundred 
and sixty acres of land to Richard Smith, of Cos- 
hoeton county, Ohto, for his services in the ex- 

edition against the Rickaree Indians. 

[Objected to by Mr. Qurrman.} 

An act (S. Na. 276) for the relief of Norwood 
McCiclland, master of the steamboat New World. 

The bill and report were read. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. T see no princip 
in that case which would be binding between 
individuals, [ think the same principle should | 
be applied between the Government and individ- 
uals which prevails between individuals, and 
therefore I object. . 

An act (S. No. 213) for the relief of Mrs. M. 
E. MeKnight, widow of Francis M. McKnight. 

The bill and report were read; and the question 
being, “Shali the bill be laid aside to be reported 


| to the House, with a recommendation that it do 
| pass?” : A i 
_ Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Task fora divis- 
i lon upon that question, It seenis-to-me there is 
| NOt a quorum present, : 

i The CHAIR 
| ject to the bill? 
| Mr. JONES.. No, sir; but I want to know 
iif there is a quorum here, i : 

;. Lhe CHAIRMAN, The question, thenjis, 
| Bhall the bill be laid aside?” : 

|, Mr. HOUSTON. I suggest to my friend that, 
| instead. of dividing the committee, it would-be 
| much better that we should rise, go. into the 
: House, and take the bills which have not b 
| objected to with us. If.we find ourselves withot 
; a quorum on a division, all these bills will be left 
| in the committee. 1 would myself rather go on 
| in committee, if we can. mee 

| Mr. JONES. I want to know if gentlemen aro 
willing to sit here, and do business without -a 
quorum? 

Mr. WASTIBURNE, of Illinois. If the geitle- 
i man from Tennessee persists in his call for.a 
division, I shall make a motion that the committéé 
ise, for the purpose of having the bills that ws 
have already passed upon reported to the House, 

Mr. MAXWELL. I should like to know how 
he inquiry comes before the committee, whether 
here is a quorum present? 

Mr. JONES. 1 have called fora division for 
! the purpose of ascertaining whether there is a 
| quorum present competent to do business, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman object 
to the bill that has just been read? 

Mr. JONES. Ido not. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will then be laid aside 
to be reported to the House. 

Mr. MAXWELL. It has not been ascer- 
tained whether a quorum is present or not; but I 
think this much has been ascertained, that ‘all 
| those gentlemen who are most vigilant in making 
Objection to claims are here present; and [ think, 
in consideration of that fact, it would be safe for 
the gentleman from 'Tennessce to withdraw his 


i 
| 
i 


| 
it 
lt 


| 
| 
| 
j 


| call for a division, and allow us to go on with the 
' Calendar a litte while longer. 

| Mr. H. MARSHALL. I move that the com- 
|| mittee do now rise and report the bills to the 
| House. 

| The motion was agreed to, f 


So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, : 

Mr. McMULLIN reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House had, according to order, had 
the Private Calendar generally under considera- 
tion, and had directed him to report sundry bills 
to the House, with a recommendation that they 
do pass; and one bill, with a recommendation that 
it be committed to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, 1} ask that the list of bills 
i reported may be read, and such as are not ob- 
| jected to passed en masse. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. T call fora separate 
vote upon the first bill reported, and demand a 
division. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. If the House 
now adjourns, what will be the condition of the 
business reported from the committee? 

The SPEAKER, it will come up first in order 
in the morning. 

Mr. LITER, I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
‘Union. 

Mr. JONES. 
motion. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I hope I shall have 
the consent of the House to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill for the relief of Thomas 
Churehill, for the purpose of having it referred. 

Mr. JONES. I object. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask leave to withdraw 
certain papers from the files of the House. 

Mr. JONES. 1 object. j 

The question was taken upon the motion to go 
into the Committee ‘of the Whole on the state 
ofthe Union; and there were—ayes 93, noes 17; 
no quorum voting. f 

And then, on motion of Mr. WASHBURNE, 
of Hlinois, (at half past four o’clock, p. mis) 
the House adjourned until to-morrow at eleven 
o’clock, a.m. 


I demand a division upon that 


f 
i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 


MAN. Does. the gentleman ob- 
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Prayer by the Rev. Dant Waroo, Chaplain 
to the House of Representatives. 


The Journal ofyesterday was read and approved. 


COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Court of Claims, made in 
pursuance of law, of the opinion of that court on 
the claim of Letitia Humphreys, administrat 
of Andrew Atkinson, deceased, and of the decis- 
ion of the court in favor of the claim of Mary 
Reeside, executrix of the will of James Reeside, 
accompanied by a bill for the relief of Mary Ree- 
side, executrix of James Reeside; which, on mo- 
tion of Mr. Bropueap, were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before 
the Senate a letter of the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury, communicating, in compliance with a 
resolution of the Senate, his report on the claims 
of William R. Glover and Thomas W. Mather, 
and their associates, referred by the seventh sec- 
tion of the act of March 3, 1855, to the First 
Comptroller for examination and settlement; 
which was read, and, on motion of Mr. Jones, 
of Tennessee, ordered to be printed. 

PETITIQNS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CASS presented a petition of citizens of 
Michigan, praying for the admission of Kansas 
into the Union as a State with the Topeka con- 
stitution; which was referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

Mr. STUART presented a petition of citizens 
of Prairie Ronde, Michigan, praying for the ad- 
mission of Kansas into the Union asa State, with 
the Topeka constitution; which was referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. BENJAMIN presented the memorial of 
Ramsey and Carmick, praying indemnity for 
losses sustained by them in consequence of the 
failure of the Government to comply with its 
contract with them for the transportation of the 
mails between New Orleans and San Francisco; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Otice and Post Roads. 

Mr. HUNTER presented a petition of John 
Brannan and others, laborers in the Department 
of Stato, praying that the compensation now 
allowed them may be continued; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

W. A. BARTLETT. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the memorial 
of Washington A. Baruett, late a Heutenaut in 
the Navy, praying that certain papers may be 
ordered by the Senate to be printed in connection 
with the report of the Committce on Naval 
Affairs on his memorial; which was read. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. it will be recollected 
that the committee who examined the case of W. 
Bartlett, and put forth the evidence at large, did 
so without giving any conclusions of thelr own 
on the subject. They say: ; 

The minutes of the ence taken before the commit- 
tee, and all other papers ineeted with the ¢ 
the case, are herewith submitted inorder tha 
should dé 
report.?? 

The Senate ordered 
of which these papers we 
printed copy of that report that mawy papers 
have been omitted. The object of this memorial 
is to bring the subject before the Senate; and I 
desire now, that, in accord 
order of the Sunate, they 
of, or an appendix to, the 
up the following order: 


$ Lif the Senate 
em it expedient, they may be printed with the 


re report to be printed, 
reapart, I find in the 


may be printed as part 
report, 


to the Senate by Washington 
eumients referred to u 


A. Bartlett, that all 
aid memorial, and 


prayed to he printed as part of, or as an appendix to, the | 


report of the Committee on Naval Ath 
and the 
the pray 


on his case, be, 
hereby, ordered to be printed according to 
id meni 


I presume it was the intention of the committee, 


and the intention of the Senate, when they passed | 


the order for the publication of the report, to 
include all the papers. They have notall been 
printed, The most essential part of his defense, 
and with it some documents which I think of 
very high importance, are not printed. 


examination of | 


I have drawn į 


| 
| 
i 
i 
t 
i 
i 


| the member who mace the report, to relieve the 


| pets. 


I| the Army for the year ending 30th June, 1857, | 


| Hall, assignee of Wiliam Jones. 
Resolved by the Senale, Upon the memorial this day pre- | 


Mr. FISH. I trust that the resolution will be 
adopted. I rise not for the purpose of saying 
aught in reference to this case, but, in the absence 
of the chairman of the Naval Committee, and of 


committee from any imputation which scems to 
be thrown upon them by the memorial of Mr. 
Bartlett that has been read. I was not present | 
when the report was made, but J think I am not 
mistaken in the fact, that the decision of the com- 
mittee was to submit an abstract of the testi- 
mony, and also all the papers. The instruction | 
of the committee was, that on the presentation 
of the report they would simply ask for the 
printing of the report and absiract, and leave it 
for the Senate to determine whether the other 
papers should be printed. There was no dispo- 
sition on the part of the committee to suppress, 
as might be inferred from Mr. Bartlett’s memo- 
rial, the publication of any portion of the papers 
presented for his defense. I simply desire to 
relieve the committee of the charge which he 
seems desirous to throw on them, of wishing to 
suppress anything which he supposes material | 
to his defense. They desire that he shall have 
the benefit of all of it. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FESSENDEN, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. | 
No. 205) for the relief of West Drinkwater, and | 
others, reported it without amendment. 


On motion of Mr. CLAY, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Pensions be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of Caty Vass, į 
and that she have leave to withdraw her petition and pa- 


Mr. G®Y ER, from the Committee on Claims, | 
to whom was referred the memorial of Anthony 
S. Robinson, submitted a report, accompanied ; 
by a bill (S. No. 420) for the relief of Anthony S. | 
Robinson, heir and legal representative of John | 
Hamilton Robinson, deceased; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading. The report was 
ordered to be printed. . 

Mr. GEYER, from the Committee on the Ju- 


No. 135) for the relief of the representatives and | 
sureties of Robert King, deceased, reported it : 
without amendment. 5 

Mr. UNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
1153) making appropriations for the support of 


| reported it with an amendment. He gave notice 
| that he should ask for its consideration on Mon- 
day next. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on ! 
| Pensions, to whom was referred a petition of cit- | 
izens of Michigan in behalf of the children of 
Thomas Vitzgerald, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill (S. No. 421) for the relief of the 
children of Thomas Fitzgerald; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading. The report was | 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred a 
message of the President of the United States on | 
the subject, reported a bill (S. No. 422) relating | 
į to the transportation of the mails across the Isth- | 
| mus of Panama; which was read, and passed to | 

` | 


asecond reading. 
Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 


Clams, to whom were referred the following | 


i rae l bills, reported them without amendment: i 
ance with the original ii i 


H. R. No. 330. An act for the relief of John - 


|H. R. No. 332. Anact for the relief of Calvin 
H. R. No. 37. An act for the relief of Peyton 

G. King, late receiver of public moneys at Mon- | 

roc, Louisiana. | 
H. R. No. 335. An act for the relief of Hen- | 


| H. R. No. 334. 


ry L. Robinson. 

; An act for the relief of Wil- 

ham B. Cozzens. 
RESOLUTION. Í 

Mr. SEWARD submitted the following reso- | 

| 


lution; which was considered by unanimous con- | 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolyed, That the Committee on Commerce inquire į 


diciary, to whom ‘was referred the bill (H. R. i| 


Poe, of Louisville, Ky. ty 


| Manner, 


whether it is expedient to require the fire-rooms of steam 
vessels to be constructed of fire-proof materials. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PUGH asked, and by unatimous consent 
obtained, leave to bring in a bill (S. No. 423) for 
the relief of Catharine M. Hamer, widow of the 
late General Thomas L. Hamer; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. JAMES asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to bring in a bill (S. No. 
424) for continuing the improvement of the har- 
bor of Providence, Rhode Island; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion of Mr. WELLER, it was 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to 
meet on Monday next. 


CREEK SPOLIATIONS. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. I now move, in ac- 
cordance’ with the notice I gave yesterday, to 
take up Senate bill (No. 81) to provide for the 
examination and payment of certain claims of 
citizens of Georgia and Alabama, on account of 
the losses sustained by the depredations of Creek 
Indians. 

The motion was agreed to;and the Senate pro- 
ceeded, asin Committee of the Whole, to consider 
the bill. 

It proposcs to direct the Secretary of War to 
cause the claim of certain citizens of Georgia and 
Alabama, for losses sustained by the Creek In- 
dian outbreak in 1836, 1837, and 1838, (according 
to the statement exhibited in volume 6, Execu- 
tive Documents, 1837 and 1838, No. 127,) to be 
examined by the proper accounting officers. 

It also proposes to authorize the Secretary of 
War, without regard to existing rules and require~ 
ments, to receive such evidence as is on file in the 
Departments of the Government, and any further 
proofs which may be offered tending to establish 
the validity of the claims of the citizens of Georgia 
and Alabama, upon the United States, for those 
losses; and in all cases where such evidence shall, 
in his judement, prove the truth of the items of 
the claims, or any part of them, he is to actin like 
manner as if the proof consisted of such vouchers 
and evidence as are required by existing rules and 
regulations, touching the allowance of similar 
claims. 

Mr. YULER. I have an amendment to offer 
as an additional section: i 

And be it further enacted, That the claims for similar 
losses during the same and subsequent years in Florida be 
i paid out of any money not otherwise appropriated : 


Provided, 'Thatthe fact and amount of loss be fully proved 
to the satisfaction of the accounting officers. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. I trust my friend from 
Florida will not embarrass the bill by the amend- 
ment. It is a case of long deferred justice. I 
know he cannot be otherwise than friendly to the 
bill under consideration, and I promise him that 
when his bill comes up I will give it a thorough 
investigation, and if it possesses merits, as I pre- 
sume it does, I shall not hesitate to support it; 
but I trust he will not embarrass my bill in this 
It has been long before Congress. 
Another reason is, that all the claims provided 
for by the bill have been audited. ‘There have 
been appropriations for losses of this nature in 
Florida, and if I am not mistaken there isan un- 


| expended balance of over $30,000 in the Treasury, 


outof which the claims named in his amendment 
may be paid. His claims have not been consid- 
cred by a committee of the Senate, and this bill 
has been. I trust he will not embarrass my bill, 
which has long been before Congress, and at the 
proper time he shall have all that is necessary 
from me to carry his bill through. 1 want mine 
to stand on its own merits, Its passage has been 
prevented several times in consequence of its being 
connected with others. 

Mr. YULEE. I cannot consent to part com- 
pany with our neighbors from Georgia and Ala- 
bama. Florida is very weak, especially in the 
other House. There isan identical interest in all 
those three States. ‘The claims arose under similar 
circumstances and at the same time. The act to 
which reference is made in the bill, was intended 
to provide for all of them. I hope, therefore, no 
objection will be made to the amendment which 
I have offered. 
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Mr. FITZPATRICK. In answer to the argu- 
ment urged by my honorable friend from Florida, 
I will say to him, that I think the character of the 


claims to which his amendment refers has been | 


under investigation in the Committee on Militar 
Affairs; and in the course of the examination it 
was ascertained that there was an unexpended 
balance of 30,000, out of which they might be 
paid. In addition to that, the claims embraced in 
my bill have been the subject of scrutiny and ex- 
amination, and report by a board of commission- 
ers appointed by the President, and have under- 
gone the investigations of committees of this body 
for the last ten years. The amendment of my 
friend from Florida is presented simply as his 
own motion, and the Senate cannot vote under- 
standingly upon it. I know, from the examina- 
tion I have made of the Florida claims outstand- 
ing, that there is now in the Treasury almost 
money enough appropriated, which has not been 
expended, to pay them. Under these circum- 
stances, Í trust my friend will not persist in at- 
taching his amendment to my bill. 

Mr. BROWN, 1 wish to inquire of my friend 
from Alabama how much it is estimated to cost 
to pay for these claims under this bill, if passed? 

Mr. CLAY. It is already fixed by the com- 
missioners, 

Mr. BROWN. Then the sum ought to be put 
in the bill. T do not think it proper to pass bills 
to settle Indian claims indefinitely, without limit- 
ing the amount, and without any succinct report, 
stating upon what these claims are based. So 
far as the bill is concerned, if [ read it correctly, 
it opens the whole Treasury of the United States 
to the payment of these claims. f 

Mr, FITZPATRICK. I am very willing to 
limit it to the amount audited and determined by 
the commissioners. I think that is about three 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. BROWN. I should consider that safer. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Iam willing to agree 
to that amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. What is the object of this 
bill? To pay for Indian depredations? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. To refer it to the Sec- 
retary of War to receive the proof before the 
commissioners in 1837 and 1838, and any addi- 
tional proof; and if he thinks the claims just, to 
pay them. 

Mr. HUNTER. [should like to hear the bill 
read. I was not in the Chamber when it was 
taken up. 

The Secretary again read the bill, 

Mr. STUART. I desire to make an inquiry 
of the honorable gentleman from Alabama as to 
the effect of this language of this bill, as I heard 
it read, “ without regard to existing rules and 
regulations.’? .I wish to know how that changes 
n rule of evidence which now exists as to such 
ClaLMNS ¢ 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. The testimony was 
collected by three commissioners sent to the Creek 
country in 1837, who have reported all the facts 
anu evidence, and their report is now on record 
in the office of the Secretary of War. Many of 
the witnesses are dead; others have moved away 
te parts unknown; and the object of this phrase- 
ology of the bill is to recognize the testimony 


then taken as good, and not to require additional | 


evidence to be taken over again. It is now on 
file, taken by Government agents, by the authority 
and requirements of law, and reported to the War 
Deparunent in 1838 or 1839. 

Mr, STUART. That is not precisely my 
question, although the statement is substantially 
an answer to a part of it; but what are the exist- 
ing rules and regulations which would exclude 
that testimony ? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. The existing rulesand 
regulations I understand to require new testi- 


mony, and under them the claims would be; 


rejected, because many of the witnesses are dead, 
and others have gone away. 

Mr. STUART. When was the latest testimony 
taken? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. In 1840. It is here on 
record. Here is the report showing the nature 
and exact amount of each claim. ‘The total is 
$349,120 37. 


Mr. TOOMBS. And $20,000 of that has been | 


aid, 
r Mr. FITZPATRICK. Twenty thousand dol- 
lars has been paid to the Bank of Georgia. The 


| 
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l do not wish to be unreasonable. 
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name of every sufferer is recorded here, amount- 
ing to one thousand and three names. All this 
was reported under the authority of three com- 
missioners sent out by Mr. Van Buren in 1837. I 
am willing to limit the amount by striking out 
the $20,000 paid to the Bank of Georgia. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That is the claim of H. W. 
Jarnigan & Co. : 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. That will just leave 
$329,120 37 as the amount to be paid. 

Mr. HUNTER. I should like to know why 
it is, if this claim is of so old a date, that it has 
never been paid before. If it has been proved that 
it existed, what is the reason why it has never 
been paid before now? 

Mr. TOOMBS. I can answer the gentleman. 
He has very frequently prevented it himself. I 
came within two or three votes, three or four 
years ago, of putting it on the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, but he opposed it. After these damages 
in 1836, upon the recommendation of General 
Jackson, commissioners were appointed to go 
out and investigate these losses. The commis- 
sioners were appointed by Mr. Van Buren. They 
went out, and were for a year or more engaged in 
taking testimony, which they reported to Con- 
gress. The Committee of Claims of the other 
Ilouse at first reported against payment, on the 
ground that the losses occurred during war; and 
it has been before one House or the other, like a 
great many other claims against the Government, 
session after session, without final action. The 
ground of ébjection has been that these were 
losses sustained during war. When we get at 
the merits of the case, it will be found that only a 
portion of the Creek tribe broke out and com- 
mitted these depredations, so that there was no 
actual war. The matter has been again and again 
before Congress, and the whole historyeis on the 
public records. The object of this bill is to pay 
these claims as ascertained by the commissioners 
of the United States appointed to take testimony. 
It has been regularly reported on favorably for 
the last eight or ten years in both Houses, I think. 

Mr. IVERSON. If the Senate will allow me, 
Į will make a very bricf explanation in regard to 
the character of these claims. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WELLER 
in the chair.) Only two or three minutes of the 
morning hour remain. 

Mr. IVERSON. Then I move to postpone 
the special order, so as to proceed with the con- 
sideration of this bill. 

Mr. CLAYTON. 
expired? ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WELLER.) 
The Senator from Georgia moves to postpone 
the prior orders, and proceed with the consider- 
ation of this bill. 

Mr. IVERSON. It cannot take long. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I should prefer going on 
with the special order. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I certainly think I 
have some claim on the courtesy of the Scnate. 
My State has scarcely ever asked for the consid- 
eration of a subject of any importance to her | 
during the present session of Congress. This ! 
measure has been delayed for the last five years, 
to my certain knowledge; and it seems to me but 
an act of sheer justice to a State which has made 
as few demands on the liberality of Congress as 
the State of Alabama, that they should at least 
extend to us a short time for the consideration of 
this bill. Lam willing to say that, if it proceeds | 
too far in the day, I shall not insist on it, for I 
I throw myself | 
on the indulgence of the Senate. For the con- | 
sideration of a question affecting so large a num- į 
ber of constituents of mine as this does, it seems | 
to me but proper to allow a reasonable time, If | 
not closed within the next hour, I shall allow it 
to be postponed. i 

Mr. BRIGHT. By the rules of the Senate, 
to-day is set apart for the consideration of pri- | 
vate claims; and this is, in fact, but a private | 
claim. The motion of the Senator from Georgia, | 
if it shall prevail, will only be, in effect, giving | 
preference to this over other private bills, If we | 
can dispose of this, I should like to see it done; | 
and then I shall be glad to get up the case of Mr. | 
Thompson, which is another private claim. Ij 
hope the Senate will not object to that course. | 
We shall expedite business by disposing of sub- 
jects which we take up. 


Has the morning hour 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. This'is an ap-. _ 
propriaion for the States of Georgia and: Ala- 

ama, and the Chair can hardly consider ita 
private claim. 

Mr. MALLORY. I ask the Senator from 
Georgia to modify his motion so as to postpone 
the prior orders for one hour, or some limited. 
time? : 

Mr. IVERSON. I have no objection to that. 
I move to postpone the prior orders for one hour, 
so as to continue the consideration of this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr.SEWARD. Ï desire to ask the honorable 
Senator from Alabama, for information, whether 
he has accepted, or proposes to accept, the amend 
ment of the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. No, sir. 

Mr. SEWARD. I ask the question because I 
think one of these cases is enough to dispose of 
at one time—one Indian war—and I think that 
heretofore the Congress of the United States hag 
been liberal in regard to Florida, if it has not 
been in regard to Georgia and Alabama. Iam 
willing to give this hour to Georgia and Alabama, 
but | shall want to consider a little while before 
I extend the same indulgence to Florida, after 
the liberality she has had on that subject here- 
tofore. 

Mr. IVERSON. If the Senate will listen to 
me for a few moments, I will explain the whole 
character of these claims. It will be remembered, 
no doubt, by the Senate, that it has been the 
policy of the Administrations for many years 
past, to remove the Indians on this side the Mis-. 
sissippi to their new homes in the West. It 
was a favorite policy of General Jackson. The 
Cherokees, Choctaws, Chickasaws, and Creeks, 
in the South and Southwest, were exceedingly 
troublesome to the Government; and the claims 
of the citizens of Alabama and Georgia were 
pressing on the Government for the removal of 
these Indians to the west. It was difficult to 
get them to go west, especially the Creeks, who 
were very fond of their old homes. In order to 
hinder their removal, they had a law passed by 
the nation, which prevented any chief from vot- 
ing for a cession of their lands to the General 
Government, and imposed the penalty of death 
on any man who would vote for the cession 
of their lands. Under this law the celebrated. 
Chief, General McIntosh, was killed for having 
entered into the treaty of Indian Springs. Under 
this law, it was impossible for the Government 
to effect the removal of the Creek Indians; and, 
in order to induce them to cede their lands in the 
State of Alabama, and remove to the west, to 
carry out this favorite policy of the General 
Government, the treaty of March, 1832, was 
entered into, in which a provision was intro- 
duced, giving to each chief of the nation an 
individual reservation of six hundred and forty 
acres of land, and to each head of a private 
family three hundred and twenty acres of land; 
and a provision was made by which these reser- 
vations could be sold to individual purchasers, 
and, if the individuals remained on them for five 
years, they were to be entitled to a fee-simple 
for the land. It was the policy of the Govern- 
ment to induce the Indians to sell out these reser- 
vations, in order to remove West. This provision 
was, therefore, introduced into the treaty, au- 
thorizing the sales of the reservations, and pro- 
viding that agents should be appointed by the 
General Government, to certify to the sales, and 
insure to the Indians a fair compensation for 
their lands; and, on the payment of the moncy, 
and the approval by the President of the con- 
tracts, the purchasers were to be entitled to 
patents for their lands. : 

The policy of the Government, as I have said, 
was to get these Indians west of the Mississippi; 
and in order to induce them to go, encouragement 
was held out by the General Government to the 
people in the adjoining States to go into the Creek 
nation and buy these reservations, so as to get 
rid of the only remaining obstacle to the removal 
of the Creeks. The object was to get settlers 
into the nation so as to crowd the Indians out, 
and induce them to go west. From 1832 to 1836 
the sales of reservations went on, and settlers 


|| from the adjoining States continued to go into 


the Creek nation and settle on these reservations. 
In 1836, a large number of Creeks, having sold 
out their reservations, and spent themoney which 
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they got for them, although they received a fair | 
Price, that being in the control of the Government | 
and its agents, had no other means of support, | 
and seemed exceedingly unwilling to. remove to 
the west. They broke out in an open state of 
rebellion and insurrection. They first commenced 
by atuicking the stages of the United States pass- 
ing through’ the Indian country, and a number 
of passengers and drivers were killed. They then 
commenced an indiscriminate murder and robbery 
ofthe infiabitants. They passed over the Chat- 
tahoochie river, the border between Georgia and 
Alabama, and attacked’ the frontier of my own 
State. They massacred the inhabitants of one 
‘town, and burned down all the heuses. There 


Was a general state of consternation among the |: 


people of that country. They fled in every di- 
rection, leaving their property behind them, and 
it was nearly all destroyed by the hostile Creeks. 

By the second section of the act of 3d of March, 
1837, the President, Mr. Van Buren, was in- 
structed to appoint three commissioners to pro- 
cced to Alabama and Georgia, and investigate the | 
character and extent of these depredations, and 
report to the Secretary of War upon the subject, 
ascertaining by examination and proof the amount 
of depredations, the character of the depredations, | 
and the value of the property which had been | 
destroyed. Two of the commissioners went to 
Alabama, and held their courts regularly for sev- 
eral months, ‘and invited claimants to bring in 
their claims: Claims amounting to $1,257,407 
nominally were presented. The commissioners 
examined the cases critically, and reported 
$349,120 as the amount which ought to be paid. 
They scaled down the claims from $1,250,000 
to $349,000, which they ascertained was the 
amount of the correct claims upon a low scale of 
valuation for the property destroyed, and they 
recommended the payment of that amount by the 
Government. | 

From 1838, when this report was made, until 
the present time, these claimants, with a solitary 
exception, have never received acent. Committee 
after committee in the other House, and in this 
braneh of Congress, have reported favorably on 
these claims. It has been the policy heretofore 
of the claimants, and their agents, and of their 
friends in this body, to move to put the claims on 
the Indian appropriation bill. The Senator from 
Virginia will well remember that, for three or four 
consecutive sessions —indeed, oftener than that— 
when the motion was made to put the claims on 
the Indian appropriation bill, he, as chairman of 
the Commitiec on Finance of this body, made a} 
point of order that it was not competent to put a | 
private claim on a general appropriation bill; and | 
the point of order, on one occasion, was sustained | 
by only one majority—never more than three or | 
four, Committees have always reported favorably | 
on the chims whenever presented; but from one | 
difficulty or another they have been postponed | 
until the present time, and never paid, with the | 
exception of one. 

The State of Georgia became the assignee for 
one of the claims, anounting to about 920,000, 
of Jarnigan and Company, and was enabled, 
through her influence and position, to get the 
Government to pay it. That was put on an ap- 
propriation bill, and, on a contest between the 
two Houses, this claim of the State ‘of Georgia 
was allowed. It was one of the very claims em- 
braced in the report of these commissioners in 
1833. It stands on no better footing than the 
other claims. It is precisely of the character of | 
all the rest; and Congress has recognized the | 
validity of all these claims, as reported on by the 
commission, by the payment of the claim of H. 
W. Jarnigan and Company, assiencd to the 
Central Bank of the State of Georgia—the Cen- | 
tral Bank being owned by the State. | 

l hold that it was the duty of the Government 
to protect the citizens in Alabama, who, by the | 
policy of the Government, had been induced to | 
go there and settle and buy these lands. The? 
Government induced the people to go into the | 
country, aud to settle there, and to buy these | 
reservations, This was done to carry out the | 
favorite policy of removing the Indians west. | 
was the duty of the Government to protect these Í 
citizens in the enjoyment of the property thus | 
purchased. Under these circumstances, having | 
afforded no protection to them, and the Indians 
having risen and destroyed the property as well || 


| 


| Let us be governed by the report of these com- 


as the lives of many of these people, it is, accord- | 
ing to my conception of the rights of these per- 
sons, the-bounden duty of the Government to 
| refund them the amount of actual losses which, 
it-has been ascertained by the commissioners 
appointed by the Government, have been suf- | 
fered by these individuals. : 

This is a true history, as succinct as I can pos- 
sibly make it, of the whole case. It has been 
presented time after time. It has been no fault 
of the claimants that it has never been settled. 
It has been the effect of technical objections in 
this body, and in the other branch of Congress, | 
i when ithas been presented from time to time. | 
In 1841, Mr. Poinsett, then Secretary of War, 
reported in favor of these claims. I hold in my 
hand Executive document, No. 127, of the Twen- 
ty-Fifth Congress, being the report of the commis- | 
sioners appointed to inquire what depredations | 
were committed by the Seminole and Creek In- 
dians on the property of citizens of Florida, Geor- 
gia,and Alabama. Ít was sent to Congress on the 
29th January, 1838, accompanying a_message 
from President Van Buren to the Hon. James K. | 
Polk, then Speaker of the House of Representa- | 
tives. The Secretary of War, Mr. Poinsctt, in his | 
letter, refers to the second section ofthe act of Con- 
gress of March 3, 1837, making appropriations for 
the Indian Department, in which this commission 
was provided for; and then follow the report of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and of the 
commissioners sent to Alabama, going into the 
details, setting forth every claim, and, the amount 
of each claim as presented, and the amount 
allowed by the commissioners. 

The aggregate amount of the second class al- 
lowed, that is, for depredations committed during 
hostilities, amounts to $349,000, as I have stated. 
Lhe commissioners made three distinct classes 
of claims. One was for those arising during the 
first period of depredations committed before 
hostilities, amounting to $370. We do not pro- 
pose to ask for the payment of that. Then for 
the third period, depredations committed after 
hostilities, we do notask anything. The secord 
portion embraces the depredations committed 
during the troubles, while the Indians were in an 
open state of hostility. It will be remembered | 
by the Senate that General Scott and General | 
Jesup were sent out to the Creek Nation with a 
large army, to put down the hostile Indians. It 
cost the Government a large sum of money to 
quell this insurrection of the Indians, and more 
than twenty-five hundred troops had to be used 
to put down the hostilities. We only claim for 
depredations committed during the war, and 
which come under what is called the “ second 
period’ in the report of these commissioners, 
amounting to $349,000. They reduced the claims 
from $1,257,4u7 to $349,120. : 

The bill before the Senate gives to the Secre- 
tary of War the discretion of going into the in- 
vestigation of these claims, and thus the whole | 
matter will be reopened. I do not think that is 
proper. Iam not willing to devolve this burden 
on the Secretary of War. Many of the claim- | 
ants are dead, and the witnesses gone and scat- 
tered, and it would be impossible for the claim- 
ants to get justice under such a provision. We 
had better, in my opinion, rely on the action of 
the commissioners who were appointed by the 
President under an act of Congress to investigate 
these claims. They were honorable and com- 
petent men in every respect. They were on the 
| ground. They held thetr sessions in public, ad- 
vertised the people to bring their claims forward, 
heard testimony, and reported an abstract of the 
| testimony in each case to the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs. They did, in my opinion, sub- 
stantially full jastice to these claimants, and I 
am not willing to open the door to other claims. 


| 


missioners appointed by the President under the 
authority ofan actof Congress. I want to close 
the door on this subject. I move this substitute | 
for the bill, to carry out this view: 

That the sum of $349,190 37 be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other- | 
Wise appropriated, to pay the several sums awarded by the |i 
commissioners—Pease and Smith— 


there were three commissioners appointed, but | 
only two acted— 


appointed under the second section of the act of Con- 
gress of Marel 3, 1937, to inquire into the depredations i 


August 1, 


committed by the Seminole and Creek Indians on the prop- 
erty of citizens of Florida, Georgia, and: Alabama, deduct. 
ing any payments already made to claimants embraced in 
the report of said commissioners; and that said appropria- 
tion and payment be confined to the award of said voim- 
missioners of depredations committed in what is called iie 
second period. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment is not in order, there being one now pend- 


ing. 

Mr. SEWARD. Iam obliged to the honor- 
able Senator from Georgia [Mr. Iverson] for the 
explanation he has given, which is a very lucid 
one, and relieves my objection about this claim 
I think I have always voted for the claim; but the 
second section of the bill, if I understand it cor- 
rectly, that which provides for dispensing with 
the technicality of testimony, is liable to mis- 
apprehension, and may prejudice the bill. £ 
think the amendment which the honorable Sena- 
tor from Georgia offers is also too strong. Iam 
willing to support the bill with an amendment to 
the amendment of the honorable Senator, if he 
will accept it, and it is this: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be con- 
strued to warrant the allowance or payment of any cum 


which the Sceretary of the ‘Treasury and the Attorney Gen- 
eral shall not deem just and reasonable. 


Mr. IVERSON. I have no objection to that 
amendment, if the Senator from Alabama is will- 
ing to agree to it. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Iam willing to agree 
to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first ques- 
tion ison the amendment of the Senator from 
Florida, 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Ipresume it is appa- 
rent to the Senate that my great object has been 
to avoid delay in the discussion of this question. 
I have been conscious that we were limited as to 
time, and my object has been to economize it as 
much as possible. Tam-sure this is a casc that 
will stand serutiny. Although the claimants are 
constituents of mine, if 1 did not believe the claim 
just, I should not sustain the bill. 

My honorable friend from Georgia has given a 
very able and lucid explanation of the wrongs 
committed on the early settlers of this portion 
of my State by these Indians; but an important 
point, on which Iam satisfied there will be scarcely 
a dissenting voice in the Senate, he has not 
touched. I should like to ask for the reading of 
the report of the able and distinguished gentleman 
who has examined this matter, and reported it for 
the last three years—the honorable Senator from 
Georgia, (Mr. Toomss,} who has had this sub- 
ject under consideration, and made a unanimous 
report from the Committee on Indian Affairs, at 
the last Congress and this. I presume he has 
given the Senate the best evidence of his ability, 
as well as his disposition, to guard the public 
Treasury. The Senate will do him that justice 
as to his course at this session and heretofore; 
and, my word for it, if this claim was not merito- 
rious it would never have received a unanimous 
report from this Committee on Indian Affairs, of 
which he is a member. 

It would take a long time to disclose to the 
Senate all the facts bearing on this cas2. I could 
show to the Senate the message of General Jack- 
son, in 1836, in which he recommends to Congress 
to provide for the paymentoftheseclaims. I could 
show that the commissioners made the most 
thorough and complete examination into the trans- 
actions in that country. The claims set up 
amounted to $1,250,000, including consequential 
damages; but the commissioners rejected them, 
and the amount which they reported was based 
upon the most unquestionable testimony. I could 
show you letters of General Woodward, but I 
know itis equivalent to defeating this bill if f were 
to undertake to consume so much time. I could 
show the letter of Colonel Hogan, who was in 
command of the troops, and had charge of fifteen 
hundred friendly Iodians in suppressing these 
hostilities; and also the letters of Mr. Collins and 
Mr. Strange, proving that the whole army was 
subsisted on the cattle and. corn and fodder of 
the fugitives from that Territory. I have the 
letters here, but I have no time to read them to 
the Senate. It is not only an equitable claim on 


i! Congress, but I can show by the testimony of 


these men thatthe friendly Indians and troops took 
the horses and mules and bedding, and everything 
they could take, without compensation. The 


1856. 
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1879 


friendly Indians were op 


re posed to the hostiles, and 
sent on that expedition 


Colonel Hogan and Gon- 


| 


eral Woodward, and Colonel McLemore, men cf: 


distitiction in my State, who have occupied high 
public trusts, and testify to the facts. Pey say 
they saw five hundred cattle stolen at onc time 
to feed the troops and friendly Indians. 
General Wood ward; I know Colonel Elogan and 


iknow, 


almost all the important individuals who have | 
testified concerning that points and if the Senate | 
had any time, or if I were not conscious that the | 
prolongation of this discussion would be almost | 


eguivalunt to the defeat of the bill, F could show 
that cattle were shot down wantonly, houses 


burned, beds ripped open, and furniture destroyed | 


wantonly by the friendly Indians while in that 
country, IJ can show you by the statement of 
Colonel Hogan and General Woodward that, 
except the rations which they took when they 
started on that expedition, the troops were en- 


j 
i 
i 
} 
i 


tirely subsisted on the property of those unfor- | 


tunate men who fled from the country. All that: 


is detriled in the report made by the commis- 
sioners. 


But, sir, I rose merely to say that the facts are ! 


most conclusively, ably, and fully set forth in the 
report of the gentleman who presents the bill from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and to call for 
the reading of that report, dt is not a lengthy 
one, and I trust the Senate will listen to it. 


for the reading of the report, and I trust the Sen- 
ate will give it their attention. 

The Secretary read the follewing report, made 
by Mr. Toomas on the 23d of July: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom were referred 
the bill (3. No. 8i) to provide tor the examination and pay- 
ment oficertain claims of citizens of Georgia and Alabama 
on account of tosses sustained by depredations or the Creek 
Indians, have had tue same uuder consideration, and re~ 
port: A 

That a bili having the same object was referred to your 
committee te frst session of the Thirty-Toird Congress, 
and was then fully and eareiully examined, and was reported 
back to the Senate with a recommendation in favor of its 
passage. Your committee fully adept the report then made, 


and herewith annex a copy of it, and report back the bill, : 


with the same recomiiendation : 
“In Senate, April 20, 1854. 

“The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred 
Senate bill No. 53, entitled A biil to authorize the pa 
ment of certain Claims fer depredations and spotiations 
daring the hostilities with the Creek and Seminote Indians 
in 1333 and 1837,’ have had the same uuder consideration, 
and report: 

“ Tuatin the year 1852 the United States made a treaty 


wita the Crevk Indians, by which they ceeded all thcir ands | 
dying cast of the Mississippi, reserving to each bead of a j 


family a specified quantity of land, who was entitied to 


boid the reservation in tee simple, independent of the tribe. | 


These lands were situaied waoily in the State of Alubam 
It was stipulated in the treaty that the owners of these re 
ervauons might occupy or sell them #t their pleasure, the 
contracts of sale being subject to approval by the Govern- 
ment, to prevent imposition upon the Indians. While the 
Indians were not obliged by the treaty to emigrate, but 
anigut remain in Alabama if they chose to do so, the United 
Siates set apart and guarantied to them a large tract of 
country west ef the Mississippi river. Aiterthe ratification 
of the treaty, and immediately after the surveys were made 
and the reservations were set apart to them, the Indians 
commenced selling them out to citizens of the United States, 
under the sanction and approval, and even encouragement, 
of e Goveruiment, until in the spring of 1836 scarcely an 
Indian owned a single acre of tand in the ceded conntry. 
The Government, also, immediately after the completion of 


the surveys, put ali the balance of the lands ceded to it by | 


the fudians into market, und great numbers of citizens 
bought homes and settled in the ceded country in the midst 
of the Indians. The fodians baving sold out their lands 
and squandered the proceeds, were left houscless and hone- 
Jess, wanderers and outcasts, and in utter destitution. In 


the spring of 1-33 the whole tribe were ina state of starva- | 
tion, and began first by stealing, then by begging, and finally | 


by intimidation and force, to extort a subsistence from the 
persons who had settled in the eeded country under pur- 
chases of land from themselves and trom the Government. 


‘There being no Government troops stationed in the country, | 


and the settlements being still sparse and inadequate for 
mutual protection, and the authority of the tribe being 
wholly inadequate to control or restrain starving Indians, 
alter the perpeiration of uumerous murders by them pri- 
vately, it was deemed unsafe to reside in the ceded country, 
aad almost the whole popalation abandoned their homes, 
Jett such of their property as could not be carried away in a 
hasty flight, aud sought safety in Georgia and the old scttle- 
ments of Alabama. 

“ After the whites had abandoned their homes, marand- 
Ing parties of the indiaus continued to devastate the Indian 
country, and made occasional inroads across the Chatta- 
hooenee river into the neighboring settlements of Georgia, 
utred many of the inhabitants, and destroyed and 
d away much of their property. Upon information 
of these events, the Governors of Georgia and Alabama im- 
mediately called into service a large body of volunteers, 
aud marched them into the disturbed district; and the 
Government of the United States ordered troops and its 
own officers to Alabama to suppress these outrages. Gen- 


On: 


that statement I am ready to risk the case. Feall | 


į beiag without the means of. 


eral Jesup having been ordered to Alabama by the General 
Government, immediately upon his arrival in the country, 
accepted the services of trom thirteen to firtecu hundred | 
friondiy Indians, to aid in suppressing the ourbrea 
apport, they joined m ic 


era! plunder, and were su 
unfortunate citizens. tii 
of the commandi 
that this band 

States, inarcned Wrough t 
the cattle and hogs belonging tothe settlers, and seized aud 
consumed Whatever remuaat of corn, bacon, and other 
plovisions of the inhabitants, had ad the ravages of 
those whom they called tae hostile fidians, and thus the 
ruin of the unfortunate inhabitants, begun by lawless | 
enemies, was consummated by pretended friends, under i 
the sanction of the flag of their own country. It is proven 
by the testimony of Colonel John B. Hogan, an agent 
of the Government, and ‘acting adjutant and inspector 
general of a brigade of Indians, under the chief Opoth-le- 
Yohuto,’ that he raised from thirteen to fifteen hundred | 
Indians under that chief, at the instance of Governor Clay 

and General Jesup; marched them into the disturbed 

district, and was ‘ordered by General Jesup to subsist the | 
force in the best manner (he) could, and (ie) had forage 

parties out every day hunting up corn, fodder, and beef.? 

He further states, ‘iat as soon as the Indians would drive 

up a gang of cows, calves, or oxen, before I was aware of 

their being in any part of my camp, (which was very ex- | 
tensive, having {rom thirteen to fifteen hundred India 
scattered all over the hills about Big Springs,) thase Indians 

that were most in want of provisions would commence 

shooting them down. In this way an immense nuinher of 

cattle were destroyed, and a great many more than were | 
required for the actual subsistence of the whole army. No | 
effort of mine, and of the white persons who were with | 
me, and who acted as officers among the Indians, couid į 
prevent the abuse that took place in the destruction of 

cattle? 

“These facts are abundantly sustained by other unques- | 
tionable testimony, leaving no doubt but that the Govern- | 
ment supported its Own troops by an indiscriminate plunder 
of the property of the citizens it was bound to protcet. It 
further appears, that as soon as volunteer troops could be | 
coliceted from Georgia and Alabama in sufficient numbers | 
to repress the Ontrage and punish the aggressors, neariy aH i 
of the Indians who had been engaged in these depredations 
came in and surrendered to the officers of the United 
States, received rations, and were protected by them, and 
emigrated to their homes west of the Mississippi river; and, | 
so fae from demanding indemnity from thein tor their spoli- 
ations, which it was persectly in its power to obtain, the 
Government of the United States bave continued to pay 
them large annual annuities, and oceasionally made large 
grants of money to them under different pretenses, wrung. 
in due proportion, from the hard earnings of these plundered | 
citizens. A few straggling pi ouly of these Indians 
refused to emigrare, and attempted to make their way 
through Georgia to the hostile Seminoles in Florida; they | 
were pursued by the Georgia troops, and those oF them who | 
escaped being killed in battle succeeded in this effort ; other | 
smali parties conecaicd then 
secure places in the ceded country, and, subsequently to | 
the gencral emigration, recommenced their depredations, 
bnt were speedity met, defeated, and subdued, hy the Ala- 
bama volunteers, commanded by General Wellborn. 

“Jt is p: fectiy clear taat these spoliations were uotcom- 
mitted under auy authority from the Creek Nation of In- 
dians, butthey were the lawless acts of roving bands of 
indians seeking plunder. No action was fought wi.h them | 
in Alabama, where the tribe resided, except with the small } 
purties who concealed themselyes and remained after the 
body of the nation had removed ; and none in Georgia with 
the other small pirties, who were overtaken by the Georgia 
militia, in their plundering excuriony, Orin their attempts | 
to get into Florida. Therefore, tie whole of the xpoliations 
committed fall clearly within the principle of the various 
intercourse acts passed by Congress, by which this Gov- 
ernment has bound itself to compel the tidiaas to pay ior 
such outra or to indemnify the citizens for them out of 
the public ‘Treasury. Thus far the Gove 
neither the one nor the other. Compensation for tl 
of the spoliations committed by Indians in the service uf the 


aviv proven, by tie evidence | 
i u,) 


i 
H 
\ 


i i f 
United States, and by the orders of its officers, is demanded i 
under the plain letter and meaniag of the Constitution, ij 
which fully sustains that demand: that Coustitution de- || 


clares that private property shall not be teken for public use 

without just compeusation. 
¢ Timmediate notice was given of these depredations to the 
Government, and earn appeals were made to it by the 
sufferers for indemnity; and Congress, on the 2d day ot} 
March, 1837, passed an act authorizing the President of the | 
United States to appoint three commissioners to inquire j| 
into and report the amount and uature of these spoliations. 
They were appointed, entered upon the discharge of tacir 
duties, visited ihe Creek country, beard evidence on each |) 
elaiin, and, afier a severe serutiny of the claims, reje: | 
all demands for consequential dama. reported the ¢ | 
value of tbe property taken or destroyed by the Indians, ij 
together with all the attendant circumstances. Tide report |i 
was submitted to Congress by the President on the 27rb of ij 
January, 1838, and embraces ail the cl ims for which pay- i 
ment is sought and provided for by the bill referred to your į 
committee. The claimants have continued from time to | 
time to urge the consideration and payment of their claims | 
by Congress, but hitherto in vain. H 
“¢ Your comunittee are not aware of any objections having ji 
been urged against the accuracy of the claims, or the mode į 
of ascertaining them, except by the injured parties, who | 
complain that consequential damages ought to have been | 
allowed, and that the commissioners undervalued the prop- H 
erty taken aud destroyed by the Indians. The only objec- | 
tion to their payment which seems heretofore to have bern | 
| 


urged, is, that these depredations were committed by the i 
| in pubhe war, and that therefore the Gov- 
ernment is not bound to indemnify the citizens for then. | 
The first and sufficient answer to this objection is, that if 
the rule be a sound one, the facts do not warrant its appli- 


public enemy, 


|! lates the p 
i not to compel each member of the State to bear tii 


: finances,’ but he fully adinits its 


esin the swamps and other |} 


open to grave objections.  It-is against principle, and the 
authorities upon it are conflicting. Phe sound and funga- 
mental general principle of the social system. is; that cach 
member of society ‘shall only-bear his quot? of te public 
burdens or publie calamities, either in peace or war, It 
being the duty of society to protect all of its membe 
when the te is really unable to perforin this dw 
neiple upou which it is based, of natur 


proportion of injuries conunitted against any one 
even by the public enemy. Grotius hat the pul 
are divided on the question; and Vattel; whoseems i 
society trom the absolute obligation, puts it mainly: on the 
growud thata different rale would soon * exhaust the public 
vict justice and conformity 
to natural equity. He says, ‘itis perfectly conzonant to the 
duties of the State and sovereign, and of course perfectly 
equitabic, and even strictly just, to relieve, as faras possible, 
those unhappy sufferers who have been mined by the ravages 
of war, as likewise to take care of the family of those whose 
head and support has lost his life in the service of the State. 
There are mariy debts. which. are considered as sacred by 
the man who knows his duty, although they do not afford 
any ground of action against bim.” But if this rule is sound, 
itis not universal. Even if this was public: war, waged by 
publie authority on both sides, one of its legitimate objects 
on both sides was to secure the expenses to the Govern: 
ment and the losses to the citizens of conducting it. 
Vattel says, * whoever uses a citizen ill, indirectly offends 
the State, which is bound to protect this citizen; and the 
Sovereign of the latter should avenge his wrongs, punish 
the aggressor, and, if possibte, obtige him to make fuk 
reparation ; since otherwise the citizen would uot obtain 
the great end of the civil association, which is safety? 
All publicists admit that it is not just, but that it is the duty 
of the couqueror to compel the cnemy to repair the wrongs 
which his own injustice has occasioned, ‘his Govern- 
ment has aliaost uniformly acted upon this principle, even 
in its public wars with the Indian tribes on this continent. 
Stipulations for indemnity for injuries committed in war 
are to be found scattered through all the Indian trea t 
peace. Such provisions are to be found in all We treaties 


| made with the Creek Indians, from the treaty of Augusta, 


in 1783, down to. the treaty of Indian Springs, in 182), 
establishing the fact that the Government has uniformly 
demanded of the Indians indemnity for spoliations com- 
mitted in actual public war, in her treaties of peace, and 
has compelled the Indians to pay for other spoliations com- 
mitted by the tribes not in public war, or undertaken ber- 
self to pay them in her various jaws regulating intcreourse 
with the Indians; therefore, by the laws of nations, and the 
uniform policy of the Government exhibited in its Indian 
treaties, these claimants would be entitled to indemnity, 
even if these spoliations had been committed in a publie 
war. But in this case there was no treaty of peace, for 
the reason that there was no public war by the nation. 

Bat public war can only exist by authority of the sov- 
erei¢n power. The evidence is full. and conctusive that 
neither the sovereign power of the Creck nation nor any 
other public anthority of that nation authorized war against 
the United States or its citizens at this time. On the 
contrary, the nation opposed it and its head chief, Opath- 
te-Yo-ho-lo, and fifteen hundred warriors enlisted in the 
service of the United States to suppress this lawless violence 
and to punish the perpetrators, The -spoliations for which 
redress is now sought were caused by ‘predatory expedi- 
tions, undertaken without lawful authority and withort 
cause, as likewise without the usaal formalities, and solely 
with the view to plunder,’ and is therefore: excepted by 
Vattel and all the approved putiicists from the principles 
under which redress is here sought to be derived, and brings 
it within the principle under which, by the practice of all 
civilized nations, the citizen or subject has been held enti- 
ned to indeniuity, and under which this Government hes 
uniformly extended redress. Your comiittec, therefore, 
unanimously recommend the passage of the bill, which is 
herewith reported back to the Senate,” 


Mr. HUNTER. I was not aware, when I 
made an inquiry of the Senator from Alabama in 
regard to this ciaim, that it was, in some measure, 
an old acquaintance of mine. [ think, however, 
the action of the Commitice on Indian Affairs is 
so much to be commended in seeking to present 
this as a private claim on its own merits, instead 


| of endeavoring to thrust it onan appropriation 


bill, that I dislike very much to say anything in 
opposition to it, Sail, as 1 think it will establish 
a dangerous precedent, and 1 cannot vote for the 
bill, i will briefly state the points of objection. 

If I understand this case, it relates to territory 
over which the State of Alabama had extended 
her laws and jurisdiction. Am | mistaken in that? 

Mr. TOOMBS. No, sir. 

Mr. HUNTER. Then it is a attempt to ex- 
tend the principle of the intercourse laws to cascs 
which were never designed, as I suppose, to be 
embraced in them. ‘The Indian intercourse laws 
were designed to cover the cases of Indians living 
within the Territories of the United States, and 
under the jurisdiction and laws of the United 
States. If the attempt is to bring the bill within 
that principle, it seems to me that it does not 
apply; but there is an obvious reason why there 
ought to ke a distinction between cases where 
Indians are within the jurisdiction of the United 
States, and the Federal Government is responsi- 
bie, and those in which they are under the jaris- 
diction of the State governments. We cannot be 
responsible for the good behavior of Indians 


cation te these claims. The soundness of the ruie itself is 


when they are under the jurisdiction of another 
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Government, and not of our own. Nor. do I 
think that the injuries which result from Indian 
wars, except in such cases as have been occasion- 
ally acted on as exceptions, are such injuries as 
we are bound to compensate from the United 
States Treasury. Whatever may be the abstract 

ropriety of the principle, certain it is that we | 
have invariably acted on the ground that we were 
not bound to compensate injuries inflicted in war 
on private individuals, except in certain cases 
which have generally been regarded as an excep- 
tion to the rule. : I am not willing to depart from 
it in this case, for it seems, as far as the evidence 
goes, whether it was technically war or not, it 
was really and in effect so. 

Thus much for the merits of the case: but inde- 
pendently of them, it seems to me that we are 
investing a discretion, in regard to this matter, 
in the Secretary of War, under this bill, which 
is going too far. We propose in thé bill that he 
may disregard the rules and regulations which 
have been made in such cases as to testimony, | 
and receive evidence on any new principle which 
he may choose to establish, and we do not leave 
it to him to determine whether the claims are, in 
his opinion, valid claims against the Government; 
but whenever the fact is established that losses 
have been sustained by citizens on account of 
Indian depredations in Alabama and Georgia, 
during this period, he is bound to decide that 
the payment shall be made. If we leave the 
question to him at all, it secms to me we ought 
to leave the whole question to him, and aliow 
him to determine whether these are legitimate 
claims against the United States Government. 
Believing, as I do, that, on principle, they are 
not good as claims against the Government, I} 
cannot vote for the bill. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator from Virginia 
makes two objections to this allowance, In both 
of which heis wrong, as I think 1 shall be readily 
able to show to the Senate in five minutes. His 
objection to the form of the bill is, as I think, well 
taken, and therefore | favor the amendment of my 
colleague to pay the amounts audited, according 
to the reports of the commissioners. 

The first ground of the Senator from Virginia 
is, that these Indians were under the jurisdiction 
of the State of Alabama, and that therefore the 
principle of the intercourse laws did not apply 
to these depredations, 1 say the principle of the 
intercourse laws makes no distinction between 
the States and Territories. ‘The object of those 
laws was to keep peace on the Indian frontiers | 
and to prevent reprisals on the propery of the | 
Indians. T'o carry out this policy, the act of 1793, | 
the amendatory act of Ist, and the last inter- 
course law of 1834, provided that where a party | 
was injured by Indians, other than by the body 
of the nation, whether they were within a State ; 
or not, he should go to the agent and prove his 
damage, and the United States would compel the 
Indians to pay it out of their anauities, or would 
pay it themselves if the Indians had no annui- į 
ties. 

The object of the intercourse laws was to keep 
the peace on the Indian froutier, and in the Indian 
country. The last act of 1834 was passed, because | 
there were disputes between the States and the | 
Indians, as to whether or not theStates had aright 
toextend their jurisdiction over the Indians within | 
their borders. ‘Phe State of Georgia denied that | 
the United States could interfere with her right | 

| 
| 
i 
| 
| 


to jurisdiction. We claimed the right to extend 
our penal laws over the [ndian country in our; 
State, and we did so. The Supreme Court held | 
differently, bat we exccuted our laws over t 
Cherokees—not over these Indians. In oth 


9e 


tion, because the right of the United States to reg- | 
ulate intercourse and trade with the Indian tribes i 
is as perfect within the limits of a State as with- | 
out State limits. No such question was ever | 
raised. The object of the intercourse laws, as | 
declared in every one of them, was to prevent | 
reprisals on the Indians. They would frequently | 
take supplies of horses and catile from the whites, | 


and the whites were very naturally disposed totake | 


horses and cattle from the Indians in return; and j 
wherever the whites and Indians were near each i 
other on the borders, there were continual incur- 
siuns by the one or the other. The great reason 
for passing the law of 1884, and for getting the 
Indians to go west of the Mississippi, was that | 


i 


i 
i 


some of the States, my own among the number, 
refused to let the Government of the United States 
have anything to do with the subject. We said 
that we had jurisdiction and sovereignty over all 
our soil, whether in possession of the Indians or 
not; but the Supreme Court held that they were 
sovereign tribes. . 

That point, however, has nothing to do with 
this case, These claims are precisely within the 
spirit of the intercourse laws. Itis a rule resting 
on the soundest principles, both among civilized 
and savage nations, that when one country goes 
to war to redress the injuries of its citizens, it has 
a right to compel the other country to make repa- 
ration. Frequently it is not done, because the 
nation has not the power to compel it, and the 
individual must suffer, because socicty is unable 
to make the adversary pay the loss; butitisa 
fundamental law of war, that the enemy who has 
done wrong to the property of private individ- 
uals shall render satisfaction for them at the con- 
clusion of the war, provided the other party is 
able to exact it; and we have recognized this rule 
even in difficulties with the Indian tribes, from 
the beginning of the Government until now. 

‘When England and France go to war, they 
make a treaty of peace generally upon the best 
terms they can get; but the lawful end of war is 
to repair, not merely the original wrongs, but the 
wrongs inflicted in carrying it through. But in 
this casc, as I have stated in the report, there 
was no war. Upon that point, the proof is com- 
plete from the officers of the United States them- 
selves. It was an outbreak by a small portion of 
the tribe against the authority of the nation. 
They plundered the inhabitants of Alabama: 
burnt their houses; destroyed their property. The 
case comes, therefore, clearly within the principle 
of the intercourse laws. The principle is not 
altered because the States refused to allow the 
Gnited States to interfere with the Indian country 
within their limits. The principle of compensa- 
tion is not affected by that fact, for it applies as well 
to a State as to a ‘Territory, or a country outside 
of a State or Territory. The second point of the 
Senator from Virginia is, that it is not according 
to the rules of war to make compensation for such 
injuries. If he had paid attention to the reading 
of the report, and the authority of the approved 
publicists which it cites, he would have seen that 
there is no difference between them as to this 
point, that injuries done to the inhabitants of one 
country by the enemy, without authority, must 
be punished and paid for. We went to war with 
Mexico on this principle. Congress declared— 
the Senator, I think, voting for it—that Mexico 
had done injuries to our citizens by seizing their 
property without reparation, which called for 
redress even to the point of war. When we 
made a treaty of peace, as we were able to do, 
we required Mexico to acknowledge her obliga- 
tion to pay those claims. In this case, the United 
States captured the Indians, took them west of 
the Mississippi, gave them a magnificent country 
and large annuities, 

Now, on what principle is it that, after this 
Government has subducd these Indians, when 
they were perfectly in your power, after they 


had committed most wanton outrages growing f 


out of your own policy, you should refuse to 
make compensation for these injuries? ‘The 
greater portion of the claims, as will be found by 


| looking through the report of the commissioners, 


is for subsisting the troops of the United States, 


and the fifteen hundred friendly Indians, who | 


were enlisted under the head-chief Opoth-le- Yo- 
holo, They were taken into the service of the 


: ) n otier || United States, and subsisted on the cattle and | 
respects, there was no question about jurisdic- ;i 


property ofthe inhabitants, the very people whom 
the Government were bound to protect. The 
Government supported the army and its allies, 
the friendly Indians, by taking ‘the property of 
these inhabitantsof Alabama for their subsistence, 
Can the Senator from Virginia stand here, and 


say that this Government ought not tobe respons- | 
| ible for that? 
portion of the claims makes the strongest appeal | 


No man in the Senate can. 


to the justice of every individual. ‘Vo that ex- 
tent, to deny the claims is, as the report. of the 
committee properly states, a violation of the 
Constitution, because you have no right to take 
private property for public use without allowing 
full compensation. The proof is ample and com- 
plete, from your own officers, that the troops of 


That: 


the United States, and the friendly Indians, tool 
supplies from the inhabitants. 

Mr. HUNTER. Does the Senator say ‘that 
our troggs took property from the inhabitants of 
Alabama? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir; and the evidence of 
it is onrecord from the commanding officer of the 
friendly Indians, Colonel Hogan; but I shall not 
fatigue the Senate by reading it. 

Mr: FITZPATRICK. It is shown in the 
affidavit of Colonel Torrence, of Georgia. That 
can be read. ; 

Mr. TOOMBS. At the request of my friend 
from Alabama, I eall for the reading of Colonel 
Torrence’s statement. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Georeta, Muscogee county: 

Personally appeared before me, James Hitcheock, a 
justice of the inferior court, Mansfield Torrence, and, after 
being duly sworn, saith: That he accompanied General 
Thomas S. Woodward, of Alabama, in June, 1836, on his 
expedition with the friendly hians, against the hostile 
Creeks, and acted as one of the General’s aids on that 
occasion. He further states that it was customary for the 
Indians under the immediate command of General Wood- 
ward to kill what catule they tequired for their support during 
the expedition, and that the quartermaster, Major O. K. 
Freeman, used to keep an account of the quantity, with the 
marks and brands; but,in some instances, the Indians, 
especially after the arrival of Opoth-le-Yoholos Indians, 
killed cattle without calling on the general or quartermas- 
ter. A few were killed at Jolly’s, a few at the Big Spring, 
or Sand Fort, and a great many at Hatchachubby. 

When we arrived at Hatchachubby, General Woodward, 
with Jim Boy’s Indians, encamped on the ground kuown 
as Nea-mathla’s camp. Opoth-le-Vo-holo’s Indians were 
encamped in the field immediately in the fork of the creeks, 

Watermelon and Hatchachubby,) where the bostile In- 
dians had collected a quantity of cattle. We had been on 
the ground a very short time, when we heard a tremendous 
firing in the direction of our allies, upon which Generat 
Woodward observed to me that the hostiles had attacked 
Walkers Indians, and that we must go to his assistance. 
We immediately galloped through the swamp, and, instead 
of a battle, found the friendly Indians destroying all the 
cattle. I think they must have kiled near one hundred 
head. In addition to the stock destroyed by the friendly 
Indians, they took all the corn they found, and turned their 
horses on the green corn and oats; but by far the greatest 
destruction was made by the hostile Indians before we took 
the field, for, owing to the imbecility of those in command, 
the Ludians were left in the undisturbed possession of the 
country for more than a month. 

Wherever we marehed, we saw the traces of misehief— 
houses and fences burned, cattle and hogs shot. At Neah- 
micco’s and Neah-mathla’s camps we found hundreds of 
dollars of property, of almost every description, which was 
wholly lost to the original owners; and, afterwards, at the 
‘Thewanochaway, I saw large quantities of property that 
had been plundered from Alabama and Roanoke. 

MANSFIELD TORRENCE. 


Sworn to before me, this 20th day of November, 1837. 
JAMES HITCHCOCK, J. L ©. 


Mr. TOOMBS. The testimony of the United 
States commanding officer, Colonel Hogan, is 
full and complete as to all these facts. The Gov- 
ernment supported its troops and allies by taking 
property from people of Alabama. Fifteen hun- 
dred friendly Indians were enlisted by the United 
States, under the head chief, Opoth-le-Yo-holo. 
| They had no commissariat, and were supported 
from the cattle and supplies of the people of that 
region, On the breaking out of disturbances, 
many of the white settlers ran away —some 
of them were killed, The property of many 
was taken by the hostiles. The United States 
came to their rchef, and brought a small force of 
| volunteers, with fifteen hundred friendly Indians 
|| under the head chief, and therefore, I say the 
|| Creek nation was not in war with us. Maraud- 
| 1g parties committed depredations. Instead of 
i| all Governments having been opposed to the al- 
lowance of compensation in such cases, as the 
Senator from Virginia says, all civilized Govern- 
ments have forever acknowledged and acted upon 
that principle; and the Senator cannot show me 
the authority of a single publicist, from the days 
| of the Roman empire until now, who has sus- 
| tained any other principle. If these damages 
į had occurred during a state of open war, the pub- 
; licists are divided in opinion as to whether they 
| should be responsible, though they all unite that 
i it is the duty of the Government to protect its in- 
habitants, if it has the power, from depredations 
during a state of public war. The Government 
had the ability here. But there was not a state 
of war between the Creek nation and the United 
States, A portion of the nation, against their 
own lawful authorities, committed these depre- 
i dations, and therefore it comes clearly within the 
|; principle of the intercourse laws, and a-principle 
d recognized in forty Indian treaties of this Gov- 


il 
i 
i 
t 
| 
l 
| 


1856. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1881 


ernment. Itis based strongly and directly on the 
best settled principles of public law. 

agree with my friend from Virginia, however, į 
as to the phraseology of the bill; and I ghink it | 
may lead to abuses, and may take ina Class of | 
cases which has not been audited. Iam willing | 
to stand to the report of the commission who | 
dealt hardly with the sufferers; for all the com- | 
plaints have been as to low valuations and the į 
consequential damages, such as the destruction | 
of crops. Some ofthese people have been clamor- | 
ous for consequential damages, and perhaps the 
Senate may hear of that question in the future. | 
But here was an actual destruction of property 
under these circumstances; and in my judgment, 
every sound and recognized principle requires 
that it should be paid for. f 

Mr. YULEE. Ithink there can be no doubt | 


of—~ 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I wish to state to the 
honorable Senator from Florida, before he offers 
his amendment, that J will aceept the amendment 
of the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Iverson. ] 

Mr. YULEE, Thatis notin ordernow, On 
the merits of the question, I think there can be 
no doubt on the argument of the Senators from 
Georgia. 1 propose to offer now a substitute for į 
the amendment which 1 presented before; to | 
which I presume no objection can be made, and 
Iwill state the reasons for it. 

This commission was appointed in 1837, with 
directions ‘to inquire what depredations were 
committed by the Seminole and Creek Indians 
on the property of citizens of Florida, Georgia, | 
aud Alabama,’ and a specific appropriation was 
made to defray the expenses of the commission. | 
They proceeded to the execution of the duty de- į 
volved on them, and visited the States of Georgia | 
and Alabama, where they examined into the 
claims which were presented; but, as they re- | 
ported to the Government, they did not proceed | 

i 


to Florida at that time; and afterwards, in conse- | 
uence of the exhaustion of the appropriation, 

they were not able to continue in the exceution | 

of their duty. They state in their report: ! 


«The commissioners will proceed to Fioridaand com- 
mence an investigation of claims tor depredations upon the | 
property of citizens of that Territory, as soon as it may be | 
deemed expedient. Such was the condition of the coun- 
try at the time they closed their duties in Georgia and Ala- | 
bana, that it was believed the inquiry could not be pros- | 
eeuna then with advantage to the sufferers or the pub- | 

ic.’ 


For that reason the duties imposed by the law 
were left unexeccuted, and the exhaustion of the | 
appropriation prevented their being resumed. | 

he amendment which I propose is simply a re- | 
vival of that provision, for the purpose of pursu- 
ing the investigations of the claims included with- 
in the class contemplated in the,act of 1837, not 
to be paid by the Department, but to be reported 
to Congress. To that I presume there can be no | 
objection. It is simply to provide for the com- į 
pletion of the commission. The amendment is: | 


And be it further enacted, That three commissioners be | 
appointed by the President, with the advice and consentof | 
i 


the Senate, to investigate the claims of the class specified ; 
in the act of Mareh 3, 1837, which were not acted upon | 
by the former commission, and that the report of said com- ! 
mission, when their duties shall have been completed, be | 
reported to Congress. 

Mr. SEWARD. I understood the question to | 
be upon the substitute for the bill offered by the | 
Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Ivrrson.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That has been | 
accepted by the Senator from Alabama. i 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. The substitute speci- 
fies the amount, and is the bill substantially as 
the Senator from New York suggested fixing the 
amount. 

Mr. STUART. Ihopethe Senator from New 
York will allow that substitute to be read before 
he proceeds. . 

Mr. TOOMBS. My colleague introduced a 
substitute for the bill of the Senator from Alabama, 
and the amendment of the Senator from New 
York can be accepted to that. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Precisely. 

Mr. TOOMBS, And then the amendment of 
the Senator from Florida can be voted upon by 
the Senate. ! 

Mr. SEWARD. Let us hear the substitute of | 
the Senator from Georgia. i 

The Secretary again read it, ; 

Mr. SEWARD. I understand the honorable | 


fi 


Senator from Alabama to say that he will accept | 
my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What has 
just been read will be considered as the bill now 
before the Senate. The question ison the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. SEWARD I understand that mine was 
accepted as a part of the substitute. 

Mr. YULEE, Ifit is desired, I can withdraw 
my amendment for the present, in order to allow 
the other to be presented to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from New York is: 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be con- 
strued to warrant the allowance or payment of any sum 
which the Seeretary of the Treasury and the Attorney Gen- 
eral shall not deem just and reasonable. 


The amendment was agrecd to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Florida. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I’should like to ask what 
amount the Florida amendmentinvolves? There 
is already an appropriation of $349,0U0 in the bill. 

Mr. YULEE. My amendment involves no | 
particular amount. It merely provides for the 
completion of the commission appointed by the 
act of 1837. The commissioners stated in their 
report that they deferred action on that part of 
their dutics which related to Florida. 

Mr. JOHNSON. This is to authorize them 
to proceed ? s 

Mr. YULEE. In the mean time the appro- | 
priation was exhausted, so that they could not | 
continue. This amendment merely provides that | 
commissioners may be appointed for the purpose 
of proceeding there and examining the subject, 
and the result is to be reported to Congress. | 

Mr. JOHNSON. Thatis exactly the way in 
which this whole matter commenced. In 1837 a 
commission was appointed for the purpose of 
examining into the Creek depredations alleged 
to have been committed in Georgia, Florida, and 
Alabama. They reported a large amount of || 
claims, of which my impression is that a consid- | 
erable part has already been paid. Payment has | 
been made inisolated cases that have been brought 
before Congress. | 

Mr. TOOMBS. But one claim of $20,000 has || 
been paid,and no other within my knowledge, |i 
and I think I understand the subject pretty well. | 

Mr. JONSON. I know that the Senators 1! 
from Georgia and Alabama will appreciate the i 
motives on which I oppose this proceeding to- |; 
day, for Lam actuated by the spirit which leads i! 
them to oppose projects to poach upon the Treas- |) 
ury from any consideration. [have bad no op- | 
portunity to examine this subject now, and I 
speak of it as I do simply because, having been H 
for a number of years a member of the other | 
House, I know that it was frequently a matter | 

| 
I 
if 
i 


of conversation before the Committee on Indian 
Affairs of that body, of which committee I was || 
a member, and I know that there were always 
one or more agents in the lobby to urge it. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair must i 


ut 
| 
arrest debate on this bill. The hour has arrived |: 
to which the prior orders were postponed. i 

Mr. MALLORY. I hope that, by general con- |} 
sent, we shall go on until we take the vote on this || 
bill. li 

Mr. JOHNSON. Iwill not consent to have | 
the question taken untill have said what I desire 
to say, though everybody here knows that I never 
obtrude myself upon the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair’ 
hears no objection to continuing theconsideration | 
of the bill, (S. No. 81.) i| 

Mr. JOHNSON. I cannot so well state the | 
facts and arguments in regard to the case, as I;i 
can point out the means by which the facts may |; 
be ascertained, and the arguments presented, be- | 
cause | have not heard before of the bill being | 
pending at this session, at least not until yes- || 
terday, when it was incidentally mentioned to | 
me. Three hundred and forty-nine thousand | 
dollars are proposed to be paid by this bill; and | 
one honorable Senator [Mr. Iverson] mentions 
the fact, or at least the impression on his mind, 
that it has been reported upon favorably hitherto | 
_—I think he said several times—in both branches | 
of Congress. | 

Mr. IVERSON. Ido not know that it was re- | 
ported favorably for several times in both Houses, 


but it was for several sessions in this branch, and 
my impression is in the other also. I remember 
now, that there was a report made in 1838 in its 
favor. Tam not aware of there having been an- 
other report in the House of Representatives on 
one side or the other. 

Mr. JOHNSON. In 1838 or 1842, I am. not 
certain which, a full report was made. J have 
sent for the report, but have not been able to find 
it. I remember having seen and read it some 

ears ago. It is very full and explicit. It was 
immediately after the report of the commissioner 
came in that had been authorized to investigate 
into the depredations committed by the Creek 
Indians in cae States now applying for relief 
The subject-matter was referred at once to the 
House Committee on Indian Affairs; and Mr 
Whittlesey, whose ability to look into these mat 
ters all will readily acknowledge, and whose in- 
tegrity, I believe, none will dispute, made a very 
extraordinarily full, minute, and close investiga- 
tion into it, and a full, minute, and distinct report 
against the claim. His report was certainly never 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
and nothing has been done from that day to this 
favorable to the claims in the other branch of 
Congress, that I can find in the records. 

That report of Mr. Whittlesey is not now . 
before the Senate, nor is there a single gentleman 
in this body who is prepared to state what it 
contains; and surely, having heard the arguments 
in favor of the bill, we ought to hear the other 
side, to enable us to make up our minds. If there 
is any claim for giving precedence to this bill, £ 
think it should be made a special order for a par- 
ticular day, (which, it seems, is the usual way 
of disposing of important business in this body,) 
by which time we may have an opportunity to 
look into the facts. Three hundred and forty-nine 
thousand dollars is a heavy sum to be appropri- 
ated; but the bill comes up to-day for the first 
time at this session, and is proposed to be passed 
on private bill day, on casual explanations, when 
the questions put by those who are not well 
posted on this subject cannot be readily an- 
swered by those on the opposite side, and when 
the rest of the Senate is entirely in darkness 
regard to the subject; and none here, I believe, 
understand the bill, unless those who advocate it, 
and whose States are interested in it, 

In looking into the Congressional Globe, I find 
that a few years ago $333,000 was asked by the 
Senator from Alabama for these claims; now the 
amount is $349 ,000—$16,000 more. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Allow me to explain 
to the gentleman. The claim paid to the State of 
Georgia, 1 suppose, accounts for the reduction. 
I had forgotten that; it has been paid since the. 
report of the commissioners. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That makes it still worse, 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. This bill provides for 
a reduction of that sum from the $349,000. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Since that time a portion 
has been paid to the Bank of Georgia. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Since 1838. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Iam speaking of the prop- 
osition presented at the Thirty-Second and 
Thirty-Third Congresses, when the Senator from 
Alabama offered an amendment to the Indian 
appropriation bill for the payment of $333,000, 
‘he Bank of Georgia has been paid its proporuon, 
and instead of the amount being less than $333,000, 
it has now got up to $349,000. Nor does the 
demand stop at $349,000, for an amendment is 
proposed to appoint a commission to make inqui- 
ries in regard to similar claims in Florida; and if 
Tam not very much mistaken, it will be found 
that Florida suffered fully as much as Georgia or 
Alabama, in proportion to her population, and I 
think more so. 1 shall vote for the proposition 
to include Florida, because, if once is provided for, 
unquestionably the other ought to be also. 

Mr. YULEE. That has been accepted. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Bat if it were not accepted, 
I should vote to put it on the same footing. That 
will lead to another batch of claims. A commis- 
sion is first authorized to go and investigate and 
make a report to Congress, and as soon as it 
makes a report the amount becomes a settled 
claim, which is demanded to be paid, Jt has 
been urged for twenty years. The report made 
by Mr. Whittlesey killed it at first, and has killed 


| jt ever since, when it has been investigated; but 


that report is not now in the mind of any man in 
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this body so as to be capable to be presented in: | 
its arguments or facts against the claim. ane 

The Lid is for the payment of $349,000, with | 
a provision for reclamation in Florida that F ex- | 
pect will reach $150,000 more. Half a million : 
of dollars is involved, for | imagine there will be 
no difficulty in the Florida claimants being able | 
to establish atleast $150,000, and that will be very | 
moderate for them.. Notwithstanding the large | 
amount. of appropriation, it is proposed to pass | 
the bill immediately. If you pay the Georgia 
and Alabama claims you mnst hereafter pay those 
from Florida. No matter what arguments may 
have been contained in the report made on this 
subject at first, though the action may have been i 
adverse from the beginning, if you now pass this | 
bill with a provision to send the revived commis- 
sion to Florida, you will have to pay the claim | 
presented in the State of Florida. You will be 
precluded, and ought to be precluded, by paying 
the Georgia and Alabama claims, from the power: 
of investigating the others. Then the Senate is 
not merely considering the payment of $349,000, 
but also the probable amount that will come in 
from other quarters under the provision of the 
bill as amended, 

Now, Mr. President, I do not believe the matter 
guglit to be agted on in this hasty way. Hereto- | 
fore the effort has been made to put this claim on 
the Indian appropriation bills, which has been | 
resisted on grounds of propriety and parliament- 
ary order; and on such a question gentlemen did 
not choose then to go into the merits of the claim 
to any extent. 
very few pages of discussion upon it tn the de- | 


‘| merely to authorize commissioners to go and in- | 


For this reason, Í can find but a | 


e 


uestion is on theamendment of the Senator from 
Florida, | 
` Mr. JOHNSON. Then I trust the amendment 
will be adopted, for if one part is to be paid the | 
other should be paid also. The amendment is | 
vestigate and make their report, as has been done 
in the cases of the Alabama and Georgia claims. 
I now call the attention of gentlemen of the 
Senate to the fact, that this matter has been stand- | 
ing here for twenty years. It is twenty years | 
since the depredations were committed. In 1838, | 
the House of Representatives investigated the |. 
claims. There has been, since that time, as so 
many were interested, a constant and unceasing | 
effort to gct an appropriation for the purpose of 
paying for all these depredations. It has been 
steadily resisted. Strong, lengthy, and mature 
reports have unquestionably been made against 
it heretofore. At this session, there has been ! 
nothing of that sort; there is no minority report 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs; and there 
is no reference here even to the. adverse report 
made in the House many years ago; but the 
Senate is about to pass the bill the very first time 
itis called up on private claim day when I do 
not believe there is a single member here in oppo- | 
sition to the bill, who is capable of presenting—I 
even doubt whether the advocates of this bill can 
present—the grounds on which it was opposed in 
the report of Mr. Whittlesey, in 1838 or 1842. 
This is too heavy a sum to be pressed through 
so speedily. The honorable Senator from Georgia } 
knows that this bill appropriates an amount of | 
money that ought to call for some consideration 


bates of the last three or four Congresses. 
satisfied that, while I was a member of the House i 
Committee on Indian Affairs, an adverse report | 
was submitted to, and adopted by, that committee; | 
though [ am not certain that it was presented to 
the House of Representatives, because nobody 
-was wxious to have any more adverse reports 
there, I have been looking to see if | could find | 
a reference to it in the Debates and Journals, but | 
Ihave been unable todo so, for the time has | 
been too short to allow me to make any critical | 
éegamination of the volumes, I know that the 
claim did: not meet the ‘approbation of the com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives when it 
was referred to it; and they. considered that if 
anybody owed the money it was the Crecks, I 
was a member of the House during the Thirticth, 
Thirty-First,and Thirty-Second Congresses, and 


I know that that was the view of the Indian | 


Committee then, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Allow me to ask my 
friend from Arkansas a question, I understood 
it to be stated that the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Florida had been accepted. | 
I wish to mquire if that amendment has been | 
accepted? Lda not understand how itean be. I 
take it this bill is reported from a committee, and | 
an amendment is moved by the Senator from | 
Florida, to put on another class of claims. It is | 
said that has been accepted. By whom has: it | 
been accepted? What right has anybody to 
accept it? T should like to know what right any 
Senator who reports a bill from a commi 


ittee has 
to accept an amendment to include another class | 
of claims? I make the point; at any rate I wish | 
to be informed on it. 

Mr, FITZPATRICK. Strictly speaking, per- 


$ 
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So far 
as my functions were concerned, | was content 
to have it a part of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair mis- | 
understood the Secretary. He supposed that this | 
bill had been proposed by the Senator from Ala- | 
bama, and had never been before a standing com- 
mittee, and, therefore, allowed the acceptance of | 
an amendment, I do not think itis in order for | 
the Senator from Alabama to accept an amend- | 
ment to a bill reported by a standing committee. | 

F 


That will require the action of the Senate 
Mr. JOHNSON, Unquestionably | take it the 
amendment must be voted on by the Senate, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly. The | 


Tam} 
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before itis passed. I believe that $500,000 spent 
in this way is quite as much a loss to the Treas- 
ury as $20,000 or $30,000 spent to improve a 

i do not think that 
the bil should be passed without examination. 
So far as a notice of its coming up is concerned, 
I never heard and I do not believe it was an- 
nounced to the Senate that the matter was to 
come up in three days. In fact, I never heard of 
it until yesterday, and then only in casual conver- 
sation, I think the bill ought to be postponed; 
and if no one else will make the motion I shall 
move to postpone it to next Friday, and make it 
the special order for that day, if the friends of the 
bill wish it to be made the special order. 

Mr. TOOMBS. So far as I am concerned, I 
am willing, if the Senate will make the bill a 
special order, to allow the Senator from Arkansas | 
to look into it as much as he pleases. The report | 
alludes to that made by Mr. Whittlesey, and 
states its ground. That has been before the Sen- 
ate for twenty years. 

Mr. CLAY. I will accede also to that motion; 
for | have no idea of pressing this bill through the 
Senate without consideration and examination of 
; its merits. I think it will stand any investigation 
that can be given. [ will say, in addition to what 
has been suggested by the Senator from Georgia, 
that the report of Mr. Whittlesey, to which the | 
Senator from Arkansas refers, has been read by | 
me repeatedly. It suggests no ground for op- | 
posing this claim that has not been preferred by 
all its opponents on this floor. It suggests the | 
only ground on which any show of opposiion can 
be sustained, namely: that this was a war, and 
the Government is not bound to insure the prop- 
erty of its citizens against the depredations of an | 
„enemy during war. That is the sole ground on 
which that report rests. 

But before this bill is postponed I desire to cor- 
rect one or two remarks of the Senator from Ark- 
ansas. He speaks, [ suppose, with a view to 
| prejudice the claim, about agents who have been 
pressing it for consideration, There is no agent 
iere asking for its consideration. í 

Mr. JOHNSON. I do not say there is. I 
spoke of the time when I was in the House of 
Representatives, | i 
„Mr. CLAY. There may have been at that 
time one, but there is not now. I wish to say 
that this claim is better verified by proof than | 
any private claim which I ever saw. exhibited in | 
the Senate. It is sustained by testimony which 
is clear and conclusive, and which was satisfac- 
tory to the commission appointed by the General 
| Government. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Ifthe Senator from Alabama 
i will allow me, I will say that there are agents | 
| here for some of these claims, and I have been | 


i 
: 
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annoyed by them excessively. 
here all the time. 

Mr. CLAY. There are no agents here about 
this claim, that I know of or have heard of. I 
wish say now that I think the General Gov- 
ernment is pledged to the payment of this ciaira, 
and Ido not think thatitcan avoid pay ing it with- 
out violating its own faith. 

Mr. BROWN. When the discussion on this 
matter commenced in the morning, I interposed 
an objection to this bill. My objection was to 
its form—to its phraseology. It seemed to me 
that it opened the doors of the Treasury too 
wide. Lasked for a limitation on the amount. 
I got that limitation in the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Iverson] in 
terms quite as explicit as I could desire. The 
proviso moved by the Senator from New York, 
and accepted by the Senator who introduced the 
bill, guards it, E think, sufficiently. í mean, 
therefore, to vote for it. 

Having made that declaration, I desire to add 
simply, that this claim is no stranger to me. I, 
like my friend from Arkansas, have had oceasion’ 
to examine it as a member of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. { believe it to be just, During 
this session it somehow or other escaped my at- 
tention. When it was reported from the com- 
mittee of which I am a member, | happened not 
to be present; I did not know that the bill was 
here until this morning; but so far as the actual 
merits of the case are concerned, J have no ques- 
tion asto the claimants being entitled to the money. 
I make this declaration on what I conceive to be 
as thorough an investigation of the subject as I 
am capable of giving. ow 

The Government appointed a commission to go 
and examine these clits: The presumption is, 
that they made a thorough and proper investi- 
gation. They reported a certain amount of dam- 
ages. I think in sending out the commission the 
Government acknowledged its liability. The 
mere act of sending the commission to investi- 
gate how much damage had been done, was an 
admission on the part of the Government that 
there was a just claim against the Government 
to the amount of the assessment; but if no such 
admission had been made, I am free to say that, 
in my judgment, such claims are legitimate 
against the Government, 

If you go to war with Indian tribes, and pend- 
ing the war they make depredations on my prop- 
erty, being provoked thereto by the act of the 
Government, the Government isresponsible. You 
hold yourself responsible for depredations com- 
mitted by a foreign enemy. Who doubts that, if 
you were at war with England to-day, and your 
act provoked her troops to commit Jepredations 
on the property of my friend from Virginia, the 
Government would be responsible for the dama- 
ges? That, Itake to be a proposition so clear, 
and so long acted on by the Government, that it 
is not open to dispute. Ido not mean to take the 
ground that you are responsible for all the dama- 
ges committed, but I mean to say, that if, by your 
act, you provoke an enemy to commit depreda- 
tions on private property, you are responsible for 
the damages. We have acted on that principle 
for many years. I believe the principle to be 
sound. On that principle are based all these 
claims, as I understand. So understanding, I 
am for voting the $349,000 now proposed ander 
the restrictions contained in the proviso moved 
by the Senator from New York. I was not for 
the original bill, because, as I stated in the outset, 
it proposed to open the whole Treasury of the 
Government, and left the Seeretary of War to 
say, upon rules of evidence, to be determined by 
himself, how much money should be paid, and 
how it should be paid. I was not for that kind 
of legislation, I was for doing justice between 
the Government and the claimants. With this 
explanation, [ have nothing more to say on the 
case. Having examined it, | believe it to be just. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I. think it proper to 
say, that the criticism of the gentleman from 
Arkansas, as to the difference between the amount 
in the bill which introduced two years ago,and 
the amount in the present bill, arose from this 
fact: the first bill went on the hypothesis of de- 
ducting the amount paid out of the Treasury, 
under the direction of the War Department, to 
the State of Georgia, and the remainder. was 
stated. The. provision of the amendment of the 
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gentleman from Georgia provides for deducting 
that feom the sum total; and daring the diseus- 
sion | have sought, in an juterview with him, to 


exclude the amount paid to the State of Georgia. | 


fle does not recollect the precise sum, and hence 
the proposition Is drawn in the form in which it 
now ts, tu pay the $349,000, deducting the amount 
heretofore paid. There certainly could be no 
design in that. ffi were now required to state 
it, con'd rot tell the exact amount proposed in 
the bill which I introduced two years ago. My 
object was simply to put it in such a condition 
that we should lose nothing to the claimants, and 
at the same time do no wrong to the Govern- 

*nent. This is my explanation. I now move to 
postpone this bill to, and make it the special order 
for, Friday next. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I have no objection to 
its postponement; but E hope it will not be made 
the special order for next Friday. 

Mr. CLAYTON. 1 desire to call up another 
subject. I suppose the hour has passed which 
was allotted for the consideration of this subject; 
and, if we are not to take a vote on it to-day, it 
should be postponed at once. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I will suggest the post- 
ponement of this bill till Monday, at half past 
twelve o’clock. 

Mr. JOHNSON. My motion was to postpone 
the further consideration of the bill until Friday. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I. desire to postpone the 
whole subject, in order to look into it and to un- 
derstand it. 
portant to consider it on Monday, and | hope it 
will be postponed, as the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas suggests, until Friday next, at half past twelve 
o’clock. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. That will be satisfac- 
tory. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I simply wish to inquire 
whether a postponement until Friday next, with- 
out making this bill a special order, will give it 

recedence to other private bills? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, sir. 

Mr. CLAY. 1 shall ask that it be made the 
special order for half past twelve o’clock. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, the objec- 
tion of the Senator from Virginia has elicited a 
discussion which, | have no doubt,will strengthen 
the bill. The proposition he has put forth, as 
was remarked by the Senator from Georgia, is 
thoroughly untenable, as he would have seen if 
he had gone into the legal question. The Scnator 
from Georgia, | believe, made a report previous 
to this, embracing some points to which I had 
occasion to refer two years ago. 
parposo to go into the discussion now. 
know what may occur between now and Friday 

next, and therefore I rise at this time to say that 


when the Senator from New York makes the | 


remark that the United States Government has 
been very liberal to Florida, in reference to the 
subject-matter of amendment which my colleague 
has introduced, and does not know whether she 
has been liberal to Georgia or not, it is most 
gratuitous and unfounded. He seems to suppose 
that, because the United States have attempted to 
remove the Indians from Florida, recognizing 
their bounden duty and obligation to do so, the 
money expended in that undertaking was a lib- 
erality, or a gratuity, or benefit, to the State of 

lorida! 
abandoned homes, and the ruin of a large part of 
the State for twenty years is liberality to Florida, 
certainly the United States have been liberal. On 
that question, when the discussion comes up on 
Friday, 1 may feel disposed to express my views. 

My friend from Arkansas, who is always 
frank and open and fair on these questions, is for 
including the amendment introduced by my col- 
league to renew this commission. f beg to say 
to the Senate briefly, that, in 1836, General Jack- 
son cspecially recommended this commission. 
In his message he brought the fact to the atten- 
tion of Congress, that in Florida, Georgia, and 
Alabama—he specified Florida first in his mes- 
sage—Indian depredations had been committed, 
and the Government was bound to make indem- 
nity. On his recommendation an appropriation 
was made for that special object, and in that 
appropriation Florida was named first. Whether 
that precedence given to her on that occasion 
shows that she had greater or Jess rights 1 will 
not undertake to say; I only mention it to show 
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that the depredations committed iv Florida ante- 
rior to the commencement of hostilities, were | 
distinetly in contemplation by the President at | 
that time, and by the committee which recom- |; 
mended the appropriation. 
My friend from Arkansas says we are all in| 
the dark in relation to this question, and in the | 
same breat tells us that it has been here for | 
twenty years, aud that reports have been made | 
for and againstit. If there is any question which 
at this day the Senate ought to understand, itis 
this. If they will look at the report made by | 
the commissioners—not selected by the States | 
of Georgia, Alabama, or Florida—but appointed 
by the Executive of the United States, and the | 
testimony taken by them, they will see that every || 
thing like doubtful testimony was excluded, and | 
they will see that the discrepancy between the || 
amounts claimed and the amounts allowed was : 
very great, over a million being claimed, and only 
$350,000 allowed. They will sec, also, that, al- 
though the commissioners were required to go | 
to Florida—and according to the rotation named 
in the law, they should have gone there first— 
they did not go because the state of the country | 
was such that they said they could not do justice | 
to the claimants or the United States. If the | 
subject can be better understood by next Friday, | 
i hope it will be postponed. l 
Mr. CLAYTON. I move to lay the bill upon ! 
the table. 1 am willing to take a vote on thei 
motion, but if it is to be discussed further I move || 
to lay it on the table. 
Mr. HUNTER. I hope it will not be laid on |! 
the table. I only want three minutes. H 
Mr. CLAYTON. I move to lay it on the | 
The discussion, [ thought it was under 


If it is to continue, I move to lay the bill on the 
table. : 

Mr. HUNTER. It willnottake me more than 
three minutes. 

Mr. CLAY. I hope the Senator will permit 
the motion to postpone to be adopted. 

Mr. CLAYTON. 1 would, but there is no 
such thing as entering into an agreement, When 
one Senator makes a speech, another rises to fol- 
low him. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Well, I will do it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
then, is on postponing the further consideration 
of the bill until Friday next, at half past twelve 
o’clock. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I hope some other day 
will be fixed than Friday. We have already 
consumed this day. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Say Thursday. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I have no objection to 
that. 

Mr. STUART. I shall object to half past} 
twelve o’clock on any day; because by fixing it 
for half past twelve o’clock you give it prece- i 
dence over all other business. If the Senator says | 
one o’clock, I shall not object. a | 

Mr. CLAYTON. Say one o’clock. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Very well; I move to 
postpone the further consideration of the bill 
until Thursday next, at one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SENATE BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United | 
States, by Mr. Wessrten, his Private Secretary, | 
announced that he had approved and signed the | 
following Senate bill and resolution: 

Anact for the relief of the widows and orphans |; 


I hope the Senator 


States sloop of war Albany, and for other pur- 
poses; and. af 

A resolution authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to modify the plan of the custom-house 
at Ellsworth, Maine. 

MOTIONS TO RECONSIDER. 

Mr. WADE. I move to reconsider the vote | 
on the passage of the bill for the settlement of the 
account of David Gordon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The motion 


will be entered. ; i 
Mr. STUART. I moveto reconsider the vote | 
which the bill reported by the Post Office ; 


mails between New York and Southampton was 

made the special order for Monday next. `L d6 

not wish the motion acted on now. It can be 

entered. : 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILLS. 


Mr. SEWARD. I give notice that I shall-to- 
morrow ask the Senate to take up and go through 
with the river and harbor bills. 

Several Senators.. The Senate has agreed te 
adjourn to Monday. 

Then 


Mr. SEWARD, L was not aware of it. 


j let my notice be considered. good for Monday. 


RICHARD W. THOMPSON, 


On motion of Mr. BRIGHT, the Senate pro- 
ceéded to consider the following report, made by 
Mr. Toomss, on the 19th of May: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred 
the message of the President or the United States in rela- 
tion to the claim of Richard W. Thomp-on against the Me- 
nomonee Indians, have had the same under consideration, 
and report: 

That they consider no further legislation on the subject 
necessary or expedient, and ask to be discharged fram the 


| further consideration thereof, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WELLER.) 
The question is on agreeing to the report. Is the 
Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. SEWARD. J should like to hear some 
reason one way or the other. Ido not under- 
stand the subject at all, but f should like to know 
from somebody, what is the question involved. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The committee have reported 
—the language of the report speaks foritself— 
that no farther legislation on the subject is neces- 


i sary or expedient, and that the committee be dis- 


charged; which, I take itis, tantamount to declar- 
ing that Mr. Thompson, under tlie law of the last 
sesson, is entitled to his pay. i 
Mr. PUGH. If the effect of the action of the 
Senate, by adopting the report, will be as stated 
by the Senator from Indiana, 1 feel it my duty to 
move to recommit the report to the Committee ón ® 
Indian Affairs, with instructions to report a clause, 
to be inserted hereafter in the civil appropriation 
bill, repealing so much of the twenty-seventh sec- 
tion of the act entitled ‘an act making appropri- 
ations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the 


| Government for the year ending 30th June, 1856, 


and for other purposes,” approved the 3d day of 
March, in the year 1855, as authorizes the pay- 
ment of money to the said Richard W. Thomp- 
son, or in any manner recognizes the same. 

Mr. BRIGHT. That would be in direct con- 
travention of one of the rules of. the Senate, which 
forbids the incorporation of a private claim intoa 
general appropriation bill, 

Mr. PUGH. The claim was put into a gen- 
eral appropriation bill. "Then it was put there in 
violation of the rules of the Senate, and is an 
additional reason why, my motion.should be ċar- 
ried. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The claim is a very plain one, 
and I have no desire to waste time in its discus 
sion. It has been before the Committee on Indian 
Affairs of this body at two different sessions. 
The last time it was before the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, they reported, through the Senator 


i from Georgia, aftera thorough investigation of the 


whole case, that no further legislation was neces- 
sary; and the question is now merely whether the 
Senate will concur in that report. I hope they 
will not agree to any amendment, the effect, of 
which will be to defeat the claim of the claimant. 
That is the effect of the amendment now offered—~ 
nothing else. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Mr. President, I am not 
prepared to agree to the view of the effect of the 
adoption of the report which has been urged by 
the Senator from Indiana; and it is because I 
do not wish to have my opposition in this matier 


| compromised by a. sceming acquiescence in his 


remark, that I rise to explain my own individual 
opinion. 

1 shall not undertake to speak as to what was 
the intention of the majority of the members of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, of which I am 
chairman, in making this report. My own notion 
has been, that it left the matter precisely where 
the committee found it; and J confined my own 
action to the simple and isolaied ground, that the 


| communication referred to the committee, which 


was a-mere response to a resolution of inquiry 
by the Senate, having been improperly referred, 


Committee in relation to the transportation of the 


there was no case or subject before the committee 
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which called for their judgment. It was not my | 
intention to express any Opinion in this report, 
as to whether the claimant, under the present 
terris of the law, would be entitled to his money, 
or whether, as an act of executive administration, 
it was a subject to be determined upon by the 
Executive Departments hereafter The latter was 
my.own opinion. The question, whether the 
condition requiring the assent of the Menomonee 
Indians to the making of this payment, and the 
appropriation of their annuties to the satisfaction 
of a private claim, had been complied with by 
the claimant, wasa-question which I did not think 
it became the Senate to entertain, but which my 
intention was to leave to the Executive Depart- 
ments to determine hereafter, as they had under- 
taken to determine it heretofore. 

“Now, Mr. President, because I see that the in- 
tention of the committee, as I understood it, is 
not represented here, and not understood by the 
Senate, and because [ am not prepared to vote for 
the proposition of the Senator from Ohio to repeal 
this law in toto, I have prepared a proposition 
which I shall ask leave at a proper time, after a 
vote has been taken on the proposition of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio, to have substituted in lieu of the 
whole report; and that is, that the report be re- 
committed to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
with instruction to report a fair and just compen- 
sation to Thompson for his services, and réstore 
that proviso which it was evidently the intention 
of Congress to have inserted in the law passed 
at the last session. 

Mr. PUGH. I am willing to withdraw my 
instruction for the purpose of receiving that of 
the Senator from Arkansas. It was only in con- 
sequence of what the Senator from Indiana said 
that I offered mine. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Then I offer the pr 
tion which I have indicated: 

* Ordered, That the report and accompanying documents 
be recomimitted to the Committee on Indian Airs, with 
instructions to report an amendment to the general appro- 
priation bill, fixing a reasonable compensation for the ser- 
vices of said Thompson, with a proviso authorizing the same 
to be paid only upon the assent of the Menomonee Indians. 


“Mr. BRIGHT. Theeffectof that proposition 
will be to require Mr. Thompson to do that 
which he has already done at a great deal of trou- 
ble and expense; and perhaps, through the active 
interference ofthe Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
he will be prevented entirely from doing it. Mr, 
Thompson has already obtained the assent of the 
Indians to the payment of whatever amount of 
money Congress might award to him. Why put 
him to the trouble and expense of again making 
the effort, when it is a matter of public notoriety 
that this tribe of Indians, more or less under the 
influence of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
might refuse to do that which they have hereto- 
fore solemnly agreed to do? 

They made a contract, employing Mr, Thomp- 
son to perform for them certain professional s 
vices, agreeing to pay him the one third of what- 
ever he might recover. They came to him, as 
the papers disclose; he did notgo to them. ‘The 
have had the benefit of his services. The effect 
has been to award to them over $240,000. Under 
his written contract with them, which is incor- 
porated in the document before me, he was enti- 
tled to over $80,000—clearly entitled to every dol- 
Jar of the one third of whatever they recovered; 
but rather than be pursued and resisted at every 
point, as he had been, he consented, at the Jast 
session of Congress, to take half of that sum. 
Tsay he has the written assent of the chiefs and 
head men of that tribe, and F have it before me, 
agrecing to give him the amount stipulated in the 
contract, Why should the Senate adopt a pro- 
vision to send him again to the forest to collect 
these Indians, when, perhaps, the influence of 
the Indian department will be thrown against 
him, to prevent his obtaining that to which he is 
jusuy entitled? I hope the Senate will agree to 
no such proposition. 

Mr. PUGH. [ask the Senator from Indiana, 
when this consent of the Menomonee Indians 
was ever given? 

Mr. BROWN, 
sent here, andi 
be paid. 

Mr. BRIGHT. In general council at the falls 


of Wolf river, October 4, 1854. | send it to the 
Secretary, and ask that it be read, 


oposi- 


In a memorial which the 
n which they asked that he should 


Mr. PUGH. Is it their memorial, or a con- 


tract? 
Mr. BRIGHT. Let the Secretary read it. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Whereas, on the 9th September, 1850, at the city of 
Washington, before the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
a deputation of the chicfs and head men of the Menomonee 
| nation of indians employed Richard W. ‘Thompson, of the 
State of Indiana, to act as the attorney of said nation in 
endeavoring to prevent their’ removal west of the Missis- 
sippi river, and in the prosecution of a claim against the 
Government of the United States for additional compensa- 
tion for the lands sold by said nation to the United States 
by the treaty of October 18, 1848; and whereas, our said 
nation, in general council assembled, did, on the 10th of 
February, 1851, ratify and approve the appointment of 
said Thompson, as aforesaid; and whereas, on the 15th 
of February, 1851, we, the chiefs, warriors, and head men 
of our nation, in general council assembled, of our own free 
will and accord, and with the consent of the said nation, 
made our certain agreement, by which we promised that 
the said Thompson should have and reeeive thirty-three and 
one third per cent., or one third part of whatsoever sum 
should be allowed our nation by the United States, in addi~ 
tion to what was allowed our said nation by the said treaty 
of October 18, 1848, for the faithful fulfillment of which 
agreement we, the said chiefs, did then pledge the honor 
and faith of our said nation, by the authority of the 
whole nation; and whereas our said attorney has attended 
faithfully to the business aforesaid, since the said 9th Sep- 
tember, 1850, and has secured to us a home upon Wolfe 
river, in Wisconsin, where we now live, and has obtained 
the consent of the Legislature of said State that we may 
remain here, which was the most important object to be 
gained by our nation, as by the said treaty of 1848 we were 
to have been sent to Crow Wing river, west of the Missis- 
sippi, where we would have been destroyed by the Chippe- 
was, Winnebagoes, and Sioux—all of which services have 
been rendered by said attorney without the payment to him 
of a single dollar by our said nation : and Whereas, we have 
lately made a treaty with the United States, by the provis- 
ions of which, and the amendment thereto made by the 
Senate of the United States, our nation is allowed, in addi- 
tion to what they were allowed by the said treaty of 1848, 
the sum of two hundred and forty-two thousand dollars, or 
thereabouts, to be made in the manner therein specified : 
Now, therefore, we, the undersigned, the chiefs aud head 
men of tie Menomonee nation of Indians, in general coun- 
cil assembled, do hereby again ratify and confirm and rec- 
ognize our said agreement with our sai attorney, and do 
hereby request our gre 


a 


2 third part of what is al- 
ast-named treaty, to be 


lowed our nation by the afores: 
paid in money at the city of ngton, and do hereby 
stipulate for ourselves and our said nation, that whatsoever 
stun shull be thus paid our said attorney shall be charged 
against the amount due us under said last-named treaty, 
and deducted from the amount hereafter to be paid us by 
virtue thereof, in whatsoever manner the same is to be paid 
hy said treaty, and that the United States shall be discharged 


the same may be paid to our said attorncy betore any other 
elaim against us is paid, out of the proceeds of the last- 
named treaty; and we further stipulate and agree that, if it 
{shall be n y to depart from any of the stipulations ot 
said treaty in order to pay said money to our said attorney, 
the same may be done, and if done, the same is hereby rat- 
| iñed and declared to be binding upon our said nation. 

Done, in general council, at the falls of Wolf river, this 
4th day of October, A. D. 1854. 

Mr. BRIGHT. It is unnecessary to read the 
names of the chiefs and head men, whose signa- 
tures are attached; but I should like to have the 
accompanying certificates read, to show whether 
the paper was understood by the Indians at the 
time when they signed it. 

The Sceretary read the following: 


speak the Menomonee linguage, and that the aforesaid in- 
p Struinent was filly interpreted to the chiefs and head men 


Oetober, 1854, at the falls of Wolfe river, aud that they 
signed the same of their own free will and accord, fully 
understanding the contents therec 
WILLIAM POWELL, Interpreter. 
WILLIAM JOHNSTON, Interpreter. 
JOIN G. KITTSONY, 
TALBOT PRICKET, 
GEORGE COWN, 
ALEX. GRIGNON, 
JONN L. WILLIAMS, 


We, the undersigned, certify that we were present and 
heard the aforesaid instrument explained hy William Powell 
and William Johnston, interpreters, to the aforesaid chiefs 
and head men, and that the same was signed by them, after 
said explanation, of their own free will and accord. 

G. F. WRIGHT. 
DANIEL M. WHITNEY. 
G. D. GUSNARR. 

G. W. MURRAY. 

W. R. MeKEON. 


Mr. TOOMBS. As the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, of which Lama member, 


| 
| 
} 
f 


Y |. proposes to recommit this subject to them, I have 


| a word to say in opposition to his motion. 
This question was referred to us at the last 


Congress. The Senate then, upon discussion, I 


| think, on the report of the Senator from Missis- 


; sippi, (Mr. Browy,] passed a bill for this payment 


father, the President of he United | 


States, and the Congress of the United States, that he aud | 
they will pay, or cause to be paid, to our Said attorney, 
Richard W. Thompson, the one 


therefrom forever hereafter; and we further request that į 


We, tbe undersigned, certify that we understand and f 


of the Menomonee nation, in general council, on the 4th of j 


without any proviso, on the single ground that 
Mr. Thompson had rendered valuable services to 
those Indians, and ought to have his money. It 
went to the House of Representatives, and there 
a proviso was put to it, which proviso, m enrolling 
the bill, was lost, but he went on and accepted the 
proviso and complied with it. The proviso was, 
** Provided, The same be paid with the consent of 
the Menomonees.”’ I was in favor of paying him 
whether the consent of the Indians was had or 
not. The Senate so voted on the argument, and 
voted right, as I will show in the sequel of the 
case. Then Mr. Manypenny gets up a fight with 
Mr. Thompson, and that creates the wholeg 
trouble. He sent a report here through the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin, [Mr. Dovaer,] I think. 
The Commissioner of Indian Affairs gets up a 
muss about it. It goes to the committee, and 
there we had the documents, and called the par- 
ties, and had a full examination of the whole case; 
and, as far as I am concerned, the chairman may 
refer it as often as he pleases—but I have inves- 
tigated it for the last time. There is no new light 
on it. We went through the whole of the docu- 
ments. I read the papers from the beginning to 
the end, and suffered the inconvenience of hearing 
long speeches, as I deemed it my duty to listen. 
I read the Commissioner’s one hundred and fifty 
pages, and looked into all the private quarrels of 
Mr. Manypenny and Mr. Thompson, and nearly 
the whole of them are really outside the case.’ 
When the bill was passed, it was said there 
was a proviso that the consent of the Indians 
should be had- Mr. Thompson said that was 
true. After the bill passed the Senate, and went 
to the House, through this same agency the pro- 
viso was got in, but in enrolling the bin it was 
omitted. When the law was signed by the Pres- 
ident the proviso was not there; but Mr. Thomp- 
son said, ‘* It was intended to be there, and I look 
upon it as in the Jaw, and T wish it treated as 
part of the law.” Acting in pursuance of it, he 
showed the ratification. Then the Commissioner 
sent his agent, and did not refer the matter to the 
chiefs, as is the usual course, but took the most 
improper means to get the boys, and chiefs, and 
all-—a sort of regular, Indian squatter sovereignty 
—in order to defeat it; and that was done, as is 
shown by the papers, by fraudulent pretenses; 
for the Indians were told, when they signed a 
paper refusing consent, that they might stil sign 


a recommendation to the great father to pay the 
money. When it was signed, the council was 


broken up by the agents of Manypenny. These 
are the facts,as | find them in the documenton this 
subject, which T presume many Senators have not 
looked into on account of its size. ‘That rejection 
was the basis for the statement of the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. Srvarr] yesterday. Iad- 
mit they did sign a statement rejecting the claim 
under declarations made to them, that if the 
agreed to it they would be bound for all the 
money; but that they might reject it, and then 
agree to pay the portion contained in the bill. 
Now what was the contract? There never was 
a fairer contract made with an Indian or any- 
body else on the face of the carth. Mr. Thomp- 
son, on the application of the Indians to look 
into this claim and secure it by treaty or act of 
Congress, went to the Department, and made a 
contract, which was approved by the Secretary 
of the Interior, and executed, in his office, in the 
presence of the then Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. The Indians were to allow him one 
third of the amount recovered, which I believe 
Is not an unusual allowance for white men, 
who are considered better able to take care of 
their affairs than Indians, to their agents, When 
they got the $240,000, (which T opposed, and 
do not believe to-day one dollar of it was due,) 
he was not only entitled to fees, but entitled to 
salvage, for he got them $240,000, of which 
they had not a right to one cent. I resisted 
it in committee and in the Senate, but was over- 
borne in both places. As the efforts of theiragent 
got them $240,000, of which I think they were 
not entitled to one sous, he had a right to $80,000. 
It was said that he was fortunate, for the sum 
was very large. ‘* Well,” says he, “I will 
refer it to the President and to the Indian Com- 
mittee what I shall have. I will put itona quan- 
tum meruit;-although I have a contract, executed 
by the consent of the Indian Department, and in 
their presence, with the chiefs and head men of 


1856. 


1885 


the tribes allowing me to take one third, I will 
take what any body saysis right.” The matter 
came to the Committee on Indian Affairs, as the 
chairman knows, and who said we would allow 
one half the bargain. ‘* Well,” said Mr. Thomp- 
son, “if you think that is right, I am wiling to 
take it.” The Senate passed a provision to give 
him half the bargain thus made by the approval 
of the guardians of the Indians, and yet there is an 
attemptto cheat him outofhis money. ‘Thatisall. 
They talked it all over, and the correspondence 
covers about one hundred and fifty pages. There 
is a contest about the fairness of the transaction 
on all sides. Congress agreed to allow him one 
sixth of the sum which he got for the Indians, 
entirely by his ciforts, to which they were not 
entitled, and where there was a fair show for a 
division. It was what we call, at the southern 
bar, a salvage case to be divided, and I think it 
was a fair case for division. White persons who 
come here and employ agents about us; I think, 
from what I have heard about their business, 
very frequently allow one third. This is one 
sixth, Why should not the Indians pay it? We 
are told you are going to take the money out of 
their annuities. You do that every day, and you 
have a right to do it. You ought to have taken 
this sum out of the $240,000 which they got. 
All these services were rendered by their con- 
sent, and the consent of this Government. Then 
Mr. Thompson is told, “It is true you made a 


fair contract with these people, and referred it to | 


the heads of the Department, who had a right 
to speak, and referred it to the committee, and it 
came to the Senate, and they cut you down one 
half, but Mr. Manypenny says you shall not 
have the money.” My vote shall be to give him 
the money against Indians, Indian Commissioner, 
or anybody else. The Senate voted it without 
this proviso, and I would vote for it without that; 
but he treated it as if the proviso was there, and he 
complied with it, and ought to have his money. 
Mr. STUART. Iwas very much in hopes, 
Mr. President, that the claim of Richard W. 
Thompson would never come before the Senate 
again. How much I may have to say on the 
subject before the discussion is ended, | do not 
know. I shall certainly not say any more than 
I deem it my duty asa representative in this body 
to say; but I confess I am a little surprised at 
the misapprehensions which seem to exist on the 


part of the two Senators who have already spoken į 


an favor of this claim. 


So far from the Indians ever having assented | 


to the payment of this money since the passage 
of the act, I understand that it is not pretended 
by the majority of the committee who made this 
report; and when the discussion came up inci- 
dentally the other day, the Senator from Georgia 
admitted, in a desultory debate between him and 
me, occupying perhaps not over five minutes, 
that the law was properly regarded by the Presi- 
dent asif the proviso had been published in the 
statute-book. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Certainly. 

Mr. STUART. That is the Senator’s opin- 
ion now? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Certainly. 

Mr. STUART. That is my opinion, and the 
opinion of the Attorney General. 

Mr. TOOMBS. He did obtain the consent. 

Mr. STUART. I have to take these Senators, 
and show how they contradict each other. ‘The 
Senator from Indiana contends that that is not 
the law. i i 
that a paper which was sigued by these Indians 
in 1854, more than a year before this law was 
passed, is a consent in compliance with the law. 
dn the face of the opinion of the committee, 
of the opinion of the Attorney General, and the 
President of the United States, with asubmission, 
as they say, agreed to by Thompson himself, to 
the Indians, for the purpose of obtaining their 

_ consent since the law was passed, with a refusal 

by them to give consent, (which the committee 
and the papers admit is in form, but the com- 


The Senator from Indiana contends | 


mittee insist is not valid in substance,) with a; 


recommendation of the committee, that no further 
ition on the subject is necessary, the Sen- 
ator from Indiana says the man is entitled to the 
money. 


. : it 
Now I ask any Senator here present if he will 


contend thata law passed in March, 1855, requir- 
ing the assent of the Menomonees to the pay- 
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ment of $40,000, before it can be paid, is com- 
plied with by a paper made a year beforehand, in 
which they say that Mr. Thompson ‘is entitled 
to over $80,000! Willany Senator here say that 
that isa consent within the law? Has the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury said so? Has the Attorney 
Genera! said so? Has the President said so? Has 
not every one of those officers said it required a 
submission to the Menomonees after its passage ? 
Does not the Senator from Georgia say that Mr. 
Thompson himself assented that it required a 
submission to the Indians? 

Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator’s case depends 
altogether on the way he states it. He wants 
adroit statements. I stated that Mr. Thompson 
said that proviso was there, and he desired his 
rights treated on that basis, and he went and got 
the assent. 

Mr. STUART. Precisely. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Not that he admitted the law 
was not sufficient of itself, but the proviso ought 
to have been there, and he treatedit so. ‘Thercis 
some misunderstanding as to him and the Presi- 
dent. The President has never expressed an 
opinion, according to his recollection, as to the 
justice of the claim. 

Mr. STUART. 1lunderstand that ; but there 
is no misapprehension in this statement ; it is 
agreed on all hands, that since the Jaw passed 
there has been no consent by the Indians to the 
payment of this money. 

Mr. PUGH. The Kator from Georgia has 
twice said, if I understood him, that there was 
such an assent since the passage of the law, and 


j I desire to know where is the evidence of it? 


Mr. TCOMBS. Inthe papers. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator give me the 
page if he pleases? 

Mr. STUART. The paper read was dated in 
the fall of 1854, and the act was passed in March, 
1855; and there is no pretended consent of the 
Indians since the passage of the act. There is no 
dispute about the facts of the case. 
the documents. The Senator from Indiana does 
not contend otherwise than as I have just stated. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 
I will explain. The Senator from Georgia has 


very correctly stated that the Senate thought no | 
such proviso was necessary. There was acom- | 
| promise between this body and the claimant. 


They agreed to give him $40,000 without the pro- 
viso. The House added the proviso, that the 
assent of the Indians be first obtained. Mr. 
‘Thompson had the assent of the Indians at that 
very moment. It has been read here ut your 
desks, and was signed by the chief and head men 
of that nation, certified to by interpreters and by 
respectable men to have beet read to, and under- 
stood, and approved by, the Indians. 

Now, I take the ground that it was unneces- 


| sary, after that, for Mr. Thompson to go again 


and collect the tribe to procure their assent to the 
law; but, as the Senator from Georgia has cor- 
rectly stated, he intended to do it, and attempted 
to do it, but the interference of the Commissioner, 
through his agent there, who has pursued Mr. 
Thompson ever since he presented this claim, 
prevented him from doing so, 
this: Mr. Thompson is entitled to his claim. 


the assent of the Indians was necessary upon the | 
| part of the Government to take the question 


paper that has been read at the desk, he was not 
required to go an inch further. . 
Mr. STUART. I think the Senators will un- 


derstand me better without any interruptions, for | 
I have stated the case correctly. [said thatneither | 
! the Senator from Indiana, nor the Senator from 


Georgia, nor any other Senator on this floor, pre- 
tended that there has been a consent obtained 


from those Indians since the law passed requiring | 
Now, ! 
| T ask if there is a Senator in this body who will ; 
say, that when Congress passes a law for the | 
payment of a certain sum of money out of Indian |: 


it. Thatis not pretended by anybody. 


annuities, provided the Indians shall first consent 
to it, that law intends to take what is claimed to 
be a consent before the Jaw was passed, or does 
jt intend to have a new one? 

Mr. BRIGHT. I ask the Senator whether he 
denies that the paper read this morning is an as- 
sent? 


Mr. STUART. I deny the validity of it in 


toto. 
Mr. BRIGHT. Then you would deny any- 
thing. 


2 


If the Senator will allow me, : 


They are in | 


My position is: 
If, 


i that he would decide against him. 


| 
i 
| 
1 
i 


! 
| 
i 
j 
i 
| 
i 
| 
i 


| 
li 
| 


| you state facts not sustained by the record. 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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Mr. STUART. But | do not.choose to argue 
that point here, because no matter how valid it 
may be, itis not what Congress required in the 

aw. 

Mr. SEWARD. Can the honorable Senator 
state the words of the proviso? That is the 
present point of the argument, and T feel inter- 
ested in this subject. This is my excuse for the 
interruption, 

Mr. STUART. Here it is from the record: 


id Resolved, That the House do agree to the one hundred 
and thirty-sixth amendment of the Senate, with an amend- 
ment, as follows: Add the following proviso at the end of 
said amendment: : 

“ Provided, That the same be paid with the consent of the 
Menomonees.*? 


If this is to be treated’ as a question on which 
to override the action of the Departments and the 
President, whose duty it is to execute the laws, 
I shall begin to inquire, by-and-by, what author- 
ity the Senate has in this matter. I shall want to 
know, by-and-by, what right the Senate has, 
acting alone, by a resolution, to fix a construction 
to alawof Congress which the President and all 
the heads of Departments repudiate. If we have 
come to this, thatit is claimed the Senate can give 
a construction toa law which is to be executed 


| by the President, without consulting the House 


of Representatives, who helped to make the law, 
I think we have assumed an independence of 
position that will pretty soon set us up as acting 
Withoùr any other branch of the Government to 
aid us. 

As I have said, itisa little remarkable to me 
that Senators should state this case so strangely. 
Mr. Thompson, (and I beg the attention of the 
Senator from Georgia to it,) on the passage of 
this act, claimed that it was to be executed with- 
out any regard at all to the proviso. He so 
claimed before the Secretary of the Treasury. 
When it was reported to the President, he claimed 
it with him. When it was referred to the Attor- 
ney General, he wrote him a letter, seeking to s 
satisfy the Attorney Gencral that, inasmuch as 
the proviso was omitted in enrolling the bill, it 
was no partof the law. It was not until he 
received an intimation from the Attorney General 
that he was going to decide against him, that he 
admitted an agent should be sent out to the In- 
dians to take the question, whether they would 
consent toit or not? He then agreed that he would 

o it. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President— 

Mr. STUART. I cannot be interrupted. 

Mr. BROWN... [ know you cannot, Pecan 
have the opinion of the Attorney General in my 
hand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Michigan must not be interrupted without 


| his permission. 


Mr. STUART. Iwill verify every statement 
which I have made. I have read those docu- 
ments carefully, and I will verify every statement 
which I have made, and will read the papers. 
The letters of Mr. Thompson are published in 
this book, claiming that the law was to be exe- 
cuted as if there were no proviso on it, up to the 
time when he learned from the Attorney General 
He then 
agreed that an agent should be sent out on the 


before the Indians, whether they would consent 
rnot? Theagent was sent, and Mr. Thompson 
appeared there. The agent reports that Mr. 
Thompson made his statement to the Indians; 
that Mr. Huebschmaun, the superintendent of 
ndian affairs, also made his statement in the 
presence of the agent; and that the agent, Mr. 
Clarke, then made his statement, in which he 
explained the whole matter to the Indians, and 
they asked time to consider_on the subject. 
Having taken the time, Mr. Clarke, as agent, 
reports that they unanimously rejected the claim. 

Mr. Thompson says there were improper ap- 
pliances on the part of some agents of the Gov- 
ernment; and the saperiniendent says there were 
improper appliances on the part of Thompszon’s 
friends. Thatisan open question of fact to be 
determined. It is also trae and published inthis 
book, that since this claim was submitted to the 
Indians, Mr. Thompson contends that the law is 
to be executed without the proviso. That is here 
written down,and he claims it to-day, ‘That is the 
standing of Mr. Thompson. The Senater from 


August 1, 


Georgia, therefore, is insupported by the docu- 
ments when he says that Mr. Thompson, being 
AA honest man, consented readily to the applica- 
tion of the proviso., He did not consent until he 
found that the opinion of the Attorney General | 
was about.to be given to the President, and he 
would be compelled to assent, 

Mr. TOOMBS. Give your evidence for that 

statement.. | have not found it in the papers that 
Ihave seen. f.\ 
Mr. STUART. 1 have read them carefully 
and. they are-here. Everything I say is in this 
book. (Executive Document No. 72, first ses- 
sion Thirty-Fourth Congress.) 
. Mr. TOOMBS, T wish no altercation with the 
Senator, If he means that what he says is in 
Mr. Manypenny’s statements, very well. Of 
course he can get fifty things there. 

Mr, STUART. mean that it is in Mr. 
Thompson’s reply, submitted to the committee 
for examination in the committee room before the 
report was made to the Senate. Itis Mr. Thomp- 
son’s own statement in reply to Mr. Manypenny, 
contending now that he is not bound by the pro- 
viso. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That is not the question which 
I made. i 
. Mr. BROWN. The Senator from Michigan 
will not allow interraption, but L must say that 
Mr. Thompson contended, as a mere:legal prop- 
osition, that he had a right to have the benefit of 
the law as enrolled. He never contended for 
more, but simply that it was his legal right to 
have it so. So it is as a legal question. 

Mr. STUART. Now let us see how these 
Senators stand. Here is the Senator from Geor- 
gia who says that it is not so. 

Mr, BROWN. Idid not so understand him. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Ihave made no such state- 
ment. 

Mr. STUART, The gentleman from Geor- 
gia said this law was to he construed with the 
proviso, 

Mr. TOOMBS. I stated that the proviso was 
in it, but I agreed expressly with the Senator 
from Mississippi as to the effect of the law. 
Mr. Thompson, I said, agreed to treat the pro- 
viso as there, and said that with or without the | 
prare he was entitled to the money, and I be- | 

ieve so. If you consider the proviso there, the 
consent was sufficient. Considering itnot there, 
the law is an order to pay the money. That was 
my oe in the committee, and is now. 

Mr. STUART. Then we are brought to this 
point—whether the Senate of the United States, 
after the opinion of the executive anthoritics | 
has been taken, and they have acted on it, and | 
Mr. Thompsen has acquiesced in it, will now | 
declare, by a resolution, that the construction of | 
the law is to be without the proviso? 1 think | 
that had much better be referred, if you are dis- | 

` sausfed with the construction of the President 
and Attorney General, to the courts. 


quote the report of the committee for his state- 
ment as to what the Senate of the United States 
is called on todo? Does he allude to any amend- 
ment, or to the report of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs? 

Mr. STUART. 
ators here, 

Mr. TOOMBS. But the statement is as to the 
effect of adopting the report. The committee | 
merely ask to be discharged, leaving everybody i 
to the legal effects of the law, without any opin- 
ion on it. 

Mr. STUART. Very well; that part of it I 
have not complained of. Iam contented with 
that, and I have not complained of it; but the 
Senator from Indiana was asked what would be 
the effect of it, and he said the effect would be to 


I state the argument of Sen- 


give Mr. Thompson his money without anything ii 


more being done. 

Mr. TOOMBS. J think so too. 

Mr. STUART. Let us look at that for a mo- 
ment. The Congress of the United States passed 
a law; and here let me correct the Senator a little 
in regard to the history of this law. The first 
amendment that was offered to an appropriation 
Dill was to pay Mr. Thompson over elghty thou- 
sand dollars. lt was discussed here at great 
length, and, after full debate before the Senate, 
Was rejected, on the yeas and nays, by a decided | 
vote. That was on the Indian appropriation bill, 


Mr. TOOMBS. Does the Senator mean to || 
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in Febriiary, 1855. Ata late: day, on. the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill, a proposition 
was made to pay him one half. l came into. the 
Senate-from some duty with the President of the 
United States, just as the vote was being taken. į 
Whether there was any discussion upon it [do | 
not know, but [ understand that there was not. 
On the vote being taken, it was carried in the 
affirmative bya. small majority, I coming in at} 
the instant, and voting in the affirmative, intend- 
ing to move a reconsideration. So that the Senate | 
of the United States, upon solemn argument, on 
a full vote, determined on the Indian appropria- 
tion bill that Mr. Thompson was not entitled to | 
his thirty-three per cent. After the fullest argu- | 
ment, that occupied one day, and, E think, nearly 
two days, the Senate, by a solemn vote, rejected | 
the claim according to his contract, That is the | 
commencement of the history of this matter in 
Congress. At a subsequent time, the Senate 
adopted an amendment to the civil and diplomatic į 
appropriation bill, allowing him half, without 
debate, or with very little, if any, and passed it | 
by a small vote. [t went to the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and the House refused to pass the 
pesposition in that form. Now, l should like to 
now with what propriety gentlemen get up here 
and tell us that the Senate, by a Jaw, determined 
to pay the money without the proviso. It takes 
the Senate, and the House of Representatives, 
| and the President, to determine anything by law; | 
and when the House of Representatives attached | 
that proviso, and sentit back, the Senate resolved | 
| to agree toit. There was a committee of con- 
ference, and when the report was made, the Sen- 
i ate, by a vote, adopted it. 

At this point of the inquiry I must say that it 
does not seem to me to be entirely proper to be | 
imputing motives to gentlemen, I donot believe 
it can influence the vote of a single man in this |: 
body to make charges against the Commissioner || 
of Indian Affairs or the superintendent of Indian | 
affairs. They are not here to defend themselves. 
I bave certainly no disposition to engage in any 
such controversy; but I will ask who is most 
likely to be actuated by improper or interested | 
feelings, a public officer of the United States who 
has nothing to gain, or a man who is in_scarch 
of $40,000? It is said—the Senator from Georgia 
allowed himself to say to-day—that the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs procured the House 
of Representatives to insert the proviso. I am 
apprised of no such fact as that, and I do not be- 
lieve a word of it; not that I dispute the word of 
the Senator—he understands me, of course, on | 
that point; but I think there is no information 
jusufying any such belicf. 

Mr. PUGH. I believe the record will show 
that the proviso was offered by the chairman of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs in the House. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The fact to which I alluded 
was stated in the case of Mr. Thompson as sub- 
mitted to the committee, and I got my informa- 
tion there. Of course I have no personal inform- 
ation of all these parties, but Mr. Manypenny 
has been heard, and his statement covers seventy- 
five or one hundred pages of this volume. 

Mr. STUART. ‘The Senator from Georgia 
says itis the statement of Mr. Thompson that the 
fact was so. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STUART. Then it is the statement of 
Mr. Thompson that the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs interfered and induced the House to put 
on this proviso. Ido not know how it may be 


to vote to take money which we agreed by treaty 
to pay to the Indians, and appropriate it to the 
payment of their creditors, without their consent. 
i think we are as much bound by the treaty to 
obtain the consent of the Indians for a change of 
it, as we should be in the case of a treaty with 


with other Senators, but I could not allow myself |; 


made up on this subject, and I am ina strait how 
to form one. I want to call the honorable Sena- 
tor’s attention to the precise difficulty that labors 
in my mind, and which T suppose is the turning 
point of the whole case. After hearing this 
earnest debate, I am satisfied that the committee 
understand the proviso to be.a proviso to this 
extent: this money shall be paid, provided it shall 
not be done without the consent of the Indians; 
and they held that any consent of the Indians, 
previous or future, to any such appropriation, 
is a fact to be affirmatively established by the 
proviso, and then the money is to be paid; 
whereas the opponents of the report understand 
it to be a stipulation that, whatever the Indians 
may have consented to heretofore, this is a new 
and distinct measure, and that the payment shall 
not take effect unless the Indians consent to this 
very act in the future. Now, if the Senator can 
make an elucidation of that difficulty, I shall be 
pleased to hear it. To my own mind there ap- 
pears to be a pretty fair case on both sides. 
Mr.STUART. [think t can answer the point 
suggested by the Senator from New York so per- 
fectly as to leave no question aboutit, Congress, 
in 1851, if I remember the dates correctly, in 
consequence of the great injury which they be- 
lieved had been perpetrated on various tribes of 
Indians by agents, provided thatno money should 
be paid to the agents. The law was found to be 
defective, and in 1852 Congress amended it, and 
passed a new law declaring thatall contracts made 
with Indians by agents to pay them any feces or 
charges, should be absolutely null and void | 
That was done in 1852; and any contract, in 1854, 
in violation of that law, is somuch waste paper. 
Congress interposed with its solemn arm. I 
presume the Senator from Georgia will remember ‘ 
one of the most stirring specches of a few minutes 
that was ever delivered on any subject, by amem- 
ber from North Carolina in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in which he mentioned a case that he 


| had for one of his constituents, and when he went 


to the Department he found that the agents had 
taken almost the entire money, and left a mere 
pittance for the Indians. Congress was called 
upon to act promptly, and they cut up this whole 
system, root and branch, and determined that 
these agents should not be recognized, and that 
their contracts with Indians should be null and 


i void. A proceeding at any time before this pro- 


vision passed in 1855, to pay Mr.. Thompson, 
getting up any contract with the Indians to pay 
him asum of money, was, within the very terms 
of thelaw, null and void. But for this provision 
of the act of 1855, making a new. law which, to 
the extent of Mr. Thompson’s claim, overrides 
the law of 1852, the whole thing would be against 
the law of Congress, and void. 

Thus we stood when Congress, in 1855, came 
| to legislate on this subject, and they provided that 
the assent of the Indians should be had. Now, 
I ask, will anybody pretend that the assent before 
obtained, which was declared to be a null assent 
by law, could have been intended to be recog- 
nized by Congress when they passed the act of 
1855? And if there were no such law, would 
Congress have used this language: ‘ Provided it 
shall not be paid without the consent of the Indi- 
ans,” if they intended to say it should be paid in 
accordance with a consent already given? Does 
not the Senator from New York see that there 
was no necessity for providing for the consent, if 
Congress supposed there was a consent already 
given? But I say, without reference to that, a 
law passed to-day requiring a consent, means a 
future consent; and | apprehend no court, under 
any circumstances, would ever contend for any 
other construction. 

Mr. SEWARD. I will explain, in order that 
the Senator will understand me, that, as I have 
gathered the case here, there was a question be- 


England, I think it was entirely necessary and 
proper that, before Congress undertook to pro- 
vide that money should be paid out of their an- 
uities, they, as the other contracting party, 
hould consent to it; and therefore there might 
e a sound legislative motive in requiring their 
assent. 


n 
s 
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Mr. STUART. Certainly. 
Mr.SEWARD. Iconfess [have no judgment 


fore Congress, whether that consent had becn 
actually and validly given. ` 

Mr. STUART. ` Oh, no, sir. 

Mr. SEWARD. One side claimed that such 
was the case. 

Mr. STUART. Oh, no! 

Mr. BRIGHT. Will the Senator allow me a 
moment? fam unwilling that the Senator should 
argue ona state of facts which does not exist. 
He is treating the law of Congress 

Mr. STUART. I willhear anything from the 
Senator, but I say there need be no dispute about 
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the facts. J am aware of that 
Senator from Indiana claims to 
fave wad it. tt was in 1854, 

Mr. BRIGHT. I want to state the fact to the 
Senate, that the contract which the Senator from 
Michigan declares void under an act of Con- 
gress, Was made beforé the passage of the act of | 
1852. 

Mr. STUART. I may be mistaken in the 
dates, but | think the fact is as I have stated. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The contract of Mr. Thomp- 
son with the Indians to undertake to recover their 
rights from the United States, was made on the 
9th of September, 1850; and their assent, which 
has been read at the desk by the Secretary, is 
dated the 4th of October, 1854, after the service 
had been rendered. Furthermore, while | am 
up, Į will state that this very paper was in con- 
troversy last year, as a reference to the debates 
will show, Mr. Thompson’s friends contending 
that he had the consent of the Indians in the | 
most solemn manner. 

Mr. STUART. The point as to the consent | 
of the Indians did not arise in the Senate. The 
action of the Senate was without reference to it. 
As the amendment passed the Senate there was 
no proviso attached to it, but was simply an open 
question of whether Mr. Thompson should have 
the pay. I did allude to the original contract of 
Mr. Thompson; that would present a very nice 

uestion; but [ said Congress, in the law which 
they passed, intended to reach past as well as | 
future contracts. 

Mr. COLLAMER. 
related to ludian agents. 
Mr. STUART. All agents and attorneys, as 

the Senator will find by looking at it. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I supposed, from the 
statement, that it applied to agents appointed by 
this Government. 

Mr. STUART. No; it applied to all agents 
and attorneys for the Indians. The evil was, 
that men went and got themselves employed as 
attorneys for Indians, who agreed to pay them j 
a very large percentage. | 

Mr. COLLAMER. I thought it applied to 
our national agents, who took advantage of their 
position, 

Mr. STUART. No, sir, it related to attor- 
neys for Indians; and I say Congress meani to 
reach past contracts as well as future ones. l 
believe that the Supreme Court of the United 
States has determined that Congress has the | 

ower to declare void an existing contract. The 
Taian against laws impairing contracts is on 
the State Legislatures by the Constitution; but | 
the Supreme Court of the United States has de- 
termined, when Congress declares void a contract, | 
itis not limited as the State Legislatures are. 
But, sir, | was speaking about the assent that 
is claimed. The paper which has been read was 
drawn up in 1854; that was after the passage of 
the act of 1852, and, therefore, that paper agree- 
ing to pay this amount of money is clearly de- 
clared null and void; so that he had no agree- 
ment and no consent at all. That was reached 
by the law of 1852. Again, the courts have de- 
termined that the action of parties themselves 
has very much to do with the construction of a 
law. Mr. Thompson agreed to the appointment j 
of Mr. Clarke, as agent, to get the consent of 
the Indians. He wentto the Menomonee Indi- 
ans himself, and attended to the submission of 
his claim. He made his speech in its favor. It 
was submitted to the Indians, and it was, as the 
agent returns, rejected. When it was rejected, 
what did Mr. Thompson do? He claims that he 
is not bound by the proviso. You may read 
through this long reply of Mr. Thompson, of 
more than three hundred pages, to the Commis- 
sioner, and you will find that he does not pre- 
tend that he has got the consent of the Indians; 
buthe puts it on the ground that he is not required 
to get their consent. That ts his ground to-day, 
and that is the ground of the committee—not 
that he has got the consent, but that he is not 
obliged to get it. 

la this state of affairs, what course of conduct 
does it become the Senate of the United States to 
pursae? A gentleman was selected to see whether 
the Indians consented, who, Mr. Thompson 
admits, was in every respect a highly honorable, 
intelligent, and proper man; and in saying so he 
but does him justice. Sir, he lives in my own 


paper which the 
ean assent. I 


I understand that law 


meenen T 


town. I have known him since I was a boy. He 
is as honest and competent a man as could have 
been selected for this pugpose. What docs he 
say? Let me turn you (what he says. I beg 
the attention of the Senate for a moment while Í 
read the report of Mr. Clarkey which is very 
short. He says: 
Katamazoo, October 1, 1853. 
Sir: In obedience to your communication, dated the 


26th of June last, advising me that the President had | 


selected me as the agent of the Government to ascertain 
whether the consent of the Menomonee Indians © will or 
will not be given to the payment of the chum of Richard 
W. Thompson against the said Indians for professional ser- 
vices out of their annuities hereafter to arise,” } left home 
the 27th of August, baving been previousty advised by the 
superintendent (Dr. Huebschmann) that the paymeut would 
take place on the 7th of Septeusber, and, in company with 
him, I arrived on the pay-ground at Keshena, on the 
Wolt river, Wisconsin, the 5th ultimo of September, Mr. 
Thompson arrived the following day. 

1 humediatety took measures to bave the Indians assem- 
bled in council on the 7th. ta radue care that the pro- 
ceedings should be fairly con ed, and that no improper 
means Were used to btas or control the determination of the 
Indians on either side in the matter. 

On the opening of the cowicil, T stated to them that F 
had then convened for the purpose of ascertaining whether 
or not they would consent to the payment of Richard W. 
Thompson's claim, which | explained freely to thems also, 
before proceeding to the consideration of the matter, [ 
desired to know whether all the Fadians who were author- 
ized to act for the tribe in such cases were present; in 
reply to whieh, I was informed they were. 

Mr. Thompson then proceeded with his statement and 
argument m behalf of his claim, After bearing bim throngh, 
and Dr. Huebschinann in behalf of the Government, E then 
eautioned the fodians against permitting any ane to talk 
with them in reference to the matter, and that, if any did 
80, to report their names t0 me. 

The comreil wisiung time to consul, it was adjourned 
unti! the next mormug. 

On its assembling im the morning of the 8th, agreeably 10 
said adjournment, | was informed by their cbief that they 
ecouhl not agree, and asking for further time; jt was 
accordingly again adjourned over until Monday, the lOth, 
at which time the accompanying paper, marked “ A,” wax 
signed by all the chiefs and bead men of the tribe. The 
decision being unanimous, | did not deem it advisable to 
spend time in taking the signatures of all the young men 
of the tribe. By said piper it will be seen that the tribe 
refuse to allow Mr. Thompson's claiin. 

‘The paper marked “ B° contains the names of all the 
Indians who have authority to act for the tribe; with a rew 
exceptions, they were all present in council, ‘Phe accom- 
panying papers, marked + C7 and © D,” have been handed 
me with the request that I would forward them to the 
Departmen: with my report. 

Truly yours, SAMUEL CLARKE, 
Hon. James GUTHRIE, Secretary of the Treasury. 


There, | say, was Mr. Thompson acting in the 
construction of the law which the President had 
put upon it. Heappeared there, and represented 
the claim to the Indians. Dr. Huebschmann, 
the superintendent, appeared for the Government 
on the other side, and made his statement. All 
this was in the presence of Mr, Clarke, the agent 
sent out by the Government. He then cautioned 
the Indians. They took time to consider, and 
they unanimously rejected the claim, 

Now, Lask the Senate of the United States if 
this proceeding has not something to do with the 
construction of the law? Will it do to allow a 


claimant to come to Congress, get a law passed jj 


authorizing payment, if the Indians consent to 
it, and when the Indians refuse to consent allow 
that claimant to come here and contend that he 
has a right to the money without their consent? 
That is this case. The papers accompanying 
the letter which [I last read, marked C and D, 
are the statements of Thompson, on the one side, 
complaining that there was unfair action by the 
superintendent, and the statement of the super- 
intendent on the other side, that there was unfair 
action by Thompson and his friends. But what 
docs the officer, who was appointed in accord- 
ance with the law of Congress, say about it? 
Who will the Senate of the United States believe 
to-day, the agent of the Government, having no 
interest in this matter whatever, who reports 
that the claim was honestly and fairly presented, 
and unanimously rejected, or the claimant, who 
says it was unfairly done? What ground have 
you for setting this action aside? 

But, more than that, does not this show clearly 
that Mr. Thompson now sets up a claim to be 
paid as if the proviso were not m the bill because 
the proviso defeats it? What did Congress mean 
to do? Did Congress intend to pass the law with 
that proviso in itor not? Did they pass the law 
with it or not? That proviso was in the engrossed 
bill. Task the especial attention of the Senate 
to this point: the bill was engrossed with that 
proviso, but it was left out of the enrolled bill. 
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| That is a most remarkable occurrente, “Tt is oné 
that I cannot explain, and it is one that this claim- 

nt had better explain before he undertakes to 
; CAST IMpulations against Government officers, 
Mr. BROWN. What do you mean by that? 
; He is not the enrolling clerk, : 

Mr. STUART. I say itis an occurrence. most 
remarkable, that after a bill has been engrossed, 
written out with the amendments all in, it should 
i! be enrolled with this proviso omitted. “If it were 
i left out of the engrossed bill in the hurry in which 

business is done at the heel of a session, the civil 

and diplomatic appropriation bill. having had a 
very large number of amendments tacked to it, 
į the circumstance could easily be accounted for. 
But the fact of its having been engrossed correcily, 
written out in full, and then omitted in the en- 
rolled bill, is not se ‘easily accounted for, 

Then, what did this man*do? It is claimed 
that he is a most magnificently honest man. I 
am not going to say that he is otherwise; but I 
will say this: he himself states that he went and 
igota copy of the amendment without the pro- 
viso, and demanded the money, and his own let- 
| ters show that he continued to demand it, and 
urge on the Government officers that-he had a 
right to it, without regard to the proviso. His 
own statement shows that, when the Attorney 
| General and President compelled him, he yielded 
i to the submission of his case to the Indians, and 
i when they rejected it, he returns to his original 
i demand, and contends that the law is to be con- 
i strued without the proviso. ; 

Now, sir, does anybody impeach the Hon. 
i Samuel Clarke? There is no attempt to do it. 
The claimant himself says that Mr. Clarke is a 
l highly honorable and competent man, and acted 
i properly on the ground, that he is in all respects 
i satisfied with him. Mr. Clarke, in his report 

tells the Secretary of the Treasury that the In- 
dians unanimously rejected the claim upon a full 
‘hearing, and a fair understanding of it. How is 
į this sought to be got over? Weare told that this 
is a personal controversy between the claimant 
i and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and the 
| commissioner has acted in the most outrageous 
j Manner, and therefore we must pay this money 
i regardless of the fact, that the Indians have re- 
i fused it. That is a species of logic which 1 do 
| not at all understand. 

| The Senator from Georgia alluded to a fact 
i which I conceive to be a very importantone. You 
| will see, sir, on looking through this document— 
! which the Senator from Mississippi, aday or two 
| ago, thought I had not looked into, or did not 
i| understand—that Mr. Thompson is exceedingly 
ii plausible and polite to every officer with whom he 
| has to deal, up to the time when that officer stands 
between him and the money, and then he turns 
around and abuses him in the most unmeasured 
terms | ever heard in my life, I never heard, in 
all my life, an article published by any man, to be 
read and used by an intelligent publie, not to say 
the Senate of the United States, that is so excep- 
(i tionable in its language and terms as this com- 
ii munication of Mr. Thompson. He attacks the 
| veracity of these publie officers. Here ] call the 
attention of the Senate to one fact, which, in my 
opinion, ought to turn this case beyond all dis- 
' pate, because the claim rests solely on the state- 
I| ment of Mr. Thompson against facts certified by. 
| Government officers. Mr Thompson sends in 
‘his communication in about this language: * Jam 
| happy to know that the President of the United 

! States does not consider me concluded by the 
| refusal of the Indians, but is of opinion that] am 

; entitled to the money, and he kindly proposed to 

i send the documents to Congress and xpress to 
i Congress that opinion.’’ Now, Jet me read the 

l| letter which he says he addressed to the President 
of the United States on the subject,and I say 
| again, I beg the attention of the Senate to it, 

! because it tests the veracity of Mr. Thompson. 

‘It is dated Washington, November 5, 1835, and 
| he writes as if the President had made him the 
‘proposition. Would it not be a most remark- 
i; able thing fora President to submit a proposition 
| to a private citizen. Here is the letter: 

| Wasuineron, November 5, 1855. 

| 

i 


Taceept, with a just appreciation of your kindtess, the 
shalt remain as itis, io be reported 
pression of opinion by you, ihat 
the late paper executed by the Indians should not coueiude 
my rights ; and that, in your opinion, E should be paid. I bee 
to assure you that the magnanimity whieh hae prompied 


| proposition that my case 
i to Congress, with an. e 


| 
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yYour-consent. to this: arrangement has made a strong amt 
‘pression’ of personal gratitnde upon my mind. * * * 

~ T have the honor to be, most respectfully, your obedient 
sérvant, R. W. THOMPSON. 


“The President of the United States says he 
never made any such proposition, and nevér ex- 
pressed to him any.such opinion. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. When did he say. it? 

. Mr, STUART. He said soto the Senator from | 
Georgia; be said so to the Senator from Wiscon- 
gin; and he said so.to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs; and to the Senator from 
Virginia, all of whom. are authorized to state it. 
The. Senator from Georgia did state it substan- 
tially a few minutes ago. They are authorized 
to state that he never expressed any such opin- 
ion to Mr. Thompson, and never made any such 
proposition. - : 

Mr. BROWN. Is that letter addressed to the 

President? 

Mr. STUART. The letter is addressed to the 

President. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Did the President answer it? 

Mr. STUART. The President says he never 
received the letter. Itis published in Mr. Thomp- 
son’s three hundred pages appended to this docu- 
ment. Now, I say, that before gentlemen ask 
the Senate of the United States ta come to the 
conclusion to pay this money on Mr. Thompson’s 
veracity, charging nefarious practices on Govern- 
ment officers, they had better reconcile this thing, 
which isa most important item. The Senate will 
see it is a most important item; because the Con- | 
stitution makes it the duty of the President of the 
United States to execute the laws; and if he gave 
such an opinion as this, there was nothing to do 
but tell the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the 
money, The President says that all he ever did 
in the matter was to say to Mr. Thompson, at 


his own request, that he would communicate the 
papers to Congress, and leave it to Congress to act 
as they should think proper. Hitis shown that 
Mr. Thompson, in his anxiety to procure $40,000, 
has committed so grave an crror in regard to the 
President of the United States, is it not at least 
reasonable to suppose that he is as much in error 
ag to other things ? 

1 have said, sir, that I had hoped never to be 
called on to allude to this subject again; I had 
hoped it never would make its appearance before 
Congress again; and E also stated, that I could 
notsay how much I might be compelled to occupy 
the time of the Senate before it was ended; but 
the facts, as I have stated, are in the book and 
in the law. Here is the examination of the case 
by the Attorney General and the President, and 
their determination that the law is to be exceuted 
as Congress passed it, notwithstanding the omis- 
sion to enroll the proviso in the enrolled bill. 
Here is the action of the party himself in pursu- 
ance of that construction. Here is the rejection 
of the claim reported by Mr. Clarke, who is as 
well known to the honorable Senator from New 
York as he isto me—a man, stated by the claim- 
ant himself to. be highly honorable, and justly so 
stated. He says, without hesitation, that these 
Indians, upon a full hearing and investigation, 
rejected the claim, and he is the officer that Con- 
gress provided by law should be appointed. 

Mr. SEWARD. What Mr. Clarke? 

Mr. STUART. The honorable Samucl Clarke, 
a member of the last Congress; and the Senator | 
knows him well. Will the Senate of the United 
States, I ask, believe their own officers, appointed 
by their own laws, or will they believe the objec- 
tions that are raised by the claimant, and the testi- 
mony of individuals which he has taken, and which 


has been refuted by the other side? [do not think 
we should go into that testimony at all. l submit 
to the Senate of the United States, that if the 
President believes there is anything in this sub- 
mission which is unjust to Mr, Thompson jet it 
be submitted again. The President has power | 
to do it; and if be is satisfied that alj was not fair 
let it be submitted to the Indians again. If he has 
not the power, as I think he has, let Gongiess 
provide by law for submitting it again. But it 
would be a position I never heard of before, if, in 
the face of all the Government officers reporting 
to the Secretary of the Territory that this claim 
was rejected by the indians. the Senate should 
resolve that it was assented to. f 

Now one Word in reference to the position of | 
the Commissioner of Indian Aflairs.though, as I 


have said, I am not going into any justification 
or controversy about him. When the proposi- 
tion was brought before the Senate last year, it 
will be recollected, by those who were present, 
that the Senator from Mississippi objected to 
placing the matter in the hands of the Interior 
Department. Heinsisted that it should go to the: 
Treasury Department. That was agreed to; and 
it was a tlaim to be paid by the Treasury De- 
partment. Mr. Clarke was appointed by the 
Treasury Department, and received his instruc- 
tions from the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
made his report to the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Will any one say that the superintendent of 1n- 
dian affairs should not have been there? It was 
the time of the regular annual payment of these 
Indians. That was the time sclected by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to take this question, for 
the reason that the Indians would all be there 
then. Will anybody say it was not the duty of 
the superintendent to see that the Indians were 
not defrauded, and that they properly understood 
the case? Certainly there can be no objection to 
that. 

It is objected here that too many of these In- 
dians were called upon to assent.’ Let us look at 
that. In 1852, Congress changed the mode of 
payment to Indians. Money had before been 
paid to the chiefs, and the heads of families; but 
it was taken out of their hands time and again 
by these traders, agents, and attorneys. As fast 
as the Indians were paid money, a trader or attor- 
ney would take it right out of their hands. Con- 
gress, therefore, interposed, and decided that the 
money could be paid per capita. These annu- 
ities were to be paid to the Menomonee Indians 
per capita. Every Indian was to receive his money. 
Who, then, was to give the assent? Does the 
law of Congress say thatthe assent of the Indians 
was to be taken from their chiefs? Not at all; 
but the consent of the Menomonee Indians was 
to be obtained, and, therefore, the whole tribe was 
properly there; and they unanimously rejected it. 

Ihave examined this case with considerable 
care, and I do not think there is any testimony 
taken by Mr. Thompson which is sufficient to 
throw a suspicicn over the transaction. But if 
the Senator thinks otherwise on a careful investi- 
gation, Lask again, what should be donc? Pro- 
vide for a new submission which shall be fair; 
and not come to the conclusion that there should 
be no submission at all. Thompson, in all his |) 
discussions with the Department and the Attor- 
ney Gencral, did not claim that this paper of 
1854 was a sufficient consent. He never put it 
forth as a sufficient consent. That is gotten up 
now; for, I say, in his letters to the Attorney 
General, to the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
the President, he never pretended that this paper 
of 1854 was a consent in compliance with the 
terms of the Jaw; but he conecded that if the |! 
proviso of the House of Representatives was to 
be in foree, there must be a submission to the 
Indians after its passage. He contended, how- 
ever, that it was of no force, and when the Presi- 
dent decided on the opinion of the Attorney 
General that it was, he yielded and went to the 
Indians. Never, until his friends come up now 
in the Senate, did he contend, since this law was 
passed, that the paper of 1854 was a sufficient 
consent, and it cannot be found in his letters or 
statements. He standsnow where he stood when |; 
addressing the Attorney General, contending that |} 
the proviso is a nullity, because itis not in the 
enrolled bills. That is his case; and [ have 
shown that this paper of 1854 cannot be of any 
force against the law of 1852, which declares 
every such thing void. 


Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, a singular || 
spectacle is presented to the consideration of |: 
the Senate to-day. The Committee on Indian 
Afiairs have reported that, in their judgment, no 
further legislation ov this subject is necessary. 
The friends of Mr. Thompson say no further 
legislation is necessary. The Senator from Mich- 
igan says the same thing. Then what is the 
dispute about! i 

Mr. STUART. I did not say so. | 

Mr. WELLER. I understand the Senator 
from Michigan to contend that the law now stands 
asinterpreted by the Executive Department, with 
the proviso on it. 

Mr. STUART. Precisely. : 

Mr. WELLER. Then whatis this discussion |! 


about? Weare all conceding: the proposition, 
that it is not necessary to legislate afresh, yet we 
have been consuming all day on this question. 


: One would suppose, from the representations of 
‘the Senator from Michigan, that the Executive 


Department claims the exclusive right of cheating 
the Indians; that they alone have the right to 
make contracts with them fav@rable to the Gov- 
ernment; but that if an individual makes a con- 
tract by which he is cnabled to get a portion of 
their funds, it is unfair, and a fraud. . That is the 
whole of it. Ithink, myself, the President of the 


; United States was bound to. execute this law as 


he found it on the statute-book as it was regularly 
enrolled; and under the provisions of that law, 
he oughtnot to have hesitated to pay the $40,600. 
Why require the consent of the Indians? Mr. 
Thompson had already a written consent of the In- 
dians to take $80,000 outof that fund. He bhad a 
right, then, of Course, to assume they would be 
willing that he should take $40,000; but the Exec- 


| utive Department of the Government stepped in, 


and said he should receive nothing. What is the 
effect ofthat? ‘To declare that these Indians were 
notcompetent to make a contract, Now, after the 


| services have been fully performed by Mr, 
i Thompson, and after he agrees to receive one half 
Į g 


what the Indians consented to pay him, through 
the interference of the Executive Department, he 
is prevented from getting anything. Is that just 
or fair? Wouid it be right amongst individuals? 
The Commissioner of Indian Affairs claims to be 
the guardian of the Indians. He sets aside a con- 
tract which has been fairly and solemnly made 
between this agent and that tribe of Indians, and 
finally declares that he is entitled to no compen- 
sation whatever. Now I ask the Senator from 
Michigan whether he considers that just? 

Mr. STUART. Ihave said no such thing. I 
have said that Congress declared by law all such 
agreements nùll and void, 

Mr. WELLER. That law was passed after 
this contract was made. 

Mr. PUGH. At the time when this contract 
was made it was contrary to the regulations of 
the Indian Department. 

Mr. WELLER. The Senator from Ohio will 
find out that there is a difference between the 
regulations of the Indian department and the 
laws of the United States. {have no doubt you 
will find a great many regulations in the Depart- 
ment that have never been sanctioned by any 
enactment cf Congress. We ordinarily in this 


| Government look to the legislative department for 
i the laws to control contracts, and we never think 
` of going into the regulations that may be pre- 
| scribed by the executive department. 


s _ But here 
is an attempt on the part of the executive branch 
of the Government to set aside the enactment of 


| Congress, and prevent this agent receiving a just 


and fair compensation for his services, I cannot 
think it right. 

Mr. BROWN. I regret exceedingly to be 
compelled, in justice to this claimant, to make 
any statementof his case at this late hour of the 
evening, and to so thin a Senate. IJ feel a perfect 
inward assurance that a bare statement of the 
facts is sufficient to justify—nay, sir, to demand 
of every Senator an affirmative vote in favor of 
this report. Who is Richard W. Thompson, 


; against whom the Senator from Michigan has not 


hesitated to insinuate, in terms so bold that no 
one could misunderstand his meaning, that he 
had procured, and corruptly procured, the sup- 
pression of this proviso, in the enrollment of the 
bill? Who, I ask, is Richard W. Thompson? A 
man who served with distinguished ability fora 
long period of years in the other House of Con- 
gress—who stands as fair before the American 
people, I dare say, as the honorable Senator 
himself—whose reputation, as a man, as a politi- 
cian, and asa Christian, stands, unimpeached and 


"unimpeachable, before the Senate and before the 


world. So much for the man. 

Now, sir, when and where did this business 
begin? The Senator from Michigan has stated 
what he declares to be contained in the documents, 
I, too, have read them, and upon my veracity as 


i a man, and responsibility asa Senator, I will state 
‘what the documents contain. f assert that in the 
. beginning the documents show the fact to be, that 
, the Indians went to Mr. Thompson for the pur- 


pose of procuring his counsel and asvistance as 
an attorney. Hedid not seek employment at their 
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hands. He declined to be employed without the 
assent of the Government, telling them, in plain 
terms, ‘I will not be engaged as your attorney, 
unless the Government gives its assent.” The 
official documents show that his contract was exe- 
cuted in the Indian departments and was attested 
by the acting Commission@ of Indian Affairs 
at that time. Then it was done, not only apon 
honorable terms, but it was done by the assent 
and approval of that officer of the Government 
who claims par excellence to be the guardian and 
especial friend of the Indians. After this contract 
was entered into, the Indians proposed, through 
their delegation then in Washington, to make 
terms with Mr, Thompson as tothe fee. What 
was his reply as was shown by the documents? 
“ I will make no terms with you; go home to your 
people; consult them, and determine among your- 
selves what will be. a fair compensation for the 
service which you have engaged me to render,” 
The Indians in council at home, when Thompson 
was neither there by himself nor by his attorney, 
made a voluntary offer to pay him thirty-three 
and one third per cent. of whatever amount should 
be recovered. Ít was not a fee fixed by Mr. 
Thompson. When asked by the Indians to fix 


and sent the Indians from Washington back again 
to their own country to determine in an Indian 
council how much he should be paid. 

What is the next step in the proceeding? I 
shall not go back to show how it was, but I state 


the fact to be, that through Thompson’s agency | 


chiefly the Committee on Indian Affairs agreed 
to report $600,000 as due to the Menomonee In- 
dians. After the committee determined to make 
that report, when in all human probability it 
would have been passed, (for there was no dis- 
sent to It in the committee, and probably would 
have been little or none, such is my conviction 
of its perfect justice, in the other Flouse of Con- 
gress,) the Commissioner of Indian Affairs sent 
out an agent to treat with the Indians, and bought 
from them#for $150,000 what the Committee on 
Indian Affairs had agreed to allow them $600,000 
for, and did it without disclosing to them the fact 
that their attorney had already obtained the con- 
sept of the Indian Committee to the payment of 
$600,000. I say he bought from the Indians, 
under a treaty, for $150,000, what Congress was 
on the eve of voting them $600,000 for. When 
the treaty was brought here, and the Senate was 
asked ta ratify it, such was the conviction of the 
American Senate, through the representations of 
‘Thompson, that injustice—gross, palpable, and 


outrageous injustice—-had been done these Indians, | 
that voluntarily the Senate added $92,000 to the ii 


eum, and made it $242,000 instead of $150,000. 


Then, sir, Lassume—lI have therighttoassume, | 
that Thompson, as the attorney of these people, i' 
procured from the Government $242,000, upon | 


which by the contract he was entiticd to a com- 
mission of thirty-three and one third per cent— 
thirty-three and one third per cent. voluntarily of- 
fered by the Indians, and not asked by Thomp- 
son, But when Congress came to act upon it, 
what did you do? You cut down the fee to six- 
teen and two thirds per cent; you cut it down 
one half; you told the Indians that they should 
pay their attorney only one half what they had 
agreed to pay. Instead of paying him one third, 
you said the Indians should only pay him one 
sixth. Thompson said, ‘* Very well, if you think 
I should have only one sixth, I will take one 
sixth,” 

This is a brief statement of the case up to the 
time when this law passed. The section in the 
appropriation bill, appropriating $40,006 to Mr. 
Thompson, wentto the House, where this proviso 
was put on. I have always understood, and do 
now believe, (though I do not positively know 
the fact to be so, I have the right to think it is so 
from the continual interference of the Commis- 
sioncrin this affair,) that it was done by his pro- 
curement. I do not know the fact to be so; but 
I think so; and I know he has been continually 
taking part in this transaction. 


119 


TUESDAY, AUGUST 5, 1856. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator from Missis- 
sippi feel it to be his duty to make the specifica- 
tions as he proceeds? That specification I am 
authorized to deny. I do it not with a design to 
make an issue with the Senator, but to bring him 
to make specifications for his statements. 

Mr. BROWN. Iwill make the specifications. 
This was a matter appertaining properly to the 
Indian bureau, and ordinarily Congress would 
have instructed the Commissioner of Indian Af- 


| instruct to make it? They instructed the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to do it. Why? The de- 
bates will show that it was taken from the Indian 
| bureau, because the Commissioner had conceived 
so violent a prejudice against this case that the 
Senate did not believe he would do justice to this 
party. Whatdo you find the Commissioner then 
doing? Unbidden, unsolicited, as these documents 
show, he is found addressing communications to 
| the Departments in reference to this case. Was 
that no interference? What business had he to, 
meddle with it? Had not Congress taken it out 
of his hands and committed it to another officer? 


i 
i 
| 

i 
1 


the price of his own labor, he declined to do it, | 


| How came he to address the Secretary of the 
Treasury? Why did he address the Attorney 
General? Why does the venerable Senator from 
| Wisconsin [Mr. Dopce] have in his hand to-day 
i aiong and elaborately prepared paper from the 
l| Commissioner of Indian Affairs, if he has not 
; interfered in this case? Tsay that this volume, 
‘and the long papers contained in it, show that one 
i half of it has been made up by papers written by 

the Commissioncr of Indian Affairs since Con- 
{i gress took this case out of his hands, and told 
| the Secretary of the Treasury to settle it. 


ii that the Commissioner has intermeddled with an 
1i affair with which he had no concern. If Congress 
|; believed he wasa proper man to settle this ac- 
count, they would have left it where it properly 
belonged; but I assert it was taken out of his 


f 
| 
| 
| 


| hands—as the discussion here shows 


| other—on the ground that in the opinion of the 
_ Senate he was not a proper man to settle the ac- 
count, because of the violent prejudice which he 
| had conceived against it. Yet he has pursued it, 


j 
ii 


I hope my friend from Ohio now 


i position, than to take the declaration of the Sen- 
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1 
| 
| “ Happily this question is saved in the present case; for 
on the Léth instaut, with honorable appreciation of what is 


just, Mr. Thompson addressed to me a communication, in 
' which he fully assents to the adoption of this course by the 


{ 
t 
| With an honorable appreciation of what is 
‘i just, says the Attorney General, Mr. Thomp- 
l: xon addressed me, and in which he gives his 
ji full consent to 
i proviso in it. I wanted to correct the Senator, 
| but having his speech made up in his mind, and 
| being determined to deliver it right or wrong just 
|i as he had mapped it out, he would submit to no 
‘interruption, i wanted to tell him what I did 
| manage to edge in afterwards, that Thompson had 
| discussed with the Attorney General this point: 
| It is my legal right;’’ but mark the distinction 
| between his legal right and what heinsisted upon 
|: as proper. ‘itis my legal right,” he said, “to 
| have the law executed as it is enrolled, The roll 
į says thus and so, and I am entitled to the execu- 
l tion of the Jaw according to the roll; but he 


fairs to make the settlement; but whom did they į 


These are the specifications on which I charge | 
yin which it | 


was charged on the one side and denied on the ; 


li thrusting his long papers into the documents at į 


your construing the law with the | 
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said, as the Attorney General declares, with an. 
honorable appreciation of what is right, “ exe- 
cute the law with the proviso; and if that had 
been done, and done in good faith, ag the higher 
executive officers of the Government, and those 
who are charged with the execution of the laws, 
desired it should be, there would be no contro- 
versy, as [ shall now proceed to show, if Senators 
will listen to me. 

I will demonstrate, beyond the shadow of a 
doubt, that the officer of the Government charged 
with the execution of this law gave proper in- 
structions, and if those instructions had been fol- 
|| lowed there weuld have been by no possibility 
any difficulty in regard to it. f have altegdy 
stated that the Secretary of the Treasury was 
charged with the execution of this law. What 
were his instructions? Under date of 26th June, 
1855, Mr. Guthrie addressed Samuel Clarke, in 
Kalamazoo, Michigan, the Treasury agent—net 
the Indian superintendent; for there ‘is a differ- 
ence between Samuel Clarke the agent and Dr. 
‘| ELuebschmann the superintendent, as I will show 
presently—this instruction: 

“ For this purpose yor will attend the general meeting of 
the said Indians, to be held at Wolf river, about ——. for 
the purpose of receiving their present annuities. You will 
allow Mr. Thompson to be present in person er by atter- 
ney, and the agent of the tribe [not the superintendent] to 
attend on the part of the United States; and you will take 
| care thet the proceedings are fairly conducted, that the 
subjectis fully understood by the Indians, and that no im- 
proper means are used to bias or control their determina- 

Now I am free to say, so faras I am concerned, 
that if the instructions had been carried out in 
good faith, and the Indians had failed to give their 
consent to the payment of this claim, I would not 
advocate it. Butnow, Mr. President, I want to 
show you and show the Senate what was done 
in the execution of that order. Dr. Huebschmann 
was there. He was notthe agent, and was not to 
be present, according to the orders of the Secre- 
tary of the Territory, who was designated to exe- 
i| cute the law. 


| 

1 Mr. SEBASTIAN, Iam sure my friend. from 
|| Mississippi does not intend to misstate the facts ; 
and I rise merely to correct a misapprehension of 
his. Mr. Clarke, who went there to take the 
sense of the Indian tribes, was the agent of. the 
Treasury Department, appointed at the sugges- 
tion, not of the law of Congress, but of the Attor- 
ney General; and Mr. Huebschmann was pres- 
ent as agent for the Indian tribes. There being 
no agent or sub-agent for that tribe, it became his 
duty, as general superintendent, to be there, as he 
| was the agent of the tribe in the absence of any 
|| agent or superintendent. 

i| Mr. TOOMBS.. The Senator from Michigan 
‘| did not like to be interrupted. He made a very 
broad statement that it was illegal to make a con- 
tract with the Indians. I say there is no such 
law; and I wish my friend from Mississippi to 
give that Senator an opportunity of making good 
his statement if he desires to do so. He did not 
like to be interrupted himself. There were three 
or four other points of law and fact in which, 1 
think, his statements were without foundation; 
; but this ought to be set right now; 

Mr. BROWN. The fact is, that there was no 
| such law when this contract was made; and what 
| the Senator from Michigan claimed to be a law 
! was passed afterwards. Iwill not be ungenerous 
|i to the Senator. If he has any desire te make an 
| explanation I will yield now. 

| I had supposed that there was a distinction 
| between Indian superintendents and Indian 
| agentis. I find that the order of the Secretary 
iof the Treasury was that the Indian agent 
should be present, and make his explanation. 
(| Instead of that, the Indian superintendent, one of 
| the parties intended to be excepted, and against 
| whom Thompson had made special and particular 
| exception, was allowed to go before the Indians; 
but, recollect, I do not complain of thet. Ido 
not complain that Huebschmann was allowed to 
| go before the Indians and. make his representa- 
ition in the presence of Thompson. The point 


{1 
i 
it 
H 


| 
i 
| 
H 
| 
li 
| 
| 
| 


THE. CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


> August 2, 


which I make in reference to this particular trans- 
action is, that Mr. Clarke, the agent of the Treas- 
ury Department, after they had both spoken to 
the Indians, ordered that no one should approach 
them afterwards; that they should be left perfectly 
free to make up their own judgment without any 
other bias than what they had*reccived from 
Thompson and Huebschmann in his presence. 
Both parties having been heard, though the su- 
perintendent had spoken, who ought not to have 
spoken, though Eluebschmann had spoken, who, 
by the terms of Thompson’s agreement, was ex- | 
cluded, still, if the transaction had closed with 
the speaking between Thompson and Huebsch- 
- mann before the Indians, there would have been 
no ground of complaint; but what happened, ac- | 
cording to the testimony, after that? I hold in| 
my hand afidavit after afidavit of men who 
stand unimpeached in these documents, who 
bring the gravest charges against Huebschmann. 
I will read some of them, so that the Senate may 
sce what is the character of these papers. Here 
isthe testimony of William N. Davis, taken in 
the presence of William Powell, found on page 
149 of the document: ` ; 

È cc Whig affiant states, after being dulysworn, that on Sep- 
tember, 1055, at the Menomonee pay-ground, at the falls 
of Wolf river, and about noon of that day, he saw Dr. $. i 
flucdschmann, the superintendent, in conversation with 
Oshkosh and some of the chiefs of said nation, and heard 
him tell them, through the Government interpreter, that it 
was impossible forthe Indians to decide what a lawyer | 
ought to have for his services in attending to business, and | 
that it would be better for them to leave Mr. ‘Thompson’s 
ciaim to the President and Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
as tuey were both lawyers, to decide what a fair compens- 
ation tor his services should be.” 

Ah, more specious pleading! ‘* Do you not 
decide; do you not give any opinion on it; you 

cannot determine it; let it go back to the Com- | 
missioner.” Who was instilling poison into the 
ear of the savage? The man sent there by their | 
great father, the President, to superintend their 
affnirs in his name. When that man spoke, the 
Indians had a right to believe he spoke forth the 
“words of truth and soberness, and that there was 
no deception. Fiedoes not tell Oshkosh and the 
other chiefs, The President asks you to give an | 
opinion;” but he says, ‘ You cannot give an 
opinion; refer the matter back, and let the Presi- 
dent and the Commissioner decide it.” Was | 
this honest—was it dealing fairly with these peo- 
ple? I will show you something worse than 
that. 
FHucbschmann said: 

«Phat he was a doctor, and that he Rad ecrtain fees 
allowed him for attending to business, and that it they paid 
Mr. Thompson the money he claimed he would laugh at 
them as fools.?? 

Was there no interference here? Was there | 
no violation of the orders of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, who had been charged with the set- | 
tement of this account?) How dared this man į 
Huebschmann thus approach the Indians in se- | 
crot, and tell them that if they paid Thompson | 
he would laugh at them as fools? What else? 
George F. Wright deposes, on page 144: 

Stare or Wisconsin, 2. 

Shawano County. bes, 

This aliant, being sworn, says that some time during the |} 
prst suinmer—he thinks in June last—he had a conversa- 
tion with Dr. P. Huebschinann, superintendent of Indian | 
ailnirs, at Milwaukee, in relation to the claim of R. W, | 
‘Toonpson against the Menomonee Indians, which conver- 
sation was introduced by himself; that, in that conversation, 
the said Muebschmann stated that the said ciaim never |} 
should, or never would, be paid so long as he was superin- iH 
tendeat., In the conversation he expr ed himself strongly 
and undisguisedly opposed to it. | 


GE 


‘them with a loss of their annuities if they 


| some extent, we do-not intend to close the case 


i| son, Flliott, Etheridge, Evans, Florence, Foster, Henry M, 


ey y 4 Sas | 
The affidavit continues, detailing what | 


| 


paid 
Mr. Thompson.”’ fi 

Mr. BRIGHT. Permit me to interrupt the 
Senator from Mississippi. As this matter is one | 
that not only involves money, but character to 


without having it fully understood, if the Senate 
will be patient enough to hear it. I move that 
the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BROWN. My friend will suspend his 
motion fora moment. I shall not oppose the 
motion, and do not care whether you adjourn or 
not; but as I am not addressing myself to the 
Senate on this subject simply for the purpose of 
making a speech, Í have no disposition to address 
empty benches. I want to sift this thing to the 
bottom, to show what the facts are, and how the 
case stands; fecling an inward conviction that 
there are not half a dozen Senators on this floor 
who can ever be induced to vote against this claim 
after they are made once to understand the facts 
in reference to it; but as I cannot prove anything 
to Senators who are half a mile away from me, 


to agree to the adjournment. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate ad- } 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturday, August 2, 1856. 


The House met at eleven o’clock, a.m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Danir Warpno. 


CALL OF THE ROLL. 


== 


and some of them perhaps a mile, I am willing | 


The SPEAKER asked the consent of the | 


to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TYSON. I ask leave to report from the 
Committee on Commerce a- bill to regulate the 
compensation of certain officers of the revenue, 
that it may be referred. 

The SPEAKER.. It is not a private bill, and 
cannot be received. 

Mr. TYSON. It relates to certain officers, and 
I conceive that it is a private bill. , 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, it 
will be received. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Iobject. Iaminstructed by 
the Committee ofC]gims to make an adverse report 
ona bill (S. No. 294) for the relief of the widow and 
children of W. S. Derrick, deceased. I move 
that it be laid on the table, and that the accom- 
panying report be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ITICKMAN. I move that the bill and 
report be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. We had better 
lay the bill on the table, and get rid of it at once. 

The question being on Mr. Gippines’s motion, 

Mr: WASHBURNE, of Illinois, called for 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. W asHBURNE 
i and Broom were appointed. ; 

The question was taken; and the- tellers re- 
poried — ayes one hundred and one, noes not 
counted. 

So the bill and report were laid on the table. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE, from the Committee on 


Public Lands, reported back a bill (S. No. 144) 
to enable the United States to make use of the 


House to have the Journal of yesterday read. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is there a quo- 
rum present? 

The SPEAKER. There is not a quorum in | 
the House. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 
House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The roll was called, and the following mem- 
bers failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. Barksdale, Bingham, Bishop, Boeoeck, Boyce, 
| Brooks, Broom, Burlingame, Caruthers, Caskie, Chatfee, 
Childs, Bayard Clarke, Clingman, Cox, Craige, "Timothy 
Davis, De Witt, Dickson, Dowdell, Dunn, Edie, Edmund- 


I move a call of the 


Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Herbert, Hoffman, 
Howard, Jewett, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kunkel, Lindley, 
Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 
5. Marshall, McQueen, Meacham, Milson, Millward, Mor- 
gan, Murray, Mordecai Oliver, Packer, Paine, Pelton, Pen- 
f nington, Porter, Ricaud, Roberts, Sage, Savage, Scott, 
I Sherman, Stanton, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Trippe, | 
Wakeman, Watkins, Wheeler, Winslow, Woodworth, and : 
Daniet B. Wright. | 

One hundred and fifty-two members having ! 
answered to their names, further proceedings . 
under the call were, by unanimous consent, dis- 
pensed with, and the Journal of yesterday was 
read and approved. 


REPORTS OF PRIVATE BILLS. | 
The SPEAKER. The first business in order | 


is the reception of reports: of private bills from 
the standing committees of the House. 

Mr. QUITMAN, I ask the unanimous con- | 
sent of the House for leave to make a brief per- 
sonal explanation. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Tobject. I insist on a strict 
adherence to the regular order of business. 

Mr. TAYLOR, from the Commitice of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of James Hardy and | 


i 
i 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 


ORGE F. WRIGHT. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me. Witness my hand | 
[us] and seal of office, this Lda day of Septeniber, 1855. 
WILLIAM POWELL, Nolary Public 
Was that impartial? Now, here is the affidavi 
of au Indian, John Wampoose, at page 145: 
“ This affiant also states that the said Indians wonld, as | 
he believes, never have thoughtof re 
for the threats and interference of s superintendent, by 
which he has induced the young men to frighten the chief 
Here is an Indian testifying under oath, that 
he believes the Indians would never have tl 


elev ins Wo! hought ji 
of rejecting this claim if it had not been for the | 
threats of Huebschmann, who was charged espe- i 
cially and particularly to use no undue influ- | 
ences in reference tothe matter. Then Í cometo | 


the testimony of Johnston and Jones. Whatdo! 
they say? ‘* Since this payment commenced, | 
they have learned from the chiefs that the super- | 


intendent, Dr. F. Hucbschmann, has threatened || 


| ordered to be printed. 


Alton Long; which was read a first and second | 
time, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, 


Mr. CULLEN. I ask the unanimous consent | 
of the House for leave to make a personal: 
explanation. j 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I hope there will be | 
no objection to the gentleman’s request. I under- : 
stand that the explanation concerns myself; and : 
I trust the gentleman will have unanimous consent į 
to make it. i 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I object. I desire the 
committees called that they may make all the | 
reports they have on private cases. | 

Mr. GILBERT, from the Committee of Claims, : 
reported back a bill (S. No. 308) for the relief of ; 
John S. Scranton and James M. Hunt, owners of | 
the steamer Major Tompkins; which was referred | 


solar compass in the public surveys; which was 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and, vih the accompanying report, ordered to be 
rinted. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported a bill for the 
relief of Jacob Hall, contractor on mail route No. 
8912, from Independence, Missouri, to Sante Fe, 
New Mexico; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to a Committee of the, Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I reported from the 
Committee on Public Lands, some two weeks 
ago, a Senate bill (S. No. 92) granting to a black 
woman, living in Connecticut, a land warrant. 
! Since I reported that bill I understar@é that undef 

an act, passed by this House some time since, 
she has obtained a land warrant. I move that 
the Committee of the Whole House be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of that 
bill, and that it be Jaid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB. I have several adverse reports 
which I desire to make. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 

eneral character? 

Mr. COBB. ‘They are. 

The SPEAKER. Reports on general bills are 
not in order. 

Mr. COBB. I desire to make a favorable 
report upon a bill to prevent, frauds in the land 
offices of the country. 

The SPEAKER. Private bills only are in 
order. 

Mr. TRAFTON. I desire to report back from 
the Committee for the Distriet of Columbia, the 
memorial of John W. Nye, and ask that the 
committee may be discharged from the further 
consideration thereof, and that it be referred toa 
select committee of five, and | make that motion. 

Mr. COBB. I object to any select committees 
at this time. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It is too late to 
make a motion to appoint a sclect committee. 

The SPEAKER. lt is competent for the 
House to dispose of the motion of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. JONES, Is it in order to move to appoin 
a select committee now ? ` 

The SPEAKER. Itis in order to dispose of 
the motion. 

Mr. LETCHER. That claim has been here 
ever since I have been in Congress. . 

Mr. JONES. I move to lay the memorial on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BARCLAY, from the Committce on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, made adverse reports 


Are they of a 
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upon the following petitions; which were laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed: 

On the petition of John F. Wills, asking com- 

ensation for services as deputy postmaster at 
TiwionenGes Kentucky; and 

On the petition of Joseph Hall, of Alabama, 
praying relief for an alleged violation by the Post- 
master General of a contract to carry the mail on 
route No. 6850, from Pensacola, Florida, to Mo- 
bile. 

Mr. DICK. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to report from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, a bill authorizing the ex- 
tension, construction, and use of the Metropol- 
itan Railroad Company into and within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. That is a general bill, and 
not in order at this time. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi, from the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, made 
an adverse report upon the petition of Matthias 
Hines; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask that the Committee 
on the Judiciary be discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of James Averell, 
of Clinton county, New York, for authority to 
locate certain land warrants, and that leave be 
granted the petitioner to withdraw his papers for 
the purpose of reference to the Departments. 

No objection being made, it was so ordered. 

Mr. CLAWSON, from the Commitiee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
of the legal representatives of General Henry 
Miller, deceased; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 
printed, 

Mr. SANDIDGE, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, reported back an act (S. No. 
377) for the relief of Ambrose Lanfear, of Lou- 
isiana, with an amendment; and an act (S. No. 
270) for the relief of Hannibal Moulke and Eliza 
S. Collyer, formerly widow Scriber, and the heirs 
of Benjamin Scriber, deceased; which were sev- 
erally referred jo a Committee of the Whole 
Fiouse, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. S., from the same committee, reported a 
Lill for the relief of Benjamin R. Gantt; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to a | 


Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to 
be printed. 
On motion of Mr. SANDIDGE, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Private Land Claims 


be discharged from the further consideration of the petition | 


of Lewis Moore, for a pension for services in the Mexican 
war, and that it be referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Mr. SANDIDGE, from the same committee, 
presented adverse reports on the petitions of 
Joseph Roy, sen., for a land claim, and of Louise 
A. Latil 

On motion of Mr. WAKEMAN, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary be dis- 
charged fram the farther consideration of tbe petition of 
captain Johu Graham, of the steamship United States, and 
that the same be referred to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. KNOWLTON, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported back an act (S. No. 319) for the 
relief of the heirs of Major Gencral Arthur St. 
Clair; which was referred to a Committee of the 
Whole Fouse, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PRINGLE, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Arthur 
Cesarman and John Seamoise; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to a Committee 
of the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. HALL, of Massachusetts, 
it was g 

% That the Committee on Tudian Affairs be dis- 
d from the further consideration of the petition of 
Samuel Norris, for payment for beef furnished to the Cali- 
fornia Indians iu 1851, and that the same be referred to the 
Court of Claims. 


Mr. SAPP, from the Commitee on Military 


Affairs, reported back an act (S. No. 313) for the | 
relief of Adam D. Steuart, and of Alexander | 


Randall, executors of Daniel Randall; which was 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. S., from the same committee, reported a 
bill for the relief of Horatio Boulthee; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and ordered to be 
printed. 


| 


i back joint resolution (S. No. 24) for the benefit || 


On motion of Mr. S., it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs be dis- 
charged trom the further consideration of the memorial of | 
O. H. Woodworth, and that it be Jaid on the table, and | 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. QUITMAN, from the Committee on Mil- | 
itary Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
Whitemarsh P. Seabrook and others; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back an act (S. No. 
326) for the relief of Cliarles Stearns; which 
was referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and ofdered to be printed. 

Mr. F., from the same committee, reported a | 
bill for the relief of C. B. R. Kennerly; which | 
was read a first and second time, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. DENVER. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to report back Senate 
bill (No. 337) for the construction of a military | 
road from some point in the State of Missouri, to 
Salt Lake City. 

The SPEAKER. That bill is not in order at 
this time. | 
Mr. BENSON, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Van Rens- |! 
selacr Hall; which was read a first and second | 
time, referred to a Committee of the Whole | 

House, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. B., from the same committee, reported | 


of Susan Decatur, widow of Commodore Ste- | 
phen Decatur, late of the United States Navy; | 
which was referred toa Committee of the Whole | 
House, and, with the report, ordered to be printed. | 
Mr. STANTON. Tam directed by the Com- |} 
mittee on Foreign Affairs to presenta report in || 
the case of Walter M. Gibson. J desire to state H 
to the House that this is a memorial praying |} 
compensation for damages sustaincd by the me- ; 
morialist by his imprisonment as a captain of a! 
vessel in Batavia, in the East Indies. | 
The committee recommend the payment of no | 
moncy; but they recommend the renewal of ne- 
gotiations with the view of securing compensa- | 
tion to him by the Dutch Government. There 1s | 
H 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 


[i 
| 


embodied in the report a somewhat valuable 
memoir, containing a statement of the geography, 
products, and population of the Bast Indian Arch- |! 
Ipelago, accompanied by a map. I desire to 
make the motion, therefore, that five thousand 
extra copies of the report be printed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is it in order now to move 
for the printing of extra copies of that report? 

The SPEAKER. Itisin order. The motion 
will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Why, sir, would it be in 
order for me, as a member of the TIouse, to move 
that extra copics of any report that might be 
made here, be printed? 

The SPEAKER. It certainly would be in 
order for the gentleman to make the motion in 
connection with the other motion which he has 
made from the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not see why he can} 
make it as a member of a committee, any more 
than he can as a member of the House. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The motion will be referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Is there any rea- 
son given for printing these five thousand extra | 
copies? 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. GROW, from the Committee on the Ter- |! 
ritorics, reported a bill to authorize payment for 
property taken or destroyed in Kansas under} 
authority or color of law. . i 

Mr. PHELPS. That is nota private bill. 

Mr. GROW. It isa private bill. Itis for the 
payment of claims of private citizens. It cer- || 
tainly is a private bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks, from the 
reading of the title, that itis nota private bill. | 

Mr. GROW. It provides for the appointment | 
of a commission to take testimony in reference | 
to property of individuals destroyed in Kansas. | 

- The SPEAKER. Unless it be stated that 
for the relief of private citizens, the Chair docs | 
not think, under the rules, it can be reporied as | 
a private bill. Í! 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I believe the Florida claims 


for property destroyed during thé war in that 
State have always been regarded as private claims, 
and that is precisely a case parallel to this. 

The SPEAKER. From the character of the 
bill, as stated in the title, the Chair decides that, 
under the rule, the committee have'not the right 
to report the bill. : 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER, from the Committee on 
Territories, reported adversely upon the memo- 
rial of H. P. Hovey, asking compensation’ for 
printing the Kearney code by contract for the 
government of New Mexico; which was laid on 
the tabic, ordered to be printed, and the commit- 
tee discharged from the further consideration 
thereof. 

Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back Senate bill (No. 211,) mak- 
ing a reappropriation from the surplus fund forthe 
relief of Lieutenant John Guest, of the United 
States Navy, and others; which was referred to 
a Committee of the Whole House, and. ordered 
to be printed. ‘ 

Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, proposed to report a bill for the ` 
relief of St. Louis county, Missouri. i 

The bill being general in its character, the 
report was not received. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, from the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, reported pills 
of the following titles; which were severally fead 
a first and second time, referred to a Committee 
of the Whole House, and ordered to be printed: 

A. bill for the relief of the surviving children 
of Peter Hubert, a revolutionary soldier; and 

A bill for the relief of the children of James 
Phelps, a revolutionary soldier. 

Mr. WOODRUFF, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Mary Hooper; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. MILLER, of Indiana, from the same 
committee, reported a bill directing the pension 
granted James Huey, deceased, and Jane Huey, 
his widow, deceased, to be paid to their sole heir, 
Alexander D..Huey, of Georgia; which was read 
a first and second time, referred toa Committee of 
the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OLIVER, of New York, from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, reported a joint reso- 
lution to pay the pension due Pamelia Slavin, 
late the wife of John Blue, deceased to her ad- 
ministrator. 

Mr. O. said: Task the attention of the House 
for a single moment. The last Congress passed 
an act for the relief of Pamelia Slavin, for ser- 
vices during the revolutionary war, allowing a 
pension for five years, commencing in 1848; but 

cfore a warrant for the money could be drawn, 
she died, and the Department did not feel at lib- 
erty to pay over the money. This resolution 
merely authorizes her administrator to draw the 
money. I ask that the resolution may be put on 
ils passage. 

No objection being made, the joint resolution 
received its several readings, and was passed. 

Mr. O., from the same committee, made an ad- 
verse report upon the petition of Richard Rey- 
nolds; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. - 

Mr. LUMPKIN, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported the following bills; which 
were severally read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, and, 


| with the accompanying reports, ordered to be 


printed: 

A bill for the relief of William Walton, a sol- 
dier of the war of 1819; 

A bill for the relief of Charles Parish, a sgol- 
dier of the war of 1812; and 

A bil for the relief of Mary B. Dusenbury 


JOSEPH HILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House an act 
(S. No. 376) for the relief of Joseph Hill; which 
was read a first and second time. . 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. The beneficiary 
under this bill is a one-armed invalid pensioner. 
He called on me the other day at my desk here, 
and asked that, when the bill came up, I should 
request that it be put on its passage, It was 
passed by the Senate without a dissenting voice. 
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to twelve dollars per month. ; 
The bill directs that the increased pension shall 


commence June 25, 1856, and to continue during | 


Ts natural life.. The bill was ordered to be read 
‘3, third time; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. COBB. 1 move to reconsider the vote by 
‘which the bill was passed; and also that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latier motion was agreed to. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
Jowing bills and resolutions on the Speaker’s 
table; which were severally read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred as indicated below: 


“An act (S. No. 322) for the relief of J. E. Mar- | 


tin—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


Anact (S. No. 331) for the relief of Franklin į 


Peale-—to the Committee of Claims. 

An act (S. No. 332) for the relie? of John Bron- 
sou—to the Committce of Claims. 

An act (S. No. 333) for the relief of Joseph 


Graham—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. | 
„An act (S. No. 407) for the relief of Francis į 


A. Gibbons and Francis X. Kelly—to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 
_ An act (S. No. 409). for the relief of Thomas 
M. Newell—to the Committee of Claims. 

Ay act (S. No. 408) for the relief of Joseph D. 


Beers, of the city of New York—to the Commit- || 


tee of Claims. 

An act (S. No. 360) for the relief of Thomas 
J. Churchill, late a lieutenant in the first Ken- 
tucky regiment of volunteers—-to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

An act (S. No. 388) for the relief of the Co- 
lumbian Harmony Socicty of the city of Wash- 
ington—to the Committee for the District of Co- 
jumbia. 

A resolution (S. No. 34) for the scttlement of 
the account of Charles M. Strater and Edward 
P. Johnson, mail contractors—to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. 
take a biH from the Speaker’s table, that it may 
be put on its passage. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Uhope the House will first 
consider and dispose of the bills reported yester- 
day from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


A Senate bill for 


the relief of Charles Stearns was reported by the | 


gentleman from Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] this 


morning from the Committee on Military Affairs, |! 


and Í ask that it be now taken up and put on its 
passage, It seems that the claimant got into some 
difficulties about the Springfield armory. 


read the Senate report in the case. I think it is 


bill. If we take it up and put it on its passage, 
J think we will do but an act of justice to Mr. 
Stearns. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Let us first pass the bills 


reported yesterday from the Committee of the 
hole House, 


SENATE PRIVATE BILLS PASSED. 


The following Senate bills, reported from the -: 


Committee of the Whole House, yesterday, were 


then taken up, ordered to be read a third time, and `. 


were severally read the third time and passed: 
An act for the relicf of Richard Albritton; 
An act for the relief of Randall D. Livingston; 
An act for the relief of Cephise Piseros, widow 
of Louis Labranche, of the parish of St. Charles, 
and State of Louisiana; 


An act to confirm Joseph Wandestrand in his | 


title to certain lands; and 


An act for the relief of Mrs. M. E. McKnight, 
widow of Francis M. McKnight. _ j 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN MICHIGAN. 


The following Senate bill was yesterda 
ported from the Committee of the Whole House, 
with a recommendation that it be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union: 

An act appointing commissiuners to ascertain 
sertain facts relative to private land claims in the 
State of Michigan. 

The question being on concurring in the rec- 


It. only increases his pension from eight dollars | 
} 
Hi 


I ask to, 


Ihave | 


y re- ; 


j ommendation of thé committee, it was put and 
decided in the afirmative. : 
So the biil was referred to the Committee of 


-the Whole on the state of the Union. 
PASSAGE OF PRIVATE BILLS OF THE HOUSE, 


then taken up, ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, they were 
| severally read the third time, and passed: 

| bill for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
| sentatives of Mrs. Magdalena Broutin, widow of 
|! De la Ronde; _ 

|| A bill for the relief of the heirs amd legal repre- 
'| sentatives of Ignacio Delino; 

| A bill to confirm the title of Ruhama Whitaker 
i| and Rebecca Whitaker to certain lands in the 
(| State of Louisiana; 

| Abil for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
j sentatives of Bernard Hemkin; 

|| A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
i: sentatives of Lewis Reggio; 

|| A bill to extend the rights granted by the act 
I 

{ 

| 

} 


i| authorizing certain soldiers of the late war with 
i| Great Britain to surrender the bounty lands drawn 
by them, and to locate others in lieu thereof,” 


named their titles to certain lots in Prairie du 
! Chien, Wisconsin; 
A bill for the relief of Talbot C. Dousman; 


i William Altenburg, and others; 
| A bill for the relief of Napoleon B. Gill, of 
‘| Perry county, Missouri, and for other purposes; 
and 

A bill for the relief of Bridget Maher. 


SARAH ANN DYE. 


‘| The House then took up a House bill, reported 
‘| yesterday from the Committee of the Whole 
i| House, for the relief of the heirs of Sarah Ann 
[$ Dyo; upon which a separate vote had been 


ii 
i 
4 
it 

} 
{i 


i asked. 


i enee to this bill is this: If I understand it, itis a 
(| bill to pay a pensien for seven years to the heirs 
‘| of Mrs. Dye, who was the widow of a licutenant 
i| in the revolutionary army, who was killed at the 
battle of Brandywine. “Under a law passed, I 
li believe, in 1818, a pension was provided for the 
widows of soldiers who were killed in battle 
il during the war, or while engaged in the line of 


. their duty. This widow never applied for her 


death, her heirs claim that they are entitled to it, 
and that it is the duty of the Government to pay 
it. The bill provides for the paymen i 


ation, I understand that would be to inaugurate 
a new principle in the pension laws. 


pensions to those, and the heirs of those, who 


‘| stil] it seems to me that this would be going astep 
i so far beyond anything that hasever yet been done 
in that way, that we ought to hesitate long before 
‘doing it. It certainly would be opening the door 
very wide, and setting a precedent for a very large 
class of cases, which would require an immense 
‘amount of money to pay them. 

If these heirs had been entitled under the gen- 
eral law which granted pensions to their ancestor, 
there would have been no necessity for an appli- 
cation here. All that they would have been re- 
quired to do, would have been to present their 
| application to the Commissioner of Pensions, 
establish the facts upon which they here claim a 
But 


iy 


i pension, andit would have been granted. 


the law will not allow it, and hence they come 
here and ask Congress to make a special excep- 
| tion in their favor, and to pay them a pension 
i upon a state of facts upon which I believe Con- 


gress has never yet paid a pension of one dollar. 
|| This is as muchas I need say to make the ground 
| of my objection understood. i move to lay the 
| bill upon the table. 

|| The motion was agreed to. 

|, Mr. LETCHER moved to reconsider the vote 
i! by which the bill was laid on the table, and also 
h moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
|i table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


{ 
' 
i 
| 
j 
i 


The following House bills, reported yesterday |; 
from the Committee of the Whole House, were | 


approved 7th January, 1853, entitled ** An act į 
A bill to confirm to certain persons therein || 


A bill for the relief of Benjamin La Fonte, | 


|! Mr. READY. What I desire to say in refer- l| 


pension during her life time, and now, after her | 


to ber 
i heirs, of that pension which she would be enti- 
? a £ l 1S |! tled to if living, Now, so far as l have any inform- i 
a case of peculiar hardship. The claimant is |) 


awaiting here at expense for the passage of the |: Thouch I 
ao} H 


am in favor of pretty liberal action in providing | 


' served their country during the revolutionary war, ; 


CHARLES STEARN. 


| Mr. FAULKNER. I rise to renew the mo- 
! tion made with so much propriety by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonxs,] to take up 
i! the bill of Charles Stearn, of Massachusetts, and 
ii have it passed, It can be done by general con- 
sent, and I hope no gentleman will object. 

Mr. CAMPBELI. of Ohio. I make no objec- 

tion to the motion of the gentleman from T'en- 
nessee; renewed by the gentleman from Virginia, 
on the condition that the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, who was the only person to object yester- 
day to the motion to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole House from the further consideration 
of the bill for the relief of Captain McClelland, 
and to have the bill put upon its passage, will 
withdraw his objection. That is a case of ex- 
j treme hardship as well as this. 
Mr. JONES. [have no knowledge of this case 
| except that 1 see from the facts stated in the 
report that it is a case of extreme hardship, and 
| one which the House ought immediately to dis- 
pose of. I can make no compromise about it. 
My own opinion is that in the other case referred 
to by the gentleman from Ohio, the principle is 
wrong, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iwill not make objection. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Is it in order to 
ii submit a motion to go into a Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. It would be in order were 
there not a previous motion pending, made by 
the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. SMITH. I do not know anything about 
|i that. T object. 
|| The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
| Mr. SMITH. I withdraw the objection. 


Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I renew it. 

‘| Mr. CAMPBELL. Objection being made to 
i! the motion of the gentleman from Virginia, I now 
move that the rules be suspended, and that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
|| Whole on the state of the Union. Before the 
question be taken I desire to say—— 

| Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, (terrupting.) Is 
l| itin order to make my motion now to go into 
i A Committee of the Wholc on the Private Calen- 
| dar? i 

ii The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

| Mr. SMITH. Then I make the motion. 

|) Mr.CAMPBELL, Itis very unfortunate that 
|| gentlemen should think so little of the general 
|| appropriation bills. I wish to inform the gentle- 
man from Virginia that there has been an under- 
standing with the chairman of the Committee of 
i Claims. We want to have one of the appropria- 
í tion bils diseussed and passed to-day. 

Mr. GROW. Before the motion of the gentle- 
man from Virginia is put, I desire to ask the con- 
sent of the House to allow this to be considered 
as objection day; otherwise, there is no use in 
going into Committee of the Whole House on the 
| Private Calendar. 
| Objection was made. 

Mr.GROW. ‘Then I hope the House will not 
| go into Committee on the Private Calendar. 
| Mr. DENVER. Before the motion to go into 
| committee is put, I ask the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia to allow me to have a bill taken from the 
Speaker’s table. and referred to a committee. 

The SPEAKER. Itcan only be done by gen- 
eral consent. 

Mr. SMITH. I wildo so if the gentleman 
will renew my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The motion need not be 
| withdrawn. s 
Mr. DENVER. Then I ask to have taken 
| from the Speaker’s table, and referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Military Affairs, a bill explanatory of 
| so much of an act passed August 5, 1854, making 
| appropriation for the support of the Army for the 
} 


year ending June 30, 1855, as refers to the pay- 
| ment of expenses incurred by the State of Cali- 
| fornia for the suppression of Indian hostilities in 
that State. 

Mr. DEAN. I object. : 

Mr. CULLEN. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House to make a personal explanation 
which materially concerns me, my constituents, 
and every member of the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object. : 

The question being or Mr. Smirn’s motion, 

Mr. MILLSON. Is there not a motion to go 
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into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union? ? 

The SPEAKER. That motion is pending; 
but the other motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar takes precedence 
on this day. 

The question was taken on Mr. Smitu ’s motion; 
and on a division there were—ayes thirty-seven, 
noes not counted. i 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Came- 
BELL’s motion; and it was agreed to. 


THE FORTIFICATION BILL. 
So the rules were suspended, and the House 


resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole | 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Coss, of Geor- | 


gia, in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of House bill (No. 180) making appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, and 
for repairs of barracks and quarters, for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1857, the pending ques- 
tion being on Mr. Benson’s amendment, as fol- 
lows: 

For the improvement of the fortification at the entrance 
of Kenuebec river, $100,000. 

On this amendment tellers had been ordered; 
and Messrs. Kennerr and Priveve had been 
appointed. 


The House divided; and the tellers reported— 


ayes seventy-four, noes not counted, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WALKER. I move to amend, in line 
thirty-three, by increasing the appropriation to 
$75,000 in the following item of the biil: 

Yor Fort Gaines, Dauphin Island, Alabama, $50.090. 

For the purpose of indicating the propriety of 
the amendment I have offered, E will mention to 
the committee (what perhaps most of the members 
may have forgotten) that early in the present ses- 
sion, I think some time in the month of February 
or March, I offered a resolution, which was 


adopted, calling on the Secretary of War to send | 


to this House estimates of what was necessary 
for putting the fortifications between Mobile and 
New Orleans in good condition. On the 7th of 
March he responded to that resolution by areport 
covering a report of the chiefengincer. I find, 
on examining the report, that he recommends an 
appropriation of $200,000 as necessary to com- 
plete the fortification at Fort Gaines, and he 
furnishes an estimate of $75,000 for the present 
fiscal year. 
it was sent to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
From the fact that the Committee of Ways and 
Means have reported in this bill $50,000 instead 
of $75,000, E presume that they only acted onthe 
estimates originally sent from the War Depart- 
ment, and that this report has not been before 
them. Lread from the report of the Secretary of 

Vari 

“Fort Gaines, oneast end of Dauphin Island, the west point 
of Mobile bay.-—Vhis tort has just been beg 
lay in securing the title to the site. {tis designed to com- 
mand the ze of vessels of light draught, that might 
otherwise p 
of the reach 


nd 
» 


island. The estimate to finish this tort is &200,000 ; 
the sum of 75,000 is on the estimate for the next fiscal 
The committee will see that the appropriation 
for the current year is estimated for at $75,000 in- 
stead of $59,000. [t seems to me, therefore, that, 
inasmuch as the corps of engineers have decided 
thatthis amountis necessary, the committec ought 
to adopt the amendment which I have offered. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I am opposed to 
the increase which has been proposed by the 
gentleman from Alabama. The estimates towhich 
the gentleman has referred were before the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and weil considered 
by that committee. And I wish now to advise 
members of this fact, that if we start out by 
making these increased appropriations for the 
various fortifications, according to the additional 
estimates from the War Department, to which 
the gentleman has referred, we shall involve the 
country in an expenditure of $1,047,000 beyond 
the regular annual estimates. The regular an- 
nual estimates are for $1,700,000; and this addi- 
tional estimate, sent in here after the bill had been 
reported—sent in, if I mistake not, on the 5th of 
June, almost doubles the sum originally estimated 
for. If itis the policy of the committee and of 
the House ‘to increase this system of fortifica- 


When this report came to the House | 


atter iong de- | 


pto the anchorages and city, keeping out ii 
f Fort Morgan; and, also, to command a | 
valuable exterior anchorage, lying between it and Pelican ; 


| tions, and to make this large expenditure of 
; money, itis but proper and fair, that we should 
take up the additional estimates, end make the 
bill conform to them, thereby increasing the 
| araount over a million of dollars. In respect to 
| this Fort Gaines, the committee inserted in the 
| bill the appropriation originally estimated for; 
| and in considering the additional estimates they 
treated Fort Gaines exacily as they did the other 
i fortifications, declining to acquiesce in the rec- 
| ommendations of the War Department, by ap- 
| propriating the additional sum of $1,000,000. It 
1s for the committee to determine whether they 
| will in this case give the additional $25,000. If 
|| they do, then [think they should take up the bill 
| and amend it to conform to the additional esti- 
mates of the War Department. 
i Mr. WALKER. I withdraw my amendment, 
and now move to amend by increasing the appro- 
priation to $74,500. 

Now, sir, as a matter of course, in the face of 
al} the objections urged by the chairman of the 
i Committee of Ways and Means, I can have but 
| slight hope of overriding his voice, because, as 


i 
| 


| voice must have potency in this House. 
| submit whether tl 


i 


‘here kind enough to assure the House of, that 


partment, 
1e has furnished us with any other reason for the 
action of the House in rejecting the amendment 
i| which I have proposed. Now, sir, if he were at 
all familiar with the coast between Mobile and 


i New Orleans—ifhe were at all aware of the neces- | 


i Dauphin Island. He estimates that the improve- 
|i ments will require the appropriation of $100,009, 
ii but heallows $75,000 for the present year to carry 
| on thd work. 
| The only objection urged by the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means is, that 
| they thought it advisable to ignore the additional 
estimates of the Secretary of War, and to be 
governed by the regular annual estimates. Inthe 
time allotted to me under the rules I cannot, of 
course, refer to maps. | cannotundertake to give 
the relative position of these islands to the main 
: coast, to show the command they have of this or 
: that channel on the route from New Orleans to 
| Mobile. I can only assure the committee that 
‘there isa manifest necessity for these appropri 
One thing is clear to my mind; if the 


i; ations, 


| without such appropriations. And as we have 
‘reason why the allowance should not be made at 
| this time. 
| sustain the amendment I propose. 
i 
1 


iment, and call for the vote. 


| was disagreed to. 

Mr. McCARTY. 
lution: 

For repairs of Fort Ontario, near Oswego, New York, 
1! g6,000. 
i Mr. Chairman, this amendment is in accord- 
li ance with the recommendations of the War De- 
i partment, and is included in the estimates sent to 
|| the Committee of Ways and Means. It has been 
ij omitted from this bill) Indeed, I observe in the 
| bill no appropriation for any work on the north- 
| ern frontier—a coast of some fifteen hundred miles. 
| Along that coust there are many large and flour- 
ishing cities. Fort Ontario is already constructed 
under the authority of the Government, and my 
amendment is for repairs of that fort, deemed 
necessary by the proper Department. Hither these 


1 offer the following reso- 


chairman of this most important committee, his | 


But {ij 


money is not appropriated now, it 1s onlya delay, |) 
ji for the work cannot be brought to a conclusion 


the estimate of a cornpetent officer, I see no | 
Therefore I trust the committee will | 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Iam opposed to the amend- ; 


The question was taken; and the amendment |i 


|| repairs should be made, or the work should: be 
i abandoned altogether. The War Departinetit 
| recommend that these repairs bé madé. ` The 
‘amount of my amendment is somewhat less than 
|, that of the Senate bill, which ison ‘the Speaker’s 
j table. That bill appropriates $10,000. oe 

Fort Ontario defends a commetce of $50;000,000 
annually. It protects the city of Oswego, the 
| trade of which has peen rapidly increasing since 
i, the ratification of the reciprocity treaty. It is 
i recommended as necessary; and these repairs are 
| recommended to keep up its efficiency. hope, 
therefore, that the amendment will be ‘adopted.’ 

Mr. PHELPS. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York is based on no estimate | 
that I have seen) If the gentleman will turn to 
the annual estimates he will find that nothing is 
| estimated for the purpose of keeping ‘up the fort 
on Lake Ontario. The Secretary of War submits 
(an estimate in gross for the purpose of preserving 
i the fortifications which have been constructed in 
ithe United States. The gentleman will see this 
| by looking at the last clause of the bill, which is 
as follows: . 

For contiagent expenses of fortifications not herein 
mentioned, the preservation of sites, the protection of titles; 
|! and repairs of sudden damages to forts, $30,300, mage 
| Therefore it is not necessary to appropriate any 
ii money here for the purpose of keeping that fort 
li in repair. .The clause which { have read accom- 
| plishes what the gentleman desires; this amend- 
: ment is unnecessary. 
| Mr. GIDDINGS. I move to amend the amend- 
i ment by increasing the sum $10,000. Mr. Chair- 
l! man, Į do this because of the liberality which I 
l wish to see exercised towards that frontier coast. 
_ Gentlemen will bear in mind that the whole north- 
i, ern frontier is left entirely exposed with the éx- 
eption of the single defensive work to which my 
ji friend’s amendment applies. Look at the fort at 
| the straits of Matkinaw. There is not a cent 
ji appropriated for the repair of that fort. There is 
| not a gun nor a soldicr there. It is going to ruin, 
i and there is not a dollar to be given for its repair, 
i Come down, then, to Fort Gratiot. There is not 
jja dollar appropriated for it. Probably there will 
; not be. 

i Mr. HARLAN. And there ought not to be. 

i Mr. GEDDINGS. Very well. There is Fort 
i| Detroit, not a dollar is appropriated towards its 
l! repair. . Let us come next to Fort Maumee, in 
j Ohio, which was occupied at the peace of 1783. 
i There it stands with its gloomy walls. There is 
| not a dollar to keep it in vepair. There is Fort 
Meigs, where so much blood was shed during 
| the late war. The bill does not appropriate one 
dollar for that fort. ae ; 

A Memper. And there ought not to be. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, Ido not undertake to say 
about that. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I call the gentleman to 

order. It is not in ordér to discuss the whole 
i system of fortifications on a motion to increase 
| a particular item. 
i Mr. GIDDINGS. Iam showing the import- 
ance of having at least one efficient fort for de- 
fense on the northern frontier. For the two 
thousand miles of coast on that frontier let us 
have atleast one fort. We do not want more 
than that. Indeed, we do not want that. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. My colleague says that 
i this is the only fort on the northern frontier, I 
f do not think it is necessary that we should have 
| any there. I have various reasons for so think- 
ing. In the first place, let me say that I do not 
! believe many years will elapse before the British 
|| North American provinces will form an integral 
|| part of this Union. I, therefore, do not see the 
| necessity of large expenditures for the construc- 


i tion of forts along the southern shoré of the 
‘lakes. There is nothing of a threatening charac- 
| ter in that region. It was but a year or two ago 
| that we passed an act for reciprocal trade between 
i: Canada and thiscountry, We are upon terms of 
it 
Hl 
i 


ji 

| perfect friendship there, and we might as well prò- 
|| vide an appropriation of money to build up the old 
i! Indian fortifications in my district, upon. whith 
trees are now standing which have-been growing 
for centuries, as to talk about expenditures tò 
build up fortifications upon thé northern Jakes. 
| It is time that a reform was begun upon this sub- 
|i ject. The Committee of Waysiand Means have 
| acted upon the reason that ‘there was no over- 
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ruling necessity now requiring any such extrava- 
gant expenditure. Trae, itis very well to keep 
up the system so far as the great commercial sea- 
orts are concerned—such as San Francisco, New 
ork, and other important points; but I regard 
this system of building up fortifications at the 
jnouth of every stream, as a gross and wanton 
extravagance on the part of the Government. We 
might just as well ask to have fortifications at the 
mouth of the Great Miami river in Ohio, in my 
judgment, as to ask to have fortifications built 
upon the northern lakes. I, therefore, hope the 
committee will stand by the bill as it is. There 
was no: estimate in the regular estimates pre- 
sented to the committee for the fort for which 
gentlemen now propose to provide. I think it 
‘would be a useless expenditure of money; and, 
with all deference to the gentleman from New 
York, I think it is not called for by the public 
interest, and I trust it will not be allowed. 

Mr. McCARTY. The report says: 

«t Fort Ontario, Oswego, New York.—Nothing has been 
done during the year. On examination, early in the year, 
the timber revetment of the scarp was found to be more 
decayed than was anticipated, and will require extensive 
renewal; several of the wooden gun-platforms also require 
renewal. Stone pintle-blocks and traverse-circles are also 
needed.” 

The estimates were subsequently furnished to 
the committee; and the letter addressed to the 
chairman of the committee is before the House. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

The question recurring upon Mr, McCarry’s 
amendment, it was put; and the amendment was 
disagreed to. 

b The Clerk then resumed the reading of the 

ill. 

The following clause being under considera- 
tion: 

For fortifications at Alcatraz Island, San Franciseo bay, 
California, $200,000, 

Mr, H. MARSHALL offered the following 
amendment: 

Provided, That the permanent title to the said island 
shall be secured to the United States before any of this 
appropriation shall be expended. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, in 
connection with this amendment, whether the 
title to this island has not already passed to the 
Government, and whether the island is not already 
under its jurisdiction? | 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. [ understand that 
it has, but the proviso cannot do any harm. i 


| 


the buildings, going to decay, have been renewed 
in part, and some repairs made, by small appro- 
priations which have been made from time to 
time. I find, by examining the report of the 
Secretary of War, that he considers that $25,000 
will be sufficient to put them in repair for the 
accommodation of officers and men. I trust the 


tion to $35,000. 

Mr. LETCHER. We have inserted in this 
bill exactly the amounts that were presented to 
usin the annual estimates. : 
port of 1851, which was made to this House, that 
the estimated cost of the construction or repair 
of Fort Morgan, 
The amount expended was $1,212,956. The 
amount required at that time to complete or con- 
struct was $30,000. That appropriation was 
made in the year 1851. Now I do not know 
exactly what appropriations were made between 
the year 1851 and the year 1856; but inasmuch 
as this $25,000 is furnished as the estimate from 
the War Department, I take it that it must have 
been furnished on some data satisfactory to them, 
that that would be suficient, in their estimation, 
to complete the erection of that fortification. 

Mr. WALKER. I propose to modify my 
amendment by reducing the sum $500. I do this 
merely for the purpose of replying to my friend 
from Virginia. What the gentleman says about 
the annual estimate is true. But, if I mistake 
not, the only expenditure made on that fort since 
1851 has fallen short of $3,000. The gentleman 
and myself draw our conclusions from wholly 
different papers. He refers to the annual estj- 
mates. I refer to the estimate drawn from the 
Department by a special resolution offered at the 
present session of Congress. In reply to that 
resolution, in March last, the chief engineer says 
that $50,000 is necessary to put this fort in proper 

condition. It seems to me that, where money 
has been appropriated for the completion of these 
fortifications, the wisest policy is to make appro- 
priations which will at once attain the desired 
end, instead of running the appropriations through 
along series of years. The latter policy must, 
as a matter of course, result in a larger expendi- 
ture than if the policy were adopted of making 
sufficient appropriations at the time. I will not 
trespass on the time of the committee, but I trust 
the committee will adopt my amendment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 


Mr. HOUSTON. [understand that that pre- 
caution was taken at an carly stage of our legis- | 
lation upon this subject, and hence the proviso | 
is unnecessary now. The injurious effect which , 
the proviso would have is this: it would show a jj 
distrust on the part of the Government of its own 
title, whereas its title may be good. I have no; 
doubt the title is good; but this proviso would | 
seem to imply that the Government believed that | 
it had not a good title, and that might throw diffi- | 
culties in the way. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I am instructed 
by the Committee of Ways and Means to offer | 
the following amendment: 


For the purchase of additional land for defensive purposes į 
on Staten Island, New York harbor, $43,300. ! 


The amendment was agreed to. 
_ The following clause being under considera- 
tion: 


For repairs of Fort M i a 
bama, $95,000 organ, mouth of Mobile bay, Ala 


Mr. WALKER, I move to increase the ap- 
propriation to $35,000. I will state to the House 
that Fort Morgan is, in fact, the only means of pro- 
tection for the channel leading from Mobile point 
to the Gulf of Mexico. The fort stands a short 
distance from the Mobile Point light-house. As 
evidence of the value of that fortification, I need 

-only mention the fact which is known in the his- | 
tory of the country, that during the war with 
Great Britain, a large British frigate was sunk at 
the entrance of the channel of ‘Mobile bay, by 
ns fired from the walls of that fort. Į have 
een within it several times, and I know it to be 
one of the best built fortifications upon any por- 
tion of our coast, but for some years past it has 
-been shamefully neglected. I think, perhaps, 
that not more than one or two men have been 


` stationed there for the last eight or ten years; and 


i 


Mr. QUITMAN. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to propose the follow- 
ingamendment after line fifty-two: 


For the purchase of seven hundred aud fifty-two thou- | 
sand seven hundred and fifty-one square feet of ground 


adjacent to the Washington arsenal, and for the use thereof, 
the sum of $77,250, to be applied under the direction of the 
Secretary of War: Provided, ‘The said quantity of land can 
be purchased for an amount not exceeding that sum ; and 
for draining the swamp land adjoining the said arsenal, to 
improve the health of that site, the sum of $2,000, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 
iMt; LETCHER. I raise a point of order 
there 

Mr. QUITMAN, Allow me to explain. 

Mr. LETCHER. I would very cheerfully 
allow the gentleman to explain, but if I did, I 
should also allow other gentlemen to explain 
amendments which I might think not in order. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I presume I may be per- 
mitted to point to the bill for the purpose of 
showing that the amendment is in order. I refer 
in the first place to the title of the bill ‘ making 
appropriations for fortifications and other works 
of defense, and for repairs of barracks and quar- 
ters, for the year ending June 30, 1857,” and 
then I refer to the conclusion of the bill, “ for 
contingent expenses of fortifications not herein 
mentioned, the preservation of sites, the protec- 
tion of titles, and repairs of sudden damages to 
forts.” 

I refer also to the amendment which the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means has 
just offered without any objection from the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, for the purchase of land on 
Staten Island for the purposes of defense. The 
Washington arsenal 1s now in a state of decay. 
The ground is so low that the works cannot be 
preserved; and if some means are not taken at 
the present session of Congress to remedy this 
state of things, the Government willprobably lose 
more in damage than half the amount asked. 


committee will consent to increase the appropria- ; 


Isee from the re-; 


Mobile Point, was $1,245,556. || 


i 


The Committee on Military Affairs have had 
this matter under consideration. The works will, 
if some means be not taken, be so ruined as to 
cause a greater loss to the Government than the 
sum hereasked. After a fulfexamination, accord- 
ing to the recommendation of the chief of ord- 
nance, and in pursuance of the recommendation 
of the Secretary of War, the committee unan- 
imously determined that the most economical 
mode was to purchase the adjacent land, which is 
offered at reasonable price. “The contracts for the 
purchase have been laid before the War Depart- 
ment. It seems to me that the amendment is 
appropriate here; and as there is no doubt of the 
necessity of it, I hope the gentleman will with- 
draw his objection, because gentlemen will all 
agree that itis absolutely necessary that some ap- 
propriation be made at the present session to pre- 
yent loss to the Government. 

Mr. LETCHER. Task that the question of 
order may be decided. If it be decided against 
me, I wish to say something in reply. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds the 
amendment to be in order. 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, itstrikes me that that 
is rather an odd decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman is not 
satisfied with it, he can take an appeal. 

Mr. LETCHER. WNo,sir,1 shall not do that. 
I should dislike very much to reverse the decision 
of the Chair, knowing that it would mortify the 
Chair very much, [laughter,] and 1 would not like 
to*make theexperiment. It seems to me that so 


| far as the arsenals are concerned, the yare legiti- 


mate amendments to the Army bill; but that is 
the first time within my knowledge and experi- 


i ence in this House, that repairs of arsenals were 


regarded as legitimate amendments to the for- 
tification bill. So far as the Army bill is con- 
cerned, we have already made the appropriations 
in it for arsenals which were recommended by the 
War Department. Now, when the fortification 
bill comes up, weareasked to allow this proposi- 
tion to be introduced, and to pass it on the ground 
of the pressing necessity, that eXistsforit. I have 
not seen anything brought into this House during 
the present session that was not a matter of press- 
ing necessity, that could not possibly be post- 
poned, and which must be done now, or not done 
atall. And yet this arsenal has been standing 
here for years. It has been in the use and occu- 
pancy of the Government for years, and no rec- 
ommendation whatever has been made in regard 
to an appropriation for it in connection with this 
bill, by the Secretary of War. 

So far as these fortifications are concerned, we 
have taken the estimates furnished to us at the 
opening of this session, and we have conformed 
to these estimates, I believe, in every single in- 
stance where they were presented by the War 
Department. Now, if this proposition is to be 
introduced here, it seems to me it will be a very 
difficult matter to tell what proposition would not 
be in order on this fortification bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the committee that, at the time the point of ordcr 
was made by the gentleman from Virginia, he 
did not state the ground of it, nor did he call the 
attention of the Chair to the point he now mukes. 
In the view of the Chair, the amendment is not 
in order to the fortification bill. 


Mr. McCARTY. I move to amend the billin 
line fifty-two, by inserting the following: 

For repairs of Fort Ontario, in Oswego county, New 
York, $55,000. 

I have simply to say, in reply to the remarks 
of the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, that the whole force of his remarks goes 
to show that the other appropriation should not 
have been made, and that this should. It is 
true, that, looking to the cxisting state of things, 
there is no danger impending over this coast, 
but still we should take care that these fortifica- 
tions do not go to ruin. If there ever was 
reason for keeping up fortifications at all in any 
portion of the country, it seems to me that this 
fort, within fifty or sixty miles of a foreign coun- 
try, should be kept up. I call the attention of 
gentlemen to the fact, that there are cles upon 
that coast to defend. The gentleman from Ohio 
speaks of the annexation of the Canadas. Sir, 
if he will bring forward a bill for that purpose, { 


will waive this amendment, and will go with him 


1856. 
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tification. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will simply say to my 
friend from New York, that I hold in my hand 
nnamendment which I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer to the bill, 
which embraces an appropriation of $200,000 for 
gencral repairs. If his fortification has as much 
merit as he pretends it has, of course the Secre- 
tary of War will, in the exercise of a wise dis- 
cretion, apply whatever portion of that $200,000 
as in his judgment may become necessary for 
that point. It may be that the annexation of the 
Canadas may be ascertained to be so remote as 
to render a mere temporary expenditure there 
desirable. I certainly would make no large ap- 
propriations for permanent works of defense on 
the coast of our northern lakes. 

Mr. McCarry’s amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. FLAGLER. I move to amend the bill in 
line fifty-two, by inserting the following: 

For repairs of Mort Niagara, at the mouth of the Niagara 
river, New York, $5,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I am surprised, on reading this 
fortification bill, to find that no appropriation has 
been made for Fort Niagara. I need not say to 
the House that this is a work on which a large 
amount has been expended. It is a fort, I pre- 
sume, of as much strength as almost any fort in 
the country. On turning to the report of the 
Sceretary of ‘War, I see that there was an unex- 
pended balance at that fort of about $6,000, which 
it was estimated would be expended during the 
fiscal year ending last June. Thereis, therefore, 
now no fund out of which to keep that fort in 
repair; and hence I have offered this amendment. 
Tam informed, though not officially, to be sure, 
that ot this very moment something should be 
expended onthat work. The Government keeps 
a force stationed at that point, except when the 
exigencies of the case require them to be em- 
ployed in some other quarter. 1 do notconcur in 
the opinion of the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, that this whole line of fortifi- 
cations between ourselves and Great Britain should 
be given up. Tappeal to my colleagues here from 
New York to look at this bill, and observe the en- 
tire omission of any appropriations whatever for 
this Niagara frontier. Why, sir, [need not say 
that that frontier has been the seat of hostilities. 
Every foot of soil there has been enriched by the 
blood ef contending armies. And if we have 
difficultics with foreign Powers, especially with 
Great Britain, that coast is where the fiercest 
blows will fall. It seems to me that, in asking 
for this little pittance for that important fort, no 
objection can be made. The officers of the War 
Depariment arc responsible for its expenditure. 
If it is not wanted, it will not be expended. I 
submit, therefore, that it is only fair and proper 
that this item should be put in the bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. As Tremarkcd a moment 
ago, the Committee of Ways and Means have 
instructed mie to report an amendment by which 
$200,000 will be appropriated for repairs of such 
of the fortifications as ought to be keptup. I 
did not say,as the gentleman has represented me 
to have said, that we should abandon entirely the 
line of fortifications on the northern lakes. My 
remark was, that I did not believe the time was 
far distant when they would not be necessary. 
Why, sir, with the relations now existing between 
this Governmentand England, and especially be- 
tween the people on our northern frontier and 
the Canadas, it is very improbable that there will 
be any occasion for fortifications there. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I want to know of my col- 
league if there Is any more prospect of our an- 
nexing Canada than of our annexing France 
and Europe generally ? 


Mr. CAMPBELL. If it were left to the gen- 


tleman’s constituents, or mine, they would vote | 


for annexation at once; and I have no doubt that 
my colleague himself is in favor of it, for he 
voted for the resolution introduced by me at a 
former session of Congress on the subject. But, 
Mr. Chairman, provision has been made by 
which these fortifications which are worthy of it 
will be repaired; and if there is a necessity for 


| be appropriated out of the $200,000 for general 
repairs. 

| Mr. WAKEMAN. f move to increase the 
appropriation $500; and I do so for the purpose 
of submitting a few remarks on ‘this point. 
desire to say, in answer to the gentleman from 
Ohio, who is at the head of the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means, that if his argument is a good 
one, why were appropriations made in particular 
cases for the repair of forts? He says that the 
committee comes forward with an appropriation 
of $200,000 to cover these appropriations; yet 
we read in the bill as follows: 

For repairs of Castle Pinckney, Charleston harbor, 
$10,000. ` 

For repairs of Fort Jackson, Savannah river, £14,000. 

For repairs of Fort Morgan, mouth of Mobile bay, Ala- 
bama, $25,000. 

For repairs and extension of Fort St. Philip, Mis 
river, $30,000. 

If the appropriation of $200,000 is to cover all 
cases of repair, why, then, the introduction into 
the bill of these items for repair of particular 
forts? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I must insist on the gen- 
tleman discussing the merits of his amendment. 

Mr. WAKEMAN, Iam answering the gen- 
tleman’s argument. The gentleman held that 
i there was no necessity for the amendment, be- 
cause the repairs would be provided for under the 
$200,000 appropriation. If that be so, then we 
oughtto strike out all these specific appropriations 
for repairs that are in the bill now. 
| Mr. HOUSTON. In all estimates for repairs 
| of fortifications and other public works of a like 
į character, it is customary, where the Department 
knows precisely what the repairs will cost, to 
| make a specific appropriation. But where it is 
feared that estimates for repairs and improve- 
| ments will not reach the Department in time, it 
is usual to put in the bill a gross appropriation of 
the sort spoken of, to enable the Department to 
meet the cases which would otherwise be unpro- 
vided for. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. I understand the gentle- 
man’s point. But in the case of Fort Ontario, 
| near Oswego, it has been said that there is a pre- 
| cise estimate. ‘he reply was, that it was covered 
by the $200,000 appropriation, and the amend- 
ment was voted down. Weask $5,000 for Niaga- 
ra. The bill does not contain an appropriation 
for the defense of any partof the coast from Lake 
Champlain to Ohio; not a dollar. A million of 
dollars is appropriated for the defense of the States 
north of Mason and Dixon’s line, while not more 
| than $250,000 is appropriated for the defense of 
the States north of that Jine. All we ask is, that 
$5,000 be appropriated for the preservation and 
repair of Fort Niagara. I submit to the com- 
| mittee, that New York ought to have some little 
respect paid to it, and especially when she has 
the exposed fronticr to which I have referred. 
But the gentleman says that we need nothave any 
fear from attack in case of war on that frontier. 
He knows perfectly well, that within the past 
three months immense sums of money have been 
i expended by a foreign Power in the transmission 
: of military stores and men to the coast on the lakes 
| opposite to our own. In case of war New York 
| would have to go to Ohio to defend her coast. 

i Mr. CAMPBELL. We do not ask that. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. Nothing has been done for 
us; and we only ask for this $5,000 for the repair 
i of Fort Niagara. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman says that 
we have done nothing for New York. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. I said for the northern 
| frontier. 
| Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman knows 
i very well that it was but a few moments ago that 
| I introduced, from the Committee of Ways and 
| Means,an appropriation of $150,000 to purchase 
| lands on Staten Island. z 

Mr. WAKEMAN. [confined my remarks to 
| the frontier, extending from Lake Champlain to 
| the State of Ohio. 
| Mr. CAMPBELL. We have not asked a 
i dollar for Ohio. We do not intend to ask a dol- 
ilar. New York will have enough to do to protect 


ssippi 


i 


| New York in that regard, we will let them know. 
| I point the committee to tne fact, that nota dollar 


| is asked for Ohio. 


‘herself, without attempting to protect others. | 
| When we become supplicants for the favor of | 


On the contrary, New York | 
fe ht Ape | : fie : A 
the expenditure of $5,000 at Fort Niagara it will i| is vociferous in its demands for a little money to |! 


; Striking it out is defeating the bill; , 
: mittee have no right to defeat the bill, 1 
|: recommendation that the House strike it out, 


i 
iL 
I 


| 200,000. 


Mr. FLORENCE. I call for tellers on the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. FLAGLER 
and Uxprerwoop were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 63, noes 62. 

The Chairman voted in the negative, and the 
amendment was rejected. 

The following clause being under consideration: 

For coutingent expenses of fortifications not herein men- 
tioned, the preservation of sites, we protection of tities, and 
repairs of sudden damages to forts, $30,300— 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, moved to amend 
the same, so as to make it read: 


For contingent expenses of fortifications not herein 
mentioned, including repairs and alterations of barracks, 
quarters, hospitals, store-rooms, wells, fences, sea-walls, 


i and other similar repairs, the preservation of sites, the 


protection of titles, and repairs of sudden damages of forts, 


Mr. McCARTY. I would ask the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means what 
proportion, according to the principle of distri- 
bution contained in this bill, Lake Ontario would 

et? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have not the control of 
that branch of the public service, and therefore I 
cannot inform the gentleman. 

Mr. McCARTY. I suppose about five shil- 
lings. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I suppose it will get its 
just share. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the bill be 


i laid aside to be reported to the House. 


Mr. STANTON. I desire, before that motion 
is put, to make another i ere I move to 
strike out the enacting clatise of the bill. I want 
to have a test vote in this committee, as : to 
whether they will sanction this kind of legislation 
or not. Inthe first place, I hold that. all these 
fortifications are unnecessary, and uncalfed for; 
and that a nation that cannot protect itself with- 
out wooden walls, and stone walls, cannot suc- 
cessfully defend itself by the use of them. There 
are now other instrumentalities for defense, and 
means for the concentration of troops upon points 
liable to attack, which will enable the country to 
center its forces in three days upon any threat- 
ened point. - 

Mr. MILLSON. 1rise toa question of order— 
a great and important question decided ir the last 
Congress, and which I want to see decided by 
the present Congress. I raise the point of order, 
that it is not competent for the Committee of the 
Whole to strike out the enacting clause of this 
bill, the committee having had the bill referred to 
it by the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 

oint of order. 

Mr. MILLSON. There was an appeal taken 
from the decision of the Chair during the last 
Congress. J voted then to overrule the decision 
of the Chair ina memorable case. 1 submit the 
same question now; and, wishing to see if there 
is consistency left, I appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to under- 
stand how the question stands. Is it a motionto 
strike out the enacting clause, or is it that the 
committee recommend the House to strike itout? 
and the com- 
Ifitisa 
it 
is in order. A 

The CHAIRMAN. All the action of the com- 
mittee is but a recommendation to the Houze. 
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-Mr. MILLSON. I ask for tellers upon the | 
appeal. : tee 

‘Tellers were not ordered. os 

: The question was taken, “‘ Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the com- 
mittee?” and it. was decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

‘Mr. STANTON.. I have never known any 
place to be successfully defended by fortifications. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee.. I rise to aques- 
tidn of order.. I submit that the question is not 
debatable, because the motion does not propose 
an amendment. It is not its purpose to amend 
the bill. : Debate is closed, and nothing is debata- 
ble but an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 119th rule expressly 
declares. that. such a motion is not an amend- |! 
ment. “A motion to strike out the enacting 
words ofa bill shall have precedence of a motion 
to amend, and if carried, shall be considered 
equivalent to its rejection.” The Chair, there- 
fore, rules that the motion is not debatable. 

. Mr. STANTON. I then withdraw the mo- 
tion, and move to strike out all after the enacting 
clause. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman desires 
to oceupy the time of the House, he can move to 
amend the bill. 

Mr. STANTON. Ido not desire to move an 
amendment which does not go to the whole bill. 
` The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think 
the gentleman can submit any motion on which 
he can debate the whole bill. 

Mr. STANTON. I will move to strike out 
all between line ten and line twenty-five. 

The CHAIRMAN. That portion of the bill 
has been passed. The Chair, to save time, would 
suggest to the gentleman from Ohio to move an 
amendment to the bill, if he desire to speak upon 
the bill. 

Mr. STANTON. Then I move a proviso, 
that no part of the money appropriated by the | 
bili gea be expended prior to the Ist of January, 
1858. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to know what has 
become of the motion to strike out the enacting | 
clause? 

The CHAIRMAN, That motion has been 
withdrawn. . 

Mr. PHELPS. 1 wasnot aware of the motion 
having been withdrawn, or I should have objected | 
to its withdrawal. 

Mr. STANTON. I have said all I desire to | 
say about the gence pone of appropriations of | 
moncy for fortifications. I now desire to say. j 


ten dollars appropriated South for one dolar that 


is appropriated North. The point I make here 
now is this—— 

Mr. LETCHER. I rise to another question 
of order. The first section of the bill specifies 
when this money is to be expended. That por- 
tion of the bill has been passed, so that no amend- 
ment in respect to time is applicable at this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot rule 
the amendment out upon the point of order. It 
is a good objection to the amendment. — 

Mr. STANTON. What I wish to inquire 
about is, what reason can be given—on what prin- 
ciple is it claimed that fortifications. shall be 
erected for the defense of Boston, New York, and 
Savannah, and none for Cleveland, Buffalo, and 
Detroit? Now, { take it for granted that inas- 
much as the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means could not keep his face straight when 
he was talking about the annexation of Canada, 
nobody has any idea that there is anything in that 
argument. Our history proves that the most ex- 
posed part ofthe American frontier is the north- 
ern frontier on the Canada line. There all the 
hard fighting has been done. And now we from 
the Northwest are asked to make appropriations 
for the defense of Savannah, Florida, and all 
along shore, and still not a dollar, with the single 
exception of something for Lake Champlain, is 
given for the two thousand miles of northern 
frontier. Now, sir, inequality is injustice, and 
this bill is unjust because itis unequal. 

Mr. QUITMAN. Ifthe gentleman from Ohio 
will permit me, I will ask him whether it is not 
altogether probable that, in case of war with the 
Power whose possessions bound our northern 
frontier, it would not be our policy to keep on 
the lakes a stronger navy than that of Great Brit- 
ain, and thus avoid the necessity of fortifications ? 

Mr. STANTON. If that is the proposition 
that is to be assumed, then the question is, Is the 
fact so? How many war vessels have you got 
on the northern lakes? Not any. Was there 
ever a proposition to construct one for that point? 
Is there any reason why you can make them any 
faster now? None in the world, sir. Besides, 
sir, the northern frontier is one as much exposed 
to invasion by water as is the Atlantic frontier. 
That is a point through which the whole of the 
land armies would enter into this country; that 
is where the rivers would be crossed; and that is 
the point from which an invading army would 


come. 
Mr. MILLSON. It js really lamentable, sir, 
that no question can engage the attention of this 


Mr. HORTON, of Ohio. My colleague has 
stated that there are new instrumentalities which | 
render fortifications unnecessary. 1 desire to ask | 
him what they are? i 

Mr. STANTON. They are railroads. They | 
enable you to concentrate a large force on any | 
given point within a very few days, and they 
thereby supersede the necessity of concentrating | 
troops in forts, which would be otherwise required 
to prevent the landing of an invadingarmy. That 
is all I bave to say about that. But I have fur- 


ther to say that, ifany gentleman can explain to 
me on what principle you are entitled to have for- 
tifications at New York, and at Boston, and 

Mr. LETCHER, (interrupting.) F rise to a 
question of order. The gentleman’s amendment 
is, that this money shall not be expended before 
vanuse, 1858. Now, I want him held to that 
point. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the 
gentleman from Ohio must confine himself to the 
amendment. 

Mr. ON, I will try to do so, Differ- 
ences may arise between this time and Januar 
1858, which would remove all the sroamente l i 
am making. Iam arguing on the present condi- | 
tion of things, and that on the Ist of January, | 
1858, this very state of things and this necessity 
may exist. J am arguing that there is no present | 
necessity for this expenditure, and 1 am giving | 
the reasons why there is no present necessity 
for it. i 

I take it that the whole question of the merits 
or demerits of these fortifications is included | 
within the question of the time for the expendi- | 
ture under this bill, and I trust that 1 may be 
regarded in order. 

Mr. Chairman, what I have said was, that, 


without saying anything about sections, there is 


‘Louse in which, one way or the other, the sec- 
tional jealousics of gentlemen are not sure to be 
aroused. We cannot cven dispose of the ques- 
tion of passing the usual bill for the fortifica- 
tions of the country, but that immediately some 
gentleman will scan the bill with remarkable care, 
for the purpose of ascertaining how much money 
is intended to be spent north, and how much is 
intended io be spent south, of Mason and Dixon’s 
line. "Phe gentleman from Ohio who has just 
closed his address has made the remarkable state- 
ment, that this bill proposes to appropriate ten 


dollars for the South where but one dollar is in- |} 


tended to be appropriated for the North; and the 
gentleman from New York, who preceded him, 
[Mr. Wakeman, ] stated. 

Mr. STANTON, (interrupting.) I hope the 
gentleman from Virginia does not desire to do me 
injustice about this. I did not desire to remark 
about that atall. I said I waived any question 
of inequality arising out of this bill. 

Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman’s statement 
was, that this bill proposed to appropriate ten 
dollars for the South for the one dollar that it pro- 
posed to appropriate for the North; and the gen- 
tleman from New York had previously stated 


that the bill proposed to give upwards of one | 


milhon of dollars to the south of Mason and 


Dixon’s line, and only about two or three hun- 
dred thousand dollars to the north. Now] state 
to both these gentlemen that they certainly can- 
not have examined this bill, or else they have 
come to their conclusions under some strange 


hallucination, for I find that the appropriations || 


which can be strictly considered as intended for 
the benefit of the southern or slaveholding States, 
including even the amount appropriated for re- 


pairs, is but $783,000, while the appropriations | 


intended for the benefit of the northern States 


amount to $890,000. There is, then, alarger sum 
propesed to be paid in this bill for the benefit 
of non-slaveholding States than is intended te 
be appropriated for the benefit of slaveholding 
States. de 

Mr. WAKEMAN, (interrupting.} Will the 
gentleman allow me? I can oniy say, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the fact alleged by the gentleman from 
Virginia is, I think, a misapprehension. If he 
will look over the bill, he will find, ] äpprehend, 
that over $1,000,000 1s to be expended: for the 
South—— ee 

Mr. MILLSON. _I have looked at the bill——~ 

Mr. WAKEMAN. I desire further to say, 
that I did not urge that as aground why I should 
vote against the bill. I amas perfeeily willing 
to vote $1,000,000 for south of Mason and Dixon’s 
line, as Í am to vote for appropriations north of 


lt. 

Mr. MILLSON. I have placed the $150,000 
for Fort Delaware with the northern appropria- 
tions, which, J presume, the gentleman did not. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. .'That would make ‘only 
$150,000 difference. 

Mr. MILLSON. The transfer of that appro- 
priation from one side to the other would make 
$300,000 difference. But, as the gentleman from 
New York has said, what is such an argument 
worth? That argumentis worth nothing. Gen- 
tlemen themselves say they place no reliance on 
it, although they complain that no appropriations 
are made for the lake frontier. Now, sir, l have 
examined this bill, and I think it isa very judi- 
cious one. It is a very moderate bill. Upon 
examination, | find that nearly all the appropria- 
tions are intended not merely to secure the At- 
| lantic cities from foreign invasion, but mainly to 
secure those points where the Government owns 
a very large amount of valuable propefty. The 
navy-yards at New York, at Philadelphia, at 
Norfolk, and at Pensacola, and at other pointa 
where a large amount of Government property 
is accumulated, are the points designed to be pro- 
tected by this bill. 

Mr. Sranron’s amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr-STANTON. I now desire to make the 
motion which I withdrew some minutes ago. I 
move that the committee recommend that the en- 
acting clause of the bil] be stricken out. 

_ Mr. PHELPS demanded tellers upon the mo- 
tion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. FLORENCE 
and Wakeman were appointed. 

The question was taken;and the tellers reported 
ayes seventy-elght, noes not counted, 


H 


So the motion was agreed to. 
APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
bill making appropriations for the legislative, exec- 
utive,and judicial expenses of the Government, 
for the year ending June 30, 1857, be taken up 
for consideration. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
taken up. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will say that this bill 
was unanimously agreed upon by the Committee 
of Ways and Means. There is no appropriation 
in it, except for the purpose of carrying out ex- 
isting laws, and for the ordinary contingencies of 
these three different departments of the Govern- 
ment. I hope the committee will consider this 
bill to-day, and that they will consent to remain 
in session after four o’clock. 

The first reading of the bill was dispensed with. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the committee 
aed rise, with a view to close debate on this 

Li, 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose, and the Speaker having 
| resumed the chair, Mr. Conn, of Georgia, reported 
that the Committee of the Whole. on the state of 
the Union had, according to order, had the state 
of the Union generally under consideration, and 
particularly the fortification appropriation bill, 
and had directed him to report the same back, 
with a recommendation that the enacting clause 
be stricken out; and, also, that the committee had 
i had under consideration the legislative and exe- 
cutive, and judicial appropriation bill, and had 
come to no resolution hereon. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I call for the previous 
question on the fortification appropriation bill 
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The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. FLAGLER. I move to lay the bill on the 
table; and on that motion | demand the yeas and 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken on Mr. Fiacier’s 
motion; and it was disagreed to. 

So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I demand the yeas and 
nays on the recommendation of the Committee 
of the Whole that the enacting clause of the bill 
be stricken out. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

_ The question. was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 60, nays 96; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Ball, Barbour, Henry Bennett, 
Billinghurst, Bliss, Brenton, Buffinton, Ezra Ciark, Wil- 
liamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Cumback, Damrell, Dean, Dunn, 
Emrie, Flagler, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Harlan, 
Thomas L. Ha Holloway, George W. Jones, K 
Knapp, Knox, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Mar- 
shall, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, 
Morgan, Mott, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Pike, Pur- 
vianee, Rivers, Sapp, Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, Thoring- 
ton, Trafton, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Washburne, Welch, Wells, Wood, Woodruff, Daniel B. 
Wright, and John V. Wright-—60. 

NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Bell, Hendley $. Ben- 
nett, Benson, Beeock, Bowie, Branch, Brooks, Broom, 
Burnett, James H. Campbell, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Caruthers, Chatlee, Clawson, Howell Cobb, 
Colfax, Comins, Crawtord, Cullen, Dick, Dowdell, Durfee, 
Eliot, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Henry M. 
Fuiler, Goode, Greenwood, Robert B. Hall, Harrison, 
Haven, Herbert, Hickman, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine 
B. Horton, Houston, Hughston, Kennett, Kidwell, King, 
Knowlton, Kunkel, Lake, Maxwell, Millson, Moore, Mor- 
rill, Nichols, Parker, Pearee, Peck, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, 
Phetps, Porter, Powell, Pringle. Puryear, Quitman, Ready, 
Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Ruffin, Rust, Sabin, Sandidge, 
Savage, Shorter, William Smith, Stranahan, Tappan, Tay- 
lor, Thurston, Todd, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, 
Valk, Wakeman, Walker, Warner, Ellibu B. Wasbburne, 
Israel Washburn, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Wood- 
worth, and Zollicofter—96. 


So the House refused to strike out the enacting | 


clause of the bill. 


Pending the above call, 

Mr. SIMMONS said be had paired off with Mr. 
Fosrer, who was indisposed, for the remainder 
of the day. 

Mr. HICKMAN said he had been requested 
to state that his colleague, Mr. Enis, had been 
compelled to leave the Hall on account of sudden 
indisposition. 


Mr. EDWARDS said he had paired off for the | 


rest of the day with Mr. McMurui. 

Mr. DUNN said: My colleague, Mr. Scorr, 
being unwell, has beenadvised by his physicians 
to leave the city for a while, and has paired off 
with Mr. Crarce on all questions except railroad 
questions, until the 12th instant. P 

Mr. GALLOWAY stated that he had paired 


off with Mr. Escusa for the remainder of the j 


day. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Is the previous question | 


exhausted on the bill? Jn 1854, on the only pre- 
vious occasion when a bill has been reported 


with a recommendation that the enacting clause | 
be stricken out, it was decided by the Speaker : 


that the previous question was exhausted when 
the vote was taken on that proposition. A sub- 
stitute was subsequently offered to that bill, the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill. “My purpose is, if the 
previous question is exhausted, to move a substi- 


tute for the bill embracing those amendments | 


which were reported from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and adopted by the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The question submitted by 
the Cammittee of the Whole to the House is a 
final question, equivalent to a rejection of the bill; 
and in the opimion of the Chair, when that ques- 
tion is taken, the previous question is exhausted. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. | offer, then, a substitute 
for the bill, and on it call for the previous ques- 
tion. ltembraces the amendments 1 have referred 
to. 
Mr. BENSON. I ask the gentleman to em- 
brace the amendment for the improvement of the 
fortification at the mouth of the Kennebec river, 
which was adopted by the Committee of the 
Whole after full debate, and on a division. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. l have no objection to 
allowing a separate vote on the gentleman’s 
amendment, bat 1 think it ought not to be in- 
serted inthe bill. It is, perhaps, due to the Com- 


| The question is now on ordering the bill, as it 


| original bill as first reported from the Committee 


mittee of the Whole, that there should be a vote ! 
on the amendment in the Flouse. { yield to the 
gentleman to move bis amendment if he will 
; promise to renew the call for the previous ques- 
tion. : 

Mr. BENSON. I move, then, the same amend- 
ment for the fortification at the mouth of the} 
Kennebec river which was adopted by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. PHELPS. I rise to a question of order. 
The amendment of the gentleman from Ohio and | 
the amendment of the gentleman from Maine | 
involve appropriations of money, and are there- 
fore not in order, unless first considered in the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The SPEAKER. The question of order is 
well taken, and the amendments are out of order. 


came from the Committee of the Whole, to be 
engrossed and read a third ume. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The amendments are all | 
cut off, and the bill before us is exactly the 


of Ways and Means. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. 
question. 
Mr. BENSON. Does the Chair decide my |! 
amendment to be out of order? 


I call for the previous 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided the 
gentleman’s amendment, and the subsutute of 
the gentleman from Ohio, to be out of order, inas- 
much as they involve appropriations, and must 
| have their first consideration in the Committee 
| of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
| Mr. BENSON. I move, then, that the bill be 
i re-referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
| state of the Union. 

i Mr. CAMPBELL. Then the gentleman will | 
| violate his pledge; he promised to renew the call 
i for the previous question. 

i Mr. BENSON. My pledge was made upon a 
| promise that I should have an opportunity to 
| offer my amendment. 

| Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman had an 
opportunity to offer his amendment, and it has | 
been ruled out of order. 

Mr. BENSON. 


for the previous question, and yielded me the 
floor. I desire to say,in reply to his imputation, 
that I have not been guilty of unfairness in this || 
matter. 

Mr. BENSON. 
tion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to say that the 
question of order was not raised by me. { opencd 
the door for the introduction of the amendment, 
| and should have been very happy to have had a 
vote taken upon it; but the question of order 
having been raised, and the Speaker having de- 
cided very properly that my substitute was not 
in order, Í can do nothing more for the gentle- 


I did not make that imputa- 


$ 
| 
| 
| 
{ 
| 
! 


upon me that imputation. 

Mr. BENSON. Will the gentleman allow me 
a word? It was not on the gentleman from Ohio | 
that I made an imputation. I simply made a 
| remark, in the hearing of the House, that it was 
but fair, inasmuch as the amendment had been 
| adopted in the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, that the House should have an op- | 
portunity of acting upon it. 1 did not impute 
any wrong tothe gentleman, but I made an appeal 
to the House. 3a 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The difficulty originates ; 
in the fact that the Com—— 3 

Mr. QUITMAN, (interrupting.) I rise to a 
question of order. I object to these explanations | 
in the character of debate. I was refused the | 


| and, therefore, I object to explanations, 
The SPEAKER. The question is on order- 
| ing the bill to be engrossed and read a third time; 


| Goode, Greenwood, Robert B. Hall, 
i Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, Ken- 


| man from Maine, and he ought not to have cast || 


privilege of making an explanation this morning, į 


‘and on that question, which is. debatable, the 
entleman from Ohio has the floor. $ 
Mr. CAMPBELL. [ have no further e 
planation to make. I desired to say that the dif- 
ficulty originates in the fact, that the Committee 
of the Whole on ‘the state of thë Union: strack 
out the enacting clause, and Lam now driven to 
the necessity—in order to save the bill—ofde- 
manding the previous question, which E do. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I rise toa 
question of order. I wish to know of the Chair, 
in the first place, what the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio precisely is? : 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is with- 
drawn. The question is on orderinggthe bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Then I make a point of 
order. The original bill was in committee, and 
was amended on the motion of my colleague, 
[Mr. Benson.] When that amendment was 
adopted in committee, it became as much a part of 
the bin as any other of its clauses; and when the. 


la 
o 
GS 


| enacting clause was stricken out, it applied'to all 


the original bill, and to the amendments. Now, 
the House not having concurred with the com- 
mittee, the question will be, first, on the amend- 
ment voted by the committee, and which has be- 
came as much a part of the bill as any other part 
of it. 

The SPEAKER. No amendment has been 
reported to the House. The only report made 


il is, that the enacting clause be stricken out, and 


that recommendation the House has negatived. 
Mr. MATTESON. I move to lay the whole 
subject on the table? \ x 
Mr. BENSON. If that motion be withdrawn, 
will it not be in order for the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means to move, as an 
amendment for the bill, that bill perfected in the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 
The SPEAKER. The rule of the House is, 
that no amendment or bill shall be considered 
that makes an appropriation of money, unless 
they have been first considered in the Committeè 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. i 
Mr. MATTESON. Ical for the yeas and 
nays on my motion. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. re 
The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negetive—yeas 66, nays 92; as follows: 
YEAS—Me Albright, Ball, Barbour, Henry Bennett, 
Billinghurst, Bliss, Brenton, Buffinton, Ezra Clark, Wil- 
liamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, 
Dean, Dodd, Dunn, Emrie, Flagler, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Haran, Thomas L. Harris, Holoway, 
George W. Jones, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knox, Leiter, 
Lampkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Killian 
Miller, Smit. 


Smith Miller, Morgan, Mott, Norton, Orr, Pen- 
nington, Perry, Phelps, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Sapp, 
Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, Tappan, Thorington, Thurs- 
ton, Traftoh, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Washburne, Evihu B. Washburne, Welch, Wells, Wil- 
liams, Wood, and Woodruff--66. 

NAYS—Mexsrs. Aiken, Allison, Bell, Hendley S. Ben- 
nett, Benson, Bocock, Bowie, Bradshaw, Branch, Brooks, 
Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, James H. Canipbetl, John P, 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Caruthers, Chaffee, Claw- 


| son, Howell Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Crawford, 


Culen, D 
Busts, P 


avidson, Denver, Dick, Dowdell, Durfee, Eliott, 
Faulkner, Florence, Henry M. Futter, 
Herbert, Hickman, 


nett, Knowlton, Kunkel, Lake, Leteher, Alexander K. 


| Marshall, Maxwell, Millson, Moore, Morrill, Nichols, 


Parker, Peck, Pelton, Pettit, Porter, Puryear, Quitman, 
reade, Ready, Ritchie, Rivers, Roberts, Rufin, Rust, Sabin, 
nidge, Savage, Shorter, Willian Smith, Stranahan, 
aylor, Todd, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Valk, 
Wakeman, Walker, Warner, Israel Washburn, Whitney, 
Winslow, Woodworth, Daniel B. Wright, John V, Wright, 
and Zollicofer—92. 

So the House refused to lay the bill on the 
table. 


Mr. MACE gave notice that he would on 
Tuesday next try to bring up the post route bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
read the third time. ` 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved the prev 
tion on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was 
main question ordered; and und 
thercof the bill was passed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved 
vote by which the bill was passe 


ious ques- 


seconded, and. the 
er the .operatien 


to reconsider the 
d, and also 
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moved to: lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


“APPROPRIATION BILL~-CLOSE OF DEBATE. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. . I move the usual resolu- 
tion to terminate debate on House bill No. 202 in 
five minutes after the House shall again resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union.: I understand that gentlemen are 
desirous of having an evening session; and at the 
proper hour I will endeavor to make provision for 
it by asking to take up some bill on which debate 
has not been. terminated, this evening. ; 

The question was put; and the resolution was 

reed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Inow move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, with a view to consider House bill No. 
202. 


SUPPRESSION OF INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN 


: CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. DENVER. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio to lcta bill of the Senate (No. 397) be taken 
from the Speaker’s table, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If no other gentleman 
object, I will not. It is not necessary, however, 
to withdraw my motion. 

Mr. DENVER. Then I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to take from the Speaker’s 
table Senate bill No. 397, explanatory of somuch 
ofan act passed August 4, 1854, making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1855, as refers to the payment of the 
expenses incurred by the State of California in 
the suppression of Indian hostilities in said State. 

Mr. ORR. I do not like to object, if, when the 
committee reports back that bill, we wil have an 
opportunity of investigating it, and if the bill be 
not put on its passage under the previous ques- 
tion; I have no objection to its going to the com- 
mittee; but I am afraid that when the committee 
return these bills they will have them put right 
through. 

Mr. DENVER. 
thing of the kind. 

Mr. ORR. Then I make no objection. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 397) 
was taken from the Speaker’s table, read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 

WASHINGTON ARMORY. 


fairs. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. Í ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to take from the | 
Speuker’s table Senate bill (No. 252) to repeal so 
much of the act, approved March 3, 1855, as pro- 
vides for the erection of an armory in the city of jj 
Washington, that it may be referred. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken 
from the Speaker’s table, read twice, and referred 
to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 


COPY-RIGHT BILL. 

Mr. CADWALADER asked and obtained the 
unanimous consentof the House to have taken 
from the Speaker’s table, read twice, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, Senate bill (No. 
239) explanatory of an act entitled ‘An act to 
amend the several acts respecting copy-rights,’’ 
approved February 3, 1831. 


DELAWARE BREAKWATER. 


I have no desire to do any- 


Mr. C.also asked and obtained the like consent | 


to have taken from the Speaker’s table, read twice, 

and referred to the Committee on Commerce, Sen- 

nate bill (No. 94) making an appropriation for the 

improvement of the Delaware breakwater. | 

WASHINGTON MUTUAL BUILDING ASSOCIA- 
TION. 

Mr. CUMBACK asked and obtained the like 
consent to have taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read twice, and referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, Senate bill (No. 385) to 
incorporate the Washington Mutual Buildine 
Association. f 


COMMERCE AND NAVIGATION OF THE 
LAKES. $ 


Mr. WADE, by unanimous consent, made a 
report from the Committee on Commerce, on the 
commerce and navigation of the lakes; which was 
Jaid on the table, and ordered to be printed. l 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TAYLOR, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced bills of the following titles; which were 
severally read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims: 

A bill for the relief of the parish of Ascension, 
in the State of Louisiana; and 

A bill to revive an act entitled “An act for the 
relief of the heirs and legal representatives of 
William Conway, deceased.”’ 


SAN FRANCISCO VIGILANCE COMMITTEE. 


Mr. HERBERT. Task the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce the following joint 
resolution: 

Whereas, we have seen with profound regret the law- 
less proceedings of the Vigilance Committec of San Fran- 
cisco, Califorhia, and in order to give that protection to the 
laws of said State under the Constitution of the United 
States which we deem it our duty todo: Therefore 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembicd, That the com- 
mander of the Pacific division of the United States Army 
is hereby authorized and directed to issuc, upon the requi- 
sition of the Executive of the State of California, such 
arms, ordnance, and ammunition therefor, as the Execu- 
tive of said State may deem necessary in preserving sub- 
ordination to the laws of said State. 

And be it further resolved, That in ease it should be 
deemed necessary, in the opinion ofsaid Executive of Cal- 
ifornia, to call to his assistance, in preserving subordination 
to the laws of said State, the naval forces belonging to the 
United States, then the commander or commanders of said 
forces be, and they are hereby, required and directed to 
obey promptly the order of said Executive of California. 


Mr. LETCHER, and others, objected. 


Mr. PENNINGTON. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to take a bill from the 
Speaker’s table. 

Mr. LETCHER. I object to everything out 
of order. 

DONATION OF THE HERMITAGE. 


Mr. ZOLLICOFFER asked the unanimous 
consent of the ITouse to offer the following reso- 
lution: 

Résolved, Tha: the Committee on Military Affairs be 
instructed to inquire info the expediency of accepting the 
tender, by the State of Tennessec, of five hundred acres of 
the late residence of Andrew Jackson, deceased, including 
the mansion, tomb, and otherimprovenients known as ¢ the 
Hermitage,” upon condition that it be used as a site fora 
branch of the Military Academy of the United States. 


Mr. PENNINGTON, and others, objected. 
APPROPRIATION BILL— AGAIN. 


The question was then taken on Mr. Camr- 
BELL’s motion; and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Haven in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration of the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill, upon which the gen- 
eral debate was ordered to be closed in five 
minutes, 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, my pur- 
pose in seeking the floor at this time has been to 
notice bricfly the efforts which have been recentl 
made by a portion of the press to vilify, slander, 
and traduce my character. Now, sir, so far as 
I am individually concerned, I feel a sublime in- 
difference as to these dastardly attacks; and were 
it not in my own estimation an incumbent duty 
on me to make this explanation, I should not en- 
noble these vilifiers by this notice, made neces- 
pary only by a sense of duty to this honorable 

o 

Bat, Jet us see who these traducers are. As for | 
the Pacific portion of them who have thus abused 
me, I need only say that in every solitary in- 
stance, save one, these abuses have emanated 
from the Abolition press of California; and even || 
in that isolated case, as is the case in every Ab- |; 
olition paper throughout the State, the cloven foot 
of that fiendish mob styling themselves the Vigi- 
lance Committee, is plainly discernible, and the Í 
chiefs of which would have striven, had they 
lived when the Redecmer walked the earth, in 
my opinion, to have underbid Judas Iscariot in 


long, then a disclosure of commercial rottenness 
will be made that will blanch the cheek of many 
an honest and confiding merchant in the Eastern 
States: butunfortunately for these swindlers, their 
store-houses are now built in such a manner as 
to render them perfectly impervious to their old 
friend, fire, through whose kind interference 
they have been enabled so often to close up 
their account, and send a clean balance-sheet of 
“burned out;” but they are now driven to that 
last and most desperate remedy of bad men— 
treason to the Constitution and country, to cover 
their tracks and settle their accounts once more. 
But enough of them, sir. 

I will now, Mr. Chairman, call your attention 
aud that of the House to that. portion of the 
press, on this side of the continent, who have 
likewise endeavored to traduce my character. 
To commence with, there is the New York 
Tribune, upon which comment is unnecessary; 
for no honest man wants a better passport into 
good society than abuse from this negro-wor- 
shiping Albino. Next we have the New York 
Times, and many other samples of this cold- 
blooded, long-fetlocked breed of animals. But 
last, last, last, and least of all upon the calendar of 
these base vilifiers, is the Evening Star of Wash- 
ington, whose pandering braggart editor is the 
same who but a short time ago was sparring with 
the black-mail man of the New York Times, 
each accusing the other of the basest act of 
villany; and, sir, they thus continued up to the 
period of the unfortunate cause of my late trial 
and aquittal, since which time, sir, they have been 
running cheek by jowl, libeling me with the same 
vehemence with which the hungry wolf pursues 
its prey. This, sir, is the character of the men 
who have endeavored to persecute me like a felon, 
and sought to hunt me down like a wild beast. 

Now, sir, were these creatures summoned to- 
gether blindfolded, and a man placed in front to 
shoot the most consummate villain of the party, 
I venture to say that there is nota man among 
them that would be found standing after the crack 
of the gun; for, as the old adage runs, “a guilty 
conscience needs no accuser.”” 

Mr. Chairman, words are inadequate to express 
my contempt of such men, and in the language 
of another, ** There should be placed in the hands 
of every honest man a whip, to lash such rascals 
naked through the world.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, I shall take occasion at some 
future time to allude to the gross misrepresenta-~ 
tions which have been made in my absence from 
my seat, upon a bill I had the honor to introduce 


‘in this House, viz: a “ bill to expedite the issu- 


ing of patents to confirmed lands in California.” 
‘The manner in which this bill has been defeated 
during my absence, I hardly think, when prop- 
erly understood, will mect the sanction or appro- 
val of any gentleman who holds in high estima- 
tion an independent or exalted course of conduct. 
But more of this hereafter. ‘* Questions of mo- 
ment require deliberate answer,” and my time 
has expired. 

The bill was then read by clauses for mend- 
ment. 

Mr. GROW. Doesthe paragraph “ Forcom- 
pensation and mileage of members of the House 
of Representatives and Delegates from Territo- 
ries, $365,048,”’ include the pay of the members 
of the Legislative Assembly of Kansas? 

Mr. PHELPS. It includes exactly what it 
says it does. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. It does not in- 
clude the pay of those members of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I am instructed by the 


| Committee of Ways and Means to offer the fol- 


lowing amendment: 


In the paragraph for salaries for officers of the House of 
Representatives, insert as follows : 

Clerk to the Committee of Ways and Means, $1,800. 

And increase the appropriation from $77,646 to $79,446. 


the sale of his Divine Master. 

To say that I feel complimented by the lying 
abuse of such double traitors to the laws and 
Constitution, is no vain or idle boast in me; for, 
sir, I glory in their hatred, and feel proud of 
their enmity. My character cannot be mildewed | 
by the gross misrepresentations of a set of cow- 
ardly scoundrels, who are using every means in 
their power to swindle their creditors at home; 
and when justice overtakes them, as it must ere 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I am instructed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to offer the 
following amendment: 


Strike out from line eighty-four to line one hundred and 
fourteen, and insert as follows : 

Pages 4, 5, and 6, strike out lines eighty-four to one hun- 
dred and fourteen, inclusive, and insert as follows: 

For binding documents, $125,000. e 

For furniture, repairs, and boxes for books, $15,000, 

For stationery, $15,000. 


. 
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For horses, carriages, and saddle horses, $5,000. 

For fuel, oil, and candles, $2,500, 

For newspapers, $12,506 

For engraving, electrotyping, and lithographing, $125,000. 
For Capitol police, $5,490. 

For miscellaneous items, $250,000, 

For pages and mail boys, $8,400. 

For folding documents, including pay of folders, folding 
aper, twine, aid paste, $40,000. 

for twenty-four copies of the Congressional Globe and 
Appendix foreach member and Delegate of the first session 
of the Thirty-Pourth Congress, $34,704. 

For binding twenty-four copies of the Congressional Globe 
and Appendix for each member and Delegate of the first 
session of the Thirty-Fourth Congress, $16,757 92, 

For twenty-four copies of the Congressional Globe and 
Appendix for each member and Delegate of the second ses- 
sion of the Thirty-Fourth Congress, $17,352. 

For binding twenty-four copies of the Congressional Globe 
and Appendix for each member and Delegate of the second 
session of the Thirty-Fourth Congress, $8,676. 

Forreporting and publishing the proceedings of the House 
of Representatives, $15,629, in addition to the unexpended 
balance of the appropriation contained in act approved 15th 
May, 1856, for the same purpose, prior to the Ist July, 1856. 

Tor clerks on land maps, clerks to committces, and teni- 

orary clerks in the oflice of the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives, $28,460. 

For one hundred copies of the Congressional Globe and 
Appendix, and for binding the same, for the first and second 
sessions of the Thirty-Fourth Congress, for the House Li- 
brary, $4,500. 

For furniture for committee-rooms in the south wing of 
the extension of the Capitol, $10,000. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will state to the Com- 
mittee that these changes in the bill originally 
reported by the Committee of Ways and Means 
have been rendered eye! by the amended 
estimate of the Clerk of the House, which gen- 
tlemen will find in document 133. 
item has been occasioned by 
furnish new members with books, adopted in the 
House of Representatives, July 7, 1856. 

Mr. HOUSTON. How much is added by 
that? f 

Mr. CAMPBELL. One hundred and eighty 
thousand dollars is the amount that has been 
added to the original bill by reason of that which 
is commonly known as the book resolution. 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama. Why do you not 


Bay so? 
Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 do say so; if the gen- 


tleman cannot hear me, let him draw nearer. 


p 


tleman will find that these items are all author- 
ized by law; and the Committee of Ways and 
Means unanimously agreed to report the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I cannot feel that it 
is right or proper, or in any way to be defended, 
to appropriate $250,000 in solido, under the head 
of “ miscellaneous.” I want the items of the 


appropriation specifically, as itis the duty of the | 


Committee of Ways and Means to furnish them. 
It is their duty to specify the items, and I think 
that duty ought to be performed. This head of 
« miscellaneous,’ for $250,000, is a vast cover. 
J call for the items; I desire to have them put 
down in the bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will allow me, I will refer him—as I have 
already done—to the printed document (No. 133) 
that was laid upon his desk some weeks since. 
IIe will find all the items there. 

Mr. SMITH. Allow me to say to the gentle- 
man from Ohio, that this is not the proper form in 
which to put it. I want to see the specifications 
of this appropriation. We know perfectly well 
that, where a miscellaneous head is adopted, it 
leaves the largest discretion to the executive offi- 
ccr. L want the specificitems. I want to keep 
from the executive officer as much discretion as 
possible, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the gentleman will al- 
low me to explain, I will say that, among other 
items, there is one of $31,000 for reporting 
speeches, a fair proportion of which were made 
by the gentleman himself. 

“Mr. SMITH. That gentleman has but poor 
memory, if he is not aware that I have spoken 
very little—not so much as 1 might have desired. 
I have made but one single speech, as a speech, 
this entire session; but the gentleman has spoken 
on every occasion, and has, I say, forgotten his 
duty to this House, by thrusting the negro ques- 
tion into almost every subject that came up for 
discussion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I call on the gentleman 
to inform me when I have thrust this question 
on the House. Specify when? . : 

Mr. SMITH. [hall take occasion to do it. 


The highest | 
the resolution to | 


i 
| 
1 


i 
i 
| 


i 
| 
! 


i that the increase in the tenth item is rendered 
| necessar 


l : Congress. 
{Laughter.] That is the highest item. The gen- |) 


| I understand, from the gentleman from Ohio, that 
: $180,000 is necessary to pay for books voted to 


; members, and $20,000 for mileage and per diem 
; of contestants for seats. 


| mittee of Ways and Means inform me what is 
! details of these estimates ? 


|| gent fund are sct forth in the estimates in detail, 
i; with the exception of $50,000, the details of which 


| out the resolution on that subject? 


The gentleman did it the other day on the Kan- 
sas bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, that was legiti- 
mately before the body; and whenever itis legiti- 
mately before the body I will discuss it. 

Mr. SMITH. - It isa question whether it was 
legitimately before the body; and I am only sur- 
prised that the gentleman from Ohio could assume 
that it was. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I rise to a question of 
order. Neither the gentleman from Ohio nor the 
gentleman from Virginia is discussing the ques- 
tion immediately before the House. I feel it to 
be due to myscif, to the House, and to the coun- 
try, at this late hour of the session, to call both 
these gentlemen to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that the point of order is well taken. 

Mr: ORR. Is it in order to move an amend- 


i ment to the amendment? 


The CHAIRMAN. It is inorder. 

Mr. ORR. I propose to offer two amendments. 
The first is, to reduce this item for miscellaneous 
matters from $250,000 down to $200,000. I un- 
derstand, from the chairman of the Committee of 


Ways and Means, that this item of $250,000 is || 
made up largely of the sum necessary to pay for |! 


and I see that $20,000 additional is accounted for 
as for per diem and mileage of candidates for 


| 
1 
| 


seats in the House during the present session of | 


Congress, making $200,000. Now, sir, I make 
this proposition to amend with a view of ascer- 
taining from the gentleman from Ohio how it is 
that this additional $50,000 is made up? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ifthe gentleman will refer 
to document No. 133— i 

Mr. ORR. Thatisthe document which I hold į 
in my hand. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. You will perceive there 


to pay outstanding bills. Twenty 
thousand dollars is estimated as the amount re- 
quired to pay the per diem and mileage of contest- 
ants for scatsin the House during the present 
There are various other items of a 
similar character. 

Mr. ORR. I have that information before me. 


Thatis $200,000. Now 
I desire the items for the remaining $50,000. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I will state to the gentle- 
man from South Carolina that the original esti- 
mates of the Clerk were presented at. the com- 
mencement of the session—very soon after the 
organization of the House. Since that time he 
has presented these amended estimates, which 
were made necessary in consequence of items 
which were not provided for in those estimates. 
Mr. ORR. Will the chairman of the Com- 


the number of the document which gives the | 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The items of the contin- 


are not set forth as usual in estimating for the 
contingent fund. 

Mr. ORR. Ido not object to this appropriation 
if itis needed; but | think the items should have 
been set forth. I think $250,000 is too large a 
sum to be placed at the discretion of the Clerk. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
practice of the House, as the gentleman very well 
knows, to make this appropriation of $50,000 


i for the contingent expenses of the House. ; 


Mr. ORR. Such an appropriation is usually | 
made, but I think not to the extent of $250,000. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. But there was a large 
deficiency provided for in the deficiency bill. 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee. I wish to ask the | 
gentleman from Ohio if this item under the head 
of ‘miscellaneous ” provides for the purchase 
of books? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. JONES. 


Tt docs. . 
How much is required to carry || 


Mr. CAMPBELL. One hundred and eighty | 


thousand dollars. i 


Mr. JONES. I think, if the gentleman wi 
look to the appropriation for the 
books made in the Twenty-Eighth 


ni 


ongress, he 


i the books under the book resolution—$180,000; |! 


It has been the uniform || 


| the amendment. 


urchase of || 
ll for the purchase of books, and the $20,000 for 


will find that the item is placed by itself in the 
appropriation bill, specifying for what, purpose it 
was intended [ think that is the proper’course 
to pursue, and I will move to reduce this appro- 
priation $180,000, and insert: ; cain 
For the purchase of books voted for ‘distribution 
| the new members of this House, $180,000. : 
| It will then conform to the uniform ‘practice of 
legislation upon. this subject. : 
Mr. CAMPBELL. _I will say this in. refer- 
ence to this amendment: it has been agreed upon, 


among 


|| after full examination of the estimates In ‘the 


Committee of Ways and Means. If the Com- 
mittee of the Whole see fit to amend it by setting 
out in detail all the estimates presented by the 
Clerk, I have no objection. The items in detail 
have been given in the estimates which form a 
public document, and go before the country as a 
| matter of course. f 
Mr. NICHOLS. As] understand it, there are 
$20,000 included in this item for paying the per 
diem and mileage of contestants. 1 would suggest 
i that this be taken out, and made an item by itself; 
then let the $180,000 for the books be made an 
| item by itself; and the balance ($50,000) be made 
an item by itself, under the head of “ miscella- 
neous.’ ` 
| Mr. HOUSTON. It has been usual for an 
; appropriation to be included in the miscellaneous 
‘items for the purpose. of paying the expenses 
j incident to these contested elections. I do not 
; think that appropriation has been separated into 
'an item by itself. I think the gentleman from 
! Ohio is under a mistake to some extent, when 
i he states that the amount of this miscellaneous 


|! item has generally been as high as $50,000. That 


‘item has usually been about $20,000. It may 
| have been as high sometimes as $30,000. Ido 
not remember that it has. But the Committee of 
; Ways and Means have, for the last four years, 
| always required the Clerk of the House to give 
| the items that were to make up that 920,000, or 
$30,000. We did not insert them in the bill, for 
‘the reason that they were of such a nature that 
they could not well be inserted in the bill; but I 
| remember distinctly that they have always re- 
i quired the Clerk to furnish them to the committee. 
The amendment to the amendment was not 
| agreed to. : 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I move to strike 
out ‘ $250,000,” and insert ‘$35,000,’ so that 
| the appropriation will be $35,000, what it was ori- 
| ginelly: Mr. Chairman, an unsophisticated man 
| would naturally inquire why it is necessary to 
appropriate so large a sum as $35,000 under the 
head of miscellaneous. Here we are providing 
for our own expenditures, and yet when we un- 
dertake to specify the appropriation we reach the 
i sum of ¢250,000. Why is it necessary to have 
so largeasumas that? If it is necessary to have 
i $180,000 for books, why not say $180,000 for 
books? If it is necessary to have an additional 
sum for contested seats, we know what that sum 
must be; and why not specify it? Why should 


' we not let the country know the character of the 
| expenditures that we authorize? I understand 


the gentleman from Alabama to say that ‘t miscel- 
lanecous items” is the head under which the ex- 
enditures for contested seats are to be found? 


i fe not this amount sufficient to cover it? I pre- 


sume there is no doubt of it. I move that the 
miscellaneous items be cut down to $35,000, be- 
cause I am satisfied that that is an ample sum. 
If further appropriation is necessary for other 
objects, let it be made; but let the object be spe- 


|i cified. As tothe report referred to by the gen- 


| tleman from Ohio, the country sees it not. They 
can have no knowledge of these particular items, 


il as they ought to have~-none whatever. 


Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I am opposed to 
I have an amendment which I 
think will satisfy gentlemen, and do justice to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and to this 
committee. I give notice that I shall offer it at 
the proper time. It is as follows: 

For the purchase of books for distribution among the new. 


ji members of this House, $180,000. 


For pay and mileage of contestants of seats in States and 


i Territories, $20,000. 


For miscellaneous items, $25,000. 
I think that it has been customary to make an 
f**miscellanéous, 


| riati head o 
i appropriation, under the hea: The $180,000 


to be applied to various purposes. 
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the: pay” n pave | 
- great: many contested-election cases in this Con- 


gress, and the appropriation consequent thereon | 


ig-somewhat extraordinary—will cover those two 
items; and $25,000, it seems to me, is sufficient 
to cover the miscellaneous items which could not 
be in the eye. of-the Committee of Ways and 
Means, so.as to set them out specifically. These 
expenses, at this session of Congress, have been 
extraordinary. Iam not willing that the miscel- 
laneous item shall be stricken from the bill. I 
think my amendment will satisfy gentlemen on 
both sides. f 

The question was taken on the amendment to 
the amendment; and it was disagreed to. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL, It is now four o’clock 
of the afternoon, and as gentlemen desire an 
evening session, I move that we take a recess 
until seven o’clock, p. m. 

Mr.CAMPBELL, I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw his motion until we get through with 
the particular appropriation now before us. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 1 will say to the gentle- 
man that that is one of the reasons for my motion. 
I want time to look into the matter. 

“Mr. CAMPBELL. The document on which 

it is based has been printed for weeks, and it is 
_ the gentleman’s own fault if he does not know 

everything in relation to the amendment. 

Mr. GROW. Let us understand the matter. 
Are we to do business to-night, or are we to 
meet for discussion on general topics? If the 
latter, then we ought to take up another bill on 
which debate has not been terminated. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that this 
bill be laid aside informally, and that the Com- 
mittee proceed to the consideration of the Navy 
appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question was then taken on Mr. H. Mar- 
SHALL’s motion, and it was agreed to; and the 
committee accordingly (at four o’clock) took a 
recess until seven o’clock, p. m. 


EVENING SESSION, 

The committee resumed its session at seven 
o’clock, (Mr. Haven in the chair,) the Navy 
appropriation bill being nominally under consid- 
eration. 

Mr. LUMPKIN spoke of the Black Republican 
party as being organized on sectional principles, 


and said its success would be the commencement |j 


of a revolution, for that party would conduct the 
Government in accordance with the views of the 
triumphant majority, and no southern man could 
accept office under it. He charged that the poli- 


ticians of that party intended to bring about a dis- |! 


ruption of the Union, and said to the rabid spirit 
D aUa Veny might be attributed the existing 
evils. 

Messrs. WADE and LETCHER severally 
made speeches on the slavery question, 


Mr. VALK addressed the committee upon gen- || 


eral politics, the presidential election, and the po- 
sition and pene of the American party. 
Mr. PELTON made a speech in favor of the 
refunding of duties on goods destroyed while in 
peu original and unbroken packages as im- 
ported. 
_Mr.PETTIT argued that, in establishing ter- 
ritorial governments, Congress had uniformly, 
up to the passage of the ‘Nebraska bill, estab- 
lished conditions and obligations, preventing 
every struggle of passion and interest in their 
settlement, and es ecially on the subject of 
slavery; that the principle began under the Con- 
federation, and had been maintained since, in 
all instances, and by every department of the 
Government, under the Constitution—that the 
Missouri compromise was such a provision, 
having for its object not more the establishment 
of the public peace then, than of the peaceful 
settlement of that part of Louisiana acquired 
from France, north of 260 30, 
come to be occupied; that the Nebraska bill was 
the first infraction of that practice, but less excus- 
able, because, in repealing that compromise, it 
destroyed not merely a law, but the agreed and 


pledged faith of the States that promised perma- || 


hence to it, and gave it character and respect as 
a measure of peace; and that to restore it, would 
end all present angry passions, and bring back 
confidence, peace, and happiness. He contended 


of contestants—and there have been ay, : 
‘had opened Kansas and Nebraska as fields of | 
contest for angry passions and interests, the Pres- | 


when it should | P 


that after. the repeal of the Missouri restriction 


ident had overstepped official duty, became a 
„partizan of the extension of slavery, and lent the 
influence of his administration, either by active 
interference and direct influence, or, where that 
‘interest was served better by abstaining, when 
bound by duty, from acting to maintain law and 
order in the Territories. - 

| Mr. RUFFIN addressed the committee on the 
presidential question. 

The speeches of the above named gentlemen are 
withheld for revision, and will be published in the 
Appendix. 

Ar. BROOM took the floor. 

Several members then obtained permission of 
| the Committee to publish their speeches in case 
they should be deprived of an opportunity of 
| delivering them by a cessation of the evening ses- 
sions for general debate. 

Mr. BROOM, I will take occasion to say that 
| my purpose is to address the Committee on the 
| state of the Union—a matter, taken in its legiti- 
mate sense, requiring emphatically the considera- 
tion of the American people. I will not ask per- 
mission to le my remarks, in case no oppor- 
tunity shall be afforded me to make them here, 
but I will observe that I shall avail myself of the 
stump pretty generally for the expression of my 
views between this and the presidential election. 
I now move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
| Sothe committee rose; and Mr. Lercnen having 
taken the chair ag Speaker pro tempore, Mr. 
Haven reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the State of the Union had had the Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly 
the Navy appropriation bill, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Haven, (at a 


| 


journed until Monday, at eleven o’clock,a, m, 


IN SENATE. 
Monnay, August 4, 1856, 
Prayer by the Rev. Henry C. Drax. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. STUART presented a petition of citizens 
of Kalamazoo, Michigan, praying for the admis- 
| sion of Kansas into the Union as a State with the 
Topeka constitution; which was ordered to lie on 
i the table.. 

Mr. BROWN presented the memorial of the 
i| Young Men’s Christian Association in the city 
of Washington, praying that a chaplain may be 
‘appointed for the jail in that city; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of 
! Columbia. 
Mr. WELLER presented a petition of citizens 
| of Marion county, California, praying for the 
i establishment of a mail route from Petaluma to 
| Tomales, in that State; which was referred to the 
i Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
i Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented five petitions 
| of citizens of Iowa, praying for the establish- 
ment of a mail route from Dyersville to Decorah, 
in that State, and a petition of citizens of Taylor 
| county, Iowa, praying for the establishment of a 
mail route from Philo to Bedford, in lowa; which 
| were referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
; and Post Roads. 

Mr. IVERSON presented the petition of Mar- 
garet McClure, widow of John McClure, a revo- 
lutionary soldier, praying to beallowed a pensiox; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK presented a petition of 
ji the printers of the Senate and House of Repre- 
|| sentatives during the last and present Congress, 
| praying for the payment of certain moneys equi- 
| tably due to them for public printing, and withheld 
' from them by the accounting officers; which was 
| referred to the Committee on Printing. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. SEBASTIAN, it was 


Ordered, That the Commitiee on Indian Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of 
James Taylor, heir of James Bigbey, and that he have leave 
10 withdraw his petition and papers. 


ü 


quarter after ten o’clock, p. m.,) the House ad- | 


H 


On motion of Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 


Ordered That the petition and papers of Ephraim. Hunt 
be withdrawn from the tiles of the Senate, and that they be 
referred to the Committee on Claims. : 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
424) for continuing the improvement of the har- 
bor of Providence, Rhode. Island, reported it 
without amendment. i 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the memo- 


| rial of Charles A. Kinkead, submitted a report, 


accompanied by a bill (S. No. 425) for the relief 
of Livingston, Kinkead & Co.; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading. 


BIRD ISLAND. 


Mr. SEWARD submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested, if in his opinion compatible with the public inter- 
est, to communicate to the Senate the correspondence of 
the Department, touching the claiin of Philo 8. Shelton, 
to Aves or Bird Island, in the Caribbean Sea. 


TREASON IN KANSAS. 


Mr. WILSON submitted the following resolu- 
tion, and asked for its immediate consideration: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to report forthwith a resolution authorizing the 
President of the United States to direct the district attorney 
of the ‘Territory of Kansas to enter a nolle prosegui on each 
of the indictments against Charles Robinson, G. W. Smith, 


|G. Jenkins, John Brown, Jr., H. H. Williams, G. Brown, 
| and G. W. Deitzler, for treason against the United States. 


Mr, BROWN objected to the consideration of 
the resolution, and it lics over under the rule. 


CONQUEST OF CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. I submit 
the following resolution: ` 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re 
quested to furnish this body with copes of the dispatches 
from Commodore Stockton in 1846, forwarded by Mr. 
Christopher Carson, giving an account of his operations in 
California. 

Also, if in the possession of the Government, any dis- 
patches or history from Messrs, W. B. Ide, John Grigsby, 
and Samuel Nash, relative to the declaration of independ- 


| ence, and the hoisting of the bear flag in California, pre 


viously to the arrival of Commodore Sloat on that station. 


I move that the resolution be printed; and I 
shall be very much obliged to the Senate if they 
will to-morrow give me an opportunity of making 
some remarks on the subject embraced in the res- 
olution. 

The resolution was ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Barcuay, their Clerk, announced the 
passage of the following Senate bills: 


An act for the relief of Joseph Hill; 

An act for the relief of Richard Albritton; 

An act for the relief of Randall D. Livingston; 
An act for the relief of Cephise Piscros, widow 


| of Louis Labranche, of the parish of St. Charles, 
(and State of Louisiana; 


An act to confirm Joseph Wandestrand in his 
title to certain lands; and i 

An act for the improvement of the navigation 
of the Patapsco river, and to render the port of 
Baltimore accessible to the war vessels of the 
United States. 


REFERENCE OF HOUSE BILLS. 


The message also announced that they had 

assed the following House bills and joint reso- 
ation; which were read twice by their ttles, and 
referred as indicated below: 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of Mrs. Magdalena Broutin, widow 
of De la Rondes—to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 


| resentatives of Ignacio Delino—to the Committee 


on Private Land Claims. sy 

A bill to confirm the title of Ruhama Whitaker 
and Rebecca Whitaker to certain lands in the 
State of Louisiana—to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of Bernard Hemkin—to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
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resentatives of Lewis Reggio—to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, 

A bill to extend the rights granted by the act 
approved 7th of January, 1853, entitled “An act 
authorizing certain soldiers of the late war with 


Great Britain to surrender the bounty lands | 


drawn by them, and to locate others in lieu thereof 
—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

A bill to confirm to certain persons therein 
named their titles to certain Jots in Prairie du 
Chien, Wisconsin—to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

A bill for the relief of Talbot C. Dousman—to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

A bill for the relief of Napoleon B. Gill, of 
Perry county, Missouri, and for other purposes 
—-to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

A bill for the relief of Benjamin La Fonte, Wil- 


liam Altenburg, and others—to the Committee 


S 


on Private Land Claims. 

A bill for the relief of Bridget Maher—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A joint resolution to pay the pension due Pa- 
melia Slavin, late the wife of John Blue, deceased, 
to her administrator—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

The message also announced a bill making ap- 
propriations for fortifications and other works of 
defense, and for repairs of barracks and quarters 
for the year ending June 30, 1857; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


IMPROVEMENTS ON THE LAKES. 


On motion of Mr. PUGH, the Senate pro- 
cecded to the consideration of the following reso- 
lution, submitted by him on the 24th July: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the 
Senate whether any general survey or other examination 
has ever been made of the shores and islands of Lakes Su- 
perior, Michigaw, Huron, St. Clair, Erie, Ontario, and 
Champlain, with a view to the location and erection of 
Hght-houses, buoys, harbors of refuge, or other improve- 
ments for the protection of vessels engaged in the naviga- 
tion of those waters, and, if so, to connnunicate the results 
of such survey or other examination. 

That the President be requested to communicate, also, 
whatever information can be derived from any of the De- 
partments in reference to the following points: 

J. The number and general description of the vessels en- 
gaged in the navigation of each lakes the number of pas- 
sengers and valne of the property so transported, year by 
year, for the last eleven years; and the amount of duties 
paid at each port during the same period, or which would 
bave been payable but for the provisions of the tate treaty 
of reciprocity with the British American possessions. 

2. The number and location of the light-honses, buoys, 
harbors, and other improvements, established by the Gov- 
ernment of the United Sunes, and the amount expended 
for cach improvement (with the particular charges of ex- 
penditure) during the last eleven years. 

That the President be requested to inform the Senate, 
also, what additional improvements (whether light-houses, 
buoys, harbors of refuge, or of any other description) are 
ary, in his opinion, to protect the navigation of the 
ss above-mentioned 3 at what places they ought to be 
erected 5 and, as far asp bie, what should be the partie- 
ular description and expense of each improvement. 

o Whether, in case the authorities or citizens of 
any locality, upon either of the said lakes, should under- 
take, or have undertaken, the erection of a harbor for com- 
mercial purposes, what proportion of the whole expense 
the Government of the United States onght to pay, in his 
opinion, for the est ment and maintenance of such 
harbor as a harbor of refuge and Hkew by reason of 
the pretection thereby afforded to the ve and property 


of tae Government, or with a view to the inercase of the j 
‘public revenue. 


And also whether itis practicable, and, in his opinion, 
expedient, to reserve, amually, a proportion of the duties 


levied, or chargeuble, at each port of coliection upon the ; 


said lakes, the same to be expended by the Government, or 
by the local authorities, for the protection and improvement 
of commerce at each of such ports; and, if so, what pro- 
portion of duties ought to be reserved. 

Mr. PUGH. My only purpose is to derive 
information by which we can legislate under- 


standingly upon the subject which has been so |! 
1 hope, therefore, |: 


much debated here of late. 
there will be no objection to the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. BIGLER. Does the Senator expect to 
get thar information for the use of Congress at 
the present session? 

Mr. PUGH. No,sir; I presume it will not be 
here before the beginning of the next session; 
but still I deem it important. 

The resolution was adopted. 


THOMAS CROWN. 


Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred a bill communi- 


cated to the Senate by the Court of Claims, the |! E l the. ; 
i not; but, if the discussion is to go on, I desire to ; 


28th of July, for the relief of Thomas Crown, 
with the opinion of the court in the case, reported 


it without amendment, and submitted a report; 
which was ordered to be printed. : 


the court have allowed him half that sum. 


imous in favor of it. 

| pat on its passage at the present time. 

By unanimous consent the bill was read twice, 

| and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
Tt proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 

| ury to pay to Thomas Crown $3,500 in full for 

the sum to which he is entitled, under a contract 


i| delivery of bricks to be used for the fartifications 

in Oak Island, Cape Fear river, North Carolina. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 

amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading,.read a third time, and passed. 
RICHARD W. THOMPSON. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Task to have takenup the 


! bil (S. No. 146) which was left as the unfinished 
| business of the morning hour some days since, 


! paying pensions. 
ii Mr. BRIGHT. I move to take up the case 
left as the unfinished business of Friday evening, 


W. Thompson. 

| Mr. TRUMBULL, I hope not. The bill 
į to provide for paying pension agents was consid- 
| ered in the morning hour a few days since, and 
| postponed, with the understanding that it was to 
comeupthe nextday. Onthe nextday the Senate 
thought proper to go into executive session in the 


getitup. I hope the Senator from Indiana will 
allow that bill to be disposed of now. 

Mr. BRIGHT. ‘That will necessarily lead 
toa very extended debate. The reportto which 
I refer is the unfinished business of Friday, and it 
is expected, I believe, to dispose of it during the 
morning hour. I think wecan do so. I trust the 
Senator will not press his bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suppose the bill to which 
I refer has precedence. It is very certain that 
the matter which was up on Friday is one about 
which there is considerable feeling, and it cannot 
be disposed of very soon. 

Mr. BRIGHT. ‘There will be a proposition 
not to debate the subject at all. 
able we may dispose of it without debate. 

,. The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WELLER 
| in the chair.) 'The report to which the Senator 
| from Indiana alludes has precedence, being the 
unfinished business at the last adjournment of 
the Senate. The bill to which the Senator from 
| Illinois refers has been up and postponed. The 
| question is on proceeding to the consideration 
| of the report of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
j onthe claimof Richard W.Thompson against the 
li Menomonee Indians. 

| The motion was agreed to. 

|| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending 
‘| motion is to recommit the report with the instruc- 
tions moved by the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. 
SEBASTIAN. ] 

Mr. BROWN. 
|| Mr. TOOMBS. Allow me to move an amend- 
l ment at the end of the report, in order that the 
[l question may be settled by a vote of the Senate. 
| 


My. President: 


| It meets the concurrence of a majority of the 
|i Committee on Indian Affairs, and it is: 


Resolved, 


aid Richard W. Thompson is, in the opinion of 


that the 


ate, entiti t 
venth section of the civil and diplomatic appro- 


the Se: 
twenty-s il 
priation act, approved March 3, 1855. 


: Senate. 


i views on the subject. Ihave no disposition to 

trespass on the time of the Senate. 1 believe 
almost every Senator, perhaps every one, has 
i made up his mind as to how he is going to vote. 
| If, therefore, it be the sense of the Senate to take 


| to agree to that course. ; : 
feel disposed to debate the question further, I do 


| be heard. . 


Mr. BRODHEAD. The Senate last year i 
passed a bill allowing this claimant $6,000, and | 
The : 
opinion of the. court was unanimous, and the | 
opinion of the Committee on Claims is also unan- | 
I ask that the bill may be | 


{i made by him on the 16th of March, 1826, for the | 


i 
i 
providing for the compensation of the agents for | 


which is the report from the Committee on In- ! 
| dian Affairs in relation to the claim of Richard į 


morning hour, and there was no opportunity toi 


I think it prob- | 


Thatihe Senate agree to the above report, and | 


i to be paid the sum appropriated in the | 


Mr. BROWN. When the Senate adjourned on |) 


| 
f 

i 

| 

i : ? . | 
i That brings the question directly befove the | 
| 

| . 

i Friday evening, I was in the act of delivering my į 
t 

j 

i 

l 


| _fa 

il the vote without further discussion, Eam willing : 
i H other Senators do not ; 
i 


as to one point, to which I wish to cali the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Mississippi. It is stated 
by one of the Senators that there was a law pro~ 
hibiting any contract between individtals and the 
Indians. It is denied on one side. I should hike 
to see the law which itis sard was- prior to the 
execution of this contract between Thompson 
and the Indians. : = 

Mr. BROWN. My understanding is, though 
I have not the authorities with me, that there 
was an act of Congress passed, amounting ‘to 
something like what the Senator says; but it 
was passed subsequent to entering into this con- 
tract. ‘The contract in this case was made in the 
|| Indian Office, in the presence of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, received his sanction, and, ac- 
cording to the report of the Commissioner, re- 
ceived the sanction of the Interior Department, 
not as now organized, but as it was then. If 
there had been any law prohibiting such éontracta 
at that time, as a matter of course that could 
not have occurred. i 

I suppose, Mr. President, that we shall hardly 
have the assent of the Senators on the other side 
ji to stop the discussion at this point. If they say 
so, however, E desire to know it before I open 
the discussion, or say anything which by. possi- 
bility shall provoke remark on the other side; 
for I am really desirous of disposing of the ques- 
tion as sogn as possible-—more so than to discuss 
it. If I receive no answer, | shall assume that 
we are to have no further discussion. 

Mr. PUGH. As far as I am concerned, I cer- 
tainly wish to be heard in opposition to this 
claim, especially in opposition to the statement 
last made by the Senator from Mississippi, that 
this contract was ever made in the Indian Office, 
or even approved or recognized in any shape or 
|| form. ; 

Mr. BROWN. [If the Senator contradicts that 
in the outset, it shall be the first point which I 
will settle, 
|| Mr. PUGH. I admit that the general power 
of attorney was acknowledged in the presence of 
the acting Commissioner of Indian Affairs; but that 
there was any stipulation for compensation ever 
made in his presence, or with his consent, I am 
bound to deny. . 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, my friend from 
Ohio is a lawyer. If he receives my power of 
i| attorney to execute legal business for me, does it 
not follow, as a matter of course, that he is to be 
paid for his services? I hold in my hand the 
power of attorney. It empowers Mr. Thompson, 
as an attorney, to transact the business of these 
Indians, speaking of him as an attorney: 

“ Now, therefore, we, the undersigned, chiefs, bead men, 
and warriors of said tribe, constituting u deputation from 
said tribe, now in the city of Washington, do hereby con- 
stitute and appoint Richard W. Thompson our trae and 
lawful attorney, and the true and lawful attorney of said 
tribe, to act for and in the name of said tribe, in the prose- 
cution of said claim for additional compensation against the 
United States.” 

Is it to be presumed that counsel thus empow- 
ered to act as attorney in the ‘prosecution of a 
large claim against the Government, was going to 
| do it for nothing? It is true that the amount of 
compensation is not stipulated in the power of 
attorney; but the paper from which I have read, 
was done in the Indian Office on the 9th of Sep- 
tember, 1850, and is attested by A. S. Loughry, 
acting Commissioner, and signed in his official 
[| capacity as such. Then here is a second power 
|| of attorney more numerously signed to the same 
f effect, after the delegation had gone home. 

1 
i 
f 


| Mr. BIGGS. I have not made up my mind 


The next point inthe caseis inthe matter of 
compensation. Now, I desire to show to my 
i friend from Ohio how it was managed. I read 
| from an “agreement between Mcnomonce In- 
dians and Richard W. Thompson:” 


i 
it 
fi “And whereas, the said power of attorney has been fully 
| 


made known and explained to us, and has this day been 
ratified and confirmed ty us, now, therefore, we, the under- 
signed chiefs, head men, and warriors of the said Menomio- 
| nee nation, in common council assembled, at Lake Powaw- 
| hay-kon-uay,im said nation, do hereby, for ourselves and 
| our suid nation, agree and covenant wilh our said artorney, 
| Richard W. Thompson, that he. shall have and receive as 
compensation for the services he has rendered and shail 
icreafter render our said nation in the prosecution of said 

aim, thirty-three and one third per cent., or one ibird part 
of whatsoever sim may be allowed us by the United States 
: virtue thereof, but with the express understanding that 
nothing is allowed our nation on said claim, cour said 
i] attorney shall receive no compensation whatever irom our 
il said nation.” s 
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«& And we, the chiefs, head men, and warriors aforesaid, 
‘with the full dnd free consent of our nation, do hereby au- 
thorize and request: our great father, the President of the 
United States, to cause to be paid to our said attorney, 
Richard W. ‘Thompson, the aforesaid thirty-three and one 
third per cent, or one third part of whatever additional sum 
may be allowed our said nation over and above the sum 
provided for:by the treaty of 1848, and that he cause the 
same to be paid him at the Tfeasury of the United States, 
in the city of Washington, and out of the first money appro- 
priated by virtue of any arrangement that may be made for 
the payment of our said claim. And we do hereby, for our- 
selves and. our said nation, authorize and empower our 
said attorney to execute the necessary receipt upon the 
payment of said money tohim ; and we do hereby ratify and 
confirm the same.” 


This paper is dated: ‘ Done in common council 
of the Menomonee nation, on the 15th day of 
February, 1851, and at Lake Powaw-hay-kon- 
nay, in said nation, in the State of Wisconsin.’’ 

T aubposa, therefore, there can be no doubt of 
the employment. Now, I state, on my veracity, 
what the documents show, without detaining the 
Senate to prove it by reading them, that when 
Thompson was called on to fix a compensation 
he declined, and told the Indians to go home, and 
settle that in their own council. That is proven, 
not.by the statement of Thompson, but by the 
statement of disinterested parties. They did in 
council agree to fix his compensation at thirty- 
three and one third per cent., and executed this 
second power of attorney in the nation when 
Thompson was not present, but in the presence 
of witnesses whose names are here signed to it. 

Mr. President, my friend from Indiana suggests 
to me that the discussion of this subject but delays 
time. Lam not desirous at all of being heard, 
and I therefore yicld the floor. I may be com- 
pelled, on account of the position that gentlemen 
take in the debate, to resume it, but I hope not. 
1 hope we shall confine the discussion to the points 
involved in the controversy, if the discussion must 
go on, and get a vote as soon as possible. 

Mr, PUGH. I desire to speak on this question, 
but I did not expect thatit would come up to-day, 
and am not prepared to proceed, as I have not my 
copy of the documents here. Unless some other 
Senator wishes to be heard, Lask that the matter 
lic over until to-morrow. 

Mr. BROWN. Lhope it Will not be postponed; 
I trust it will be settled at once, 

Mr. BRIGHT. The question has been here 
for two years, 

Mr. PUGH. [did not expeet the question to 
come up here to-day. It being heard on private 
bill day I supposed it would come on next Friday. 
I move that it be postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. BROWN. I beg to remind Senators that 
it did not come up as a private claim, but it cume 
up on a motion, and was left as the unfinished 
business of Friday last. 

Mr. PUGH. It came up on the suggestion 
that it was a private claim, and germane to that 
day’s business. 

The motion to postpone was not agreed to. 

Mr, STUART. Mr. President, I wish to call 
the attention of the Senate, before the question is 
acted upon, to the opinion expressed by the Sen- 
tor from Georgia the other day. I inquired, when 
this question was first called up, for a statement 
of the grounds for concurring In the report of the 
committee, and what was the opinion of the com- 
mittee on the question as it stood. The answer 
of the Senator from Georgia representing that 
committee was given. I want to call the attention 
of the Senate to it. It is: 

“Mr. Prarr. Allow me to ask the Senator from Georgia 
what will be the effect of discharging the committee? Will 
it not be that we shall pay ;000 to the applicant ? 

“Mr. Toomss. ‘The effect will be to enlorce the exist- 
ing law. Ido not know what the exact amount of the 
claimis; but the question referred to the conunittee was 
whether any further legislation was necess ry in regard to 
it? Alaw was passed on the subject year. On our 
examination, we deemed no further legislation necessary. 
Lf the Senate concur with the committee, the existing law 
which was passed at the last session, will stand without 
further action of the two Houses of Congress. That is all. 

“Mr. UNTER. I would ask whether, in regard to that 
law, some such point as this was not raised: That the law 
as it was passed was different from the law as printed and 
published, in consequence of some mistake 
of the bill? 

“Mr. Toomss. That question did not arise in the set- 
Uement of the case. ‘The law was treated by the Presi- 
dent and the Department as though there was no omission. 
‘here was a clause omitted in the enrollment, but it was 
treated as though it were there. 

Mr. Honrer. I think the subject had better lie over 


„until it can be examined. 


“Mr. Toombs. I hope not. It was called up and laid 
Over at the instance of one or two Senators two weeks ago, 


in the enrolling | 


ji 
i 
| | for both sides have agreed to treat it as if it were there.” 
| 


ji 


and it is important to the parties that it should be settled, 
The Senator has had ample time to eaamine it, if he had 
given his attention to it, for the report was made nearly a 
fortnight ago—certainiy ten days ago. 

s¢Mr. Wetter. It was laid over, I believe, at my re- 
quest, two weeks ago.. [have looked into the matter, and 
have become satisfied that there ought to be no objection to 
discharging the committee, and leaving the legislation to- 
stand precisely where it was. That I understand to be the 
effeet of discharging the committee. 

“Mr. Toomss. That is precisely the effect. n 

4 Mr. SruarT. I wish Senators to understand this ques- 
tion.. It is a case with the facts-of which I am familiar. 
‘The Senate last year adopted an amendment by which they 
authorized about forty-two thousand dollars, if T recollect 
aright, to be paid to Mr. Thompson for certain services 
rendered to the Menomonee Indians. That amendment 
was sent to the House, and they attached to it an amend- 
ment substantially declaring, ‘on condition that the Meno- 
monee Indians themselves, at a council, shall agrée that 
this money He paid.’ These amendments were made to a 
general appropriation bill. A committee of conference was 
appomted, and the committee agreed to the amendment 
of the House to the Senate amendment. When the bill 
was enrolled and printed, the House condition was not 
found in it, and is not in the printed law. 

‘ Mr. Toomas. That is so. 

“Mr, Sruart. The President, however, after taking 
the opinion of the Attorney General, I believe, decided 
that the law should be considered as if the House condition 
was in it, being satisfied that it was left out by a mere 
omission. The subject was submitted to the Menomonee 
Indians, and they rejected the claim. I have not had an 
opportunity to look into the report. Ido not know that it 
is printed; Ido not know what it is. 

‘Mr. WELLER. Itis simply to discharge the committee. 

t Mr. Sruarr. Butt wish to understand its effect. If 
the effect will be to leave the law as it stands upon the 
| statute-book, and pay the $42.000, although the Indians have 
unanimously rejected it, i should be inclined to think that 
it would be very improper to discharge the committee. The 
action of the executive department in administering this 
law has been to treat it as if the bill were correctly printed 
as it actually passed Congress. If the effect of discharging 
this committee will be to compet the Government to pay the 
money, notwithstanding the opinion of Congress as ex- 
pressed, ang the opinion of the {ndians is against it, 1 think 
the committee should not be discharged. ‘The Senator 
from Georgia can of course say what he understands to be 
the effect of it. 

“Mr. Toomns. The statements of the Senator from 
Michigan are accurate, except the last, which is a very 
important point. There lies the conflict. Jt is alleged on 
i the part of the caimant, (and this is the controversy before 

the President,) thatthe Indians have assented to the elaim, 
j; and that the dissent subsequently procured by the Com- 
i missioner of Indian Affairs was improper. 
: the discharge will be to leave the matter exactly where it 
! was, for the President and the head of the Department to 
determine whether this assent was given, or was the inten- 
i tion of the parties, according to the admission on all sides. 
| Mr. Sruarv. How do the Senator and the committee 
; understand it to leave the law? 
| is printed, or as it passed ? 
| Mr. Tooaus. The Government and the party agree 
| that the consent of the Indians was required in order to 


Will it be construed as it 


dispute. The committee propose to leave it where it be- 
Jongs---with the President in the execution of the law. 


|! The amendment alluded to is considered as part of the law, 
| 

| 
{ There is the report of the committee as made 
; by the honorable Senator from Georgia. He 
| communicated that report to the Senate, and yet į 
here comes in this morning a proposition for the 
| Senate to resolve that this money shall be paid, 
Now, sir, I confess it has been a little difficult | 
, for me to understand what was the opinion of | 
the committee. [ have inquired three or four times 
about it; and after the severe commentary which | 
| the Senator from Georgia administered to the Com- | 
; mittee on Commerce the other day, I supposed | 
the committees which he represented would make 


Here, as I have just read to the Senate, the organ 
_ of the committee stated that the effect of the ac- 


! would be to leave the law as agreed upon by the 
i executive department and the claimant, to treat 
! the case as if the amendment of the House was 
| a part of the law, and to simply leave it an open 
| question whether the Indians had consented, ac- 
| cording to the terms of the Jaw, or not. Now 
| we have a proposition from the same committee 
| this morning, that the Senate shall resolve that 
' the claimant is entitled to the money, taking the 
| question out of the hands of the executive de- 
| partment, where the committee reported, in the 
_first place, through the Senator from Georgia, 
| that it belonged, taking charge of it by the Sen- 
| ate of the United States, and the Senate, as one 
| branch of the law-making power, resolving what 
Í the construction of a law is. To my mind that 
| is a most remarkable proceeding. 

_ Mr. President, it seems to me that a single | 
| inquiry, fairly instituted and fairly answered; 


The effect of |: 


obtain the money. That consent has been the point of i 


| hands of the President? 


everything so plain in their reports that there |) 
would be no difficulty in understanding them. |: 


| tion of that committee, if adopted by the Senate, |i 


this law with an amendment attached to it requir- 

ing the assent of the Indians? That must be 

answered in the affirmative, for the proof is con- 

clusive that the two Houses of Congress did so 
ass it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. If the Senator will allow me, 
Iwill answer him. They did so, and the assent 
of the Indians is here present, in the most un- 
qualified form. 

Mr. STUART. I shall answer that. I want 
to state this case as it seems to me to stand on 
the report. I ask, did Congress pass the law 
i ` . . 

i with the proviso attached to it? So far as the 
! two Houses are concerned, the answer is conclu- 
| sive on all hands,—they did. Is that proviso a 
| part of the law as itis printed? ‘The answer is 
| 
1 
| 
{ 


equally conclusive, and agreed to by all, that it is 
not. Do the Committee on Indian Affairs agree 
that that law is to be construed as if the proviso 
were init? The answer of that committee is, that 
they do not. Then, sir, it follows conclusively 
that legislation is necessary. If the Indian Com- 
mittee of the Senate this day be right in saying 
that the law is to be construed as it is on the 
statute-book, and not as Congress passed it, it 
| becomes Congress to place its action where it put 
| it at the last session, and legislation is necessary 
to place upon the statute-book the proviso that 
was put there by both Houses of Congress at 
: the last session. 

I do not know how this is to be answered. I 
do not know how the Committee on Indian 
Affairs propose to answerit. As I understood 
the Senator from Georgia at first, as ] have read 
his statement from the paper as it is reported, 
the action of the committee was entirely con- 
i sistent, because he stated that his committee re- 
i garded the law as if the proviso were init; that 
| the President had so regarded it; that the claim- 
ant had so regarded it; and it left simply the 
| question of fact open, whether the assent was or 
| was notgiven, and that that was a question prop- 
| erly belonging to the executive department—to 
| the President. That was the opinion of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs then, and that was 
consistent with their report that no legislation 
was necessary; but, if I understand the opinion 
of the committee now, asexpressed on thisamend- 
į Ment, it is utterly inconsistent. It now proposes 
to declare that no further legislation is necessary, 
and that the money shall be paid. 

These things are not explained to my mind, 
' and I confess theyare notexplainableatall. Now, 


i by what authority does the Senate of the United 
States undertake to determine what shall be done 
‘under a law of Congress? Does the Constitution 
confer upon the Senate the power to execute the 

laws, or does it in terms place that power in the 
By what authority does 
the Senate undertake to resolve what is the duty 


_ of the executive department? Can the Senate pay 
‘the money? The payment of the money in the 
; execution of the law isa duty, Isay, devolved by 
|, the Constitution on the executive department, 


and it devolves on that department tosay whether, 


| as the law stands, the payment can fairly be made. 


This is a question of fact to be determined by that 
department. With what propriety is the Senate 
: now going to interpose by adopting this amend-' 


i ment, and determine when the money shall be 
paid? Iconfess that itastonishes me. It is in- 
; comprehensible. It seems to me to be not only 
not justified by the facts in this case, but to bea 
i most flagrant violation of the Constitution of the 
| United States. Why, sir, suppose that the House 
of Representatives of the United States should 
i resolve that the President, under a law of Con- 
! gress, should pay money: we should soon do 
away with the necessity of a President. 

I have no desire to consume the time of the 
: Senate, but I object to this matter being pushed 
up at every vacant moment, and to our being 
told, by inference—I confess notin language—that 
it is all fixed so that the Senate can vote it, and 
i we are very much in the way in not permitting 1t 
i to be voted. Sir, desire the subject to be under- 
: stood; and, more than that, if any action of the 
Senate, or anyaction of Congress, is going to 
result in the payment of this money without the 
: consent of the Indians, let us pay where we have 
aright to pay—out of the moneys of the United 
States. Do not let us assume to take the money 
:of the Indians without their consent, to pay 


į determines this question. Did Congress pass {i it over to any claimant. If the Senate to-day is 


1856. 


question, that the consent has been given. The 
Treasury Department of the United States have 
determined that the consent was not given, and 
they have refused to pay the money on that ac- 
count. There iswhere under the law has been 
placed the payment. There is where we placed it 
at the request of the claimant himself. He ob- 
jected to the Interior Department, and the inter- 
vention of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs; 
and Congress, in my judgment—it is only my 
opinion—made a wide step in behalf of this party 
when they took the treating of the Indian affairs 
of the country away from the Interior Department 
where it properly belonged, and, to gratify this 
claimant, put it into the hands of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. That was a wide stride in 
favor of obliging him. Having done that, and 
the Treasury Department having treated it as the 
law directed, having submitted the question to the 
Indians, the Indians, as the agent agreed upon 
by the Government and claimant reported, unan- 
imously rejected it. ‘The Department have refused 
to make the payment upon that ground. For 
what reason are we now called upon to resolve 
that this money shall be paid by a mere resolu- 
iton—not by a joint resolution, not by a resolu- 
tion requiring the action of the House of Repre- 
resentatives and the President, but a mere reso- 
lution of the Senate overriding and overruling the 
President and the Secretary of the Treasury in 
their action on this case, and resolving here that 
they are all wrong, and that this money shall be 
aid ? 

i What sort of respect do you think they will 
pay to your resolution supposing you should 
pass it? Suppose the Senate of the United States 
should resolve that the President shall pay the 
money. I understand our power to make these 
resolves to be limited to our own contingentfund. 
We may pay appropriately out of our own con- 
tingent fund by our own resolution; but if the 
money is to be taken from the Treasury, the 
Constitution says it shall only be done by appro- 
priations made by law; and who is to determine 
whether the laws require an appropriation or 
not? That same sacred instrument devolves that 
duty on the President of the United States. Here 
we stand on this 4th day of August, 1856, about 
to resolve for the President what his duty is! I 
think we ought to pause before we do that. I 
think it is beyond our power; and I must say that, 
in my humble judgment, the facts in the case do 
not warrant the resolution. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, I have one 
word of reply to the gentleman’s strictures on 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, ‘That com- 
mittee took up this question carefully, considered 
it claborately, heard arguments, and resolved 
that no further legislation was necessary in this 
case. In stating the case to the Senate, we said, as 
the gentleman has read, andas I reiterate to-day, 
that the amendment was treated as in the law. It 
never was a part of the law; it never was a law, 
unless a law can be passed (as the Senator seems 
to intimate) by the two branches of Congress, 
not signed by the President; but by the consent 
of the parties, veřy appropriately, as it scemed 
to have been the intention of Congress, it was 
treated as there, We said the adoption of the 
report would leave the law just exacily where i 
was before, to be executed by the officers. 
my judgment, then, and now, a mandamus would 
have lain. In my judgment, then, the Presiden 
was willing to pay it. I corrected that misap 
prehension the other day at his instance, and 
said he had expressed no opinion whatever on 
the claim. I supposed he had and would pay the 


money after the matter (which had been brought |: 


beforé the Senate irregularly by the Indian De- 
partment, and referred to the committee) was dis- 
missed. It did not come up in any shape of legis- 
lation; it was brought here on a report by Mr. 
Manypenn 1 
consin, and referred to the committee. We had 
Mr. Thompson’s answer, and we put the whole 
of that side-quarrel before the Scnate, with the 
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by taking an advantage through theiragent. We 
know something of the Indians, and every grown 
man does. Of course, when the agent of the In- 
dian Department was there making a speech 
against aclaim, they would not agree to pay it, 
and there would be no fair decision. No manis 
fit to sit in this Senate who does not knowit. It 
is time we were done with this humbuggery about 
the Indians’ consent. This Government makes 
just such contracts with them as it pleases; and 
how does this case stand? No man denies that 
the contract was a fair one; that it was made by 
the assent of the Indian Department; that the con- 
tract was a rcasonable one; that the services were 
actually performed, and were beneficial to the 
Indians; and that the compensation is reasonable, 
and ought to be paid. The Senator from Michi- 
gan himself, in two speeches, has not assailed 
that position; nobody has assailed it. 

When the Senate voted that $40,000 of the 
$240,000 belonged to Mr. Thompson, it was a 
trust fund; and Congress has no right to put it 


| money ought to be pud instantly—not only the 


my judgment, grown out of personal animosiues. 
Itis Mr. Thompson’s money by legitimate con- 
| tract. It is true, he agreed that the amcunt should 
| be determined by the Indian Committee and the 
| Senate; and they said, ‘* We will give you half; 
| $80,000 is too large, and we will give you half.” 
Not that there was any fraud, not that it was not 
; fair, not that it was not approved by the Depart- 
| ment, not that the services were not rendered; all 

this was admitted, but they go to the Indians, 
j and the agent makes a speech, and tells them not 
| to pay one cent. They had his services for five 
or six years. They made the contract by the 
approval of their guardians, Valuable services 
were performed. Still, we put it $o the Indians, 
| and, under the control exercised over them, itis 
said they decided not to pay a dollar. The Sen- 
ator says, why not pay it out of our money? It 
is Mr. Thompson’s money, of which he is de- 
feated by the Government agents. 

It is true the expression of the Senate’s opinion 
| does not change the construction of the law; but 
jit may aid the Department. I differ with the 
| gentleman. I say we have a right to determine 
| whether the President construes a law right, and 
we can call him to account. Itis the business 
and the right of the Senate, where laws have not 
| been exccuted as in our judgment they ought to 
| be, to pass our opinion. Though black lines may 


i be drawn around our act, I say itis our consti- | 


| tutional duty; and I have no hesitation at all m 
| expressing my opinion that the executive depart- 
| 


| money ought peremptorily to be paid. With the 
| proviso in it, he had the assent, or if not he has 
been defeated of it by the agents of this Govern- 


, called out by the Senator from Wis- || 


of the Government and reach it. On every view 
in any shape the question comes up. 

| Mr. STUART and Mr, PUGH addressed the 
| Chair. ; 

| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning 
| hour has expired. r 

i Mr. SEWARD. If we can have a vote on this 


| order for a few minutes. i 
Mr. BRIGHT. 1 hope the Senate will let us 
i vote on this question before we goon with other 


il business. I make the motion to postpone prior 


orders. 


dian Department had improperly defeated him | 


to the debtor, whether he will pay it or not. This | 


| $40,000, but $80,000; and the opposition has, in | 


ment ought to execute the laws as we under- ; 
|| stand them. If they understand them differently, 
| there is a tribunal to decide—they can go to the | 
| courts. In my judgment, as the law stands, this | 


ment. The money being originally Mr. Thomp- | 
l y gong : 
: son’s, he can follow the trust fund in the hands 


` question, I shall be willing to yield the special | 


i 
t 
l 
| 
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i 
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Mr. HUNTER. I hope not.. Lagreed.to yield 
the Army.appropriation bill for to-day, in order 
to diepose of the special order, the river and har- 
bor bills; and if we go on with this question, we 
shall not dispose of that, and to-morrow there 
will be a contest between the two.. I cannot post’ 
pone my efforts to get up the Army appropriation 

ill beyond to-morrow. oy. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Indiana, 
that the Senate proceed with the consideration of 
this question. 

The motion was not agreed to. i 

Mr. SEWARD. TI call for the special order. . 


PUBLIC WORKS IN MASSACHUSETTS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first bill 
in order is the bill (S. No. 66) for continuing cer- 
tain public works in the State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. YULEE. There was a special order ap- 
pointed for to-day, at one o'clock. 

Mr.SEWARD. This is unfinished business, 
and takes precedence of any special order until 
it is disposed of. The gentleman’s special order 
will be in time. 

Mr. YULEE. Is that the understanding of 
the Chair? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion was 
made by the Senator from Michigan to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill alluded to by the Sen- 
ne from Florida was made the speci order for 
to-day. 

Mr. YULEE. But it has not been reconsid- 
ered, and therefore the order stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir; but 
there is a bill pending before the Senate. 

Mr. YULEE. If there is a bill pending, of 
course I have nothing to say. : 

‘he Senate procecded as in Committee of the 
Whole to consider the bill for continuing certain 
public works in the State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. SEWARD. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to move an amendment—to 
strike out the words, ‘‘ For a resurvey of the har- 
bors at Marblehead, Nantucket, snd Sandy Hay, 
in the State of Massachusetts, $15,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWARD. The appropriation for con- 
tinuing the sea-walls on Deer and Lovell’s Islands, 
in the harbor of Boston, provided in the bill, is 
$2,500. This is the estimate made by the War 
Department, and the sum named by Colonel 
Thayer, $2,500, on December 11, 1853. The bill 
provides: 

& Por continuing the sea-wall for the protection of Great 
Brewster’s Island, in the harbor of Boston, $30,000.” 

That is in pursuance of a recommendation and 
estimate made by Colonel Thayer on the 2d of 
December, 1852. The committee have reported 
#30,000 instead of $32,700—the amount of his 
estimate. The appropriation proposed for repairs 
to the Government works at Plymouth, Massa- 
chusetts, is $13,000, That is in pursuance of an 
estimate made by Lieutenant Blunt, September 
30,1854. ‘The billalso contains an appropriation 
for continuing the repairs of the breakwater at 
Hyannis harbor, Massachusetts, $15,000, which 
is based on a recommendation made by Lieutenant 
Blunt, September 30, 1854. ‘There 1s an appro- 
priation of $2,000 for Great. Wood’s Hole har- 
bor, in pursuance of an estimate of Licutenant 
Blunt, of September 30,1854. The bill appro- 
priates “ for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor at New Bedford, $12,000,’? which is based 
on an estimate of $70,300 for completing the work 
made by Captain Dutton, November 1, 1853 
[lis estimate for continuing the work is $12,000; 
the sum which the committee have adopted. 
These are the grounds on which the bill stands. 

Mr. CLAY. Tunderstood the Senator from 
New York to say that these appropriations were 
based on estimates recommended by the Depart- 
ment. Lam informed they were made by Colonel 
Thayer, perhaps, but they have not been. re- 
vised by the board of topographical engineers, and 
hence it is not a recommendation of the Depart- 
ment, but of Colonel Thayer. That is the fact, 
as I learned from the War Department, since the 
last adjournment of the Senate. There has been 
no recommendation of the corps of topographical 
engineers for these works. They have not.even 
revised the estimates. They come here as rec 
ommendations of Colonel Thayer. i 

Mr. TOOMBS. I think. we should at least 
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Seb ee 
‘Neve 'thé-approval of the Department. It seemed | 
‘that was the ‘principle which the committee pro- || 
‘fessed to act upon when they started out, that f 
the engineer department had approved the esti- 
räates ón which they based the appropriations. 
If I correctly understand a member of the com- 
‘mittee now, that is not true as to this appropria- 
tion, but they have never been reviewed or revised 
‘by the Department, and therefore they do not 
come under the principle of the committee, unless 
‘hey take the estimate of anybody out of doors | 
on any survey that may be made. 

Mr. SEWARD. Thecommittee, in the absence 

of the Senator from Massachusetts, called on the 
topographical bureau for the purpose of getting 
.the reports and estimates, and the topographical 
-buréau furnished these as the estimates made by 
‘the engineer in their employ. That, I suppose, 
‘brings this case within the principle on which all 
the cases have been decided—those that have 
heretofore passed, and those which are to come, 
‘though the bureau may have revised some, and | 
not others. 
' Mr. CLAY. They furnish them as the esti- 
mates of Colonel Thayer, but not the estimates 
of the board of topographical engineers; for, in- 
deed, they did not revise them. They do not || 
indorse his estimates, nor approve them, nor 
recommend them. "We must take them, if atall, 
‘on the recommendation of Colonel Thayer, and 
not thesboard of engineers. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Are they recommended by 
‘the Secretary of War? 

Mr. SEWARD. . They are contained in the 
reportis of the Secretary of War, of the dates 
which I have named. . 

Mr, CASS. How do theestimates come here— 
through whom ? 
= Mr. SEWARD. On the. application of the 
‘committee to the topographical buredu. 

Mr. CASS. Were the estimates made by Col- 
“onel Thayer? 
~ Mr. SEWARD. A portion by Colonel Thay- 
“er, and others by Lieutenant Blunt. 

Mr. CASS. Those made by Colonel Thayer 

relate to military defense? 

Mr. SEWARD. The construction of these 
works. 

Mr. CASS. Some are with a view to prevent 
the destruction of works. He is the head of the 
engineer corpa proper 

Mr. SEWARD. The appropriation at Ply- | 
mouth Beach is for continuing repairs which the 


‘ 


| the State and country. But I-will not detain the 


| reau to the Secretary of War, contained in the | 


body knows, who knows anything about the 
matter, that the harbor of New Bedford is one of | 
the most important in our section of the country. 
I hope these appropriations which have been pro- | 
osed.in this bill, will be sustained by the Senate. 
hese appropriations are absolutely necessary to | 
preserve the harbors on the coast of Massachu- 
setts from the wasting effects of the storms that | 
sweep our shores, or to complete works essential 
to the preservation and safety of harbors import- 
ant to the shipping and commercial interests of | 


Senate longer. . | 
Mr. SEWARD. T desire to state that on ji 
turning to the report of the topographical bu- 


report of the Secretary of War for 1854 and | 
1855, I find: | 


{ 

“ Protection of the Great Brewster Island, in the harbor | 
of Boston, Massachusetts. — This section of the sea-wall 
for the protection of this island, put up this year, is three į 
hundred and eighty-six feet in length ; the total length con- | 
structed up to this time is one thousand three hundred and 
fifty-three feet; there are yet required to be added to the 
wall eight bundred and ninety-seven feet. ‘The work has 
now reached to within one hundred and fifty feet of the 
most salient point of the northeast head of the island. The 
head, rising seventy to cighty fect above low water, is rapid- 
ly wasting away. Untilit shall be reached aud protected, | 
the unfinished work will be of little service, and is even 
exposed to be swept away. 

Balance in Treasury, Ist October, 1855............ $6,100 | 
Probable amount to be expended by 30th June, j 

1855 DEP I EET o/s 86,100” 

* The protection of Lovell’s Island, and sea-wall in Deer | 
Island, Boston harbor, Massachusetts.--The injury to these jį 
works is increasing from delay. The engineer in charge 
estimates that it will now require $1,000 more for their re- 
pair than would have sufficed last year.” 

* Repairing the injuries done to the Government works on 
Plymouth beach, in the great storm of 1851.—The closing of 
operations, the means being exhausted, was reported last | 
year. The works, where not repaired last year, are ina | 
state needing attention; but further means are necessary, | 
and for repair of injuries arising from the ordinary action 
of the elements, and the lapse of time.” 

“ Preservation of Great Woods Hole harbor, Massachu- 
selts.—Nothing has since been donc.” | 

“ Repairing the breakwater at Hyannis harbor, Massachu- 
setts.—The appropriation was exhausted soon after last 
year’s report; since which nothing more has been done. | 
Seven hundred and fitty feet of the breakwater still remain 
uncapped, aud consequently in an exposed condition.” 


The appropriations contained in this bill are for | 
the purpose of maintaining and saving these 
public works, the character of which was already 
established before I had anything to do with the 
business of Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, | 


wall has suffered. The appropriation for con- 
tinuing the sea-wall for the protection of Great 
Brewster’s Island is a work of military defense. 


i 
i 


ji 


everybody knows it is a very important harbor |) 

Mr. TOOMBS. We seem tobe entirely with- i| 
out information. A number of years ago, I know 
this same case of Great Brewster’s Island came up 
in the House of Representatives. It was certainly | 
stated, and I believe shown, that this very work 
was for nothing in the world but to protect pri- 
vate property at Great Brewster’s Island. We 
get nothing from the committee now; but I recol- 
lect that the work at the island was said to be 
ihtended to protect’ private property which was 
washing away. I recollect that that argument || 
was held on this same case in the House of Rep- | 
resentatives. 

_ Mr. CASS. -Was not the wall deemed essen- | 
tial to the preservation of the harhor? 

Mr. TOOMBS. I have no doubt they put up 
some pretense of that kind. When it first came 
up it was pretended to be necessary for some 
military works; but the opinion was that it was 
more necessary to protect private property at that 
island. The allegation, I admit, was that it was 
necessary to protect public works. ii 

_ Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, the preserva- | 
tion of these islands in the harbor of Boston js of i 
vital importance to that harbor. These estimates | 
which have been read by the Senator from New | 
York, were obtained-by me at the proper Depart- /! 
ment. They are inthe handwriting of the proper | 
officer. The proposed works at Plymouthareto i 
remedy damages done there a few years ago by a |i 
storm, and itis of greatimportance to preserve that : 
harbor. For’the harbor at New Bed ford, the esti- | 
mates are $70,000, and the bill proposes to appro- || 
Printe $12,000 to commence the work. Every- 


j 
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early in the session by my honorable colleague, 


$i 


and the amendment made as in Committee ofthe | 
Whole was concurred in. The bill was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read 
the third time. 

Mr. HUNTER. I call for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 26, nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Ten- 
nessec, Benjamin, Bright, Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Crit- 
tenden, Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Foster, Geyer, 
Harlan, Houston, James, Jones of Towa, Pugh, Seward, | 
Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, Trumbull, Wade, Wil- | 
son, end Wright—26. $ 

NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Brown, Butler, Clay, Douglas, i 
Fitzpatrick, Uunter, lverson, Mallory, Reid, Toombs, and | 
Yulee—12. 


So the bill was passed. 
HARBOR OF NEW CASTLE. 


The Senate next proceeded, as in Committee | 
of the Whole, to consider the bill (S. No. 96) for | 
continuing the improvement of the harbor of | 
New Castle. It appropriates $15,000 for continu- |! 
ing the repairs of the piers and the enlargement | 
of the harbor of New Castle, Delaware. f 

Mr. CLAYTON. This bill was introduced || 


who is now absent. I have addressed the De- | 
artment of War on the subject of the estimates. 
have them here, and any Senator can have them 
read if he desires it. But I rose for the purpose 
of showing that this Stands on different grounds || 
from any other of the improvement bills now on į 

| 

| 


the files of the Senate. i 

This is the case of a contract between the Gen- |! 
eral Government and a State. , There is no ques- 
tion of the constitutionality of internal improve- 
ments arising on the passage of this bill. 

On the 6th of April, in the year 1802, not long 
after Mr. Jefferson came into the administration ; 
of the Government, Congress passed an act | 
inviting the State of Delaware to make a cession | 


Í to the United States of not ont 


| side of the steamboat and railroad wharf. 


y the jurisdiction 
over the harbor of New Castle, but also of the site 
of the harbor, and to relinquish, in fact, this part 
of her territory to the United States. The Gov- 
ernment wished to make some valuable improve- 
ments in the river there for the commerce of the 
nation, and especially for that of Philadelphia, 
then the first commercial city in the Union; and 
the State, having title over the whole river within 
the twelve miles wide, to the water mark on the 
Jersey shore, the Government, in order to obtain 
a complete title to the whole harbor, pressed the 
State to make a cession of it to the United States. 
The State had previously constructed a number 
of valuable piers and wharves for her own ¢om- 
merce, and forthe commerce of the Delaware river. 
When thus solicited by the Government, she ceded 
all her own piers and improvements, and all the 
site of the harbor, and the concurrent jurisdiction 


; over the river, to the Government, on the ex press 


condition specified in the act of Congress of 1802, 
that the Government of the United States should 
proceed to improve and keep up the harbor. f 
hold in my hand the act, in the third volume of 
the Laws of Delaware, page 261, being an act by 
which the State ceded the whole harbor to the 
Government of the United States; and I will ask 
that part of it may be read. . 
It was-read, as follows: 


An Act ceding to the United States of America the sites 
of piers, and piers, in the river Delaware, off the town of 
New Castle, and jurisdiction in, and over the same, 
Whereas, by an act of the Congress of the United States 

of America, passed the 6th day of April, in the year.of our 

Lord 1802, entitled “An act authorizing the erection of 

certain light-houses, and for other purposes,” it was, among 

other things, enacted, that it should be lawful for the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, under the direction of the President 
of the United Scares, tu cause to be expended, in repairing 
and erecting public piers in the river Delaware, a swm not 
exceeding $30,000, and that the same be paid out of any 
moneys in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Pro- 
vided, That the jurisdiction of the site where any such piers 
mmay be erected shalt be first ceded to the United States, 
according to the conditions in such case by law provided ; 
and whereas, it is proposed that part of the said sum of 
money shall be expended and Jaid out, pursuant to the said 
recited provision, in the erection of certain piersin the river 

Delaware, at the port of New Castle, provided that the Le- 

gislature of the State of Delaware shail by law cede to the 

United States the sites where any such piers may be 

erected, according to the conditions in such case by law 
rovided. 

R Suc. 1. Be it therefore enacted by the Senate and House 

of Representatives of the State of Delaware in General As- 

sembly met, That the sites of all piers that may hereafter be 
erected under the hereinbefore recited provision of the act of 

Congress aforesaid , off the town of New Castle, in the river 

Delaware aforesaid, and the lands and tenements thereunto 

belonging, together with the jurisdiction of,in, and over 

the same; and the said piers when erected are declared to 
be, and are hereby, ceded to, and vested in, the United 

States of America, fully and absolutely. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the public piers 
heretofore erected off the said towu in the river Delaware 
aforesaid, and the sites thereof, and of whatsoever additions 
that may be made thereto, and the lands and tenements 
thereunto belonging, together with the jurisdiction of, in, and 
over the sarne, are declared to be, and are hereby, ceded to, 
and vested in, the United States aforesaid, fully and abso- 
lutely. 

Mr. CLAYTON. This act was passed on the 
Jith of January, 1803. ° 

The act, after ceding the jurisdiction and the site 
of the harbor, and the piers, and all the property 


| of the State, then directs that, according to the 


act of Congress, the two Senators in Congress 
from the State of Delaware should sign the deed 
for the harbor and wharves, piers, and other 
property of the State, and deliver it to the proper 
Department here. The deed was executed by the 
Senators from Delaware accordingly; and the 
United States now own the property absolutely 
under an express contract to improve it. 

This contract to improve the harbor has been 
very badly executed by the Government; in truth 
I must say, that by the mismanagement of some 
engineers in former days, a part of the harbor has 
been much injured. Every man who has been at 
New Castle—and I suppose every Senator hasbeen 


| there—has observed the unfinished pier near the 


ralroad depot, a huge pile of stone standing in the 
way of any steamboat sucking to lay herself along- 
l That 


was put there by the Government for an improve- 


; ment, and two ships have already been badly in- 


jured by running on this pier in the night, That, 
as it now stands, 1s a nuisance; and as the Govern- 
ment placed it there, I suppose no one will con- 
end that it has no power to take itaway, or con- 
vert it to some useful purpose. This small sum 
of $15,000 will take away what is useless, and 
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may, possibly, complete another pier. At any 
rate there is no objection to the: assage of such 
a bill as this on the ground that it is against the 
Constitution. It is a compliance with your own 
contract, and it is to improve your own property 
in that part.of the river Delaware. “To show the 
plan of improvement now proposed by the en- 
gineer, I will read an “extract from a commu- 
nication from Major Sanders, corps of engineers, 
to General Totten, chief of engineers, dated April 
19, 1856.” : 

“ New Castle harbor gave shelter to many vessels during 
the past winter, and was constantly resorted to during all 
the tme the navigation was interrupted by the ice. ‘T'his 
port furnishes an important and necessary shelter to the 
navigating interest of another, and one of our most com- 
mercial States. It is also the lowest point on the Dejaware, 
connected by rails with Wilmington and Philadelphia. 
This harbor is as yet inadequately protected, and should, 
according to the plans submitted in 1852, be extended fur- 
ther out into the river. The lower line requires two addi- 
tional piers, and the upper line one additional pier to com- 
plete them. These three piers will cover an ample harbor 
space for the present commerce of the Delaware. The old, 
unfinished, and dilapidated pier which is in the interior of 
the harbor, | originally proposed to have removed; but as 
that will bea difficult work, and one of very uncertain cost 
to accomplish, f have since thought it would be better to 
build it up and make a landiug of it, as one is much needed 
in the middie of the harbor, when the jamming and piling 
up of the ice against the lines of piers forming the harbor 
make them inaccessible to a vessel. Ll estimate tie build- 
ing of the three additional piers required, and the finish- 
ing of the old pier, and the connecting of it with the shore 
by a bridge, will ail cost, including contingencies, about 
50,000. 

Ifany further information is desired, I am pre- 
pared to give it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ITARBOR OF ERIE. 


The Senate next proceeded to consider, as in 
Committee of the Whole, the bill (S. No. 116) 
making an appropriation for continuing the im- 

rovement of the harbor of Erie, in the State of 
Bennaylrania. The amount appropriated is 
$25,000. 

Mr. SEWARD. This bill is based on the 
estimates of the topographical bureau for the 
year 1853-54, which will be found in the report 
of that bureau for that year: 


«This fine harbor is very much exposed from the want 
of protection at the wêst end, The sea has made a breach 
in the Jow strip of land which connected the beach, and 
from the westis gradually filling the harbor, and the island 
itself is rapidly wearing away by the constant abrasion of 
the sea”? * * “'EPhe crib-work filled with stone, which 
was last constructed, has been entirely demolished.» * * 
“Some more effectual method must be resorted to. By in- 
structions from the bureau, the north channel pier at the east 
end of the harbor has been repaired to the water’s edge.” 
* * ‘7 submit an estimate for the extension of the piers, 
for repairing the present north channel pier, and also an 
approximate estimate for the protection of the west end of 
the harbor.” 


The same subject is reported at page 203 in the 
report of Major Turnbull, who was the engineer 
in charge, made to Colonel Abert, in which he 
says, ‘© This fine harbor is very much exposed for 
want of protection at the west end.” He gives 
a description of the work, and the estimate is 
$25,000. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I should like to 
know from the local representatives what is the 
value of this harbor at Erie, and whether it is 
really of any importance? 

Mr. BIGLER. I will very freely give the Sen- 
ator any information that I possess on that sub- 
ject. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I only remember 
that I was driven past there in bad weather, and 
under circumstances when we could not enter it 
at all. Perhaps it may be considered that this 
harbor is susceptible of further and greater im- 
provements. . 

Mr. BIGLER. I have never heard it sug- 
gested that the harbor at Erie was of no import- 
ance, or of little importance. I think it is really 
one of the best harbors on the lake, one of the 
safest, one important to the purposes of commerce 


and trade, and may be so in a military point of || 


I think there is no harbor on Lake Erie 
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view. 


f 


| suscep 


harbor. 
| Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 
sir. 

| Mr. BIGLER. 


That is sufficient, į 


I intend to vote for it because 


lit comes within the principle which I have laid i 


| down for myself. I have not troubled the Senate i 
i with explaining my views on this subject, and 
| they will not perhaps be entirely satisfactory to 
| the contending parties here, but I shall not do so 
at this time. I have, however, a very distinct 
| Opinion on this subject. I am not voting at 
random at all. I shall vote for this appropria- 
tion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
| Whole, to consider the bill (S. No. 51) to provide 
| for continuing the improvement of the Mississippi 
river, which, as introduced by Mr. GEYER, pro- 
posed to appropriate $200,000, to be expended, 
under the direction of the Secretary of War, for 
i the improvement of the Mississippi river below 
the Des Moines rapids. 

The Committee on Commerce reported the bill 
with an amendment to strike out “ $200,000” and 
| insert ** $100,000.” 

Mr.GEYER. That bill, as originally intro- 
duced, is the bill passed’ by the Senate at the 
last session. The committee propose to amend 
it by striking out ‘$200,000,”’ and inserting 
<< $100,000” as the appropriation. The reason 
why the sum of $200,000 was inserted was, that 
| the Government had sold the snag-boats and other 
machinery for the improvement of the river, and 
it was necessary to increase the appropriation in 
order to cover that expense. I think it better, 
however, that the appropriation should be specific 
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| another appropriation for the purchase or con- 
struction of snag-boats. I shall therefore vote for 
the amendment proposed by the committee, and 
then move to add, as an additional section, the 
substance of the provision which I hold in m 
hand, which is to appropriate $126,000 for the 
construction and equipment of snag-boats, ma- 
chine-boats, and quarter-boats, for the service of 
the Mississippi, Missouri, and Arkansas rivers. 
The amendment of the committee was agreed 


it 


additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That there shall be, and is 
hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $126,000 for the con- |; 
struction and equipment of snag-boats, machine-boats, and 
f quarter-boats, for the service of the Mississippi, Missouri, 
| and Arkansas rivers. 
| > 
| The estimate will be found in the report of the 
| Secretary of War accompanying the President’s 
| message at the commencement of the present 
H kd r 
i session, part 2, page 295: 

l Estimate for the ensuing fiscal year — Construction and 
: equipment of three Jarge twin g-boats of improved con- 
| struction, for service in the Mississippi generally, and in the 
| Missouri and Arkansas occasionally, at a probable cost of 
i B2000 for each boat, &e . A &90,000 
Jonstruction and equipment oftwo light-draft snag- 

boats, with single hulls, for service in the Missouri 

and Arkansas rivers, at a probable cost of $15,000 | 


for Gach boat, &C.s.asesecseascssecscrrosesaone 30,000 
i Construction and equipment of two machine-boais 
for service in Arkansas and Missouri rivers, at a 

| probable cost of $2,506 for each boat, &e........ 5,000 
Construction of two quarter-boats for accommoda- 

tion of crews of machine-boats, at 8500 cach., 1,000 


i Total for constructions and equipments 


| The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended; 
| and the amendments made as in Committee of 
| the Whole-were concurred in. i 

Mr. BIGGS. Į should like to hear the bill 
read as amended, 


tible of more perfect improvement; and a | 
small amount of money will make it a very safe |! 


for the improvement of the river, and then have |! 


o. 
Mr. GEYER. I propose the following as an || 
| other day, on the recommendation of the Com- 


The Secretary read it. 
i Mr, BIGGS. I believe we have been acting 


| have moved his amendmentas 


up to this period, sometimes o 
the Committee on Commerce an 
the estimates made by the topo. 
Do I understand the Senator 


n the opinion: of 
d sometimes upon 
graphical bureau, 
from Missouri to 
the omon ofthe 
as the repre - 
ve of the interest affected here? ee 
Mr. GEYER. I moved the amendment upon 
the estimate of the superintendent of the work. 
The honorable Senator, perhaps, is notaware that 
allthe machinery on the Mississippi was sold 
about two years ago, under the orders of the 
Secretary of War., It became necessary, therefore, 
if the improvement was to be carried onat all, to 
have an additional appropriation forthe purchase 
of machinery. At the last session we had not 
the estimate. We then passed a bill making an 
appropriation in the aggregate of $200,000 for 
the Mississippi. At the commencement of this 
session I introduced the same bill again. The 
Committee on Commerce reduced the appropri- 
ation from $200,000 to $100,000 for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Mississippi river, 
and reported no provision for the purchase of 
machinery to make the improvement in all those 
rivers—the Missouri, Arkansas, and Mississippi; 
and the amendment which I have proposed is 
designed to cover the estimate made by the super- 
intendent of the work, Colonel Long, for’ this 
machinery. That is the object... i f 
Mr. BIGGS. I merely want to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to what I see by these esti- 
mates themselves. It is true, as the Senator 
from Missouri states, that there isan estimate 
for the ensuing fiscal year of $126,000. Itis also 
true that following that is an estimate of $90,000 
for the improvement is the Mississippi below the 
rapids, ‘The Committee on Commerce moved to 
strike out of the original bill $200,000 as intro- 
duced by the Senator from Missouri, and insert 
$100,000. The estimate, besides the snag-boats, is 
$90,000. I find some of the estimates are relied 
upon and conformed to, while many of them are 
disregarded and repudiated entirely. There ig 
only a difference, to be sure, in.this case, between 
the estimate, and the sum reported by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, of $10,000; but the Com- 
mittee on Commerce do not recommend, accord- 
ing to the other estimate made by the Depart- 
ment, $126,000 for these boats. ‘There is con- 
nected with this work—for this appears te be the 
improvement of the Mississippi below the rap- 
ids—another estimate on the same page of the 
report, and that is the ‘improvement of the Des 
Moines rapids, $60,000.” We passed a bill the 


Committee on Commerce, or 
ul 


mittee on Commerce, appropriating $200,000 for 
the Des Moines rapids. The estimate is $60,000 
for the Des Moines rapids, and we passed a bill 
the other day appropriating $200,000 for the Des 
Moines rapids. The estimates for the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi river below the rapidsis 
$90,000, and the committee report $100,000; and. 
then, with the assent of the Committee on Com- 
merce, there is an addition tacked to it of $126,000. 

I again repeat what I said the other day, that 
it seems to me we have no uniform rule to act 
upon. While I am up, I will say that there might 
have been, and probably was, included in a bill 
passed some time ago, some objects. of improve- 
ment that I would be willing to vote for; but 
there is no discrimination, no uniformity, in the 
recommendations of the committee on which I 
can rely. Some bills are framed upon one prin- 
ciple, aud some upon another; but the most lati- 
tudinous construction has been given to the 


| appropriations, and therefore I feel justified in 


voting against all those that I know nothing 
about. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I desire to know if the last 
addition was made by the recommendation of 
the committee? ` 

Mr. GEYER. No, sir. 

Mr. SEWARD. Itisan amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That makes no difference with 
me; but I desire to know the fact, and I wish'te 
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suggest that Senators may rip open the goose 
that.is laying the golden eggs, by two. much 
eagerness. [think they. started with about two 
million one hundred thousand dollars; but on the ! 
best estimate I can make now, it is about three |i 
and a half millions of dollars; and my opinion is, i 
that before it gets through the two Houses, the 
amount.will reach $5,000,000. 1 do not know 
any part of the United States—I have spoken my 
opinion very freely as to the lake country—better 
able’ to pay for the transportation of their com- 
modities than my friends in the valley of the 
Mississippi. They have gotamagnificent country; 
they have got the finest natural'river in the world. 
It is true they have snags in them, and must 
necessarily have difficulties of that sort; but their 
commerce, as they themselves state, is enor- 
mously great, and increasing. That they should, 
on the principle announced by the Senator from 
Louisiana, [Mr. Bensamin,] seek to make the 
transportation of their commodities cheaper, at 
the expense of the pcople of the United States, is 
a principle that I wish to protest against again 
and again; and the more so, as alarge portion of 
my section of the Union are presumed to-be ben- 
efited by it. Itis violative of the fundamental prin- 
ciples of justice and the confederation. ‘They have 
no right to demand. it, and nobody has the right 
to grant it. I-could not give it to them underany 
circumstances whatever. They are able to pay, į 
and ought to pay. Itis but just that they should 
pay. tis unjust that they should make others 
aid them in that payment. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessec, addressed the Senate 
in regard to the bill pending, and the general sub- | 
ject. His remarks will be published in the Ap- 
pendix. i 

Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Tennessee has entered into an elaborate 
defense of this system, which has been, in my 
judgment, very properly from the beginning of |; 
this Government designated, in its essence, as I | 
have described it. It has not only been so des- | 
ignated by myself, but by the great body of the 
opponents of the system, including the patriots 
of the Revolution, and even some of the author- 
ities which the Senator himself has quoted, as a 
system relying for suecess upon combination, 
and as essentially unjust and improper in itself, 
and corrupting in its tendencies. “That is my | 
judgment, nnd as such it became my daty to 
say so. 

The Senator from Tennessee attempts to ward 
off the consequences of an admission of this fact, 
by analogizing it to other expenditures. Jt has 
been admitted by the Senator from Louisiana, to 
the full extent I charge, that the object of the 
appropriation for the Missouri river was to en- 
able the people who used that river to cheapen 
the transportation of their commodities by throw- 
ing the cost on the public Treasury instead of | 
paying it out of their own pockets. “That is ex- 
actly the statement, in inoffensive language, of my 
idea of the whole system. It is an attempt by 
these people to throw upon others the cost of 
cheapening the transportation of their commodi- | 
ties. I say, therefore, it is prompted by private 
interests. It is unjust; it is unequal; it is viola- | 
tive of every principle of public justice. lt seeks 
and obtains an unjust advantage over others. 

But, says the Senator from ‘Tennessce, similar | 
imputations may be made against other appropri- 
tions-~atiompts to analogize this to the public 
defense. He charges me with having studied a 
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theory on that subject in erder to answer this ij 


argament. plead guilty to this accusation, 1 
deem it my duty to study these questions. Iam 


sent here to examine them to the best of my 
ability—to give all the time, all the research, and 
all the intellect with which God has blessed me, 
to the investigation of them, and arriving at trath. 
I stated in my former speeches that there was no 
analogy between these appropriations and the 
expenditures for your Army and Navy, for two 
great grounds: The first was, that the Constita- 


\ 
| 
i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
f 
j 
i! 
| 


tion expressly gave the power, and made it your | 
duty, to raise and support armies, and to provide | 
and maintain a navy; and upon this great prin- | 
ciple, that the national defense was Indivisible 
thutat was a fundamental principle in the social ;i 
system; that the whole society, without reference l 
to cost, should defend every member in it; that li 
here the expendituie for the public defense stood, || 
and that it was an equally sound principle of |: 


Yoong 


government that you should not take money out 
of the public Treasury. for private purposes. That 
was the basis of my distinction and illustration. 
I said I believed it had been held in all ages and 
in all countries to be violative of the fundamental 
principles of justice and right, for Government to 
take money out.of one man’s pocket and put it 
into another’s. Your Constitution expressly 
says, that private property shall not be taken for 
public use without just compensation. On what 
principle, then, can you devote public property to 
private uses? It violates the same principle of 
justice. 

The public defense is indivisible. You may 
expend thousands of lives and millions of money, 
but itis your duty to defend the humblest man 
in the social system. That is the foundation of 
the compact. The whole theory of the Senator 
from Tennessee on the subject of fortifications 
is untenable. Congress has an express power 
to use all the powers of the Government for the 
common defense, and Congress is presumed to 
put their fortifications precisely where they are 
most effective for the national defense. This is 
done for a purely public and national object, in 
obedience to an express provision of the Consti- 
tution, and in conformity to the fundamental law 
of this and every other society; in short, for the 
‘public defense.” The other system is without 
constitutional authority; but in derogation there- 
of is the application of the common fund for local 
and personal objects, and intended to promote local 
interests at the general charge, and 1s opposed to 
the fundamental basis of every just social system. 

Mr. PUGH. Wil the Senator show me the 
power in the Constitution to build a fortification ? 

My. TOOMBS. Oh, Mr. President, I have 
other questions to argue; I cannot now stop to 
discuss a collateral issuc, which does notadvance 
the main argument. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. But do Congress 
put the fortifications where they are most neces- 
sary ? 

Mr. TOOMBS. I say they are presumed to 
do that. Tam not going into the issue, whether 
they do not promote local interests at the general 
charge. Do localities benefit by these appropri- 
ations? Do they benefit any man’s industry? 
Do they put money in his pocket? If you puta 
fortification at the mouth of the Chesapeake for 
the purpose of defending your capital, the city 
of Baltimore, the city of Novfolle, or to prevent 
an eneiwy landing, and going into the interior, 
it is es where it ought to be placed. What 
would you do with itin the interior? The Sena- 
tor from ‘Tennessee seems to complain that we 
do not place the fortifications in the interior. 
Why, sir, in all countries and in all ages of the 
world fortifications have been generally put on 
the frontiers. Reasonable people always prefer 
defending their nationality like their domiciles at 
the door-sill, rather thanat the hearth-stone. They 
put fortifications where danger is to be met. 
you have prospect of difficulty with the Indians 
in the interior, you put forts there. You have 
focal defenses against local dangers; but the great 
defenses of the country must be on the Atlantic 
coast, because it is from that quarter any enemy, 
dangerous to the existence of the nation, must 
come, Ought you to expend the same amount of 
money for Cincinnati as at New York? Every- 
body would say that we would display a want of 
common sense if we acted thus absurdly. The 
public man who proceeded on that principle would 
be fit only forthe lunatic asylum. “You put your 
fortifications at assailable points for the purpose 
of holding the enemy in check until the interior 
of the country can come to its defense—until the 
stout hicarts and strong arms of the people can 


if | 


come there from Ohio and other parts of the Union | 


to defend these great entrepots of property. They 
present the greatest temptations to an enemy: their 
possession would not greatly strengthen him, but 
would greatly weaken us. There are many and 
overwhelming considerations which do control, 
and have always controlled, the statesmen of all 
sto defend such points, which I need not 
o the examination of. 


pubic. ‘Chey are not to help any man’s business. 
They are not to take money out of one man’s 
pocket, and put it into another’s. Even if that 
power to provide for the public defense should 


f fortifications is to defend the Re- ! 


' objections which I make against this system. I 
| say of this. system, its direct o 


bject.and_its effect 
is to take one man’s money to eheapen the trans- 
portation of another man’s commodities. That 
was distinctly admitted by the Senator from Lou- 
isiana the otherday. He admitted that the pur- 
pose of the Missouri river bill was to enable 
ersons who used that river to transport their 
emp and tobacco down the Missouri cheaper, 
and todo it by taking money out of the public 
Treasury instead of out of their own pockets. I 
say thatisunjust; and I repeat it before the Senate, 
before Heaven, and all the people. It can be 
justified on no sound principles of government. 
The Senator from Tennessee passed very rap- 
idly over the illustration I offered in the postal 
system. We havea right to establish post offices 
and post roads. Congress did establish them. 
How? The benefit that every man received from 
that expenditure being approximately ascertain- 
able, Congress divided it according to the bene- 
fits received, in fixing the rates of postage, and 
said that if a letter was carried twenty-five miles, 
he should pay so much; and if a hundred miles, 
more; and a thousand miles, still more; the price 
bearing in proportion to the cost of transporta- 
tion. It was not precisely equal, but it was the 
nearest approximation that the wisdom of man 
could make, and Congress labored for that re- 
sult. There is no such labor here. . But the Sena- 
tor tells us that we have no rivers in my State. 
Shall we improve the transportation of otlierpeo- 
ple, while we are compelled to make our railroads 
out of our own money, and pay into your Treas- 
ury $1,500 a mile for the privilege of importing 
the iron to lay down upon them? According to 
the argument of the Senator from Tennessee, 
God has given to his people rivers, real rivers, 
and no shams like those in Georgia; and there- 
fore those who have the best natural advantages, 
must be endowed by the bounty of the Govern- 
ment! I believe that, without the action of this 
Government, taking away the Mississippi river, 
our rivers in Georgia are naturally better than 
any in Tennessee. Without the Government 
having spent anything on the Savannah river, it 
is navigable for two hundred and fifty miles. So 
the Chattahoochie, on the western borders of 
Georgia, is navigable four hundred miles; and 
the Ocmulgee, running up through the center of 
the State, one of the best streams of water in the 
whole country, is navigable for a great distance. 
You compel us to make our own improvements, 
and build our own roads; and if, because we havé 
no rivers, you tax us to improve your rivers, of 
course you can make them navigable, by an 
abundance of public money, with a small quan- 
ay of water. j 
he Senator has alluded to the naval appropri- 
ations. They come within the same principle to 
which I have already adverted. You cannot 
divide the benefit which each man receives from 
the common defense, either by the Army or the 
Navy. Then, the nearest approximation you 
can make to it, every human being, and every 
particle of property in the country being interested 
im the universal defense, is to observe equality in 
levying taxes. The expenditure does not put 
money In anybody’s pocket. There may be a 
few particular persons in a neighborhood who are 
benefited, but even that is not always the case. 
Take the case of fortress Monroe, or the fortifi- 
cation of the Rip-Raps. The contractors of these 
works may be from Philadelphia or Boston, or 
somewhere else, for aught I know. So of the 
fortification at the mouth of the Savannah river. 
There being no stone suited for the purpose nearer 
than New England, it was brought from there: 
and that is legitimate and proper. ‘The improve- 
ment which is necessary for the public’ defense 
there, puts no money in my pocket. It is for the 
general defense of our nationality. It is just as 
much the duty of the man in Kentucky or Ten- 
nessee to defend the man in Maine or California, 
who is exposed to an enemy, as if he was in the 
heart of the Republic. There is no other way of 
doing it but by keeping up an adequate Navy to 
repel sudden onsets from abroad. You are bound 
to use all the money, and all the people of the 
country, to preserve the national life. The life 
of the nation cannot be preserved without giving 
protection to every man at any and every cost. 
And as far as these appropriations are confined 


be improperly applied, it is not subject to the |) honestly to the protection of his life, liberty, and 
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property, they are just and proper, and cannot 
e complained of. But I insist it is not the sys- 
tem here advocated. This system is openly de- 
fended upon the ground that it cheapens the 
transportation of one man’s commodities by 
taking money out of the common fund. That, 
Į think, entitles it to every appellation or epithet 
I have given it. They are strong—they may be 
offensive; my defense is, they are just and appro- 
priate. 
That very fact,admitted by one member of the 
committee, is all that I intended to charge. It 
admits the injustice of the system. I have hoard 
*log-rolling defended in the other House. If any 
Senator on this floor had improvements in his 
own State which he believed as worthy of national 
patronage as those patronized by Government, 
Í do not think he would vote for one of these bills 
if his improvements were excluded. Ihave heard 
that principle avowed again and again in both 
branches of Congress. ‘These bills could not be 
assed but on thatsystem. For this reason Mr. 
olk and Mr. Pierce have said, do not put these 
measures in an omnibus bill, but separate them. 
Their recommendation was avowedly for the pur- 
pose of getting rid of the difficulties of combina- 
tion; for it was seen that combination would 
result wherever there were local and personal in- 
terests. It did not succeed. Why? The cause still 
remains: the sting still remains; the publie mis- 
chief still remains. The friends of the system see 
that unless they ccdperate together all will be de- 
feated; and hence, whether they put their meas- 
ures in one bill, or in separate bills, the result is 
the same. I have seen, and the Senator from 
Tennessee will find, by looking to the Journal of 
the House of Representatives, the members of 
Tennessee refusing to vote for, and actually de- 
feating, one of these appropriation bills, because 
the Tennessce river was not put in. J helped them 
to doit. Why? If this system is constitutional 
it should be equal. Equality is equity; and deem- 
ing that to be vastly more important a measure 
to be supported out of the public Treasury than 
many others in the bill, I opposed it. Unless 
there is some fair division, I apprehend opposi- 
tion to it would be the rule of conduct of every 
Senator on this floor; it certainly would be mine. 
I have never known one who was put to the test, 
when he thought he had improvements largely 
superior in merit in his own State, which were 
excluded entirely, who went forward and voted 
for another one on its own independent merits. 
Itake it that such a case, if there be any, isa 
very rare exception. Therefore, I say that this 
system isa system of log-rolling—a log-roliing 
lonce heard defended in the other House by a 
member from Massachusetts, in one of the most 
ingenious defenses of bad legislation I ever heard. 
T allude to Mr. Winthrop. He described the 
system of log-rolling as a necessity of govern- 
ment. Under this system various local interests 
have combined until they are strong enough to 
reach the public Treasury. That is the basis of 
the system, in my judgment, and I concur with 
my friend from Virginia. If Missouri got no 
more from the public Treasury for the improve- 
ment of the Missouri river than she paid into it, 
why should she call on the Treasury to pay for 
it? Why should New York desire it for her 
improvements? . : , 
If you raised a specific fund for internal im- 
provements by taxation, which will best illus- 
trate this point, and you gave each State no more 
than she paid, would New York come here to 
ask you to improve the North river? She has 
improved many of her rivers, dug canals around 
some, used the bed of others where it suited her, 
and charged tolls. That has been the custom of 
all States throughout the civilized world for 
twenty centuries. There has been no difficulty 
about it. It has been partially practiced by this 
Government in the case of the Louisville and 
Portland canal. The great principle for which I 
contend is, that when a public improvement is 
made the beneficiaries shall pay for it. Tennes- 
see acts upon this principle. She grants charters 
to her citizens to make railroads; she indorses 
their bonds; she takes stock with them, and 
allows them to charge a suilicicnt amount of 
money on those who use the roads to pay the 
interest and reimburse the principal in a reason- 
able time. New York does it on her canal. 
Every State in the Union does it on her public 


| half a 


| she has to 


| quoting another. 


improvements as a universal rule. There may 
be local and partial departures from it, but this 
is the general rule throughout this country, and 
has been throughout the world from the time of 
the Greeks down, ever since men learned to pay 
for going over bridges and turnpike roads. ‘The 
burden should not come on society, but those 
who use the improvement should pay for it. 

But the Senator talks to me of the light-house 
system. Why, Mr. President, I have stood here 
endeavoring to put that on a proper bafis, and 
resisting 1t on its present basis, ever since I have 
been in Congress. The light-houses, however, 
are not confined to the Atlantic coast. They are 
to be found all over the Jakes, and on tho Mis- 
sissippi river, as well as on the Atlantic. The 
light-house system has grown enormously, and 
is one of the most profligate and expensive 
branches of expenditure in this Government. 
I have again and again insisted that that is an 
effort of commerce to put its charges on agricul- 
ture. I will unite with the Senator from Ten- 
nes see, though he has never united with me, to 
vote against it. It has gone up from $300,000 
since [have been in Congress to a million and a 
year, and in ten years it will go up to 
$10,000,000, if you leave it under the control of 
light-house boards. There is no limit, because 
there isno check upon the present system. In 
England the light system is put under a board 
called the Trinity-house board, and every ship get- 
ting the benefit of the lights pays for their main- 
tenance, and there they have no more than are 
necessary. We ought to do the same thing. 1 
have deemed it my duty to support this better 
system, but I have not been successful. I have 
uniformly voted against appropriations from the 
Treasury for light-houses. That being an cx- 
pense which can, according to my own princi- 
ples, be distributed ketween the ships, foreign 
and domestic, that get the benefit, it is a pecu- 
liar hardship that we should levy a tax. on the 
honest labor of this country to protect not on] 
our own ships, but the sltips of all the world. 
Let me give an illustration. If a steamer of the 
Collins line goes from New York to Liverpool, 
ay three or four hundred dollars 


light ducs. Let a Cunarder come from Liver- 


| pool to New York, and she does not pay a cent. 


Who pays it? The Treasury of the Un 


ipa 
States, levying it out of the pockets of the bs | 


England is juster and wiser than we in this 
respect. When your ships go to Havre, France 
compels them to pay light dues. When her 
ships come here they pay none. 

So far from the Senator getting, in that respect, 
a case opposed to my argument, it is one to which 


z See oe 
get it as cheap, he will take it, nò ‘matter how: 
much transportation you have-paid. It is ‘the 
quality of the wheat to which he looks.. A thous 
sand elements may go to make up its. market 
iivedue. That most remote from market, and 
|| attended with the most:expenses, produces less 
|! to the producer, but costs no more to the buyer: 
li Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I wish. to puta 
i| question to the Senator from Georgia, as 1aee.he 
| has the power of answering everything. -fs it 
|| of no usc, in time of war, to have thé Arkansas, 

i the Missouri, the Mississippi, opened as great 
; channels of intercommunication? Would it. not 
i| bea great advantage to have these rivers opened 
|| for the transportation of our heavy supplies and 
| munitions of war, and even. our troops, though 
| railroads may dispense with the necessity of them 
| for the latter purpose? I go on the ground. that 
| these improvements are justifiable and. constitu- 
| tional under the war-making power, and the right 
‘and duty of this Government to put the whole 
ji country in a proper state of defense. I wish to 
|; call the Senator’s mind to the fact, for I know'he 
|: must have adverted to it, that if Russia had from 
‘| St. Petersburgh to Moscow a great river, or rail- 
| road, sufficient to facilitate the transportation of 
|: troops, Moscow might have been saved. ‘This 
|; internal communication, to bring our resources, 
; men, munitions, troops, from the interior to the 
| sca-board, is our great security against a foreign 
| enemy. [Fortifications are not much protection. 
| Why will he not allow appropriations for the 
| publie defense in making these great. intercom- 
| munications between the sea-board and the inte- 
rior, at the same time that he admits the propriety 
of erecting fortifications ? i 

Mr. TOOMBS. There is a great deal of force 

li in the Senator’s argument; but I have looked at 
l! it very closely, and I have attempted to give the 
|| distinction, ‘Etis very true, that the taking out 
|| of snags from the Arkansas, and the Mississippi, 

and all the rivers of the country, when war does 

| come, will cheapen whatever transportation may 
l! be necessary for our Government on those riv- 
| ers; but the question is: will the probabilities of 
| war, and the quantity of supplies, troops, &c., 
| we shall probably have to carry on those rivers, 
|. be a sufficient justification for the improvement? 
l: They will not; and they are intended for no such - 
|; purpose; they are averred to be for facilitating 
commerce. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. But.on'this 

‘i tion of power? ea 
ii Mr. TOOMBS. I say that wherever it is.ne- 
|i cessary to make an improvement for the publie 
li defense I admit the power to be complete... In 
i| my argument. upon the St. Clair flats bill, I ade 
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I bave endeavored for years to call the attention || mitted that, if it were necessary for defensive 


of the country, and arouse the agriculturists to 
sce to their own rights, and not allow themselves 


to be thus plundered by the mercantile interests. | 


I agree with all he says on that point. I admit 
that the light-house system is as unjust as this 
system of internal improvement, and may be as 
easily avoided. i 
for the Senator to aid me in reforming these 


abuses, than to endeavor to justify one abuse by | 


pointing to another, and the very one which I 
have endeavored, as a Representative and Sen- 
ator, for years, to get rid of. 

Again, take the case of the coast survey. That 
is another bencfit to commerce, for which, legiti- 
mately, a tonnage duty ought to be levied to pay. 
Foreign ships and our own ships get the benefit 
of it. Ihave been opposing it for years, but I 
never heard a word from the Senator from Ten- 
nessee against it. He supports one abuse by 


both. 
interest, 
than to Tennessee. The man who carries wheat 
to Charleston or Savannah may receive no benefit 
from the coast survey; but the ship-owner, who 
lessens his insurance, his risk, and his expenses, 
is surely and directly benefited. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. We get more for 
our wheat by increasing the facilities of naviga- 


i tion on the coast. 


Mr. TOOMBS. Every ship-owner-will tell you 
that, but you can never make the buyer act on 
it. You ĉan transport wheat to Augusta or New 
York, and the cost of getting it there is never 
inquired of by the man who buys it. If there is 
wheat made on the adjoining hills, and he can 


It would be much better, then, |: 


I say, join me in uprooting | 
This is another effort of the navigating ; 
It is no more advantage to Georgia |) 


i| purposes to use our navy upon the lakes, it was 
fair and legitimate within the power of Congress; 
but that the transportation of a few thousand 
|i barrels of flour at a greater expense than. it 
would be done without the improvement, would 
not warrant it. Upon the same principle it will 
not do to put forts all over the country, because, 
in the event of war and an invasion by the ene 
| and they come by these places, the forts may be 
|| a valuable defense to the particular locality. en 

ut 


1 


i would be valuable, then, in such an cvent, 
| that would not justify placing them there; because 
| the true basis of such publie works is, that there 
| should be a just proportion between the probabil- 
i ities of advantage to the publie and the amount 
| of expenditure. : 
ii Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Does not the Sen- 
' ator know that the navigation of the lake near 
| New Orleans saved that city? 

| Mr. TOOMBS. There is no question that good 
i rivers and good roads and railroads are all de- 
fenses in time of war. I object to the use of the 


ti 


| war power as a pretense to facilitate commerce. 


i 


: The Senator from Michigan and the Senator from 


Louisiana do not put it on the same ground as 
he Senator from Tennessee, He puts it on one 
|, ground; they on another. They put itavowedly 
i on the ground that it will cheapen their commod- 
| ities at public expense. . The Senator from Ten- 
|i nessee puts it as an expenditure for purposes of 
ii war. will tell him that, taking in view the re- 
‘| moteness of the probability of war, and the small 
fuse the army would probably have for these 
l; works, it does not warrant the expenditure. If 
i thatis the true reason—if it be necessary and 
Í| proper for the public defense, and the Senate 
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‘believes it to be go, the fact that there may be in- 


éidental advantages to commerce is no-objection. | 


In that view I admit the power to be ample, 


plenary, and perfect to every extent; but J say ; 


that this power is ‘claimed under the right to reg- 
ulate commerce; and’ these improvements are 
avowed by some of their advocates to'be for the 


purpose of cheapening the transportation of com- | 


modities. That, I say, is taking money out of the 
eneral fund paid by the people of the United 
tates, and putting it into the pockets of pro- 
ducers who happen to live along the side of those 
rivers. 

Tam told these improvements are valuable. 
Soa railroad from Maine to Georgia is very valu- 
able in’ time of war; but will anybody contend 
that, because it would be useful in time of war, 
we ought to construct it? Perhaps it would rot 
before we hada war. No prudent man proposes 
guch a thing. We have not had a war for forty 

ears. If we bad had a railroad of that kind 
{arine the last war, it would have been of con- 
siderable use towards the publie defense. But our 
coast is in much less danger than is generally sup- 
posed. 1 believe there were but two points of 
our coast in the possession of the British during 


the last war for any length of timc—Castine, in | 


the State of Maine, and Amelia Island, in the 
State of Florida. ‘The British made predatory 
invasions along the coast, and they occupied this 
city; but did not permanently have possession of 
one foot of the American continent on the Atlan- 
tic coast, except the two points which I have 
named. They took some forts in the Northwest; 
but I am speaking of the Atlantic coast. These 
very fortifications were placed in their positions 
for the purpose of preventing it; and if they were, 


they were put in good places. Ifa fort is built at | 


à point to benefit the business of the people, I tell 
the Senator from Tennessee it is a perversion of 
power, and is unjust and unconstitutional. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I think the Senator 
hardly does me justice. Many of these appro- 
priations for the lake harbors I know nothing of, 
and I think we ought to have a better system for 
them; but I have attributed a great deal of that 
difficulty to the strenuous opposition which these 
improvements have encountered. I merely wished 
to show the Senator that there was just as much 
inequality in the appropriations under the defens- 
ive power from necessity. 
that the coast was fortified, but I said that forti- 
fications were placed at some places where they 
‘were unnecessary, because of the local expendi- 
ture. 

Mr. TOOMBS.. The difference between the 
systems is, that one must necessarily be abused, 
and the other must almost necessarily not be. It 
is no more the interest of the upper part of Geor- 
gia, than Tennessee, to put an unnecessary fort 
atthe mouth of Savannah river. They have no 
more interest in paying for it than. Tennessee. 
But when we get great bodies of people, inclad- 
ing fifteen States of this Union, combining to- 
gether for their personal interests, the danger is 
‘so great that it is almost impossible to resist it; 
and. for that reason the wisdom of our fathers 


public, as contradistinguished from local and 
‘private, gave the power complained of, concern- 
ing the Army, and Navy, and Post Office, and 
withheld the power to take money out of the 
public Treasury for the local improvementofrivers 
and harbors. Such was the judgment, as I have 
already shown, of the men of the Convention 
who refused to grant the power. Such was the 
opinion of Mr. Jefferson. The Senator hag al- 
luded to my strong remark of resistance. Mr. 
Jefferson, in the protest which he drew up for 
Virginia, used almost identically the same lan- 
guage as I did. {do not claim it to be original 
in me. In that protest, speaking of a rupture on 
account of such things, he says: 


Tae H $ 
They would consider such a rupture as among the | 
There is one | 


greatest calamities that could befall them. 
greater submission to a Government of unlimited powers, 
t is only when the hope of avoiding this shall become 


absolutely desperate, tha ee. 
indulged.” t > that further forbearance cannot be 


I did not complain | 


T 


| gress afterwards recovered its senses, and ex- 


| his vetoes of five riverand harbor bills are totally 


| five for the estimated number of boats now engaged in 


T 
This was a protest on this power of. improve- | 
ment; and he declared that the very power now : 


| in question was null and void-in point of right. | 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Was not that in: 
regard. to a proposition to construct a road by the | 
authority of this Government in a State? i 

Mr. TOOMBS. It was in regard to the gen- | 
eral system. | 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 
ally the general system. | 

Mr. TOOMBS, it was under Mr. Adams’s | 
administration, when roads and canals, and rivers | 
and harbors, were altogether. General Jackson 
vetoed some bills containing rivers, harbors, 
roads, and canals all combined. I have said 
before that General Jackson’s practice was not 
consistent with his theory. If you will look 
through his messages, the Maysville road veto 
and others, you will find that he denounced the | 
system in the strongest words he could find in the į 
English language, as corrupt and corrupting, | 

Mr. CASS.. Allow me to say to the Senator | 
that General Jackson, in my opinion, was per- 
fectly consistent. He never denied the power to 
make a river or harbor of a national character, 
which national character is the jurisdiction of 
Congress over it. It was confined to boats of ten 
tons burden, according to the original act of Con- 
gress, and was confined to salt water; but Con- 


That was. origin- | 


tended the same principle to fresh water. 

Mr. TOOMBS. They did not do it, but the | 
Supreme Court did. The Senator from Michi- 
gan has repeatedly defended General Jackson’s 
consistency. I have his veto messages before 
me, but it is not necessary to go into them now. 
The Senator from Michigan having been a part 
ofthe Administration during these acts may think ; 
it necessary to sustain its consistency; but I say 
it cannot be sustained; and I say that, if here- 
after it shall become my duty, I will show its 
inconsistency. f wish to treat the memory of 
General Jackson with great respect; but 1 say 


inconsistent with some of those he signed. 

Mr. CASS. I shall not argue this question 
with the Senator from Georgia; but I wish to read 
to hima few sentences from one of the most emi- 
nent men we ever had in this country, and let 
tm be my answer to the Senator’s argument. 
I ‘allude to Mr. Calhoun. In his celebrated 
Memphis report, after going on to describe the 
losses upon the Mississippi river, he says: 

‘ Tf there was no other evidenceof the vast amount lost, 
the high rate of insurance, which is stated at from twelve | 
to eightoen por cent. per annum on boats, and in reference 
to which there can be no material error, would of itself con- | 
clusively show that the data furnished by the St. louis 
statement do not make the annual loss greater than the 
reality. T'he lowest rate per cent. of insurance would in- | 
dicate a loss annually of 3,600,000 on, the estimated j 
amount of the commerce of the river,” 

Recollect, this was ten years ago, and we all 
know how it has increased since. 

“To this great loss of property must be added that of 
lives from the hazard of its navigation ; but the means for 
making an estimate anything like approaching accuracy, 
are so imperfect that it will not be attempted. Itis known 
to be very considerable. The St. Louis statement gives 
twenty-one per annum for one hundred and twenty-six 
boats, which would make about one hundred and thirty- 


navigating the Mississippi and itë waters. 

“Lois great loss, both ot property and life, will go on 
progressively inereasing with the commerce of the valley, 
unless something should be done to render the navigation 
of the river more sate, Assuming that its commerce will 
keep pace with the increase of population, and that the 
hazard will continue to be as great as it now is, the annual 
loss would be, in all probability, three times as great at the 
end of the next twenty, and five times at the end of the 
next forty years. 

“ That the navigation of the river should be rendered more 
safe, and that the present heavy loss, and the still heavier 
which may be anticipated hereafter, with the increase of its 
conmmerce, be lessened by the removal of the causes of the 
danger, if it be practicable, will be readily admitted by all. 
That the principal causes—snags, logs, and rocks—can be 
removed in part, or whole, and that their removal would 
greatly diminish the hazard of its navigation, and facilitate | 
its commerce, is unquestionable. Much, indeed, has been | 
done already, and with bighly beneficial results, in remov- Í 
ing the greatest, by far, of all the causes of danger—snags.”? | 


So much for the losses on the Mississippi. He 
says farther: i 

“ Having now shown the vast and rapidly increasing 
value of the coinmerce of the Mississippi, including its 
tributaries, the very great losses to which itis subject, the 
practicability of removing the principal causes of them, and : 
thereby greatly increase the safety and tacility of its nav- i 
igatiou, your committee are brought to the important ques- l 
tion, by whom are they to be removed? or, to express it | 


more broadly and fully, who has the power, and whose duty 
is it, to improve the navigation of ihe. Mississippi and the 
great tributaries 2” 

Itis to be observed that, with his usual frank- 
ness, Mr. Calhoun. here meets the question 
directly and plainly. a 

«Ht is certainly not that of individuals.. Its improve- 
ment is beyond the reach of their means and power. Nor 
is it that of the several States bordering on its navigable 
waters; itis also beyond their means and power, acting 
separately. Nor can it be done by their united and joint 
action. . There are sixteen States, and two Territories that 
soon will be States, lying either wholly, or partly, within 
the valley of the Msssissippi; and there still is ample space 
for several. more. These all have a common interést in its 
commerce. Theirunited and joint action would be requisite 
for the improvement of its navigation. Butthe only means 
by which that could be obtained is expressly prohibited by 
the tenth section, first article, of the Constitution, which 
provides that ¢ No State shall enter into any treaty, alliance, 
or. confederation... But if neither individuals, nor States 
acting separately, or jointly, have the power to improve its 
navigation, it must belong to the Federal Government, if 
the power exists at all, as there is no other agency or aw 
thority in our system of Government by which it could be 
exercised. But.it it does, it inust be comprised among the 
expressly granted and enumerated powers, or among those 
necessary and proper to carry them into effect, as under the 
one or the other all the powers belonging to it are to be 
found. And thus the question is presented for consider- 
ation, Js it to be found in either? The decision involves 
important consequences.. Irit is not, then this great branch 
of our commerce—aiready among the greatest, and des- 
tincd in a short time far to exceed every other—will be lett 
eXposed.to the great hazard and, enormous. losses lo which 
it has been shown to. be subjected, without any power in 
thé system, anywhere, to provide for its safety, although 
millions might be annually saved by a comparatively small 
expenditure, as experience bas proved. Whether stich be 
the case or not, your committee will next proceed to con- 
sider. pe 

“ Whether the Federal Government possesses the power 
or not, it is certain it has heretofore acted on the supposi- 
tion that it did, as the numerous acts of Congress for the 
improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi, including 
its principal tributaries, abundantly prove.” 


He then goes on to show why the States can- 
not do it; and concludes: 

“ Having now shown that the power to raise money, and 
to nppropriate and expend it, is confined to carrying into 
execution the delegated powers, it remains to be considered 
whether there is any power delegated to the Federal Gov- 
ernment, the carrying of which into execution would 
authorize appropriations and expenditures for the iinprove- 
ment of the navigation of the Mississippi, and its waters? 

“ Your committee, after full and mature consideration of 
the subject, are of the opinion that there is ; and that it is to 
be found in the power ‘to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations, and among the several States,’ and more specific 
ally in that to regulate it among the States.’? 

One more clause, and I shall have done. Iwill 
confess frankly my object in reading it. The 
honorable Senator trom Georgia has treated the 
question with great ability, and I want the same 
vehicle that carries his remarks to the piis te 
send out the opinions and views of Mr. Calhoun, 
whose authority is vastly better than mine. He 
says: 

“ But there is not the Jeast probability that Congress will 
ever abandon the exercise of the power. It has not only 
the right, as has been shown, but it is its duty to exercise 
it? ` 

I believe with Mr. Calhoun, that it is the duty 
of Congress to exercise the power. 

Mr. SEWARD. What is the date of that 
report? 

Mr. CASS. Eighteen hundred and forty- 
ten years ago. What was good doctrine then in 
principle, is good now. 

Mr. TOOMBS. IT opposed it then, and do yet. 

Mr. CASS. Ifit is the duty of Congress to 
remove these obstructions, that answers the great 
argument of the honorable Senator, who says it 
is the duty of Congress to make a fort, and there- 
fore they must make it without regard to equality 
in expenditure. I say it is their duty, under the 
power to regulate commerce, of which navigation 
1s a part, to remove obstructions to rivers and 
harbors whenever they are needed in the country, 
without reference to equality in the expenditure. 
I laid by the veto of Mr. Pierce in 1854, in which 
he says expressly, that the people of the country 
are determined to have these river and harbor 
improvements, and will have them, and many of 
them they ought to have. Here is his language: 

* Public opinion, with regard to the value and import- 
ance oi internal improvements in the country, is undivided. 
‘There is a disposition on all hands to have them prosecuted 
with energy, and to, see the benefits sought to be atiained 


| by them fully realized.” 


Mr. PUGH.. I wish to speak about two mm- 
utes; and I should not say a word if the Senator 
from Georgia had given me a respectful answer 
to a respectful question. ; 

Mr, TOOMBS. I had no purpose to give the 
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Senator a disrespectful answer; but I did not 
choose to go into the argument of an incidental 


power when I was speaking of an entirely dif- | 
ferent general power. I did not think it germane | 


to my argument, 
Mr. PUGH. My object was to direct the Sen- 
- ator’s attention, as he was on the subject, to a 
proposition which I deemed worthy of hisconsid- 
eration. J agree with him as to the power, to 
erect fortifications; but I wanted to find where he 
derived it. It cannot be derived from the clause 
to raise and support an. army; that does not in- 
clude fortifications. We can keep an army in 
the field for twenty years without a fortification. 
We do not need it for that purpose. The power 
comes under another clause altogether. Congress 


has authority “to lay and collect taxes, duties, į 


imposts, and excises, to pay the debts, and pro- 


vide for the common defense and general wel- |) 


fare.” 

That clause has been the subject of serious 
debate, though l think it may be said to be now 
generally settled. It isa power to lay and collect 


duties in order to pay the debts, and provide for į 
the common defense and general welfare of the | 


United States. It is under the indivisible power 
of providing for the common defense, that we 
make these appropriations; but the power to levy 
taxes to provide for the general welfare is just as 
general and just as indivisible. 

Now, what is ‘the general welfare,” within 


the meaning of this clause? The other specific | 
powers that are contained in the Constitution, || 
That is the true definition. ʻi 


and which follow. 
It is not to be used inany enlarged sense; but the 
designations of power embrace the ‘ general wel- 
fare” 
section to which the Senator alluded, is: 


“To regulate commerce with foreign nations, and among | 


the several States, and with the Indian tribes.’* 


It was for the purpose of possessing the Sena- 
tor from Georgia of my proposition of the mean- 
ing of the Constitution that I sought to interrupt 
him, but I assure him not with any disposition 


to draw him into a collateral question; but I did | 


think, though his disclaimer is satisfactory, that 


he supposed { had some improper object in view. | 


Mr. TOOMBS. Oh, no. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time. 

On its passage, 

Mr. TOOMBS called for the yeas and nays; 


yeas 25, nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of | 
‘Tennessee, Bigler, Bright, Cass, Collamer, Crittenden, | 
Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Fuster, Geyer, Harlan, ; 
James, Jones of Iowa, Pugh, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, i 


Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Wright—-25. 


NAYS — Messrs. Biggs, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Clay, | 


Fitzpatrick, Houston, Hunter, Mallory, Reid, Toombs, aud 
Yulec—}2. 


So the bill was passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Barcray, Assistant Clerk, announced that 


of June 15, 1846. 


ate to amend an act, entitled ‘* An act to establish 
a court for the investigation of claims of the 
United States;’’ without amendment. 


ROCK RIVER RAPIDS. 


Rock river rapids in the upper Mississippi. 


The hill, as introduced by Mr. Jones, of Iowa, i 
provided for the appropriation of $200,000 to |, 


continue the improvement of the Des Moines and 
the Rock river rapids in the Mississippi river. 
The Committee on Commerce proposed to re- 
duce the amount from $200,000 to $50,000. 
Mr. PUGH. 
for the purpose, and I therefore move to lay the 
bill on the table. 


Mr. JONES, of lowa. The gentleman is mis- |i 


taken. That bill did not make any appropria- 
tion for the Rock river rapids. It was for the 
Des Moines rapids. 


ii by the Committee on Commerce. 


| posed to insert $100,000 for the Rock river rapids 
| alone. 


ii nel Lee, of the United States Army, who isas; 


of the Constitution, and among them, in the || 
i lower or Des Moines rapids. There are ten points | 


! more ey 
its whole le 


; 1857. 
i tinue it longer by small appropriations. i 
| reason why the officer in charge of thisimprove- ; 
| ment asks for the increase is, because contracts : 


d red; ing taken, resulted |) ER | 
and they were ordered; and being taken, ee) can be made by the direction or under the sanc- |} 


p seen thai when the engineers asked one sum the | 


= any objection be made on that score? There is 
The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- ; 


mittee of the Whole, the bill (S. No. 71) to con- ji 
tinue the improvement of the Des Moines and | 


We have passed a House bill j 


Mr. PUGH. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I move to amend by 
striking out the words *‘the Des Moines and?” | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I now move to strike 
out $200,000 and insert $100,000, so that it will 
be an appropriation of $100,000 for the Rock 
river rapids, 

Mr. BIGGS. If I understood the Secretary in 
reading, there was an amendment proposed by | 
the Committee on Commerce to this bill, to re- ! 
duce it from $200,000 to $50,000. I suppose the | 
first question will be on the amendment proposed | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Iowa moves to insert $100,000; on which, 
being the largest amount, the question will be 
first put. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Before voting on this 
uestion I should like to have some explanation 
rom the Senator from Iowa. The bill, as re- 
ported, appropriates $50,000 for the Des Moines 
and Rock river rapids. We have passed a bill 
from the House appropriating, I think, $200,000 
for the Des Moines rapids, and now it is pro- 


I should hke to have some explanation. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Under the surveysand į 
estimates made by the then lieutenant, now Colo- | 


skillful in his line of service asany man in Amer- i 
ica, he recommended that $300,000 should be | 
| 


appropriated to the improvement of these rapids. || 
The gentleman in charge of the work at present, ii 


Major Floyd, says $100,000 can be economically | 


rapids, this year, and asked $200,000 for the | 


é any jl 
expended in the improvement of the Rock river | 
1 
| 
i 


as surveyed by Lieutenant Lee, which require to | 
be cut offto make the navigation of the Rock river | 
rapids of the Mississippi river at Rock Island per- | 
i 
| 
i 
| 
t 
| 


! fect, and to render the river more convenient and | 


navigated than at any otber point for | 
ngth. The points which jut outin | 
the shape of an elbow are to be cut off, and there 


f are ten of them. If $100,000 is appropriated now, | 


I have every reason to believe, from the report of | 
Major Floyd, that the improvement can be made 
within the next year, before the 30th of June, 
It may as well be done now, as to he 

ae: 


tion of the Secretary of War, for removing these | 
obstructions by boring holes into the rocks by | 
steam instead of by hand, as was heretofore the i 
case. Fifty thousand dollars is as much as could | 
be expended on both rapids under the old system į 
of hand labor. Major Floyd says now, In his: 
report to the Department, that $100,000 will be | 
sufficient for this year, for the Rock river rapids. | 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I ask for the yeas and | 
nays on the amendment. | 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. - 

Mr. CLAY. 


I do not see any objection to: 


they had passed a bill to provide for carrying into |, voting this amount, if we are to be bound by the ;; 


execution the first article of the treaty between |! estimates of the engineers. There is a great deal ; 
the United States and Her Majesty the Queen of |; 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, |} f 
l the Committee on Commerce. 


Also, that they had passed the bill of the Sen- ‘| objection does not hold good with me at all, be- || 


of noise made about this appropriation because it | 
exceeds by double the amount recommended by | 
1 confess that! 


cause we have scen that they have sometimes | 
exceeded the estimates of the engineers; we have | 


committee have voted double. Why, then, should i 
one thing that may be said in favor of this appro- | 


priation that cannot be said about others. In other | 
cases we were assured that the sums which were | 
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advocates of this scheme of improvement stickle | 
about $100,000, and complain of that? Itis true! 


from year to year to appropriate $50,000 or 
$100,000, until we got up to this amount. Give | 


f 
them $100,000, and perhaps we shall notbe asked i: 


j would be necessary to continue the work. 


for that amount next year. Ithink the supporters 
of these measures should not hesitaté at all to vote’ 
the $100,000. ; ; — 

_ Mr. STUART. As the Senatorfrom Alabama 
is a member of the. committee, I would’ be glad 

if he would refer me ‘to the cases to which ‘he’ 
alludes, where the committce reported double the - 
amount of the estimates. 

Mr. CLAY. In the case which the Senator.. 
advocated the other day, where he asked an ap- 
propriation of $10,000, and the estimate was for 
$4,000 or $5,400, forget which. [can refer the 
Senator to the case, but I cannot call it by name 
now. f 

Mr. STUART. Irecolect that case, and made 
an explanation at the time of the principle upow 
which the committee acted. The amount then 
asked for was the amount originally estimated. 
There had been an appropriation made,-and a 
part of it expended; but the commitiee were of 
opinion that the amount of the original estimate 
That 
is that case. There is one other case, in which a 
bill was reported for Monroe harbor above the 
estimate, and was amended, on my motion, by 
reducing it to the estimate. The committee rec- 
ommended $50,000, because, according to the 
estimates made in prior years, $50,000 was the 
amount necessary; but on the subsequent esti- 
mate, in subsequent years, we amended that bili 
by reducing the amount of appropriation. Flere 
the committee recommended $50,000, because, 
according to the estimate made in prior years, 
$50,000 was sufficient, and there was asubsequent 
estimate for a larger amount. That explains this 
case. I do not deem it very important; but I 
think that, when the action of the committee is 
considered, the ground on which it has acted 
ought to be fairly understood by the Senate, 

In regard to this bill, I wish to make a sug- 
gestion to my friend from lowa. I want to have 
him act, if I may ask him to do it, with some- 
what of the feeling with which lacted on another 
bill. The Senator from Tennessee {Mr. Bev] 


j appealed to me to lay aside one of the most im- 


ponent improvements on Lake Michigan, and I 
id so. Now, we have made an appropriation 
by a bill already passed, of $200,000 for the Des’ 
Moines rapids, which are in this vicinity, in the 
Mississippi river. i 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. 
below this. 

Mr. STUART. We have made an appropri- 
ation of $300,000 at the mouth of the river, thus 
making half a million for the Mississippi ‘river, 
Then we, to-day, passed another appropriation 
for the same river. Now, I only want to suggest 
to him, whether, under the circumstances, he 
had not better let the bill be passed by? 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Without making any 
appropriation ? 

Mr’ STUART. 
appropriation, 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. No. I reside in the 
neighborhood, and was a Delegate from the Ter- 
ritory of Lowa when an appropriation was first 
made for these rapids. I know, of my own 
knowledge, thatthe Black Hawk war, which was 
put an end to through the energy skill, and 
bravery of the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr: 
Dopee,] would not have existed but for the fact 
that these rapids were in the Mississippi river. 
I was at that time myself a passenger on the river 
when General Atkinson, of the Army, who was 
ordered from Jefferson barracks to repair to the 
seat of war for the purpose of securing Black 
Hawk, was detained someten days er two weeks 
at these rapids hefere he could get to where Black 
Hawk was encamped with lis forces. From 
Rock Island, in the State of Hlinais, at the foot 
of these rapids, where I am now asking the ap- 


It isa hundred miles 


Yes; without making any 


| propriations, he made his escape to the swamps 
-of Hlinois and Wisconsin; and the consequence 


was, a war which cost the Government a great 
many more thousand dollars than the removal of 
these rapids would have cost. i 
Nobody ċan doubt the nationality of this work. 
If any country is entitled to an appropriation for 
the removal of obstructions in the navigation of 
rivers, it is the country now asking for this im- 
provement. . We of the mining country have 
paid more money into the Treasury of ihe United 


| State, as a special tax levied on us for oo 


the lead mines—a thing that was never exacte 


910 
from any other people in the world before—than 
would pay ten times over for the removal of these 
obstructions. : 
as well by this bill as they have done, and prop- 
erly done, for my friend from Missouri, who has 
just had an appropriation, on his own account, of 
over $100,000 added to the Mississippi river bill. | 
Mr. TOOMBS. I think the Senator from lowa 
‘ig fairly within the principle. I think his is 
exactly the case of my friend from Missouri; and 
so. far from being astonished at the exorbitance 
of his demands, I am amazed at his moderation. 
It will take $1,300,000 to do this work; and at 
$100,000 a year it will take you thirteen years to | 

etall that is necessary to carry out the plan. 

hirteen years is too long; besides there are a 

reat many difficulties in thirteen years, and I 
think you had better take as much as can be 
reasonably spent—say half a millionat this time: 
that would be a fair apportionment! | 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Iam much obliged to j 
my friend for his proposition. The officer now! 
in charge who is a competent man to judge, says 
it will not cost more than one fourth the amount | 
estimated by Colonel Lee at the time the original 
estimates were made, because they have adopted | 
a new system of removing obstructions by steam, | 
which will reduce the expenditure a great deal. | 
Tghall be satisfied with $100,000; and fihink the 
Senate ought to make that appropriation. 

Mr. BIGGS. It may be that this new inven- 
tion by ateam may have induced the engineer to 
report an estimate lower than that named by the 
Senator from Lowa. I have before me the last | 
estimates, I have scen the report of 1855, and 
there the estimate is $40,000. I suppose there 
has been an improvement since that, and instead 
of an appropriation of $40,000, it ought to be less 
than $40,000. My friend from Iowa proposes to 
increase the bill from $50,000 to $100,000. The , 
estimate here is, “ For the Rock Island rapids, | 
$40,000.” [tis another instance in which there is | 
an inexplicable confusion in regard to the principle | 
on which we act. A little while ago, in relation | 
to the Mississippi, (and I wish to call attention to , 
that fact in connection with what was said by the | 
Senator from Michigan, )we appropriated $300,000 | 

for the mouth, $200,000 for the Dos Moines rap- | 
i 
i 
| 
1 
| 
| 


ids, and $100,000 originally appropriated and | 
assed for the improvement of the Mississippi 
below the vapids, and $126,000 for snag-boats, 
which was an amendment put on the bill on the 
motion of the Senator from Missouri. Now, 
although the estimate for this Rock Island rapids 
is only $40,000, it is proposed by the Senator | 


I hope the Senate will do at least |)" 


il tinya if anybod 


YEAS—Messrs. Dodge, 
ton, James, Jones of lowa, 
Trambull, and Wade—12. ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee; Biggs, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Cass, Clay, 
Collamer, Fessenden, Fish, Foster, Hunter, Mallory, Reid, 
Seward, Stuart, Weller, Wright, and Yulee—21. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
now is on inserting $50,000, as proposed by the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments made as“in Committee of 
the Whole were concurred in, The bill was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
was read the third time; and, on its passage, 

Mr. BIGGS called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 21, nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Cass, Collamer, Dodge, Durkce, Fessenden, 
Fish, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, James, Jones of lowa, Pugh, 
Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, and Wright— 
21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, 
Clay, Houston, Hunter, Reid, Toombs, Weller, and Yulee— 
12, 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I move to amend the 
title by striking out ‘ Des Moines and;’’ so that 
it willread: «* A bill to continue the improvement 
of the Rock river rapids, in the upper Missis- 


Douglas, Geyer, Harlan, Hous- 
Pugh, Sebastian, Toombs, 


sippi.” 
‘he motion was agreed to. 
TENNESSEE RIVER. 


The bill (S. No. 148) to continue the improve- 
ment of the Tennessee river was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. As introduced by 


Mr. Bex, of Tennessee, it proposed to appro- j| 


priate $60,000 for the purpose indicated m its 
tide. The Committee on Commerce reported an 
amendment to strike out $60,000 and insert 
$35,000. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I move to increase 
the amount to $50,000. The estimate for the 
improvement above the Muscle Shoals alone is 
$75,000. I hope there will be no opposition to 
increasing the appropriation to $50,000, which is 


| $25,000 less than the amount of the estimate 


above the Muscle Shoals. I call for the yeas and 
objects, 

Phe yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 


from lowa to increase it to $100,000. H 
Mr. JONES, of lowa. I called on Colonel. 
Abert some time ago, to know from him why he 
had not asked for as much money as could be | 
properly expended, and he told me that the only | 
reason was, because he feared it would so load | 
down the bill that it would be defeated. Le said i 
that he knew it to be necessary, and knew that | 
Major Floyd thought it necessary, and that the! 
monoy could be profitably expended by the Gov- | 
ernment. I hope $100,000 will be appropriated. |: 
Mr. CLAY. “It is possible, perhaps, to ex- | 
plain the apparent dlecrepnney between the |! 
amount in the bill and the estimate of the board. (| 
The amount of $40,000 is an annual appropria- i 
tion; but the aggregato sum, as I hold in my band, | 
obtained from the War Department last Saturday, | 
for these works, is $1,343,000, lo complete them, f 
That is the estimate for the completion, I do |, 
not see any objection, if we are going to complete |, 
them, to giving $100,000 now. Otherwise, per- ‘i 
haps next year they will want $150,000 oril 
$200,000. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator |! 
from Iowa moves to insert $100,000. 
Mr. SEWARD. Can the question be divided 
on striking out and inserting? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator calls for a division. f 
„Mr. SEWARD. I ask that the question be | 
divided, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first | 


question will he taken on the motion to strike `! 
out $200,000, 


Fhe motion was agreed to. i 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question į 


Yes, if the! 


now is on the motion of the Senator from Towa, | 


to fill the blank. with $100,000; on which the yeas || 
ad nays have been ag ean oo 


is on the nmendment of the committee. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I hope that amend- 
ment will not be adopted by the Senate, The 
ostimates are for $75,000 above the Muscle Shoals. 
The bill originally was for $60,000, and 1 hope it 
will stand for $50,000. 

Mr. SEWARD. 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Then I withdraw 
my application for the yeas and nays. I believe 
there will be no opposition to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It requires 
unanimous consent to withdraw a call for the yeas 
and nays. ‘The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SEWARD. I waive the committee’s 
amendment, and accept that of the Senator fram 
‘Tennessee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is 
under the impression that the Senator has not 
the right to accept the amendment. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Then the question 


i is on agrecing to the original amendment of the 


committee, which I hope will not be adopted. 

Mr. SEWARD. I suppose I can withdraw 
the amendment of the committee ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
cannot withdraw it on the recommendation of 
the committee, except by unanimons consent. 

Mr. SEWARD. T hope that will be given. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be 
no objection, the amendment will be withdrawn. 
The Chair hears no objection, and the amend- 


: ment is withdrawn. 


Mr. HUNTER. DoI understand that there 
is a withdrawal of the amendment of the com- 
mittee? 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. By unanimous 


| consent, 


consent being asked for such a thing before. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
heard no objection. : 

Mr. SEWARD. I now move the amendment 
of the Senator from Tennessee, to strike out 
$60,000,’? and insert $50,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. The bill was 
reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole 
was concurred in. The bill was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, and was read the 
third time. ` 3 

Mr. CLAY. As this river traverses the State - 
which I have the Honor to represent, itis perhaps 
proper that I should make some apology for not 
voting for it. Itis not my purpose to vote for it, 
and I might rest entirely on my constitutional 
objection to the bill, which is predicated entirely, 
as I understand, on facilitating the commerce of 
the country. But, there is an additional objec- 
tion which I feel bound to urge, though I urge it 
with extreme reluctance. It is not an objection, 
I will say in advance, which ought to weigh with 
the majority of the Senate. If they will deal 
equitably and justly and uniformly towards the 
Tennessee river, it will be no objection. It will 
not have a feather’s weight with them; yet itisa 
grave objection with me, and may be with the 
minority of the Senate, who have voted against 
these bills. I cannot conscientiously sit still and 
permit this bill to pass when objections pertain 
against it which I have preferred against other 
bills in favor of other sections. The objection, 
l say, with me is a grave one} but it is a very 
inconsiderable one, I dare say, with the majority 
of the Senate. It is simply this: that we have 
not the approval of the board of engineers of this 
estimate; on the contrary, they disapprove of the 
estimate and of the plan. hey condemn the 
plan of the local agent or engineer as bad; they 
condemn the system as insufficient to achieve the 
objects of the appropriation. This estimate was 
made by Colonel Long in 1852, and again by 
Colonel McClellan in 1854. He estimated that 
it would take $75,425 to complete this work. I 
am warranted in saying, because I have the report 
before me, that neither the plan nor the estimate 
|| was approved by the board of engineers; that the 
estimate, in their opinion, fell short of effecting 
the desired object. Hence, if I had no constitu 
tional objection, on the score of expediency alone 
I should be bound to vote against this bill; yet, 
as I have remarked, I do not think this objectior 
ought to obtain with the Senate. 

his is truly, as stated by the Senator from 
| Tennessee, a great river, navigable for perhaps 
| eleven hundred „miles, traversing the entire 
breadth of the State of Alabama, and twice tra- 
versing the breadth of the State of Tenneassco, 
and running, in all, through five States of this 
Union. Inasmuch as we have voted appropria- 
tions hitherto for works for which there has been 
even no surveys whatever, upon the recommenda- 
tion of the Committee on Commerce; and inas- 
much as we have voted, as ł said before to-day, 
double the amountof estimates heretofore made; 
| and inasmuch as we have voted in favor of esti- 
mates made by local agents, though not approved 
by the engineers, and by agents who were cer- 
tainly not qualified by their education for any 
work of civil engineering, I do not think it should 
be any oecnan whatever for the appropriation 
now asked by the Senator from Tennessee with 
a majority of the Senate. Itis one with me, and 
| I shall vote against the bill. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I merely wish to 
say, in reply to my friend from Alabama, that 
| this bill, as it now stands, givesthe War Depart- 
ment the privilege of expending the money ona 
plan of their own choosing. It does not trammel 
them by any limitation below or above the shoals; 
but I should hope that a portion of it would be 
expended below the shoals. I merely make these 

remarks in reply to his observations as to the 
; Manner in which Colonel McClellan expended 
the last appropriation; but this is short of his 
i estimate by $25,000 for improving the river even 
above the shoals. We have not touched the 
shoals; and I shall call on the advocates of this 
policy, if it is continued, to improve the naviga- 
tion by clearing out the shoals, or making them 
navigable at all seasons of the year, on the prin- 


| ciple of reciprocity, justice, and equality; and I 
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have no doubt they will stand by me in making 
theappropriation whenever it is brought forward 
in proper form. | 

The question being taken on the passage of the 
bill, resulted —yeas 21, nays 13; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Cass, Collamer, Dodge,- Durkee, Fessenden, 
Fish, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, James, Jones of Lowa, Pearce, 
Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Trumbull, Wade, and Wright— 

NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, 
Clay, Houston, Hunter, Mallory, Reid, Toombs, Weller, 
and Yulee—i3. 


So the bill was passed. 


-HARBOR OF DUBUQUE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 128) making 
an appropriation for the improvement of the har- 
bor of Dubuque, which proposed to appropriate 
$20,000, and the Committee on Commerce re- 
ported an amendment to strike out $20,000 and 
insert $15,000. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. SEWARD. The fact is, that the esti- 
mate is $19,900, and the committee, in scaling, 
cut it down $5,000; but they are not tenacious 
about it. 

.Mr. CLAY. The estimate furnished me was 
$13,000, according to the board of engineers for 
this harbor of Dubuque, and I do not under- 
stand where gentlemen derive other estimates. 
This is what is furnished me by the War Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, The estimate was 
$19,367 43, and the committee cut it down to 


$15,000. g 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CLAY. I move to strike out thé word 


“harbor”? wherever it occurs, and insert “ land- 
ing.” This thing of talking about a harbor in 
Dubuque ıs a hoax that cannot deceive anybody 
who has eyes to see, and ears to hear, and under- 
standing to appreciate words. Talk about the 
harbor of Dubuque two thousand miles, I be- | 
lieve, above the Gulf! Now, sir, according to 
the etymology of the word ‘ harbor,” and accord- 
ing to the conventional use of the word “< har- 
bor,” it has no application whatever to rivers— 
certainly not at that distance from the coast. A 
harbor, we were taught in our geographies, and | 


taught by lexicographers, means a bay or inlet 
of the sea, where ships may moor with safety | 
in case of storm; but now the word is applied to | 
every landing at any town on any river that will | 
come forward here to ask for an appropriation 
for its improvement. It is a misnomer. i 
not only a misnomer, but itis practically a fraud | 
upon the intelligence of the people, or an attempt- ; 
ed fraud on them to be talking about such a har- 
por. The harbor of Dubuque! I might ask, 
with equal propriety, an appropriation for the 
harbor of Dito’s Landing, on the ‘l’ennessee river, 
in my own county, or the harbor of Gunter’s 
Landing, in the adjoining county of Marshall. It 
is a gross perversion of terms, a gross abuse of 
language. Though Shakspeare says, 

i —— “That which we call a rose 

By any other name would smell as sweet,” 

the Scnate knows that an appropriation by the | 
name of “landing,” instead of “‘harbor,”’ would | 
not be in good odor, and therefore the applica- | 
tion of the term ‘‘harbor;’’ but I am not willing | 
to stultify myself by sitting still and hearing an 
appropriation proposed for the harbor of Du- 
buque, on the Mississippi river, some two thou- 
sand miles above its mouth. 

Mr. SEWARD. What is the honorable Sena- 
tor’s amendment? 

Mr. CLAY. To strike out ‘ harbor” and in- 
sert “landing,” because that is conformable to 
truth, and that is no abuse of language. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, herr berg, the 
castle, the hill, is the etymological root of harbor. 
It is a place of security, a place of safety. Itis, 
as all hills generally are, foreign from the sea- 
coast. The castle or hill of Newburgh, on the 
Rhine, is a place of safety, and yet it is on the 
bank of a river. Newburg, in New York, isa 
new “harbor.” The harbor at Dubuque is a 
place of safety for vessels on the Mississippi river, 
and the bill is right in that respect. It is sound 
in grammar, and I think everybody can under- 
stand it. I do notthink it can be misunderstood. 


| 
It is ij 
| 


li rounded our harbor. 


| a harbor or landing in Dubuque? Esitan appro- | 


| largest class of steamboats to enter our harbor. j 
| survey, and an estimate of the amount nee 


| before me, made in 1845 by 


| points, but for this harbor, partially improvedas 


| has paid, almost enough to 


“I was in prison, and ye visited me; 
a stranger, and ye harbored me:’’—such is the ver- ! 
sion of one of the most touching texts in Wiek- 
liffe’s translation of the Bible. 

Mr. BUTLER. We have heard a good deal 
of the etymology of ‘harbor? let me give a 
definition. I think harbor, as it has been used 
here, and as it is likely to be made a precedent | 
for the appropriation’ of money hereafter, is a! 
hiding-place—a place of concealment. Harbor} 
is a word under which the Constitution is to be | 
stifled. That is the meaning of harbor 

Mr. BROWN. Harboring negroes? | 

Mr. BUTLER. A place where fugitives will | 
have a place. Wherever they get a fugitive | 
negro, they will have a harbor, and apply to | 
white people to aid the harbor. [Laughter.] But | 
I did not rise to speak that. [am sorry that the | 
Senator from Michigan (Mr. Cass] is not here. | 
He has two or three times thought proper to 
expose Mr. Calhoun’s views. I want to know | 
whether this is an appropriation to regulate com- | 
merce among the States by an appropriation for | 


priation to regulate commerce between the nations | 
of the carth or the States of the Union, or is itan | 
appropriation for the local improvement of the ‘| 
landing of Dubuque? The Senator would vote || 
for it, no doubt, if he were here. f 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Mr. President, in; 
1845, when Iowa was a Territory, my late col- i 
league, Mr. A. C. Dodge, who was then the | 
Delegate from Iowa, obtained an appropriation |! 
for the improvement of the harbor. At that j/ 
time, the town of Dubuque, (it is now a city,) || 
the islands through which this improvement is 
being made, and the whole Territory, belonged | 
to the Government. The Government, as a! 
means of increasing the value of the public lands, f 
commenced this improvement. This harbor is | 
made by islands in front of the city of Dubuque, ; 
or inlets entering between the islands. Thei 
sluices were not quite deep enough to cnable the | 


The Government sent its agents there te make a 


to make this improvement. ‘The estimate i 
Lieutenant Cram, of || 
the United States Army, a graduate of West} 
Point. The sloughs through which the steam- | 
boats enter to the mainland to the town of Du- || 
buque, are called the Ferry slough and Megary | 
slough. The agent went to make the improve- || 
ment, and stopped up the Megary slough, the | 
main entrance to our harbor, and drove down | 
piles, and filled it up with earth which he had | 
taken from an island through which he intended | 
to dig a canal. Before he completed that canal, | 
so as to make a direct entrance to our harbor, the 

appropriation gave out; and now, I call on the | 
Government, either to remove this obstruction | 
which was put in our harbor by the Government, | 
or complete the improvement. The same reason | 
was given for the improvement of the Cape Fear į 
river and the Savannah river. These obstruc- | 
tions were put in Dubuque harbor by the Gov- | 
ernment of the United S:ates, when it had con- į 
trol of the town, and of the land which sur-: 
Tt obstructed the main | 
entrance, which was then better than the one |} 
attempted to be made by the agent, but discon- | 
tinued for want of funds. And now the agent 
of the Government of the United States asks for į 
$19,367 to complete this improvement. 

I hope this explanation will be satisfactory to 
gentlemen. It is a harbor to protect the steam- 
boats which navigate the Mississippi river. lfas || 
good an improvement as this had been in exist- į 
ence at St. Louis last spring, when the breaking | 

i 


up of the ice took place, or at Cincinnati, docs j 
not everybody know that twenty or thirty steam- į 
boats, at cach of these places, and an immense 
amount of money engaged in commerce, would 
have been saved to the country? The same evils 
would have taken place at Dubuque as at those 


it is. 

As I said before, the people of Dubuque. have 
paid an unjust tax, exacted from them. for 
working the lead mines in this very vicinity. A 
have myself paid,and my friend from Wisconsin | 
make this improve: | 
ment. We paid it in money which ought not to 
have been exacted from us, which the Govern-' 


ment had no right to exact from us; because, at- 
the time the Government exacted the taxi from, 
me and my distinguished friend -from Wisconsin, 
the land itself belonged to the Indians,.and.the 
Government had not extinguished the Indian, title: 
I want some of that tax now back, in the shape 
of this legitimate improvement. I say.the Gov- 
ernment has obstructed the entrance to my: town,- 
and they must either remove the. obstruction 
which they put there by driving down piles and 
filling up, or complete what they have commenced. 

Mr. PUGH. May I ask my friend from Iowa 
a question? Does he desire us to pull up the piles 
which have been put there, or go on with. the 
work? 

Mr. JONES, of Towa. 
the work. : 

Mr. PUGH. I camnot vote to, go on with the 
work; for I agrce with my friend from Alabama, 
that this appropriation does.not come within. my 
views; butif he asks the Government to remove 
these obstructions, which he says have been 
placed there, I shall have no objection, 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. ‘The bill provides that 
the improvement. shall be made under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary, and I cannot control the 
Secretary. Itis for him to say whether he will 
remove the piles and take up the earth thrown in 
by the side of them to sustain them, or complete 
the opening already commenced. If the Secre-: 
tary wishes us to undertake to do it, we will do 
it if you go on. i 

Mr. PUGH. If my friend from Alabama will 
withdraw his amendment, I will move once 'to.test 
the question, : 

Mr. CLAY. I withdraw it temporarily. : 

Mr. PUGH. I move to strike out the words, 
“ for continuing the improvement of the harbor 
of Dubuque, on the Mississippi river,” and in- 
sert: 

Removing the obstructions to navigation, placed by order 
of the Government of tbe United States in the Missis- 
sippi river, at and opposite Dubuque, in the State of Lowa. 

I offer thatamendmentto the bill. If my friend 
from Iowa is contented to have it in that way, 


I prefer to go on with 


| £ shall vote for it. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I am satisfied there is no 
quorum here; and as it is beyond the usual time 
of adjournment, 1 move that the Senate adjourn, » 

Mr. SEWARD. I call for the yeas and nays 
on the motion. i ee oe 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being . 
taken, resulted—yeas 18, nays 14; as follows: . 

YEAS—Messrs. Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, 
Butier, Clay, Collamer, Fish, Foster, Houston, James, 
Jones of Iowa, Pearce, Reid, Stuart, Thompson of Ken- 
tucky, and Wright—-18. 

NAYS — Messrs Bell of Tennessee, Dodge, Durkee, 
teyer, Harlan, Hunter, Mallory, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, 
Trumbull, Weller, Wilson, and Yulce—l4. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, August 4, 1856. 
The House met ateleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Danie, W arpo. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Postmaster General, trans- 
mitting a communication addressed to the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
asking ‘certain appropriations for the service of 
that Department; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

BOUNDARY LINE BETWEEN WASHINGTON: 
TERRITORY AND THE ‘BRITISH POSSES- 
SIONS. i 
The SPEAKER stated the first question in 

order to be the motion to reconsider the vote by 

which was referred to the Committee of the 

Whole on the state of the Union, the bill of the 

House (No. 73) to provide for carrying into effect 

the first article of the treaty between the United 

States and her Majesty the Queen of Great 

Britain and Ireland, ofthe 15th day of June, 1856. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I had the floor last 
Monday for the purpose of calling u the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which that. bill was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 


m ou 


August 4, 


atate of the Union, but was obliged to give way 
to’ a’ privileged motion for the suspension of 
the rules and‘to go into Committee of the Whole 
en the state of the Union. I now ask the 
unanimous consent of the FEouse. to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Vion from the further consideration of this bill; 
and TI will state very briefly to the House the 
character of the bill’ It immediately concerns 
the peace of the country; as the gentleman from 
Washington Territory [Mr. ANDERSON] well 
knows, and ought not'to be further delayed. It 
willbe recollected, that in the year 1846'a treaty 
of limits was cortcludéd between the United States 
and Great Britain, establishing the boundary line 
between the British North American possessions 
and the United States. The object of this bill, as 
reported, is to carry into effect that treaty, so far | 
as to locate by survey the boundary line in the 
Gulf of Georgia and the straits of Fuca, between 
Washington Territory and the British posses- | 
sions. 

Mr. CULLEN, (interrupting.) Will the gen- 
tleman yield me the floor for a single moment? 

Mr. PENNINGTON. - I cannot yield the floor 
now. Ihave made halfa dozen efforts to get this 
bill before the House, because of its urgent 
necessity, and I cannot give way now; my sense 
of public duty forbids it. It is now ten years 
since this treaty was made, and yet no part of 
this line has been surveyed. The boundary line, 
as-established by the treaty, begins at the Lake 
of the Woods, on the forty-ninth parallel of north 
latigude, and runs thencé westward along that 
parallel to the middle of the channel which sep- 
arates the continent from Vancouver's Island, 
and thence southerly through the middle of that | 
channel, and of Fuca’s straits, to the Pacific | 
ocean. Inthe Gulf of Georgia, which constitutes 
a part of the waters between Vancouver’s Island 
and the main land, is a group of small islands, | 
more or less important, known as Lummi, Wal- 
dron, Orca’s, Shaw’s, Blakely, Cypress, Guemes, | 
Sidney, San Juan, Lopez, Decatur, Fioalgo, 
Chatham,. Discovery, Blunt’s, Whitb ’s, Mce- 
Donough’s, and others: not named. Upon the 
ascertainment of the true line-of boundary in 
the gulf, or, in other words, ‘the middle of the 
chanhel which separates the continent from Van- 
couver’s Island,’ depends the question of the 
title to the islands, and the seitlement.of such of 
them as may be habitable, of which there are sev- 
eral of considerable value and importance. There | 
are two principal channels in the gulf, one or | 
the other of which is the true boundary. One of 
these is known as the Rosario, and the otber | 
ag the Avro strait. If the Rosario strait be the | 
truce channel, the islands of Waldron, Orca’s, j 
Shaw’s, San Juan, Lopez, Decatur, and Blakely, ; 
will fall to the British Government; and if the | 
Arro strait be the true channel, these islands will 
fall to the United States. The Rosario strait is | 


claimed as the trae channel by the British Gov- i| 


ernment, and the Arro strait by thatof the United | 
States. i 

The Legislature of Washington Territory, | 
claiming these islands to be portions of that Ter- | 
ritory, have included them within the limits of | 


H 
{ 
i 


boundary. As early as 1848 the attention of our | 
Government was called, by the British Minister, į 
to a proposition for the appointment of a joint | 
commission to run and mark the entire boundary | 
under the treaty; but nothing has, as yet, been | 
done, either as to this claim for damages, or the | 
demarkation ofthe line. [tis impossible that the | 
present state of “things ean continue without | 
danger tothe paace ofthe country; and, in view i 


of the peazéful termination of recent difficulties i! 


whose interests are so intimately blended, and 
whose mutual sympathies are so strong—it cannot 
be that any embarrassment will be thrown in the’! 
way of terminating all causes of difference on our 
northern boundary. I hope my proposition may | 
be consented to. F 

Mr. HOUSTON: What vote is proposed to} 
be reconsidered ? - 

The SPEAKER. The vòte by which this bill 
was referred to the Committeėof the Whole orf) 
the state. of the Union is thé motion pending. 
The gentleman from New Jersey, however, now 
asks unanimous consent that the Committee of | 
the Whole on the state of the Union may be dis- | 
charged from the further consideration of the bill, ! 
and that it may be considered at this time. | 

i 
i 


Mr. HOUSTON. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read. The first section provides 
that, for the purpose of carrying into effect the 
first article of the treaty between the United States 
and her Majesty the Queen ofthe United Kingdom | 
of Great Britain and Ireland of the 15th day of | 
June, 1846, there shall be appointed by the Pres- | 
ident of the United States, by and with the ad- ; 
vice and consent of the Senate, a commissioner, 
and chief astronomer, and surveyor, to unite with 
similar officers to be appointed by her Britannic 
Majesty’s Government. 

the second section provides for the appoint- 
ment of a secretary to the commissioner, and of | 
a clerk to the chief astronomer and surveyor. 

The third section makes appropriations for sal- 
aries and contingent expenses. | 

The fourth section limits the proceedings of | 
said commissioner to the demarkation of that 
part of the said boundary line which begins at the | 
Intersection of the forty-ninth parallel of north 


i 
latitude and the middle of the channel which | 
separates the continent from Vancouver’s Island, | 
thence southerly through the middle of the said } 
channel and of Fuca’s Straits, to the Pacific 
ocean, | 

The fifth section, for the purpose of aiding in | 
the demarkation of the paid ine. authorizes the } 
President, in his discretion, to direct theem ploy- 
ment of such officers, assistants, and Tassels at- 
tached to the coast survey of the United States | 
as he may deem necessary or useful. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I presume that this bill is 
right; but I desire to ask the gentleman from | 
New Jersey one question. Points are given in 
the bill, from which I suppose he can calculate 
the length of line required to be surveyed. Will 
the gentleman tell me what that length of line is? | 

Mr. PENNINGTON. The line to be sur- | 
veyed, as contemplated by the bill, is the water 
line from the intersection of the forty-ninth parallel 
of north latitude, and the middle of the channel H 
separating Vancouver’s Island from the conti- 
nent. The distance [ cannot state accurately, | 
The Delegate from Washington Territory [Mr. i 
Anperson] may be able to state the distance more | 
satisfactorily than myself. T suppose the distance | 
may be about two hundred and, fifty miles, in- | 
cluding the Gulf of Georgia and the Stiaits of | 
Fuca. I will state to the gentleman from Ala- | 
bama, however, that I shall propose an amend- 
ment to the bill, for the purpose of extending its 
operation, so as to provide for the demarkation 
of the land line between Washington Territory | 
and the British possessions. This amendment | 
is rendered necessary in consequence of disputed į 
claims as to land lymg on or near the linc, and i 
which are deemed valuable from gold deposits. | 

Mr. ANDERSON. 1 will make a statement | 
in regard to this, which F think will show the i 
necessity of the passage of this bill immediately. j 
It will be recollected that by the terms of the treaty į 
of 15th June, 1846, between our Government | 
| and that of Great Britain, the forty-ninth parallel : 
of north latitude was made the boundary between | 
the possessions, running westward of the con- | 
structive center of the Gulf of Georgia; thence i 


southerly through the middle of said channel, | 
and of Fuca straits, to the Pacific ocean. The | 


ernments is this: which is the middle of the | 
channel that Separates the continent from Van- 
couver’s Island. By the construction which the | 


channel runs westward of a cluster of valuable | 
islands; and, by the construction which our Gov- | 


Pi pe $ a bas = i 
with Great Britain—a source of congratulation to | 
the great body of the Peop.s sò both zuntries, 


" eastward of that cluster of islands. These lands 


ernment puts upon it, the main ‘channel runs | 


; 

i : $ i 
| question that has arisen between the two Gov- |! 
i 


British Government has put upon it, the main | 


H 
dl 


are nowin possession of both British-and Ameri- 
can ‘subjects. A collision has occurred between 
the jurisdiction of the two Governments on these 


‘islands, The boundary line of the counties of 


the Territory of Washington has been run so as 
to include these islands.” Taxes have been col- 
lected from British subjects, and on British prop- 
erty on these islands, under protest. This will 
show the necessity of having that line definitively 
fixed. 

Now, as to the question which the gentleman 
from Alabama asks. Itis-a line to be run on 
the water, not onthe land. Itruns from the cen- 
ter of the Gulf of Georgia, where the forty-ninth 
parallel intersects it, southerly a distance not ex- 
ceeding perhaps one hundred miles, through Fuca 
straits to the Pacific ocean. The distance, after 
it strikes the straits of Fuca, will not, I suppose, 
exceed one hundred miles, perhaps not so much. 
But it is to determine what the main channel is, 
southerly, from the center of the Gulf of Georgia 
to the straits of Fuca. , 

There being no objection, the Committee. of 
the Whole on the state of the Union was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of said 


‘bill. 


Mr. PENNINGTON. I offer the following 
amendments to the bill, which are proposed after 
consultation with the State and. Interior. Depart- 
ments, and in accordance with their suggestions, 
and I ask the previous question; to wit: : 

First amendments 

In the first section, after the word “ Government,” in- 
sert the words “and there shall be appointed by the Presi 
dent an assistant astronomer and surveyor.?? 

Second amendment: 


In the seventh and eighth lines of the third section, 
strike out the words “ fifteem huudred,” and insert the 
words “two thousand ;” so as to make the salary of the 
secretary $2,000. 

Third amendment: 

Tn the third section, after the word “ dollars,” in tha 
tenth line, insert the words “ For the salary of the assistant 
astronomer and surveyor, $1,800,” 

Fourth amendment: 


Tn the thirteenth line of the third section, strike out the 
word “ eight,” and insert the word “sixty,” so as to make 
it read : “ For provisions, transportation, and contingencies, 
$60,000.97 

Fifth amendment: 


In the fourth section, strike out ail after the word 
“which,” and insert as follows: “ From the boundary line 
between Washington ‘Territory and the British posses- 
sions ; ” so as to make it read: 

“<The proceedings of the said commission shall be lim- 
ited to the demarkation of that part of the said line of 
boundary, from the boundary line between Washington 
Territory and the British possessions.” 


Mr. HOUSTON. Dol understand these amend- 
ments to require the entire line to be run? 

Mr. PENNINGTON, No, sir. 

Mr. HOUSTON. How much of it? _ 

Mr. PENNINGTON, Only so much as divides 
Washington Territory from the British posses- 
sions. ‘The object of extending the operation of 
the bill by the amendment is, as I have already 
said, to obviate difficulties which have grown up 
out of contests between British subjects and 
American citizens, in regard to lands on or near 
the line, and especially as to valuable mineral 
lands. Itis proposed to confine the demarkation 
of the line now entirely on the westerly side of the 
Rocky Mountains. It is not proposed to extend 
it over or to the cast of that range. The line to 
be run, as contemplated by the bill and amend- 
ments, begins at the summit of the Rocky 
Mountains, and thence crosses the valleys of the 
Columbia river and its branches to the middle of 
the channel between Vancouver’s Island and the 
main land, and thence on the water line. to the 
Pacific ocean. ioe 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation, 
the amendments were agreed to. : 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
read the third time. ‘i 

Mr.. PENNINGTON moved the previous 
question on the passage of the bill. 

The previous: question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and, under its operation, 
the bill was passed. ` 

Mr. PENNINGTON moved to reconsider the 
vote by ‘which the bill was passed, and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


1856. 


PATAPSCO RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, asked the unani- 
mous consent of the House to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
from the further consideration of the bill for the 
improvement of the navigation of the Patapsco 
river, and to render the port of Baltimore accessi- 
ble to the war steamers of the United States, and 
to consider the bill at this time. 

Mr. PHELPS objected. 

Mr. HARRIS moved to suspend the rules. 

Mr. WALKER. 1 have no desire to interfere 
with the purpose of my friend from Maryland in 
the proposition I am about to suggest. But the 
House will recollect that some time since { made 
a similar motion for the purpose of taking up a 
bill for the improvement of Mobile harbor and 
bay; but I could not get the necessary vote to 
suspend the rules. I think that bill ought to go 
with that of my friend from Maryland, and I 
ask him to include both in his motion to suspend 
the rules. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is nota gentleman here 
towards whom my heart is warmer; but, under 
the circumstances, I cannot accede to the request 
of the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. ‘LETCHER demanded the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
130, nays 38; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Bar- 
clay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bowie, Brad- 
shaw, Broom, Buftinton, James H. Campbell, John P. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cox, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Henry 
Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, Denver, Dick, 
Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Etheridge, 
Eustis, Evans, Flagler, Florence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, 
Galloway, Gilbert, Granger, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. 
Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hoffinan, 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Kelsey, 
Kennett, King, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Lake, Leiter, 
Mace, vi 
Morrill, Mott, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Pearce, Peck, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Porter, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ritchie, 
Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Seward, Sherman, Simmons, William R. Smith, Sneed, 
Spinner, Stanton, Swope, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, 


ent Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Valk, Wade, Wake- ; 


man, Waldron, Walker, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Elihu 
B. Washburne, tsrael Washburn, Watkins, Watson, 


Welch, Wells, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Wood, j 


Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer—130. 

NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Hendley S. Bennett, Bliss, 
Bocock, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Carlile, Caskie, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Crawford, Damrell, Dow- 
dell, Edmundson, Thomas J. D. Fulter, Giddings, Goode, 


Greenwood, Grow, Hickman, Houston, George W. Jones, | 
Kidwell, Knapp, Letcher, Killian Miller, Millson, Phelps, } 
Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Savage, Shorter, Todd, Warner, ; 


Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—38. 


So (two thirds having voted in the affirmative) 
the rules were suspended. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. BOWIE stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Stewart, had paired off with Mr. De Wirt. 

Mr. HUGHSTON stated that he had paired 
off with Mr. Burnerr. 

The question was then on ordering the bill te 
a third reading. 


umphrey Marshall, Matteson, Moore, Morgan, | 


ported back from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


| duce the resolution. 


Mr. HARRIS. This measure has been very | 


strongly recommended by the corps of engineers, į 
I could say a good deal | 


and by the Department. 


in favor of its passage by the House, and present ; 


some strong points. Butas gentlemen have been 


kind enough to suspend the rules, I will not take || 
up the time of the House with a speech, but will | 
leave the matter to theirgenerosity and liberality. ; 


I move the previous question. 

The previous question was. seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading, 
and was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. HARRIS moved the previous question on 
the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, asked for the yeas ` 


and nays upon the passage of the bill. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 


The question was taken, and the bil! was passed. i 


Mr. HARRIS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 


BILL REFERRED. 


Mr. SAVAGE, by unanimous consent, re- | 


! ver, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, ; 
| Reade, Ready, Rivers, Ruffin, Savage, Seward, Shorter, 
| Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, 
i| Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Frippe, Underwood, Valk, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


sions, a bill to amend an act granting pensions to 
the officers and soldiers of the war with Great 
Britain of 1812, and those engaged in the Indian 
wars during that period; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. S. moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was referred, and also moved to lay the 
m#Stion to reconsider on the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to. 


ARRESTS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. PURVIANCE asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce the following 
resolution: ` 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be instructed 
forthwith to inquire into, and report upon, by what author- 
ity the recent arrests, in the Territory of Kansas, of N. W. 
Dietzler, George W. Smith, George W. Brown, and others, 
were made, together with the offenses with which they 
stand charged, and if imprisoned upon a charge of treason 
for participating in the formation of the free-State consti- 
tution at Topeka, to report a bill directing nolle prosegui to 
be entered upon the indictments against said parties; and 
that said committee have power to send for persons and 
papers. 

Mr. PHELPS objected. 

Mr. PURVIANCE moved to suspend the 
rules. - 

Mr. PHELPS demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr, PHELPS. I desire to know whether the į 
standing committees of this House do not expire 
with the adjournment of Congress; and whether 
the object of this resolution is not to continue 
one of the standing committees of the House 
during the recess? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is com- 
petent for the House to suspend its rules to intro- 


Mr. PHELPS. Certainly it is competent for 
the House to suspend _its rules for that purpose; 
but I inquire of the Chair if the standing com- 
mittees of the House do.not expire with the pres- 
ent session of Congress? 

The SPEAKER. That is a question which 
may arise hereafter. 

Mr. PHELPS. Then I desire to state that 
such is the fact, and that the effect of this reso- 
lution will be to extend one of the standing com- 
mittees of the House through the recess. [Cries 
of ‘ Order !?’] 

The question was taken on Mr. Purviance’s 
motion; and there were—yeas 106, nays 74; as 
follows: | 


YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Bar- 
clay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bliss, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton, Broom, Butlinton, James H. Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, Tim- | 
othy ‘Davis, Day, Dean, Dick, Dodd, Dunn, Durice, Edie, 
Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, Hickman, 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Kel- 
sey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Mace, 
Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, Moore, Morgan, Mor- 
rill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, 
Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Tappan, Thorington, 
Thurston, Todd, T'raftou, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Titihn B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Weleh, Wells, 
Whitney, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—105. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Bell, Hendley X. Bennett, Bo- 
cock, Bowie, Royce, Branch, Cadwatader, John P. Camp- | 
bell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Howell Cobb, Williamson | 
R. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, 
Edinundson, English, Eustis, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller; Goode, Greenwood, Thomas L. Har- 
ris, Herbert, Hoffman, Houston, George W. Jones, Kelly, 
Kennett. Kidweil, Lake, Letcher, Humphrey Marshall, 
Maxwell, MeMuilin, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oli- 


Walker, Warner, Watkins, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, 
and John V. Wright—-74. 

So (two thirds not having voted in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were not suspended. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. KUNKEL stated that, if he had been, 
within the bar when his name was. called, he: 
should: have voted ay. 

Mr. ORR stated that if he had been within the 
bar when his name was called, he should have į 


voted in the negative. 3 : 
LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 


Mr. KENNETT. Mr. oes I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House for leave to 


report from the Committee on Commerce a bill to 
en arge and: improve the Louisville: and Portland 
canal. GEEA 

Mr. JONES, of Ténnessee. Tobject. 

Mr. KENNETT. 1 move, ‘then, thatthe rile 
be suspended for the-purpose indicated. I hope 
the objection will be withdrawn, for-it will only 
unnecessarily consume the time of the Howse. 
My object is to: report the bill, that it may be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on ‘the 
state of the Union, - : : 

Mr. JONES. [insist on my objection. 

The question was taken on Mr. Kennwerte” 
motion, and it was agreed to; there being, on a 
division—ayes: 114, noes. 27. ; 

: So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) thei 
rules were suspended... >- oe ee 

Mr. KENNETT, accordingly, from. the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported a bill to enlarge 
and improve the Louisville and: Portland-canal;. 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of. 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed, s3 

PACIFIC RAILROAD: - 
_ Mr. DENVER; Mr. Speaker, I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House for leave to report 
from the sclect committee on a railroad to the’ 
Pacific a bill to provide for the establishment of 
a railroad and telegraphic communication between 
the Atlantic States. and the Pacific ocean, and for 
other purposes, in order that it may be referred’ 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. i 3 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. ; 

Mr. DENVER, I move, then, that the rules 
of the House be suspended for the purpose indi- 
cated. : 

Mr. JONES. 
that motion. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I ask for tellers on 
the call for the yeas and nays. : 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Coss and: 
Perron were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers. re- 
ported—ayes 37, noes 112. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. .. 

Mr. COBB. I would like to know what the 
gentleman intends to do if the bill be introduced? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has stated: 
that he asks to report the bill, that ‘it: may. be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on. the. 
state of the Union. in ah ae, 

Mr. COBB. And when they get it there, the 
next motion will be to suspend the rules in order: 
that that committee,may be discharged from itg, 
further consideration, bring it into the House, and 
put it on its passage. ; : 

The question was taken on Mr, Denver’s mo- 
tion; and there were—yeas. 108, nays 74; as fol-. 
lows: 7 

YEAS—Mcessrs, Albright, Barbour, Barclay, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bliss, Bowie, Bradshaw, Bren- 
ton, Broom, Buffinton, James H. Campbell, John P. Camp- 
bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Caruthers, Chaffee, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cox, Cragin, Damrelt, Henry Winter 
Davis, Timothy Davis, Denver, Dick, Dodd, Dunn, Emrie, 
English, Evans, Henry M. Tuller, Galloway, Granger, 
Greenwood, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hoffman, 
Holloway, Valentine B. Horton, Jewett, Kelsey, Kennett,, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Húi- 
pbrey Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Morgan, ‘Morrill,’ 
Mott, Murray, Norton, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Peck, 
Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Pike, Porter, Pringle; Pur-; 
viance, Reade, Ready, Richardson, Ritchie, Rivers, Roberts, R 
Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, Seward, ‘Sherman, Simmons, 
Spinner, Stanton, Swope, Tappan, Taylot, Thorington, 
Tratton, Tyson, Underwood, Wade, Wakeman, Walker; 
Cadwalader. C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne,. Israel 
Washburn, Watkins, Wells, Whitney, Williams, Wood, , 
Woodworth, and Zollicoffer—108. y ` 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Ball, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, 


I demand the yeas and nays on 


Boceck, Boyce, Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, Carlile, 


Caskie, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Howell Gobb, Williamson R. 


i W. Cobb, Crawford, Cullen, Cumback, Davidson, Dean, 


Dowdell, Durfee, Edie, Edmundson, Edwards, Etheridge, 
Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, 
Gilbert, Goode, : Grow; Hickman, Thomas . R. Horton, 
Houston, Hughston, George: .W. Jones, Kidwell, King, 
Lake, Letcher, McMullin, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, 
Milson, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Pennington, Powell, Quit- 
man, Robbins, Robison; Ragin, Sabin, Savage, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, Sneed, Thurston, Todd, Trippe, Vail, 
Valk, Walbridge, Waldron, Warner, Watson, Welch, 
Winslow, Woodraff, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. 
Wright--74. 5 


So the rules were not suspended, two thirds, 
not voting in the affirmative. : 
Pending the above call, 


il Mr. HICKMAN stated that his colleague, Mr.” 


1914 


August 4, 


Packer, had paired off for to-day with Mr. De 
Wrerr. , 

Mr. RUFFIN stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Crater, had paired off. with Mr. Scorr- on all 
questions except grants of public land for railroad 
purposes, and.that on that question he had paired 
off with Mr. MAXWELL. 


COURT OF CLAIMS. 


a E 


= 


: Mr. GIDD 

sent of the House that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the ‘further consideration of a ‘bill (S; No. 
117) to amend-an.act entitled ‘An act to establish 
a court for the investigation of claims against the 
United States,”’ approved February 24, 1855, and 
that it be put upon its passage. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I move to suspend the. 
rules to enable me to submit the motion. 

The bill, among other things, provides that 
any two of the judges of said court shall consti- 
tute a quorum. for the transaction of business; 
that the court may appoint commissioners to take 
testimony; that an assistant solicitor may be 
appointed by the President, by and with. the 
advice and consent of the Senate; that the soli- 
citor may employ a deputy; and that the clerk of 
the court. shall. be the disbursing officer, under 
the direction: of the court, of the contingent fund 
which may hercafter be appropriated from time 
to time for the use of said court. 
fixes.the salary of various officers of the court. 

The question was put upon Mr. Gippines’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended, 


The question recurring upon ordering the bill | 


to be read a third time, 

. Mr. GIDDINGS called the previous question. 
Mr. GREENWOOD. 

amendment to the bill, 

any remarks, as the amendment will speak for 

itself, I wish a vote of the House upon it. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I will hear the amendment 
read. > 

The amendment was read, and is as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert the 
following: : 

‘That the act to establish a court for the investigation of 
claims against the United States, approved February 24, 
1855, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. GIDDINGS.. I cannot consent to have 
the amendment received, and therefore I insist 
upon my call for the previous question, 

Mr. WALKER. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio to withdraw his call for the previous ques- 
tion, that I may offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I cannot. 

Mr. WALKER. 


of taking this business from the two IIouses of 
Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 


Mr. WALKER. My object is to propose an | 


amendment providing that the decisions of this 
court shall be final, save and except that an ap- 
eal may be taken to the Supreme Court of the 
nited States, so as to give this court the char- 
acter ofa court in fact. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, Tinsist upon my call for 
the previous question. 

Mr. WALKER. I wish to inquire of the Chair 
whether, in the event of the defeat of the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas, it 
is competent to offer the amendment I have indi- 
cated ? 

‘The SPEAKER. The amendment of the gen- 
“iceman from Arkansas was not admitted. The 
gentleman from Ohio had the floor, and yielded 


it only’ that the amendment might be read for in- | 


formation. 
Mr. WALKER. I hope the House will vote 
down the previous question, 


Mr. GREENWOOD. I understand that the 


gentleman from Ohio had permitted my amend- | 
ced that it might be voted upon. | 
It was only allowed to be: 


ment töbe introdu 
The SPEAKER. 
read for information. 


The previous question was then s 


s econded, and 
the main question or 


dered to be put. 


Mr. GREENWOOD. I move to lay the bill 
upon the table; and upon that motion Í demand 


the ycas and nays. 


INGS. I ask the unanimous con- 


The bill also. 


I desire to offer an| 
I do not desire to make | 


I state my purpose to be | 
this: I think the only defect in the organic law 
of that court was of this character—that instead | 


TE 


i 
i 
f! 
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The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. SNEED. Before the vote is taken, I desire 
to. know whether, if the bill should be not laid 
upon the table, it would be in order to move. to 
strike out certain portions of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It would not, as the 
ous question has been ordered. 

The question was then put upon Mr. GREEN- 
woop’s motion; and it-was decided in the negay 
tive. 


previ- 


So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 


table. ; 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. n 
tion upon the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL demanded the yeas and 
nays upon the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were orđered. R 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 108, nays 66; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Ball, Barbour, Bell, 
Benson, Billinghurst, Bliss, Bowie, Bradshaw, Broom, 
Buffinton, Lewis D. Campbell, Caruthers, Chaffee, Ezra 
Clark, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Dam- 
rell, Davidson, Timothy Davis, Dean, Dick, Dodd, Dunn, 
Edie, Edmundson, Elliott, Emrie, English, Evans, Faulk- 
ner, Flagler, Florence, itenry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert 
B. Hali, Harrison, Herbert, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B. Horton, Hughston, Kelly, Kelsey, Kennett, 
King, Knapp, Knowlton, Kunkel, Mace, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, McCarty, Killian Miller, 
Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Orr, Peck, Pelton, 
Peunington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Ritchie, 
Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, Shorter, 
Stanton, Swope, Tappan, Taylor, Thorington, Thurston, 
Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walker, Cadwalader 
©. Washburne, Ellihu R. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Watson, Welch, Wells, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, 
Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—108, 

NAYS — Messrs. Allison, Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, 
Branch, Brenton, Burnett, Jobn P. Campbell, Carlile, 
Caskie, Clawson, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Colfax, Cox, Crawford, Day, Denver, Dowdell, Etheridge, 
Foster, Goode, Greenwood, Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, 
Hickman, Houston, George W. Jones, Kidwell, Knight, 
Knox, Leiter, Letcher, Lindley, Humphrey Marshall, 
Matteson, MeMullin, Smith Miller, Millson, Norton, An- 
drew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Phelps, Powell, Puryear, 
Quitman, Reade, Ready, Robbins, Ruffin, Rust, Seward, 
Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, Sneed Spinner, Stepbens, 
‘Lodd, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Waldron, Warner, Wat- 
kins, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—66. 

So the bill was passed. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. PELTON stated that his colleague, Mr. 
VALK, had been obliged to leave the Hall on ac- 
count of sickness. : 

Mr. GIDDINGS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY ACADEMY AT THE HERMITAGE. 


Mr. ZOLLICOFFER asked and obtained leave 
to introduce the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of accepting the 
tender by the State of Tennessee of five hundred acres of 
the late residence of Andrew Jackson, deceased, including 
the mansion, tomb, and other improvements known as “ the 
Hermitage,” on the condition that it be used as a site for a 
branch of the Military Academy of the United States, 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
A message in writing was received from the 


President of the United States, by Swyey WEB- 
ster, his Private Secretary. 


DETROIT CUSTOM-HOUSE, ETC. 


Mr. HOWARD, {ask the unanimous consent 
ofthe House to have the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union discharged from the 
further consideration of a joint resolution for 
enlarging the custom-house, post office, and court- 
house at Detroit, Michigan. 

Mr. LETCHER. I object. 

Mr. HOWARD. I moveto suspend the rules 
for that purpose. 

The question was taken by division; and there 
were but twenty members voting in the affirma- 
tive. 

Mr. HOWARD called for the yeas and nays. 

_The yeas and nays were not ordered; only 
nineteen members voting therefor. 

So the rules were not suspended. 


HEIRS OF W. S. DERRICK. 
Mr. HICKMAN. I rise to a privileged ques- 


T call the previous ques- | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


$! 


ieee eraser ava CST EOI 
tion. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill for the relief of the heirs of W.S. Derrick 
was laid on the table on Saturday, I do not ask 
it to. be considered now. i 


The motion was entered. 
INCREASE OF MEDICAL STAFF OF ARMY. 


‘Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to permit me to report from 
the Committee on Military Affairs a bill which 
is demanded by the public exigencies of the. ser- 
vice, and by every consideration of humanity and 
economy. It is Senate bill No. 111, providing 
for the necessary increase and better organization 
of the medical and hospital department of the 
Army. : 

The bill was read. 

The first section provides for the addition of 
four surgeons and eight assistant surgeons to 
be ‘appointed in compliance with the existing 
laws. 

The second section authorizes the appointment 
of. competent hospital stewards, not to exceed 
one for each military post, to be mustered and 
paid on the hospital muster roll, with the rank, 
pay, and emoluments of sergeants of ordnance. 

The third section allows to soldiers acting as 
cooks and nurses the extra pay allowed to-sol- 
diers on fatigue duty by the. act of August 4, 
1854. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move to suspend the 
rules; and I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. . 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask the permission of. 
the House to have read a very short document 
on this subject. : 

The following letter was thereupon read: 

SURGEON GENERAL’S OFFICE, July 18, 1856. 

Sir: It has become my duty to submit for your consid- 
eration the inclosed communication from the medical 
director of the department of the Pacific, calling for addi- 
tional medical officers, and to invite your perusal, also, of 
the indorsement thereon by Major General Wool. 

With the present numerical foree of the medical staff, it 
is impossible for me to meet this and other constantly 
recurring demands for medical officers. Nearly one half 
of the entire appropriation for the medical and hospital 
department is now annually expended for the services of 
private physicians, who in many cases are necessarily em- 
ployed at exorbitant rates of pay, and who oftentimes do 
not possess the professional acquirements which the officers 
and soldiers have a right to expect. 

It has been a source of no little embarrassment to me, in’ 


| the discharge of my duties, that the last Congress, in creat- 


ing an additional military force of four regiments, omitted 

to provide for a corresponding increase in the number of 

medical officers. ‘he necessity for such increase having, 
been officially represented, there is no doubt that the prop- 

osition would have been favorably entertained by Congress 

at the time the new corps were raised. 

The provision for the additional medical officers, how- 
ever, was accidentally omitted in the general bill which 
provided for the additional military force; and thus was 
re the proposition to increase the medical staff of the 

rmy. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, TH: LAWSON, Surgeon General, 


Hon. Jerrerson Davis, Secretary of War. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
108, nays 61; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Barclay, Bell, Hendley S. Ben- 
nett, Benson, Bliss, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Broom, 
Buffinton, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Chaffee, Comins, 
Covode, Cragin, Timothy Davis, Day, Denver, Dick, Dow- 
dell, Edie, Edmundson, Elliott, Emrie, English, Eustis, 
Evans, Faulkner, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 
Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Thomas L. 
Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hickman, Thomas R. 
Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, 
King, Knapp, Kunkel, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S; Marshall, Matteson, Max- 
well, MeMullin, Smith Miller, Millson, Moore, Morrill, 
Mott, Nichols, Parker, Peck, Pelton, Pettit, Phelps, Porter, 
Pringle, Purviance, Quitman, Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, 
Roberts, Rust, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Shorter, Samuel A. 
Smith, Stephens, Swope, Tappan, Taylor, Thorington, 
‘Prippe, Underwood, Vail, Wakeman, Watker, Cadwalader 
C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Wells, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Woodruff, Wood- 
worth, and Daniel B. Wright—108. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Barbour, James H. Campbell, 
Ezra Clark, Clawson, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Colfax, Cox, Crawford, Cumback, Damrell, David- 
son, Dean, Dodd, Durfee, Etheridge, Galloway, Giddings, 
Harlan, Houston, Hughston, Knight, Knox, Lake, Leiter, 
Leteher, Mace, McCarty, Killian Miller, Morgan, Murray, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Peareé, Powell, Puryear, 
Reade, Ready, Richardson, Ruffin, Savage, Seward, Sher- 
man, Simmons, William R. Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stan- 
ton, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Watkins, Watson, Wood, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer 


So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) the 


rules were not suspended. 


1856. 
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HOMESTEAD BILL. | 


Mr. GROW. Iask the unanimous consent of | 
the House to have the Committee of the Whole | 
on the state of the Union discharged from the i! 
further consideration of the homestead bill, that i! 
it may be considered at this time. H 

Objection was made. : 

Mr. GROW. I move to suspend the rules for |} 
that purpose. i 

Mr. CARLISLE. 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


105, nays 62; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Barclay, | 
Benson, Billinghurst, Biiss, Bowie, Bradsbaw, Buffinton, |i 
Burnett, James H. Campbell, Caruthers, Chaffee, Ezra | 
Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cox, Cragin, | 
Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, Denver, ; 
Dick, Dodd, Durtee, Edie, Emrie, Florence, Galloway, | 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Thomas | 
L. Harris, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. | 
Horton, Hughston, Kelly, Kelsey, Kennett, Knapp, Knight, | 
Knowtton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Lindiey, Mace, Alex 


On that I call for the yeas | 


| 
| 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas || 
|i 
j 
| 


| porary clerks in the office of the Clerk of the House of Rep 


| 
ander K. Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Matteson, Me- | 
Carty, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mot, Murray, i 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Peck, Pelton, | 
Pettit, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, Richardson, Ritchie, | 
Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, i 
Samuel A. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Tappan. Thorington, $ 


Todd, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, :! 


Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel : 
Washburne, Watson, Welch, Wells, Williams, Wood, : 
Woodruff, Woodworth, and John V. Wright—105. ! 

NAYS — Messrs, Aiken, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bo- : 
cock, Boyce, Branch, Broom, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, | 
Caskie, Howell! Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craw- : 
ford, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Dowdell, Edmund- i 
son, Etheridge, Evans, Foster, Thomas J: D. Fuller, Goode, | 
Greenwood, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, | 
Herbert, Hickman, Houston, George W. Jones, Kidwell, | 
Lake, Letcher, Humphrey Marshall, Smith Miller, Millson, | 
Moore, Nichols, Orr, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, | 
Ready, Rivers, Rufin, Seward, Shorter, Sneed, Stephens, | 
Swope, Taylor, Thurston, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, | 
Warner, Watkins, Whitney, Winslow, and Daniel B. ; 
Wright—62. } 

So (two thirds not having voted in favor there- 
of) the rules were not suspended. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the | 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve it- | 
self into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union for the purpose of taking up House | 
bill No. 202. It is very important that the House ` 
should at once dispose of the appropriation bill. | 


Mr. CARLILE. I desire to ask the gentleman |} 


from Ohio to withdraw that motion for one mo- | 
ment, and allow me to introduce a bill. | 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Itis too late in the session | 
now to make that appeal. i 

“tr. CARLILE. I have been trying for three į 
weeks to get the floor. 

question was taken on Mr. CAMPBELL’S 
n; and there were, on a division—ayes 101, 
noes 27, 

3r. MILLER, of Indiana, called for the yeas | 
and nays. 

The yeas-and nays were not ordered. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Haven in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of House bill (No. 202) making appro- į 


priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial || tingent expenses. 


expenses of the Government for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1857; the question pending | 
being upon the following amendment offered by | 
Mr. CamPBELL, of Ohio: | 


Pages 4, 5, and 6, strike out lines eighty-four to one hun- 
dred and fourteen inclusive, and insert as follows: 

For binding documents, $125,000. 

Por furniture, repairs, and boxes for books, $15,000. 

For stationery, $15,000. 

For horses, carriages, and saddle horses, $5,000. | 

For fuel, oil, and candles, $2,500. 

For newspapers, $12,500. , . 

For engraving, electrotyping, and lithographing, $125,000. 

Por Capitol police, $5,490. 

For miscellaneous items, $250,000. 

For pages and mail boys, $8,400. me: 

For folding documents, including pay of folders, folding | 
paper, twine, and paste, $40,000. A i 

For twenty-four copies of tie Congressional Globe and 
Appendix foreach member and Delegate of the first session 
of the 'Chirty-Fourth Congress, $34,704, 4 

For binding twenty-four copies of the Congressional Globe : 
and Appendix for each member and Delegate of the first 
session of the Thirty-Fourth Congress, $16,757 92. i 

For twenty-four copies of the Congres 
Appendix for each inember and Delegate of the second ses- 
sion of the Thirty-Fourth Congress, $17,352. 


j 
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| 


sional Globe and i 


| 


| third section of the act making appropriations to 


For binding twenty-four copies of the Congressional Glebe 
and Appendix for-each member and Delegate of the second | 
session of the Thirty-Fourth Congress, $8,676. i 

For reporting and publishing the proceedings of the House | 
of Representatives, $15,620, in addition to the unexpended | 
balance of the appropriation contained in act approved 15th 
May, 1856, for the same purpose, prior to the Ist July, 1856. 

For clerks on land maps, clerks to committees, and tem- 


resenlatives, $28,460. 

For one hundred copies of the Congressional Globe and 
Appendix, and for binding the same, for the first and second 
sessions of the Thirty-Fourth Congress for the House Li- 
brary, $4,500. ! 

For furniture for committee-rooms in the south wing of 
the extension of the Capitol, $10,000. 

Mr. ORR. I propose to amend the amendment 
by reducing the appropriation to $199,000. On 
Saturday last I stated to the committee that the 
amount proposed to be appropriated under the 
head of miscellaneous was much larger than here- 
tofore. I have before me the act of 1854, the 
long session of the last Congress, and I find that 
the item under the head of “miscellaneous”? for the 
contingent fund of the House was $30,000. Under 
the act of 1855, the short session of the same 
Congress, the appropriation for miscellaneous | 
items was $30,000. ‘The proposition now before | 
the committee is to increase this item from 1855 
to 1856, from $30,000 to $250,000. It isa pretty 
long skip. One hundred and eighty thousand 
dollars is accounted for by the resolution provid- 
ing for the purchase of books for the new mem- 
bers. Twenty thousand dollars more is accounted 
for to pay the expenses of contested elections, 
still leaving $50,000, for which no details have | 
been given. I desire to ask the chairman of the į 
Committee of Ways and Means whatare the items 
of this appropriation? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I will state, for 
the information of the gentleman and the com- 
mittee, that I have ascertained, by inquiry at the 
Clerk’s office, that a portion of the increase now 
proposed is for the paymentof outstanding debts 
allowed by the Committee on Accounts. As I 
have before stated, $180,000 is necessary to meet 
the resolution of the House providing books for 
the new members. This item was put into the 
item of miscellaneous to avoid any difficulty that 
might arise in the Senate or at the Treasury De- | 
partment, in consequence of the non-repeal of the | 


supply deficiencies, &c., approved March 3, 1853. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I should like to know how 
much the books voted to each member under this 
resolution are to cost? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman can sit 
down and make the calculation for himself. I 
think it is about $1,268 85. It has also been 
stated that the item for paying the per diem and 
mileage of contestants is very large. The other | 
items are contingencies that must necessarily 
arise, but which are very difficult to specify. By 
way of illustration I will state, that there is now j 
a select committee in session for invesugating 
into contracts for the erection of custom-houses 
and other public buildings. They have sum- 
moned before them witnesses from various parts 
of the country—one, I think, from Lake Supe- | 
rior, one from Milwaukce, another perhaps from 
Mobile, and others from remote parts of the 
country. Gentlemen will very readily see that it 
is impossible for the Clerk to state the precise | 
amount that will be required to mect these con- 


Mr. ORR. With the consent of the committee, 
I will withdraw my amendment, and, for the 
purpose of making a single remark, will renew it. 
1 did notat first understand the reason for increas- 
ing this item under the head of misccllancous 
expenses from $30,000 to $250,000. I now under- 
stand, from the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, that the object is to evade the 
law in violation of which the resolution for pur- 
chasing books was passed some weeks ago. It 
will be recollected that I notifiedahe House, at 
the time of the passage of that resolution, that, 
under it, the Clerk of the House could net buy 
those books, and pay for them, because there was 
an express law providing that no books of the 
description contemplated by thatresolution should 
be distributed, without the coricurrence’ of both 
Houses. It appears now, however, that this 
item is to evade the law which stands upon your | 
statute-book. Now, sir, I would suggest that} 


it would be better to place this appropriation ina 
separate item, and add a proviso repealing the 


law. 1 have as much confidence in the Clerk*of 
the House as any one; but the sum of $250,000 
is too much to place in the discretion of any man 
to expend. I think it would be much better. to 
add a proviso repealing the law; and I confess I 
was surprised the other day, that the House, 
with this clause staring them in the face, should: 
undertake to distribute $180,000 worth of books,,. 
by a resolution of their own, without the con- 
currence of the Senate: I think it would be 
better now, that we should reduce this contingent 
fund to $70,000, insert a clause appropriating 
$180,000 to purchase books, and in that. clause 
repeal the law of 1854, which requires their dis- 
tribution to be authorized by both Houses of 
Congress. io l 
' Mr. PHELPS. -I oppose the amendment of 
the gentleman from South Carolina, although 1 
am in favor of some modification of the amend- 
ment of the Committee of Ways and'Méans. As 
lam in favor of such modification, I desire: to 
say that the amendment of the committee was 
acted on during my absence. It is my wish that’ 
the amendment submitted by the Committee’ of 
Ways and Means shll be modified so as to 
express the sum which shall be appropriated for 
the purchase of books to be distributed among” 
the new_members of the House of Representa- 
tives. The estimates show that, to supply books 
for members entitled to them, and in cases of 
vacancies where new members shall be elected, 
&c., there willbe required the sum of $186,000. 
Again, there is an additional estimate presented 
which is unusual in its amount. I mean the item 
of pay and mileage of persons who have’ ‘con- 
tested the seats of members and Delegates. It 
amounts to $20,000. Deducting these amounts 
we have left $44,000 for the purpose of defrayin 
the miscellaneous expenditures of the House.o: 
Representatives. J am of opinion that, perhaps, 
that amount is not too great at the present time. 
Therefore, if the gentleman from Ohio will mod- 
ify his amendment in the manner I have indicated, 
the proposition, I think, will be satisfactory. ` 
There is another reason why it should be. 
adopted. The law which the gentleman from 
South Carolina has cited precludes the expendi- 
ture of this money for the purchase of books for 


| new members, unless it be so specified; and | am’ 


in favor of so specifying it in the appropriation 
billas it has been done in preceding appropriation 
bills, under resolutions of a similar character. ` 

Mr. ORR, by unanimous consent, withdrew 
his amendment, ; i Í ‘ 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will modify the amend- 
ment as suggested by my colleague on the Com- 
mittee of Ways and “Means. f modify it so as 
to provide for miscellaneous items the sum of 
$70,000, and add at the end of the amendment 
$182,000 for books; $182,000 will provide for one 
hundred and thirty-four new members, ‘three 
vacancies, and four deaths. 

The Clerk read the amendment as modified, as 
follows: . 

For miscellaneous items, $7,000. 

For books voted to the members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives by the resolution of said House of July 7, 1856 
$182,765 85. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I propose an amendment; 
to the amendment, not from the Committee of, 
Ways and Means, but on my own account, . It 
is as follows: bach 

For extra compensation to the clerks, sergeant-al-arms, 
and reporters of the Kansas investigating committee, +300 
each, $2,400. : ; 

Mr. McMULLIN. I rise to a question of 
order. There is no existing law authorizing any 
such appropriation, and the amendment is there- 
fore not in order under the 81st rule. pee 

Mr. PHELPS. I will make a suggestion. 
The investigation which took place in Kansas 
was under a resolution of this House. Ten thou- 
sand dollars was appropriated for that purpose, 
and the committee was vested with full power to 
employ assistant sergeants-at-arms and clerks 
at such compensation as they dzem:d just and 

ittee have executed that power, 


proper. The commi avee ( e 
and I am unwilling to revise it. I think the point 


of order is well taken. . , 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairisof the opin- 
ion that the point of order is well taken, and that 
the amendment is out of order. an 

Mr. SAVAGE. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by adding a proviso that the clerk shall dis- 
tribute none but new books to the members of 
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this House, Mr,.Chairman, as! understand it, 
and 1 speak from personal experience, the books 
which are distributed under this resolution are 
many of them worthless. They are old books 
which, perhaps, have been used twenty or thirty 
times before.in distribution to members. of Con- 
gress. They are purchased. up.at one dollar and 
one dollar and fifty cents per,volume, and. mem- 
bers are charged five and six dollars per volume 
for them. If we intend to give gentlemen. a 
bonus we had. better give them what is. worth 
something, and not have the proposition in. such 
shape that certain men make immense. profits, 


while members of Congress have to bear. all the | 


blame of having received large sums from the 
public Treasury, when, in fact, they have re- 
ceived little or nothing. They receive only old, 
worn-out books, which have traveled to Tennes- 
ste and Maine and Arkansas and Texas, and are 
now brought back to be again sent on their 
travels. a out À 

The question was. taken on Mr. Savace’s 
amendment; and it was disagreed to. 

Mr. BRANCH. I move to reduce the appro- 
priation $20,000; and my object in doing so is to 
ask the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means for information in regard to an item 
which I find in the amended estimate of the Clerk. 
Item nineteen js, “clerks on land maps.” 
would like to know who those clerks on land 
maps are? : oa 

‘Mr, PHELPS. That matter is capable of a 
very casy explanation.” I think it was in 1848 


that the Committee on Public Lands reported a i 


resolution, which was adopted by the House, 
requiring that the quantity of vacant lands in the 
several land districts, the lands which were en- 


teréd either by private sale or by land warrants, | 


and the lands given to the various States of this 
Union for railroad purposes, should be indicated 
upon maps, so that by a mere inspection of them 
you could tell what those lands were. Those 


maps were to be filed with the Clerk of the House | 


of Representatives for the use of the Committee 
on: Public Lands. For the purpose of locating 
land warrants, and to ascertain those other facts 
which I have mentioned, it is necessary that the 
clerks should be continued in the employment of 
coloring those maps to represent the lands which 
have either been purchased with money or taken 
up by land warrants. If the gentleman will go 
to the room of the Committee on Public Lands, 
he will see some of the maps prepared under the 
resolution to which I have referred. 

Mr. BRANCH I did not question that there 
was an existing law which authorized an appoint- 
ment of these clerks. My object was to ascer- 


tain upon what kind of work they were employed; ; 
and [ would like to know from my friend from | 


Missouri, what number of clerks are thus en- 
gaged, under the resolution which he has referred 
to? 

Mr.-PHELPS. Nine, I believe; and the Com- 
mittee on Publie Lands of the last Congress 
urged that that number of clerks should be con- 
tinued, and the appropriation. is recommended in 
pursuance ofian existing resolution. 

Mr. BRANCH. Lam very far from being sat- 
isfied that this item should’ be continued in the 
bill. If Fundersiand the gentleman, we have en- 
gaged now, and have had since 1848, nine clerks 
in preparing maps indicating what lands are sold, 
what unsold, and whether sold for cash, credit, or 
land warrants; and I confess {Í do not see wherein 
such maps can be of any.utility to this House or 
to the Committee on Public Lands, which can 


justify the incurring of such an expenditure. All: 
the information indicated by my friend from Mis- | 


souri, if I understand the system of business done 


atthe Land Office, can be’ obtained at the Land: 


Office in this city, in a better form than from the 
maps. constructed under the direction of this 
House. I can conceive of no justification forin- 
curring, or for permitting the Carnitas on Pub- 
he. Lands of this. House to continue, such an ex 


ponditare for such.an object, and more particu- 
arly 


inab} 


to be terminated, but it.is to 


year to year, as'we.apen more extensive fields of 
the public lands. 


Mr. PHELPS. I desire to enter into no eK} 


l: 


when, according to the explanation of the; 
gentleman from Missouri, this is to be an interm- | 
i e expenditure. It is not a specific job which | 
is.to be terminated, and the expense of which is ` 
go on increasing from ; 


tended. discussion upon this subject... The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means have contented therm- 
selves—and they deemed it their duty to do so— 
to report in the appropriation bills such expendi- 
tures as were authorized by existing law, or by 
resolutions of this House. “It is not the province 
of the Committee of Ways and Means to intro- 
duce into appropriation bills repealing clauses. 
That is not a part of their duty. -Ft is no more 
the duty of the Committee of Ways.and Means, 
than it is of any other committee, or of any mem- 


ber of the House, to introduce an amendment 


or a clause repealing any resolution which this 
House may have passed. And besides that, we 
are forbidden by the rules of the House to incor- 
porate.any such matter in an appropriation bill. 
Hence we were compelled to appropriate this 
estimate, and it did not fall within the province 
of the Committee of Ways and Means to inquire 
into the necessity of such expenditure, so long as 
the law provided for it; and we were compelled 
to appropriate that.amount. If the gentleman 


|| desires to repeal that resolution, there is no easier. 


way than to introduce a resolution for that pur- 
pose. . 
Mr. BRANCH. Iam very far from reproving 
the Committee of Ways and Means for inserting 
that item, as it was their duty to do so; but still 
insist that it is within the power of the House, 


| in this most effectual method, to cut off this abuse. 


Mr. PHELPS. If to-morrow the House will 
pass a resolution discontinuing the work upon 
these maps, the money, though appropriated, 
will not be paid any farhor than for work already 
done. 

The question wasthen taken on Mr. Brancn’s 
amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 move to reduce 
the item of $15,000. ` I move the amendment 
merely for the purpose of getting an explanation. 
According to this miscellaneous document, (No. 
133,) it is proposed to appropriate for clerks on 
land maps, clerks for committees, and temporary 
clerks for the Clerk’s office, $28,460. {think this 
item for temporary Clerk’s in the office is a new 
one, and is not necessary. The Clerk of this 
House now has, under his appointment, some 
ten clerks, at a salary of $1,800 each per annum. 
For what purpose he wants temporary clerks 1 
am not informed. I think this is the first time 
it has been put in the estimate, and it is included 
in the amount necessary to pay.the clerks upon 
the land maps and the clerks to committees, which 
are not otherwise provided for in this bill b 
specific salaries; and after that is paid it will leave 
a balance of—[ do not know how much, for I do 
not know how much will be required. for these 
eight or nine clerks upon the land maps, nor do 
I know how much will be required for the clerks 
for committees; but it will leave several thousand 
dollars to be expended at the discretion of the 
Clerk in the employment of temporaryclerks. I 
ask for information what proportion of that item 
is for temporary clerks,and what is the necessity 
for it? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. It has been usual 
to provide for the payment of temporary clerks 
to attend to business at the close of the session 
when they are required by the pressure of busi- 
ness. The temporary clerks of the House are 
unable at that time to discharge fully the duties 
of the Clerk’s department. I have never known 
the gentleman from Tennessee to find any fault 
with that system until now. I have no doubt 
the present Clerk of the House will disburse that 
sum with quite as much economy and integrity 
as the Clerks to whom the gentleman has hitherto 
been willing to intrust that sum. 

Mr. JONES. I ask that the item of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Qhio, as it now 
stands, be read. 

It was read, as follows: 

For clerks on and maps, clerks on committees, and tem- 
porary clerks in the office of the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives, $28,460. 

Mr. JONES. I move to strike out the words, 
“temporary clerks.” 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire a little information 
from the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. Ido not wish to interfere with this 
bill any more than I feel bound todo. The gen- 
tleman from South Carolina has already shown 
that the item under the miscellaneous head, 
over and above the amount that has been-now 


separated from it on account of books, has been 
largely increased. 

‘Mr. CAMPBELL. 
in regard to that. 

Mr. HOUSTON. We did not hear a word the 
gentleman said. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
for that. 

“Mr. HOUSTON. The point to which I wish 
to call the attention of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means is this: The items 
under the miscellaneous head, over and above the 
books, have been more than doubled above the 
items as it was'formerly. They have increased 
from thirty thousand dollars to about seventy 
thousand. The miscellaneous head used to in- 
clude temporary clerks. It has not been, I under- 
stand, under a distinct head of appropriation here- 
tofore. It is now. And yet the miscellaneous 
item is more than doubled, although part of the 
items which used to constitute the smaller amount 
have now been taken away, and constitute. sep- 
arate items. The item for temporary clerks is 
one. The second item for boxes for books is 
another. These items were, I understand, here- 
tofore paid under the miscellaneous head. These 
and other items—for instance, one of $20,000 for 
contested seats—have been always heretofore paid 
under the miscellaneous appropriation. |. Now 
these three important. items are withdrawn. from 
the miscellaneous head; and yet it has increased 
from ‘$30,000 to $70,000. I want to understand 
that. 

The question was taken on Mr. Jones’s amend- 
ment to the amendment; and it was not agreed 
to 


I have given the reasons 


I cannot be accountable 


Mr. FLAGLER. I offer the following pro- 
viso, to come in after the item for books: : 
Provided, That said resolution of July 7 shall be so con- 


strued as not to include more than one copy of “Hickey’s 
Constitution”? to each member. 


The resolution of July 7 has been different] 
construed. Some claim that, under that head, 
members are entitled to one hundred and sixty- 
odd copies of Hickey’s Constitution for distri- 
bution, as the members of the last House were. 
Others again insist that this book is notincluded. 
The object, therefore which I have in view is very 
obvious. Itis tosettle this question of construc- 
tion. For myself, I am against this purchase of 
Hickey ’s Constitution, because at the last session 
of Congress they were given,and I suppose, dis- 
tributed among the several districts, The districts, 
therefore, stand equal now in that respect; but 


| under this resolution,a district which haa changed 


its member since last Congress, would have three 
hundred and twenty copies of this work, whilst 
a district which has not changed its represent- 
ative would only have one hundred and sixty, 
And so the inequality would go on from year to 
year, My object is, as I said, to settle the ques- 
tion of constraction, and to have it definitely 
understood whether the resolution is or is not 
intended to include that book. I have also an 
objection to it on another ground, namely, that 
it can be purchased for fifty or sixty-two and a 
half cents, whereas the price now allowed for it 
is a dollar. The effect of this is to pay an an- 
nuity toa clerk in the Senate of some twenty-five 
or thirty thousand dollars, 

The question being on Mr. FLAGLER’s amend- 
ment, 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Leirer and 
PRINGLE were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 53, noes 72. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. ORR moved the following amendment to 
the amendment: 


Strike out of the item for reporting and publishing pro- 
ceedings, &c., $15,620,” and insert, “including the usual 


; Additional compensation given to the reporters of the House 


for the present session—¢800 each—g20,420 ; *? so that the 
item as amended would read: i A 

For reporting and publishing the proceedings of the House 
of Representatives, including the usual additional compen- 
sation given to the reporters of the House for the present 
session—$800 each—20,420, in addition to the unexpended 
balance of the appropriation contained in the act approved 
ae 1856, for the same purpose prior to the Ist July, 

00. 


Mr. McMULLIN. I rise to a question of 
order. I believe there is no existing law for 
paying reporters. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overroles the | 
question of-order, if it is upon that ground. 

Mr. ORR. The amendment, I- suppose, is - 
unquestionably in order, under the third head of | 
the 81st rule—that of contingencies for carrying : 
on the different departments of Government. 
Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I have 
proposed provides for giving the reporters of the | 

ouse $800 each beyond the compensation 
which they receive from Mr. Rives. It is the 
same amount which has been given for the last 
two or three sessions of Congress. 

They receive regularly a particular sum per 
column of the Globe, which, on the average, 
during the long and short sessions, has amounted 
to about nine hundred dollars each. It is an 
inadequate salary, but it is as much as Mr. Rives 
feels himself able to pay them. The House has, 
for the last three years, given these reporters 
$800 each in addition to the $900 paid them by 
Mr. Rives, making the entire compensation of 
these gentlemen about seventeen hundred dollars 
a session. I submit that this is a very small 
salary for gentlemen who serve us with as much 
fidelity, industry, and capacity, as they do. I 
hope the amendment will be adonis, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


o. 
Mr. STANTON. I move to amend the amend- 
ment in reference to the books by adding the 
following provision: | 
Provided, That Hickey’s Constitution shall not cost more | 
than sixty cents per copy. H 
Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of | 
the committee for a single moment to the princi-.| 
ple which it is proposed to establish in the dis- 
tribution of Hickey’s Constitution; for, if Li 
understand it, the resolution of the House pro- 
poses to give to each new member one hundred 
and sixty copies of this book, and that the old 
members shall have none. Now, sir, the thing 
is wholly unprecedented. A parallel case cannot 
be found in the history of Congress. These books 
are for distribution. They were given to the new 
members of the last Congress, and when the same | 
members are not returned to this Congress, a like 
number will go into the same districts, while other | 
districts in which the same members have been 
reélected will receive none at all. Sir, no one 
can look at so absurd a proposition and keep his 
face the proper color. He will blush with shame 
in contemplating it. 
Mr. McMULLIN. Is debate in order? 
The CHAIRMAN. Itis in order to oppose 
the amendment. | 
Mr. MeMULLIN. 
of the amendment. 
Mr. LETCHER called for tellers on the amend- | 
i 


t 


Well, sir, I am in favor }; 


ment to the amendment. 
Tellers were ordercd; and Messrs. Rirenie and 
SHermMAN were appointed. | 
Mr. STANTON, by unanimous consent, with- į 
drew his amendment. | 


Mr. DOWDELL. I offer the following amend- 


ment: 

Resolved, That the book-keeper of the Globe Office be. 
included with the reporters, and receive the same additional 
compensation. 


Mr. PHELPS. 
is not in order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds the | 
amendment to be out of order. 

The question was put on Mr. CAMPBRELL’S 
amendment as amended; and on a division of the 
committee, there were—ayes 92, noes 23. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I callfor tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WASHBURN 
and Hucuston were appointed. 

The question was taken on Mr. CAMPBELL’S 
amendment, as amended; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 102, noes 18. 

So the amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I offer the following amend- į 
ment: 

Strike out the following: i 

For contingent expenses of his office, viz: for blank i 

i 
i 
J 


I submit that the amendment , 


books, stationery, postage, advertising for proposals for i 
paper, and miscellaneous items, $1,000 ; 


and insert in leu thereof as follows: 


For contingent expenses of his office, viz: for blank : 
books, stationery, postage, advertising for proposals for | 
paper, furniture, traveling expenses, and miscellaneous ; 
items, $2,300. j 


Mr. Chairman, by reason of the extension of | 


the rooms which have heretofore accommodated 


the office of the Superintendent of the Public 


Printing, additional furniture is required, and the 
amendment is submitted to cover that expense. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. NICHOLS. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in after the clause just read, mak- 
ing an appropriation for the printing of the second 
session of the present Congress: 


For procuring drawings to illustrate the Patent Office 


| report, for the year 1856, $6,000; to be expended «under the 


direction of the Commissioner of Patents. 
The amendment was agreed ‘to. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I am instructed 
by. the Committee of Ways and. Meéans to offer 
the following amendment, to come in after line 
one hundred and seventy-five of the bill: 


‘To enable the Secretary of State to pay for the services 
of a messenger sent to the government of Texas. upon the 
passage by Congress of the Texas indemnity bill, in 1850, 
3500, 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I am instructed 
by the Committee of Ways and Means to offer 
the following amendment: 


To enable the Secretary of State to purchase five hundred 
copies of the three volumes of the Diplomatic Correspond- 
ence of the United States, from 1783 to 1789, $7,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois. I offer the follow- 
ing amendment, tocome in at the end of the three 
hundred and fifty-third line: 


For constructing and completing certain public buildings.— 
For the purpose of constructing a building at Ogdensburg, 
St. Lawrence county, New York, for a custom-house, post 
Office, and United States court rooms, together with ten 
per cent. thereon to cover the contingent expenses for archi- 
tects, superintendents, advertising, &c., &c., and so much 
as may be required to purchase a site for said building, 
$50,000: Provided, That no money hereby appropriated 
shall be used or applied for the purpose mentioned, until a 
valid title to the land for the site of said buiiding shall be 
vested in the United States; and untib the State of New 
York shail also duly release and relinquish to the United 
States the right to tax or in any way assess said site, or the 
property of the United States that may be thereon during 
the time that the United States sball be or reinain the owner 
thereof. ` 

For the purpose of constructing a building at Nashville, 
Tennessee, for a custom-house, post office, and United 
States court rooms, together with ten per cent, thercon to 
cover the contingent expenses for architects, superintend- 
ents, advertising, &c., and so mt s may be required to 
purchase a site for said building, $95,000: Provided, That 
no money hereby appropriated shai! be used or applied tor 
the purpose mentioned, until a valid title to the land for the 
site of such building shall be vested in the United States; 
and until the State of ‘Icnnessee shall also duly release 
and relinquish to the United States the right to tax or in 
any way assess said site, or the property of the United 


| States that may be thereon during the time thatthe United 


States shall be or remain the owner thereof. 

For enabling the Secretary of the Treasury to enlarge the 
building now in progress of eregtion, to be used as a cus- 
tom-house and post office, at Toledo, in the State of Ohio, 
by the addition of another story, and otherwise, as he may 
find expedient, the sum of $30,000 is hereby appropriated, 
with ten per centum thereon for contingencies: Provided, 
That no money shall be paid under this resolution until the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall have made a contract, with 
such security as he shall approve, forthe completion of the 
entire building at a cost within the sum heretofore and 
hereby appropriated therefor. 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to take a perpet- 
ual lease to the United States trom the board of supervisors 
of the county of Ontario, New York, free of taxes, or other 
charges of any sort; so many rooms in the court-house in 
Canandaigua, in said county, about to be erected, as may be 
necessary for the proper accominodation of the United 
States courts holden in said town, and their officers, and 
for the purposes of a post office in said town, $12,000: Pro- 
vided, That no part of this appropriation shall be paid until 
it shall be certified by the judges of said courts that the said 
rooms are provided, and are suitable for the purposes afore- 
said, and the said lease made and approved by the judges 
of said courts. 

For purchase of a site and erection of a snitable building 
at Springfield, Ilinois, for a land office, court-house, post 
office, and other public purposes, $50,000 ; Provided, That 
no money hereby appropriated shall be used or applied for 
the purpose mentioned until a valid title to the land for the 
site of said building shall be vested in the United States, 
and until the State of Ilinois shall also duly relinquish and 
release to the United States the right to tax or in any way 
assess said site, or the property of the United States that 
may be thereon, during the time that the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof. 

For the purchase of a site and the erection of a suitable 
building at Columbia, South Carolina, for a court-house, post 
office, and other public purposes, $50,000: Provided, That no 
money hereby appropriated shall be used or applied for the 
purpose mentioned until a valid title to the land for the site 
of said building shall be vested in the United States, until 
the State of South Carolina shail also duly relinquish and 
release to the United States the right to tax, or in any way 
assess said site, or the property of the United States that 
may be thereon during the time that the United States shall 
be or remain the owner thereof. 

For the completion of the custom-house at Pensacola, 


y; 


Flofida, in addition 10 the. amount heretéfore-appropriated, 
‘Phat the sum of $20,000, with ten per cant. ther: to 
cover contingencies, and so much as may be ‘required to 
purchase a suitable site, be, and the same ts hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any money m the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, for the constriction in the city of: Berth Am- 
boy, in the State of New Jersey, for the accommodation of 
a custom-house and post office, of a brick building per- 
fectly fire proof, with floors constricted of iron beams and 
brick arches, and an iron roo? of forty-five by:thirty-two 
feet, and thirty-two feet high : Provided, That no money 
hereby appropriated shall be-ased or applied for the purpose 
mentioned until a valid title to.the land for the.site:of said 
building shall be vested in the United States, and until the 
State of New Jersey shal! also duly relinquish and reléase 
to.the United States the right to tax or in any way dasess 
said site, or the property of the, United States. that may be 
thereon,-during the time that the United States shail be or 
remain the owner thereof, ‘ : 

For the purchase of. a site and the erection of a suitable 
building at Jefferson City, Missouri, for a:court-house, post 
office, and other public purposes, $50,000: Provided, That 
no money hereby appropriated shall be used or applied for 
the purpose mentioned, until a valid title to the Jand forthe 
site of said building, shall be. vested in the United States ; 
until the State of Missouri shall also duly relinquish and 
release to the United States the right to tax, or in any way 
assess said site or the. property of the United States that 
may be thereon, during the time that the United States may 


own the same. 


Pending the reading of the amendment; 
Mr. LETCHER said: I tise to a question of 
arier, It is not in order as an amendment to this 
ill. i 
Mr. HARRIS. 
is not in order? 
Mr. LETCHER. There isno law authorizing 
the construction of these buildings which you 
are providing for in yout amendment. ` 
Mr. HARRIS. There is a Jaw of necessity 
for it. : : 
Mr. LETCHER. These sums are not neces- 
sary to continue works for which appropriations 
were heretofore made. 
Mr. PHELPS. The amendment is not ger- 
mane to the subject under consideration. Í 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
the portion read is not in order; but is unable to 
decide whether the residue of the amendment is 
in order, i 
Mr. LETCHER. If part of it is out of order, 
is not all out of ordér? l 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the 
amendment read before it pronounces ‘on the point 
of order. 
The reading of the amendment was resumed 
and concluded. f as 
Mr. LETCHER. I now raise the question of 
order. My point of order is that the amendment 
is not germane to the bill, and that the appropri- 
ations provided for there are not in accordance 
with existing law, nor are they necessary in ad- 
dition to former appropriations. 
Mr. HARRIS. tthe oint of order debatable? 
The CHAIRMAN. The question of order is 
not debatable. The Chair sustains the point of 
order,and thinks very clearly that the amendment 
is not.in order. 
Mr. HARRIS. I appeal from that decision. 
The question was taken, and’ the decision of 
the Chair was sustained as the judgment of the 
committee. : 


Mr. BALL. I am instructed by the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds to offer the 
following amendment: 


Strike out lines three hundred and ninety-nine, four. hun- 
dred, and four hundred and one, as follows: ‘ For com- 
pensation of the Commissioner of Publie Buildings, and 
the clerk in his office, $3,200,” and insert, i 

For compensation of the Commissioner of Publie Build- 
ings, $2,000. J 

For compensation of clerk in the office of the Commis- 
sioner of Public Buildings, at the rate of $1,400 per annum, 
from July 1, 1855, $1,680. 3 EEN 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Irise to a question of order. 
This amendment is to change existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that the amendment is not in order, inasmuch as 


I should like to know why tt 


lit proposes to change existing law. 


Mr. BALL. I am instructed by the same 
committee to offer the folowing amendment: 

For stationery, blank-books, plans, drawing, and other 
contingent expenses of the office of the Commissioner of 
Public Buildings, $250. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BOWIE. I move to amend by inserting, 
after line four hundred and fifty-eight, the follow- 
ing: 

For arrears of salary due Randell Pegg, as night-wateh in 
the Patent Office, 8108. Meas 
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. Mr. LETCHER. The amendment is not in 
order; itis a private claim. 
My. BOWIE. It is for arrears of salary due 
under existing laws. . i 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that it 
is a private claim, and rules it out of order. 


Mr. STANTON. I offer the following amend- 
ment: i 
‘From the following “paragraph, strike out the words 
«(Kansas and :? erar 
For compensation of the surveyor general of Kansas and 
Nebraska, and the clerks in his office, $8,001 09. i 
. [Cries.of ‘#4. Withdraw the amendment!”} 
Mr.. LETCHER: I should like to have the 
reason for the amendment. - 
' Mr. PHELPS. Let us ‘vote on it. That is 
the quickest way to dispose of it. 
The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I move the following 
amendment: 

For compensation to an accountant conversant with mil- 
itary accounts, and the laws and regulations governing the 
same, to be employed in the War Department, $2,500. The 
said accountant to perform such duties,in connection with 
‘the examination and settlement of military accounts re- 
quiring the action of the Secretary of War, and with the 
accounts of appropriations and. expenditures. for military 
purposes, as the said Secretary may, from time to time, 
assign him. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I rise toa ques- 
tion of order, There is no law creating any such 
office, and the amendment is therefore out of 
order.. : 

Mr. FAULKNER. There is no law; but I 
hold the amendment to be in order. The 8lst 
rule is as follows: 

“t No appropriation shall be reported in such general ap- 
propriation bills, or be in order as an amendment thereto, 
for any expenditure not previously authorized by law, un- 
tess in continuation of appropriations for such public works 
and objects as are already in progress, aud Jor the contin- 
agencies for carrying on the several departments af Govern- 
ment.” : 

Congress has devolved on the War Department 
the settlement of accounts under existing law, 
and itis impossible for the Secretary of War to get 
through with them without the assistance of such 
an accountant as is provided for by the amend- 
ment. ` Ht is in order as one of the “ contingencies 
for carrying on the several departments of Gov- 
ernment,” and I hope the Chair will so decide. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 
The Chair thinks the amendment is not in order, 
inasmuch as it proposes to create and fill an office 
at a given salary. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

For compensation for four additional clerks of class No. 1 
to be employed by the s 
Quartermaster Ganeral’s office, $4,800. 

Mr. LETCHER. 1 raise the point that the 
amendment is not in order, because it provides 
for the salary of clerks unauthorized by any ex- 
isting law. 


The CHAIRMAN, The Chair feels bound to 
‘that the amendment is not in order, although 


Ber 
tara appropriation bills. 

‘LUITMAN. I feel it to be my duty to 
take an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

"he question was taken; and the decision of 
the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I am instructed 
by the Committee of Ways and Means to move 
to strike out lines six hundred and thirty-six and 
six hundred and thirty-seven, as follows: 

% Por blank books and stationery, $500. 

‘For misecllaneous items, $250 3” 
-and insert, 

For blank books, stationery, and miscellaneous items, 
$750. 

I.wonld simply say that the object of the 


a A 


‘amendment is to combine those items for the! 


purpose of simplifying the account. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
Commie of Ways and Means to move to strike 
out lines six hundrad and seventy-eight and six 
hundred and seventy-nine, as follows: 

“6 Por pa 
partment, yl Suu? 

Th t uem has been transferred to the bill 
Maning appropriations for the Post Office De- 
partment. 

The amendnient was agreed to. 


j mere] 
cretary of War for the use of the 


ofore such amendments have been inserted | 


I am instructed by the |; 


vand printing blanks, for the Post Office De. :/ 


Mr. CAMPBELL. | I am instructed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to offer the fol- 


the Mint at Philadelphia: 


For the purchase of new fixtures and machinery, $21,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. i 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I am also instructed to 
offer the following amendment: 

For increased compensation to clerks in the branch mint 
at New Orleans, ander the twenty-third section of the act 
of 23d March, 1855, for the year ending 30th June, 1856, 
$600. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer the following 
amendment, in order to make the appropriation 
at line seven hundred and twenty-two in con- 
formity with law: 

After the word “clerks,?? in Jine seven hundred and 
twenty-two, strike out the words “ thirty-four,” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “ twenty-eight ;” so as to make 
the clause read: 

For salaries of superintendent, treasurer, assayer, melter, 
and refiner, coineér, and five clerks, (at the San Francisco 
mint,) $28,000. 

This amendment is to reduce the appropriation 
so as to make-it conformable to law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. KELLY. I move to amend by striking 
out the word “nineteen” in line seven hundred 
and thirty, and to insert in lieu thereof the words 
‘“twenty-five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For salaries of officers and clerks, (in the New York assay 
office,) $25,000. 

I will state that there are several clerks in the 
assay office of New York who receive very small 
compensation for their services; and I under- 
stand there is no other way of getting at the 
matter of increasing their salaries than by in- 
creasing this appropriation. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, Irise to a point of order. 
T understand that the gentleman from New York 
|| proposes to increase the salaries of clerksby this 
amendment. There is no authority of law for it. 
This appropriation as it stands is in strict con- 
formity with existing laws, and is based on esti- 
mates. 

Mr. KELLY. Iask the Chair, for informa- 
tion, whether the Secretary has not discretionary 
power to increase the salary of a clerk? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes the 
Secretary has not, unless authorized by law. He 
has undoubted power to employ clerks for the 
various stations for which the law authorizes him 
to employ them; and he may select them from 
whatever body he chooses. 

Mr. KELLY. Does the Chair decide my 
amendment out of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to 
i| think that itis notin order, though he is‘a little 
in doubt about it. The Chair will, however, rule 
in favor of the point of order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means to a clause in this bill which | do not 
understand. It is the clause ‘¢ for incidental and 
contingent expenses, including wastage, in addi- 
tion to other available funds, $73,300.” 

Mr. CAMPBELL. That clause is passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests to the 
gentleman from Kentucky that his in 
too late. The Clerk will read on. 

Mr. LANE. [I offer an amendment, to come 
in after line seven hundred and forty-one, and I 
hope that gentlemen will not object to it. It is 
as follows: 

That the accounting officers of the Treasury be author- 
| ized to adjust and pay the accounts of Asahel Bush, ter- 
ritorial printer for Oregon, out of any moneys heretofore 
;| appropriated for that purpose, for printing the laws of the 


|| Legislative Assembly, as authorized and directed by said 
Assembly. 


| We ask no mone 
'| accounting officers 


yr: We simply ask that the 
e authorized to adjust and 
| pay. 

|. Mr. LETCHER., I should like to inquire why, 
[if this money has been heretofore appropriated, 
i 


| ithas not been paid? 
i Mr. LANE. We ask no appropriation for the 
|] payment of this territorial printer. He was 
| authorized or directed by the Legislative Assem- 
|| bly to print one vavusand copies of these acts for 
|| the use of the Territory. He went all the way 
i! to New York to print the laws. 


lowing additional clause to the appropriations for 


quiry comes | 


He printed five |! 


hundred copies and started them out by a vessel 
to Oregon. The vessel, with five hundred copies 
on board, was lost. Five hundred arrived in 
Oregon Territory safely; and after that the Ter- 
ritorial Legislature directed him to print five 
hundred more, making the whole number de- 
| livered one thousand copies. He had been set- 
tléd with for the five hundred copies that arrived 
there, and for the five hundred printed in compli- 
ance with the re-order of the Assembly he has 
not been paid. We only ask that he may be paid 
for the publishing of the one thousand copies 
as directed. 

The question was taken; and Mr. Lawn’s 
| amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. MATTESON. As we are approaching 
debatable ground on this bill, 1 move that the 
committee do now rise. 

Mr. LANE. Iam satisfied that the gentlemen 
over the way do not understand me, or perhaps 
did not hear me. I ask for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. We have passed from 
that business, and are now on a motion that the 
committee rise, 

The question was taken; and there were, ona 
division—ayes 43, noes 78, 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. LANE. Do I understand the Chair to 
decide that the vote was against the amendment 
I offered? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did so decide. 

Mr. LANE. . If gentlemen will allow me to 
say one word, I am willing to take the vote with- 
out a division. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Oregon offer an amendment? 
Mr. LANE, I withdraw the amendment. I 


will offer it at some other time. 

Mr. PHELPS, If these books have been 
printed and distributed, they ought to be paid 
for. I ask the consent of the committee to offer 
į the same amendment which was just voted down. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I propose to amend the 
amendment by providing that these accounts be 
adjusted and settled; and that the appropriation 
| heretofore made for that purpose be reappropri- 
| ated, with the exception of one dollar. 

Mr. LETCHER. Ido not know that I under- 
stand this matter, for I could not hear the gentle- 
man from Oregon distinetly. I understood him 
to say that this printer contracted to print one 
thousand copies of the laws of Oregon 

Mr. KELSEY. I rise toa point of order. I 
submit that this is general legislation, and not in 
order in a general appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will sustain 
the point of order made by the gentleman from 
New York, and decide the amendment to be out 
of order. 

Mr. LANE. Thold in my hand an amend- 
ment prepared by the Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury; I offer it to come in line seven hundred and 
forty-one. It is as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury cause to be paid out 
of the appropriation approved July 27th, 1854, by an act en- 
| titled “Anact making appropriations to defray the expenses 
of the Cayuse war,” to Benjamin F. Goodwin, three hun- 
dred and forty dollars, for eighty-five days? serviecs in pre- 
paring papers and copies, in Oregon, for the Treasury De- 
partment, respecting said claims, as certified by Governor 
Gaines, 

I 


Mr. KELSEY. Irise to a point of order. 
submit that that is substantially a private claim. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, to maintain 
its consistency, will be compelled to rule the point 
i of order as well taken. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, under instructions of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, moved to insert 
after the word “twenty,’’ in line seven hundred 
and forty-nine, the word ‘‘six,’’ so that the item 
would read— 

For compensation and mileage of the members of the 
| Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and contingent ex- 
penses of the Assembly, twenty-six thousand dollars. 

Mr. C. said: I desire in this connection to give 
a gentle hint to the Delegate from Minnesota Ter- 
| ritory, that with a population of one hundred and 
| fifty thousand or one hundred and sixty thousand, 
| it is time that Territory should make application 
to come into the Union as a State, and pay its own 
expenses, 

; The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, under instructions of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, moved to insert 


To enable the Governor to employ an interpreter, or 
translator, 3500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. C., under instructions of the Committee of 
Waysand Means, proposed the following amend- 
ment, to come in after line seven hundred and 
fifty-eight: 

For providing for fire-proof vaults for the security of the 


archives of the Territory of New Mexico, $2,000, or somuch 
thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. WALBRIDGE moved that the commit- 


tee rise. 
The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. ANDERSON. [offer the following amend- 
ment: f 

For compensation of Charles H. Mason, while acting 
Governor of the ‘Territory of Washington, a sum equal to 
the difference between the compensation allowed by law to 
the Secretary of said Territory, and the salary of the Gov- 
ernor andsuperintendent of Indian affairs of the same. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I raise the point of order 
that the amendment provides for an increase of 
salary unauthorized by law, and is, therefore, 
not in order. f 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustaing the 
point of order on the ground that the amend- 
ment provides fora private claim. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

Mr. PHELPS. Let us get through with the 
bill; we can easily do it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. MATTESON. And I renew it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Broom and 
Cuarree were appointed, 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 


resumed the chair, Mr. Haven reported that the | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 


Union had, according to order, had the state of 
the Union generally under consideration, and 
particularly the bill making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of Government, for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1857, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 
EVENING SESSIONS. 


Mr. MATTESON. I move that the resolu- 
tion for evening sessions for general debate be 
extended to the end of this week. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I will agree to 


the extension of that resolution for this and to- | 


morrow evening; but after that it may be neces- 
sary for us to have evening sessions for business. 
Mr. MATTESON. Ido not think it will be 


necessary to have evening sessions for business | 


before next week. 
The SPEAKER. The question will be, then, 


on extending the resolution for evening sessions | 


for three nights of this week. 
Mr. MATTESON. Very well. 


; . | 
The question was put; and the motion was 


agreed to. 
PARDON OF DRAYTON AND SAYRES. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL offered the following res- ! 


olution; which was read, considered, and agreed | 


to: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested, if, in his opinion, not inconsistent with the pub- 
lic interest, to transmitto this House copies ofall letters and 
papers in his possession, or on file in the Secretary of State's 
ofice, connected with or upon which the pardons or remi: 
sions of the imprisonment of Daniel Drayton and Edward 
Sayres, in August, 1852, were founded, together with copies 
of said pardons or remissions. 


Mr. HOUSTON. 


Whole House on the Private Calendar may be 
discharged from the further consideration of a 
private bill. The Clerk will enter the motion; and 
{ move, then, that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I hope the gentleman 
will withdraw the motion to adjourn, and let us 
go into committee to take a recess until seven 
o’clock this evening. 7 

Mr. HOUSTON. I withdraw the motion to 
adjourn for that purpose. 

Mr. COBB. I move that the rules be sus- 


I move that the rules be | 
suspended in order that the Committee of the | 


į 
| 
i 
$ 
i 
{ 
j 
H 
i 
i 


j accordingly (at half past four o’clock) took a re- 
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pended, and the House resolve itself into the | 
Committee of the Whole onthe state of the Union, |} 
with a view of taking a recess for an evening || 
session. 


STATIONERY FOR MEMBERS. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I hope the gentle- 
man will withdraw his motion in order to let 
me offer a resolution to which no gentleman will 
object. It isin reference to stationery for mem- 
bers,a great many of whom have exhausted their |! 
supply. 

The resolution is in these words: 

Resolved, That the allowance to each member of the 
House for stationery, and other articles charged to them by 
the Postmaster, be limited to sixty dollars for the long ses- |i 
sion, and twenty-five dollars for the short session, of Con- |! 
gress. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I object. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Linsiston my motion, 
that the rules be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the gentleman to with- 
draw his motion, that I may move to suspend the 
rules to enable me to offer my resolution. 

Mr. COBB. If I withdraw now, there will be 
a dozen other applications to suspend the rules, 
and, as [ have the floor now, I must adhere to my 
motion. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 


before the House a communication from the Pres- | 
ident of the United States, transmitting the report |! 
of Major William H. Emery, United States com- 
missioner to survey the boundary between the 
United States and the Republic of Mexico, accom- 
panied by a letter from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior; which was laid on the table, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move that extra copies of 
that report be printed. 

The motion to print extra copies was referred, | 
under the rules of the House, to the Committee 
on Printing. 


COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE. 


Mr. Cogs’s motion was then agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Kunze in the chair.) i 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
naval appropriation bill be taken up temporarily. 

The motion was agreed to. 


{ 
j 
{ 
i 


| adjourned. 


| to answer to their names: 


onded briefly. ; 

Mr. BROOM then addressed the committee in 
favor of American principles, and more particu- 
larly in reply to remarks made during the contest 
for the Speakership by his colleague [Mr. Can- 
FATADER] in reference to the Kensington riots of 

Mr. MORGAN next addresséd the committee 5 
and was followed by i 

Mr. ELLIOTT, who spoke upon the. presi- 
dential question, and the general politics of the 
country. d 

Mr. PURVIANCE spoke upon the subject of 
slavery generally, and reviewed the position of 
the various candidates for the Presidency now 
before the country. [These speeches will be pub- 
lished in-the Appendix.] | i 

Mr. MATTESON obtained the floor, but 
yielded it to ; ; 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, who moved thatthe 
committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; when, the 


| Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. KUNKEL 
| reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 


state of the Union had had the state of the Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly 
a bill making appropriations for the support of 
the Navy for the year ending June 30, 1857, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MATTESON, 
(at half aes ten o’clock, p. m.,) the House 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, August 5, 1856. 
The House metat eleven o’clock, a.m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Damier Watpo. 


The SPEAKER. There being no. quorum 
present, the Chair asks unanimous consent that 
the Journal may be read. 


CALL OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. LETCHER. I move that there be a call 


| of the House. 


The motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk accordingly called the roll of the 
House; when the following named members failed 


Messrs. Ball, Barksdale, Bell, Bingham, Bishop, Bowie, 
Branch, Brooks, Caruthers, Childs, Bayard Clarke, Cling 
; man, Covode, Cragin, Craige, Cullen, De Witt, Dickson, 


Mr.CAMPBELL. I now move that the com- 
mittee take a recess until seven o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and the committee | 
i 
cess until seven o’clock, p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. i 


The committee resumed its session at seven 
o’clock, p. m., (Mr. Kunxer in the chair,) the | 
naval appropriation bill being nominally under 
consideration. 

Mr. CULLEN, rising to a personal explana- |) 
tion, read from the Savannah Republican a report | 
of a speech recently made in Georgia by Mr. 
Howe t Cogg, in which his (Mr.Cu.ien’s) name 
was mentioned in connection with the presiden- | 
tial election, and asked the gentleman from Geor- | 
gia if the report was a correct one? | 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, briefly recapitulated ; 
what he did say on the occasion referred to, and | 
| 
i 
| 


pointed out some errors in the report. He ex-; 
plained that he had said that, in the event the | 
presidential election should come into the House | 


of Representatives, in certain contingencies the 
result might depend on the vote of Delaware, and 
that he was not willing to place that power in the | 
hands of a single Representative from that State | 
for reasons which he had then given. I 
Mr. CULLEN replied that the gentleman had į 
no right to anticipate what would be his (Mr. | 
Cu.ten’s) course, or whether he would or would | 
not vote for Mr. Buchanan. He came here asa ! 
National American, and not to support the Dem- | 
ocratic party. If the presidential election should | 
come into the House of Representatives—as he | 
hoped it would not—he should do his duty. He l 
i 

i 
il 


should not vote either for Mr. Buchanan or for 
Mr. Frémont. 


Dowdell, Edie, Edwards, Elliott, Evans, Flagler; Florence, 
| Henry M. Fuller, Gilbert, Augustus Hall, Robert B. Hall, 
| Harrison, Hoffman, Thomas R. Horton, Kidwell, King, 
| Knox, Kunkel, Lindley, Lumpkin, Mace, Alexander K. 
| Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, McQueen, Millson, Moore, 
Murray, Nichols, Mordecai Gliver, Orr, Packer, Paine, 
Pelton, Pettit, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Reade, Ricaud, 
Roberts, Sabin, Savage, Scott, Shorter, William Smith, 
Stranahan, Talbott, Tappan, Vaik, Wakeman, Cadwalader 
C. Washburne, Watkins, Welch, Wells, Wheeler, Whit- 
ney, and Daniel B. Wright. 


Mr. McMULLIN. How many members have 
answered to their names? 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and fifty-five. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I then move that all further 
proceedings in the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Journal of yesterday was then read and 
approved. 

he SPEAKER stated that reports were.in 

order from the Committee for the District of Co- 
lumbia, business relating to the District having 


|, been made the special order. for this day. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House papers from the Treasury De- 


|| partment submitting additional estimates for the 
| erection of a marine hospital at New Orleans. 


Also, a communication from the same Depart- 
ment, submitting copies of papers in relation to 
the purchase of ground for the use of the Boston 
custom-house; which several communcations 
were referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled biiis of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: l ; 
And act (S. No. 53) for the improvement of 
the navigation of the Patapsco river and to render 
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the port of Baltiméreaccessible to the war steamers 
‘of the United States; r 
`- An act (S. No. 117) to amend an act, entitled 
‘ An act to establish a court for the investigation 
of claims against, the United States,” approved 
Fébruary 24, 1855; i 
An act (S..No. 170) for the relief of Richard 
Albritton; : 
An act (S. No. 193) to confirm Joseph Wan- 
‘derstrand in his title to certain lands; 
An act (S.No. 197) for the relief of Randall 
D. Livingston; 
< An act (S. No. 198) for the relief of Cephise 
Piseros, widow of Louis Labranche, of the parish 
of St. Charles, and State of Louisiana; 
An act (S. No. 213) for the relief of Mrs. M. 
E. McKnight, widow of Franċis M. McKnight; 


an 
a act (S. No. 376) for the relief of Joseph 
ilk 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
“Aspory Dickins, their Secretary, informing the 
House that that body had passed bills of the 
Senate of the following titles: 

An act (No. 5) to provide for continuing the 
improvement of the Mississippi river; 

An‘act (No. 66) for continuing certain public 
works in the State of Massachusetts; 

An act (No. 71) to continue the improvement 
‘of the Rock river rapids in the upper Mississippi; 

An act (No. 96) ‘for continuing the improve- 
ment of the harbor of New Castle; ` 

An act (No. 116) making an appropriation for | 
continuing the improvement of the lee or of Erie; 

An act (No. 148) to continue the improvement 
of the Tennessee river; 

An act (No. 426) for the relief of Thomas 
Crown; in which he was directed to ask the con- j 
currence of the House. 

Also, that the Senate had passed a bill (H. R. 
No. 78) to provide for carrying into effect the first 
article of the treaty between the United States and 
-her Majesty the Queen of the United Kingdom 
‘of Great Britain and Ireland, of the 15th day of 
June, 1856. 

_. REPORT FROM COMMITTEE. 

Mr, BARCLAY, by unanimous consent, re- 
orted, from the Committee on the Post Office and 
ost Roads, a bill for the relief of George Chor- 
‘penning, Jr.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed. 

f ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MEACHAM. This day hasbeen assigned } 
by the order of the House for the consideration 
of business relating to the District of Columbia, 
and I desire in the first place to report from the 
Committee for the District of Columbia a blll—— 

Mr. DICK. [ask the consent of the gentle- 
man from Vermont to reporta bill from the Com- | 
mittee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MEACHAM. TI will yicld for that par- 


Ose. 

P Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Irise to a ques- | 
tion of order. By an order of the House, the 
appropriation bills are the special orders for this | 
day; and the’ point I present is, that the subse- | 
quent order of the House in regard to District 
business, docs not override the former order of 
the House making the appropriation bills the 
special order for each day until disposed of. 

l will state that I desire that the chairman of | 
the Committee for the District of Columbia shall | 
consent to a postponement of his business until | 
Saturday next, in order that we may send the 
appropriation bills to the Senate with a view to 
have them under consideration there as soon as 
por: I am perfectly willing that Saturday 

é devoted exclusively to the Business of the 
District of Columbia. ` I insist that the previous 
order of the House, making the appropriation 

ills the special order for each day, be exccuted. 

The SPEAKER, The appropriation bills are, 
by the order of the House, the special order in 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; but this day has been set apart by the | 
House, by special order, for the consideration of H 
business relating to the District of Columbia, It | 
will be in order for the gentleman from Ohio to 
move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole ọn the state of the Union, 
and the House can act upon that motion. | 


! the bi 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I wish the House to 
understand distinctly that I do not wish to em- 
barrass the business relating to the District of 
Columbia. Ionlyask that the chairman will con- 
sent to the postponement of its consideration 


until Saturday, and fix that day for that business; 


and in-the mean time that we shall consider the 
appropriation bills and send them to the Senate. 
That course will expedite the public business. I 
move, therefore, that the rules be suspended, and 
that the House resolve itself inta the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I have yielded the floor 
only for the point of order. If the order of the 
House, making the appropriation bills the spe- 
cial order for each day, will override this special 
order, it can override it on Saturday as well as 
to-day. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iwill give to the gentle- 
man my pledge, that I will not ask the consider- 
ation of the appropriation bills on Saturday. 

Mr. GOODE. would inquire of the gentle- 
man from Ohio whether Friday would not suit 
his convenience as well as Saturday? My own 
opinion is that the House should go on with the 
business fixed for to-day. This is the only day 
of the session appropriated to the Committee for 
the District of EBlambia, whereas every day of 
the session is a special order for the appropriation 
bilis. I repeat, therefore, that the business ought 
to go on to-day. 

Mr. MEACHAM. If the gentleman from 
Ohio will agree to fix Friday, I will yield for that 
purpose. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the chairman of the 
Committee for the District of Columbia will agree 
to confine the business to Friday, and not to run 
into the following day, I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ver- 
mont then moves that the further consideration 
of the business of the District of Columbia be 
assigned for Friday next, and that that day be 
specially set apart for that purpose. 

Mr. MEACHAM. With the general under- 
standing of the House that that day be set 
apart. 

Mr. WALKER. [hope the gentleman from 
Vermont will withdraw that motion. Friday is 
known to be allotted to the Private Calendar, 
and T think it wrong to pass over this business, 
which is made the subject of special consideration 
to-day, and fix Friday for it, thus interfering 
with private business. I shall vote against it. 

Mr. MEACHAM. We have got this day as- 
signed to us, and as a large portion of the business 
can be done very promptly in the House, with- 
out going into committee, I propose to divide it, 
and transact to-day what business can be done in 
the House; and then I will yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from 
Vermont withdraws his motion to postpone. Re- 

orts are in order relating to the District of Co- 
umbia. : 

Mr. DICK, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill to authorize the 
extension, construction, and use of the Metropol- 
itan Railroad Company into and within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 


ALEXANDRIA CANAL COMPANY. 
Mr. GOODE, from the same committee, re- 


ported a bill to enlarge the rights and privileges |j 


of the Alexandria Canal Company, and to give 
the assent of the United States to the provisions 
of an act of Assembly of Virginia, passed March 
18, 1856, entitled ‘‘An act to amend the charter of | 
the Alexandria Canal Company ;”’ which was | 


read a first and second time. ji 


The provisions of the bill are in reference to | 


water rights and other privileges of the Alex- || 


andria Canal sti i 
Mr. GOODE moved the previous question. 


The previous question was seconded, and the | 


main question ordered; and under its operation 
the bill was engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. GOODE moved the previous question on | 
the passage of the bill. 

The previous. question was. seconded, and the 


Mr. GOODE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table; which lat- 
ter motion was agreed to. | 


EDUCATION IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr.MEACHAM. Imove to have taken from 
the Speaker’s table Senate bill No. 341 for con- 
sideration at this time. 

The motion was agreed to; and an act (S. No. 
341) to provide for the public instruction of youth 
in primary schools throughout the county of 
Washington, in the District of Columbia,without 
the limits of the cities of Washington and Gearge- 
town, was taken from the Spcaker’stable, aud 
read a first and second time. 

The question being on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time, , 

Mr. MEACHAM moved the previous ques- 
tion. : 

The Clerk procecded to read the bill, but was 
interrupted by 

Mr. MORGAN, who said: - I wish to call the 
attention of the House to the fact, that this is 
merely a bill to authorize the inhabitants of the 
| District to organize school districts, and to tax 
themselves for the support of their school system. 
The bill isa long one, and I hope the reading 
will not be insisted on. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. . If gentlemen are 
tired of hearing that bill read, I will move that 
it be referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. This is the first time this bill has 
ever been before the House. It is an important 
bill. Its provisions may be all right, but E sub- 
mit that it is not safe legislation to take up a bill 
of this length and importance, and without read- 
ing to pass it, when not one. member in the 
House understands anything of its provisions, 
with the exception of the members of the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MEACHAM. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER, It is not in order. 

The reading of the bill was then resumed and 
concluded, 

Mr. JONES. 
the bill? 

The SPEAKER. Itisnot, the previous ques- 
i tion having been called. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think this is a good bill, 
with the exception of the twentieth section, and 
particularly the last clause of the section, which 
| makes the trustees inquisitors into the circum- 
stances and property of the different families in 
the districts. 

The twentieth section is as follows: 

Sec. 20. And be it further enacted, That the trustees of 
any primary school district in said county shall be, and they 
are hereby, authorized in their discretion to require from 
any child attending school the payment of any sun of money 
not exceeding one dollar a month, to be applied to the pay- 
ment of the expenses of said district school; and in the 
exercise of this power the trustees aforesaid may, from 
time to time, discontinue the payment thereof altogether, 
or may graduate the payments according to the ability of 
the children and the exigencies of the school, 

Mr. MEACHAM. LT insist upon the demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, asked for tellers. 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. BARBOUR 
; and Bowie were appointed. 
| The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
| ported—ayes 100, noes 25. 

So the previous question was seconded. 
| ‘The main question was then ordered to be put. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I1 call for the previous 
| question on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
| main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I call for tellers on the 
passage of the bill. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CLARK, of 
Connecticut, and WinsLow, were appointed. 

: The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
' ported—ayes 95, noes 25. 

| So the bill was passed. . 

| Mr. MEACHAM moved to reconsider the vote 
| by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
| lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 


Is it in order to move to commit 


| "The latter motion was agreed to, 

i COLUMBIA LIBRARY. 

l . 

i Mr. MEACHAM, from the Committee’ for 


main question ordered; and under its operation 
U was passed. 


: the District of Columbia, reported back a bill 


CIAL 


(S. No. 265) to incorporate the Columbia Li- 
brary of Capitol Hill, in the city of Washington. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. MEACHAM. The bill is to incorporate 
a library company of young men of Capitol Hill. 
It makes no appropriation, and is in the ordinary 
form. Therefore Í move that the reading of the 
bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 

The bill was read in extenso. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Has the previous 
question been ordered upon this bill ? 

The SPEAKER. It has not, but the gentle- 
man from Vermont has demanded it. 

Mr. JONES. I wish to offer an amendment 
before the gentleman insists upon the previous 


I object. 


question; and with the amendment I should | 


have no objection to the bill. 

No objection being made, 

Mr, JONES offered the following amendment; 
which was read and agreed to: 

And be it further enacted, That the deb 
of the said corporation shall not at any t 
amount of their capital, and that each stockhold, 
held liable iu his or her individual capacity for ail thi 
and liabilities of the corporation, however incu 0 
tracted, to be seenred by suit, as other debts and i 
in any court, or before any tribauat having jurisdiction of 
the case. 

The previous question was then seconded; and 
the main question ordered to be put. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 

Mr. JONES moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and also moved that 


nd Viabiliti 
ed the 


latter motion was agrece to. 
WASHINGTON BENZOLE GAS-LIGHT 
PANY. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, from the Com- 


COM- 


mittee for the District of Columbia, reported back, ‘į 


with a recommendation that it do pass, a bill (S. 
No. 883) to incorporate the Washington Benzole 
Gas-Light Company. 

The bill was read in extenso. 


The question being on ordering the bill to be | 


engrossed and read a third time. 
Mr. HARRIS moved the previous question. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


an amendment to this bill. Twill st 


in the charter of the gas company already in 
operation in this city. lt is to prevent them from 
issuing change notes, or anything to go into cur- 
rency; and it is to make the stockholders indi- 
vidually liable. These provisions are in the 


charter of the present gas company of this city, | 


and it is but right that they should bein this. 

‘The amendments were reported, as follows: 

ind be it further enacted, That nothing in th 
he construed to authorize said corpo 
or put into circulation any bill, drart, el 
note, or change ticket, or anything el 
ing to pay money, intending to 
tending of whieh shall be to cir 


a tine of fitty dollars against cach one of the directo 
for the same. 

And be it further enacted, 
ities of the said corporation 


bilities, in any court, or before 
tion of the case. 

ind be it further enacted, 
tion hereby incorporated shall, within six month 
pa ge of the act, get into actual operation provided 
for by this charter, then and in such event tiiis charter shall 
be null and utterly void. 


Mr. HARRIS. I would like to ask the ger 
tleman from Tennessee whet! 


ryv 


from th 


ther I understood him 
correctly to say that these amendments are all in 
the charter of the Washington Gas Company? 
Mr. JONES. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HARRIS. Is the last amendment in that 
charter? 
Mr. JONES. About the time the company is 
to go into operation? 


12] 


I desire to offer : 
ate that the | 
provisions of this amendment are similar to those | 


Phat, unless the said corpora- } 


New SERIES.. No. 121. 


| Mr. HARRIS. Yes. 

|. Mr. JONES. I do not recollect about that; 
| but I have no objection to its being stricken off. 
| Po HARRIS. Iwould preferits being stricken 
j OF. 

i Mr. MATTESON. Does the gentleman from 
| Tennessee mean to say that the charter of the 
| other gas company contains a clause that each 
| stockholder is liable for all the debts of the com- 
pany, however small their stock may be ? 

| Mr, JONES, Yes. 

|| Mr. MATTESON. Well, I object to that. I 
i. have no objection to make the stockholders liable 
|| to the amount of their stock; but if a stockholder 
i having five hundred dollars or one thousand dol- 
|; lars’ worth of stock, shall be liable for the whole 
i! debt of the company, I think no one would take 
i stock in such a company. 

l Mr. JONES. Task whether these corporators 


and £ ask whether, in an ordinary partnership, 
a person who owns only one thousand dollars’ 
worth of stock in the concern is nor liable, in his 

individual capacity, for every dollar of the debt? 
j Mr. MATTESON. The gentleman and my- 
1 self will not enter into an argument on that ques- 
‘tion, because it would take a long time, and we 
i kave both our own opinions upon it; but I say 
| in this case—and that is sufficient for my pur- 
i| pose—that I object to any amendment making 
‘| stockholders lable beyond the amount of stock 


i they hold. 


i 
t 
A 


' The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mary- 
|| Iland calls the previous question. 


Mr. JONES. I cannot, myself, vote for any 

| act of incorporation which does not make every 

| stockholder liable for the debts of the concern. 
Mr. MATTESON. I have no objection to the 

amendment, provided it limits the liability of 

| stockholders to the amount of their stock. 

Ir. JONES. The gentleman from Maryland 

uo objection to its coming in. 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 

< had a right to make objection, the same as 


oe 


|| had 
fp 


| 
| Yor 


the gentleman from Maryland. 
7 
ai 


land will withdraw the call for the previous 
stion, until my amendments can be offered. 
i They contain the same principlesas areembraced 
l in the charter of the other gas company—prin- 
|i ciples which have been putinto the library bill a 
|; moment ago, and into the insurance company bill. 
i! I believe all the corporations created since 1 have 
been here, have had that clause of individual 
liability. f 

Mr. IIARRIS. I would say to the House, 
that the intention was to make this bill correspond 
in all its essential features with the charter of the 
gas company of the city of Washington. On the 


the clauses in the amendment which he suggests 
as to the individual liability of stockholders is 


pany, I am willing to withdraw the previous 
question for the purpose of letting his amend- 
ment getin. IT except, however, the last clause 
of his amendment. 

Mr. JONES. That is stricken out. 

The amendment being offered, 

The previous question was renewed. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered—being first on Mr. Jonzs’s 
: amendment. 

Mr. JONES. By the permission of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, I will state that the act 
to incorporate the Washington Gas-Light Com- 
pany, passed in 1848, contains this clause: 
“That each of the stockholders of the Washington Gas- 
t Company is to be held liabie in his or her individual 
jty for all the debts and liabilities of the said com- 
pany, however contracted and ineurred, to be recovered 
before a court or tribunal having jurisdiction of the case.” 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as 
: amended was ordered to be engrossed; and being 
engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. g 

Mr. HARRIS moved to reconsider the vote 


li 


|: 
u 


‘are not to be subject to the same laws as others? | 


r. JONES. Then I hope the gentleman from | 


statement of the gentleman from Tennessce, that | 


contained in the charter of the other gas com- j 


by which the bill was passed, and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table;..which 
| latter motion was agreed to. : 


COLUMBIAN HARMONY SOCIETY. 


Mr. DODD, from the Committee for’ the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported back a bill. (S.No. 
338) for the relief of the Columbian Harmony 
Society, of the city of Washington. 

The question being on ordering the bill to be 
read a third time, 
| Mr. DODD moved the previous question... 
The bill authorizes an association of free per- 
i sons of color, commonly known as the Columbian 
Harmony Society, to sell a certain square. of 
ground deeded to them on the 26th of July, 1809, 
| by the then Commissioner of Public Buildings, 
land known in the plat of Washington. City as 
| square 475, under certain provisoes, ` 
| The previous question was seconded, andthe 
i main question ordered; and under the operation 
| thereof the bill was passed. d 
| Mr, DODD moved to reconsider the vote’ by 
| which the bill was passed, and also moved to lay 
|, the motion to reconsider on the table; which latter 

motion was agreed to. 


MICHAEL NASH. 


Mr. DODD, from the Committee: for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported back Senate bill: for 
ii the relief of Michael Nash, of the District of Co- 
| lumbja; which, on his motion, was laid on the 
table. bays 


LIBRARY FOR YOUNG MEN. 


| Mr. DODD, from the same committee, reported. 

Senate bill (No. 87) to establish a library for 

young men in the District of Columbia. 
Mr. DODD, from the Committee for the Dis- . 

i trict of Columbia, moved an amendment giving 

| Congress power to alter and repeal said charter. 

he amendment was agreed to. ies 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved an amend- 

| ment making the stockholders individually liable 

| for the debts of the corporation, and to prohibit 

| them from issuing paper currency. : = 

The amendment was agreed to. D i 

| The bill was then ordered ‘to a third readings 

|land was accordingly read the third time, and 

passed. SD E ae 
Mr. DODD moved to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was passed, and also moved to lay 

| the motion to reconsider on the table; which latter 

| motion was agreed to. 


BILL REFERRED. 


Mr. GOODE, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill to reimburse the Corporation of 
| Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, the 
sum of money advanced for the construction of 
the Little Falls bridge; which was read twice, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


EASTERN BRANCH BRIDGES, 


Mr. GOODE, from the same committee; re- 

i ported back a bill to extend the jurisdiction. of 

i the Corporation of the city of Washington over 

| the lower Eastern Branch bridge, and for regu- 

| lating travel over the upper, or Benning’s bridges 

and moved the previous question upon the'pas- 

i sage of the bill. i ; oe 

| Mr. BOWIE. I move that the bill be laid on 

the table. I see in it the germ of a great deal of 

| oppression and hardship. pte 
The question was taken on Mr. Bow1z’s motion; 

land it was disagreed to. 

| The previous question was seconded; and the 

| main question ordered to be put. ; 

i The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 

| a third time; and being. engrossed, it was accord- 

i ingly read the third time, and passed, i 

| Mr. GOODE moved to reconsider the vote by 

i 

F 

f 

i 


which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


SALE OF REAL ESTATE IN CERTAIN CASES. 
Mr. GOODE. Four months ago 1 reported 
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from the Committée Tor the District of ‘Columbia 
‘SDL (H. R. No: 215) to authorize the circuit 
court of the District of Columbia to ‘decree the 


sale of real estate in certain cases, which was! 


then referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of Union, and ordered to be printed. 
Pnow move that that committee be discharged 
fromm its further! consideration, and that it be taken 


Sp and: put on its passage. It involves no appro- || 
priation, and it is important to the District that | 


it should be passed... - 

whe question was taken on Mr. Goope’s mo- 
tion; and it was agreed to. Ps 

K "Mr “PHELPS: The bill provides that the 
facts shall be proven by disinterested and credible 
witnesses. I do not wish the matter to be so 
restricted. The facts, in some cases, may depend 
on documentary proof. I move, therefore, to 
strike out the words, ‘* by disinterested and cred- 
ible witnesses,’’ and in lieu thereof to insert the 
words, ‘‘ by competent proof.” 

: Mr, GOODE, I have no objection to the 
‘amendment, 

"The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr GOODE. As the bill is printed there are 
gome verbal inaccuracies in it. Credible is printed 
creditable. I move that all such typographical 
errors be corrected. 


+ 


, The question was taken; and the motion was 


agreed to. 

"Mr. GOODE. I call for the previous question 
on ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a 
third time. f . 

Mr. QUITMAN. It strikes me that this bill 
makes some radical provisions in reference to the 
sale of real estate, and I should like to know 
something of it. 


mittee from which it was reported, and I ask 
whether it has received the unanimous approval 
of that committee? 


which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
_. The latter motion was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT, 


Mr. GOODE, from the Committee for the Dis- 

trict of Columbia, reported a bill for the comple- 
tion of the Washington Aqueduct; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 
a "The House then took from the Speaker’s table 
an act (S. No. 267) to incorporate the Apothe- 
caries’ Association of the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia. 


WASHINGTON MUTUAL BUILDING ASSOCIA- 
TION. 

. Mr. CUMBACK, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, reported back, with an 
amendment, an act (S. 
the Washington Mutual Building Association, 
‘and called for the previous question upon the bill, 

Mr. CARLILE. 
the table. 
to determine whether they intend to do injustice 


tothe individual laborers and mechanics of this ; 


ay f 
Mr. CUMBACK. I call the gentleman to: 


order. Debate is not in order. 
The bill and amendment were read. 


< (Mr. PHELPS asked that the seventh section || 


þe again read. 
Tt was again read. 
oration to manufacture, buy, and sell brick, 
lumber, and all materials necessary for building 
purposes, and to make contracts for the manu- 
facture, purchase, sale, and delivery of the same, 


I have confidence in the com- | 


o. 385) to incorporate | 


I move to lay the bill upon | 
E think it will be well for the House | 


It authorizes the said cor- 


and to buy, sell, and hold real and personal prop- 
ériy, not exceeding in amount the capital and 
stock specified in the bill. 

To this section Mr. CUMBACK offered the 
following amendment: 

Provided, That the said corporation shall not have power 
to make contracts to construct buildings on any real estate 
not held and owned by the said corporation. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. CARLILE. I desire to know if it be in 
order now, before the vote be taken on that 
amendment, to move that the bill and amend- 
ment be laid on the table. 

TheSPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. CARLILE. I make that motion; and I 
call for the ycas and nays on it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to know whether 
there is any money to be paid in by these stock- 
holders, or whether it is to be a stock credit sys- 
tem? 

Mr. CARLILE. It is to crush out all indi- 
vidual enterprise. That is it. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CUMBACK. I do not desire to occupy 
the time of the House in the discussion of this 


sible corporation that could be created. There 
are a few persons in the city Who have vacant 
town lots, and are paying heavy taxes. 
are other persons who have materials for build- 
ing. ‘This bill merely incorporates these persons 
together. It will furnish labor for the mechanics 
of the city, and tend to make improvements in the 
city on the vacantlots. The bill—as any one can 
sce from reading it—gives no power beyond the 
usual simple corporate powers. ‘They have no 
power to issue money. Hach stockholder is held 
liable individually for every cent of debt con- 
tracted. It can work no injustice to any man to 
incorporate these individuals for the purpose for 
which they ask. 

without objection. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Are they to have the power 
to hold real estate? 

Mr. CUMBACK. Yes; they have the power 
to hold real estate. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Has this bill passed 
the point at which it can be amended? 

The SPEAKER. It has. The House has 
ordered the main question to be put, and all 
amendments are precluded. 

r ; ` ; 

The question being on Mr. CarLIiLeE’s motion 
to lay on the table, 

‘Lhe yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the aflirmative—yeas 79, nays 64; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Bell, Bliss, Bowie, 
Branch, Builinton, Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, 
Carlile, Caskie, Comins, ‘Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, Don- 
ver, Dunn, Durfi Edmundson, Blliott, Morice, Flagler, 
Florence, tet TE. fuller, Goode, Grow, Harlan, J. Mor- 
Prison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas. G Harris, 
Haven, Hickman, Thomas R. Horton, Houston, Hugh- 
ston, J. Glaney Jones, Knight, Kunkel, Lake, Leiter, 
Humphrey Marshall, Maxwell, MeCarty, Smith Milter, 
Miitward, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Peck, Pelton, Phelps, Pike, 
Porter, Quitman, Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Rutin, San- 
didge, Sapp, Simmons, Willian: Smith, William R. Smith, 
Spinner, Stanton, Taylor, Thurston, Todd, ‘frippe, Tyson, 
Valk, Warner, Cadwalader O. Washburne, Elihu B. 
Washburne, Welch, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Daniel 
B. Wright, and Join V. Wright—79. 

NAYS — Messrs. Ball, Barbour, Hendley Jennett, 
Benson, Billinghurst, Boyce, Bradshaw, Broom, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Howeil Cobb, Williamson 
R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Cumback, Damrell, Dick, Dodd, 
Foster, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Greenwood, 
Harrison, Holloway, Valentine B. Ttorton, Howard, George 
W. Jones, Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knowlton, Knox, 
Lumpkin, Mace, Matteson, Meacham, Morgan, Morrill, 
Mott, Murray, Norton, Parker, Pennington, Puryear, 
Ready, Ritchie, Sabin, Sherman, Shorter, Sneed, Swope, 
Tappan, Vhorington, Wade, Walbridge, Walker, Esracl 
Washburn, Watkins, Wells, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth—64, 

So the bill was laid on the table. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. HORTON, of Ohio, stated that Mr. AL- 
BRICHT had paired off with Mr. Sewarp. 

Mr. HOFFMAN stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Prertir, otherwise he should have voted 
i ay. 

Mr. PURYEAR stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Reaper, was absent on account of sickness. 

Mr. CARLILE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was laid on the table, and also 
moved to'lay the motion to reconsider on the 
i table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


g 


There | : e ol ; 
|| and Means—to dispose of the appropriation bills 
; in committee. 


bill, but I may say that this is the simplest pos- į 


I hope the bill will be passed |; 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Irise toa point 
of order. This day having been set aside for the 
consideration of the business of the District of 
Columbia, the proposition was made by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio this morning, and acceded to 
by the House, that the Committee for the Dis- 


trict of Columbia should be allowed to report and 
' dispose of the business before them that could 


be disposed of in the House, and then that the 


: business in the Committee of the Whole relating 
i to the District of Columbia should be disposed 


of on Friday. i 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I made the proposition, 
but it was not acceded to by the House. 
The SPEAKER. The point presented by the 
gentleman from Maryland is nota point of order. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to know, if we go 


| into committee, whether these District bills will 


be continued as a special order? 

The SPEAKER. They wil not. The busi- 
ness of the District of Columbia, as a special 
order, was limited to this day. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to accomplish the 
same object sought by the Committee of Ways 


if these bills for the District are 


| not the special order after to-day, I shall object to 


; better 


any more special orders being made. It is getting 
late in the day, and I do not know whéther the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
would be able to get through with the bill before 
the committee. Í think that, if any more time ig 
to be spent upon this District business, we had 
o on with it now. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio will allow us to go on with these bills. It 
will not take very long to dispose of them. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. How long? 

Mr. HARRIS. Not more than an hour. | 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Very well; E will with- 


| draw the motion, and allow this business to go 
i on until three o’clock. If I can then get the floor, 


I shall move to go into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 


BILLS REFERRED. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, from the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, reported a 
joint resolution for the repairs of the hall of the 
circuit court of the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. H., from the same committee, reported 
back Senate bill (No. 214) for the benefit of the 
public schools in the city of Washington; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 


| the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed, 


WASHINGTON INSURANCE COMPANY. 


Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi, moved that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union be discharged from the further consider- ` 
ation of Senate bill (No. 160) to incorporate an 
insurance company in the city of Washington. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was read. It provides for the incor- 
poration of the Washington Insurance Company, 
and makes the usual provisions establishing cor- 
porations. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. I ask that 
the question be now taken on the following 


j amendment, reported by the Committee for the 


District of Columbia: 


In the fourth section strike out the word “ July,” in 
line eighth, and insert “ September ;” strike out ** fifty-six’? 
in the ninth line, and insert “ fifty-seven 3”? and in the tenth 
line strike out “July,” and insert “ Séptember ;” so that it 
will read: 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That as soon as five 
thousand shares shall be subscribed, the persons hereby 


! authorized to receive subscriptions shail call a meeting of 


the subscribers, giving two weeks’ notice in two of the 
papers printed within the District ; and the subscribers who 
shall assemble, in person or by proxy, shall choose, by bal- 
lot, from among the stockholders, by a majority of votes, 
nine directors, who shall continue in office until the first 
Monday in September, in the year one thousand eight bun- 
dred and fifty seven; on which Monday in Septensber, in 
every succeeding year thereafter, an election shall be held 
for nine directors as aforesaid, who shall continue in office 
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for one year from the time of their election, and until others 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BENNETT. call for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. F hope the gen- 
tleman will withdraw his call for the previous 
question until I offer an amendment. 

Mr. BENNETT. I withdraw it for that pur- ;: 
pose. if 
! Mr. JONES. 4 offer the following amend- |) 
ment: | 

And be it further enacted, That the members of said cor- |j 
poration shall each be liable, in his or her individual ceapa- 
city, for all debts created by such corporation in favor of 
persons not members thereof. 

My amendment is copied from a section of the 
act incorporating the Mutual Fire Insurance Com- | 

any for the District of Columbia, approved 
pone 10, 1855. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BENNETT. I now call for the previous 
question, 

Mr. KELSEY. 
on the table. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Goopr and 
Topp were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 68, nocs not counted. 

So the bill was laid on the table. 


GAS-LIGHT COMPANY, 


Mr. CUMBACK, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill to incorpo- į 
rate the Gas-Light Company for the cities of |) 
Washington and Georgetown; which was read a j 
first and second time, referred to the Committee | 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, | 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be | 
printed. 

REFERENCE OF SENATE BILL. 


On motion of Mr. CUMBACIS, by unanimous 
consent, a bill (S. No. 325) to extend the charter |’ 
of the President and Directors of the Firemen’s 
Insurance Company of Washington and George- 
town, inthe District of Columbia, was taken from | 
the Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, | 
and referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. 

WASHINGTON ARMORY. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. 
rected by the Committee for the Distr: 
bia to report back Senate bill (No. 252) to repeal 
so much of the act of March 3, 1855, as provides 
for the erection of an armory in the city of Wash- 
ington, with arccommendaticn thatit do not pass. © 

Mr. HAVEN. IfI understand what that bill 
is, I think the House had better pass it. I only 
wish to say, that I recoilect very well that Twas |. 
upon the committee of conference when the pro- | 
vision for the erection of this armory was agreed ;; 
to upon the civil and diplomatie bill. remember 
that it was only after a very severe struggle that 
the members of the committee on the part of the ' 
House consented that the provision should goin. | 
They only did it then to save some important |, 
provisions of the bill, I was opposed to it then, || 
and I hope the House will now pass the bill, and 
repeal that law. i! 

Mr. GREENWOOD. F desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from New York if he is not aware that |: 
the building is in process of construction now, 
under the provisions of the former law, and that, ` 
if the contract is abandoned now, Congress will | 
be asked to compensate the contractors ina large : 
amount of damages? i 

Mr. HAYEN. I would say, in reply to the |: 
gentleman from Arkansas, that Í have no personal 
feeling whatever in relation to this armory, one 
way or the other. I know that it was with the 
greatest reluctance that this House consented to 
that law when it was inserted in the civil and 
diplomatic bill; and it was only upon the very | 
strong solicitation of a geneman from Georgia, : 
in the other end of the Capitol, now no more, + 
that we ultimately did consent to that provision, 
I presume the gentleman from Arkansas is right 
in his statement, that this building is now in pro- |; 
cess of construction. I believe, however, that |. 
the bill now before us makes some provision for |; 
disposing of the matter upon that hypothesis. |i 


I move that the bill be laid 


I call for tellers on that 


Lam di- 
tof Colum- 


GLOBE. 


I do not intend to detain the House. I haveno 
choice beyond my individual opinion, that it 
would be well to put an end to the construction 
of the armory on the Mall, and repeal the clause. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. 1 desire to 
state to the House that the President of the United 
States has becn called upon to furnish information 
to this House as to the construction of this 
armory. It will be recollected that a special act 
was passed, authorizing the President of the 
United States to make a selection of a site for the 
erection of this armory, which site should be as 
nearly central as could be obtained within the 
District. The President of the United States, in 


; Obedience to that law, made a selection at the 
| junction of B and Sixth streets; and I understand 


that the objection raised in the Senate to the 
completion of this work, and upon which this 
repeal bill is predicated, was upon the ground 
that the selection made was a violation of the 
intention of the original locators of the city of 
Washington. 
Washington, in laying out this city, that the 
public Malls should be left open to intersect the 
various avenues and streets of the city. 

The Secretary of War has, in his report upon 
that subject, furnished us with full information 
upon the subject; and from his report, accom- 
panied with a plat of the city, it will be seen that 
these Malls, as originally laid out by Washing- 


ton, every avenue and street, were to be left open; | 


that the various intersections should be keptopen; 
but that by various acts of Congress individual 
appropriations have been made of these public 
grounds. The Smithsonian Institution occupies 
grounds from Seventh’to Twelfth strects, closing 
every single avenue. In addition to that, various 
houses have been erected for private purposes— 
all intrenching upon these Malls. 

Tt is shown by the contractors of this building 
that $30,000 have been appropriated for the com- 


| pletion of this building; that the building is in 


orogress of construction; that the materials have 
been collected; that the contract has been made 


| with the Secretary of War, in obedience to the 


law authorizing its construction; that the Secre- 
lary, with his usual prudence and caution, has let 


out this contract at $28,717 40; and that the whole į 
‘amount now required for the completion of the 


building is $28,717 40. The superintendent of 
this building, in obedience to a call made upon 
him, reports that, if this law is repealed, and the 
construction of this work is suspended, the charge 
upen the Government, by the contractors of this 
work, up to the Ist of July, 1856, will be $22,562. 
So you perceive that, if this repealing law of the 
Senate goes into effect, and the House concur with 
the Senate in repealing this law, the cost to the 
Government will be almost equal to what it will 


: be to finish the work under the contract made 
‘with the Secretary of War. 


I feel assured that 
since Congress has appropriated so much, it will 
not interfere with the completion of the work; 
while to complete it will cost them but little more 


"than to suspend the work—the difference being 


between $22,562 and $28,717 40. 
ious question. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. PHELPS. 
assage of this bill? 

The SPEAKER. The bill is reported by the 
committee, with a recommendation that it do not 
pass. 

Mr, PHELPS. 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was laid on the table, and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
tablo; which latter motion was agreed to. 

GUARDIANS OF THE POOR, WASHINGTON. 

Mr. MEACHAM, from the Committce for the 
District of Columbia, reported back Senate bill 
(No. 384) to incorporate the Guardians.of the 
Poor. 

The bill incorporates Amos Kendall and others 


I call the pre- 


I move to lay the bill on the 


i named therein a body politic, by the name of 
«Guardians of the Poor,” for the purpose of 
` aiding such of the poor, vicious, and ignorant as 


can be improved. — . , 
The question being on ordering the bill to be 
read a third time, 


It was the original intention of | 


Is the question now on the | 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, called the previous 
question. vos 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
mam question or ered. 

Mr PRINGLE. I move to lay the bill on the 
table. 

The motion wasagreed to; and the bill was laid 
on the table. 


AMENDMENT TO GEORGETOWN CHARTER: 


Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi, moved to 
have taken from the Speaker’s table Senate bill 


| (No. 353) to amend the charter of Georgetown, 


in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was taken up; and the question being 
on ordering the bill to be read a third time, 

Mr. BENNETT moved the previous question, 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and requires 
the corporation of Georgetown to lay and impose, 
the present year, the annual school tax of. one 
dollar on every free white male citizen aged 
twenty-five years and upwards. 

The second and other sections relate to the 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask that the 
first two or three lines be read again. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Be it enacted, That the Corporation of Georgetown, in 
the Distriet of Columbia, shall have full power and author- 
ity, and are hereby required to lay and impose, &e. 

Mr. JONES. I move to strike out the words, 
“and are hereby required,” so as to give the 
corporation of Georgetown full power and author- 
ity to levy this tax. If you make it obligatory 
upon them, the people of Georgetown have no 
representative here, and it would be, it seems to 
me, the exercise of a very arbitrary power. It will 
be taxing them without their consent. If we give 
the authority to collect the tax, then the people 
can elect a board which will reflect their will. 
That is a principle which we should not violate. 
We should give this corporation the power and 
authority to levy and colleet the tax, and then 
leave it to the people themselves, in the elec- 
tion of their board, to say whether they will have 
that tax or not. 

Mr. LEITER., I would suggest to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee that, if we strike out, the 
words he suggests, and the people of Georgetown 
should elect no board, there would be no voters 


i! election of officers, &c. 


‘in the city. 


1 


| 


| vious question having been demanded. 


Mr. SANDIDGE. Is it in order to say a 
word in reference to this bill? ; ` 
The SPEAKER. Itis notin order, the pre- 


Mr. JONES. I understand the gentleman from 
Mississippi has no objection to the amendment 
I have suggested., 

There being no objection, the amendment was 
received and adopted. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading; 
and was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. SANDIDGE moved to lay the bill on the 
table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The bill was then passed. 


Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed, 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table; which latter motion was agreed 
to. 

BILL REFERRED. 


Senate bill (No. 290) to relieve the Corporation 
of Georgetown from the payment of bills for 
making roads west of Rock creek, was taken 
from the Speaker’s table, read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, moved that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 


| state of the Union. 


CONSULAR SYSTEM. x 


Mr. PENNINGTON, by unanimous consent, 
from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, made a 
report in reference to the consular system; which 
was yecommitted to the same committee, and 
ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 
Mr. HOLLOWAY, from the Committee on 
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‘Agriculture, reported a bill establishing an agri- 
cultural department of the Government; which 
‘was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


DELAWARE BREAKWATER. 


Mr. TYSON, from the Committee on Com- 
terté, reported back Senate bill (No. 94) making 
an appropriation for the improvement of the Del- 
aware: breakwater; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 


na AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. CHAFFEE, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented a memorial from the American Medical 
Association, asking for an investigation of the 
etiology and pathology of cholera; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The question was upon the motion to go into 
‘Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. DICK. F wish to inquire whether it is 
the understanding that the business of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia is to come up on Saturday ? 
‘The SPEAKER. There is no order of the 
House to that effect. 
`° Mr. DICK. Task the consent of the House 
to make that order now. 

Mr. HOUSTON. T object. 1 want that all 
thé District business that Is to be done, shall be 
done to-day. 


ORGANIZATION OF THE ARMY. 


My. FAULKNER, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill for the better organization of the 
Army, and for other purposes; which was read 


a first und second time, and referred to the Com- || 


Affairs. 
Jabama. 


mittee on Militar 
Mr. COBB, of 
order of business. 
. Mr. HOUSTON. 
‘ofthe House. 
T'he motion was not agreed to, 


PORT JEFFERSON, NEW YORK. 


Mr. PELTON, by unanimous consent, reported 
from the Committee on Commerce a bill making 
an appropriation for a resurvey of the harbor of 
Port Jefferson, New York; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed, 

Mr. SANDIDGE. 
bill for reference only. 

Mr. GOODE. Irise to a privileged question. 
The House made an order setting apart this day 
for the consideration of District business. ‘The 
Committee for the District of Columbia have 
reported several bills, some of which have been 
disposed of finally, and others have been referred 


I demand the regular 


T move that there be a call 


I ask leave to introduce a 


to the Committe of the Whole on the state of the | 


Union. 1 now rise to move that the Tlouse 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union for the purpose of consid- 
ering bills relating to the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The motion that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union is pending; and it will be 
for the Chairman of the committee to decide what 
business bas precedence there. 

Mr. GOODE. f move, then, that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union be 
instructed, when it resumes its session to-day, 
to take up and consider bills concerning the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The motion can only be 
entertained by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I object. 

Mr, BARBOUR. Fask leave to make a report 
from the Commitice on the Judiciary. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. Iinsiston my motion that 
the rules be suspended, and that the House resolve } 
itseif into the Committee of the Whole onthe 
state of the Union. 

Mr. FLORENCE, 
now adjourn. There is no quorum present, and | 
F do not care to have the large appropriation bills | 
considered with so thin a House. | 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Let us sce whether a quo- | 
rum is present, If the gentleman will withdraw | 
the motion to adjourn, I will call for the yeas and | 
nays on the motion to go into committee. 


Mr. FLORENCE, { withdraw the motion to 
‘adjourn. 


I move that the House do |! 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Icall forthe yeasand nays 
on the motion to go into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. Let us see 
who it is that leaves the House without a quorum 
at three o’clock, when we are so near the close of 
the session, and there is so much business to be 
done. ; 

Mr. McMULLIN,. I am willing to go into 
committce, but not to consider the appropriation 
bills. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on Mr. CAMPBELL’S 
motion; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 134, nays 16; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Ball, Henry Bennett, 


Benson, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Branch, Brenton, Broom, j 


Butfinton, Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, John P. Camp- 
bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Co- 
vođe, Cragin, Crawtord, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, 
Day, Dean, Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Elhott, Emrie, English, 
Etheridge, Faulkner, Flagler, Florence, Foster, Giddings, 
Goode, Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Sampson W. Harris, 
Haven, Wiekman, Holloway, ‘Thomas R. Horton, Valen- 
tine B. Horton, Houston, Howard, George W. Jones, J. 
Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kelsey, Kennett, Kidwell, King 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Kuox, Kunkel, Leiter, Lindley, 
Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Me- 
Mullin, Meacham, Killian Miller, Milson, Millward, 
Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Orr, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Phelps, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Ready, Ritchie, Riv- 
ets, Robbins, Rufin, Sabin, Sandidge, Sapp, Sherman, 
Shorter, Simmons, William Sinith, Spinner, Stanton, Stew- 
art, Tappan, ‘Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 'frafton, 'Trinpe, 
Tyson, Valk, Wade, Walbridge, Walker, Warner, Cadwal- 
ader ©. Washburne, Eltihu B. Washburne, israel Wash- 
burn, Watkins, Watson, Welch, Whitney, Williams, 
Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, and John V. 
Wright—134. 

NAYS — Messrs. Barbour, Uendley S. Bennett, Bowie, 
Caruthers, Cumback, Timothy Davis, Dunn, Evans, Har- 
Jan, Thomas L. Harris, Alexander K. Marshall, Quitman, 
Rust, Sueed, Daniel B. Wright, and Zollicofler—16. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL 
APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Haven in the chair.) 

‘The CHAIRMAN stated that the question under 
consideration, was a bill making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 


penses of the Government, for the year ending | 


the 30th of June, 1857. 

Mr. GOODE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to bring 
to the attention of the Chairman of the committee, 
the fact, that this House made a special order 
some days since, setting apart this day for the 


transaction of business concerning the District of | 


Columbia. It entered on that business. Some 
portion of it was ofa character to be carried be- 
fore this committee. I ask the Chairman whether 
he will not feel it to be proper to take up such bills 
referred to this committee, as pertain to the Dis- 
triet of Columbia, in so much as the House made 
such business the special order of this day. I 
beg the chairman and the committee to do what 
Task, for this is the only day of all the remaining 
days of the session, to be appropriated to the 
consideration of the District business. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Is the question debata- 
ble? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. GOODE. All I had to say further was, 
that every other day except this is to be devoted 
to the general appropriation bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state its 
opinion of the point of order submitted by the 
gentleman from Virginia. The appropriation 
bills, of which the one under consideration is one, 


were long since made the special order for every į 
day except Friday and Saturday. If this special į 


order, and the one referred to by the gentleman, 
were made at the same time, they would stand 
on the same footing. This special order in refer- 
ence to the appropriation bills having been first 
made, and the committee having entered on the 
consideration of the bill for legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government, the 
Chair‘is of the opinion it takes precedence of the 
one referred to by the gentleman. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The House some 
tim2 ago made a special order setting aside Tues- 
day, Wednesday, and Thursday, of each week, 
for the consideration of the appropriation bills, 
until disposed of; and subsequently the House 
unanimously set apart this day for the consider- 
ation of the business relating to the District of 
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Columbia, with the knowledge that the other 
bills were special orders in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I object to this 
debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state 
that suggestions are always well, especially when 
a new hand is in the chair. The Chair is of 


j opinion that the only special order, the execution 


of which can be entered upon, is the special 
order the execution of which has heretofore been 
entered upon in the committee—and that is the 


| special order relating to the appropriation bills. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to ask the Chair 
whether there is not a difference between the spe- 
cial order in reference to the appropriation bills, 


| and a special order of the House by which a day 
| is taken out of that time, and appropriated to a 


particular class of business ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
that both of them are special orders of the House, 
and the committee is acting in reference to those 
things under the order of the House—no matter 


| whether made by a majority only, or by unani- 


mous consent: it is nothing but an order of’ the 
House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The Chair does not seem to 
understand my point of order. [tis this: whether 
there is not a difference between the two orders? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I call the gentleman to 
order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have a right to ask a 
question of the Chair; and if the gentleman will 


| hear my point, he will see that I am strictly in 


order. This is the point. 

Mr. STANTON. I call the gentleman to 
order, 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am making a point of 
order, and am asking a question of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the 

point. 
Š Mr. HOUSTON. I know the Chair will hear 
it. I propose to present this point, whether there 
is not a difference between the two orders made 
by the House—the one making the appropriation 
bils special orders from day to day, and the other 
carving out one day from those days so set aside, 
and assigning that day for the consideration of 
special business? It seems to me there is some 
difference between the two orders, 

Mr. STANTON. I now call the gentleman 
to order. He is arguing his point, and not stat- 
ing it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am making a point of 
order, and not debating it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opin- 
ion he expressed in the first instance, that al- 
though there may be a difference in the phraseol- 
ogy of the orders, yet the oldest order, and the 
one the execution of Which has been entered 
upon, takes precedence. 

Mr. WHITNEY. I wish to call the attention 
of the committee, before it proceeds further, to a 
motion made yesterday by my colleague, [Mr. 
Keuty,] and ruled out of order, under a misap- 
prehension, 1 think. It wasa motion made by 
my colleague to change the appropriation for the 
assay office in New York from $19,000 to $25,000. 
I believe the committee will sce the propriety of 
adopting that amendment. 

Mr. RITCHIE. I rise to a point of order. 
That part of the bill has been passed over, and 
we cannot go back to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. It cannot be done except 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WHITNEY. Task unanimous consent. 

Mr. RITCHIE. I object. 

The Clerk then proceeded to read the bill, com- 
mencing where the committee left off yesterday. 

_ The following clauses being under considera- 
tion: 

Kansas Territory.—¥ or salaries of Governor, three judges, 
and secretary, $10,500. 

For contingent expenses of said Territory, $1,500. 

For compensation and mileage of the members of the 
Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and contingent ex- 
penses of the Assembly, $20,000— 

Mr. GROW moved to amend by striking out 
all after the word ‘‘ Governor,”’ and inserting in 
lieu thereof, +< $2,500. ”* ` 

Mr. G. said: ‘This House, some time since, 
appointed a committee to go to Kansas, with full 
authority to investigate the elections held in that 
Territory, and report the evidence so taken to 
the House. That has been done; and your com- 
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mittee report that the election of the Legislature 
of the Territory of Kansas was secured by non- 


residents, by fraud, and by violence, so that the ! 


Territorial Legislature of Kansas to-day is a 
usurpation upon the bona fide citizens of that 
Territory. 

I therefore propose to strike from this appro- 
priation any money which shall be appropriated 
to sustain a usurpation over any people, and in 
this case upon the people of the Territory of 
Kansas, who have had no voice in the election of 
that Legislature. The Council, the same men 
elected by fraud and violence, hold over another 
year, and the men who are to be elected for the 
Assembly in the next Legislature, have to be 
elected under the same law enacted by this Legis- 
lature thus illegally forced as a legislative body 
upon the Territory of Kansas. There is, then, 
no reason why this Government should pay for the 
usurpation and tyranny thus forced upon those 
people. 

So far as the judges are concerned, I will vote 
not a cent of money to sustain any judge who 
tramples down the great principles of civil lib- 
erty—a judge who, disregarding his dutics, in 
violation of the sacred guarantees of the Consti- 
tution of the United States, puts men in chains 
and irons, charged with treason for peaceably 
assembling to petition the Government for a 
redress of gricvances—a right secured to them 
by the Constitution of the Union. The inalien- 
able right of the people to change their form of 
government peaceably, at all times, is to be con- 


strued into treason by the courts of Kansas, | 


when the Constitution of the Union declares that 
nothing shall be treason but an overt act. 
judge who violates the Constitution of the United 

tates for the purpose of tyranny, outrage, and 
wrong, should receive no appropriation at the 
hands of Congress. 

Gentlemen say, why not impeach him? Does 
not'every man know that an impeachment would 
be a farce, if preferred by this House, when the 
Senate of the United States, standing as the 
guardian of the slave power of this Government, 
sustains any man who docs its bidding? Let us 
meet this question as the Constitution gives us a 
right to meet it. We are to judge what appro- 
priation we shall make: we are the sole judges, 
under the Constitution, whether we will make 
aniy appio priation or not. 

Mr. PHELPS. 
ment submitted by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, By the existing laws, we have the officers 
specified in this section of the appropriation bill, 
and the Committee of Ways and Means has only 


recommended to this House an appropriation 


sufficient to meet the salaries provided for by the | 


law establishing the Territory of Kansas. Also, 
a sufficient sum for the pay and mileage of the 
Legislature which is to assemble in the Territory 
of Kansas, The amendment proposed by the 
gentleman, if itshould prevail in this House, is 
only the means of delaying the passage of this 
appropriation bill, and 1s, as Í have a right to 
infer, introduced for that purpose. So longas the 
laws are on the statute-books, every one ought to 
be willing to make the appropriations necessary 


to meet the expenses to be incurred under them; | 
but the result of the amendment of the gentle- 


man from Pennsylvania is, whether so designed 
or not, to delay the passage of the appropriation 
bill. Every clerk holding office in this city has 
not becn paid his salary for the past month, be- 
cause the money has not yet been appropriated; 
and if this amendment shall prevail, it will be 
still longer delayed, and perhaps thc amendment 
may be the cause of defeating the bill. The 
clerks of the Departments, I repeat, who are em- 
ployed in the various branches of the public ser- 
vice, have been deprived of their pay for the last 
month. They cannot get the pay due them for 
their services. And the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, not content with depriving them of their 
pay for the last month, is willing still to make a 
contest on this matier between the Senate and the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. PHELPS. That is the effect of it. But 
then, again, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has voted for a bill to reorganize the Territory 
of Kansas, and in that bill provision is made 
for a secretary, three judges, and fora Territorial 
Legislature; and the sum of money specified in 


AY 


I rise to oppose the amend- | 


the bill for the support of the Territory of Kansas 
will be required, if the bill for which he voted | 
shall become a law. By his own vote he has | 
aided in reéstablishing the Territory of Kansas, | 
and yet by his own vote he is unwilling to com- | 
pensate the persons who are to be appointed 
under that bill, if it shall receive the sanction of | 
the Senate. 

But the gentleman from Pennsylvania charges 
that these Jaws, enacted by the Territorial Legis- 
lature of Kansas, were passed by a Legislature | 
which was elected by fraud. Ideny it. I can 
take up the testimony reported by the investi- 
gating committee, examine the election districts 
seriatim, and demonstrate that the pro-slavery 
i party was in the majority in the Territory of 
Kansas at the time that the election took place. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. KUNKEL. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out all after the seven hundred 
and eighty-ninth line, inclusive of that line. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The pending amend- 
ment strikes out all, and inserts $2,500. : 

The CHAIRMAN. It strikes out all that is | 
appropriated for compensation and milcage of 
members. 

Mr. ORR. 
amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is to strike out the 
various lincs of the text, including that proposed 
to be amended by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Grow. ] 

Mr. ORR. I submit that that amendment is | 
hardly in order, The amendment offered by the 
gentleman on my left [Mr. Grow] affects several 

aragraphs. The committee, as well as the 
ouse, is entitled to a separate vote on each par- 
agraph. The gentleman proposes to strike out a 
part of the bill that has not yet been read. If 
the committee or the House desire a separate vote ! 
on cach paragraph, they are entitled to it. We 
arc considering this bill by paragraphs, and are 
entitled to separate votes by paragraphs. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is that point of order | 
made on the amendment of the gentleman from 
| Pennsylvania, [Mr. Grow ?]} | 
Mr. ORR. Yes, sir. I suppose he will not | 
| insist on his amendment in the form which he ; 
| has presented it. ; | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark | 
that he is in doubt as to whether his point of 
order is made on the original amendment, or on 
the amendment to the amendment. 

{| My, ORR. The gentleman [Mr. Kuyxer] has 
| a right to move an amendment to the amendment; 
| but it is to the original amendment that I desire | 
to call the attention of the Chair. The bill is 
under consideration by paragraphs. The gentle- | 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] proposes to ! 
i strike out, in gross, some two or three par- ji 
agraphs. I suggest to him te modify his amend- | 
ment, so asto embrace but the first, and then the | 
next, and the next, so that the committee may | 
have a separate vote on each one. H 

Mr. GROW. I have no objection. I first 
move to strike out all after the word ‘ Govern- 
or,” in the first paragraph, and insert the words | 


What is the amendment to the 


“ two thousand five hundred dollars.’” | 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to | 
think that the point of order taken by the gentle- | 
man from South Carolina is well taken, and the | 
: gentleman from Pennsylvania modifies hisamend- | 
; ment so as to affect only the first paragraph. Í 
| 


i Mr. SHERMAN. `l propose to amend the | 
i| amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, ; 
| [Mr. Grow,] by inserting as follows, after the ; 
f words “two thousand five hundred dolars:” 

| Provided, That no part of the money hereby appropriated | 
| for the Territory of Kansas shall be paid until all pending | 
; prosecutions in said Territory, for refusing to act as a part 


| 
i 
ji 
| 
i 


ti any alleged election therein, or for any other political crime | 
or offense, shall be suspended until Congress shall have 
i passed upon the validity of the alleged Legislative Assem- j 
| bly of said Territory; and until such time all persons now | 
| in custody for such alleged crimes or offenses shall be dis- | 
| charged ; and until such time no one shall be charged with } 
| any such crime or offense. | 
Mr. PHELPS. I rise to a point of order. | 
| This amendment is notin order, It is not ger- | 
! mane to the subject-matter, It is attempting to 
i fasten general legislation on an appropriation 
i bill. 
| Mr. ORR. And to change existing-laws. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not th 
| least doubt in its own mind but that the point o 


e| 
fi 


of the posse comitatus, or for treason, or for taking part in || 
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order is well taken. . But this committee, a few 
days since, ruled directly otherwise, and over- 
ruled the gentleman who was then in the chair. 
The Chair, therefore, now rules in accordance 
with the decision of the committee, and will leave 
the committee to reverse its own decision. if: it 
desire to do se, 3 

Mr. PHELPS. Then Itake an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair, as it is given against 
its own judgment. : 

Mr. GOODE. Task the Chair whether he did 
not state that, in his judgment, the amendment 
was not in order? 7 i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated that, in 
his judgment, the point of order was well taken, 
but that the committee had, in a similar case the 
other day, decided otherwise. 

Mr; PHELPS. I demand tellers on the ap- 

eal. 
r Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WinsLow 
and CHAFFEE were appointed. 

The question, ‘‘ Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee??? was 
taken, and the tellers reported—ayes 79, noes 53. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have. no 
desire to impede the passage of this appropriation 
bill; I have no disposition to deprive the clerks 
and employés in any of the departments of the 
Government of the compensation to which they 
are entitled; and the amendment which I have 
offered cannot havethateffect. Gentlemen will ob- 
serve that it applies only to the salaries of the ter- 
ritorial officers of Kansas; and if the amendment 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is adopted, 
it will apply only to'the salary of the Governor 
of Kansas, and not to any other officer, It is 
intended to be simply a legislative declaration by 
Congress. It provides that all prosecutions for 
treason, or other political offenses, pending in 
Kansas, shall be discontinued until Congress 
shall have passed upon the validity of the alleged 
Legislative Assembly of that Territory.. { have 
learned, withina few days, from a lawyer residing 
in that Territory, that, in the county of Leaven- 
worth alone, there are sixty-five men under in- 
dictment for political offenses. Sixty-five men, 
sir, in a county where two years ago there was 
not a single white settler, are harassed with 
groundless accusations! And gentlemen know 
that indictments of a similar character are pend- 
ing in other counties. In the county of Douglas 
there are six men charged with high treason, who’ 
are kept in close confinement during these sum- 
mer months, sweltering and rotting under tents 
in the open prairie; and this is done under charges 
which any lawyer knows can never be sustained. 
The only crimes recognized are such as are known 
as malum prohibitum; while crimes of violence— 
such as murder, arson, and robbery—are passed 
by in silence by the courts. The number of 
American citizens thus charged with imaginary 
political offenses is very great, and the oppression 
18 too grievous to be borne. This amendment 
simply requires that they shall be discharged, 
and that this judicial tyranny shall cease in the 
future. It does not even go as far as that. ft 
merely requires that these prosecutions shall be 
discontinued until Congress shall act upon the 
validity of the alleged Legislative Assembly. It 
goes no further. It provides that the officers of 
that Territory shall receive no compensation 
under law until they have ceased to subvert law 

It does seem to me that gentlemen on all sides 
of the House should accept this for the peace and 
harmony of the country. If the Senate will not 
yield this much, then, sir, let us stop the supplies. 

It is well known that on the 30th March, 1855, 
crimes of the highest magnitude were committed 
against the rights of the settlers in Kansas, and 
yet no indictments are found, and no accusations 
are made. Political opinion is an immunity for 
crime. No pro-slavery man is punished or ac- 
cused; while free-State men, for legall partici- 
pating in legal elections, are persecuted with all 
the potent enginery of the law—directed by United 
States marshals, attorneys, and judges. Sir, thia 
shall be so no longer by my vote, and none of 
these officials shall receive one dollar of compen- 
sation, with my consent, until they release all 
those they now so unjustly accuse. 

Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Chairman, if this amend- 
ment should be adopted by the committee, it will 
of course be reported to the House, and the vote 
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Will doubtless be taken upon it by yeas amd nays. 
Woe shall then have an opportunity of seeing and 
Knowing what gentlemen there are who are will- 
ing to commit themselves to this—I will not say 
revolutionary, but to so monstrous a doctrine, so 
subversive of liberty, of the Constitution, and of 
-every principle of criminal jurisprudence, as'that 
éontained in the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio.: It invokes the interference of Congress to 
stop the course of judicial proceeding. It declares 
to the’ judiciary of the United States, you shall 
have no money—no pay, unless certain men, on 
trial before you, are acquitted. How long would 
H be before, in some other prosecution, the at- 
témpt would be made to pollute the pure stream 
of justice; by declaring that the judges shall have 
no. pay until certain odious or unpopular charac- 
ters have been convicted ? 

pped to ask himself 
ese men to be con- 


Sir, has the gentleman sto 
the question, by whom are t 
victed or acquitted? Has he read the Constitu- 
tion so carelessly as to suppose that either the 
acquittal or the conviction of those who are 
arraigned for treason depends on the will of the 
judge? Sir, they are to be tried by their peers— 
y twelve men constituting a jury, who receive, 
I presume, no compensation at all for the services 
they may render, or at most, a very trivial one; 
certainly not one to be paid out of this appropri- 
ation. ; 
It is now proposed to make the payment of the 
salaries of the judges in Kansas depend on the 
issue of criminal prosecutions, I asi the gentle- 
man from Ohio, what control has the judge, or 
any of the judges, over these criminal prosccu- 
tona? Have the accused yet been brought to 
trial? 
` Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman will allow 
me—— 
Several Memners. 
tleman. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 
“Mr. MILLSON. Isay, when these cases come 
to trial, if the judiciary of this country shall pay 
respect to the principles which have been conse- 
crated in England, and were vindicated by that 
illustrious champion of civil liberty and able ex- 

ounder of the rights of jurics, Lord Erskine, in 

is celebrated speech on the trial of the Dean of 
St. Asaph, the judges will have no right to pro- 
nounce the law authoritatively to the jury. The 
jury will be charged with the general acquittal of 
the prisoners from the whole prosecution before 
them; and the judge, even though his agency 
may be invoked by the attorney for the United 
States, will have no right to pronounce any con- 
trolling opinion or instruction on the law of trea- 
son, to the jury, who are intrusted with the sole 
power of acquitting or condemning the party ar- 
raigned before them. Sir, this flouse has not 
even the power of pardon; and, if the parties had 
evén been convicted, your authority would be im- 
potent to effect their release. Under our Constitu- 
tion, we must look to the President alone for the 
exercise of this power, and it would be a usurp- 
ation of the functions of the President, even in 
a case of conviction of the accused, with the sanc- 
tion of the judge, to undertake to absolve him 
from punishment. 

Mr. ORR called for tellers on the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Morean and 
Durree were appointed, 

Mr. DUNN. Is it competent for the gentle- 
man to withdraw his mend ment at this stage ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can with- 
draw it, if he chooses, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DUNN. I hope the gentleman will do so; 
and if he does, I will present an amendment 
which I think will meet with his views, and the 


Do not interrupt the gen- 


views of those concurring with him in sentiment, | 


and avoid the objection urged with so much force 
by the gentleman from Virginia, 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Let us vote on the 
amendment as it is. 

The question was taken on Mr. Suerman’s 
amendment to the amendment; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 66, noes 72. 

So the amendment to the amendment was dis- 

reed to. 


Mr. BRANCH. I move to amend the amend- 


ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania by 
adding, after the word ¢ Governor,” the words, 
tt and three judges.” “The remarks of the gen- 
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to say upon this amendment. He has presented 
so forcibly the revolutionary and dangerous tend- 
ency of the species of legislation in which this 
committee is now called upon to engage, that 
there remains but little to say. I have offered 
the amendment, however, for the purpose of call- 
ing the attention of the committee to a clause of 
the Constitution which has not been adverted to 
by the gentleman from Virginia, and which, in 
my judgment, will be most expressly violated by 
the adoption of the amendment proposed to this 
bill by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I refer 
to clause first, article third, of the Constitution, 
which says: 


“The judges both of the supreme and inferior courts 


stated times, receive for their services a compensation 
which shall not be diminished during their continuance in 
office. ?? 

Now, I would like to have any gentleman of 
this committee tell me how, without a violation 
of that clause of the Constitution, the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


the judges of both the supreme and inferior courts 
shall receive a compensation which shall not be 
diminished during their continuance in office; and 
itis proposed by the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, not only to diminish, 
but to withdraw altogether, from the judges of 
one of the inferior courts their compensation. 
This House has it not in its power to remove 


amendment, because the decisions of those judges 


notions of law and justice, that, as the House 
cannot dismiss them from office, it shall compel 
their retirement. 

Sir, both Houses, acting jointly, cannot remove 


Pennsylvania proposes that, because the decisions 
of those courts are not acceptable to a majorit 
of this House, they shall be compelled to resi 
the places to which they have been assigned under 
the laws of their country. 

Mr. GROW. The article of the Constitution 
which the gentleman has read does not apply to 
the judges of the Territories, as he would have 
satisfied himself if he had given it a moment’s 
attention. The President of the United States 
removes those judges every time there isa change 
in the Administration, That clause of the Con- 
stitution makes their tenure of office during good 
behavior. But they are appointed by the Exec- 
utive, hold their office at his will, and if he 
chooses to retain them in power after they have 
trampled down the rights of American citizens, 
is it for us to appropriate money for their pay- 
ment? 

Sir, revolution does not begin here; it began 
in Kansas a year and a balf ago. Despotism and 
oe have enthroned themselves there, and 
the gentleman asks us to sustain it. 
began in Kansas when the rights of freemen were 
trampled down at the ballot-boxes by armed 
forces. 
your guardianship and protection; they receive 


tied to them protection. They ask you to make 
that guarantee good; and on the other hand we 
are asked to sustain that usurpation and despot- 
ism because it has made itself successful, and 
has the President to back it. We cannot reach 
the Executive. He retains men in office who 
have trampled down the dearest rights of the 
citizens of the country, and violated the must 
sacred guarantees of the Constitution. He could 
remove one officer in Kansas on the plea of spec- 
ulating in lands, but when one of his appointees 
charges a grand jey that the peaceful assembling 
of the citizens there to petition the Government 
for a redress of grievances, is treason against 
the United States, and when the grand jury 
indicts the free press because it declares ‘that 
slavery ought not to exist in Kansas, he sends 
his posse comitatus to tear down that press, to 
destroy publie buildings, and to burn private 
dwellings without any hearing before a petit jury, 
he is continued in office, and we are asked to 
make an appropriation for his support. A judge 
that seizes my property, and without a hearing 
before my pecrs condemns it, and dooms me to 


tleman from Virginia [Mr. Mitison] who has || 
just preceded me, have left but very httle for me 


shall hold their offices during good behavior, and shall, at 


can be adopted? The Constitution tells you that 


those judges; but it is now proposed, by this 


are not in accordance with that gentleman’s || 


one of those judges; and yet the gentleman from | 


n 


Revolution | 


The people of that Territory are under 


their law at your hands, and you have guaran- 


ust 5, 
prison without a trial, cannot receive a cent by 
ay vote of mine. 

o far as the point made by the gentleman from 
i Virginia is concerned, I ask him, when usurpa- 
ition and wrong sit upon the bench in one of 
i the Territories under our control and jurisdiction, 
| how is this House to reach it? If the Executive 
turns a deaf ear to petitions for the removal of 
| that judge, we can reach him only through our 
: appropriations, as we havea right to do, disre- 
| garding mere matters of form. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I believe it is understood 
that we are to have an evening session, and 
therefore I now move that the committee take a 
recess until seven o’clock. [Cries of “Not? 
‘“*No!”} Itis not possible to get through this 
bill this evening. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that it 
is not in order, according to the practice of the 
House heretofore, to take a recess as the com- 
| mittee is now constituted, inasmuch as the reso- 
| lution for evening sessions provides that no vote 
| shall be taken; and if the committee take a recess 
now, we should have to go on with this bill on 
| the committee resuming its session. 

Mr. BRANCH, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move that the committee 
| do now rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. DUNN. I offer an amendment to strike 
out the proposition of the kentleman from Penn- 
i sylvania, [Mr. Grow,] and insert, at the end of 
i that paragraph, the following proviso: 


Provided, That no part of the moneys appropriated by 
this act shall be drawn from the Treasury until an act shall 


1 


| have passed both branches of Congress, and received the 
| approval of the President of the United States, for the 

|; paci ion of the troubles in Kansas, which shall, amongst 
; others, contain a provision restoring the restriction against 
| sh 


y, as to both Kansas and Nebraska, in substance or 

in fact, as the same was enacted by the cighth section of 

| the act admitting Missouri into the Union as a State, ap- 

|! proved Mareh 6, 1820, 

Mr. SNEED. T raise the point of order that 
itis not in order to renew the same proposition to 
two hills at the same session. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the ruling of the 
committee, at the present session, the Chair 
overrules the point of order, 

Mr. CADWALADER. The question is not 
the same. [Calls to order.] 

Mr. GROW. I raise a point of order. The 
motion was to strike out, after the word ‘* Gov- 
ernor,” the balance of the paragraph, and to in- 

i sert $2,500. How can a motion to restore that 

be in order until the vote be taken on striking 

oul? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion ` 
| that the point of order is not well taken, inas- 
much as previously to striking out, itis within the 
rovince of the committee to amend, go as to 
make the clause acceptable. 

Mr. DUNN. Ido not desire to say anything 
on this occasion about the blood that has been 
shed in Kansas, or about the thunder of artillery 
| that has been leveled against dwellings there; 

i because a great deal more has been said on that 
subject heretofore than there has been any dispo- 
ionshown to amend. What I desire is, action 

o stop these evils. This tinkering system, sir~ 

gentlemen must pardon me for so calling it—the 

system of patching these evils by littles, of going 

li into this vast field of vile weeds, (to change the 

t; 


i 


| 
{ 


l 
i 
| 
i 


| 
| 
f 
| 


i: figure,) with the hand to pluck up a single stem 
| here and another there, will amount to nothing; 
and if we should live to fill all the days of Me- 
j. thuselah, employing our days and nights at the 
| Work in this way, it would in the end amount to 
| nothing. The only way to remedy the evil is, 
i to take hold of this great mischief by the roots, 
| and tear it all up. 1f gentlemen propose to come 
,; up to the work with the genuine pluck, they must 
say that appropriations shall not be granted un- 
|i less the evil is fully remedied. Let them put the 
i ax to the root of EVERY tree. Let the Senate go 
| Without its rations, and Jet the House go with- 
: out its, and let the President go without his, 
‘and let all your Army and Navy, and all your 
i officers in every department, everywhere, go 
|‘ without theirs; this I would do rather than per- 
ii mit these evils to progress in the direction in 
j: which they are now tending —to inevitable and 
ii undoubted ruin. Gentlemen come here and pro- 


: pose to stop the pay of the judges and juries, 


| 
i 
i 
1 
i 
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sit quietly down before it and starve the garrison 
into a surrender. 

Mr. GROW. I agree with the gentleman from 
Indiana ın one remark, although I do not agree 
with his amendment. 

Mr. ORR, (interrupting.) Is the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania opposed to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unable to 
say until the gentleman announces his sentiments. 

Mr. GROW. Yes, sir; Iam. Lagree with the 
gentleman from Indiana in one remark he has 
made; that the proper remedy for the troubles in 
Kansas is to take it by the roots. We proposed 
in this House, not long ago, a remedy of that 
kind, which was to give peace and pacification to 
Kansas, and to restore her to freedom, as she was } 
pledged more than a third of a century ago. But | 
the gentleman from Indiana was not ready then | 
to pluek up the trouble by the roots, when I pro 
posed to strike out slavery from Kansas forever, 
by admitting Kansas as a State, and leaving her 
to manage her own affairs, with her own consti- 
tution, her-own executive, and her own legisla- 
tive department. The gentleman was not ready 
for that remedy. It did not suit him. That would 
have pulled up these troubles, and ended them | 
forever, and would have been an effectual restora~ 
tion of the Missouri compromise. 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman state what 
measure he ever proposed for that purpose? L 
did not hear him say what his project was. 

Mr. GROW. The gentleman from Indiana 
aie to vote for the bill to admit Kansas as a 

tate. 

Mr. DUNN. Precisely. I did that, and ought | 
to have done so. Instead of giving relief, that | 
measure would have aggravated our troubles. 

Mr. GROW. That would have pulled up all 
these troubles by the root. That would have | 
ended all the troubles in Kansas. The people | 
there would have been then left to govern them- 
selves under a government of their own formation. | 

Mr. PHELPS. Just as they are now. | 

Mr. GROW. Justas they are now! Witha | 
Legislature elected by border ruftians—with laws 
enacted by men elected by ruffians imported from 
Missouri. hat Legislature has appointed every 
single officer—not before appointed by the Pres- 
ident—that is in the Territory of Kansas to- 
day. There is not an officer there, civil, mili- 
tary, or judicial, in the selection of whom any 
bone fide resident of the Territory had any voice. 
Those that were not appointed by the executive, 
were appointed by the Legislature, and by their 
appointees; and yet the people are left to govern 
themselves! With a posse mustered into ser- | 
vice, sent from South Carolina for the purpose of | 
making Kansas a slave State. 

The question was taken on Mr. Doxx’s amend- | 
ment, and the Chair announced that the noes were 
in the majority. 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL called for tellers; and | 
then withdrew the call. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is lost. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear |; 
the gentleman in time. i 

Mr. MORGAN. Every one clse heard me, if 
the Chair did not. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair heard the gen- 
tleman from New York demand tellers, but not 
until the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. A. K. 
Marsuatt | had withdrawn the call, and the Chair 
had announced the decision. The Chair, how- | 
ever, if the gentleman insists on tellers, will put 
the question. ! 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Lerrzr and 
Burrinron were appointed. 

The question was again put; and the tellers re- | 
ported—ayes seventy-one, noes not counted. | 
So the amendment to the amendment was | 

i 
i 
| 
Í 


| 
i 


agreed to., : 
Mr. GROW offered the following amendment 
to the amendment: 


Provided, That the money hereby appropriated shall not į 
be drawn from the Treasury, or any part thereof, and the i 


| any court of the Territory of Kansas, against any person 


i priation bill. 


| Kansas investigating committee. 


i the Government, if it passed this House? 
much for the remark of the gentleman from |; 


money in the Treasury, or any other appropriation made by 
Congress, until the criminal prosecutions now pending in 


or persons charged with treason against the United States, 
and all criminal prosecutions by information or indictment 
for any alleged violation or disregard of the provisions of 
the laws of a body of men who assembled at the Shawnee 
Mission in said Territory claiming to be the Legislative 
Assembly of said Territory, shali be disisissed by the court; 
and every person who has been, or may be, restrained of 
his liberty by reason of such prosecution or prosecutions, 
shall be released from confinement. 

Mr, DUNN. I rise to a point of order. I 
submit that the amendment already adopted set- 
tled conclusively that no money appropriated b 
this act should be drawn from the Treasury until 
all the troubles in Kansas shall have been settled 
by an act of Congress. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania now proposes to amend by adding į 
a proposition which shall settle only a portion of 
those troubles. I submit that his proposition is 
embraced in the general proposition which Ihave į; 
submitted, My proposition is to settle all the 
troubles—the gentleman only seeks to settle a part. 
That is just the difference between the gentleman į 
and myself, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is 
competent for the committee to determine whether 
they will adopt the proposition of the gentleman 


from Pennsylvania as a limitation of the amend- |} 


ment of the gentleman from Indiana, and overrules 
the point of order. 

Mr. GROW. Just one word on this amend- 
ment, for I do not propose to consume any time 
upon it. In reply to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri some time since, I have to say that I have 


not the least desire to embarrass this appropria- || 
ii move to strike out the other. 


tion bill. I stated my position simply to he, that 
I will not vote money to sustain usurpation, 
whether it be legislative or judicial, in the Terri- 
tory. 
appropriations for the Territory of Kansas, so | 
that they shall not be used to sustain usurpation. 
It is for no purpose of embarrassing this appro- 


way of its speedy passage. Tam anxious as any 
gentleman upon this floor can be, that the neces- |} 
sary appropriations shall be made to carry on 
the Government. 

Mr. PHELPS. It seems the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania takes a little exception to the posi- | 
tion which I assigned him; but his whole course 
indicates that I have assigned to him his correct | 
position, I did not charge anything as to his in- 
tention. I merely stated what would be the effect 
of adopting his amendment. Does the geutleman 
suppose that an amendment of this kind would 
reccive the sanction of the other two branches of 


So 


Pennsylvania, and the effect of his amendment. 
The gentleman seeks to arrive at a remedy for 
the difficulty which he specifies by the legislation 
of Congress. Sir, 1 say here in my place, that, 
at this day, and from the day of the passage of 
the Kansas-Nebraska bill, the pro-slavery party į 
in that Territory have had a majority there; and | 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and his friends | 
who have acted with him during the present ses- 
sion of Congress, have evinced their belief that 
such a state of facts exists, for they are unwilling 
that the people of Kansas shal] settle this ques- |; 
tion for themselves. I say that, in consequence ;' 
of the contiguity of Missouri to that Territory, |: 
more settlers have gone over into Kansas from j 
that State than from any northern State, or from | 
all the northern States. Such are the deductions | 
which I make from the testimony taken by the | 
| 
| 
| 


The persons | 
who have been sent there by your emigrant aid 
societies were men who were not the proper ma- 
terial for pioneers of the West. Such men as | 


actual settlers of the Territory. They stay there | 
a few weeks, vote, and go back to the East. | 


ment, in the nature of a proviso, and was re- 
jected. . 
The question was then taken on Mr. Grow’s 
original amendment; and it was disagreed to. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move to strike 


i if 

out from line seven hundred and eighty-four to || i 
Poly | for such alleged crime or offense shall be discharged y and 
i follows: | until such time no one shall be charged with any such erime 


line seven hundred and ninety-two inclusive, as 


Territory of Kansus.— For salaries of Go-ernor, three 


| 
judges, and secretary, $10,509. E 


T 
i 
1 
j 
1 
| 
i 
} 


each. 


I am in favor, therefore, of restricting the |! 


| 
i 
| 
i 
| 
I will throw no obstacle in the | 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| ing 


I 
| 
! 
| 
| 
you have sent there will but few of them become || 
| 
{ 
| 
i 
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For contingent expenses of said Territory, $1,500. .. 

For compensation and mileage of the members of the 
Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and contingent ex 
penses of the Assembly, $20,000-—~ - 


—as it has been amended. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. TI rise tò 4 
question of order. The first clause has beén 
passed. The second clause is the point.at which 
the committee has now arrived. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is so. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I submit that it is’ the 


| right of any member to ask a separate vote on 
| each clause, and that the amendment of the gen- 


tleman from Ohio is therefore out of order, 
The CHAIRMAN. The first clause’ has been 
amended. We are now at the following clause: 


For contingent expenses of said Territory, $1,500. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I modify my amendmënt. 


| I move to strike out the following: 


For contingent expenses of said Territory, 81,500. 

For compensation and mileage of the members of the 
Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and contingent 
expenses of the Assembly, $20,000. 


l will not go into a discussion of the Kansas 
troubles. I desire to bring this bill in some shape 


| into the House to-night, and therefore make the 


motion to strike out. 
Mr. HOUSTON, 
ment. 
Mr. ORR. I desire to assist the gentleman in 
getting the bill out of committee. There aré two 


Tam opposed to the amend- 


| paragraphs embraced by his motion, and I wish 


them reported so that there shall be a vote om 
I suggest that he move to strike out the 
first paragraph, and when that is disposéd of 


I will do that. I move 
paragraph, which is as 


Mr. CAMPBELL. 
to strike out the first 
follows: 

For contingent expenses of said Territory, $1,500. 


I do not propose to consume time. Let us: 


have a vote. aA 
Mr. HOUSTON. Iam opposed to the amend- 
ment, 
The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee 


| do now rise. 


T'he motion was disagreed to; there being, om 
a division—ayes 32, noes 85. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is not the amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana part of the first clause ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will staté the 
condition of the Kansas’ provision, as it now 
stands, inasmuch as it has been troubling the 
Clerk for a moment past. The lines seven hun- 
dred and eighty-five and seven hundred ard 
eighty-six—for salaries of Governor, three judges, 
and sceretary, $10,500—stand as they are; and to 
them is added the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Dunn.] ‘To that is attached 
the proviso of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Grow.]  - 

Many Memsers. No! the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania was lost. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee are mis- 
taken. The original amendment was lost, but 
the proviso was adopted. The text is now as the 
Chair has stated it. 

Mr. MILLSON. I rise to a question of order. 
I think the Chair is mistaken in regard to the 
proviso of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. On 
a division on the proviso it was announced there’ 
were only eight in the affirmative, and that the 


|; amendment was lost. 


Mr. SNEED. That clearly was the case. _ 
Mr. WINSLOW. Such was the understand- 
in this part of the Hall. f 
Mr. GROW. The Chair has decided the'ġues- 
tion, and no debate is in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of line seven hundred 


: and eighty-eight: 
The question was taken on Mr. Grow’s amend- |: even 


Provided, That no part ofthe money hereby appropriated 


| for the Territory of Kansas shall be paid until all pending 
| prosecutions in said Territory for refusing to act as a partof 


the posse comitatus, or for treason, or for taking part in any 
alleged election therein, or for any other political crime or 


| offense. shall be suspended until Congress shall have passed, 
| upon the validity ofthe alleged Legislative Assembly of said 


Territory, and until such time all persons now in custody 


or offense. 


Mr. ORR. Irise to a question of order. The 


point of order. 


Though it may have been voted 
down at another point of the bill, it still may be 
agreeable to the committee to insert it in this 
place... 

Mr. ORR. The same amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. - The same. 


: Mr. SHERMAN. If I understand the action 
of the Hotise in reference to the spproprations 
for the Territory of Kansas, the first clause is 
adopted as reported, with the proviso offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Dunw.] T 
yout for that proviso, and shall vote for it in the 
House. ` But | wish to present this amendment 
at this place in the bill, so the House may choose 
between itand that of the gentleman from Indiana. 
T noticed that many who were opposed to that 
proviso voted for it, in order, as I suppose, to 
defeat that offered by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Grow,] but will probably vote 
against it in the House. I therefore desire to 
attach this proviso, so that the House may vote 
upon both, and adopt one or both. The propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Indiana is right, and 
goes far beyond what I propose. Did I believe 
that gentlemen upon the other side of the House 
were determined to adjourn this Congress with- 
put giving any relief to the impending troubles 
in. Kansas, and that we must take that amend- 
ment or nothing, I would stand by it. The 
proposition which I now offer is far milder in its 
character, and its only design is to stop political 
prosecutions in Kansas, and prohibit others from 

eing instituted, until Congress can act, and shall 
have passed upon the validity of the alleged 

Pega of Kansas. 

If the other side of the House refuse this simple 
proposition of justice, and wish to force upon us 
a proposition more radicalin its character, I trust 
the issue will be accepted, and, through weal or 
woe, we will stand by and insist upon the uncon- 
ditional restoration of the Missouri restriction; 
but I prefer the proposition which I have now 
offered, because it does not stop the wages of any- 
body, it does not block the wheels of Government, 
but simply declares, that in the opinion of Con- 
gress these prosecutions should be suspended, 

uch is the design and effect of it. Why dogen- 
tlemen oppose it? Do they wish to execute their 
prisoners—do they wish to add judicial murder to 
the wrongs already committed; or do they want 
to force us to vote for a measure which, while 
just, is more radical in its character, and which 
strikes at the very existence of this bill? Suchis 
the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana, 

{Mr. Dunw.] If they do, I for one shall take my 
stand and vote for that proposition, and say that 
no money shall be paid out of the Treasury of 
the United States until the Missouri restriction 
is restored. But if, on the other hand, gentlemen 
are willing to repair the most pressing wrongs 
under which the people of Kansas are suffering, 
let them vote for this amendment; and then we 
can, when the rules of the House will allow, 
provide other remedies. It is idle to say that the 

enate will not consent. Sir, we are the repre- 
sentatives of the people, and can receive no law 
but from them. fe the Senate is willing to make 
the issue with this House, that prosccution for 
political offenses in Kansas shall not cease—if 
they insist that law and justice should be per- 
verted, and force and violence, under the cloak of 
the judiciary, shall reign supreme in Kansas, let 
them bear the responsibility. We will have done 
our duty; and will be sustained by those who 
sent us here. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Iunderstand the gen- 
tleman from Ohio now to offer substantially the 
game proposition he offered a few moments ago, 
and to attempt to tack that on to this bill-—the 
substance of which proposition is a direction from 
this legislative branch of the Government, that 
the supplies of the Government shall depend upon 
the entry of a nolle prosequi in the Territory of 
Kansas against all political offenders in that ‘Ter- 
ritory. As a matter of course, it is attached to 
the érvil and legislative bill; and as it is radically 
objectionable, the whole bill is made to depend 
upon its. adoption by the Senate; or, in other 
words, I understand the gentleman, for his party, 
to ennounce to the country, that he is willing that 
the-wheels of the Government should be stopped 


take the issue. 

Gentlemen here attempta new system of habeas 
corpus. Who ever heard in a Government like 
this, or in any other Government, of one branch 
of the legislative department attempting, where 
there is a separate codrdinate department, to ex- 
ercise the right of habeas corpus and jail delivery 
through a general bill to supply money for the 
support of the Government? What does the gen- 
tleman and his party want? Is there nota bill 
lying upon your table, sent to you from the 
Senate, in regard to Kansas? And therc is the bill 
which you yourselves have passed and sent to the 
Senate. Both branches of the legislative depart- 
ment of the Government have before them now 
bills connected with Kansas. 
take up that Senate bill and consider it? Why is 
it necessary to clog the wheels of Government— 
why place obstacles in the way of its supplies with 
such a proposition, in order to ‘enable you to go 
to the country, and arouse it with such pictures 
as the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the gen- 
tleman from Ohio have drawn, of conflagrations, 
murders, and oppressions, which, if 1 understand 
it, are simply in their own fancy? 

Butif these gentlemen desire that all the wheels 
of Government shall be stopped, that its supplies 
shall be cut off, let them say that such is their 


will meet with no resistance, I dare say, upon 
the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. DUNN. I move to amend the amend 
ment by striking out the last two lines of the 
proposition. Gentlemen seem very much alarmed 


pages of American history were written in regard 
to matters which transpired, as gentlemen well 
know, when there were no suppl Tnstead of 
money, patriotism moved the wheels of Govern- 


winter. ‘The hope of freedom was all their pay 
then, The reality paid them afterwards. 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
| his—it did not amount to a charge, but inginua- 
tion, in his remarks, a while ago, to the effect 
that I had held back at an opportune moment, in 
regard to the troubles in Kansas. 
dir, the gentleman well knows that, in the first 
weck of the organized session, I referred to the com- 
mittee of Which he is the chairman, a bill which, 
if it had been acted on there, aud, if he thought 
it necessary, improved by the amendments which 
that committee might have put to it, and had been 
returned to this Fouse, it might long since have 


have brought healing on its wings. But the com- 
mittee hesitated about it, and delayed. At every 
step, from the commencement of the session until 
now, whenever there was any possibility of aiding 
the cause of freedom there, and of giving peace to 
Kansas and the whole country, I have steadily, 
constantly, unshrinkingly, gone forward with ny 
humble efforts in that work. That committee still 
delayed. At last, the gentleman [Mr. Grow] 
came in here, a few weeks ago, and offered a bil 
subversive of all government; and he calls my 


moment.” Mr. Chairman, I shall always lag 
when it is proposed to overturn the Government 


proposition, or by whatever influence or auspi 
such wickedness is ushered in or pressed fo 
ward. I proposed efficient means, going to the 
extent of all these evils. The gentleman from 


Pennsylvania came here with a patch-work at one 
| point and a patch at another point; and this he 
calls shutting out the wrongs of these Territories, 


miserable protectionas bad husbandry sometimes 
resorts to in a new country for protecting in- 
closures, by what is called a brush fence—a con- 
trivance which everybody, except the gentleman, 


i 
| has long known, instead of protecting the in- 
i closure, in fact affords a shelter and a hiding- 


Why do you not || 


determination—let them offer the issue, and they | 


at the idea of stopping supplies, Sir, the brightest i 


ment then, and that is what I desire to see onee | 
more, ifnothing else willright these wrongs. Then | 
statesmen subsisted themselves; and the armies 

of liberty, barefooted and half clothed, fought for |; 
their country amid the snow and ice of a northern | 


Now, sir, I wish to say a word for the benefit 


Grow.] I had not an opportunity to reply to | 


been acted on here, and perhaps before this day : 


resistance to that bill, ‘lagging at the opportune ! 


of my country, however plausible may seem the | 


and protecting our people there. Sir, it is such |: 
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| chains and slavery by violence and fraud. But I 
have heretofore said all I desire about that prop- 
| osition. Let it pass; let even its memory perish, 
| for the credit of our institutions. I wish to re- 
| dress evils by approved modes. If there is unrea- 
| sonable oppression to redress, then Iam for strong 
li modes. F . 
But, sir, while the Treasury is pouring out its, 
floods over the country—while the money is going 
‘| to a Hight-house here and a harbor there, and toa 
| thousand other schemes—some, perhaps, of public 
interest, others of private avarice—some of them, 
possibly, schemes of naked plundering—all_ over 
i the land, Í fear you can never end these evils, or 
redress them. We are wild with the greed of 
i| gain. Cut off all supplies until gentlemen get 
|| sober. Let there be no more patch-work in 
gard to this matter. Let every evil stand and 
|| cry aloud for vengeance upon itself, and upon all 
i| its confederate enormitics. Do not weaken the 
public indignation by this halving process. Come 
up to the entire evil. Hold the wheels of Govern- 
ment stil, Let them not turn an inch until the 
mischicf is rémedied. When the devil engineers, I 
| would stop the locomotive by depriving him of fuel. 
Mr. GROW. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana. When I 
was up before, I replied to the same remarks 
which the gentleman has made in charging that 
all our schemes were patch-work. I referred to 
|i the proposition which the Committee on Ter- 
i ritories brought into this House, which was no 
i| patch-work, but was to give to the Territory of 
| Kansas a government of her own. T did not 
| charge the gentleman from Indiana with lagging, 
or with any want of fidelity to the Territory. I 
simply said that, when a proposition came here 
which was not patch-work, but was, in my judg- 
ment, the only effectual remedy for the wrongs 
of Kansas, to give her a State government of her 
own formation, and allow her to protect herself 
against invaders, and if not able to do it alone, 
she would then have authority under the Consti- 
tution to call on the President, and he could not 
then turn a deaf car to her appeals, the gentle- 
man from Indiana opposed the bill, and was 
unwilling to restore the Missouri compromise in 
that way. The gentleman from Indiana voted 
i against the bill. 
| As to the bill which he had referred to the 
i 
l 
| 


} 
j 
| 
i 


| 
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| 
| 
i 
| 
i 
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| Committee on Territories, I desire to say, in vin- 
i dication of that committee, that his bill was con- 
dered by the committee—by the majority aa 
well as the minority. They desired fully to exam- 
ine it, The committee had no opportunity to 
report that bill but once, after it was referred to 
, until the week set apart for territorial business. 
And Jet me say to the gentleman, that a bill which 
was reported by the committee for relief of Kan- 
as, the first time they were called was placed 
| upon the Calendar, and is likely to be there to the 
i end of the session; and there his bill would have 
been, too, if it had been reported. And when I 
proposed, during the territorial week, to report 
, the bill of the gentleman from Indiana, he said he 
did not care to have it reported, if he could have 
an opportunity to offer it as an amendment to the 
i Senate bill. 
Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman allow me—— 
Mr. GROW. Wot now. ; 
Mr. DUNN. The gentleman must not mis- 
represent me if he declines interruption. 
Mr.GROW. Iam only correcting the gentle- 
an’s own misrepresentations. f 
|| Mr. DUNN. {havc made no misrepresenta- 
il tion whatever, and must not be so charged. The 
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gentleman has made a statement of my saying 
to him what, if I understand him aright, I never 
uttered to him or to any other man. If the gen- 
tleman declines to be interrupted, I insist he will 
not say that. 

Mr. GROW. Notsay what? 

Mr. DUNN. That I made a statement to him 
that I did not want my bill reported. 

Mr. GROW. 


and I told you that I would report that bill before 
the time expired. You said you would like to 
have your bill to offer as a substitute to the State 
bill. T said you could not get an opportunity, I 
thought, for Í intended to call the previous ques- 
tion; and remarked, why not offer it as a substi- 
tute to the Senate bill. You said that, if you could 
do that, it was all you wanted. I told you that, 
so far as I was concerned, you should have the 
opportunity of doing it. You took the bill outof 
my possession, and kept it until a few days ago 
ou offered it as a substitute to the Senate bill. 
hese are the facts. 

Mr. DUNN. I prepared another bill, and 
introduced it after the gentleman had wholiy 
failed, for many months, to make any report on 
my billatall. For that purpose I got the bill 
from the gentleman, as he says, and having used 
it in preparing a new bill, which has since passed 
the House, I returned it to the gentleman. It 
is quite likely, when I had so long failed to get 
any action of the committee, and at last found a 
means of getting the matter before the House 
regardless of that inaction, that I expressed then 
an indifference to what the committee might or 
might not do, for I certainly felt indifferent, as I 


was then no longer restrained by their neglect of jį 


the subject. 

ar, GROW. We never declined to report it 
at all. 

Mr. DUNN. But never did report it. 

Mr. WINSLOW. f call the gentlemen to 
order. They ought to address the Chair. 

Mr. GROW. I will do it, sir. During the 


week allotted to territorial business, the commit- į 


tee reported all of the bills in their hands, except 
some bills which gentlemen of the committee had 
in charge, and which they did not care about re- 
porting. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I propose to make 
a point of order, 

Mr. GROW. I will come back to the questie 

Mr. CAMPBELL. ‘This debate on both sid 
is not pertinent, either in favor of or against t 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that the point of order is well taken, and that the 
debate has taken too wide a latitude. 

Mr. GROW. LT only desired to vindicate the 
Committee on Territories. Now one word more; 
Tam opposed to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. 
do now rise. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, [hope the committee will 
first finish the Kansas business. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. DUNN withdrew his amendment to Mr. 
Suerman’s amendment, 

The question recurred on Mr. Snerman’s 
amendment; and being taken, the amendment was 
agreed to—ayes 67, noes 57. 

Mr. GROW. { move to strike out of the bill 
lines seven hundred and eichty-nine, seven hun- 
dred and ninety, and seven hundred and ninety- 
one, as follows: 

For compensation and mil 
lative Assembly ers 
ofthe Assembly 


i move that the committee 


and contingent cxpenses 
5,000, 


I do not propose to discuss the amendment. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 


forit. [Laughter.] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.GROW. I offer the following amendment, 
to come in in the place of that just stricken out: 

Provided, That the money hereby appropriated shail not 
be paid until aliacts and proceedings whatsecver of the 
body of men assembled at Shawnee sion, in the Terr 
tory of Kansas, claiming to be the Legislative Assembly for 
said Territory, are declared inoperative and void. 

Mr. PHELPS, | rise to a question of order. 
The last clause of the appropriations for Kansas 


\ _ T came to you during the terri- | 
torial ‘week, while you were sitting in your seat, | 


s of members of the Legis- | 


T am opposed to | 
that amendment, though I am in favor of voting | 


has been stricken out; I submit that there is 
nothing to which to attach the amendment. 

Mr. GROW. I propose to attach my amend- 
ment to the bill at the point I have indicated. 


been stricken out, I move to amend whatever 
goes before it. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is the opinion of the 
Chair that there is nothing left under the head of 
‘Territory of Kansas” which is amendable. If 
there was anything it would be the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio which has been 
adopted. 

i Mr. GROW. Very well, I will offer it to 
that. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
the state of things it is this: the gentleman from 


Ohio [Mr. Suzrman] moved to amend the last | 
clause but one under the head of ‘* Territory of | 


Kansas,” and that amendment was agreed to 


The committee then passed on to the next and 
last clause under that head which was stricken 


out, It is not in order to go back, and I therefore | 
submit that there is nothing under that head 


which can be amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that the committee have passed the clause of the 
bill to which the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio was adopted, and the committee hav- 
ing stricken out the only remaining clause under 
this head, there is nothing left to amend. 

Mr. GROW. It seems to me there must be 


some point at which it is proper to affix an | 


amendment restricting the expenditure of this 
money. I do not care where it comes in. 
is the last amendment I have to offer, and I de- 
sire that it shall come in at some point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that the amendment is not in order. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 am directed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer the following 
amendment; 


After the words, “ Judiciary.—For salaries of the Chief 
Justice of the Supreme Court and cight Associate Judges, 
954,500,” insert as fullows: 

Vor salary of the circuit judge of California, $4,500. 


Mr. Chairman, I will merely state that this 
estimate is to be found in executive document No. 
62, and will detain the committee no further. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that the 
committee take a recess. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the gentleman will with- 
draw his motion, I will move that this bill be laid 


| aside, and the Navy appropriation bill be taken 


up. 

Mr. JONES. 
purpose. ; 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that this bill be 
informally laid aside, and that the Navy appro- 
priation bill be taken up. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. I now move that the committee 
take a recess until seven o’clock this evening. 

The motion was agreed to; and the committee 
accordingly (ata quarter-past five o’cluck) took į 
a recess until seven o’clock, p. m. 


I withdraw the motion for that 


EVENING SESSION, 


OBE. 


If | 
the provision to which the gentlemanalludes has | 


As I understand | 


This | 


IN SENATE. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, Rev. Danie, Waxpo. : 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved... 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 


Senate a communication from the President of 
| the United States inanswer to a resolution of the | 
i Senate requesting a copy of papers touching 
i recent events in the Territory of Washington, 
|, transmitting a report of the Secretary of State, 
|! and the documents by which it was accompanied; 
| which, on motion of Mr. Cass, was referred to 
the Committee on Territories, and ordered to be 
|i printed. é 

Fie also laid before the Senate a communication 
from the President of the United States, trans- 
mitting a report of the Secretary of War in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the Senate calling for 
information in relation to instructions issued to 
any military officer in command in Kansas to 
| disperse any unarmed meeting of the people of 
|| that Territory, or to prevent, by military power, 
| any assemblage of the people of that territory; 
| which, ou motion of Mr, Sewarp, was referred 
to the Committee on Territories. and ordered to 
| be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a report from the 
| Secretary of State, communicating, in compliance 
with a resolution of the Senate, information re- 
|| Specting the transportation of laborers now car- 
ried on from the continent of Asia or the Asiatic 
islands to English or Spanish colonies in America, 
j| or to the Chincha Islands, under the designation 
i of the Chinese coolie slave trade, with statistics 
|| showing the sacrifice of human life resulting from 
i| that traffic; which was read. 

| Mr. SEWARD. The resolution calling for 
these papers was submitted, I think, by the hon- 
orable Senator from Louisiana, (Mr. Bexsaat,} 
|l on consultation with the Committee on Com- 
merece. He is now absent, and I suggest that they 
be laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. IVERSON presented the memorial of John 
If. Waggaman, praying that the decision of the 
Court of Claims against his claim for arrears of 

ay due for his services as a clerk in the General 
and Office may be reversed, or that his case ma 
be referred for a rehearing to that court; which 
| was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
| _ Mr. STUART presented the petition of James 
L. Cathcart, praying that an appropriation may - 


J 
j 
I 
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be made for testing his invention of an improved 
| method ofattaching ships’ propellers to the driving 


shaft; which was referred to the Committee on 
| Commerce. 

; Mr. DODGE presented five petitions of citizens 
i of Wisconsin, praying fora grant of public lands 
ito aid in the construction of the Milwaukee, 
| Horicon, and Lake Superior railroad; which were 
| referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

ie Mr. YULEL presented the petition of S. P. 
j Todd, a purser m the Navy, praying to be re- 
| leased from lability for certain public stores lost 
i| or Stolen while in his custody; which was referred. 


i or 
TREASON IN KANSAS. 


The committee resumed its session at seven 
o’elock, (Mr. Norrow in the chair,) the Navy 
appropriation bill being under consideration. 

Spceches upon the genera] politics of the coun- 
try were made by Messrs. CRAGIN, UNDER- 
revision, and will be published in the Appendix. 
Mr. READY obtained the floor, but yielded it to 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, who moved that the 
committee rise. 

The motion was agrecd to. 

And the committee rose; and Mr. Unperwoop 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, 
Mr. Norron reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, according 
to order, had the state of the Union generally 


under consideration, and particularly the Navy | 
appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution 


thereon ; 

And then, on motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, 
(at ten o’clock,) the House adjourned until to- 
morrow at eleven o’clock, a. m. 


WOOD, and LEITER, which are withheld for | 


i 

| 

| Mr. SEWARD. It becomes my duty to pre- 
| Sent to the Senate, this morning, a petition relat- 
ling to a subject which agitates the country from 
: one frontier to the other, and which is itself of deep 
and touching interest. [tis the petition of George 
W. Smith, G. W. Brown, Gaius Jenkins, George 
W. Deitzler, and Charles Robinson, who are in- 
| dicted and held as prisoners in close custody in 
the Territory of Kansas for the crime of treason, 
and of John Brown, Jr., and Henry H. Williams, 
who, although not indicted, are held, after a pre- 
liminary examination, in close custody in the 
same Territory on the charge of treason against 
the United States. The petition comes from them 
in their place of confinement, which is the 
“camp of the United States cavalry, near Le- 
compton, in the Territory of Kansas.” 

The petition calls the attention of the Senate 
of the United States to what is a matter of noto- 
riety throughout the whole Union, that a divided 
State of public opinion exists in the Territory of 
Kansas on political topics, and that this division 
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has been carried to such an extent as to array 
neighbor against neighbor in deadly strife, and 
has found its way to the courts of justice. 

The charges against the petitioners grow out 
of transactions connected with this embittered 
condition of the body politic. They state that 
the day for their trial is assigned to be the second 
Monday. of September, the place, Lecompton; 
that they have reason to apprehend that an im- 

artial trial, such as the Constitution of the 

nited States guaranties to every citizen cannot be 
given to them there; that they believe the judges 
of the several territorial courts have prejudged 
their cause, and that a packed jury will be em- 
paneled to decide on the facts. 

The petitioners do not state what, however, 
we all know, that the punishment of the crime of 
treason is death! ‘The petitioners state that it 
appears that Congress has neglected to make 
provision for reaching them by writ of habeas 
corpus from the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and for bringing up the indictment and 
record by a certiorari, and for cause shown, re- 
manding the prisoners for trial to some one of the 
supreme courts of the United States, where polit- 
ical prejudices will not influence the opinions of 
the courts and jurors; that these celebrated writs 
are allowed to all persons, citizens of the United 
States, who chance to be residents within the 
several States; but that the residents of this Ter- 
ritory are deprived of this protection from judicial 
outrage, 

They therefore pray Congress that a law may 
be immediately passed, by which the writ of 
habeas corpus and certiorari may issue to any per- 
son holding another in custody for any cause in 
any one of the Territories, from any one òf the 
judges of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
with power in the said judges to inquire into the ! 
cause. of the commitment or detention of said | 
persons, and the same to bail or recommit them | 
as justice and law may demand; and that the 
writ of certiorari may be allowed to any court 
authorized in such Territories by Federal author- | 
ity, with the right in such supreme judge to 
change the venue, for good cause to be shown, 
and supported by affidavits, and in the Supreme 
Court of the United States, where a fair and 
impartial trial agreeably to law can be had. 

tis my desire that the petition may be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary; and [beg toask 
their attention to itat as carly a day as possible. 
In the first place, because the time assigned for the 
trial is near at hand; in the next place, because 
the nature of the case is such as to require the 
earliest and profound consideration. These trials | 
arise out of a contest of political opinions between | 
citizens of the United States, between parties in 
the United States, which divides the people of the 
United States, and which divides the ELouses of 
Congress and the Departments of the Govern- 
ment, On the one side is found the President, | 
and on the other side is found the House of Rep- | 
resentatives. I beg to call the attention of the | 
Senate of the United States to the fact, that polit- 
ical trials are almost unknown in this country— | 
that the employment of the judiciary to settle and 
establish poliucal principles or policies is aresort | 
that has never been made with success and with 
good results to the peace and harmony of society 
in any free country in the world. If you refera 
thing—— 

Mr. WELLER. I object to the discussion of | 
this question now. It is out of order. I have 
some reports to make, and I know other Senators 
have. e do not wish the whole of the morning 
hour consumed with a discussion on this question | 
now. 

Mr. SEWARD. I have but a word or two | 
now toadd. I hope the honorable Senator will 
allow me a few words more. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in 
order to discuss the merits of a question on the 
presentation of a memorial, 

Mr. SEWARD. lask the unanimous consent | 


of the Senate to close what I have to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
Senator from California object? 

Mr. WELLER. If the Senate is disposed to 
go on with. this discussion, I shall not make ob- 
jection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is against 
the 24th rule, which provides that a Senator pre- 
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senting a memorial may briefly state its contents. 


Mr. SEWARD. To enforce the prayer of a 
petition is generally allowed, and I do not pro- 
pose to abuse the privilege. I beg to refer the 
committee to the fact that political convictions 
and judgments of attainder, however obtained, 
and however popular when obtained, are always 
subsequently reversed, and it is a singular judg- 
ment of this class that does not escape being 
affirmed or reversed several times. This has 
been the experience of England; it has been the 
experience even of this country. With these re- 
marks, I submit the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition 
will be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. HOUSTON, it was 


Ordered, That Edward D. Tippett have leave to with- 
draw his petition and papers. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
238) granting a pension to Ansel Wilkinson, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of 
Maurice K. Simons, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill (S. No. 429) for his relief; 
which was read, and passed to a second read- 
ing. 
Žie also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Margaret Davis, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 
430) granting a pension to Margaret Davis, 
widow of George Paris: a sailing-master in the ! 
United States Navy, deceased; which was read, | 
and passed to a second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom | 
was referred the bill (S. No. 423) for the relief 
of Katherine M. Hamer, widow of the late Gen- 


eral Thomas L. Hamer, reported it with amend- |; 


ments, 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
416) to provide for the settlement and payment of 
the expensesincurred in the suppression of Indian | 
hostilities in the Territories of Oregon and Wash- 
ington, reported it without amendment. 

"He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the memorial of Samuel W. Owen, 
exceutor of William H. Owen, the petition of 
S. D. Sturgis, the petition of Ann E. T. Partridge, 
and the paper signed by R. H. Chilton, of the 
United States Army, in relation to extra pay, and 
the troops at Fort Kearney, reported that the 
committee be discharged from the further consid~ 
eration thereof; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BELL, from the Comimnittee on Naval Af- 


bill, which provides for the appointment, by the 
President of the United States, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, of a commis- 
sioner, and chief astronomer and surveyor, to 
unite with similar officers to be appointed by her 
Britannic Majesty’s Government. The said com- 
missioner is to have power to appoint a secre- 
tary; and the chief astronomer and surveyor is 
to have power to appoint a clerk. 

The bill provides appropriations for salaries for 
one year, viz: The commissioner, $3,000; the 
secretary, $1,500; the chief astronomer and sur- 
veyor, $3,000; the clerk $1,200; and an appro- 
priation of $60,000 is made for provisions, trans- 
portation, and contingencies. po 

The proceedings of the commission are to be 
limited to the demarkation of thatpart of the line 
of boundary which begins at the intersection of 
the forty-ninth parallel of north latitude with the 
middle of the channel which separates the conti- 
nent from Vancouver’s Island, and thence south- 
erly, through the middle of the channel and of 
Fuca’s straits, to the Pacific ocean. 

The President is to be authorized, in his dis- 
cretion, to direct the employment of such officers, 
assistants, and vessels, attached to the coast sur- 
vey of the United States, as he may deem neces~ 
sary or useful, for the purpose of aiding in the 
demarkation of the line. 

Mr. MASON. The treaty of Oregon, as itis 
usually called, provided that the boundary be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain should 
thereafter consist of a line extending the forty- 
ninth parallel of latitude from the point where it 
previously terminated as the boundary line be- 
tween the two countries, until it intersected the 
channel which separated the main land from 
| Vancouver’s Island, and then should pursue the 
middle of that channel southerly and through the 
Straits of Fuca to the Pacific ocean. By a late 
communication from the Secretary of State it 
appears that the Territory of Washington, in 
laying out its counties, had extended one of its 
| counties into and through the Straits of Fuca, 
jand that collisions had actually arisen between 
the British authorities and the authorities of the 
Territory of Washington as to a certain island 
that is found in those straits. The sheriff of 
Washington county, in levying the taxes for the 
county, had gone on the island and levied on cer- 
tain property there which-belonged to the British 
Hudson’s Bay Company; and claims of reclama- 
tion have been made on the Government for it. 
A correspondence ensued between the two Gov- 
ernments, in the cotirse of which it was strongly 
pressed upon us, and properly pressed, by the 
British Government, to have the boundary line 
‘run. It will require some time and require per- 
haps a very scientific corps to run this parallel of 


fairs, who were instructed by a resolution of the 
Senate to inquire into the expediency of purchas- 
ing, for the use of the Government, the copyright 
of the great circle protractor, invented by Pro- 
fessor Chauvenet, submitted a report; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
petition of John Ferguson, reported a bill (S. No. 
431) for the relief of John Ferguson and others; 
which was read, and passed to a second reading. 


BOUNDARY OF OREGON. 


The bill (H. R. No. 73) to provide for carry- | 
ing into effect the first article of the treaty between | 
the United States and Her Majesty the Queen of | 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland | 
of he 15th day of June, 1846, was read twice by | 
its title. 


Mr. MASON. A copy of that bill was re- jj 


ported by the Committee on Foreign Relations | 
of the Senate some weeks ago, accompanied by | 


a report setting forth the necessity of its passage. | 


The bill which now comes from the House of | 
Representatives is the exact bill which was re- 
ported from the Committee on Foreign Relations 
of the Senate, and there is an immediate neces- 
sity for its being acted upon. Its provisions are 
very brief, and they are altogether of general 
interest; and I ask the Senate, therefore, to be 
good enough to consider it at once, and allow it 
to be passed. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded, | 


i 


asin Committee of the Whole, to consider the 


it 


latitude from its former terminus, where it pre- 
i viously constituted the boundary between the 
| two Governments, to the Straits of Fuca. This 
i bill proposes simply that the line now to be run 
| shall be a water line through the Straits of Fuca 
in order to determine the territorial rights of the 


i Nee : sam 
| two countries in those straits. The commission 


| is a very simple and a very limited one, consist- 


mg of a commissioner, an astronomer and sur- 
i veyor, with a secretary and clerk, with authority 
for the President to employ such portion of the 
| coast survey as may be on that coast to aid in 
carrying It out. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PRESIDENCY OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. BUTLER. Some weeks ago the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Crirrenpen] submitted to 
the Senate a resolution, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, in relation to the 
| persons to act as Presidentand Vice President in 
certain contingencies. I do not propose to make 


|, any remarks on the introduction of the report on 


but I ask that my friend from Ohio (Mr. Puen] 

| may be allowed to read it, as it is one which has 

attracted some attention. I would not take up 

j the time of the Senate, but erroneous impressions 

| have been created in the newspapers on this sub- 

| ject. Perhaps by reading the report it may be 
understood by those who wish to hear it. 

Mr, PUGH read the report at length. It 

is accompanied by a bill supplementary to the 


| 
1 
| 
| 
| that subject from the Committee on the Judiciary; 
| 
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several acts in force relative to the election of Pres- 
ident and Vice President of the United States. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the report be 

rinted, and the bill be made the special order for 
Rionday next. My friend from Kentucky is more 
particularly interested, and as the subject attracts 
some attention, [ will assign any day he may 
choose. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I would prefer some 
early day next week—say Monday. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I move the bill be made 
the special order for Monday next. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and post- 
poned to and made the special order for Monday 
next. ° 


PUBLIC PRINTING. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Iam instructed by the Com- 


mittee on Printing to make a report on the me- 
morial of Beverly Tucker, Arnold Harris, admin- |! 
istrator of Robert Armstrong, C. Wendell, and 
A. O. P. Nicholson, presented yesterday, pray - 
ing for a reconsideration of the construction of 
the printing act of August 26, 1852. They have 
asked us to reconsider the decision of the account- 
ing officers in regard to the rates of compensation. 
According to the decision of the original Superin- 
tendent of the Public Printing under that act, 
deductions have been made of five, fifteen, and 
twenty, running up as high as forty per cent., 
from the total amount of the accounts presented. 
They ask a reconsideration of the construction 
of the law which bears on all the printing done 
by them. This is the second time the subject 
has been before the Committee on Printing of 
this body, and was this morning before the joint 
committee of the two Houses. The committee 
believe the construction hitherto acted upon con- 
sistent with the language of the law as it stands, 
and are satisfied that it is not inconsistent with a 
fair rate of profits for the printers themselves. 
The committee therefore have decided adversely | 
. to the petition presented to the Senate and referred 
to them. I report the following resolution, on | 
the understanding of the joint committee who 
have rejected the application for a change in the 
construction of the law: 
Resolved, That the prayer ofthe petitioners be not granted. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a motion to’print five 
thousand extra copies of the report of the Secre- 
tary of War communicating a statistical report |; 
on the mortality and sickness in the United ) 
States Army, reported in favor of printing. The || 
report was concurred in. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WELLER. | desire to report, from the | 
Committee on Military Affairs, a bill (S. No. | 
427) making additional appropriations for the | 
support of the Army for the year ending the 30th | 
of June, 1857. My object in presenting the bill į 
now, is to have it referred to the Committee on | 
Finance, as such bills usually come from that | 
committee, although it embraces the amendments 
which [I had designed offering to the regular ; 
Army appropriation bill; but as the Committee | 
on Military Affairs have resolved to offer no 
‘amendments to that bill as it comes from the | 
House of Representatives, it is necessary that I 
should introduce an additional bill embracing oar 
amendments. Task that the bill be printed, and | 
referred to the Committee on Finance. | 

The bill was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committce on Finance. 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 move to postpone all prior | 
orders; for the purpose of taking up the House | 
pill making appropriations for the support of the | 
Army for the year ending June 30, 1857. 

Mr. SEWARD. On that question I am obliged || 
to ask for the yeas and nays, and to say to the 
friends of the river and harbor bills which have 
not yet passed, that to-day we shall probably be 
able to complete them in the course of an hour or 
two; and it is very apparent that, unless we do it 
to-day, we shall have no opportunity to do it at 
all. If we yield our precedence in the order of 
business we shall not be able to recover it again. | 
Standing ready to fulfill all my obligations, it 
will depend on them whether they shall do justice 
to the South and West, as well as the North and 
East. i 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. HUNTER. I hope the Senate will take 
up the Army appropriation bill. We have given 
something like a week to the river and harbor 
bills. Their friends do not scruple to speak on 
them as much as they choose. They ought to 
have finished those bills yesterday; but I do not 
know that we shall finish them to-day, if we take 
them up. The general appropriation bills ought 
to have precedence; and after they are disposed 
of, we can take up other matters. Let us take 
up the Army bill first, and dispose of that; and 
men if we have leisure, we can take up these 

ills. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. [I think we can pass the 
Army appropriation bill in twenty minutes. 

Mr. SEWARD. The Senator is quite mis- 
taken in supposing that we can pass the Army 
bill in that time. There is an amendment pro- 
posed which will require more than twenty min- 
utes, 

Mr. HUNTER, Then itis more important to 
get at It at once. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 1 hope the Senate 
will allow the remainder of the bills for the im- 
provement of the rivers and harbors to be fin- 
ished. I know it can be done in a short time. 
Tam one of the supporters of those measures, 
and I have trespassed on the Senate several times; 
but the honorable Senator from Virginia, who 
speaks of the supporters of the measures occu- 
pying time in debate, should take into consider- 
ation the circumstances under which the friends 
of the bills have occasionally thought proper to 
rise in vindication of their policy. I appeal to the 
Senator and the Senate to say who have thrown 
the greatest obstruction, for two weeks, in the 
way of those bills? I find no fault with gentle- 
men, but I think within an hour or two we can 
finish the small remainder of those bills on the 
Calendar. We had better dispose of them, for 
it is very evident that, if we take up the general 
appropriation bills, we may bid adieu to the con- 
sideration of any bill for the improvement of 
rivers and harbors. 

Mr. WELLER. 1 shall be compelled to vote 
against this motion of the Senator from Virginia. 
I gave way more than a week ago, after having 
made a motion to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill for the construction of a Pacific railroad, 
with a hope that the Senate would be able to 
dispose of the river and harbor bills in a few 
days. Now they have been under consideration 
a week, anda very large portion of the time has 
been consumed by the friends of those bills in 
debate. I have remained here day after day to a 
late hour, until the Senate was ready to adjourn, 
simply for the purpose of making a quorum, in 
order that we might get rid of the river and har- 
bor bills. We have been engaged for a week on 
them. It was the understanding, at least of the 
friends of the Pacific railroad bill, that, as soon as 
the river and harbor bills were disposed of, that 
measure should be taken up and acted upon. I 
yielded after having made the motion to take it 
up, and now you cannot see the end of them. If 
the bill towhich the Senator from Virginia refers 
be taken up, I am very sure we shall have a long 
and protracted debate. I prefer myself, if I can- 
not get up my own measure, that we should go 
on with the regular order of business, which is 
the disposition of the river and harbor bills. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. They are the un- 
finished business. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
on the motion to take up the Army appropriation 
bill, resulled—yeas 18, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Biggs, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Buter, 
Clay, Fitzpatrick, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, Ma- 
son, Pugh, Reid, Slidell, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, 
and Yulee—18, 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Bigler, Cass, Collamer, Dodge, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, James, Johnson, 
Jones of lowa, Pearce, Seward, Stuart, Thompson of New 
Jersey, Trumbull, Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Wright—26. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, by Mr. Barcray, Assistant Clerk, 
announcing that the House had passed_the bill 
(S. No. 265) to incorporate the Columbia Library, 
of Capitol Hill, in the city of Washington, with 
an amendment. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker 


had signed the following enrolled bills; which- 
thereupon. received the signature of the-Presidént 
pro tempore : i 7 : 

An act for the relief of Richard Albretton; 

An act for the relief of Randall D; Livingstons 

An act forthe relief of Cephise Piseros, widow! 
of Louis Labranche, of the parish of St. Charles, 
in the State of Louisiana; ae 

An act to confirm Joseph Wanderstrand in his 
title to certain lands; a 

An act for the relief of Joseph Hil; - 0 

An act for the relief of Mrs. M. E. McKnight, « 
widow of Francis M. MeKnight; 

An act for the improvement of the navigation 
of the Patapsco river, and to render the port of. 
Baltimore accessible to the war steamers of the 
United States; and 

An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 
establish a court for the investigation of claims 
against the United States,’’ approved February 
24, 1855. 

HARBOR OF DUBUQUE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The unfin- 
ished business which is the first special order, is 
the bill (S. No. 128) making appropriations: for 
the improvement of the harbor of Dubuque. The 

uestion is on the amendment of the Senator from 

hio [Mr. Puc] to strike out, ‘ continuing. the 
improvement of the harbor of Dubuque, omw the- 
Mississippi river,” and insert; ‘‘ removing the 
obstructions to navigation placed by order of the. 
Government of the United States in the Missis- 
sippi river at and opposite the city of Dubuque, : 
in the State of Iowa.” 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I hope the Senate will 
not agree to that amendment. 

Mr. PUGH. It is not my purpose to press 
the amendment against the Senator’s will. 1 
merely offered it. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Iam opposed to it for 
the best reason in the world. The city of Du- 
buque has made improvements which render this 
bill important. 

Mr. PUGH. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. CLAY. I now renew my amendment to 
strike out the word *‘ harbor,” and insert “ land- 
ing.” 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I hope the Senate will 
not agree to that amendment. If the gentleman 
will undertake to say here that he is a better 


| judge of what ought to be termed a harbor than 


the Government officers, who are acknowledged 

to be competentin the performance of their duties, 

perhaps there may be some reason in it. Bat’ 
United States officers, who were directed by an 

act of Congress to make a survey; have designated 

this as a harbor, and so have the topographical 

engineers, who are known to be men of science 

and skill. Sir, I must say this is a remarkable 

effort on the part of my friend from Alabama, 

to bring my bill into disrepute, and I think it is’ 
ungenerous. If there is any reason for digging 

out the mud inthe harbors on Lake Erte or on 

Lake Michigan, there is as good reason why this 

appropriation should be made for Dubuque. 

Mr. President, I said last evening, when the 
Senate was very thin, that this was a work com- 
menced during the territorial government of fowa. 
It was commenced by this Government when the 


| United States hada right to take command of this 


harbor and do as they pleased with it. The Gov- 


| ernment of the United States owned the land and 


owned the island through which this harbor is to 
be made, and Iowa had no right to interfere with 
the Government of the United States. As the 
Government has commenced this work and as it 
has stopped up the main entrance to our harbor, 
through the Megary slough, with the intention 
of making a cut through Bass Island, it must 
complete that cut through Bass Island, or else 
remove the obstructions which it has put there; 
but that is a matter to be left to the Secretary of 
War. All these bills provide that the improve- 
ment shall be made under the direction of the 
Secretary of War. He is the competent and 
proper officer to determine the mode of improve- 
ment which shall be made. He has adopted a 
mode of improvement now for this very harbor, 
different from that heretofore pursued by his pre- 
decessors; thatisto say, of making a contract to 
dredge out the slough, and to throw the earth on 
an embankment made along the wharf. 

Mr, CLAY. 1 do not care to waste words-on 
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this matter; but the gentleman calls this a harbor. 
I repeat, as I said yesterday, that, whether we 
take the word according to its etymology or its 
conventional meaning, this is no harbor; and the 
learned dissertation of the Senator from New 
York (Mr. Sewarp]| on the roots of the word 
“harbor,” has not changed my opinion in the 
least.. With equal propriety you might call a 
station on arailroad a harbor; you might call any 
poin: ona crcek, or spring branch, a harbor; and, 

y virtue of the word alone; claim the power of 
this Government to make an improvement.. The 
very suggestion of a harbor two thousand. miles 
above the mouth of the Mississippi, is in itself 
absurd, It is no harbor, but it is a landing; and 
this bill is to improve a landing. I know some- 
thing in regard to this work, as well as my friend 
from Iowa. It is about as meritorious, perhaps, 
as many others which we have passed; and there 
is no member of the Senate whose interests, or 
the interests of whose constituents, I would be 
more reluctant to oppose, than those of my friend 
from lowa and his constituents; but Í know 
something about the character of this work. It 
is emphatically, as I still say, to improve the 
landing at this place. There is a difficulty in 
making the landing at Dubuque, and they want 
„to opena way to get to it. It will inure especially 
to the benefit of private landholders, who own 
the two small islands that stand out in front of 
the town. I want to call things by their right 
names, and I insist on my amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. 1 insist on its being 
called a harbor; and I insist on it, not only be- 
cause the Government ofiicers have so designated 
it in their reports to the Congress of the United 
States, but because it does afford protection to 


the vessels which navigate the Mississippi river—> 


steamboats, If a similar improvement had been 
made at St. Louis, last spring, or wt Cincinnati, 
at the breaking up of the ice, hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars would have been saved, as you 
well know, sir, which were lost by the destruction 
of steamboats there. This is a harbor—a place 
of refuge for steamboats and any other kind of 
boats that navigate the Mississippi river. 

Mr, MASON, lask for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment, 1 have some information about 
it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARLAN.” I desire to state merely, that 

this is a harbor within the definition given by the 
Senator from Alabama. It is a part of the water 
of the Mississippi river extending into the land, 
where vessels may lic in safety. It isa harbor, 
within the definition given by the Senator from 
New York—a place of refuge beyond danger. Lt 
is also a harbor, within the definition of the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina. It is a retreat or a 
hiding place for boats which navigate the Mis- 
sissippi river, from the floating ice. L understood 
the honorable Senator from South Carolina to 
say that a harbor was a place of retreat, or a 
hiding place. ‘This may be regarded as a harbor 
within that definition. 
_ Very frequently in the spring of the year the 
ice on the Mississippi river floats in large bodies, 
perhaps to the extent of hundreds of acres. If 
steamboats and other vessels are compelled merely 
to anchor at the ordinary landings, they are 
crushed by these immense bodies of ice. As I 
understand, it is the object of the Government 
officers to open up this harbor—a part of the 
Mississippi river which extends into the land 
opposite Dubuque—in order that these boats may 
have a retreat from this danger. If it be the 
object of the Senator from Alabama merely to 
correct the language that it may be appropriate, 
he is in error; the word ‘* harbor’’ is more appro- 
priate than ‘“‘ landing.” The people of Iowa can 
secure a landing on the opposite side of the island 
which has been named. 

I might correct him in another respect also. 
The owners of that island would derive a greater 
advantage from a defeat of this measure, than 
from the adoption of the proposition of the com- 
mittee. If the Government fail to improve that 
harbor, the inlets from the Mississippi river will 
be filled up, and the entire body of that island 
will become city property; so that the owners of 
the island have a direct interest in the defeat of 
this measure. 

Mr. CLAY. Lhave looked into the topography 
of this place called a harbor, and | have made 


some inquiry at the War Department as to the 
character of this improvement. I will state my 
information, briefly, to the Senate. I had it in 
writing, but I have mislaid it, and cannot now 
read it; but I will state it accurately, and then 
the Senate may judge whether this can properly 
be termed a harbor. i 

There are two small islands which lie immedi- 
ately in front of the town of Dubuque, which is 
on the west side of the Mississippi river. The 
difficulties heretofore experienced in gctting up 
to Dubuque through the passes between those 
islands and the mainland caused a canal to be 
cut through one of these islands. That, as I un- 
derstand, has become obstructed, and cannot now 
be passed. There is a great difficulty at low stages 
of the water in reaching the town of Dubuque at 
all, and vessels have to lie outside of those islands, 
at least those of heavy draught. Now, the pur- 
pose of this improvement is really to make the 
landing at Dubuque accessible. It is either to 
open an artificial channel, or to deepen one of the 
; natural channels by which the town is approached 


osition has been made to the Department by pri- 
vate landholders owning one of these islands, to 
fill up the space between that island and the main 
land, with a view of deepening the channel be- 
tween the other passes. As lam informed, it was 
| proposed at one time, that, if the Government 
would expend $1,500 towards filling up one pass, 
and uniting the island with the main land, they 
would, by private contributions, complete the 
work; and I believe that, if Congress were to lie 
still and not throw this bounty upon the people 
of Dubuque, the private landholders interested 


expenditure on the part of the Government of 
| $1,500. 

Now, sir, I say that, from the information I 
have reccived at the War Department, the pur- 
; pose of this improvement is to make the landing 
lat Dubuque accessible to vessels, by either deep- 
j ening the natural channel, or by opening an arti- 
ficial channel. It is not for the purpose of a ro- 
| treat, as itis called, or a place of refuge for vessels 
from the ice, but it is in order to get at or to the 
town. 
islands were filled up, and the town extended out 
to the main channel of the stream, it would be a 
greater improvement than that which is now con- 
| templated, and then it would be literally a fulfil- 
iment of the idea of making a landing there. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. ‘I will only remark, in 
| answer to my friend from Alabama, that the city 
of Dubuque has expended between fifty and one 
; bundred thousand dollars for the very purpose 
| of deepening this slough, in order that boats may 
enter into the harbor. I know that the city of 
| Dubuque has made contracts with two compa- 
i nies, one styled the Seventh Street Improvement 
| Company, and the other the Jones Street Im- 
| provement Company, in order to carry out the 
| Streets to the main island, to fill up the space be- 
| tween the islands, and keep open the two sloughs’ 
l above highwater mark. When the river gets 
| high now, the islands become overflowed, and 


| 
| 
\ 


two companies for filling up all the spaces between 
the islands, The suggestion was made last year 
by the distinguished Senator from Illinois, [Mr. 
| Dovenas,| when he was there. The people of 
| Dubuque have come to the determination of fill- 
; ing up these islands and the sloughs adjacent to 
them outside of the harbor, and adjoining the har- 
| bor, so as to prevent sickness and disease coming 
| amongst them. The city has, I believe, expended 
| nearly $100,000—I cannot recollect the precise 
sum, but E know more than $50,000. My prop- 
| erty, like that of all other citizens, has been taxed 
to pay for it, 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator inform us 
what the population of Dubuque is? 


| Mr. JONES, of Iowa. It is now between six- 
| teen and seventeen thousand. 

Mr. MASON. Then, as I understand it, this 
| is an appropriation to clear out a deposit made 
by the Mississippi river at the town of Dubuque, 
or between that town and the islands which lie 
opposite it. Now, what earthly difference can 
there be between an appropriation to remove the 


mud or the deposit of a river in front of Dubuque, 


| between the island and the main land, The prop- | 


in this improvement would make it by a bare | 


I dare say that if the space between these ʻi 


f 


H 


| 
i 
| 
i 


' and removing it here in the docks of Baltimore or 


the docks of Norfolk? That is to be done upon 
an appropriation to improve or make a harbor at 
Dubuque! A harbor, as I understand it, though 
I may be mistaken in nautical phrase, as it is a 
nautical term, means a place of security — 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Security for what? 
Mr. MASON. For ships or vessels that navi- 
gate the bay or the ocean, as the case may be; 
but if they want a place of security on the head 
waters of the Mississippi river, where this town 
of Dubuque is, it isa misnomer, a misapplication 
of the term harbor. Therefore, the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Alabama struck 
me as a correct one. It is for the landing at Du- 
buque—to clear away the mud and obstructions 
at the landing in Dubuque. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa, That is not the fact, 
Mr. MASON. If it is upon a navigable river 


it cannot be a harbor within the nautical meaning ` 


of the term. 

Again: if there is at this point a population of 
seventeen thousand, with the enormously increas- 
ing emigration which is constantly going to this 
region, I cannot imagine what sort of a spirit 
possesses the people represented by the honorable 
Senator, who can come here and ask for an ap- 
propriation almost actually to remove the ashes 
from their own hearths. It is really equivalent to 
a demand of that sort. But it seems to me we 
have opened sluices of expenditure here, and in- 
stead of harbors properly so called upon the bays, 
upon the lakes, or upon the ocean, harbors are 
to be found now upon the head waters of the 
current streams of the country, and mud is to 
be cleared away from wharves where there isa 
population of seventeen thousand, a rich popula- 
tion, growing richer every day, and they come to 
the public Treasury and ask for an appropriation. 

The question being taken on Mr. Cuay’s 


| amendment by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 
i 


15, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Biggs, Brown, Butler, Cass, Clay, 
Douglas, Houston, Hunter, tverson, Mason, Pearce, Reid, 
Slidetl, Toombs, and Weller—L5. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Bright, Collamer, Crittenden, Dodge, Fessen- 
den, Fish, Foot, Foster, Harlan, James, Jones of Iowa, 
Seward, Thomson of New Jersey, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wilson, and Wright—20. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. CLAY. I beg leave now to submit what 
I mislaid and have recovered by the aid of a friend 
—the statement from the War Department of the 
character of this improvement; and I ask the at- 
tention of Senators who are not predetermined to 
vote for the bill right or wrong, that they ma 
sce how far I am sustained in what I have asserted. 
According to this statement, there are in front of 
the town of Dubuque, two islands extending for 
a distance of six or seven hundred yards. The 
depth of the channel of the river varies from ten 
to twenty feet, while that of the sloughs commu- 


| cating with the so-called harbor is limited to 


two feet, so that boats drawing more than two 
fect cannot enter. The minimum channel of the 
Mississippi above and below Dubuque, at ex- 
treme low water, is four fect. The first appro- 
priation was made June 15, 1844, when Iowa was 


j < i : : 
| the water becomes stagnant, and the city un- |! a Territory, and amounted to $7,500, “ provided, 
healthy. The city has therefore contracted with || upon due examination and survey, under the di- 


rection of the Secretary of War, it shall appear 


j that a permanent improvement can be accom- 


plishedand completed for this sum, so as to admit 
the landing of steamers of the largest class nav- 
igating the river, at the town of Dubuque, at all 
seasons of the year.’’ 

There is proof positive of what I have said. 
In the very act of appropriation originally passed 
for this improvement, it was stated to be to ac- 


; complish the very purpose I have asserted here: 


“ to effect the landing of steamers of the largest 
class navigating the river at the town of Dubuque 
at all seasons of the year.” The examination 
and survey were made under the direction of 
Captain Cram, topographical engineer, in 1844. 
He suggested three plans: first, to make such 
cuts and excavations as would give the channel 
four feet depth at extreme low water along the 
town front. Second, to cut a channel from the 
town across the island to the main channel in 
the river, and in connection with it to build a 
causeway from the town to the outer island; 
and third, to build a bridge or causeway from 
the town to the main channel. Here again it 
will be seen from the report that I am fully sus- 
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tained in my assertion, that the purpose of this 
appropriation is either to deepen the natural chan- 
nel, so as to effect a landing at the town of Du- 
buque, or make an artificiaFone through one of 
these islands. g 

The statement says that the estimated cost of 
all these plans exceeded the amount appropri- 
ated, and none were permanent except those pro- 
posed for a bridge or causeway, which, by itself, 
could hardly be considered a harbor work. The 
plan approved was one of the modified seeond 
class plans, to cut a channel from the river to the 
outer island, and dredge a channel from the term- 
ination of this cut through the outlet to the main 
channel of the river. This shows that the very 
plan which has been begun has been to achieve 
the purpose, as I stated, of effecting a landing 
at Dubuque. In 1852-53 this plan was mod- | 
ified in consequence of reported changes in the 
main channel of the river. In July, 1854, the 
subject having been referred to the board of en- į 
gineers, they reported in favor of building a solid | 
causeway from the town to the outer island, just 
below the outlet, and some of the money then un- 
expended was applied toward this object. When 
the first appropriation was made, this town was | 
entirely inaccessible to steamboats navigating the j 
Mississippi atlow water. To maintain a suitable | 
communication between the town and river chan- | 
nel will require a constant expenditure. With | 
equal propriety appropriations might be made for 
removing mud from wharves in all the cities of 
the United States, or extending their wharves into 
deep water. Any argument in favor of this im- 
provement would equally apply to any other 
landing place along the Mississippi river. 

Now, sir, this statement of the character of the 
work sustains me fully, that itis to effect a land- 
ing place for boats at Dubuque, which cannot get | 
in because of the want of depth of water in the 
naturalchannel; and thatit is to achieve it in one 
of two ways—either by deepening the natural 
channel, or cutting an artificial one. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Is not that the object | 
of the appropriation for Chicago, for Michigan : 
City, for Milwaukee, for Racine, for Southport, | 
for all the improvements contemplated on Lake | 
Michigan and on Lake Erie? Thatis exactly the 
object. The boats cannot land at Chicago. Nei- | 
ther steam nor sail-boats could ever have got into 
the port of Chicago but for such an appropriation 
as that which.I am now asking. Itis for the pur- 
pose of enabling steamboats to land at the town, | 
instead of landing at the outer island, where they | 
cannot get access. 

Mr. CLAY. Exactly; it is to effect a landing, 
not to make a harbor. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. ‘The difference between this | 
and a harbor at Chicago, or any other point on | 
the lakes, is to be found in the fact that a vessel | 
eannot land at an open pier on the lakes during a | 
storm, because there it will go ashore and dash 
to pieces. For that reason, on the lakes, a place 
of refuge is called a harbor, because you want to 
get into a position that protects you against a 
storm, where a vessel can lie in safety until the 
storm is over; otherwise it must go to the bot- 
tom. But when you come to a river, the idea of 
a harbor is to my mind preposterous, because a ; 
vessel is safe anywhere in a river, a thousand 
miles above or a thousand miles below its mouth, 
or at any intermediate point. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Were they safe in St. : 
Louis and Cincinnati last spring when the ice | 
broke up? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 


If you want protection 
against the ice, none of these apprapnation bilis 
remedy the evil at all. I must be frank with my 
friend from Iowa. I dislike to disoblige him or 
vote against him, but I can perceive no more rea- 
son for an appropriation of this kind at Dubuque 
than at any other steamboat landing on the Mis- 
sissippi or any of its tributaries. 

The misfortune with many of our towns there 
is, that there is agand-barin front, which embar- 
rasses us in landing a steamboat against the shore 
in low water. It becomes a matter of importance 
often to get rid of a sand-bar; butit is one of the 
misfortunes of the town site. One man gets a 
site that has no such sand-bar in front; another 
gets one that has; there isarivalry between them, 
and the one that has the best site is the most | 
likely to get the town. But what importance is 
it to the nation whether the town shali be one i 


mile higher up, where there is a good landing, or 
one mile lower down? for if you cannot land at 
one point, you will be sure to land at another. 
if you find it impossible to land at Dubuque, you 
can go a short distance above, where the channel 
runs against the bank, and there you can have a 
landing. It isa matter of importance to the own- 
ers of town lots, whether the business shall be 
done there, or a mile or two above, or a mile or 
two below; but it is a matter of no importance to 
the navigation of the river, at what particular 
point it shall be done. 

Again, we were told that $7,000 was going to 
finish the work, when it began. How much are 
you asking for now? 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. 
lars. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. How much have we appro- 
priated between the $7,000 appropriation and this 
one of $15,000? 
ea STUART. Fiftcen thousand dollars in 

52. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The $7,000 was going to 
finish it, and then, when you spent that, youap- 
propriated twice as much, and now you want 
twice the amount of the original appropriation to 
finish it. The truth is, it never will be finished; 
for the fact is, that every time a flood rises in that 
river it runs over these little islands and makes 
deposits of sand in the very channel that you 
are going to dig out. You make a pool there to 
catch all the sand that comes down; and you may 
clear it out every year until doomsday, but you 
will never get it finished. My opinion is, that 
you will never have a landing there, until you 
fill up the very channel you are talking of, to the 
outer island, and make your landing there: and 
cut down some of the high hills of Dubuque—and 
they have them high enough there—and take the 
earth to fill up to the outer island. Do that, and 
you can sell the land made by the improvement, 
for five times as much as the cost of the improve- 
ment, and then you will have a permanent land- 
ing forever. 

If L were a citizen of Dubuque, I would not 
allow the Government of the United States to 
come there and dig that hole any deeper, because 
it will take more to fill it up, and you must fill it 
up before you can ever have a good landing. 1f 
you get this money, you had better expend it 
in filling up the harbor, and do it so that it will 
remain filled up, and put an end to the contro- 
versy, instead of trying to scoop out a little slough 
that will fill up at every rise of the river. 

This appropriation and the one formerly at St. 
Louis, stood ona different footing from any others 
on the whole river, and they will bring in a class 
that is innumerable. The result is to make this 
Government furnish wharves or landings for 
steamboats. The Senator from Missouri knows 
very well that we appropriated $50,000 at one 
time, $75,000 at another, perhaps $150,000 on an- 
other oceasion, to make the water run against the 
bank at St. Louis, so as to keep a deep channel 
there; and the more we tried it the more the water 
would not run there. Every time we made a 
wing-dam from Bloody Island, so as to force the 
water to shoot against that bank, the water was 
opposite, and shot around the other end of the 
wing-dam, carried away a part of the island, 
and left a pile of rocks for steamboats to run 
against. Tence, I say, every time you expended 
money (and you went on until you spent hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars) to get a landing 
for St. Louis, you made it worse until you aban- 
doned it. Then the city of St. Louis took hold 
of it and filled up on the other side of the island, 
and left but one place for the channel, and it stayed 
there. But every dollar you spent for the land- 
ing of St. Louis made it worse; and every dollar 
you have spent on your landing at Dubuque has 
made it worse, I think. 
lowa if it has not? 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I think it has not. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iask the Senator if his best 
claim now is not to remove obstructions which 
the Government has put there? 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. No, sir, it is not; but 
there is an obstruction there. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam really of the impression 


Fifteen thousand dol- 


Dubuque. If the Senator put his claim for an 
appropriation on the ground that the Government 
ought to remove the obstructions which they put 


I ask the Senator from 


that the Government has injured the landing of | 


there, to my mind there would-be some appear- 
ance of justice in it; but on no-other grounds can 
I see that he has any semblance of claim for this 
appropriation. If this system. is to prevail, I 
shall feel bound to ask for appropriations to clear 
out the entrance to Galena, to remove the sand- 
bars at the upper end of the town of Rock Island, 
and remove the sand-bar at the upper part: ofthe 
town of Oquawka, and the sand-bar at the island 
in front of Quincy; and so on for every little town 
on the Ohio, the Mississippi, the Hlinois, and all 
the other rivers. lf we are to make landings for 
towns, there will be no end to thenumber. This 
appropriation is simply to construct a landing to 
make a town accessible to boats, either by extend- 
ing the land out to the bed of the river, or bring- 
ing the water up to the town. I hope my friend 
from Towa will not push the claim. ` It cannot be 
sanctioned without providing for: five hundred 
towns on the western waters with equal. propri- 
ety. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I will ask my friend 
from Illinois, if the Government of the United 
| States had gone to Galena, under an appropriation 
to survey Fever river, with a view to its improve- 
ment, (and it wants more than my town does, I 
admit,) during the territorial government of Hli- 
nois, and they had stopped up the mouth of Fever 
river, as a great many people think oughi to be 
done, with a view of building a canal through the 
portage, would he not require the United Sintes 
either to remove the obstruction, orto complete the 
canal at the portage? That is all I ask for now. 

I said yesterday that the Government. had 
stopped up the Megary slough, which was the 
| Main entrance to the town of Dubuque, and com- 
menced cutting a channel through Bass Island; 
and they must now either complete the channel 
through Bass Island, which they commenced to 
cut, or remove the obstructions, and make Me- 
gary slough as it was in the beginning. This is 
a single case standing by itself, and there is no 
similar one that can be presented» in the United 
States. It isa work that was commenced in the 
‘Territory of Towa during the territorial gov- 
ernment, when the United States had a right to 
do as they pleased with it—when all the islands, 
and the town itself, and the country back of the 
town, belonged to the United States. The United 
States enhanced the value of their own property 
| by commencing this improvement. My friend.is 
mistaken very much in saying that we can gct a 
landing at any other point as well as at this.: We 
cannot get a landing at any other point within 
three miles of Dubuque, even according to the 
report of the War Department, read by the Sen- 
ator from Alabama. I do not know from whom 
that document comes. Does it come from the 
Seeretary of War? 

Mr. CLAY. It comes from the Department, 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I want to know whether 
the Sceretary sanctions it, 

Mr. CLAY. I think he does. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. Very well; then! will 
say—and [ pledge my word for it—that the See- 
| retary, only the day before yesterday, told me 
that he intended, last winter, and agreed that. he 
would carry out this embankment on the south 
side of the slough, which was partially filled up 
by the Government, by making a contract to 
| bring the earth from the hills spoken of by the 
Senator from Illinois, which I favor myself as 
the best mode of improving our harbor. Colonel 
Long reported, in the book which | had before 
me yesterday, that the ferry slough ought to be 
dredged out, and more of the earth thrown on 
this embankment, which the Secretary had di- 
rected to be done. When that is done, there will 
be an entrance to our harbor, which is a protec- 
tion to vessels,as I have already. said two or 
three times. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not wish to prolong 
the discussion, or occupy time; but the Senator 
‘from Iowa now puts the justification of this 
claim on a ground that has more plausibility. 
He asks whether, if the Government of the 
United States had filled up the mouth of Fever 
river, with a-view of cutting a channel across 
the bend, so as to make an entrance to Galena, 
and after filling up the river had failed to open 
the channel, we should not have a claim for an 
appropriation. I answer, that if the Government 
did it for its own purposes—for some purpose 
specified in the Constitution, as building a fort 
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for military defense—it would be a clear case; 
but if we asked them to do that originally, and 
made that a foundation for another appropria- 
tion, I should doubt our right to an appropria- 
tion. Isuppose the Government did not of its 
own option go and make the first appropriation 
of $7,000 for Dubuque. I presume the energetic 
and thorough-going Delegate from that Territory 
urged it, and got it through. The good feeling 
that was extended to him, and the confidence in 
his opinions, enabled him to get it; and then came 
another and ‘another appropriation; and each 
time you touched the landing you made it worse, 
and T suppose that each time you ever touch it 
again you will make it worse, and there never 
will be an end of these appropriations. This 
thing of improving landings for towns is a per- 
petual business; it never ceases. You have to 
get your landings at every river town each year, 
as long as time shall roll around, if this system 
continues. 

While our ftiends at St. Louis were getting their | 
large amounts of money from us to make.a land- 
ing accessible fora steamboat, they charged steam- 
boats from three dollars to five or ten dollars 
every time they landed against it. I suppose our 
friends at Dubuque charge the steamboats for 
landing there every time they stop. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. e do not charge the 
Government boats. i 

Mr. DOUGLAS. But you charge every steam- 
boat that runs on that river for landing against 
this very quay which you are making accessible 
by publie money. In other words, we make an 
improvement for them to collect tolls on. Now, 
I should like to know why the moneys collected 
at that landing from steamboats stopping against 
it, should not be expended in making the landing ? 
There is nota town on all the western waters that 
does not collect tolls or tonnage duties, or wharf- 
age duties—I care not for the name—from ever 
boat that touchesit. It is the case at Cincinnati, 
Louisville, Pittsburg, St. Louis, Memphis, New | 
Orleans, Dubuque, Quincy—every where the boat 
touches the town officer comes out and says, 
“s Here, I want toll for landing against our quay.” 
Now why should not that money make your 
landing? Why collect money out of the Treasury 
of the United States to make landings for little 
towns, and then allow the towns to collect tolls and 
apply the money for their own purposes, 

Vly opinion is, that this system will not hold 
water, I think it is not defensible on any princi- 
ple of public policy. $ am sorry the question 
arises ona case presented by my friend trom Iowa, 
but 1 cannot, in conscience, vote for his appropri- | 
ation after the means which [have had to observe 
the workings of this plan. j 

Mr. BUTLER. {am very glad that this point 
is touched upon; for it discloses what I did not 
know before, I recollect that, the other day, my 
friend from Missouri [.Mr. Guyer] contended that 
the reason why it should exclusively devolve on 
the Federal Government to make appropriations 
for the improvement of the Mississippi river and 
its tributaries was, that a State or a combination 
of States might impose tolls in such a way as to | 
interfere with the freedom of navigation. As I 
understood him, that was his proposition. Now 
it appears to be the usage to collect tolls. [tis a 
part of the plan to get our money to make an 


improvement, and then charge everybody that |] 


usesit, That is about the proposition, ‘They call 
it wharfage,’’ and they call this a ‘ harbor.” 
Can you, by a change of name, bring anything 
within the sphere of legislation? Lask my friend, 
[Mr. Poau,} if he were to issue a writ of assump- 
sit inside, and mark it trover outside, would that 


make it trover? No, sir, When I get at the facts, ji 


this is to benefit and improve the local residences 
of gentlemen—absolutely to improve the real 
estate of Dubuque—by taking our money to cut | 
out the channel, and then charge us for it. They 
say they do not charge the Government. The | 
improvement is forthe benefit of their commerce, | 
and they ought to be glad to have everybody go ! 
there without paying toll. The other day, L was , 
told by the honorable Senator from Missouri, that |! 
it would be unconstitutional for any number of ji 
States to enter into a league to collect tolls from ': 


ships or vessels going up and down the Missis- `| 
sippi; town understand it is a common habii. | 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator is mistaken. They | 
do not charge for navigating the river; they do " 


not charge for touching the wharf; but for stay- 
ing at the wharf for a certain length of time. 


Mr. BUTLER. Is there such a thing asa | 


whole city charging for wharfage? Do not indi- 


viduals have their own wharves? That is the 
case with us. s 
Mr. PUGH. So it is with us; and they do 


| charge for them. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. 
our western people, that the right of wharfage, 
even on individual property, belongs to the city, 
and not to the individuals. If I own a wharf lot 


| the local government collects tolls for landing 


against my lot; I may collect additional ones if I 
can, but they get their wharfage for landing, be- 
cause, they say, the landing belongs to the town 
and the moncy collected must go into the town 
treasury. 

Mr. BUTLER. I merely wish to call attention 
to this flagrant inconsistency. At one time my 
friend from Missouri contends that it is uncon- 
stitutional for a number of States to undertake to 
control the navigation of the Mississippi, because 
they cannot impose tolls; and here I understand 
it is the common habit to do it, and they contend 


they have a right to do it. Well, sir, if one State | 


has the right to do it, two States have the right, 
and five States might agree to do the same thing. 
Iam told it is nothing but wharfage. That is 
what I call an argument of refuge behind a name, 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment made yesterday as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole was concurred in. The bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
and was read the third time. On its passage, 
Mr. BIGGS called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and being taken resulted— 
yeas 12, nays 29; as follows: : 
YEAS—Messrs. Collamer, Dodge, Foot, Foster, Geyer, 
Harlan, James, Jones of Lowa, Seward, Wade, Wilson, 
and Wright—1 
NAYS—Mes 
nessee, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, 
Cass, Clay, Crittenden, Douglas, Fessenden, Fitzpatrick, 
Houston, Hunter, tverson, Jones of ‘Tennessee, Mallory, 
Mason, Pearce, Pugh, Reid, Slidell, Stuart, Toombs, Traum- 
bull, Weller, and Yulee—29. 


So the bill was rejected. 


HARBOR OF MICHIGAN CITY. 
The bill (S. No. 153) to continue the improve- 


ment of the harbor of Michigan City, Indiana, ; 
was read a second time, and considered as in : 


Committee ofthe Whole. It appropriates $19,000 
for the harbor of Michigan City, Indiana. 

Mr. HUNTER. If there isan 
case, I should like to hear it. Flow much has 
been expended, and what will it take to finish 
the work? I think this is one of the cases refer- 


red to by the Senator from Illinois, in which the | 


sand filled up as fast as it was taken away. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 


amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
port and no estimate. 

Mr. CASS. There have been detailed esti- 
mates year after year. 

Mr. MASON. In the absence of information 
on this subject, which is very manifest, I move 
to lay the bill on the table; and ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. STUART. Here is the information. 

Mr. MASON. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. CASS. Ican state from my own knowl- 
edge, oflicially and personally, that there have 
been appropriations for this harbor for many 

ears. I think it was among the earliest works. 

t was a difficult position in the point of the lake 
which was the mostdangerous on Lake Michigan. 
Vessels ran aground there all the time, and it was 
exceedingly difficult to get out. At first an effort 
was made to make the harbor at the mouth of 
the creek, ¿nd then there was an effort for a break- 
water; and year after year an estimate has been 
made, and appropriations made, and the work is 
goingon. {understand that now there isa pretty 
good harbor. 

Mr. HUNTER, 
thought the Senator from [llinois said the other 
day that the sand accumulated as fast as we re- 


; noved it, and the money was thrown away. 


Mr. CASS. The honorable Senator is mis- 
taken with respect to the present state of the 
work. It is one of the most necessary works on 
all the lakes. The honorable Senator from Illi- 


It is claimed, I think, by | 


rs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Ten- | 


report in that | 


I understand there is no re- į 


I may be mistaken, but I 


nois will agree with me in that. I think there is 
a tolerable access ‘to the harbor for vessels now. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I was not aware that I al- 
luded to Michigan City in my remarks the other 
day. Idid not intend to allude to it. It was 
New Buffalo of which I spoke. There is no 
point on the whole of Lake Michigan where a 

arbor of refuge is more necessary than at Michi- 
gan City—the very head of the lake. I will say, 
| furthermore, that I have great doubt myself 
| whether the sand will not fill it up, and whether 
you can make a harbor. My private opinion, 
which I did not intend to express if it had not 
| been drawn out, is, that you will never succeed 
‘in making it. My opinion is, also, that there is 
no point where a harbor of refuge is more needed 
than Michigan City. 

Mr. BRIGHT. ` The Senator from Ulinois has 
anticipated in part what I intended saying. This 
is the only harbor within the limits of the Stat 
of Indiana, and is a most important point. 
Whether it can be made, with all the money thar 
we can appropriate, such a refuge for vessels as 
is needed, is an open question, and I am willing 
to admit is somewhat uncertain, but 1 conten 
that it is the duty of the General Government to 
try. The importance of the point can be ascer- 
tained by looking at the reports from time to time 
made by different officers, who have, under the 
| order of Congress, made surveys and reports upon 
our lake navigation. We have already spent 
about one hundred thousand dollars. The amount 
here proposed to be given is entirely insufficient. 
It should be $50,000; and if I felt sure the Senate 
| would second the effort, should move to increase 
| the amount, for the reason that I do not believe 
$20,000 will be of any material service I will, 
sir, with a view of getting at the sense of the 
Senate, move to increase the amount to $57,300, 
being the amount last estimated for, and necessary 
to place the work in the condition that the wants 
of commerce demand. 

Mr. CLAY. Ihave the estimates furnished by 
the local agent, Mr. Bowes, upon which this re- 
port was made to the Senate, and the sum which 
the Senator from Indiana asks is very far from 
being adequate to the completion of the work. 
Mr. Bowes’s estimate, made in 1853, was, that it 
would require $301,000 to complete the work. 
One hundred thousand dollars, itis manifest, will 
not complete it if he be correct in his estimate. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Iwas in the chair when the 
question as to Mr. Bowes’s capacity and capa- 
bility for this service was raised, and I will now 
do what T ought to have done then. I know Mr. 
Bowes. He is a constituent of mine; a highly 
intelligent gentleman. He isa graduate of West 
Point, and has been connected with public works 
for many years past; has been stationed at the 
point proposed to be improved by this bill, Michi- 
gan City, and during his service has been engaged 
in superintending other improvements under the 
! direction of the Secretary of War. ‘There is no 
rentleman with whom I am acquainted, connected 
i with this branch of the public service, in whose 
| integrity and judgment I have more confidence. 
! I am quite sure that, when the Senator from Ala- 
bama alluded to Mr. Bowes in a former debate, 
he did not know anything of the character and 
standing of the gentleman of whom he spoke, or 
he would not have alluded to Mr. Bowes in the 
manner he did. 
| Mr. President, this appropriation is not in- 
| tended to build up a harbor for commercial pur- 
poses. Itis not to benefit Michigan City. It is 
| not for the purpose of increasing the commerce 
jon the lakes, but it is intended, as the Senator 
i from Michigan [Mr. Cass] has said, and knows 
| very well, as a harbor for refuge. There is, per- 
| haps, no point on the lake east of Chicago more 
i| important than Michigan City; and the interest- 
ing feature in this case is to ascertain whether, 
with the appropriation of any sum of money, a 
harbor of safety can be made here, or whether, 
as suggested by the Senator from Illinois, the 
constant action of the water will not throw the 
sand in to such an extent as to prevent making 
the channel deep enough for any length of time 
to receive the vessels that navigate thelake. The 
judgment of Mr. Bowes, and others, who have 
made the necessary examinations at this point, 
is, that a good and safe he-bor can be made by 
(| extending the pier into the lake, as they are now 
ii doing. If I were left to the dictates of my own 
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cannot carry it forward to the point of comple- | 
I move an! 
amendment increasing the amount to $57,300, | 
believing it to be my duty, under the circum- | 


tion, something very desirable. 


stances, to do so; and I shall be glad to have the 
vote of the Senate upon it. 

Mr. CLAY. _I have no personal acquaintance 
at all with Mr. Bowes. It is true he is a grad- 
uate of West Point, but it is equally true that he 
graduated there in 1815, before any school of 
civil engineering was established; and hence I 
was correct in saying that he had not been edu- 
cated as a civil engineer. Because he had not 
reccived that education, I questioned his capacity 
for this work. As some corroboration of my 
opinion of his capacity for the work, I will state 
that he estimates as requisite to complete this im- 
provement $310,000, but the board of topograph- 
ical engineers who supervised the estimates and 
examined the place, report that $77,619 will com- 
plete it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 
tion on this point is very imperfect, Itis equally 
clear from that defective information, that itis a 
doubtful question whether your money will not 
be thrown away; judging from what is said by 
Senators in the vicinity and those who have seen 
it, that seems to be rather the best opinion. We 
have got the estimate of Mr. Bowes, who seems 
to have certified to them all. He seems to be 
very handy at that business, at all events, what- 
ever may be his qualifications. It would be no 
particular recommendation to me to know that he 
graduated at West Point, Ido not accept that as 
a qualification for engineering, because there are 


a great many ignorant people on that subject,who | 


have graduated at that school. 

But it is very certain that we have, as I say, 
defective information, and it is by no means cer- 
tain that the weight of information is not against 
the work. We also know, from the testimony 
of Senators, that $200,000 have been expended, 
and we do not know whether, to any extent, any 


good has been done, because of the $200,000 | 
It is admitted to be a 


having been expended. 
doubtful question, whether all the money you 
may put there will be effective for any purpose 
whatever. It seems to me that prudent men—Sen- 


It is clear that the informa- j 


ators, if managing their own business, would not | 
> D > 


make such an expenditure, until they examined || third reading, and was read a third time 
| g : 


the place and saw its propriety. Admitting the 


propriety, the constitutionality, and the expedi- | 
ency and the high necessity of a harbor of refuge , 


in the neighborhood, they would certainly, as 
prudent men, wait for a thorough and scientific 
examination, the best one they could get, and 


then appropriate means adequate to the end. As: 
the Senator from Indiana very properly says, you | 
are simply throwing away 20,000 on the prin- | 


ciple that $20,000 is not much money anyhow; 
and, practically, that is necessary, in order to 
give Indiana a share. I see no other reason for 
this appropriation. 

Mr. STUART. 


subject is accurate, that the bill has not been 


reported without resorting to it, and that it is | 
The difference alluded to by the Senator :; 
from Alabama, between the report of Mr. Bowes, | 


clear. 


and that agreed to by the board, is simply caused 
by the length of the pier proposed by him. He 
proposed to carry it out to a point where there is 
a clay bottom, and twenty-five feet of water. 
They propose to restrict it, and give a less amount 
of water; and as the cribsare restricted they cost 
less money. This report is not very lengthy, 
but its reading would take up too much time. 
The board says: 

é Jn this report the board emphatically expresses its dis- 
sent from the character of the mole or breakwater ¢ struc- 
ture which was to be founded in twenty feet water, and 
to rise eight feet above the surface of the lake;” and con- 
cludes by the opinion, ‘that the recommendation of the 
agent in this structure should not be approved, but that he 
be required to carry out the plan adopted for this harbor, 
by commencing at a central point with the usual crib-work, 
and continue it in either direction, as far as the available 
means will justify.’ >” 

It then goes on to speak of the plan, and gives 
the estimates: 

“ And for thirty-six and one third cribs, the number required 


I am not going into the dis- | 
cussion of this subject, but only intend to do | 
just enough to show that the information on this | 


| taken, resulted—yeas 25, nays 15; as follows: 


| Weller, Wilson, and Wright—25. 


| Mason, Reid, Thompson of Kentucky, and Toombs—15. 


for a length of one thousand and ninety feet, being. the 
cost of the breakwater, as modifed.............$77,819 90 
Deduct present appropriation ......ccsseeeeeees 20,000 00 


Leaves a balance Of... .cceeee cess veee conse e BO7,619 80 


Which being divided into three years, there will be required 
for each year $19,206 63; orsay, asin the margin, $19,000.” 


There is the information clear and specific. 
That is the information on which the committee 
acted. That is the amount appropriated in the 
bill. The board asked that the amount of 
$57,716 70 be divided into three years, acting on 
the ground that $19,000 is as large a sum as can 
be profitably expended in one year; but if you 
were to adopt the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, and appropriate $50,000, I 
would rather suggest to him to take the estimate 
of $57,619 90. That is the exact amount re- 
quired to complete this work. That would be 
the only difference on the question presented to 
the Senate of taking the committee’s bill or the 
amendment. | 

Mr. SEWARD. I am in favor of the passage 
of this bill, and therefore I shall not make a 
speech for it; but I wish to say that I have been 
familiar with the commerce of the lake for a great 
many years, and I was quite surprised this morn- 
ing to hear any question about whether Michigan 
city was a place where a harbor was desired, or 
a place where there was any doubt of a harbor 
being possibly constructed. But I wish to sug- 
gest to the honorable Senator from Indiana, that 
Í think he would do well to accept the appropri- 
ation which is reported by the committee, which 
is based on_ the general principle on which they 
have acted in regard to these bills, and withdraw 
his amendment, and let the bill stand. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I intended, in offering the 
amendment I did, to reach the amount named by 
the board of engineers in their estimate, and 
hoped the Senate would see the propriety of con- 
curring in opinion with me; but as it would be 
something of a departure from the rule laid down 
by the Senate since acting upon this class of im- | 

rovements at this session, I will not insist upon 
it. I must repeat, however, I do not approve this | 
policy of half doing whatever is worth doing well; 
and this is the principle upon which we are acting | 
in passing these various bills for the improvement | 
of western lakes and rivers. 

I withdraw the amendment. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a | 


Mr. MASON. I call for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 


YEAS — Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Bright, Cass, Collamer, Crittenden, Dodge, 
Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, 
James, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, 


NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Clay, 
Fitzpatrick, Houston, Uunter, Iverson, Johnson, Mallory, 


So the bill was passed. 
HARBOR OF VERMILION. 


The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- | 
mittee of the Whole, the bill (S. No. 134) to con- ! 
tinue the improvement of the harbor of Ver- 
milion, Ohio, which appropriates $43,000. i! 

Mr. HUNTER, Is there any reportin regard 
to this harbor ? 

Mr. WADE. There is a report and estimate, 
and the bill is in accordance with them. The 
reason that this is detached from the other bills || 
for the Ohio harbors is merely because it was |} 
overlooked in making out the bills, and the com- į 
mittee did not readily find the report; but it is 
based on a full report, the same as all the rest of 
them. It is an old work, and stands on the same 
ground with all the other harbors on Lake Erie 
that have been passed. 


H 
H 
Mr. HUNTER. Is it supposed that this | 
f 
| 


amount will complete the harbor, or is it to be an 
annual appropriation, 
Mr. WADE. I suppose that itis estimated 
that this amount will complete it, but neither the 
report nor the bill says so. 
Mr. CLAY. I offer this amendment, which 
I hope the Senator from Ohio will accept: | 
Provided, Said sum be found sufficient to complete said 


t 


work, and if not, no part of said sum shall be drawn from 
the Treasury. 


Mr. WADE. ° I will not accept: the amend- 
inent, because. it is not in accordance with ‘the 
other harbor bills, by which appropriations have 
been made on Lake Erie, or any otherlake.. 9 

Mr. CLAY. The Senator is. mistaken. “I 

bills,and it.was 


offered the amendment to several 
accepted. yee eet Pegi 
Mr. WADE. Those harbors, however; Wete 
new works, where the bills were.to construct har- 
bors for the firsttime. I believe, in every instance 
of that amendment being made, it was the.case of 
anew harbor, This isan old harbor. Jt may be 
possible that this amount will completeit, but itis 
not so stated in the report. It will make all the 
repairs necessary which were contemplated by 
the engineer at the time of. making the estimate. 
I hope. the amendment. will not be agreed to. 
This bill, standing on the same-principle as the 
rest, I hope will receive the same judgment from 
the Senate. va 
Mr. CLAY. I offer the amendment. ; 
The amendment was not agreed to; there being 
on a division—ayes 13, noes 19. ` 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed, 


STEAM DREDGE ON LAKE MICHIGAN, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WELLER) 
The next bill on the Calendar is (S. No. 127) for 
the construction of the steam dredge for Lake 
Michigan. : 

Mr. DODGE. I ask that that bik may be 
passed over for the want of an estimate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will 
be laid aside informally if there be no objection. 
The Chair hears no objection. : 


OHIO RIVER. 


The bill (S. No. 132) to provide for the improve- 
ment of the navigation ofthe Ohio river was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The original bill introduced by My. Bropngap, 
proposed to appropriate $200,000 for the improve- 
mentof the navigation of the Ohio river, $100,000 
to be expended above the falls. Ft also provides 
that, so soon as the private stock in the Portland 
and Louisville canal should be paid to the sub- 
scribers out of the tolls, the President of the 
United States should appoint the proper officers 
to take possession of the canal on the part. of 
the United States, and proposed to appropriate 
$25,000 per annum for its custody and manage- 
ment. 

The Committee on Commerce reported the bill 
with amendments; the first of which was to strike 
out “ $200,000,” and insert ‘‘ $90,000,” and to 
strike out the provision limiting the expenditure 


Í to that part of the river above the falls. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
amend the second section relating to the Louis- 
ville and Portland canal, by striking out the 
clause: 

And the expense attending the custody and manage- 
ment of the said canal and canal property shail be paid out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
not exceeding the sum of $25,000 per annum ; and the said 
canal, after coming into the possession of the United States, 
shall be free from all tolls and charges whatever 
and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 


And after said canal shall have come into the possession 
of the United States as aforesaid, such tolls shall be charged 


li as will be sufficient to keep the same in repair and pay the 


expenses of taking care thereof, 


Mr. SEWARD. The Committee on Commerce 
did me the honor of referring this bill to me for 
my examination as asub-committee. Generally, 
I knew that Mississippi reaches, by its long arm, 
the Ohio, and its fingers, into the interior of the 
State of New York, through the State of Peni- 
sylvania; and that the State of New York was 
deeply interested in having the channel of the 
Ohio free from all obstructions, and that the State 
of Pennsylvania was even more interested. As 
the sum was a very large one, as originally pro- 
posed—$200,000—I thought itexpedient to reduce 
that appropriation to the estimate for the present 
year, which is $90,000.. Otherwise, the bill was 
commended to me by the fact that it was intro- 
duced into the Senate by the honorable Senator 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bropuean,} whose con- 


| servative regard for the Treasury, and soundness 


on the principle of internal improvements, accord- 
ing tothe Democratic platforms and systems, are 
known to this House and this whole nation, 


a GLOBE. 
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have 
iment, which seemed to be-desired- by the people 
vot the State of Ohio, a- little lower down the 


stream than either New York or Pennsylvania; 
land forthe merits. of. that amendment, I shall be 


bliged:to.call on- the, Senators from. Ohio, while 
am sure that the honorable Senator from.Penn- 
rivania. will be:more competent: than myself. to 
plain, and.defend. and justify the bill which he 
troducede:: fel lee a E 
Mr. BRODHEAD., .As my friend from New 
York has alluded to:me-in: his remarks, I desire 
ki two observations. I introduced 
this bill; but Edid it under instructions, and I 
shall vote for-itunder instructions. My opinions 
-ow the subject of internal improvements are well 
“known to the Senate, as the Senator from New 
„York has stated. I need not repcat them. I will 
snot consume time by saying anything more. 
The first amendment of the committee was 
agreed to. en i 
«i Mre TOOMBS. . I should like to know where 
‘this $90,000 is to be expended. It seems that the 
»yeach of: the Ohio river, above the falls, is very 
great, and improvements may be needed for many 
hundreds of: miles. .If the money is to be scat- 
tered all along, I should like to know where, or 
for what purpose: ` Are we to appropriate ’a little 
(ini Ohio, a little in Pennsylvania, for. New York 
“to get the great benefit? I should. like to under- 
ustand for what portion of the river the appropri- 
ation is intended: It gives a scope that- leaves a 
»very. wide ‘discretion. It may be for some ob- 
struction here, or a hundred miles off. It is a 
eneral appropriation. It may be spent within a 
hundred miles, or two hundred miles of the Mis- 
sissippi river, or it may be spent near Pittsburg. 
You might as well give to the Secretary of War, 
or somebody else, so many dollars to improve all 
‘the rivers. The appropriation wants definiteness. 
-In appropriating-money from the public Treas- 
ury, it should be said what it is to be done for. 
Your estimages and surveys are made undor the 
“idea that the’ Senate will judge of them, and of 
the reasonablencss of the improvement to be 
' iiL know that isa mistake; for there is no 
that knows anything about it, or cares about 
it; so'that he gets the money. Ef they proposed 
‘to do itin the most absurd manuer—in the most 
ridiculous of all mamers—if they proposed to dig 
down the’ falls, it would be a matter of no con- 
cern. I suppose the $90,000 is to be expended 
-gomewhere on the Ohio river, above the falls at 
Louisville. 


‘i 


oe 


‘Mr. PUGH. It does not confine it above the 
falls. i 
“ Mr. TOOMBS. I thought it read “above the 


“falls.” Let the Secretary read the bill as amended. 

_ The Secretary redd.the first section, as amend- 
‘éd, ae follows: 

That, thore be appropriated for the improvement of the 


“navigation of the Ohio river, out of auy moneys in the |! berland d ` 
erland dam? 


Vreasary 1. Otherwise appropriated, $90,000 ; which sum 
shall be expended in the improvement of the navigation of 
gaid river, 
- My.TOOMBS. There is the difficulty. Some 
“Senators may hold it asan excellent improvement 
to remove the Cumberland dam. Ihave heard 
discussions from day to day in the House of Rep- 
_Fesentatives, in regard to that dam-——some saying 
it-was.a nuisance, and others that it was a very 
necessary thing. The whole $90,000 may be ap- 
propriated to taking down the Cumberland dam; 
„orit may be for improving the shoals at the falls 
_where:the Louisville and Portland canal is; or it 
may be appropriated somewhere in the State of 
_ Pennsylvania. [say these indefinite appropria- 
tions. really and substantially defeat the constitu- 
tional protection of the Treasury; for the bill 
does ‘not say how the money is to be applied, or 
where, on a river extending hundreds of miles 
«for navigation, with different obstructions, some 
snags, others shoals, others sand-bars, and others 
where there have been bad works heretofore. It 
is very. important that we should know this if 
the Senate care anything about it; but I presume 
-they do not, except to get the money. 
Mr HUNTER, This bill is a matter of a 
-good deal of importance to those States which 
border upon the Ohio; and the mode in which 
the. $90,000 is to be expended, is a matter of a 
great deal of importance. It may be so expendéd 
-as to do a great deal of harm, or it may do some 
good. As I said the other.day, I believe there is 


Be 


iven to the pillalso the form of an amend- | 


|| improvements, 


no- subject that presents’ more’ difficulties in the 
‘way of: civil. engineers, than that of clearing out 
streams; ‘éspecially those which are stopped up 
with bars and sand... There is a casein my own 
State, of the Kanawha river, which is atributary 
of the Ohio... Many years ago the State improved 
itat a considerable expense. They undertook to 
run wing-dams. on the bar, and the consequence 
wag that they injured it more than.they aided it; 
and there is an application to the Virginia Legis- 
ture, asking either for more money to improve it 
upon better principles, or else to take away the 
obstructions. ‘The river was better before. than 
afterwards. I believe, sir, unless this improve- 
ment is made in the bars of the Ohio river with 
agreat deal of judgment, it will be worse after- 
wards than before. 

Before this money is appropriated, we ought to 
know where it is to be expended, and upon what 
plan it is to be expended. One engineer of great 
distinction (Mr. Ellett) has proposed that we 
should make great dams in order to furnish the 
river with water in the summer season. Other 
engineers have thought that: wing-dams should 
be put on the bars; but they differ, and we ought 
to provide that the expenditure shall be put under 
the care of some person in whose judgment we 
have confidence; or we ought to know something 
of the plan beforehand. 

I cannot vote for the bill in any event; but if I 
could, I should be unwilling to vote for this gen- 
eral and indefinite appropriation, unless I knew 
how the money was to be expended, for fear it 


i might increase the injury to the river in which 


my constituents have a deep interest. There are 


| certain bays in the river which may be cleared 


out, and if cleared out willimprove the navigation 
very much. Butit is a question with those upon 
the river how it should be done. As yet they 


; have not been improved, and J am not willing to 


sce the subject disposed of until we have a rec- 
ommendation from the proper Department, and 
surveys, and have a knowledge of some plan 
upon which we may pronounce judgment. 

Mr. PUGH. [think I can relieve the anxiety 
of the Senator from Virginia, and perhaps of the 
Senator from Georgia. This appropriation is 
simply designed to repair existing works. As 
to a new survey, the Ohio river has been sur- 
veyed times without number. 
to set on foot any new enterprise. The amount 
is recommended by ‘* Charles A. Fuller, United 
States agent and engineer of the Ohio river im- 
provement,” in a letter dated ‘ Office at Louis- 
ville, Kentucky,” addressed to“ Lieutenant Col- 
opel S. H. Long, superintendent of western river 
?and by him certified with his 


| approval, ‘ for continuing the improvement of the 


| be done with this money. 


; navigation of that river. 


Ohio river, including Cumberland dam, $90,000. 
That is the amount in the bill, and the Senator 
from Georgia wants to know what it is for. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. How much for the Cum- 


Mr. PUGH. It does not state. 
Mr. BUTLER. Is it to take down the Cum- 


| berland dam? 


Mr. PUGH. No; it is to mend it, to carry it 
up, not to pull it down. Here is one of the 
works. Ido not propose to read them all, but I 
think from two or three specimens the Senator 
will be satisfied. Commencing at Pittsburg: 

Deer Island dam.— Extending across the left-hand chute 
of Deer Island; is in good condition, but will require about 
three thousand tons of stone to complete it.” 

That is one thing to be done. 

«“ Dam from foot of Nevilles Island to Tow-head.—A 
breach has been made in this dam evidently for the passage 
of skifis and other small boats; about four hundred tons of 
stone will fill the gap and repair the dam.” 

If the Senator wants to hear the rest of them, 
they are all here. That is what is proposed to 
It is all set down in 
detail. 

Mr. HUNTER. The bill ought to specify for 
what the expenditure is to be made. Itis indefi- 
nite, 
in any object which he thinks will improve the 
He. ought to be con- 
i g 
fined to some plans. The gentleman migbt as 
well read a chapter in Genesis, for it will have 
just as much control, if we pass this bill, over the 
Seeretary, as those estimates which he is read- 
ing. 


Mi. PUGH. ‘Let us see. This work has been 


It is not proposed || 


Whoever has charge of it may expend it | 


Jin charge of these gentlemen. heretofore... They 


have been at work on it from year to year, for I 
do not know how long; and they say to-Congress 
that such and'such things ought to be done. They 
even descend to tell us how many tons of stone 
should be put into each breach; and that is not 
particular enough for the Senator! : 
Mr. HUNTER. Is not a part of it to take 
away the work that they have already done? 

Mr, PUGH. There is nothing to take away 
any: works. 

: Mr. HUNTER. We have had appropriations 
for that purpose here. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is to be done with the 
Cumberland dam? 

Mr, PUGH. Itistobe mended. There isa 
breach in it, and this proposition is to mend the 
dam. A while ago we had the pretense that par- 
ticulars were not given. Here is a regular bill 
of particulars, and the Senator may have it if he 
wishes. They say they can do these things for 
$90,000. : f ; 

Mr. TOOMBS. Might it not interfere with 
some good citizen’s employment? Is there not 
occasionally a steamboat piloted through. the 
opening in that dam? . spon 

Mr. PUGH. That is not in. my jurisdiction; 
it is below my State. . That- is. between’ the Sen- 
ator from Indiana and the Senator from Ken 
tucky. akin 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask my friend. from. Ohio, 
whether it has been distinctly settled that the 
Cumberland dam is an improvement or not? 

Mr.PUGH. There is a difference in opinion 
It is a great benefit to the navigation of the Cum- 
berland river. There is no doubt about that; 
but I seriously doubt whether it is any benefit to 
the navigation of the Ohio river. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is an- 
other amendment proposed by the committee to 
the second section, in relation to the Louisville 
and Portland canal. The question is on that 
amendment, 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move to strike out all that 
relates to the canal. [am very willing to appro- 
priate money for the improvement of the Ohio 
river; but, situated as the canal is at this time, I 
am unwilling to mix it up with an appropriation 
for that river. There are some things connected 

ith that canal which should be understood and 
explained before there is any further legislation 
on the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Now the Sen- 
ator from Indiana proposes to. strike out the 
whole of the second section of the bill. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I do not know. why 
that should be done. The private interests which 
existed in that canal are paid off, or, perhaps, 
there may remain a very small sum, which will 
soon be paid off by the opération of the canal 
itself. When that is done the interest of the com- 
pany is extinguished entirely, and the United 

tates have the entire property in the canal.. What 
is to he done with it?) When the individuals 
cease to have an interest they will cease to keep 
charge of the work. Itis the sole property of the 
United States, and this provision simply declares 
that the possession of it shall be assumed by the 
United States and taken care of, levying such 
tolls as will keep the canal in repair. It seems 
to me that this is absolutely necessary. to take 
care of your own property. I think it ought not 
S be stricken out. Itis the property of the United 

tates, $ 5: 

Mr. TOOMBS. This presents the questiortin 
the most naked form for the consideration of the 
people of the United States in which it could be 
possibly presented. Itis nothing more. than a 
bill to confiscate $2,000,000 of public property to 
the use of the navigators of the Ohio river. . It is 
exactly that thing and nothingelse. It is to con- 
fiscate $2,000,000 of public property for the ben- 
efit of the navigators of the Ohio river who go 
through this canal. : 

Many years ago; the Congress of the United 
States, under fraudulent pretenses that they were 
going to be reimbursed for thejr expenditure— 
if you will look at the debate you will find it; I 
have read it, and therefore I am saying what I 


(do know—under the representation that this 
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would be an investment which would pay some- 
thing into the public Treasury, agreed to appro- 
priate about a million of dollars to this canal. I 
think that was the sum. They agreed with cer- 
tain private stockholders who appropriated other 
sums of money, to make the investment. It was 
done. The work turned out to be a good enter- 
prise—one of the best ever undertaken, for its 
` extent, in the United States. It was so good an 
enterprise, that after a number of years the Le- 
gislature of Kentucky adopted a plan by which 
the tolls should go to the private stockholders, 
allowing them a large interest, I think cight per 
cent. per annum on their stock, and forty per 
cent. premium. In order to give them $140 for 
$100 paid in, they seized and confiscated the tolls 
rightfully due to the United States on their stock, 
and appropriated it to the extinction of the prin- 
cipal and premium of private stockholders. That 
scheme, as the Senator from Kentucky properly 
states, has nearly worked out to its consumma- 
tion. By the seizure of the dividends of the United 
States, and applying them to the extinction of 
the original sum—$100 a share paid in—and forty 
per cent. premium, the Government is the owner 
of the canal under this contract. It is perfectly 
adequate to pay large sums of money to the people 
of the United States according to the original 
intention, and the original charter, I think, 
granted by the State of Kentucky. 

What is the objection to doing it? Not that 
the property is not good; not that the money is 
lost; but that the property is too good. Though 
New York and Massachusetts, and all the old 
States, I presume, without a single exception, 
have appropriated their money for improvements, 
and charged their own citizens, snd everybody 
else who passes through them, toll for using 
them, the principle of this bill is, thatthe United 
States shall not, even when it is convenient and 
profitable to adopt that system, have it, but that 
your property shall be confiscated for the par- 
ticular navigating interests of the Ohio river. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator show where, 
in the bill as it now stands, there is any such 
provision? I do not understand what the Senator 
1s striking at. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 
The Senate have adopted the recommendation of 
the committee, that the canal shall go into the 
hands of the United States, and they charge such 
small tolls alone as will pay its current expenses. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Here is the amend- 
ment of the committee: ‘After said canal shall 
have come into the possession of the United 
States as aforesaid, such tolls shall be charged as 
will be sufficient to keep the same in repair, and 
pay the expenses of taking care thereof.” : 

Mr. TOOMBS, Certainly. Isay by the bill 
as it now stands you are to levy enough to pay 
its expense and keep it in repair; and so far as 
profit is concerned, I am sustained in saying that 
this property is confiscated. That cannot be 
denied. | have stated the facts distinctly, clearly, 
and fairly. i 
I have looked at for antimber of years without a 
doubt that this would be its termination; and there 
is even a projét now—I do not know whether it 
has been accepted by this committee—to build 
another canal on the Indiana side of the Ohio river. 
Indiana will not do it, but she secks to get an im- 
provement there, which, according to the report 
of the engineers, will cost $8,060,000. 

Mr. BRIGHT. One million six hundred thou- 
sand doilars. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Eight million dollars. The en- 
gineers say that the cost ofa canal commencing at 
Jeffersonville, and going entirely below the falls, 
is $8,000,600. 
going half way for less money. f 

Put the principle to which I am calling the 
attention of the Senate and the country is this: 
Here we have made a work which has been of 

reat advantage'to the country; the private stock- 

olders have got their money, anda large interest 
of eightor ten per cent., (at one time it was greater, 
but they finally agreed to take eight per cent.,) 
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I will state how it does it. | 


Itis one of the improvements which | 


i his statement. 


Another one may be made by | 
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and forty per cent. premium. They have used 
the pubhe property to purchase the private stock, 
and then they confiscate all the public property 
for this interest. That is what I have said; that 
is what I have denounced; that is what I have 
complained of; that is one of the things for 
which I have met the reproach of the honorable 
Senator from Michigan, for saying it was a con- 
fiscation and robbery of the property of the 
United States for the particular and local interest 
which trafficked through this channel of com- 
merce, : 
Why should it be done? Why not propose to 
ut the tolls upon such a basis as will give a fair 
interest to the public Treasury? It was said, I 
know, by Mr. Wilson, in the convention which 
framed the Constitution, when he wanted to give 
this power, that that would be done. It was 
objected that the money would come out of the 
common Treasury, and the benefit be local. He 
replied that it might be made a source of revenue. 
As I remarked upon a former occasion, very little 
wisdom was shown in that observation. We 
have had before us, not only to-day, but for the 
last ten years, this improvement. It is a good ; 
improvement, and a profitable one. A very small | 
toll will pay the interest, and reimburse the United 
States; and if your system be a good one, you 
can apply the money to the development of other 
ortions of this wide Republic from here to the 
acific ocean. I say a very moderate tell will do 
it, as has been shown by the management of this 
canal for the last ten years. But you propose to 
confiscate the public property for this interest. I 
say it cannot be defended by the practice of the 
States of this Union. Gentlemen come here and 
adopt a different rule in the appropriation of the 
money of the United States than they do in the 
money of their own States. Why? Sir, there is 
but one reason. Disguise it as you may; call it! 
what you may; objecttothe terms “robbery” and 
‘plunder’ as you may; thatis the reason, and the 
only reason. It is because you get more money 
by these appropriations for partial improvements } 
than you pay into the Treasury. It is because 
the Treasury is divided unequally. Itis not with 
reference even to the magnitude of this improve- 
ment, but it is the consummation of this system, 
that I have denounced as flagitious in its origin, 
corrupting in its tendency, and with a sole object 
| to appropriate money to local and personal ob- 
ects. 
£ Mr. PUGH. I wish to show the Senate how 
plain a statement will answer the Senator from 
Georgia. He says that the General Government | 
has appropriated two millions of money for this 
work. i 
Mr. TOOMBS. One million. 
Mr. PUGH. lt appropriated $233,500—nota 
cent more. | 
Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator is entirely mis- | 
taken. As the Senator from Kentucky said to | 
me, about $900,000 was appropriated. | 
Mr. PUGH. 1 will show the Senator, and he | 
can ascertain it. A subscription was made to the | 
stock of a company, to buy so many shares, and 
they were boughtat their par value. That is | 
the sum literally, and itis so reported by the Sec- 


to the House of Representatives. 


Mr. TOOMBS. It isa mistake. Itis a question | 
of fact; and twill produce the evidence to show | 
that the Senator from Ohio is utterly mistaken in 


f 
Mr. PUGH. Let us see what the Secretary | 
of the Treasury says: i 
«<The work was completed in the month of December, | 
1830. It cost §1,019,277 > — 
That was the whole cost of the canal— 
“of which the General Government contributed $233,500 | 
in stock.” | 
Here is the statement of the Government offi- 
cer, the Secretary of the Treasury. Now, sir, | 
fig it true that this money, which the General 
Government paid out for the improvement of the | 
navigation of the Ohio river at the falls, has 


retary of the Treasury, on the Istof April, 1856, |! 
Here is the || 
document. | 


never come back into the Treasury? I say it 
has come back, and more, in the shepe of divi- 
dends. Here is the table on page 85: 

“ The money dividends actually paid out by the company 
to the stockholders, the-United States inclusive, from the 
6th of January, 1834, to the 3d of January, 1842, amount 
to $8,222,539. ` Of these dividends the United States Treas- 
ury has received sums amounting in all to $257,778, as 
follows, to wit.” 

And here are the dividends given one after an- 
other. Now, how much have we plundered the 
Treasury? The Treasury has plundered us, 
We have paid back every dollar the Government 
ever gave, What has been the rate of taxation 
imposed on the commerce there by this Govern- 
ment?—for the United States Government has had 
the controlling interest in this company; her vote 
has determined everything; her vote has determ- 
ined the election of officers; her vote hag determ- 
ined the rate of tolls. Here is the gross amount 
of tolls levied from 1832 to 1842 on the shipping 
that passed through the canal. ; 


“Amount of tolls levied, $1,107,599 78.” 


Divided by eleven, the number of years during 
which the tolls were received, the annual tax was 
$100,690 89, That is the tax per annum levied 
by this Government on the commerce that passes 
through that canal; and for what? For the priv- 
ilege which is enjoyed by the citizens of every 
other part of the Union, of finding access to the 
ocean with their property. . 

The Senator has spoken of the act for the can- 
cellation of private stock. That was not passed 
until 1842, Before 1842, as I have shown the 
Senate now, the United States Treasury had 
been reimbursed every dollar of the original in- 
vestment, and more. The act was passed in 1842 


j by the Legislature of Kentucky, for this canab 


was made by a corporation of that State. It au- 
thorized the company (it was not compulsory) to 
appropriate its dividends to the purchase of stock 
belonging to individuals. If it had not been ac- 
ceptable to the corporation, the United States, as 
controlling stockholder, would have voted against 
it, and it would have been defeated. i 

Mr. TOOMBS. I ask the Senator, how was 
the United States the controlling stockholder, 
with $200,000 worth of stock in a million? 

Mr. PUGH. She was not against all the other 
stockholders; but she was by far the largest 
stockholder. She never dissented from the ar- 
rangment, in point of fact. Her vote was always 
given by proxy, as another document transmitted 
to the Hlouse of Representatives by Mr. Corwin, 
when he was Secretary of the Tyeasury, will 
show. 

I admit that the whole dividends, not merely 
those of the Government, but of all the corpora- 
tors, were appropriated to the purchase of stock 
belonging to individuals; and {admit that the 
stock was bought ata premium. Thatis a thing 
with which we were not concerned, and had 
nothing todo. We could not preventit. Bat 
what is the present situation? That stock has all 
been paid, and the property now does belong to 
the Government. The Senator from Kentuck 
said there was a small residue not purchased, 
That is a mistake; itis all purchased. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. F said that possibly 
there might be some outstanding; but I was not 
apprised of the fact. | i 

Me, PUGH. Iwill explain the matter to my 
friend ina moment. ‘There is no provision of law 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury, on 
behalf of the Government, to take possession of 
this work so as, in the language of this bill, to 
prevent it falling into decay, and obstructing 
navigation. Inasmuch as he had no method by 
which he could take possession of it, he has 
allowed some of the stock which has actually 
been purchased and paid for, to remain untrans- 
ferred in the names of individuals, in order to 
keep up the fiction of a corporation; and thatia 
all this bill proposes toremedy. It provides that, 
instead of keeping up that fiction of a corpora- 
tion in which the Government owns all the stock, 
and the officers of which are simply the appointees 
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of the Secretary of the Treasury—the superin- 
tendent of the work and two or three more—the 
Secretary shall dispense with that machinery, and 
at once take care of the work. That is all the bill 
proposes. . . 

Now, I wish tosay to my friend from Indiana, 
that nothing is proposed by this bill in relation 
either to the enlargement of the old canal, or the 
construction of a canal on the other side. There- 
fore it seems to me, on reflection, he might as well 
withdraw his motion, and let the provision stand, 
for it is simply to dispense with the present ma- 
chinery, and let the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
amore cheap method, administer the work. 

Now where is the fraud in providing, as this 
bill provides, that the tolls hereafter levied shall 
be sufficient to reimburse the expenses of the work 
and the cost of repairs? The Government has 
received all its money back, and the simple ques- 
tion is, will the Government reap a speculation to 
the amount of $2,000,000 or $3,000,000 off the 
property of a portion of its citizens? 

Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator from Ohio prom- 
ised with a very plain statement to put me 
down, but he has left the case precisely where I 

ut it, without the variation of a single principle; 
Put there is simply a difference as to what is the 
amount taken from the Government. My impres- 
sion was, and is now, that it was about eight 
hundred thousand dollars or about a million. 
How does he answer me? What is his plain 
statement? He says, we paid $200,000, and got 

250,000 back. ls that the way Ohio pays her 

ebts? If she gives a bond for twenty-five years, 
and pays the interest regularly, in seventeen 
years she pays more than the principal. Does 
she then turn to her creditors and say; ‘I have 
paid all your money back?” Six per cent. within 
twenty-five years will pay more interest than the 
amount of the principal. Will you then turn 
round to the creditor and say: “ You have got 
your money and why do you come to me for 

our bond?” ‘That is precisely the effect of it. 

è got some dividends from this property, as 
‘anybody would, until the dividends amounted 
to more than the original cost, according to the 
Senator’s statement. {s thatan extinguishment? 
The Senator admits that it is our property, and 
he now proposes to confiscate it; for the bill says 

ou shall keep it for their benefit and not for the 

nited States, to whom the property belongs. 
How, then, does he vary my statement? We 
received no more dividends than the other stock- 
holders until 1842, and after that time we took 
our dividends to pay off the principal and forty 
per cent. premium, and cight per cent. per year to 
the stockholders, 

When that is done, the Senator proposes to 
take the property from us; and what is his argu- 
ment? THe says: ‘ Look at what the Government 
has charged my people; it isa tax on our com- 
merce of $100,000 a year.” How much does 
Ohio tax for traveling on hercanal? How much 
does New York tax for her Erie canal? It is no 
tax, Who ever heard of terms so misapplied? 
These Scnators are so much in the habit of call- 
ing landings on rivers, harbors, that they call the 
ordinary cost of transportation a tax. All proper 
sense of language is destroyed, in order to reach 
their own purposes. [Itis no tax. You might 
as well say thata wagoner taxes you for carrying 
your produce to market. Itis the cost of trans- 
portation. He says we have taxed his people 
$100,000, to do what everybody else has a right 
to do—to get to the market with their produce. 
Nobody objects to that. Congress never inter- 
fered; but you came to Congress and said: ‘Join 
this corporation; pay a portion of the money; it 
is a good investment; you will get back the in- 
terest; and then we will charge tolls according to 
the charter.’’ Now they turn round and say: 
“« What hard-hearted wretches, to tax the com- 
merce of the great West!’ Georgia taxes as 
much of the commerce of the great West as 
comes to her by her railroad. Why should she 
not? If she keeps it twenty-five years, and 
charges eight per cent., she will have her money 
back, according to the Senator’s reasoning, and 
then it may be seized and confiscated. This 
canal is to be confiscated, because the dividends 
made have been. as large as the original out- 
lay! lhas paid interest to the private stock- 
holders, It has paid them forty per cent. pre- 
rium on all the private stock: Therefore we 


i 


| from Georgia willadmit this to be the principaland | 


; refuse to take possession of what belongs to the 


| are entitled to their stock, and we have paid, of ' 
our legitimate profits, according to the Senator’s 

| own showing, the difference between $1,000,000 

| and §200,000—or $800,000. Add our subscription 4 
i and forty per cent. premium, and you have, in all, 

i over $1,400,000, which this canal has now cost 
i the United States Government. It has cost the 
Government of the United States a million anda 
half in original outlay, in the conversion of our 
portion of the dividends to purchase the private 
stock, and in the premium paid to the other 
stockholders. 

Now, the Senator says it is a tax upon com- 
merce. Will Ohio build a canal for nothing, ora 
railroad for nothing? When the Senator was a 
member of her Legislature, when she was making 
her improvements, did he vote to free them? Does 
she not levy a tax, as hecalls it,for them? Itis 
unjust to call it a tax—it is improper to call it a 
tax. 

Mr. PUGH. She never laid any tax with a 
view to make money. The tolls upon all the 
canals and public works of Ohio are just enough 
to pay the expenses of repairs—not a cent more. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I am well aware that itis one 
of the difficulties in the tendency of wild democ- 
racy in many portions of the country. Where 
the Government cannot hold property, it will not 
be long that men can. It may be true, that they 
will not permit enough to be charged on the pub- 
| lic works to reimburse the public Treasury—but 
i that is greatly to be deplored. The principle on 
which you started was, that you would lay such 
tolls as would reimburse the public Treasury, and 
thereby the great body of die people who have 
no interest in transportation on canals would get 
their money again. Thatisasound principle. I 
voted for it again and again in my own State; but 
1 never did vote to take the moneys or the taxes of 
the people, and appropriate them to a particular 
| improvement in my own State, but to levy such 
tolls as would reimburse the pubiic Treasury and 
do justice to thousands of tax-payers who paid 
the money, by a return of their moncy and rea- 
sonable interest, according to the custom of the 
country. 

That is justice. Everybody holds it to be jus- 
tice between man and man, and everybody holds 
it to be so between a State and her citizens; and 
it only becomes an odious tax when the Govern- 
ment of the United States has to do it. Why? 
On the principle which I have laid down. It is 
| taking money from the public Treasury to cheapen 
the cost of your transportation. It is because the 
people who get these improvements know that 
they got a greater proportion outof the Treasury 
for their purposes than is their fair distributive 
share. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The only question now 
is, what is to be done with the property of this 
canal? It belongs to the United States. The 
profits upon the United States stock have, for a 
series of years, been applied to buying up the 
private stock, and they have accomplished this 
| task, or very nearly so. I do not know how the 
i state of the account is exactly; but it ought to 
have been done several years ago. I suppose that 
now the private interest is entirely extinguished, 
and the canal has become the sole property of the 
United States. Whatis to be done in relation to it? 
It is a property worth a million of dollars, and 
now belongs entirely to the Government of the 
United States. I must think some little credit is 
to be ascribed to this enterprise, which we under- 
stand is the only thing in which the United States 
has participated that has paid back her money. 
I believe the whole amount, or if not, nearly the 
whole amount, subscribed by the United States, 
has been returned out of the tolls. The gentle- 
man from Ohio can tell the precise state of the 
case. 

Mr. PUGH. More has been returned. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Something above the } 
amount originally subscribed has been paid back, 
and the United States have now become the | 
owners of the property itself. I think my friend 


} 
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interest to the United States. I wantyou to keep 
your property; and I cannot conceive the reason 
why our near neighbor, the Senator from Indiana, 
who lives almost in sight of this work, should į 


United States, and take care of it. What has 
become of it? The United States Government 


| come the property of anybody else. 


stands there; the title is in her; it can never be- 
In the mean 
time it goes to ruin; no care is taken of it; nobody 
can pass through it, because there is nobody there 
to open or close the locks; and the gentleman 
moves to strike out all provision for it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. My friend from Kentucky 
will allow me a moment. I think he is right as 
to taking charge of it; but there have been appro- 
priations of money since the original subscription, 
and | now recollect that General Jackson, as late 
as 1835, vetoed another. i 

Mr. PUGH. He may have vetoed one, and 
that was not made. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 
vetoed one. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I was mistaken per- 
haps, and led the gentleman from Georgia into 
error. Í must have attributed to the United 
States the whole cost of the canal, which was 
originally less than a million; but some additions 
were afterwards made to the work that increased 
the cost to upwards of a million. That is the 
| true state of the case. 
| Now,I hope the Senator from Indiana will 
withdraw his amendment. I have heard some- 
thing of a proposition which has been made to 
construct a canal on the Indiana side of the Ohio 
river. Can that be the motive? Is‘ this work, 
now belonging to the United States, to fall out 
i of repair, and go into disuse and ruin, in order 
that the United States may be called upon for 
about twice the whole amount of that canal to 
make a longer one on the other side of the river? 
| I hope the Senate of the United States will see 
| the absolute propriety of taking possession of 
i this property. Its future management can be 
disposed of hereafter; but now let the United 
States, to whom it belongs, take possession of 
it according to the terms of this bill, and then 
dispose of it as they think proper. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Senator from Ohio is 
correct in stating the amount which the United 
States subscribed in aid of the Louisville and 
Portland canal. Ihave before me the only statutes 
which have been passed by Congress, makin, 
subscription for that work. One was approve 
on the 13th of May, 1826, and directed the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to subscribe, or purchase, 
for and in the name of the United States, not ex- 
ceeding one thousand shares of stock of the Louis- 
ville and Portland canal, with a proviso, that the 
cost of each share should not exceed $100. On 
the 3d of March, 1839, a further act was passed, 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury to sub- 
scribe for any stock which may have been for- 
feited to the company, and which may have re- 
mained undisposed of on the 4th of March next 
ensuing, not exceeding one thousand three hun~ 
dred and fifty shares, provided as before stated. 

These are the only two acts passed by Con- 
gress that I have been able to find authorizing 
| subscriptions for stock in this canal. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Crirren- 
DEN] has asked me to give a reason for moving 
to strike out of this bill all that portion of it which 
relates to the Louisville and Portland canal?. I- 
willstate my reason. This canal is now the prop- 
erty of the United States, the tolls collected having 
reimbursed private stockholders; and for the stock 
subscribed under the acts of Congress I have just 
referred to, and the only question now is, ** What 
shall be done with it?” The Senator from Ken- 
tucky is right in saying that the United States 
should take possession of and manage it. Iam 
in favor of that course; but my objection is to the 
manner it is proposed to be done. There is 
nothing in the second section of this bill (which 
I have moved to strike out) that prescribes the 
rate of tolls that shall be charged, and provides 
the proper guards against imposition. For one, 


I think some were made; he 


f 


t 


| I am unwilling to give the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury, or any single individual, the power to make 
and execuie ad libitum the rules and regulations 
which controls the vast amount of tonnage that 
from necessity has to pass this canal. Iam wil- 
ing to cede the same to the city of Louisville, or 
the Commonwealth of Kentucky, with proper 
restrictions and limitations. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I desire, to ask the Sen- 
ator a question for information. Will he have 
the kindness to explain how the Government of 
the United States has been paid its advances on 
this canal? Have the United States, in fact, 
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received the amount when they subscribed with 
interest? i 

Mr. BRIGHT, The United States have been 
paid by tolls collected, which tolls have been 
applied by authority of law, year after year, to 
the purchasing and sinking of the stock. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. United States stock? 

Mr. BRIGHT. Both the private stock and the 
stock of the United States; and I believe this is 
the only work in which the General Government 
has been interested as part owner, from the 
foundation of the Government to the present 
time, that has refunded principal and, 1 believe, 
the interest, The shares purchased with the tolls 
received were purchased at a price ranging from 
$130 to $155, which will give the Senate an idea 
of the onerous and extravagant imposition that 
has been placed upon the commerce of the Ohio 
river, through the medium of this canal. 

Mr. TOOMBS. i wish the Senator would show 
the fact, that principal and interest have been re- 
funded. The statement of the Senator from Ohio 
was, that the Government received $257,000, or || 
$20,000 more than it expended. That, however, 
does not take the interest into account. I desire 
the Senator from Indiana to showythe proof of 
his statement. I believe the fact to be otherwise. |} 

Mr. BRIGHT. Lhave no official statements 
before me; but if the Senate will postpone the 
pill until to-morrow, I think the information can 
be obtained from the Treasury Department, |] 
showing substantially the facts as I have stated | 
them. f am anxious, Mr. President, to see an 
appropriation passed for the improvement of the 
Ohio river; and I think the sum of $90,000, pro- 
posed by the bill, a very small one; moret~-yea, 
and double that sum—could be very profitably 
expended; yet I would hazard the appropriation, 
rather than couple it with legislation, in reference 
to this canal, that places it under the control of 
any officer, man, or set of men, unless restrained 
and regulated in their action as to the amount of jj 
tolls and the general police of the work. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. There is nothing in 
this provision to prevent our passing such a per- |! 
manent law. This I acknowledge would be a} 
very imperfect permanent provision, but as a | 
temporary measure it seems to me adequate for 
the purpose. lt provides merely that the Gov- 
ernment shal} take possession of this canal, to 
prevent its becoming an obstruction to naviga- |; 
tion, and charge such tolls as will keep it in re- |; 
pair. Hereafter we can make such further and |, 
final regulations in respect to this property as 
Congress may deem necessary. | should be 
sorry, sir, to see this provision of the bill stricken 
out. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish to say to the friends | 
of the bill, that I think, if they postpone it until 
to-morrow, they will be unable to have it consid- | 
ered then. I fod myself in no embarrassment 
in regard to the question which is here raised. It 
is said that this is the only work in which Con- 
gress has engaged that has ever remunerated the 
United States. This is true only ina limited sense. 
The United States have received a direct remu- 
neration from this work by way of toll. I am 
voting every day, and every hourin the day, for |i 
bills to make improvements where no remunera- j! 
tion in the shape of tolls or otherwise is received, 
except the general resulting benefit of the increase 
of commerce and the increase of the revenue of 
ihe nation. When Congress made the original 
appropriation for this great national work, it was 
not on the principle of a merchant, who seeks 
remuneration in dollars, but on the principle of 
regulating commerce and increasing the general 
revenues of the Treasury. Forall practical pur- |} 


t 

poses, the United States are remunerated. i 
The great works of the State of New York, ii 
similar to these, the Eric canal and the Cham- || 
plain canal together, cost $6,500,000, and the two | 
together annually pay into the State treasury 
$3,000,000. The State of New York expends 
these $3,000,000 in converting those canals into f 
ship canals, by which to convey the commerce of | 
the country in ships, without transhipment; from 
the Mississippi and the lakes to the ocean. 
Although we received this remuneration, we re- | 
duced our tolls as far as possible, consistent with | 


I believe nobody in the State of New York | 


| to perfect it to-day, for L have no idea that to- 
i Committee, or the Military Committee, out of 


| attention. 


| as before stated, and what the Treasury has since received 


| ally paid over a million. 
' dividends for the purpose of buying up the indi- 


| That is a mere specious statement. 


continue in possession of those great works, and 
levy tolls on them, merely or chiefly for the pur- 
pose of revenue, after they shall have been con-! 
verted into ship canals, and that cost shall be 
fully repaid. ‘Then they will become practically 
free channels of commerce, subject only to tolls 
adequate to their maintenance, and the State of 
New York will look alone to the resulting benefits 
by the increase of her commerce. 

These works have, by the increase of com- 
merce, enlarged the amount of revenue paid into 
the Treasury of the United States at the city of 
New York. IfI recollect aright, in 1817, before 
the commencement of the Erie and Champlain 
canals, the receipts of this Government, from 
revenue in New York city, were $9,000,000 an- 
nually. Now, under the operation of those canals, 
and the railroads constructed from the capital of 
the State, your revenue has increased from 
$9,000,000 to $45,000,000, poured into the Treas- 
wy of the United Statesat the city of New York. | 

think the principle is fair and right, and, there- 
fore, L agreed with the committee in reporting 
this billasitis. If its friends desire to perfect 
something more satisfactory to them, they must į 
be content to take the appropriation for the Ohio 
river without this provision for the canal, or else 


morrow we shall be able ta crowd the Finance 


the business which they are pressing on our 


Mr. TOOMBS. I wish to correct the Senator | 
from Indiana. I have before me the letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, dated the 3d of April, 
1856. e gives every dollar which the United 
States ever received from the Louisville and Port- 
land canal, amounting to $257,778, and he says: 


ts To this amount of money should be added five hundred 
and sixty-seven shares of stock issued to the United States, 


in the shape of interest and dividends from tie cana) com- 
pany, in return for the moneys invested by the United 
States in this enterprise.” 


That stock is part and parcel of this canal; 
and now when we are disposing of it has never 
yielded a dime. I supposed, by the statement of | 
the Senator from Kentucky, that the amount paid 
by the United States was $900,000. They actu- 
By taking their own 


vidual stockholders, paying the $230,000 sub- | 
scription, and giving forty per cent. premium, we 
have paid about one million four hundred thou- 
sand dollars on this Louisville and Portland 
canal. The Senator from Indiana is therefore 
mistaken when he says this Government has got 
its $283,500 and interest. It had never got one 
dollar but $257,778 dividends up to the 3d of April, 
1856, by the letter of Mr. Secretary Guthrie. 

Mr. BRIGHT. How much did the United 
States pay? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Two hundred and thirty-three 
thousand five hundred dollars, 

Mr. BRIGHT. Exactly. 

Mr. TOOMBS. They have received $257,778, | 

Mr. BRIGHT. That is more than they paid, 

Mr. TOOMBS. The statement of the Senator 
was, that the canal had paid the principal and |; 
interest of the investment of the United States. | 

Mr. BRIGHT. Perhaps 1 was incorrect if I! 
included interest. My proposition was intended | 
to be that the United States had received every | 
dollar they paid out. | 

Mr. TOOMBS. I answered that argument || 
when made by the Senator from Ohio before. || 
The United | 
States received their dividends for ten years until ij 


| they amounted to $257,000. Ifyou say the United || 


States are not to receive dividends or interestlike ! 
other stockholders, there is something in your || 
statement; but the United States have bought the 
property. lis in vain for us to attempt to escape 
this. Jt is admitted on all hands that the United 
States, by appropriating their own proper moneys 
asa corporator in the Louisville and Portland 
canai, have bought and own property worth from 
$1,400,000 to $1,500,000, and the charter desig- 
nated what tolls they had a right to take. They 
have received no dividends in cash for fourteen 
years, but have used them to buy the property. 
Now, the question is, will you confiscate this 
million anda half of dollars belonging to the 
public Treasury, and worth it any day in the 


I 


market? As far as I am concerned, your invest- 
ment having answered its beneficent purpose, T 
am willing that you shall sell. your stock to. the 
highest bidder. When people get tired of stock, 
and cannot manage it to advantage, they sell it, 
Everybody knows that the statement of the Sen- 
ator from New York as to his policy isnot that of 
the State of New York. She has received mil- 
lions of dollars from her great canal. The subject 
of its enlargement, of which he has spoken, was 
a question of bitter party strife in the State; and 
many years after they had been receiving tolls 
this enlargement policy took place under the ad- 
ministration of that Senator and his friends, but 
not without a great struggle. I think they went 
even to the extent of an amendment of the con- 
stitution. I recollect noticing it as a part of the 
history of the country. The constitution had to 
be altered, and they had to amend it for the pur- 
pose of agreeing to this policy. But as to the 
idea of its being any portion of the settled policy 
of New York that her improvements at any point 
of time shall be made free, I see no such fais- 
lative declaration, no such expression of the will 
of New York through the only channels which I 
am authorized to accept as such. 

Mr. SEWARD. Not free from tolls, of 
course. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The.policy was to levy tolls 
sufficient to reimburse the treasury of New York, 
principal and interest. That was the policy pre~ 
sented to the people of New York by De Witt 
Clinton. If that policy is departed from, it isa 
violation of the fundamental principles of justice, 
and would be unjust to those portions of the peo- 
ple of New York who have not the direct benefits 
arising from it. 

The Senator from New York talks of the Erie 
canal having increased the revenue received by the 
United States at New York city, to $45,000,000 
ayear. Thatisadelusion, I suppose that canal 
contributed, incommon with other meang, for in- 
creasing the trade of the country. Every railroad 
in the United States tending to facilitate the carry~ 
ing of commodities there, and enabling the people 
to buy them, did the same thing. This Govern- 
ment from the beginning, and especially for the 
last thirty or forty years, has, by every manner 
of bounty, poured into the lap of New York its 
millions on millions. Its whole prosperity is the 
creature of Federal legislation. Strike down to~ 
day all the Federal legislation that has benefited 
that city, and the manufacturers surrounding it, 
and it would perish in one hour.. Pass to-day an 
act of three lines to strike every Government’ 
favor, every regulation’ of commerce, and every 
protection to her industry, and in one hour it 
would go down to twenty-five cents on the dollar. 

Mr. BROWN. The motion of the Senator 
from Indiana is to strike out the second section. 
Before the vote is taken on that proposition, I 
move to amend the section by adding at the end 
of it: 

And also pay the United States a dividend of six per 
cent. on the whole amount invested in the stock of that 
canal. 

I wish my amendment to come in after the 
words: 

And after said canal shall have come into the posses- 
sion of the United States as aforesaid, such tolls shall be 
charged as will be suficient to keep the same in repair and 
pay the expenses of taking care thereof. 

I do not believe that the Government ought to 
charge exorbitant tolls on this work. This canal 
belongs to the United States now. As I under- 
stand the Government has boughtitand paid for it 
The dividends,| understand from some gentlemen, 
are as high as twenty percent, Thatis, [ think, an 
exorbitant charge upon commerce. That is an 
exorbitant charge if it is for mere carrying. I 
think the Government ought to be content to re- 
ceive a fair dividend upon its money; and if it 
keeps the work. in repair, pays the expenses of 
keeping it up,and gets a dividend of six per cent., 
I think it ought to be satisfied. Itis with that 
simple view 1 move this amendment. If it is 
adopted Í shall vote to retain this section. If it 
shall be rejected I shall join with my friend from 
Indiana, and vote to strike it all out, and leave the 
work as it is. | am not willing to vote for a prop- 
osition which shall compel the Government to 
keep a work upon its hands which has cost it 
$1,000,000 for the benefit of somebody else. I 
think that is asking rather too much. ; 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I know and agree per- 
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fectly, that upon a strict pecuniary settlement of 
this ‘transaction the United States might justly 
expect six per cent. on the money which they 
advanced, and on the avails of that money, for 
this canal. But why should gentlemen be so 
strenuous in exacting this when you have in- 
vested, during the last three or four days, thou- 
sands and tens of thousands of dollars beyond 
the entire cost of this canal, and do not ask one 
cent of return in the form of interest? 

Mr: BROWN. I beg to say all that has been 
done against my vote and my earnest remon- 
strance. - 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Then here is an attempt 


to carry out now, on this particular work, a pol- | 


icy which has been rejected as to every other. 
Would the gentleman think that right? This is 
the most useful improvement ever made upon the 
Ohio river. It has facilitated navigation and com- 
merce more than any other. My friend from 


Georgia was inquiring, very naturally and very | 


properly, where you are going to expend upon 
the Ohio river, at large, this $90,000 appropriated 
in the bill. The information wis given where it 
could be spent. But if the canal had not been 
made nobady could have hesitated as to where it 
was necossary to spend this much and more 
moncy, if it were the duty of the Government to 
improve the navigation of the Ohio river. 

Ishall not occupy time. This is an improve- 
ment which has resulted the most favorable ofany 
in which the United States nave been engaged in 
all its aspects. The Government has received 
every dollar which it advanced out of the Treas- 
ury; and in place of further interest, it is now the 


owner of the entire property, to do with it, Eac- j 


Be 


knowledge, as it pleases. Fow will it please to 
dispose of it? Not abandon it certainly, and leave 
it to waste and ruin, and to be an obstruction to 
navigation. The Government will probably, at 
some future time, not wishing to trouble her hands, 
that have so many works to do, with the attend- 
ance and superintendence of a canal, dispose of it 
on terms such as she deems wise and proper, to 
the State of Kentucky, and be rid of it. There 
js no.time for that now. We have only time to 
take possession and take care of this work, and 
that is what this bill proposes, [hope that we 
shall do this; and the gontleman’s plan to obtain 
six percent. for it, will be left for future con- 
sideration. It is a temporary provision which 
we are now making. Nobody contemplates it 
as a final one. It may be considered hereafter, 
whether the Government will exact six or ten per 
eent, Under the charter granted by the State of 
“Kentucky, she has a right to exact more than 
ten. She can consider afterwards whether she 


will do it; but do not now embarrass us with the | 


question of exacting six per cent. $ hope the 
amendment will be rejected, and the bill acted on 
and passed now. 

Mr. BRIGHT. My statement was, that a 
reference to the facts and figures would prove 
that every dollar of stock that had been paid, 
either by the United States, the Commonwealth 
of Kentucky, or private stockholders, had been 
refunded; that the canal paid for itself, if you 
please, and is now the property of the United 
States; and the question presented to us is, what 
disposition shall we make of it? 

I have already expressed my willingness to 
vote for ceding this work to the city of Louis- 
ville, or the Commonwealth of Kentucky, with 
such restrictions as will compel the grantee to 
keep it in order, and charge no more toll than is 
necessary for that purpose. ‘This canal answered 


the wants of trade and commerce at the time it} 


was constructed very well; but in this day of 
progress itis far behind the times, and, compar- 
atively speaking, worthless. When the canal 


was constructed there were but few boats more | 
than one hundred and cighty feet in length, that | 
} i 

: now 


being the capacity of the locks to this wo 
there are few boats built that are not-oyver this 
length, particularly those that ply between Louis- 
ville and New Orleans. 

: Some change in aid ef commerce and naviea- 
tion at this point is needed and demanded. The 
honorable Senator from Kentucky has refe 


id 


ence on my action in connection with this amend- 
ment, Itis true, the Legislature of Indiana has 
chartered a company with authority to construct 


| 
| 
| 


|| continuing the improvement of the Ohio river, Í 


| appointed by the General Government, the State 


| exorbitant tolls on this canal, how easy will it be ;| 


rred to j 
a proposed canal on the Indiana shore, and inti- || such tolls as will be sufficient to keep the work in | 
mated that that consideration may have some influ- i repair, and pay the necessary expenses. If he 


| 


| 
| 


| 
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a canal on the western side of the Ohio river, 
and there have been various surveys by ofücers 


of Indiana, and a private company. The reports 
of the different engineers are conflicting: one set | 
report in favor of a canal on the Indiana shore, | 
and another set in favor of enlarging the present | 
canal. There is a difference of opinion between 

Kentucky, Ohio, and Indiana, as to where this 

canal ought to be located, and as to the plan 

proper to adopt in constructing; but all concur, I 

believe, in the necessity and importance of such 

awork. There is also much diversity of opinion 

as to its probable cost, but nothing like the differ- 

ence stated by the honorable Senator from Geor- 

gia, (Mr. Toomss.] He is mistaken in supposing 

that there has ever been an estimate fixing the 

cost of a canal on the Indiana side at $8,000,000. 

The estimates made have varied from $800,000 to 

$2,106,000; but, from the most reliable data that |i 
I can obtain through those I esteem impartial and | 
well-informed on this point, I believe thata canal 
that will answer all the wants of the public can 
be made for $1,600,000. 

Mr. SEWARD. The Senator from Indiana 
asked me, as I was called outatthe door, whether | 
this canal came into the possession of the United | 
States at the last year? and I said, yes. I so un- 
derstood. I understood him to ask, if there was 
not an amendment in an appropriation bill last | 
year, authorizing it? hatis the case, but it is | 
crroncous to suppose that any such law passed. 

Mr. STUART. Lhope, sir, we shallcome toa | 
vote on this subject. Iam very desirous that we | 
shall not be delayed. It seems to me the whole 
question lies ina nutshell; whether the United | 
States being now, by the original contract, the į 
owner of this property, will take possession of it? | 
This has always heretofore been presented to! 
the Committee on Commerce by local iriends of | 
the measure, objecting to any paymentof tolls. 1! 
have myself always been opposed to taking it 
upon any such condition. ft has been urged on 
us again and again for the last two Congresses, I 
think, the last one, I am sure. Lalways opposed 
taking possession, and restricting that posses- 
sion by law to keeping the canal free and charg- 
ing no tolls, insisting that we should charge such 
tolls as would keep it in repair, and pay its cur- 
rent expenses. ‘Phatis the provision of this bill. į 
Itisnot susceptible of any other construction, [ | 
think; but if it is, the addition of three words |i 
will certainly limit it to that construction. After | 
the amendment of the committee, providing for 
the payment of tolls and necessary expenses to 
keep it in repair, add the words ‘£ and no more,” | 
and then they can collect no more tolls. 

Now, L ask, is there a Senator or an officer of 
the Government who can tell at this day what is | 
the rate of toll that will do this? ‘Lhatis to be | 
tried. The tolls fixed heretofore have been very | 
large, for the purpose of Jiquidating the private į 
stocks They have done it; but I venture to say | 
there is not a man in the United States who can 
now submit an estimate that would exactly d 
what this amendment proposes to do. Experi- ii 
cence is necessary. If it shall turn out hereafter |i 
that the Government officers are attempting to fix į 


for Congress to restrict it. Bnt to fix a limit to- |} 
day is impossible. I hope the amendment of the | 
committee will pass in this form. | 

Allow me to say another word while I am up. | 
The $90,000 in the estimate is stated to be for} 


including the Cumberland dam; and unless that i 
provision shall be put into the bill, the amountis ; 
too large, because that is the estimate of the engi- |! 
neers, in this language: ‘* for the improvement of | 
the Ohio river, including the Cumberland dam, | 
$90,000.’? 'Thatis the estimate, and the words, | 
are the Cumberland dam,” are not in the | 
ail, | 

This, it seems to me, in afew words, is all that i! 
there is in the bill, and the Senate can decide itin || 
five minutes. i 

Mr. BROWN. I do not perceive on what; 
principle the Senator from Michigan proposes to |} 


place his vote. He tellsus we ought to levy just | 


furnish a work at a cost of a million and a quar- 
ter of dollars, and simply keep it in repair for the 


| 
means by that that the Government is bound te | 
i 


benefit of the public, I dissent. If the Senator 
puts it on the ground that the Government must 
make an appropriation for the benefit of com- 
merce at Louisville, as it makes appropriations for 
the benefit of commerce at Chicago and other 
towns, I can see the principle on which he acts. 
Mr. STUART. I do not touch that subject at 
all. I simply say that this property now be- 
longs to the United States; but I do not touch 
the subject of the original appropriation at all. 
Mr. BROWN. Precisely; I know he does not. 
Now, sir, when you make an appropriation to 
improve or make a harbor at Chicago, and that 
harbor gets out of repair, the next year you want 
an additional appropriation to put it in repair, 
and keep it so. You make that appropriation 
from the national Treasury. You do not gct the 
money by levying tolls on the commerce that 


| goes into that harbor for the purpose of keeping 


it in repair. No more ought you, on the prin- 
ciple which governs the Senator from Michigan, 
to levy tolls on the commerce which passes through 
this canal for the purpose of keeping that in re- 
pair. If J acted onthe principle which I suppose 
governs the conduct of the Senator, and the ma- 
jority here, I would vote to make the canal abso- 
lutely free; and when it got out of repair, | would 
vote money from the Treasury to put it in repair 
again. 

That is one principle. + That is the principle of 
the majority here. ‘Che principle of the minority 
is, that you have no right to make these appro- 
priations at all; but you have made them for this 
canal; you have bought the property; you have 
over a million of dollars invested in it; and my 
amendment simply asserts that you have a right 
to the interest of ‘your investment. Everybody 
knows it will pay more. It will pay you twenty, 
forty, or fifty per cent. It will pay you anything 
you think proper to charge. What I said in the 
outset was, that I did not want to sce the Gov- 
ernment become an extortioner, but content itself 
with a fair interest on its money. One principle 
of action is to make an appropriation for all these 
works, and keep them in repair out of the national 
Treasury; and the other is, not to make the ap- 
propriations at all. It seems to me that my friend 
from Michigan is fixing it up, and not acting on 
either principle. $ 

Mr. PUGH. I hope the Senatoy from Missis- 
sippi will withdraw his amendment. It is unne- 
cessary at present. As this is confessedly ovr 
own property, if we want to raise the rate of tolis 
hereafter, we can do it. Ido not wish to detain 


the Senate, but I can show that six per cent. 
charge on the investment would be very unjust. 
I wish to call attention to the fact that it is of no 


Mr. BROWN, I ask the Senator now, if he 
supposes that if we pass the bill without provid- 
ing the six per cent., you ever will provide it in 
any subsequent act? 

Mr. PUGH. Ido not suppose you will, and 
Ido not wish you to doit. One gross piece of 
injustice is that, at the very time you put this 
money into the Louisville and Portland canal, 
you were paying only five per cent. on your 
public debt 

Mr. SEWARD. If the honorable Senator 
will allow us, I think we can vote on this ques- 
tion satisfactorily. We understand it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iask for the yeas and nays 
on the amendment. It isan important one. I 
want the confiscation clearly voted. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I should like to know whether 
the Senator from Mississippi intends to embrace 
all the stock, or only that owned by the United 
States? 

Mr. BROWN. I understand now that the 
Government does own itall.. Of course, 1 mean 
that the Government should have dividends on 
its own stock.. 
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The question being taken on Mr. Brown’s 
amendment by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 
ll, nays 30; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Biges, Brown, Clay, Fessenden, Fitzpat- 
Hick; Houston, Hunter, Mallory, Reid, Toombs, and Yulee— 

i. 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Cass, Collamer, Crit- 
tenden, Dodge, Douglas, Fish, Foot, foster, Geyer, Harlan, 
James, Johnson, Pearce, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Stidell, 
Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, Trumbull, Wade, Weller, 
Wilson, and Wright—80. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Indiana to 
strike out the second section. 

‘The motion was rejected. 

he bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments made as in Committee of 
the Whole were concurred in. The bill was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
was read the third time. * 

Mr. TOOMBS. I call for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and, being 
taken, resulted—yeas 30, nays 10; as follows: 

YEAS—~Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bigler, 
Bright, Brodhead, Cass, Collamer, Crittenden, Dodge, Doug- 
las, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Poster, Geyer, Harian, James, 
Johnson, Pearee, Pugh, Scbastian, Seward, Slidell, Stuart, 
Thompson of Kentucky, Trumbull, Wade, Weller, Wilson, 
and Wright—30. 

NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Butler, Clay, Fitzpatrick, Hous- 
ton, Hunter, Mallory, Reid, Toombs, and Yulee—10, 


So the bill was passed, 
HARBOR OF CHICAGO. 


The Senate next proceeded to consider, as in 
Committee of the Whole, the bill (S. No. 165) for 
continuing the improvement of the harbor of 
Chicago, in the State of Illinois, which appropri- 
ates $50,000. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iholdin my hand the esti- 
mate of Colonel Graham, superintendent of that 
work, charged with the general superintendenc 
of the works on Lake Michigan, resident at Chi- 
cago. The estimate is made in detail of what is 
necessary to be done. Colonel Graham, it will 
be recollected, is the engineer who has been com- 
plimented so highly and justly by the Senator 
from Virginia, (Mr. Mason,] and others, for his 
very great skill, experience, and accuracy in his 
profession. From this estimate and report it 
appears that, for the completion of the Chicago 
harbor, according to the opinion of the engineer 
corps, $138,516 68 is the sum required. Now, 
when your engineers give an estimate for a spe- 
cific work, it is very bad economy to appropriate 
half what is necessary, for it will cost you twice 
as much to perform the service in that way as 
by appropriating at once what is required. You 
must expend the same amount in machinery, in 
labor, in superintendence, and in everything that 
constitutes the extras of the work, under a small 
eppropriation as under a large one, and it ischeap- 
est to appropriate at once the sum that you re- 
quire, or else make no appropriation at all. i 

The committee propose $50,000, and the esti- 
mate is $138,516 63. How do we know $50,000 
will do any more than commence the work in 
such a manner that the next storm will sweep 
everything away? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The bill was introduced 
and reported upon before the estimate of Colonel 
Graham was received. That accounts for the 
discrepancy. Iwill state also that the committee 
have been consulted on the subject, and agree to 
the full amount. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam very glad to hear the 
explanation of my colleague. That accounts 
fully for the variation between the bill and the 
estimate. The bill was introduced before the 
reception of the estimate, and [ now understand 
the committee sanction the amendment which I 
am about to move to insert—instead of $50,000, 
$138,516 68. 1 do not intend to make any argu- 
ment in regard to the importance of Chicago, or its 
very great shipping and commerce, and its com- 


manding position as the center of a large north- | 


western trade. These things are familiar to the 
Senate. I can only say, that if it is proposed to 
make appropriations for the improvement of har- 
bors, economy requires us to make appropria- 
tions to the extent that is necessary, in order to 
obtain the greatest amount of benelit in the con- 
struction of the works. I move the amendment. 


Mr. JOHNSON. I will suggest to my friend | 
from Illinois, (Mr. Doveras,] that if we were 
to pursue the same principle in regard to all the | 
other bills, we could go back and put on about || 
$10,000,000. 1 submit whether an exception ought 
to be made in this instance, though himself and his | 
colleague on the other side of the House concur 
entirely in this matter. Ido not think it sounds 
well, or is reasonable to the rest of us. The dif- 
ference between $50,000 estimated in the first 
place, and $138,000 recommended in the second, 
is very great. I do not know of any work for 
which full provision has been made hitherto in 
the appropriations others have been only to carry 
on the works until the next Congress, when 
the subject can be taken ap,avain, There remains 
but three months between this and the next ses- 
sion, when these subjects can again be considered. 
I really think it would be wise on the part of the 
Senator from Illinois to allow the bili to remain 
with an appropriation of $50,030, though the 
committee have agreed that it would be as well 
to appropriate the whole $138,000. I hope thej 
amendment will not be pressed. I only say, as | 
one of those who regard this class of measures 
as constitutional, that 1 will not support the 
amendment, because, if we do that, we must take 
up every other measure and insert an appropria- 
tion that will complete the work. think they || 
might bea little moderate on thelakes. ‘They are | 
pressing the matter rather far. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. My friend from Arkansas | 
is under a very great mistake. IT think, in each į 
case, at any rate in very many cases i 

Mr. JOHNSON. In regard to any improve~ | 
ment in my own State I know it is not so. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I had not finished my sen- 
tence. In each case, or certainly in many cases, 
amendments have been made to raise the appro- 

riations in the bills to the estimates, where the | 

ills fell below the estimates. [am sorry to say 
that I did not find my friend from Arkansas 
pressing objections to those. 'Theappropriations 
have been raised time and again during the past || 
few weeks, and I am sorry that my friend should 
interpose his objection now upon me, for the 


first time, when he has allowed so many others |! 
to pass, | 

What is more, it appears from the explanation || 
that this was entirely a mistake in reporting the 
bill for the smaller amount. My colleague, be- 
fore the estimate was received, introduced a bill 
for the appropriation, and put it at $50,000, not 
knowing what the estimate would be, of course | 
leaving it to be amended to conform to the esti- 
mate, whether greater or less, when it should be 
received. It Weme that when the estimate came 
it was for $138,000, and the committee indorsed 
it. Then should you put the appropriation at 
$50,000, without any assurance that the money | 
will not give out before the work is in sucha 
state of forwardness as to protect it against į 
storms? When the storms come your $50,000 
may be a total loss, i 
whatever is necessary at once, and let the work |}! 
be finished. I am certain my friend from Arkan- 
sas will withdraw his objection, and allow this 
amendment to prevail. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Tam very certain that I am 
the last man who would do an uncourteous act 


True economy is to give jj, 


to the Senator. 
Mr. DOUGLAS, I know that. i 
Mr. JOHNSON. The bill presented by his į; 
colleague, as I understand, put the appropriation | 
at $15,000, and it was so reported by the com- l 
j mittee. I know that it is not likely $50,000 can | 
be expended at this point before the whole sub- | 
ject will be up again at the next session, and !! 
therefore I think it is not worth while to consider į! 
this the last chance that will be ever offered. | 
Mr. SEWARD. Will the honorable Senator | 
from Arkansas allow me to make an explanation ? ij 
Mr. JOHNSON. I have but a word more to 
say, and that is in regard to the suggestion of | 
the Senator from Ilinois as to my having taken | 
no notice of matters of this sert that have been 
before the Senate heretofore. Ë must confess 
i that I have observed several instances where an 
appropriation has been increased; but they were 
always small sums. If there has been any ex- || 
travagant increase, such as more than double the : 
amount originally proposed by the introducer of 
| the measure, to say nothing about the committee, || 


i I have not observed anything of the sort before. 


If I had, I do not think I could: have: sat still in -~ 
my seat. It is true, that during a pait of this 
debate I have been called away upon two or 
three occasions. If] had observed anything like 
that I should have objected: Ido not see the 
necessity of it, and I do not see the propriéty of 
it, and I hope there is not sufficient force in it to 
demand the enforcement of an amount like this. 
I shall freely support an appropriation of $50,000, 
but I believe we should not press these matters 
too strongly. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I merely wish to add’ that 
an example, and a very noted one, will be found 
for.my motion‘in the bill for the removal of ob- 
structions at the mouth of the Mississippi river, 
brought forward by my friend from Louisiana, 
[Mr. Simext.] ` 

Mr. JOHNSON. I was not present then, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. There J believe the exam- 
ple was set. 

Mr. SLIDELL. That bill, as originally re- 


j| ported from the Committee on Commerce, con- 


tained an appropriation of $650,000, and passed 
the Senate in thet form, It went to the House, 
and $300,000 were there stricken out, so that there 
was a reduction, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ido not wish any contro- 
versy upon this point. J desire simply to make 
the bill conform to the system which I believe 
true economy requires, if we are going on with 
this system. But I will not prolong the discus~ 
sion. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator from Illinois 
inform me what amount has hitherto been appro- 
priated in the aggregate for the construction of 
this harbor? 1 believe it was made a. harbor, 
In the beginning there was no harbor there. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. On that point I cannot an- 
swer my friend specifically. [tis twenty years 
since the first appropriations were made, and 
they have continued from time to time antil the 
present. If I could even make an approximate 
statement of the amount, I would do so, but I 
cannot. I presume it must be $300,000 in all; but 
I may be mistaken and wide from the mark in 
that, though I should think that was probably 
about the amount. As the Senator states, the ap- 
propriation was for making a harbor in the first 
instance. The Chicago river isa very deep river 
for five miles up the lake on one branch and two 
miles up the other, making seven miles of deep 
navigation, with from fifteen to forty feet depth 
of water up to the city. But at the mouth was a 
sand bar; and piers run out, cutting off the sand 
bar, made the harbor. 

‘Then there is a channel in these lakes—a curt 
rent running from the north to the south and west 
pretty steadily, which brings down a load of sand 
that lodges against the north pier, It forms there 
until it begins to ran around the end of the pier. 


| Then it is necessary to extend the pier, and to 
y p 


keep extending it, so as to get beyond the sand, 
and not fill up the harbor. ‘That is the nature of 
the improvement. It is a process which, I sup- 
pose, will go on in all time to come. I will not 
pretend that this appropriation is going to finish 
it forever; for the sand will keep rolling down 
with the current as long as the water runs; and 
it will, some years hence, make another. obstruc- 


| tion. Itis folly for us to pretend that we shall 


ever finish any of these works. We are now 
deepening this harbor; and this sum finishes it 
for the present, as far as is now contemplated, 
and the engineer’s reports consider it now as 
finishing. I have said frequently that this im- 
provement of rivers and harbors will never end; 
and the only question is, as to the plan we shall 
adopt. : 

Mr. CASS. I rise merely to read an extract 
from a letter I received to-day from Colonel Gra- 
ham. As I have already said, he is one of the 
ablest and most scientific engineers in our coun- 


| try. He says: 


 T think I sent you by mail, some time ago, a chart of 
Chicago harbor, showing the extent of the bar at the harbor 
entrance, as it existed early in April last. Our topograph- 
ical ‘blundering’ has actually destroyed that bar, by dredg- 


|i ing, to such an extent that we now have a channel to the 


direct entrance between the piers, of full ten feet deep and 
three hundred feet wide, so that vessels can How sail 
directly in when seeking refuge from storms, or in their 
usual business trips. We shall soon kave this channel 
still wider aud deeper, so that it will probably prevent the 
loss of many human lives, and of hundreds of thousands, 
of dollars worth of property in the violent gales that will 
occur in the approaching months of September and Octo- 


ber. ‘The whole operation has, so. 
acurrent expense (of using the United States steam-dredge 
belonging to Lake Michigan} of Jess than $2,000. You 
are authorized, General, to communicate this fact to any 
member of the Committee on Commerce, or to quote what 
I have said in any remarks you may choose to make on 
the subject. Istand responsible for its correctness under 
my commission in the corps of topograpbical engineers.” 

Now, I want to read a resolution of the Com- 
mon Council of the city of Chicago, to show the 
estimate in which this gentleman is held: 

Resolved, That the thanks-of the Common Council of the 
eity of Chicago be tendered to Brevet Lieutenant Colonel J. 
D. Graham, Major United States Topographical Engineers, 
and superintending engineer of Lake Michigan works, for 
his valuable maps and charts presented to this Council, and | 
for the many and indefatigable exertions to promote the in- 
terests of this city, and for the faithful and able manner in j 
which he discharges bis official duties as an officer of our 
General Government, as shown in his several reports to the 
Secretary of War on the subject of the Chicago harbor. 

Ordered, That the city superintendent, in conjunction 
with the harbor-master, be, and they are hereby, instructed 
touse all legitimate measures to protect the United States 
dredges and scows, or other property of the Gencral Gov- 
ernment, in chargé of Colonel J. D. Graham, whenever the 
game may be in operation within the harbor, 

I merely read this to confirm the statement I 
have already made in regard to the character and 
talents of that officer. There is no man more | 
respected in the American service, With respect 
to ine amendment proposed by the Senator from 
IHinois, | shall vote for it, with the understand- 
ing that it is recommended by the Committee on 
Commerce. Without that, I should not vote for 
it. Ihave acted on that principle. This is one | 
of the most important positions on the whole | 
lakes, and, as the honorable Senator from Hlinois | 
has said, the difficulty is getting over the bar, and | 
then you find yourself directly in deep water in 
the Chicago river. 

Mr. SEWARD. Perhaps a word of explana- | 
tion from the committee is due to the Senate and | 
certainly to themselves. When this bill was sent | 
to the committee it contained an appropriation of 
$50,000. The committee had before them at that ; 
time only the estimates of 1853 and 1854. ‘Mhe | 
estimate of the engineers then was $24,000. The 
great importance of Chicago, and the knowledge 
that the estimate would be increased by the agent, 
induced the committee to double that sum and to 
allow the bill to stand at $50,000. After the bitt 
was reported by the committee, the honorable 
Senator from Ulinois who introduced it [Mr. | 
Trooper] came to the committee, and brought 
new estimates, which he submitted. Fie informs | 
me that the committee at that time authorized him | 
to move this amendment, and expressed their 
assent toit. The bill was reported by the Senator 
from Louisiana, (Mr. Bensamin,| whois nothere. 
My own recollection upon the subject is very | 
imperfect. We deem it due to the Senator aud i 
the Senate to say—at least | do—that £ eannot 
gainsay what he says; at the same time E eanpot 
assert that the committee took the matter into 
consideration and recommended this increase. 1, 
under the circumstances, make no objection, and 
shall cheerfully vote for the amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate now 
adjourn, as there is some dispute about this mat- 
ter, and I presume there will be further discus- | 
sion. | 

Mr. DOUGLAS. We can take the vote on | 
this bill in a minute. 

Mr, BUTLER. l withdraw the motion in 
order to allow the vote to be taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question | 
ig on the amendinent of the Senator from Illinois, | 
[Mr. Dovaras.] | 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish to say one word | 
in reference to the amount in the bill. As {| 
stated that it had the assent ofthe committee, it | 
may be proper to remark that the report of Colo- | 
nel Graham was not here until very late. It is 
dated the 31st of December. After it was received 
l went before the committee, and all the com- 
mittee were notpresent. The chairman, the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin, will recollect that I stated I 
had this report, and I was informed by some mem- 
bers of the committee—I recollect the Senator 
from Louisiana (Mr. Bensamin] was present— ; 
that they understood the whole matter. There | 
was no action that I know of in the committee; : 
but l understood from them that they had agreed || 
on the same principle in reference to other cases 
and J believe the Senator fram Wisconsin moved 
to increase the amounts of some bills according 


| 
to the new reports. Some member of the com- | 


might move the amendment. 

wish now, as | am up, to make a single state- 
ment from a paper that I have in my hand, which 
is the report of @aptain Dobbin, who is the in- 
spector of the board of lake underwriters, at the 
underwriters’ convention, recently held in the 
city of Buffalo, giving an account of all the losses 
during last year on the lakes. It is a long list, 
giving every vessel that was lost, the amount of 
property lost, and the number of lives. At Chi- 
cago bar, where this improvement is sought to 
be made, the losses last year, according to this 
report, were $59,000; and the whole losses on 
the lakes amounted to $2,821,529 last year. 

Mr. CASS. And the number of lives upwards 
of a hundred. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The number of lives lost 
was one hundred and eighteen. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish the gentleman 
from Illinois would withdraw this amendment, I 
want to show no reluctance whatever to vote 
appropriations for this object. I have been in 
Chicago. It is a wonderful creation, with a 
wonderful commerce, and a very exposed situa- 
tion on the lake. I know the necessity of defense, 
and protection for ships and vessels carrying on 
this mighty new-born commerce; but at the same 
time I ‘think $50,000 is as much as these gentle- 
men, with all their industry, can expend in the 
working season. It is but a short time until 
Congress will mectagain; and $50,000 is no small 
sum. It is as much as they can use from this 
until the working season ceases. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The $50,000 would leave 
the work in such an unfinished condition, that the 
next storm would take it away, and F fear it 
would be almost a useless expenditure. L would 
rather, therefore, that you would give us the 
amount of the estimate as the only relief. 

Mr. DODGE. Edeem it due to the Senate and 
myself to state on this occasion, that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce never agreed to report the 
appropriation of $138,000, although it is the esti- 
mate of Colonel Graham. As stated by the hon- 
orable gentleman from Ulinois, [Mr. Trumnun.,] 
the committee were consulted on his general esti- 
mates. It is well known to the Senate that in 
the Wisconsin harbor bills the first amendment 
was passed, the second was objected to, and 
there was a discussion of perhaps a day in this 
body on the subject. The gentleman from Mich- 
izan, [Mr. Cass,] my venerable and respected 
friend, appeared to think there was danger of 
expending too much moncy in one year and that 
ik was Necessary and proper to tae more than a 
year to expend the amount of estimates as made 
by Colonel Graham. Under the pressure of my 
friends here, (and in the house of my friends, [ 
hope,) I asked the Senator from New York to 
withdraw the amendment. It was to the Racine 
bill, in which I felt deeply interested. The esti- 
mate of Colonel Graham for that work was 
$419,000 or $50,000; and 4 felt a very great unwill- 
inguess to accept $11,000, which wi 
mate as previously made in 1853; but witha view 
of conciliating my friends, (for I was afraid my 
amendment would be voted down, and perhaps 
might operate against all the bills of the House of 
Representatives,) I consented that the Senator 
from New York should withdraw the amendment. 
This he knows to be the fact, and so do other 
friends. 

Wisconsin has been hardly dealt by. We have 
received but $11,000 for Racine, $11,000 for She- 
boygan, and $17,500 for Milwaukee. My friend 
from Michigan appeared to think it was as much 


money as ought to be expended in one year. He | 


had the kindness to say he would not interfere 
with me; but £ discovered that, if I pressed my 
amendment, there was some danger of its being 
lost, and that it might not receive the favorable 
action of the Flouse. 

I cannot consent to vote for the appropriation 
of $138,000 for Chicago, although if it had been 
presented before us asa’committee I should have 
consented to it. To make fish of one and flesh 
of another is unfair. I think the Senate ought to | 
do us justice. If they give to Chicago $138,000, 
and -give to her near neighbor, Racine, oaly 
$11,000, it is very unequal, and I must protest 
against it. To be sure, I shall endeavor to press 
the Wisconsin estimates at the next session of 


s the esti- į 


aS 


i 
H 
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my measures; but to give Chicago $138,000 now, 
without the action of the Committee on Com- 
merce, when $50,000, perhaps, is as much as can 
be expended this year, would be very unequal, as 
1 remarked before, on its operation on the State 


which I have the honor in part to represent: E 
therefore shall feel myself bound, as the chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce, in this 
instance, to vote against the appropriation of 
$138,000 for Chicago. 

Mr. CASS. My honorable friend from Wis- 
consin is under a misapprehension with respect 
to myself. I may have said, as 1 did in the case 
of other works on the lakes, that there remain 
only some two or three months of the season of 
the year, and the amount in the bill may be suf- 
ficient. That, however, was not the principal 
difficulty [ urged in the case to which my friend 
alludes. I urged another, and more important 
one, which was, if we began to increase each bill 
as asked for, without the action of the committee, 
we should never get through, or we should swell 
the amount to such a sum that no man could vote 
for it. I did not want to break into the system. 
Now, if my friend from Wisconsin says the Com- 
mittee on Commerce have not agreed to $138,000 
in this case, I shall not vote for it. 

Mr. DODGE. Iwill say, in response to my 
honored and respected friend from Michigan, that 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr.Trumauuy] did ap- 
pear before the committee. There was not a ma- 
jority present, and there was no particular action 
of the committee on the subject. If a majority of 
| the committee had been present, I should certainly 
have assented to the appropriation- at least, to 
the extent of the estimate—because I have uni- 
formly been governed by the estimates. I wanted 
the amount of the estimates for my State. I 
therefore was desirous that the estimates should 
be acted upon; but they were not adhered to. I 
will go for the estimate of the gentleman from 
Illinois at the proper time; but, as my honorable 
friend from Michigan said, $50,000 appears to be 
as much money as can be expended now. lam 
| in favor of the estimates as made, and shall en- 
| deavor to press them if I live at the next session, 
with a view to do the people of the State t in part 
represent justice in this important matter. 

This is no new subject to me. 1 felt keenly 
that we were cut down to $11,000 dollars for 
Racine, when the honorable Senator from Mich- 
igan, (Mr. Cass,}] the honorable Senator from 
Minois, (Mr. Doveras,] and the honorable Sen- 
ator from New York, [Mr. Sewarp,] all vouched 
for the importance of that place; but fearing that 
my amendment, although based upon the esti- 
mates of Colonel Graham, would defeat the 
measure, I consented to withdraw it, very much 
against my own feelings and wishes, as is well 
known by the honorable Senator from New 
York. 

As I remarked before, I should be exceedingly 
unwilling to see this amount swelled here to 
$138,000, when a very important point m my 
State has received but $11,000. I never can con- 
sent to see an injustice done to one portion of the 
county, particularly to the advantage of the same 
coast and on the same lake at other points. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think there is a little 
misapprehension in reference to a matter of fact, 
which Lam sorry to see. I understood the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to authorize an amendment 
; to be offered to make the bill conform to Colonel 
| Craham’s estimate and report, and [ understood 
i that from the Senator from Wisconsin 

Mr. DODGE. Do you speak of the committee, 
or of a part of the committée. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I understood it from indi- 
vidual members of the committee, for I was 
never present when the committee had a formal 
meeting, 

Mr. DODGE. The Senator was not present, 
and therefore cannot speak for the committee, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Not being a member of 
the committee myself, I called to see them about 
this bill, and I understood from different members 
_of the committee—I recollect distinctly speaking 
; to the Senator from Wisconsin, and the Senator 
i from Louisiana [Mr. Bensaaun]—that they would 
i report the amounts recommended by Colonel Gra- 
‘ham; and I understood the other day that the 


i Senator from Wisconsin moved to amend the 


1856, 


ni. 
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consin bilis te conform to Colonel Graham’s i 
report. I remember that amendment having been 
moved to the Raciue bill. 

Mr. DODGE. That is true. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I thought that was the 
action of the committee, or, at least, the under- 
standing of the committee; for I did not know 
that there had been any formal meeting on the 
subject. I supposed the committee intended act- 
ing in the same way inreference to all these works. 

Mr. DODGE, ‘The supposition of the Sena- 
tor and the action of the committee may differ. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If [have misunderstood | 
the venerable Senator from Wisconsin, I am glad | 
to be corrected. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Being mistaken in regard 
to the approval of the committee, I withdraw my 
amendment. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish to say one word, | 
which is due to the honorable Senator from Wis- | 
consin; and that is, that it was at my instance, | 
urgent and persevering instance, that he was iv- | 
duced to withdraw his amendments which were | 
based on those estimates. I urged him to with- | 
draw them while we were engaged in the Senate } 
discussing the subject, and he did so, although 
his amendments had previously been indorsed 
by the committee. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. | 

Mr. ALLEN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SEWARD. [ask for the yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

The ycas and nays were ordered; and being | 
taken, resulted—yeas 12, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Clay, 
Crittenden, Dodge, Fitzpatrick, Johnson, Slidell, Thomp- 
son of Kentucky, and Toombs—12. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell of Tennessee, Biggs, Cass, Douglas, 
Fessenden, Fish, Poot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, Pugh, Reid, 
Scbastian, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, Weller, Wil- 
son, Wright, and Yulee—2l. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

WAUKEGAN HARBOR. 


The bill (S. No. 166) for continuing the im- 
provement of the harbor of Waukegan, Illinois, | 
which appropriates $35,000, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ihave an amendment to | 
move to this bill, to which, I presume, there will 
be no objection. The amendment is to make it | 
conform to the estimates which I hold in my | 
hand, dated on the 12th March, 1856. It is a 
report from the board of topographical engincers, 
which was not received until after the bill was 
introduced, In this report Coionel Albert states 
that $20,000 will be wanted for the next fiscal 
year, to carry on the work. I move to strike | 
out $35,000, and insert $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Now I should like to 
know where this harbor is. | 

Mr. TOOMBS. It is an old acquaintance of 
mine, and, like other suspicious characters, it 
comes in under an alias. lt is a town, I think, 
not far from Chicago, that used to be known in 
the House of Representatives as John Went- 
worth’s town, ana we appropriated for it under 
the name of Little Fort. That name got to be 
odious—the improvement was got up as a local 
scheme—and now they have changed it, Before 
jt was Little Fort; now it is Waukegan. 

Mr. WELLER. I move to lay the bill on the 
table. * 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope the Senator will 
withdraw that motion. 

Mr. WELLER, If the Senator from Hlinois 
desires to make any statement, I withdiaw the 
motion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to make a | 

-statement in regard to this matter. | 

Mr. STUART. Allow me to suggest to the | 
Senator from Illinois that he had better let us | 
have some vote taken. We cannot do anything 
by arguing. Let us vote. ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I will say but a) 
word or two. Waukegan was formerly Little 
Fort, and it is a place of quite a number of thou- | 
sand inhabitants, and the report which 1 hold in 
my hand gives the amount of its business. 

Mr. WELLER. How far is it from Chicago? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is some distance, but I 


am not able to state the precise number of miles. 


Mr. WELLER. I understand it is only ten 
or twelve miles from Chicago. H 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Itis more than that. [| 
think the reading of the report in this case would | 
satisfy the Senate, but the Senator from Michi- 
gar. objects. I hold in my hand a report. from 
Colonel Abert of eighteen or twenty pages, giv- 
ing an account of the business, and the number 
of vessels that trade at this harbor, and the esti- 
mates forthe work. see itstated here that the im- į 
pore of Waukegan, by the lake, are $529,415 94; | 

y railroad, $220,995 32. The exports by lake ! 
shipments are $491,408. The total value of the 
exports from Waukegan, in 1855, was $666,488. 
I presume my colleague can tell the precise dis- 
tance of Waukegan from Chicago. 

_Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 will explain the local po- 
sition of Waukegan. It isan old customer here. | 
It is a place about which there was a good deal į 
of controversy when it was ina former bill under 
the name of Little Fort. It isabout thirty-five or 
thirty-six miles north of Chicago, between that 
place and Milwaukee. It is on the bank of 
the lake, one of the most beautiful sites on | 


earth, and is on the line of the railroad from Mil- | 


waukee to Chicago. 
or eight thousand inhabitants. There was an 
appropriation for it before, under the admira- 
ble system which we have of river and harbor 
improvements. I went and took a look at the 
work the last time I was there, and found that 
the Government had bought a pile of timber, 
which lay rotting on the lake shore, I think my 


colleague ought to have kept in the original | 
amount, although it was above the estimates, so | 


as to buy new wood. A harbor is needed there, 
and a harbor can be made. It is a solid founda- 
tion, and not a sand bank, and hence you can 
make a harbor. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN You can make one 
almost anywhere. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. So you can, if you have 
money enough. Waukegan, however, has as 
high claims as any of the side ports on the whole 
line of the Jake, and is at a greater distance from 
the other harbors than many for which we have 
made appropriations. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 


engineers, as it seems to give some information: 


te The present views are limited in reference to this place, 
to the repair of the piers, the keeping them in good order, 


and dredging, tor which £8,000 or 10,000 will be required ; 
* * * * 


during the next fiscal year.”? 
“{n relation to Waukegan (formerly called Little Fort) 
there has been appropriated, in 1852, $15,000. 

& By the last statement of Lieutenant Colonel Graham’s 
accounts, upto the close of the third quarter of 1855, the 


whole amount appears to bave been expended for materials, ; 


machinery, and in the work of erecting the breakwater pier. 
In fact, this statement rather brings the work in debt—the 
debt to be liquidated by sales, &c. 

« By our statement in June last, there was in the Trgas-~ 
ury (unexpended) $2,426 40 5 which was then drawn out, 
and placed in the hands of Lieutenant Colonel Grahain. It 
is supposed, from the accounts referred to, that the balance 
has been expended. ` 

“The plan for the work by the board of engineers at this 
place was laid before Congress, and is printed. T'he esti- | 
mate of the board is $99,983; from which, deducting the 
$15,000 appropriated im 1852, there will be required to 
complete this work $84,983, as per Exeeutive Documents 
No. t, first session Thirty-Third Congress. Probably | 
$20,000 will be wanted for the next fiscal year, to carry on 1 
the work.” 

This report is signed J. J. Abert, colonel corps 
topographical engineers. I will take no more 
time. i 

Mr. WELLER. I move to lay the bill on the | 
table. ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. On that motion I ask for į 
the yeas and nays. f 

Mr. WELLER. Ifthe Senator is going to 
consume time by having the yeas and nays taken, | 
L would as soon have them on the passage of the 
bill, and I thercfore withdraw my motion. | 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [Itis better to take the test | 
question on the passage of the bill. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment made asin Committee of the | 
Whole was concurred in. The bili was ordered | 
to be engrossed, and was read the third time. 
Being on its passage, 

Mr. BIGGS called for the yeas and nays, and | 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— | 
yeas 16, nays 17; as follows: ‘ 


YEAS— Messrs. Allen, Bell of Tennessee, Coltamer, ; 


Dougias, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, jj 


It is a town of about seven | 


f ĮI will read a few extracts | 
from this report of the board of topographical | 


James, Seward, Trumbull; Wäde, Wilson, and Wrigiy— 
NAYS — Messrs. Biggs, Bright, Brown, Butler, Critten- 
den, Fitzpatrick, Jolinson, Mallory, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, 
Slidell, Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs; Weller, 
and Yulee—17. Peas 
So the bill was rejected. : 
_ Mr. SLIDELL. I move that the Senate ad- 
journ. 5 : 
Mr. SEWARD. I must ask for the yeas and 
nays. f : 
Mr. WELLER, and others. We can vote it 
down without the yeas and nays. pone: 
Mr. SEWARD. I withdraw the call. 
The motion was not agreed to. Í 


APPALACHICOLA HARBOR, 


The bill (S. No. 173) for the improvement of 
the harbor of Appalachicola, in the State. of 
Florida, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to make an appropriation 
of $32,000. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment; ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. FESSENDEN called for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill, and they were 
ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call the 
roll. 

Mr. JOHNSON, when his name was called, 
said: I do not believe this improvement is ap- 
proved by the Senators from Florida, and I can- 
not vote for it under those circumstances. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, when his 
name was called, said: The Senator from Ar- 
kansas says that the gentlemen from Florida dis- 
Ee of it, and therefore I shall vote against 
the bill. i 

Mr. SEWARD. One of the Senators from 
Florida [Mr. Matiory] introduced the bill. 

Mr. YULEE. If debate is in order, I will 
explain. / 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not 
in order. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Ifthe Sen- 
ator i rom Arkansas is correct, [ must vote against 
the bill. 

Mr. WELLER, when his name was called, 
said: Both the Senators from Floridaare political 
friends of mine, and as they are opposed to this 
measure on principle, I vote against it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I understand from the Sen- 
ators from Florida that they approve of it, though 
they cannot vote for the bill; I change by vote. 

Mr. YULEE., It is quite as worthy as any 
other bill; but I vote against it on the same prin- 
ciple as all the rest. f f 

Mr. PUGH. You do not think it constitu- 
tional? . 

Mr. YULEE. Exactly.. 

Mr. MALLORY. Iask, by unanimous con- 
sent, to say a word. [‘* No objection.”] The 
Senator from New York alluded to me, and said 
that I introduced the bill. It may be proper for 

me to remark, that, on the earnest appeal of the 
eople of Appalachicola, I introduced the bill. 
t may be proper also to say, that Appalachicola 
river is far more deserving of the patronage of 
the Government, if money is to be appropriated 
in this way, than many of the objects a propri- 
ated for. Appalachicola ships one hundred and 
sixty thousand bales of cotton alone. She loads 
seventy square-rigged ships of the northern States, 
for Florida has scarcely any shipping of her own 
Appalachicola_river runs through three States 
—Alabama, Georgia, and Florida, with the 
Flint and Chattahoochie, which may be consid- 
ered together. I will not vote for that, any more 
than vote for all the other measures here. There 
have been many bills presented that Į probably 
would have voted for, if I had had the informa- 
tion before me which I desired; for, differing from 
many of my southern friends, I have no doubt 
of the power of this Government to appropriate 
money to provide harbors of refuge on the lakes 
for our ships of war. If we have aright to place 
a navy there, we have a right to take care of it. 

I have voted against all these measures, rot 
because I opposed all, but because I had no in- 
formation before me; and I have no doubt there 
were those I would think proper to vote for. 

The result of the vote was announced as fol- 
lows: i 


YEAS — Messrs. Allen, Bell of Tennessee, Coliamer. 
Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, James, John- 
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sof, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Trumbull, Wade, Wilson, 
and Wright--18. _- 7 

NAYS—Mesers. Biggs, Bright, Brown, Butler, Douglas, 
Fitzpatrick, Mallory, Reid, Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, 
Weller, and Yulee —12. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no 


quorum voting; there being—yeas 18, nays 12. 
Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate ad- 


ourn. 
3 The motion was not agreed to. 
Mr. BUTLER. If there is no quorum, how 


can you do business? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate 
can send for absent Senators. 

Mr: WELLER. We are involved in this dif- 
ficulty every day about five o’clock, and find it 
impossible to get a. quorum here to vote. I do 
not see how it is possible to dispose of all these 
bills: Tunderstand there are fifteen or twenty 
undisposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
fourteen. 

Mr. WELLER. I should like to make a mo- 
tion, if there were a quorum here; that is, here- 
after the Senate meet at eleven o’clock. We have 


Twelve or 


gotten through, of late, all the committec business. | 


There are very few committees called together, 
and I ask the consent of the Senate to make an 
order now that the Senate hereafter mect at eleven 
o’clock. : - 

Mr. BUTLER. There is no quorum present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It cannot be 
done without a quorum. 

Mr, WELLER. It requires unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is no quorum to give 
consent. 

Mr. WELLER. There isa motion I can make, 


and that I propose making; which is, that the | 


Senate adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate | 


adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘Wepvespay, August 6, 1856. 


The House met at eleven o’clock, a. m. 


The SPEAKER said that, no quorum being 
present, if there was no objection the Journal of 
yesterday would:be read. 


Voce CALL OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. LETCIIER. I object, and move that 
there be a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The roll was accordingly called, and the follow- 
ing named members failed to answer to their 
names: ; 

Messrs, Ball, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. Ben- 
nett, Bingham, Bocock, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Burlin- 

ame, Chilis, Bayard Clarke, Howell Cobb, Covade, Craige, 

julien, ‘Limothy Davis, Day, Denver, De Witt, Dickson, 
Dowdell, Durfec, die, Biiott, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, 
Florence, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Puller, Grow, 
Augustus Hail, Robert B. Hail, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Harrison, lerbert, Howard, J. Glancy Jones, 
Kelly, Kennen, Kidwell, Kunkel, Lindley, Mace, Alexan- 
der K. Marshall, MeCarty, MeMullin, McQueen, Millson, 
Millward, Moore, Orr, Packer, Paine, Pearce, Pelton, Pettit, 
Porter, Powell, Ricaud, Roberts, Rust, Sage, Sandidge, 
Savage, Scott, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Willian 
R. Smith, Stephens, Stranahan, ‘Tathott, Taylor, Vail, 
Wakeman, Walker, Warner, Watson, Weich, Wells, 
Wheeler, and Winslow. 


One hundred and forty members having an- 
swered to their names, further proceedings under 
the call were, by unanimous consent, dispensed 
with; and the Journal of yesterday was then read 
and approved. 

ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- | 


rolled Bills, reported that they had examined and 
found truly enrolled a bill of the following title: 

An act to provide for carrying into effect the 
first article of the treaty between the United 
States and her Majesty the Queen of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, of the 
doth day of June, 1846; 

‘When the Speaker signed the same. 


3 LAWRENCE M. KEITT SWORN IN. 

Mr. ORR. Irise to a question of privilege. 
Lawrence M. Kerrr, member elect from the 
State of South Carolina to fill a vacancy created 


by his own resignation, is present, and is ready 
to be sworn in, 


Mr. KEITT then advanced to the Speaker’s 
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desk, and took the required oath to support the 


Constitution of the United States. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, was received from the 
President of the United States, by Soxey Wes- 
STER, his Private Secretary. 


ARSENAL AT MOUNT VERNON. 


Mr. WHITNEY, by unanimous consent, and 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
to provide for the purchase of a site for an arsenal 
at Mount Vernon, in the State of Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I rise to a privileged 
question. {ï move to reconsider the vote by which, 
on yesterday, the Washington Gas-Light Compa- 
ny bill was passd. 

The SPEAKER. Upon the Journal of the 
House the order stands as having been reconsid- 
ered, and therefore the motion is out of order. 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York, obtained the 
floor. 

Mr. COX. Iask the gentleman from New York 
to give way to allow me to ask the consent of the 
House to present a memorial for the purpose of 
reference, and that it may be printed. think 
there can be no objection. {t is a memorial of 
the committee appointed by the stockholders of 
the Lexington and Big Sandy railroad, in the State 
of Kentucky, asking a donation of public lands 
to aid the completion of said road. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I call for the 
regular order of business. ` 

The SPEAKER. The memorial can be pre- 
sented under the rules. 

Mr. COX. Iunderstand that I have permis- 
sion to present it in the House. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The regular order of busi- 
ness is called for. 

Mr. NORTON. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the House to report from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads a bill to provide for 
the purchase of sites, and the erection of build- 
ings at Springfield, Ilinois; at Columbia, South 
Carolina; and at Madison, Wisconsin, for post 
offices, and for the use of the circuit and district 
courts. : 

Objection was made. 


REPORT FROM COMMITTEE. 


Mr. THORINGTON, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill making grants of 
lands to the Territories of Nebraska, Minnesota, 
and Kansas in alternate sections, to aid in the 
construction of railroads in said Territories, and 
their connections with other contemplated rail- 
roads; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was referred, and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


GRANT OF LANDS TO MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. BENNETT, of New York. I am in- 
structed by the Committee on Public Lands to 
report a bill granting public lands, in alternate 
sections, to the State of Mississippi, to aid in the 
construction of railroads in that State. 1 desire 
to say to the House, that Mississippi is the only 
land State to which a grant of land has not been 
made for railroad purposes. This Dill is in the 
same form as other bills which have been passed 
this session for similar purposes, and it takes a 
less amount of land than any of those bills. 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

_Mr. BENNETT. I move the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I would like to inquire of 
the gentleman from New York what amount of 
land is included in this bill? 

Mr. BENNETT. Less than two millions of 
es than has been given to any other 

tate, 

Mr. QUITMAN. Mr. Speaker, in reply to 
the inquiry of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
McMuxirw,] I will state that, although the bill 
contains similar provisions to those which have 
already passed this House, yet in its practical 
Operation it will give a less quantity of land to 
the railroads embraced therein. I will add, for 
the information of the House, that a large extent 


of the line of the first two roads named in this 
bill, and almost the entire line of that from Mobile 
to New Orleans, runs througha sandy pine woods 
country, the greater portion of which is chiefly 
valuable for the pine timber which grows upon 
it, Much of it, consequently, will be of no value 
without those facilities to convey that timber to 
market. This land has been for many years in 
market, without finding purchasers. Fyrom ‘my 
knowledge of this section of country, I have not 
a doubt that the grant of the aid contemplated by 
this bill will actually benefit the United States 
pecuniarily, by causing a demand for the lands 
remaining in the United States, for the timber 
thereon, and for healthy summer retreats from 
the cities of New Orleans and Mobile. 

Mr. CUMBACK. I move tolay the bill upon 
the table. : 

Mr. MORGAN. Upon that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. IAA 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to makea 
motion, which I think is in order. I move that 
the rules be suspended, and that the House re- 
į Solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
| the state of the Union. 

Mr. LETCHER called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the gentleman from 
Virginia will withdraw the call for the yeas and 
nays. I understand that this business can be 
disposed of in less time than it will take to call 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. LETCHER. I have no doubt that any 
| land bill can be disposed of in less time than we 
| can do anything else. ’ ay Me, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 60, nays 109; as follows: 

YEAS—Mossrs, Aiken, Albright, Allison, Barbour, Bliss, 
Bocock, Bradshaw, Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, James 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Clawson, Colfax, Craw- 
ford, Cumback, Dick, Dodd, Durfec, Emrie, Faulkner, 
Flagler, Giddings, Goode, Grow, Harlan, Hickman, Hollo- 
way, Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Knapp, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Meacham, Millson, Morgan, Morrill, 
Mott, Murray, Nichols, Perry, Purviance, Ready, Roberts, 
Rutlin, Sapp, Savage, William Smith, Spinner, Stanton 
Swope, Tappan, Thurston, Tyson, Wade, Warner, Israel 
Washburn, Winslow, and John V. Wright—60, 

NAYS-—Messrs. Barksdale, Henry Bennett, Hendley S. 
Sennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bowie, Brenton, 
Broom, Buflinton, John P. Campbell, Caruthers, Chaffee, 
Ezra Clark, Clingman, Williamson R, W. Cobb, Comins, 
Cox, Damrel!, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy 
Davis, Dean, Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, Edwards, Elliott, 
English, Etheridge, Evans, Greenwood, J. Morrison farris, 
Thomas L, Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hoffman, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Ioward, Hugh- 
ston, Keitt, Kelly, Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knight, knowl- 
ton, Knox, Lake, Leiter, Lindley, Mace, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Matteson, Maxwell, McCarty, MeMullin, Killian 
Miller, Smith Miller, Millward, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Orr, Parker, Peck, Pelton, Pettit, Phelps, Pike, Porter, 
Pringle, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Richardson, Ritchie, 
Rivers, Robison, Sabin, Sandidge, Seward, Shennan, 
Shorter, Simmens, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stewart, 
Stranahan, Taylor, Thorington, Todd, Trafton, ‘Trippe, 
Underwood, valk, Wakeman, Walbridge, Walker, Elihu 
B. Washburne, Watkins, Welch, Williams, Wood, Wood- 
ruff, Woodworth, Danie) B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—109, 


So the motion was disagreed to. 


The question recurred on Mr. Cumpacx’s mo- 
Hon to lay the Mississippi railroad bill on the 
table, 

Mr. CUMBACK. As I have no doubt that 
we shall have the yeas and nays on the passage 
of re bill, L withdraw the motion to lay on the 

table, 

Mr. MORGAN. I renew it. 

The. question was taken; and the House re- 
fused to lay the bill on the table. ‘ 

The question recurred on ordering the bill to 
| be engrossed and read a third time. 
| The previous question was seconded,-and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. JONES. Has the bill ever been printed? 

The SPEAKER. It has not been printed. 

Mr. JONES. Has it ever been read in the 
House? 
| TheSPEAKER. It will be read at the request 
of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The bill was read in extenso. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
read the third time. 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York, moved the 
previous question on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN called for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the aflirmative—yeas 93, nays 59; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Barbour, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, Henry | 
Bennett, Hendley S. Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bowie, | 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, Lewis B. Campbell, 
Caruthers, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Wil- 
liamson R. W. Cobb, Comins, Covode, Damrell, Davidson, 
Tlenry Winter Davis, Dean, Denver, Dodd, Dowdell, Ed- 
wards, Eustis, Evans, Granger, Greenwood, J. Morrison 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Thomas R. Horton, | 
Nughston, Kelly, Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Knowlton, Knox, Lake, Leiter, Lindley, Mace, Matteson, | 
MeCarty, Kilian Miller, Millward, Orr, Parker, Peck, Pel- 
ton, Pennington, Pettit; Phelps, Porter, Pringle, Quitman, 
Richardson, Rivers, Robbins, Robison, Sandidge, Seward, 
Shorter, William R. Smith, Sueed, Stranahan, Swope, ‘Tap- 
pan, Taylor, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, ‘Tyson, Valk, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu 
B. Washbume, Welch, Williams, Woodruff, Woodworth, 
and Danie! B. Wright—93. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Bliss, Bocock, Boyce, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, James IH. Campbeil, Carlile, Colfax, 
Cumback, Elliott, Mmrie, English, Etheridge, Faulkner, | 
Flagler, Florence, Galloway, Goode, Harlan, Haven, Hick- | 
man, Holloway, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy sones, Kunkel, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alex- | 
ander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Meacham, Smith | 
Miller, Millson, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Andrew Oliver, 
Perry, Purviance, Ready, Roberts, Ruffin, Sabin, Sapp, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stewart, Trafton, Trippe, Wade, War- 
ner, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Winslow, Wood, and 
John V. Wright—d9. : 

So the bill was passed. 


Mr. WALKER declined voting, because he 
owned part of the lands through which the rail- | 
road from Mobile to New Orleans would run, and | 
was therefore personally interested. 

Mr. FOSTER stated he had paired off with 
Mr. STEPHENS. 

Mr. BENNETT moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill. was passed, and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. + 

Mr. BENNETT moved to amend the title of | 
the bill by adding the words, ‘ and for other pur- | 
poses.”? 

Mr. LETCHER. 
amendment in order? 

The SPEAKER, It is in order. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then I propose to make | 
the title of the bill, ‘ A bill for constructing works | 
of internal improvements by the means of the | 
Federal Government of the United States.” | 

Mr. HAVEN. My friend from Virginia | 
ought to add, ‘as sanctioned by the President of | 
the United States.” 

Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman may add | 
that to the amendment if he choose. | 

The amendment to the amendment wag not | 
agreed to. 

The question was taken; and the amendment | 
was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by | 
‘Mr. Dicxins, its Secretary, notifying the House | 
that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles; in which it had directed him to ask the 
concurrence of the House: 

An act (S. No. 132) to provide for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Ohio river; 

An act (S. No. 134) to continue the improve- | 
ment of the harbor of Vermilion, Ohio; 

An act (S. No. 153) to continue the improve- | 
ment of the harbor of Michigan City; and | 
An act (S. No. 165) for continuing the im- 
provement of the harbor of Chicago, Ilinois. į 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on | 
Enrolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled bills of | 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the | 
same: j 

An act (S. No. 311) to provide for the public ! 
instruction of youth in primary schools through- | 
out the county of Washington, in the District of | 
Columbia, without the limits of the cities of | 


i | 
Washington and Georgetown; and i 


Anact for the relief of the Columbian Harmony | 
Society, in the city of Washington. i 


AND JUDICIAL 


Is an amendment to the 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, 
APPROPRIATION BILL. 


| 
i 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the | 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve | 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the} 
state of the Union. | 
The motion was agreed to. i 


The House aceoidinely resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Hiaven in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 202) mak- 
ing appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1857. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, under instructions 
of the Committce of Ways and Means, offered 
the following amendment, to come in at the end 
of the eight hundred and sixth line: 


For legal assistants, and other necessary expenses in the 
disposal of private land claims in California, $12,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ORR moved to amend, by striking out all 
after the word ‘‘ dollars,” where it first occurs in 
the following clause: 

For satary of the reporter of the Decisions of the Supreme 
Court, $1,300, if only one volume of the reports be pub- 
lished, as heretofore; and in case the Supreme Court shail 
direct him to publish two volumes, then the sum of $1,300 
for each volume so published. 

Mr. ORR said: Ido not think itis good policy 
for this House to make the compensation of the 
reporter of the Decisions of the Supreme Court 
depend upon the number of volumes he may 
issue. ‘The temptation to swell the reports of 
that court, by the insertion of immaterial matter, 
is too strong. If the salary of $1,300 is too 
small, it should be fixed at a proper rate, and not 
made to depend on the number of volumes Which 
he issues. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Iconcur in the opinion 
expressed by the gentleman from South Carolina, 
[Mr. Orr,] but it occurs to me that $1,300 is per- 
haps too small a compensation for that reporter. 
I think the salary had better be increased to 
$1,500, or even to $2,000; and let it be understood 
that itis to be the same, whether he makes one 
volume or half a dozen. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Itis, as the gentleman from 
Kentucky says, a matter of importance that these 
reports should be as much condensed as pos- 
sible; putting in nothing that is not absolutely 
essential to the elucidation of the point decided 
in the case. But, sir, one volume will include 
everything that should be reported. If extra- 
neous matter is included, the decisions of the 
Supreme Court will swell to an extent that will 
make it impossible for beginners in the practice 
of the law to purchase these decisions. I think 
it would be better to allow the salary of this 
reporter to remain at $1,300, and let him as here- 
tofore make up his compensation from his copy- 
right and from private sales of the books. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I understand the ruling 
of the Chair to be, that if the motion of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina to strike out prevail, 
we cannot go back to insert anything in place of 
that stricken out. If the sense of the Flouse is 
that the salary of $1,300 is not sufficient, then I 
am willing to increase that salary to $2,000, and 
not have it depend on the number of volumes 
issued. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I think it would be better | 
to adopt the amendment of the gentleman from 
South Carolina, and allow the salary of this 
reporter to remain at $1,300. Hie will make up 
his compensation out of the sale of his report. 

Mr. TRIPPE. I desire to ask one question. 
Who has the copyright of the report? 

Mr. MARSHALL. The reporter, of course. 

Mr. TRIPPE. Then $1,300 is enough for his 
salary. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I propose to make his 
compensation $1,800. Iam opposed to allowing 
him $1,300 for the first volume, and $1,300 in 
addition for each additional volume. I am op- 

osed to offering a premium for the largest amount 
of book-making. I am opposed to holding out 
inducements for putting immaterial and irrelevant 
matter in the reports of the decisions of the Su- 
preme Court. 

Mr. ORR. Do I understand the Chair to rule į 
that, ifthe motion I have made should be adopted, 
it would be in order still further to amend that ; 
paragraph? i . 
~ The CHAIRMAN. The motion to strike out | 
and insert is the proper motion; but the Chair 


understands that, if the motion to strike out is || 


carried, it is competent to insert matter in lieu of | 
that stricken out. 8: . 
Mr. ORR. Iam perfectly willing to acquiesce 


in the suggestion of the gentleman from: Wen- 


tucky, but I think it would be better for‘ the 
House to act upon my motion to strike out. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Idemand tellers upon 
the motion. SRRA 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. H. MAR- 
SHALL and Lerrer were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes sixty-eight, noes not counted.» 

So the amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I move that the salary 
of the reporter of the Decisions of the Supreme 
Court be $1,800 instead of $1,300: 

Mr. LETCHER. I raise the point of order 
that the amendment is not in order. It provides 
for an increase of salary. , 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds the point 
to, be well taken, and rules the amendment out of 
order. 


Mr. LETCHER. I move to-insert. the- fol- 
lowing: : 

For compensation of the members of the board of revisors 
appointed in pursuance of the provisions of the act of Con- 
gress approved March 3, 1855, (see sessions, acts 1854 and 
1855, page 642,) entitled “An act to improve the laws of 
the District of Columbia, and to codify the same,” $12,000: 
Provided, That the compensation to be paid to each mem- 
ber of said board, and the time or times of payment thereby, 
shall be determined by the President of the United States: 
And provided further, Thatso much of said act of Cougress 
as is expressed in the words following, to wit: * And the 
persons who may compose said board, or such of them as 
may act on the same, shall be paid out of the Treasury of 
the United States a reasonable compensation for their ser- 
vices, according to the time employed by them respectively 
upon the same,” be, and the same is hereby, repeated. 


Under the act of 1855, approved 3d of March, 
1855, it was provided that the President should, 
in the first place, appoint two persons, learned in 
the law, to revise, simplify, digest, and codify the 
laws of this District. And the law went on to 
say that each should be paid for his services out 
of the ‘Treasury of the United States at the rate 
of $3,000 a year. The law further goes on: 


& And the Board of Aldermen and Common Council of 
the city of Washington may, together, elect five competent 
persons; and the Board of Aldermen and Common Council 
of Georgetown may elect two competent persons; and the 
levy court of the county of Washington may elect one 
competent person--which persons, together, shall compose 
a board to consider, at convenient seasons, the provisions 
of said code as it may be prepared; and any three of said 
persons shall constitute a quorum of said board; and the 
said code, or such provisions thereof as may be approved 
by a majority of said board, shall be adopted, and become 
‘the law of the said District, as hereinafter provided. And it 
shall be the duty of the said persons who may be appointed 
to codify the said laws to attend; and also the said Attor 
ney General may attend the meetings of said board, to 
explain the several provisions of the said code.. And when 
the said code, and the provisions thereof, shall have been 
adopted by the said board, or by a majority thereof, they 
shail certify the same to the President of the United States, 
who shall thereupon cause it to be published in a neat and 
convenient form, and to be substantially bound.” 


There is no provision for the payment of these 
parties. None hasbeen made heretofore, although 
this duty is imposed on them by this law. They 
have been in the discharge of that duty since the 
law went into effect. They have received no 
compensation. This amendment proposes that 
the President of the United States shall settle 
what that compensation shall be, and makes an 
appropriation for that purpose. 

r. MARSHALL. I would inquire of the 
gentleman from Virginia, who is amember of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, whether he has 
any information of the probable time of the com- 
pletion of this work? 

Mr. LETCHER. I do not know. They are, 
and have been, at work on itfor some time. I do 
| not know when it will be completed, nor could 
the Attorney General inform me. 

Mr. SIMMONS. When was the board ap- 
pointed ? Rg 

Mr. LETCHER. The act was passed in 
March, 1855. Some time after the passage of the 
‘act these appointments were made. i 

Mr. MARSHALL. They were appointed to 
simplify and codify the laws relating to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. If my recoilection serves me, 
the first part of this code has been published. The 
codifiers are preparing it on the plan of Black- 
stone’s Commentaries. There are to be divisions 
on private wrongs, and on public wrongs, &c., 
as in the work of which it 1s an imitation. 

I would suggest to the committee that it is very 
desirable that this work should be concluded; and 
| I propose, instead of $12,000, that the appropri- 
jation be reduced to $6,000; and that, in lieu of 


1946 


. proviso: : 

Provided, ‘That this $6,000 be payable if the code be 
completed during the current year, 

Mr. LETCHER, What does the gentleman 
propose? g 

Mr. MARSHALL. A substitute for the gen- 
tleman’s amendment. : 

Mr. LETCHER. I would like to know how 
the gentleman expects these parties are to be paid 
for the services already rendered ? 

The question was taken on Mr. Lercuer’s 
amendment; and it was disagreed to, 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. [ move to add the 
following words: 


Provided, The code shall be completed during the current 
fiscal year. ` 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
of order on the amendment. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I donot think the point 
of order is well taken, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that the 
amendment is not in order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If there be any such 
amendment to the law it should come from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and be acted on in 
a separate bill. 

r. MARSHALL. Iappeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

The question being put, ‘‘ Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the com- 
mittee,” it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I move to amend the appro- 
priation by striking out the word “ thousand” 
and inserting ‘¢hundred.’’ 1 recollect that a dis- 
tinguished judge of England, Lord Mansfield, 
said that there never was a statute passed by Par- 
liament through which you could not drive a 
coach and four horses. 

Mr. LETCHER. I rise to a question of order 
upon thatamendment. The compensation is fixed 
by the law of 1855, and itis notin order to change 
that compensation, 

Mr, SIMMONS. Isit not in order to change 
the appropriation? I wish to say that we ought 
not to appropriate anything which will result in 
no benefit to the District. The law creating the 
board does not fix the appropriation for future 
Congresses. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
the point of order is not well taken, 

Me LETCHER. My point is, that the law 
having prescribed the salary, and the services hav- 
ing been rendered under the law prescribing that 
salary, it is notin order to reduce it in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SIMMONS, Did the law provide that we 
should pay $6,000 at this dime ? Ifso0, what do you 
want this law for? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair adheres to his 
decision, though he has some doubts about it. 

Mr. PHELPS. The commissioners appointed 
on the partof the United States are to receive a 
salary of $3,000 per annum, ‘Thereis no provision 
made to pay the other commissioners appointed to 
codify the laws by the corporations of Washing. 
ton and Georgetown, and by the county court 
of the District of Columbia. 

The CHAIRMAN. = 'The Chair overrules the 
point of order. : ` 

Mr. SIMMONS. It seems to me, that six 
months’ time, with two good attorneys who will 
be willing to apply themselves to the work, will 
be sufficient to codify the laws. It1s absurd to 
think of codifying the common law of the Dis- 
trict. The provisions of the common law are 

-changing every year, to adapt them to the com- 
mon sense and justice of ail men, and it can- 
not be codified and thus made inflexible. There 
is a difference between revision and codification, 
„and all that it is necessary for these gentlemen to 
do is to sit down and do their work of revision 
“in six months, The revision of the statutes, 
old and modern, is proper, but need not occupy 


I make a point 


more than six months; certainly not longer than | 


was taken by Chancellor Kent and another to 
revise the statutes of the State of New York. 
Nothing but the statutes should ever be thought 
of being codified. The common law would be 
spoiled by codifying it. 

Mr. MILLSON.S I 


: 3 ay no unmeaning com- 
pliment to my friend 


kom New York, when I 


| Congress. 


| of Maryland. Many of the laws passed by the 


! This duty was executed in part. 


| man could be serious in proposing to deprive 


| earned. 


House; and I regret very much indeed that, on | 
this.occasion, without that deliberation and con- | 
sideration which would have protected him from | 
the errors into which he has fallen, he has ven- | 
tured to offer the amendment which he has just | 
now proposed. My friend says that the idea of | 
codifying the laws of the District is simply ab- 
surd. Tsay nothing upon that subject. Ifit be 
so, the blame of this absurdity must rest upon 
him, as one of the members of the last Congress ! 
which ordered this work to be done, and not upon 

two gentlemen, members of the bar, who were 

selected by the President to execute the order of 

However improper, however absurd 

the undertaking may have been, it was not for 

them to determine that they would not carry into 

effect the deliberate order of both Houses of 

Congress. 

The gentleman from New York must be aware 
that the laws of this District are very peculiar. 
He supposes it is only necessary to codify the 
statutes of the United States, but I suggest to 
gentleman from New York that many of the the 
British statutes are the laws of this District in | 
consequence of their adoption by the Legislature 


British Parliament have been incorporated in the 
codes of Maryland, and were reported upon by 
a learned chancellor of Maryland many years 
ago, who was charged with reporting how many 
of the old British statutes were then in existence 
in that State; and these laws have passed into 
the District. It is absolutcly necessary that the 
people of the District should understand the laws 
under which they live and by which they are 
governed, 

Mr. SIMMONS. Do [ understand the gentle- 
man to say that these codifiers have nothing at 
all to do with the common law ? 

Mr. MILLSON. Certainly not. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Nothing more than the | 
statutes! ‘hen does the gentleman think that it | 
would take six months for a couple of laborious 
lawyers to codify the statutes of any State? 

Mr. MILLSON. That has nothing to do with 
the gentleman’s amendment. The gentleman | 
proposes to reduce the compensation of $6,000 | 
provided by law to $600. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to ask the gen- | 
tleman from Virginia a question. Do I under- 
stand him correctly to say that a judge of Mary- 
land had already reported the laws of the British 
Parliament that were in force in Maryland and 
consequently in force here? 

Mr. MILLSON. Ihave said that a learned 
chancellor in Maryland, whose name I have for- 
gotten, was many years ago appointed by the 
Legislature, of Maryland to make this report. 
But I mention 
it merely for the purpose of showing that there | 
are many sources of law in this District besides | 
the statutes of Congress. These laws consist of 
the laws of Maryland, of the statutes of England 
adopted by the Legislature of Maryland, of acts 
of Congress, and of many other laws which I 
have not time, and perhaps, not the information, 
particularly to detail to the Elouse. When these | 
gentlemen have entered on the execution of their | 
duty in good faith, what right or reason is there 
to suppose that they are not discharging their 
duty as they should discharge it? 

[iere the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MILLSON, With a view of making one 
or two additional remarks upon this subject, I 
move to amend the amendment by striking out 
“$600,” and inserting “$6,500. 1 hardly sup- 
pose that my friend from New York is serious 
in proposing this amendment, or that any gentle- 


these gentlemen of the salary provided for them 
by law, and which, up to this time, they have 
I do not know that there is any just 
reasun for questioning their integrity or good 
faith in executing the work intrusted to them 
with all possible despatch. If they do not, then | 
they are liable to be removed. by the President of | 
the United States. And certainly this House 
would not, without information, without just 
grounds, sanctiof a course which, I take leave to 
say, might produce an effect which I know the 
gentleman from New York would himself very 


much regret. It might tend to impair the pro- 


should innuendoes be thrown 
out? Why should the suspicion be suggested 
that these gentlemen are not performing the work 
with that diligence which becomes them? I ask 
gentlemen to remember that professional reputa- 
tion is a delicate plant, which requires tender 
handling; and although the gentleman, I am 
‘sure, did not design it, yet these innuendoes 
might have the effect of producing much more 
extensive injury to these honorable gentlemen, 
who are employed in executing this work for 
Congress, than would even the withholding of 
the salary secured to them by the act of Con- 
gress, and by their appointment by the Presi- 
dent. 

I withdraw the amendment to the amendment. 

The question was taken on Mr. Simmons’s 
amendment; and it was not agreed to. 


Mr. PHELPS. I offer the following amend- 
ment to come in after the word “ dollars:”” 

And for the payment of the commissioners appointed by 
the Board of Aldermen and Common Council of the cities 
of Washington and Georgetown, and by the levy court 
of the county of Washington, in pursuance of the act en- 
titled * An act to improve the laws of the Distriet of Colum- 
bia, and to codify the same,” the sum of $12,000; to be ap 
propriated among the said commissioners in such manner 
as the President may direct. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I make the point of 
order that that amendment is the same as the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, which has been voted down. 

Mr. PHELPS. No, sir; it differs from it. I 
heard the amendment of the gentleman from Vir- 
giniaread. This one, which I have just draughted 
at my desk, appropriates the same amount of 
money, but is a dificrent amendment. — 

Mr. HOUSTON. In relation to this amend- 
ment, I understand that the President has a right 
to determine the matter himself. J think the gen- 
tleman had better modify it so as to leave that 
sort of discretion in the President. 

Mr. PHELPS. I accept the modification sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Alabama. 4 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is rather in- 
clined to think that the point of order of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky is not well taken. The 
amendment, although in substance the same as 
that of the gentleman from Virginia, differs. in 
form, and it may be that the House rejected the 
other on account of its form. 

Mr. PHELPS. Insert in my amendment the 
word “or so much thereof as may be necessary,” 
so thatit will not be compulsory on the President 
to pay this $12,000. I desire to make an expla- 
nation, if necessary, to the amendment which I 
have proposed. I believe it is right to make an 
appropriation for the payment of these commis- 
sioners. The act of Congress to which I have 
alluded provides for the appointment, by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, of ‘two persons, learned 
and skilled in the law, whose duty it shall be to 
codify the laws of this District.” It then provides 
that the Board of Aldermenand Commen Coun- 
cil of the city shall appoint five commissioners; 
that the Board of Aldermen and Common Coun- 
cil of the city of Georgetown shall appoint two 
commissioners, and that the levy court of the 
city of Washington shall appoint one commis- 
sioner, who shall advise and consult with these 
gentlemen, learned in the law, in respect to the 
codification of these laws. The act furthermore 
provides how many of these commissioners shall 
constitute a board, for the purpose of agreeing on 
these laws; and it then provides that the persons 
who may compose said board, or such of them 
as may act on the same, shall be paid out of the 
Treasury of the United States, a reasonable com- 
pensation for their services, according to the time 
employed by them respectively on the same. 

Now thesalary ofthe two commissioners learned 
in the law, is specified in the bill as $3,000 each; 
but there is no provision made by law for the 
compensation of those persons appointed by the 
municipal authorities of the two cities, and of the 
county of Washington. These gentlemen, as I 
am informed, have been engaged for more thana 
year past in the performance of the services re- 
quired of them by this act. Itis, therefore, for- 
the purpose of compensating them for the time 
they have been employed, and also for a reason- 
able compensation to be made to them for the time 
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they may be hereafter employed, that I offer this 


1 

ameridment. ; 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. How many commis- |! 
sioners have been employed, and for what time ? 

Mr. PHELPS. The provision is that eight 
may be employed. fam not prepared to tell the 
gentleman how many have been employed, or the | 

eriods of time which they have been respect- 
ively employed. Tam not in possession of the 
information. 

Mr. LETCHER. As I understand it, these 
appointees of the city of Washington, of the city |; 
of Georgetown, and of the Washington levy court, 
have attended pretty constantly to the manage- 
ment of this business. But, at the same time, 
there has not always been a full board in attend- 
ance, and it is proposed that they shall only be 
allowed compensation for such time as they have 
been actually employed. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I do not know who 
those men are. Ido not know one of them. I 
do not know who the codifiers ave, but I am 
opposed to the principle sought to be established | 
by the amendment of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, As I understand the law, those persons 
constitute a board of review, before whom the 
codifiers are to lay their work. ‘l’hey are to look 
over it, and either approve or disapprove it. 
That I understand is the system under which 
you started out. You are now requested to make 
an appropriation of $12,000, to pay those eight 
men. How? Notatany stipulated rate of wages 
—not at any regular fixed salary—but you are 
to place this $12,060 in the hands of the Presi- 
dent, to pay out in such sums as he in his discre- 
tion may think they deserve. Well, sir, 1 have 
very high confidence in the President, but 1 think 
it is hardly wise to place this appropriation of 
$12,000 in’ the hands of the President, which he 
is to pay out to those men in such sums as he 
may think proper, for such time as they may see 
fit to occupy in the discharge of this duty. 

Now, sir, I have this to say to the committee: 
I perceive, by the law, that the parties that are 
employed in this service have gone into it under 
the promise that they shall be paid. Iam not at || 
all indisposed to make the appropriation for their 
compensation, whenever they shall submit their 
accounts to the proper tribunal. Let them pre- 
sent their accounts here, and let them go to the 
Committee of Claims, and let them be paid like 
any other accounts that have not been provided 
for; and let the Committee of Claims reporta bill 
appropriating a specific sum. Let these men 
bring in their accounts, specifying how much 
service they have rendered, and what they charge 
for the time they have been employed. That is 
the course which should be pursued, and not 
make it the duty of the President to apply to 
these men, and chaffer with them about their time 
and about their services. 

Mr. LETCHER. I propose to amend the 
amendment by increasing the appropriation to 
$12,500. Mr. Chairman, this is a most remark- 
able case, it scems to me, and the gentleman from 
Kentucky argues it in a most remarkable way. 
Here is a plain law upon your statute-book, | 
passed by the Congress of the United States, 
prescribing the mode in which this work should 
be done, and the number of persons who shoule 
be employed, declaring, at the same time, that 
hey shall receive a reasonable compensation for 
their services, at a rate to be hereafter fixed. | 
Now, what does the gentleman from Kentucky i 
want to do? He says he knows nothing as to 
the construction of this board. Well, sir, | know 
nothing of the persons who constitute this board. 
J do not know who they are, with the exception | 
of two af them. But I know this, that they were |; 
constituted by a party that is opposed to me— 
hat is opposed to the party to which I belong, |: 
and opposed to the President. i 

Mr, CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I rise to a ques- |) 
tion of order. I cannot sce the pertinency of the || 
gentleman’s remarks to the amendment which is | 
to increase the appropriation $900. | p 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is inclined to | 
sustain the point of order. ; 

Mr. LETCHER. I merely desire to advert to ; 
the appointment of this board, and it seems to jj 
me that it is pertinent to the amendment. at 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will proceed in order. i 

Mr. LETCHER. Now, sir, the President of 


ct 


ot 


| ginia, that the President shall pay these men in 


| duty of attending to the matter of fixing the 


i ties? 


| appropriate the 


i codifiers in compicting said code. 


: the law. 


| any less time, 


; the United States had nothing upon the face of || 


gods earth to do with the appointment of these 
eople. 
i A Memper. Nobody said he had. i 

Mr.LETCHER. Did not the gentleman inquire 
who were the men the President had appointed? 
The President appointed the codifiers, but so far 
as they are concerned, we have already made 
provision for paying the President’s appointees. 
This amendment is intended to do justice to the 
board appointed by the city of Washington, the 
city of Georgetown, and the levy court of Wash- 
ington. The state of the case ig just exgctly 
this: these men have been appointed. They have 
been engaged in the discharge of their duties 
under this appointment. You have promised 
that they shall receive a reasanable compensation, 
and the question is, whether you will perform that 
obligation? 

Mr. MARSHALL. Ihave said nothing about 
the appointment of these men. I do not know 
the men. I do not know by whom they were 
appointed, nor do I care. 

Mr, CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I rise to a point | 
of order. { should like to know what this dis- 
cussion has to do with increasing the appropria- 
tion $500. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Iam not discussing the 
question of these appointments, Iam objecting 
to the proposition of the gentleman from Vir- | 


such sums as he shall see proper. 

Mr. LETCHER. Just at that point let me 
say that, if the gentleman docs not want the 
President to fix the salaries of these men, let 
somebody else fix them. Do not deprive these 
men of their salaries on that account. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Iam not indisposed to 
pay them. The law says they shall be paid a fair 
compensation; I accede to the proposition. A 
fair compensation for what? For the time they 
have served. How much time have they served, 
and what is a fair compensation for it? Let 
them present their claim for compensation, and || 
let it be settled as any other claim is settled. I 
object only to imposing on the President the 


compensation of these men. 

Mr. PHELPS. Does the gentleman from 
Kentucky desire to delay the payment of the | 
amounts of money that may be due these par- | 


j 
| 
| 


Mr. MARSHALL. No, sir. 

Mr. PHELPS. If, then, the form of my 
amendment does not meet with the gentleman’s 
approval, let him suggest a modification ofit. If 
he does not think the sum of money thus limited 
the proper one, let him suggest another sum. I 
am not wedded to my amendment; my sole object 
is to pay these men for their services. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Let these men bring for- 
ward their claim as others do, and then we can 
amount due them. 

Mr. LETCHER. I withdraw my amend- į 
mentso as to give a,chance, under the gentleman’s 
suggestion, to send this claim, as he calls it, up 
to the Court of Claims. 

The question was taken on Mr. PHELps’s 
amendment; and it was disagreed to. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. 
amendment: 


Provided, That the sum hereby appropriated shall be 
aceepted as full compensation for the services of said | 


I offer the following 


Mr. LETCHER. That, in fact, is a repeal of | 


Mr. MILLSON. [rise to a question of order. 
The amendment is a limitation of an existing 
law, and, as it changes existing law, I hold that | 
it is not in order. : 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the | 
point of order for the reason assigned a few mo- | 
ments ago: it does notappear whether this appro- | 
priation is intended in fuil for a year ‘s salary, or į 


i 
| 
Mr. MARSHALL. I do not propose, by the | 
amendment, to alter the appropriation to the codi- 
fiers. We are making appropriations for the | 
legislative, judicial, and executive expenses of | 
the Government for the year ending the 30th of 


| June, 1857, and I propose to attach to it the pro- į 


viso, that the appropriation, in this instance, shall 


be in full for the services of these parties; mean- | 


ing, thereby, that this code mugt be completed 
before the Ist of July, 1857. wee 
_ Mr. LETCHER. ` Suppose the code is not fin~ 
ished by that time? 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
fastened on us forever. 

Mr.LETCHER. Whatis the gentleman going 
to do if the code is not finished in the time speci 
fied? Resides, the amendment does not apply to 
the case which the gentleman has been debating. 
It applies „altogether .to another class—to -the 
President’s appointees. 

The question was put; and on a division there 
were—ayes 44, noes 24. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. [ call for tellers, ; 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cumpack 
and Evans were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes ninety-three, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PHELPS. I desire to offeran amendment 
to the provision for the Court of Claims. I call 
the attention of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Giıppinas,] the chairman of the Committee of 
Claims, to the subject. By an act recently passed, 
if I am not mistaken, there was an assistant soli- 
citor provided for the Court of Claims. I do not 
recollect what was the salary fixed, but I desire 
to amend so that this appropriation will embrace 
that salary. Say that the appropriation be in- 


I do not want this board 


| creased $3,000. There will only be paid what is 


necessary for the payment of the salary of the 
assistant solicitor. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. The increased expenditure 
provided for by the bill, to which the gentleman 
refers, is $5,500. ‘ i 

Mr. PHELPS. Then, sir, I move to amend 
the clause under consideration by inserting the 
words, “ assistant solicitor;’’ change ‘‘clerlt”’ to 
+ clerks,” and increase the appropriation $5,500; 
so as to make it read: : 

For salaries of three judges of the Court of Claims, the 
solicitor, assistant solicitor, clerk, and assistant clerks, and 
messenger thereot, $25,300. 

The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. GREENWOOD. I move to strike out 
the clause under consideration, and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

That the act to establish a court for the investigation 
of claims against the United States, approved February 21, ° 


1855, be, and the same is hereby, repeated. oe 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, I raise the,ques- 
tion that the amendment is not in order, as it 
proposes to repeal the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I hope the gentleman 
will not insist upon his point. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. _I must insist upon it. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Well, I desire to mani- 
fest my opposition to that court upon every suit- 
able occasion. z 


The following clause being under considera- 
tion: 

For defraying the expenses of the supreme, circuit, and 
dixtrict courts of the United States, including the District 
ot Columbia ; also for jurors and witnesses, in aid of the 
funds arising from fines, penalties, and forfeitures incurred 
in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1857, and previous years 5 
and likewise for defraying the expenses of suits in which 


| the United States are concerned, and of prosecutions for 


offenses committed against the United States, and for the 
sufe-keeping of prisoners, $600,000— 


Mr. GROW offered the following amendment: 


Provided, however, That no part of the money hereby 
appropriated shall be expended for prosecuting or detaining 
any person or persons charged with treason or any other 
political offense in the Territory of Kansas. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. [raise a question 
of order upon that amendment. That amend- 
ment has already been carried into that bill; and 
therefore it is not in order now. 

Mr.GROW. Theamendmentherctofore adopt- 
ed is of no sort of use to meet the object for 
which this amendment is offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is another case 


i where the Chair thinks the point of order well 


taken; but the committee, on yesterday, in a sims 
ilar case, came to a different conclusion; and, in 
conformity to that decision of the committee, the 
Chair will rule that the point of order is not well 
taken. 

Mr. PHELPS. I appeal from the decision of 
the Chair; and upon that I call for tellers. 
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‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Lerrer and 
Puerrs were appointed. ; 

The House was divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 63, noes 51. No quorum voting, 
the roll was accordingly called, and the following 
gentlemen failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. Ball, Barelay, Bell, Bingham, Bowie, Brooks, 
Broom, Burlingame, Burnett, Carlile, Caskie, Childs, Bay- 
ard-Clarke, Rowell Cobb, Cox, Cragin, Craige, Cullen; Da- 
vidson, Day, Denver, De Witt, Dickson, Dunn, Edie, Ed- 
mundson, Edwards, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Augustus 
Hall, Robert B. Hatl,J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Har- 
ris, Herbert, Hickman, Hoffman, Holloway, J. Glancy Jones, 
Lake, Lindley, MeMullin, McQueen, Meacham, Mordecai 
Oliver, Packer, Paine, Peck, Perry, Powell, Ricaud, Rich- 
ardson, Rust, Sage, Scott, Samuel A. Smith, William R. | 
Smith, Stephens, Talbott, Vail, Walker, Wells, Wheeler, 
Daniel B. Wright, and Zollicofter. 

The committee then rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, Mr. Haven reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had had under consideration the state 
of the Union generally, and particularly House 
bill No. 202; and finding itself without a quorum, 
the roll had been called, and the committee had 
directed him to report to the House the names of 
the absentees, 5 

One hundred and sixty-five members having 
answered to their names, the Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union resumed its | 
session, (Mr. Haven in the chair.) 

The question being, “ Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment-of the committee?’ 
the tellers resumed their places; and the House 
having divided, the tellers reported—ayes seventy - 
six, noes not counted. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Before the question be ; 
taken on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, I would like to propose an amend- 
mentfrom the Committee of Ways and Means, 

Mr.GROW. 1 yield the floor with the under- 
standing that I am to have it afterwards. 


Mr, CAMPBELL. Of course. I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment: _ 

In line nine hundred and sixteen, strike out ¢4800,000,” 
and insort  $1,060,000;” so as to make the clause read as 
follows : : 

For defraying the expenses of the supreme, circuit, and 
district courts of the United States, including the District of 
Columbia ; also for jurors and witnesses, in aid of the funds 
arising from fines, penalties, and forfeitures incurred in the 
fiscal year ending June 39, 1857, and previous years; and 
likewise tor detraying the expeuses of suits in which the 
United States are concerned, aud of prosecutions for offenses 
committed against the United States, and for the saté-keep- 
ing of prisoners, $1,000,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. Grow’s amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GROW. f have one word to say in ex- 
planation of the amendment. I do not propose 
to consume much of the time of the House. ‘Lhe 
bil appropriates moncy for the prosecution of 
offenses against tie Government of the United 
States. [propose by my proviso, that none of 
the moncy shall be used for prosecuting men in | 
the Territory of Kansas for treason against the 
United States. [t simply limits the appropriation 
so far as the Territory of Kansas is concerned; 
but it affects in no way whatever appropriations 
for other purposes; and when we stop this appro- 
priation for prosecutions the prosecutions them- 
selves will cease. 

Mr. PHELPS. I oppose the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I like an 
open, manly way of meeting the question. The | 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is designed to have the effect of declaring that the 
law punishing persons for treason shail not be 
enforced in the Territory of Kansas. Now, l 
ask him, if he desires to accomplish that purpose, 
to present an amendment here which will call | 
upon the House to declare that the laws of the |! 
United States punishing persons for treason shall 
not be enforced within the Territory of Kansas. 
That is the fair and manly way of mecting the 
question, The object which the gentleman wants 
to accomplish is that persons may be guilty of i 
treason in the Territory of Kansas, and yet shall | 
not be proseeuted for it in any judicial tribunal ij 
of the land. In other words, he is offering a | 
reward and premium for traitors in that country. | 

Mr. STANTON. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by adding the words: “ Or for any pros- 
ecution that has been heretofore instituted or car- | 
ried on.” I desire to say that, as I understand Í 


| I will not vote one dollar to pay the expenses of 


all the incidental expenses attending the pros- 


ecutions in Kansas must be paid—the prosecu- 


tions instituted, and the processes in the hands 
of Mr. Marshal Donaldson, under which Law- 
rence was sacked, and the army marched there 
for the purpose of arresting supposed criminals. 

Mr. PHELPS. Will the gentleman allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. STANTON. Ido not yield to the gentle- 
man. I trust that this-House docs not intend to 
give its sanction to the proceedings that have been 
cared on in that Territory. I trust they will 
not authorize the payment of the posse comitatus 
called out by the marshal of that Territory, not 
to carry out any valid laws, but to act upona 
foray, for the purpose of putting down the Abo- 
litionists; for the purpose of destroying the town 
of Lawrence, and crushing out the free-State set- 
tlers. That was the object; and I understand the 
effect of this amendment to be, to settle, upon the 
part of the House, whether we are to pay outof 
the public Treasury those who were engaged in 
that nefarious work? So far as I am concerned, 


fillibuster or marauding expeditions. 

Mr. KEITT. If {understand the effect of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. Grow,] or that of the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Sranron,] it is, that no criminal prosecu- 
tion shall be carried on in the Territory of Kan- 
sas, for any crime whatever, at the expense of 
the United States. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, as I understand it, enlarges 
the operation of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, so that under it no prosecu- 
tion can be carried on in Kansas for the crime 
of murder, arson, burglary, or any other crime 
whatever. It prohibits all judicial proceedings 
whatsoever in Iansas Territory. What is the 
condition of things upon which we are called 
to legislate? A law was passed in 1854, organ- 
izing the Territory of Kansas. Under that or- 
ganie act, laws have been passed by the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of the Territory. It is charged | 
that those laws have been violated; and what is 
this House called to do? It is to determine in 
advance, independent of, and it may be against, 
the judicial tribunals of the Territory, that these 
laws have not been violated, and to withdraw 
from those judicial tribunals all cognizance which 
they have over persons thus charged with the vio- 
lation of law. Itis asking that this legislative 
tribunal shall constitute itself a judicial tribunal. 
It is asking this House to determine whether or 
not the execution of the laws has been resisted 
—whether or not war has been levied against the 
United States authorities in Kansas. If war has 
been levied against the United States authorities, 
as is charged, then these parties are guilty of 
treason; and | ask whether the question should 
not be determined by the judicial tribunals of the 
country exclusively ? i 

Do you propose to carry the political power of | 
this Elouse to such an extentas to sereen crime? 
My friend from Missouri [Mr. Purvps] has cor- 
rectly said that the object of this amendment is 
indirectly to wipe out all the legislation of the | 
Territory, and to redress the alleged wrongs of j 
the people of that Territory by launching them 
into anarchy, What do you propose by this 
amendment, if you do not propose that? Do 
you propose, by the action of party here, to screen | 
men who have committed treason? Here are 
your judicial tribunals. Are they so corrupt that 
you cannot trust them? You have acknowledged | 
your belief in the guilt of these men by under- | 
taking to declare in advance that they were not 
guilty. Do you mean to say that the judiciary 
of that Territory is so unreliable that it has been | 
prostituted to base purposes? If you do not | 


| mean to say that, whatdo you mean? You mean 


no more and no less than to say that, if your! 


| free-State men have been guilty of violation of || 
i law, if they have been guilty of treason, you | 


will interpose your party power to screen them į 
from the hangman’s rope. | 

Mr. Sranron’s amendment to the amendment | 
having been modified, was reported, as follows: 


And for any prosecutions that have heretofore been iusti- H 
tuted for political offenses. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I merely wish to | 
ask the gentleman from Ohio to inform me to | 


the United States political offenses belong? ~~ 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

The question now being on Mr. Sranron’s 
amendment to the amendment, 

Mr. LEITER called for tellers, b 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Kert and 
Ga.Loway were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 69, noes 59. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. Grow’s amendment, as amended, was 
then adopted. $ 


Mr. TAYLOR. I offer the following amend- 
ment: f Sly 

Lor the marshal of the eastern district of Louisiana, 
for the repairs of furniture, and for furniture supplied for 
the court-room and offices of the United States for the 
eastern district of Louisiana, rendered necessary in cons 
quence of the removal of the said courts from the Muni 
pal Hall, in the first district of New Orleans, the sum of 
$362 60: Provided, That the vouchers shall be submitted 
to the Secretary of the Interior, and the expenditures ap- 
proved by bim. 

Mr. LETCHER. It seems to me that this is 
a private claim; vouchers are to be presented, 
&c., and I hold that it is not in order. 

Mr. TAYLOR. The amendment is in order 
under the rules, and so the gentleman will be 
assured, if he will turn to them.. 

The CHAIRMAN. On looking at the amend- 
ment, the Chair is of the opinion that it is notin 
‘order. i S 

Mr. TAYLOR. I think that it is in order 
under the 8ist rule, The object of the amend- 
ment comes under the head of “contingencies,” 
uader the head of “judicial expenses.” 

Mr. PHELPS. The contingencies under the 
head of judicial expenses, are paid out of the 


| preceding appropriations, when they arc author- 


ized by law. If the expenditure proposed is not 


| authorized by law, then it is not a contingency. 


Mr. TAYLOR. I take an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

The question was taken; and the decision of 
the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. BALL. Iam instructed by the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds to offer the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

For arrearages due Baley Brown, keeper of the upper 
Eastern Branch bridge, for expenses incurred in the ycars 


1853 and 3854, in the purchase of fuel and oil, and in the 
repairs of lamps, $100. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PENNINGTON. I offer as an amend- 


| ment the following additional section to the bill: 


Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That the first section of 
the act entitled “ An actto remodel the diplomatie and con- 
sular system of the United States,” passed March l, 1855, 
shall be so construed as that the annual compensations paid 
for the diplomatic representatives of the United States, at 
the several countries therein enumerated, shall be the same 
as therein specified therefor respectively, whether such 
representatives shal Ibe of the grades existing at the time 
of the passage of the bill, or of a superior grade, and that 
such compensation commence from the ist day of July, 
1855, as the period designated in said act. 

The object of this amendment 1s to give a con- 
struction to.the first section of an act passed by 
the last Congress in 1855. It proposes no appro- 
priation, but authorizes the Secretary of the Treas- 


| ury to apply money already appropriated to the 


payment of the salaries of the ministers resident 
at the various foreign posts to which they have 
been assigned. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would inquire of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Forcign Affairs whether 
the persons who are to be benefited by his amend- 
ment were nominated to, and confirmed by, the 
Senate after the passage of that law? 

Mr. PENNINGTON. No, they were not. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My understanding is, that 
the consular bill of last session required that 
the representatives of this Government abroad 
should be nominated to, and confirmed by, the 
Senate, before they could avail themselves of the 
increased salary provided for in the bill, Is that 
correct? 

Mr. PENNINGTON. Iwill state briefly what 
the provisions of that bill are in the particulars 
referred to. The first section directs the President 
of the United States to appoint full ministers 
plenipotentiary and envoys extraordinary, at 
all the places where this Government have dip- 
lomatic representatives. Prior to the passage 
of the act, (March 1, 1855,) he had already 


1856. 
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appointed to many of those places ministers resi- 
dent simply, and to others, full ministers. No 
change has been made by the Administration in 
those appointments as to the grades of the repre- 
sentatives. ‘They remain precisely at the grades 
they held when the act was passed. The object 
of this amendment is simply to apply the appro- 

riation already made to the payment of the 
salaries of those officers, giving the same pay as 
fixed by the bill of March 1, 1855, though not 
appointed to the grades contemplated by the bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. . Upon what principle is it 
that the Ist of July, 1855, is named in the amend- 
mente 

Mr. PENNINGTON. Because the bill of 
March 1, 1855, took effect upon that day as to 
the compensation allowed by it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My understanding ig, that 
that bill does not affect any foreign ministers or 
representatives, unless they have been nominated 
to, and confirmed by, the Senate, after it was 

assed and became a law. This amendment is 
intended to bring them within the influence, and 
give them the benefits of the provisions of that 
bill. j 

Mr. PENNINGTON. Just so; and that is 
perfectly right. That is exactly what I mean. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 will read the 
clause of the bill to which gentlemen refer: 

«That from and after the 30th of June next, the President 
of the United States shall, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, appoint representatives of the grade of 
envoy extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to for- 
eign countries, who shall receive for their services a com- 
pensation not to exceed the amount herein specified to 
each”? 

Now, the bill provides that, after the 30th of 
June, 1855, all of our diplomatic representatives 
shall be of the grade of ministers plenipotentiary 
and envoys extraordinary. But the construction 
given to itat the State Department and by the 
President was that this compensation could not 
be paid, under the law, to any one who held the 
rank of resident minister at the time of the pas- 
sage of the act, until he should be renominated 
to, and confirmed by, the Senate as minister plen- 
ipotentiary and envoy extraordinary. 

The President, I believe, has not renominated 
the resident ministers as ministers plenipoten- 
tiary and envoys extraordinary; consequently, 
those who at the passage of the act held the rank 
of ministers resident, are still to receive, where 
they are not otherwise specially provided for, the 
former compensation as chargé d’affaires, $4,500. 

The provision offered by the gentleman from 
New Jersey provides that those who have held 
the rank of resident minister since the 30th of 
June, 1855, and who have not been renominated 
and confirmed as minister plenipotentiary and 
envoy extraordinary shall receive the salaries 
severally specified to the different courts in this 


act. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. The gentleman from 
Tennessee states the facts correctly. I have 
nothing to add. I hope the amendment may be 
adopted. ` ; 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I now move that the bill 
be laid aside to be reported to the House, and 
that the committee proceed to the consideration 
of a bill (H. R. No. 201,) making appropriations 
for certain civil expenses of the Government for 
the year ending June 30, 1857. 

Mr. PHELPS. I object to that course, for the 
reason that the House is as full now as it will be. 
I think we had better report the bill to the House, 
and act upon the amendments immediately. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. . 


The committee accordingly proceeded to the 
consideration of a bill (H. R. No. 201) making 
appropriations for certain civil expenses of the 
Government, for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1837. 

By unanimous consent the first reading of the 
bill was dispensed with, and the Clerk proceeded 
to read the bill by paragraphs for amendment. 

Pending the reading, p 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. j 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 


id 


iin the Committee of the Whole on the state of 


| leman from Ohio moves a substitute for the 


| that the substitute is in contravention of the rules 


——= 


resumed the chair, Mr. Haven reported that. 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had had under consideration the state of 
the Union generally, and particularly House bill 
(No. 202) making appropriations for the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of Gov- 
ernment, for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1857, and had directed him to report the same 
with various amendments, and with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass; and that it had also 
had under consideration House bill (No. 201) 
making appropriations for certain civil expenses 
of the Government for the year ending 30th @gne, 
1857, and had made some progress therein. 


MISSISSIPPI LAND BILL. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. The bill which passed 
the House this morning, granting donations of 
public lands to aid in the construction of railroads 
in Mississippi, was improperly engrossed. No 
blame, however, can be attached to the Clerk. [ 
wish to have the bill recalled from the Senate, in 
order that it may be properly engrossed as passed. 

Mr. LETCHER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. It is for the correction of 
an error in the proceedings of the House, which 
is a privileged question. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, It is a mere error in the 
engrossment. | wish to have the bill engrossed 
as it was passed. 

Mr. LETCHER. What is the error in it? 

Mr. BARKSDALE. One road has been 
omitted. 

Mr. LETCHER. I desire to call the attention 
of the House to the fact, that the bill has been 

assed here without its being printed. Nobody 

ere knew anything about it. It has been forced 
through under the operation of the previous ques- 
tion, and has been carried to the Senate in that 
way. Hence the blunder. With these remarks 
I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. The bill passed precisely 
as it was read from the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. LETCHER. I withdraw my objection, 
but I want the country to understand how it is 
that these bills are forced through the House. 

There being no objection, it was ordered that 
the Clerk be directed to request the Senate to re- 
turn bill of the House No. 553, so as to enable 
the Clerk to correct a clerical error in its engross- 
ment, 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL 
APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House then proceeded to consider the bill 
making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of Government for the 
year ending June 30, 1857, reported from the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
with sundry amendments. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, offered a substitute 
forsaid billembracing all the amendments adopted 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, with the exception of the provisoes in 
relation to Kansas affairs, and addressed the | 
House in favor of the substitute. His speech is, | 
at his request, witbheld for revision, and will | 
appear in the Appendix, 

Mr. C. concluded by moving the previous ques- | 
tion. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I make the; 
point of order on the substitute that, by the rules | 
of the House, propos s involving appropria- 
tions of money must have their first consideration 


the Union. The appropriation bill before the 
House was referred to that committee and re- 
ported back with sundry amendments. The gen- 


entire bill and amendments. The substitute has 
never been considered in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and as it makes ! 
large appropriations I hold that it is notin order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 


of the House, inasmuch &s it involves an appro- | 
priation. and has not been considered in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I withdraw the call for 
the previous question, and I offer an amendment 
giving $300 extra pay to the sergeants-at-arms, 
clerks, and reporter of the Kansas investigating 


committee. 


{ 


— J now renew the call for the previous question. 


The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put. meee 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
the Clerk will read the amendments, and those on 
which a separate vote is not asked, will be voted 
on én masse. i i 

There was no objection, and the amendment 
of the Committee of the Whole on thè state: of 
the Union, with the exception of those reported 
below, were agreed to en masse. ; 

The Clerk reported the following amendment: 

At the end of the words: “ For salaries of the two com- 


missioners to codify laws of the District of Columbia, 
$6,000,” add as follows : 


Provided, The sum hereby appropriated shall be accept- 
ed as full compensation for the services of said codifiers 
in completing said code. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. It has been suggested 
to me that the original Jaw limits the time of this 
board, arid, therefore, obviates the necessity, of 
my amendment. I desire that it be voted down. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was disagreed to. 


Mr. SNEED. As itis now four o’clock, and 
we are to have an evening session, I move that 
the rules be suspended, and that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, with the view, when in 
committee, of moving a recess. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


The. House then proceeded to consider the 
following amendment to an amendment of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, upon which a separate vote had been 
asked: 

For extra compensation to the clerks, sergeants-at- 
arms, and reporter of the Kansas investigating committee 
$300 cach, $2,400. : 

Mr. SNEED. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was then agreed to. 


The question then recurring upon the amend- 
ment as amended, being an amendment pro- 
viding for the contingent expenses of the House 
of Representatives. : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

en amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 


he House proceeded to consider the following 
amendment, upon which a separate vote. had 
been asked: : 


Add to tke appropriations for the territorial expenses of 
Kansas the following g 

Provided, That'no part of the moneys appropriated by 
this act shall be drawn trom the Treasury until an aet shall 
have passed both branches of Congress, and received the 
approval of the President of the United States; for the 
pacification of the troubles in Kansas, which shall, amongst 
others, contain a provision restoring the restriction against 
slavery, as to both Kansas and Nebraska, in substance or 
in fact, as the same was enacted hy the eighth section of 
the act admitting Missouri into the Union as a State, ap- 
proved March 6, 1820, i 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. JI demand the 


yeas and nays upon that amendment, 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 45, nays 110; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Ball, Barbour, Henry Bennett, Billing- 
hurst, Brenton, Buflinton, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, 
Comins, Cumback, Damrell, Dean, Dodd, Duun, Emrie, 
Viagler, Galloway, Granger, Holloway, Kelsey, Knapp, 
Knowlton, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Morgan, Morrill, 
Moti, Andrew Oliver, Perry, Pike, Robbins, Sapp, Sher- 
man, Spinner, Stanton, ‘Tappan, Wade, Walbridge, Cad- 
waldder C. Washbume, Elihu B. Washbarme, Watson, 


| Wood, and Woodrufl—45. 


NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Hendley 8. Bennett, 
Benson, Bisbop, Bliss, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Bradshaw, 
Branch, Brooks, Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, Jolin P, 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, Chiginan, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Covode, Crawford, Henry Winter 
Davis, Dick, Dowdell, Durfee, Edmundson, Bitiott, English, 
Eustis, Faulkner, florence, Foster Giddings, Goode, Green- 
wood, Grow, Harlan, Haven, Hickman, Valentine B. Hor- 
ton, Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, 
Kelly, Kidwell, King, Knight, Knox, Kunkel, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Max- 
well, MeMullin, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Millward, Moore, Murray, Norton, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, 
Pennington, Pettit, Phelps, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, 
Quitman, Reade, Richardson, Ritchie, Rivers, Roberts, 
Ruffin, Rust, Sabin, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, 
Simmons, William Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Stranahan, 
Swope, Taylor, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Under- 
wood, Valk, Warmer, Israel Washbum, Watkins, Wells, 
Whitey, Wiliams, Winslow, Woodworth, Daniel B. 
Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—i1@. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 
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Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, stated that he 
had paired off with Mr. STEPHENS. i 

Mr. DENVER stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Day. : 

Mr. EVANS stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Haut, of Massachusetts. 

: Mr. HORTON, of New York, stated that he 
had paired off with Mr. Ricavo. 

Mr.-NICHOLS stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. BURNETT. 

Mr. SNEED stated that Mr. Purysar had 
paired off with Mr. Howarn, upon all general 
questions during the day. 

Mr. SAGE stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Tuuver, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. THORINGTON stated that he had paired 
off with Mr. Conn, of Georgia. 

Mr. TRIPPE stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Wetcu. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE stated that Mr. WALDRON 
had paired off with Mr. Vath. 

Mr. WALKER stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Mace. 

Mr. BARKSDALE stated that he had paired 
off with Mr. Wakeman. 

Mr. PRINGLE stated that Mr. Dick had 
paired off with Mr. Smirn, of Tennessee; and 
that Mr. Enwarps had paired off with Mr. Da- 
VIDSON. 

The House then proceeded to consider the fol- 
lowing amendment, as a proviso to the appropri- 
ations for Kansas, on which a separate vote had 
been asked: 


Provided, That the money hereby appropriated shall not 
be drawn from the ‘treasury, or any part thercof, and the 
same, or any part thereof, shall not be paid out of any other 
appropriation made by Cuugress, until all criminal prosecu- 
tions now pending in any court of the ‘Territory of Kansas, 
against any person or persons charged with treason against 
the United States, and all criminal prosecutions by inform- 
ation or indictment against any person or persons, for any 
alleged violation or disregard of the professed laws of a 
body of men who assembled at the Shawnee Mission in 
said ‘Territory, claiming to be the Legistative Assembty of 
the said Territory, shall be dismissed by the court; and 
every person who is, or may be, restrained of his liberty by 
reason of such prosecution or prosecutions, sball be released 
from confinement. 


The yeas and nays were called for, and ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the aflirmative—yeas 84, nays 69; as follows: 


YEAS -— Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Nik 
elay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buthnton, James JI. Campbell, Chaffee, 
Bara Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, 
Cumback, Damrell, Dean, Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Emvie, 
Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Hol- 
Joway, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Kuowlton, 
Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Milter, 
Miliward, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Peunington, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, 
Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, 
Tappan, Todd, Wade, Walbridge, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
burne, Elihu B. Washbarne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth--84, 

NAYS — Messrs, Aiken, Bocock, Bowie, Branch, Cad- 
walader, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caskic, Clingman, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Crawford, Uenry Winter Davis, 
Dowdell, Dunn, Eliowt, Euglish, Bustis, Faulkner, Flor- 
ence, Foster, Goode, Greenwood, Haven, Hickman, Val- 
entine B. Horton, Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Humphrey 
Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, Smith 
Milter, Millson, Moore, Phelps, Porter, Quitman, Reade, 
Richardson, Rivers, Ruilin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Sew- 
ard, Shorter, William Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Swope, 
Taylor, Thurston, Tyson, Underwood, Valk, Warmer, 


Watkins, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, | 


John V. Wright, and Zollicotter—69, 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. MEACHAM stated that he had paired of 
with Mr. Orr. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, stated that, owing 
to severe indisposition, he was absent from the 


Hall when his name was called; otherwise, he i; 


would have voted “ no,” 


The House then proceeded to consider the fol- |} 


lowing proviso to the Kansas appropriations, on 
which a separate vote had been asked: 


„Provided nevertheless, And the appropriations for said Ter- 
Mtory of Kansas arc made upon these expr 


to act asa part of the posse comitatus, or for treason, or for 


taking part, as oficer or otherwise, iu any legal or illegal | 


election therein, or for other political crimes or offenses, 
shall be suspended unti) Congr 
the validity of the alleged Legislative Assembly of said Ter- 
ritory; and until such time all persons now in custody for 
such offenses shall be discharged from custody; and until 


mich time no one shall be charged with such crime or ot 
ense, 


ss conditions, Í 
that all prosecutions pending in said Territory for refusing | 
5 y g 


shal have passed upon į 


i 
F 


i 
| 


ii 
i 


Mr. PHELPS. Irise to a question of order. 
I desire to know whether there are any commu- {| 
nications on the Speaker’s table from gentlemen | 
resigning their seats in the House? Judging from 
the number of vacant seats I suppose there are. 

Mr. SHERMAN offered to withdraw his 
amendment. : 

Mr. PHELPS. I object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I move to lay the 
amendment on the table. l 
Several MemseRs. The gentleman cannot do 
th : 
: . BARKSDALE. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, I ask the gentleman to | 
withdraw that motion and let the bill be sent to 
the Senate this evening, so that we may go into | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and have general discussion to-night. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Do I understand that the 
gentleman will move to go into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes. i 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. KNOX. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question was taken on the amendment; 
and it was decided in the negative—yeas 39, nays | 
111; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Barbour, Henry Bennett, Bishop, Buffin- 
ton, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cum- 
back, Damretl, Dean, Dodd, Emrie, Flagler, Granger, 
Hughston, Kelsey, Knapp, Knowlton, Leiter, Matteson, 
Morgan, Mott, Murray, Andrew Oliver, Pennington, Perry, 
Pike, Pringle, Robbins, Sapp, Spinner, Stauton, ‘Tappan, | 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Wasliburne, Watson, 
and Woodrufi—39. 

NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Barclay, Hendley 8. 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bliss, Bocock, Bowie, Brad- 
shaw, Branch, Brenton, Cadwalader, James H, Campbell, | 
John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caskio, į 
Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Covode, Cr 
ford, Henry Winter Davis, Dick, Dowdell, Dunn, Edmund- | 
son, Blliott, English, Eustis, Florence, Foster, Giddings, 
Goode, Greenwood, Grow, Harlan, ‘Thomas Ja. Harris, 
Haven, Hickman, Holloway, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, | 
King, Knight, Knox, Kunkel, Letcher, Lumpkin, Numpbrey | 
Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, McCarty, Millian ! 
Miller, Smith Miller, Millson, Millward, Moore, Morrill, i 
Norton, Parker, Pelton, Pettit, Phelps, Porter, Powell, | 
Purviance, Quitman, Reade, Richardson, Ritchie, Rivers, 
Roberts, Ruffin, Rust, Sabin, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, | 
Sherman, Shorter, Simmons, Willian: Smith, Sneed, Stew- 
art, Stranahan, Taylor, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, 
Underwood, Valk, Wade, Walbridge, Warner, Israel Wash- | 
burn, Watkins, Williams, Winslow, Wood, Woodworth, | 
Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicofter—111, 

So the amendment was non-concurred in. 


Pending the call of the roll, 
Mr. FAULKNER stated that he had paired ; 
off with Mr. GALLOWAY 


The next amendment on which a separate vote | 
had been asked was then reported, as follows: i 

Strike out the following clause : 

For compensation and mileage of the members of the 
Legisdative Assembly, ofheers, clerks, and contingent ex- | 
penses of the Assembly, $20,000. 

Mr. KEITT. 
adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


H 
| 
Mr. CAMPBELL called for the yeas and nays | 
on the amendment. | 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decidedin | 
the affirmative—yeas 90, nays 58; as follows: | 
YEAS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Barclay. i 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Brad- |! 
shaw, Brenton, Buflinton, James H. Campbell, Lewis D 
Campbell, Chattee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Coithx, Comins, 
Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damreh, Dean, Dick, Dodd, | 
fager, Gidding 


I move that the House do now 


Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, | 
Sabin, } 


Tappan, Thurston, Todd, Traft 
wilader C, Washburne, Filibu T 
burn, Watson, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—90. 
NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Hendley S. Bennett, Bowie 
Branch, Cadwalader, Caskie, Clingman, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Crawford, Henry Winter Davis, Dowdell, Edmund- 
son, Elliott, Fingtish, Eustis, Florence, Foster, Goode, 
Greenwood, Thomas L. Harris. Houston, George W. Jones, 
J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lampkin, | 
Humphrey Marshall, Samucl S. Marshall, Maxwell, Me- | 
Mullin, Smith Miller, Millson, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, | 
Richardson, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Sew- 
ard, Shorter, William Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Taylor, 


Tyson, Underwood, Warner, Watkins, Williams, Winslow, 
Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicotf¥er-—58. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Pending the call of the roll, 
Mr. SNEED stated that Mr. Reape was absent 
from the House in consequence of indisposition. 


The next amendment was read, as follows: 


Add to the clause for defraying the expenses of the Su- 
preme Court, &c., the following : : 

Provided, however, That no part of the money hereby 
appropriated shall be expended for prosecuting or detaining 
any person or persons charged with treason, or any oiher 
political offense in the Territory of Kansas. 


Mr. PHELPS demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 82, nays 60; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Bar- 

clay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bliss, Brud- 
shaw, Brenton, Buffinton, James H. Camphell, Chaffee, 
Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, 
Cumback, Damrell, Dean, Dick, Dodd, Dunn, Entice, 
Flagler, Giddings, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Hickman, Hol- 
loway, Valentine B. Horton, Hughston, Kelsey, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Kunkel, Matteson, McCarty, 
Killian Miller, Millward, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Penning- 
ton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Rob- 
bins, Roberts, Sabin, Sapp, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stranahan, Tappan, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Wade, Wal- 
bridge, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellinu B. Washburne, 
Isracl Washburn, Watson, Wood, and Woodworth-—82. 
” NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Hendley S. Bennett, Bishop, 
Bowie, Branch, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Williamson R. W, 
Cobb, Crawford, Henry Winter Davis, Dowdell, Edmund- 
son, English, Florence, Foster, Goode, Greenwood, Thomas 
L. Harris, Haven, Houston, George W. Jones, J. Gliney 
Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Richard- 
son, Rivers, Rufin, Rust, Sandidge, Seward, Shorter, Wil- 
liam Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Taylor, Tyson, Underwood, 
Warner, Watkins, Wiliams, Winslow, Daniel B, Wright, 
John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—60. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. CLINGMAN stated that Mr. Eustis and 
Mr. Suerman had paired off. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be 
engrossed, and read a third time; and being en- 
rossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. PHELPS demanded the yeas and nays 
upon the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. / 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 84, nays 65; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Bar- 
clay, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Bren- 
ton, Buffinton, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, 
Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Dean, Dick, Dodd, Emrie, 
Flagler, Giddings, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Hickman, Hol- 
Joway, Valentine B. Horton, Hugbston, Kelsey, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Kunkel, Leiter, Matteson, Me- 
Carty, Killian Miller, Millward, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, 
Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, 
Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sapp, Simmons, Spinner, Stan- 
appan, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, 


n, 


ton, Stranahan, 'T 
Wade, Walbridge, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Enihu B, 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Wood, and Wood- 
worth—84, 

NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Henry Bennett, 


Hendley 8. Bennett, Bowie, Branch, John P. Campbell, 
Carlile, Caskie, Clingman, Williamson R, W. Cohb, Craw- 
ford, Henry Winter Davis, Dowdell, Dunn, Edmimdson, 
Elioun, Florence, Foster, Goode, Greenwood, Thomas Le 
Harris, Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Keitt, 
Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 
S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Rivers, Ruftin, Rust, Sandidge, 
Seward, Shorter, William Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Tay- 


| lor, Underwood, Warner, Watkins, Winslow, Daniel B, 


Wright, John V, Wright, and Zollicoffer—55, 

So the bill was passed. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. CAMPBELL said: 1 desire to say, that 
Tam very much surprised to find my friends on 
the other side of the House disposed to stop the 
wheels of Government. I take the bill with all 
its enormity. [Cries of ‘ Order!’’] 

Mr. PHELPS. I am surprised to see my 
friends on the gentleman’s side of the House 
voting for appropriations which at the commence- 
ment of the session they denounced as monstrous. 
{Cries of ** ee 

Mr. COLFAX. desire to state that I vote 
for the bill, although I do not think there are 
half enough restrictions attached to it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed, and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 


table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr: CAMPBELL moved to amend the title of 
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purposes. ”? = 
The amendment was agreed to. i 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved thatthe rules | 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself | 


into the Committee of the Whole on the state of || 


the Union. 

‘The motion was agreed to. | 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union, (Mr. Brancn in the chair,) the bill 
under consideration being the bill making appro- 
priations for certain civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment, 

On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, the 
bill was laid aside, and the Navy appropriation 
bill taken up ; and then, 

On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, (at six 
o’clock,) the committee took a recess until eight 
o’clock, p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The committee resumed its session at eight 
o’clock, (Mr. Brancn in the chair,) the Navy 
appropriation bill being under consideration. 

Speeches, which willbe published in the A ppen- 
dix, were delivered by Messrs. GILBERT, READY, 
"Prarron, WALKER, ALLISON, S. S. MARSHALL, | 
ANDERSON, and SAGE. | 

The committee then rose, and the Chairman | 
reported progress. 

And then, on motion of Mr. A. K. MAR- 


SHALL, (at half past ten o’clock,) the House |i 
- adjourned until to-morrow at eleven o’clock, a. m. |! 


IN SENATE. 

Wenpnespar, August 6, 1856. i 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. | 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. f 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the | 
Senate a report from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, communicating, in obedience to an act of | 
Congress, information respecting the progress 
made in the erection of a marine lopit! at New 
Orleans, with an estimate of the appropriation 
necessary to complete the work; which was read, 
and, on motion of Mr. SLIibELL, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Secretary of War, informing the Senate thatrooms 
No. 4and 11, in the basement of the north wing 
of the Capitol extension, are so far finished as to | 
be available for temporary occupation; which was | 
read, laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 
On the motion of Mr. Cottamer, the President 
pro tempore was authorized to appropriate those 
rooms tò their proper use. 

Also, a communication from the President of | 
the United States, in answer to a resolution of 


the Senate calling for information in relation to 
any application of the Governor of the State of 
California to maintain the laws and peace of that 
State against the usurped authority of an organ- 
ization calling themselves the Committee of Vigi- 
lance in the city and county of San Francisco; | 
which, on motion of Mr. Puan, was ordered to | 
lie on the table, and be printed. i 


i 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. | 


liam Y. Hansell, William H. Underwood, and | 
the representatives of Samuel Rockwell, deceased, | 
praying for compensation for service rendered as | 
solicitors of the Cherokee nation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FESSENDEN presented a memorial of 
citizens of Maine, remonstrating against the | 
extension of Woodworth’s patent for a planing ` 
machine; which was referred to the Committee | 


on Patents and the Patent Office. i 


Mr. FISH. I am requested to present the | 
memorial of C. H. Sand, president of the Ocean : 
Steam Navigation Company, praying for a re- 


newal of their contract for carrying the mails | 


between New York and Bremen, and New York | 

and Havre. As the Committee on the Post Office | 

and Post Roads have reported on the subject, I; 

move, at the suggestion of the acting chairman of | 

that committee, that the memorial lie on the table, | 

and be printed. | 
The motion was agreed to, 


i 
| 


i 
1 
| 
1 
| 
1 
i 


i 
f 


Mr. SLIDELL presented the petition of Mary 


| F. Bailey, widow of Robert Bailey, praying for 


an increase of pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. MALLORY presented a petition of citi- 


zens of Washington, District of Columbia, pray- | 


ing thatthe pay of the marine band at head quar- 
ters may be increased; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER presented the petition of James 
‘Worden, formerly a sedan in the Navy, pray- 
ing to beallowed back pay and a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. @ 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 542) to enlarge the rights 
and privileges of the Alexandria Canal Company, 
and to give the assent of the United States to the 
provisions of an act of Assembly of Virginia, 
passed March 18, 1856, entitled “ An act to amend 
the charter of the Alexandria Canal Company,” 

to 


| was read a first and second time, and referre 


the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred a joint resolution 
on the subject, reported a bill (S. No. 433) to 
provide for continuing the improvement of the 
inland passage between the St. John’s and St. 
Mary’s rivers, Florida; which was read, and 

assed to a second reading. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committce on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, to whom was re- 
ferred the memorial of George H. Giddings, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 
432) for the relicf of George H. Giddings, con- 
tractor for carrying the United States mail on 
route No. 12900; which was read, and passed 
to a second reading. 

Mr. GEYER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 68) 
to build a jail in the town of Van Buren, in the 
State of Arkansas, reported it without amend- 
ment, and with a recommendation that it ought 
not to pass. 

Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, moved that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (S. No. 
77) to require the employment of apprentices in 
the commercial marine of the United States; and 
it was so ordered. 

On motion of Mr. SEWARD, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce be discharged 


Holmes. 
CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Print- 


| ing, submitted the following motion; which was 
| considered by unanimous. consent, and agreed to: | 


Ordered, That each member of the Senate be henceforth 
supplied with the same number of the Congressional Globe 
and Appendix, and at the same price per copy, as was sup- 
plicd to the members of the Senate for the last Congress. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 1 report, from the Committee 
on Printing, the following resolution. I have 
consulted with the chairman of the Committee 
on Finance, and he secs the necessity of it: 

Resolved, That one clerk, to be sty 
records, be added to the corps of Senate cterxs, who shall 
be the keeper of the records of the Committee on Printing, 


who 
during 


3i 
a sion of Congress, 
Senate during the vacation, and who shail receive the rate 
of compensation now allowed to engrossing and legistative 
clerks of the Senate. 


There are millions of dollars expended under 


kept. They have been kept this session. The 
laws in reference to the matter are somewhat 
complicated, and these records have a material 
bearing, if regularly and properly kept, on the 
settlement of the printer’s accounts. li has been 
evident, on examination, to tne Committee on 
Printing, and it has also been explained to the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, that there 
should be some check, by proper records, on these 


contracts, and more particularly during the vaca- | 
i re 
i 


tion. This is a clerk to be added to the number 
of cletks of the Senate, who is to take charge of 
that business, and to be under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Senate during the vacauon, and 
of the Committee on Printing during the session. 


d the clerk of printing į 


1 


ail be under the direction of the said committee jj 
and of the Secretary of the |; 


Mr. HUNTER. T think such, an. officer is 
necessary. It ismanifest that we ought to. have 
records as a check on the Superintendent, 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to.” : 


BRIDGET MAHER. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I. am-instricted by the- 
Committee on Indian Affairs, to report. back. the 
bill (H. R. No. 356) for the relief of, Bridget 
Maher. This subject has heretofore been under 
the consideration of the committee, and acted 
upon favorably. lt is a small compensation of 
$290, and is approved by the committees of both 
Houses, for an object heretofore explained. I 
hope that it will be acted.on at once. > 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded, 
as in Committee of the Whòlė, to consider the 
bill which authorizes the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to settle and adjust the claim of Mrs. Bridget 
Maher, for boarding certain Cherokee Indians 
from North Carolina, disallowed by him on ‘the 
19th of July, 1855, and pay to her such sum as 
she is in justice entitled to, not to exceed $293. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, 


TREASON IN KANSAS. 


Mr. SEWARD, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill to provide for the 
change of venue in certain criminal causes now 
| depending in the courts of the United States for 
| the Territory of Kansas; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

REVOLUTIONARY CLAIMS. 

Mr. EVANS. J am directed by the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims to report back 
the House bill [No. 154] entitled an act to pro- 
vide for the settlement of the claims of the officers 
of the revolutionary army, and the widows and 
orphan children of those who died in the service, 
| and to recommend its passage. I hope the Sen- 
; ate will indulge me either by taking it up now, or 
| fixing it for to-morrow morning. My health is 
| very feeble, and I should like to have this subject 
settled as soon as possible, that I may be able to 
make such disposition of myself as my health 
| may require. I ask, therefore, either that it ma 


} 


ji 5 : : 
|! be taken up this morning or to-morrow at half 
i ‘ 

| 


past twelve o’clock, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Doesthe Sena- 


c r £ '! tor submit a motion to take up the bill now? 
from the further consideration of the petition of Charles | 


Mr. EVANS... Yes, sin 
Mr. STUART. That bill must necessarily 
| occupy a great deal of time in this body, That 
| has been our experience heretofore, and will un- 
doubtedly be again. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It was passed last year 
without debate. 

Mr. TOOMBS. TI hope it will notbe taken up. 
I wish to be fally heard on that bill, I know 
that it passed, as the Senator from Maine says, 
sub silentio, last year, but that was wrong. It was 
| so passed, I suppose, because Senators did not 
look into it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
and nays by a large vote. 

Mr. ‘TOOMBS. I desire to be heard on it, 
| when it comes up again. : 

Mr. CLAYTON. lam like-the Senator from 
Georgia in this particular. {also desire an op- 
| portunity to be heard on that bill. It draws an 
enormous amount from the Treasury, and re- 


It passed on the yeas 


| 
| 


i 
i 
the contracts of that committee and the printing | 

i 


if 
| 
i 
i 
H . 
1} will not be taken up now. 
i 
: law,and hitherto scarcely any records have been |! 
j 
f 


| quires a great deal of consideration. I hope it 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
ison the motion of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina. 
| Mr. FESSENDEN and Mr. SEWARD called 
i for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 
Mr. STUART. ‘Cana bill be taken up on the 
i same day on which it is reported, if objected to? 
| I understand not. 4a. 
i The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in the 
| power of a majority of the Senate to take up any 
measure reported by a committee. i 
Mr. STUART. On the same day when it is 
ported? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 
Mr. STUART. My impression was, that an 
objection on the day of the report being made 
was suficient. 
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August 6. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the uni- 
form practice to take up a bill when a majority 
of the Senate direct. 

Mr, CLAYTON, . I only want to say that I 
understand, and have reason to apprehend, this 
bill, if passed, will draw a great many, millions 
of. dollars. from the Treasury ; and before I am 
ready. to vote for anything that will draw such a 
sum as this probably will, I desire a full oppor- 
tunity to understand its merits; I am not pre- 
pared to act on it at this moment, but. whenever 
it does ‘come up, I shall have something to say. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 23, nays 18; as follows ; 

YEAS Messrs. Allen, Brodhead, Brown, Collamer, 
Douglas, Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Fos | 
ter, Houston, Iverson, James, Mason, Pratt, Pugh, Seward, j 
Thomson ot New Jersey, Wade, Weller, Wilson, and 


Wright—23. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of T'en- || 
nessee, Biggs, Bright, Clay, Clayton, Dodge, Geyer, Harlan, |} 
Johnson, Jones of Lowa, Mallory, Pearce, Reid, Sebastian, | 
Slidell, Stuart, Toombs, and Trumbull—~18. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate | 
proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- | 
sider the bill. 

Under its provisions the officers of the army of | 
the Revolution, who were entitled to half pay for 
life under the resolutions of Congress of the 3d and | 
21st of Öclober, 1780, 17th January, 1781, May 
8, 1781, and March 8, 1785, will be entitled to 
receive the half pay, although the officer may have 
received, in lieu of it, the commutation of full pay 
for five years, under the resolution of Congress 
of March 22,1783. AU claims which shall be 
allowed under this provision are to be paid only 
to the ofliccr, if alive, or, if he be dead, to his! 
widow and children equally, or if there be no |} 
widow living, to his child or children, or their 
descendants; the issue of any deceased child | 
taking among them the share of their parent. 

It will be the duty of the proper accounting 
officer of the Treasury, when applied to for that 
purpose by any one who by this bill is entitled to 
reccive money, or his or her guardian, to ascer- 
tain what is due to such officer, from the time he | 
became entitled to the said half pay until his death, 
that occurred before the 3d of March, 1826; but 
if he died after that time, up to the 3d of March, 
1826; which sum is to be paid after deducting the 
amount received for commutation, under the reso- 
lution of Mareh 22, 1783. 

The bill also provides that the benefit of the 
resolution of August 24, 1780, shall be extended 
to the widows and orphan children of all officers 
who died in the service at any period during the 
war of the Revolution, whether those officers 
belonged to the continental line, or to any volan- 
teer corps called into service under the authority | 
of any State; but no payment is to be made under | 
this clause, except to the widows and orphan | 
children of deceased officers. Surgeons’ mates | 
are to be entitled to the benefit of the resolution | 
of January 17, 1781, and to receive the half pay 
of a lieutenant of infantry. It is made the duty 
of the Secretary of War, under the direction and 
with the approbation of the President of the United 
States, to prescribe such rules of evidence as may 
be necessary to carry into effect the provisions of | 
the act, according to its true intent and meaning. | 
All payments made by its authority are to be 
without interest. In every case the accounting 
officer, before he shall order any claim to be paid, | 
is to require satisfactory proof that the person in || 
whose name the claim may be presented, is the |! 
bona fide owner of it, and that the claim or an | 
part of it has not been sold, transferred, pladged, i 
or mortgaged, to any person or persons whom- } 
soever; and all sales, transfers, mortgages, or | 

ledges, of any such claims, are declared void. | 
This act is not to extend to the case of any officer, | 
or his representatives, who have received cither 
half pay for life or commutation in liew of it, 
under any special act of Congress. All persons 
who apply for and receive the benefit of this act, | 
are to receive it in full satisfaction of all claims 
under any of the resolutions of Congress before |, 
mentioned, and for all losses alleged to have been | 
sustained by depreciation in the value of the cer- f 
tilicates received as commutation under the reso- 
lution of Congress of the 22d of March, 1783. 

Mr. TOOMBS. My. President, this bill has 
come up here unexpectedly. Ido not presume 
that there is one Senaior here, except the chair- 


; bil. 


man of the committes, who can by possibility 


tell what itis. It is not only a bill of twelve or 
thirteen sections, but it places different classes of 
officers under different resolutions—I think. as 
many as five resolutions are alluded to, from 1780 | 
to 1783. ‘It includes classes that were steadily 
rejected by the revolutionary men immediately 
after the adoption of the resolutions. There is 
not one single human being in the Senate, unless 
it be the Senator from South Carolina, who can | 
rise in the Senate now and tell me the effect of 
the bill. I will state some of the leading facts of 
the case, for I have taken some pains to look 
info the subject, though I have not looked at this 
l did’ examine the Senate bill, reported 
by the Senator from South Carolina, with a view 
to give the benefit of my investigation to the Sen- 
ate. This bill comes from the House of Repre- 
sentatives but recently; this morning is the first 
time it is reported, and it is taken up suddenly; 1 
presume itis pretty much the same as the billof 
the Senator from South Carolina. 

That Senator, I think, on one occasion inti- 
mated it was a draft of about twoand a halfmillions 
of dollars on the Treasury. I supposed, myself, 
it would be between five and seven millions, 
but other accounts are that it is fifteen or twenty 
millions. I think I shall be able to show the | 
Senate that it ought not to draw a dollar, or if it 
does draw anything, it ought to be much larger. 
This will be but an entering wedge. By explain- 
ing the principle of the bill, the Senate will see 
at once that, if it is a gratuity, it ought to be ex- 
tended to the descendants of the men who fought | 
in the Revolution. ‘This bill covers one class— 
the descendants of the officers who were entitled 
to half pay for life, under the resolution of 1780, 
deducting the commutation, which was five years’ 
fall pay, instead of half pay, for life, allowed 
ander the resolution of 1783. 
soldiers of the Revolution. 
have served every day of the war, from the time | 
the first gua was fired at Lexington until the | 
treaty of peace; though they may have stood up 
during the Revolution and fought day in and day | 
out for public liberty, their descendants get noth- 
ing—even those who come under the resolution 
of 1778, which promised to each soldie» who 


served to the end of the war a bounty of cighty | 
Those who received that cighty dollars, | 


dollars. 
which was paid in Continental money that proved 
worthless, as wellas some of the rest of these sc- 
curities, are left out entircly. 

Now, I am going to show clearly and distinctly 
that this, in the first place, is a gratuity; that it 
is nota debt; that the report of the House com- | 
mittee is a fraudulent one; that it does not truly 
represent the fets of the case; and that it inten- 
tionally conceals the facts on which this bill is 
founded. 

‘The resolution of October, 1780, was passed at a 
very gloomy time in the Revolution. Many offi- 
cers had served foralong time, but some had just 
joined the army. The Continental Congress, to 
prevent their resignation, provided that all the 
officers who were then in service, and would con- 
tinue to the end of the war, should have half pay 
for life. You perceive at once that all the officers 
who had served from 1775 to 178), and had gone 
out of the service at that time, were excluded; 
while those who joined about that time, and who 
were in actual service for only about one year 
afterwards, were entitled to the half pay. 

That has been presented asa matter of con- 


lt excludes the ; 
Though they may | 
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tract; but I say Congress is deceived by these 
reports, in being told that General Washington, 
and the men of that day, from time to time, urged 
this law on Congress. General Washington did į 
no such thing. None of the men of the Revolu- | 
tion did any such thing. They did insist, before 
the disbanding of the Army, that something 
should be done to secure this contract, under the 
resolution of 1780. f 

The officers of the army themselves petitioned 
Congress on the subject. The petition was. 
referred to a committce of which Mr. Alexander 
Hamilton and Mr. Monroe were members. The 
officers begged Congress to commute their half 
pay for life to five years’ full pay in hand, and 
Congress passed the resolution of 1783, on the 
petition of the officers of the Army. They said, 
“we have been here for a long time, and we will 
take five years’ full pay now; considering the 
chances of our lives, now when. property is low 
and money is dear, give us five years’ full pay 


and we will take that in lieu of half pay for lfe.” 
They gave an additional reason, that the half 
pay for life was odious; that the people objected 
to it as building up an aristocracy of the officers 
of the revolutionary army; and they said, ‘it 
will be a greater advantage to us to give us five 
years’ full pay instead of the half pay for life.” 
The committee reported in favor of doing it. I 
quote from memory, because I have had no op- 
portunity of having the papers before me, Iam 
accurate inthe main facts, but I cannot quote the 
language now. The Senate has refused to give 
an opportunity to gentlemen to look into this 
matter and bring forward the papers and public 
records of the time. 

The Senate, it seems, prefers to go it blind, 
rather than look into the subject. I say the offi- 
cers preferred this commutation. Congress 
passed it with a proviso that it should be adopted 
by the officers before taking effect, They determ- 
ined that they would change this contract if it 
was the will of the army. The only objection 
that has sprung up in modern times against the 
alteration ofthe contract from half pay for life to 
five years’ full pay, is, that Congress agreed in 
the resolution that the vote should be taken by 
lines, and that a majority of each line should de- 
termine the course of each line. I have at my 
house the papers of General Greene, and various 
other documents bearing on the point; and though 
there is no public document to refer to, the testi- 
mony is conclusive. There is no evidence that 
has come within my knowledge and investiga- 
tion, ofa single officer of the army of the Revo- 
lution who did not demand the commutation, 
and accept it. I have found amongst General 
Grecne’s unpublished papers documents showing 
the action of the Virginia lines and the Carolina 
lines in the southern campaigns. He was then 
in command of the southern division; and having 
examined his papers to some extent, I am more 
familiar with what was done by the southern 
lines; but I say all the officers of the different 
lines unanimously accepted this proposition of 
Congress. The action of the majority bound 
the rest of the line; but in every case that I have 
been able to look at, the assent was unanimous. 

Then they came forward and accepted the five 
years’ full pay in lieu of the half pay for life, and 
they took it in hand. No man protested against 
it. Every officer known to have been entitled to 
it in the United States received it. There have 
been some few cases within the equity, but not 
within the exact provisions of the resolution, 
which Congress has from time to time accepted; 
but it never extended it by general law. Fre- 
quent petitions came from meritorious officers, 
immediately after the war, and they were referred 
to the men of the Revolution who had served 
with them, and you can find their resolutions of 
record that it was inexpedient and unjust to ex- 
tend the pay one inch further. I say the com4 
mutation was accepted. Some of the officers did 
not liveas long as the commutation ran, for it 
was equal to half pay for ten years. Many of 
them died in that time; and probably it was then 
equivalent in the market to twenty years’ half 
pay, and all accepted it without a single excep- 
tion? 

In 1826 Congress passed a Jaw under the gen- 
eral pension system, to give to the survivors at 
that time, I think, full pay. Probably the chair- 
man can inform me whether it was full pay or 
half pay? 

Mr. EVANS. Fall pay for life. 

Mr. TOOMBS. What, then, is the effect of 
this bill? Each officer received, before 1826, ten 
years’ half pay; and then, if he lived from 1826 
to 1850, he got twenty-four years’ full pay, or 
forty-eight years’ half pay, making altogether 
fifty-eight years’ half pay; and then comes the 
additional provision of this bill. ‘The truth is, 
that an officer may get a great deal more under 
the bill than if he had drawn the half pay in gold 
and silver from the day of the passage of the 
resolution continuously. 4 

Now as to the merits of the claim. A great 
many of these persons were not in battle. Some 
of them were in parts of the country where they 
were not needed, and the Government allowed 
them to return to their homes. It did not call for 
them. The enemy was in some portions of the 
country, and not in others. They were nom- 
inally officers. Many of them were really on a 
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reserved list, subject, to -be called for, it is true, 
whenever the Government wanted them; but 
some of those men who are now calling for this 
money never struck one lick, never fired a gun, 
and probably some of them never remained in the 
service after the resolution of 1780 was passed. 
After the battle of Yorktown, in 1781, the war 
was practically over, though all the troops of the 
regular army were not discharged until the ratifi- 
cation of peace in the fail of 1783. 

Then the bill is not on the ground of any-par- 
ticular merit in the beneficiaries. It is unques- 
tionably a bounty. The half pay for life was a 
hard contract on the part of the Government; but 
the Government was ready to comply with it. | 
The Governmentaltered it at the instance of cer- | 
tainly a majority of the officers. This bill gives 
the half pay to all, including those who accepted 
the commutation. If you object to having the 
minority of each line bind the majority, surely 
those who can be shown to have petitioned and 
begged Congress to allow them the commutation 
of five years’ full pay in lieu of half pay for life, 
cannot come before the Government with an 


pea of contract. The contract has been executed. | 
he first one was changed at their request, and į 
That was the ground of services, | 
though many of them had performed none. I | 


by their will. 


recollect a controversy in which Virginia resisted 
the claims of some of this class of her own officers 
to commutation for nearly thirty or forty years. | 
They had a right to sue in her courts, and they | 
continued to suc her, andthe courts continued to 
decide against them, until, I think, as late as 
1820—forty years after the war—when, by the 
discovery of some other testimony, as they said, 
in the records of Virginia, this class of cases of 
her retired troops was brought in; and then Con- 
gress, holding rightfully that they were within 
the assumption of the act of 1790, passed the act 
of 1832, in order to reimburse Virginia for the 
money which had_ been sued out of her by this 
class of officers. But it was not pretended then į 
that that class of officers, however worthy men 
they might be, had rendered any service. Vir- 
gina, through her courts and her Legislature, 
ea after year, while the men of the Revolution 

1 


ved, sternly resisted paying these officers one | 
dollar, believing that they were not entitled to it; 


and the act never passed for them to be paid by 
Congress until the famous act of 1832. 

If you are going to give public bounties to their 
descendants, why should you discriminate in 
favor of the officers? Why will you take the de- 
scendants of the officers who have agreed to this 
settlement, and exclude the sons of the soldiers? 
You may take the cases of some of the Senators j 
here by me. Take the honorable Senator from 
New York, [Mr. Fisu.] His father rendered 
distinguished service as an officer. Why, when 
he made this contract, and accepted the commu- 
tation, should you give to him these bounties of 
the Government any more than to myself, and 
others, whose fathers may have fought as sol- 
diers in that war? 

Mr. WADE. My father did. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Why shall the Senator from 
Ohio be excluded? It is not on the ground of 
contract, because yourcontractis satisfied. When 
the resolution of 1783, providing for commuta- | 
tion, was passed, it was by the assent of all these 
parties, It was not forced upon them. Jt was | 
beneficial to them. 
Itwas a beneficial contract for them. Hundreds 
of them did not live the ten years for which they į 
received half pay. Those who died within fif- 
tcen years were the gainers, because they got the 
present advantage of the grant. 

It has been sometimes said—and it is an argu- 
ment made to Congress—that the commutation 
certificates were worthless. Sir, the Government 
paid interest upon them every day. It agreed to | 

ive public securities, and it paid interest on them. 
Te is no argument to say that they did not sell for 
par. That has been the case of our own public | 
securities since I have been a member of Con- 
gress. We sold our public securities, at the 
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It was at their own request. |! 


beginning of the Mexican war, for one hundred 
and one. fourth, and they ran down to ninety- 
eight, in the market. That is the case with the 
securities of all the States of the Union who 
promptly pay interest, with two or three excep- 
tions. They borrow one hundred dollars, and 
their. securities go down to ninety, eighty, or 
seventy; but that is not.the fault of the contract- 
ing party. It may be a remote security, payable 
in along time. Promissory notes of a man per- 
fectly good, and who will comply with his con- 
tract, are sold in this market for one and one half 
per cent, per month discount. They bring not 
more than eighty-two and a half per cent. a year 
in advance of the time of payment, without ref- 
erence to the solvency of the party, without ref- 
erence to his punctuality, with the fact known 
that he will pay when it becomes due, but because 
the operation is to convert a remote security, 
which is due at a distant time, into present cash. 
It is an operation performed every day in your 
streets. ‘That was all there was in regard to 
these certificates. They went on to 1790, Con- 
gress regularly paying every dollar of the certifi- 
cates, and then they funded them. In 1790 they 
gave for them the bonds of the United States at 
six per cent., and continued to pay them until 
they were discharged dollar for dollar. 

Tsay, then, that the first contract was made in 
1780. It was altered at the instance of the offi- 
cers. The Government discharged its every obli- 
sation honestly, honorably, and fairly; and it is 

ue to the memory of our revolutionary ances- 
tors to say so. This report says we have never 
done justice to these men; I deny it. All the 
letters contained in this report, from Washington 
and other officers, were letters written before this 
act of 1783 was passed. Ihave not been able, in 
looking at the correspondence of Washington, to 


| find a single complaint from him, or one officer of 


the revolutionary army, of the commutation of 
five years’ fall pay. 1 do not think the history 
of the country will show any such case. ff the 
vigilance of my honorable friend from South 
Carolina has enabled him to find one, I should 
like to sce it. 

Mr. EVANS. I believe itis to be found in 
the letters of General Washington. 
Mr. TOOMBS. Before 1783? 

none such. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. STUART 
in the chair.) The time has arrived for the con- 
sideration of the special order. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Very well. 

Mr. SEWARD. I call for the special order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first spe- 
cial order is the unfinished business of yester- 
day—the bill for the improvement of the harbor 
of Appalachicdla. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. [Is it in order to make a mo- 
tion to postpone prior business, in order to take 
up the Army appropriation bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUNTER. Then I submit that motion, 
and upon it ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SEWARD. I barely wish to say, that 
we shall be able to dispose without doubt of all 
the river and harbor bills to-day. It is the well- 
understood determination of the Senate to finish 
whatever it undertakes to do when it commences 
any new business; and this system would be 
incomplete by providing for the harbors on the 
lakes and the upper rivers, without making pro- 
vision for those on the sea-coast and the southern 
rivers. I hopethe friends of those bills will insist 
on having another day for them. 

Mr. HUNTER. We were assured yesterday 
that we should get through with them. We did 
not, and we are nearly as far off as ever. We 
have been engaged for nearly a week upon them. 
We have had notice that there is to be a debate 
upon this appropriation bill; and everything, it 
seems to me, admonishes the Senate of the pro- 
priety of taking up that bill and acting on 1t at 


I have seen 


once: If there be any time; after. attend 


that, the friends of the river and harbor bilis Rave 
a majority here, and can take'them up; butsurély 
e ought to give precedence to the appropriation 

m DOUGLAS: I vil vote with the Sena- 
tor from Virginiggto-take up: his ‘appropriation 
bill. provided he Wil stand b it ad nit itout 
until we get through with it.. I have voted with 
the friends of the river:and harbor bills'to take 
them up, and have urged and insisted: that-we 
should sit them out, and get: through with them 
ina day. They have occupied two weeks, and 
in the way we are going on.they will consume 
all the rest of the session, and defeat the appro- 
priation bills. Iwill go for taking up the appro- 
priation bills, if we agree to sit themi. out. when 
we do take them up, and get through with'them 
at once. Butif we are to adjourn at four'o’élo¢k 
every day, I am not willing to go into them. -We 
must sit measures out, as we have no previous 
question, or we can pass nothing.’ If the Sen- 
ator from Virginia will insist on sitting. his bill 
out, and try to keep a quorum here, I will votefor 
his motion, Sein, oe . 

Mr. HUNTER. I can only answer for myself. 
As far as I am concerned I will do so; but T can- 
not speak for others. ao ae: 

Mr. CLAYTON. I believe, sir, it is our duty 
to take up the general appropriation bills and. pass 
them. Iam aware of, and know well, the lan. 
gers which attend them, and Iam ready to con 
sider them. Iama friend of internal. improve- 
ments, and I am content in disposing of ‘those 
bills; but I do not accord with the honorable 
Senator from Illinois that we should sit. here ali 
night until we pass the Army appropriation bill. 
Sir, human patience and endurance may be ex- 
hausted. We are not able to sit all night; and if 
you attempt it after a certain hour of the night, 
men who ought to be giving their attention to the 
bill will be out of their places, and less thana 
quorum of the Senate will be voting millions of 
money out of the Treasury. Iam opposed. to 
that. I will stay here’as long as [can, and I 
hope others will; but to undertake to sit-here all 
night forthe purpose of passing one of these bills 
will be the worst policy that we-could:adopt, for 
by it we shall drive out of the Senate some of the 
most experienced:members, ‘who understand the 
items of these appropriation bills perhaps. better 
than others, and we shall’ act without advice. “I 
am for acting energetically, but. not in hot haste. 
l shall vote for the motion to take up the Army 
appropriation bill. TE 

Mr. WELLER. Ihave been voting with the 
friends of the river and harbor bills for the pur- 
pose of keeping them before the Senate, and E 
supposed they would all have been disposed of 
several days ago. Iam anxious that they shall 
getout of the way—not for the purpose of taking 
up the bill referred to by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, but for the purpose of taking up the Pacific 
railroad bill. That has been my object. Jintend 
to vote against the motion made by my friend 
from Virginia, on the expectation that you will 
dispose of these bills to-day; but I give notice 
to their friends that this is the last day I will 
stand by them. I have remained here day after 
day, until late in the session, for the purpose of 
keeping a quorum, that we might go on with busi- 
ness, for I have no interest, nor has my State, in’ 
the passage of any of these bills. Thisis the last 
day I will vote for keeping them up before the 
Senate. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. ` I am aware of the neces- 
sity to which the Senator from Virginia has ad- 
verted of economizing time as much as possible; 
but for the very reason which he assigns for 
taking up the Army appropriation bill I shall vote 
against taking it up, and I hope the friends of the 
special order of the day will insist on dispatch- 
ing that business at once. There are but few of 
these measures remaining undisposed of, and: I 
think we shall best economize time by dispateh- 
ing one subject at atime. I have always found 
it so during the rather long experience J have 


“ies “have “stood “by them with something like 
exemplary. fidelity so far, T-hopethey will remain 
steadfast in the faith a little longer. 
„regure very: long:to dispose of all those bills. 

+ Where is another. point that presents itself to 


tion: with which we are too 


‘and-Toombs—21, 


: order, and take up the Army appropriation bill. 


‘tion of railroads in said State. 


` is ascertained that a mistake has been made in 


‘lachicola river waters three States, Alabama, 
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had here; and I have yet to witness the close of a 
‘session that shall sce a general money bill over- 
slaughed. The'Senate, by some kind of appli- 
ance, always finds time to dispose of them; but 
inferior.and subordinate measures sometimes do 
ceive the go-by. “As the friends of these meas- 


It will not 


us, and itis not worth while to be blind to the 
fact. .. There. will srise on the Army bill a ques- 
miliar already, but 
which is:not going.to be dosed of in one sit- 
‘ting: ‘ Limagine it will be beyond the power of 
the Senate to keep members in attendance until 
the.question arising on the Army bill can be dis- 
posed of. I think we had better continue with 
the order of the day. 

Mr. HUNTER. If that debate is to arise, is 
at not manifest that we ought to gét at the appro- 
priation bills-now, as there is so little time left? 
‘Ought we not to commence them? 

The question ‘being taken on Mr. Hunrer’s 
motion by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 21, nays 
24; as-follows : i 

‘YEAS—Messrs. Biggs, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Clay, 
Clayton, Douglas, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Houston, Hunter, 
Iverson, Jones of Tennessee, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, 
Slidell, Thompson of Kentucky, ‘Thomson of New Jersey, 


NAYS—Mesers. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
‘Tennessee, Bright, Cass, Collamer, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, 
Foster, Geyer, Harlan, James, Johnson, Jones of towa, 
Reid, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Trumball, Wade, Weller, 
Wilson, and Wright—24. 


So the Senate refused to postpone the special 


RAILROADS IN MISSISSIPPI. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Barcuay, Assistant Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed a bill (H£. R. No. 523) ; 
granting alternate sections of the public lands to 
the State of Mississippi, to aid in the construc- 


“A subsequent message requested the return of 
the bill to the House of Representatives. 

' Mr. BROWN. I move that the bill be returned 
in conformity with the request of the House. It 


the engrossment of the pill. 
The motion was agreed to. 


APPALACHICOLA HARBOR. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is upon the passage of the bill (S, No. 173) for 
‘the improvement of the harbor of Appalachicola, | 
in the State of Florida, on which the yeas and | 
nays were being called, when the Senate found 
itself without a quorum yesterday. 

Mr. MALLORY. Itappcars from the Calen- 
dar that this bill was introduced by me; and as I 
shall vote against the passage of the bill, it may 
be necessary that I should say something about 
‘it. Tam, in relation to Appalachicola, in the con- 
dition of my friend from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Burxzer,] who introduced his bill for the im- 
provement of the harbor of Charleston. As there 
‘was not a quorum here yesterday, I will repeat in 
substance what I then said. If money is to be 
appropriated for the improvement of rivers and 
harbors to facilitate commerce only, you cannot | 
select a more appropriate position for the appro- | 
priation of your money in the southern country | 
than Appalachicola. tt is the third commercial 
port of the Gulf. It ships one hundred aud sixty | 
thousand bales of cotton alonc, and it freights 
some seventy square-rigged vessels. The Appa- 


Georgia, and Florida. 

But sir, I have formerly voted against all these 
measures as they have come up, I repeat again, 
not because I have been opposed to every meas- | 
ure before the Senate, for I have no doubt I could 
have voted for many of them if I had all the į 
lights before me. I hold, that asa matter ofcourse, 
1f we have power to maintain a navy on the lakes, 
we have the power to give them harbors of shelter 
and refuge. If I could ascertain what appropri- 
ations were necessary for harbors of refuge for 
naval purposes on the lakes, I should support 
them, but I have no information; and we have. 
proceeded in the dark in many of these cases, 


appropriation as this. The shipping at Appalach- 


If the party here which is appropriating money 


for river and harbor improvements for the sake 
of commerce alone, is looking to the South for 
positions to appropriate money with the greatest | 
advantage to commerce, there is no place in the 
southern country so much in demand of a small 


icola, if my recollection serves me, does not 
come within five miles of the port. The harbor 
was surveyed fifteen years ago; and it was found 
by the officers of the Government that, by a slight 
cutting. through a bank, vessels of very consid- 
erable draught could approach the town. That 
has been recommended; and four years ago, when 
the general river and harbor appropriation bill 
passed, there was a clause of that kind; and the 
estimates have been made for the excavations by 
the Government officers. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 16; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Bright, Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Fessenden, 
Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, James, Johnson, Jones 
of Iowa, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Thomp- 
son of kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, Trumbull, 
Wade, Wilson, and Wrigbt—27. 

NAYS —Messrs. Biggs, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Clay, 
Fitzpatrick, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, Mason, 
Reid, Slidell, Stuart, Toombs, and Weller—16. 


So the bill was passed. 
HARBOR OF CHARLESTON. 


Mr. SEWARD. The next bill on the Calenj 
dar is the bill (S. No..174) for the improvemen 
of the harbor of Charleston, South Carolina. I | 
ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill, which appropriates 
$50,000. 

Mr. BUTLER. As I standin a peculiar rela- | 
tion to this bill, I propose to give in ten minutes | 
an explanation which will trace the history of the 
bill, and show whether gentlemen who vote for | 
these appropriations gencrally can vote for this. | 
I cannot, and will not, as is very well known. I 
suppose, however, that those who can vote for the 
bill would like to understand the locality. 

The old channel, or what is known as the ship- 
channel, passes through the bar with amaximum 
depth of water of twenty-two feet and a minimum 
of thirteen feet. That passes near the light-house 
on Morris’s Island. Itis proposed now to take 
up another channel, which seems to have made its 
way near Sullivan’s Island. The water beyond 
Sullivan’s Island will allow vessels to approach 
it of twenty, thirty, or perhaps forty feet. The 
harbor of Charleston has water twenty or thirty 
feet deep, but there is an intervening shallow of 
perhaps fifty or one hundred yards, over which 
the water runs about six feet deep. It is pro- 
posed to open that channel, so as to allow the | 
doep water beyond Sullivan’s Island to run into | 
the harbor of Charleston, and thus give a uniform 
channel of twenty feet. 

This project did not originate with the Federal | 
Government. About five years ago, this chan- | 
nel was discovered fifty feet deep beyond Sulli- 
van’s Island. The water is twenty feet deep in 
the harbor; and it was suggested by a very dis- 
tinguished engineer that the intervening space 
could be dredged out, so as to have a uniform 
channel twenty feet deep to. Charleston. 

My friend, the Representative of Charleston, | 
(Mr. Axen,]} had a provision introduced into the 
bill which passed both branches a few years ago, 
allowing 9201000 with this guarantee, that South 
Carolina had appropriated $80,000 for the same 
purpose and had bought a dredge-boat from the 
Federal Government, which turned out to be in- 
adequate to the purpose, and was returned upon 
the hands of the person who made it. The con- 
sequence is, that not much of the work has been | 
accomplished; but gentlemen of the very highest ! 
reputation, Professor Bache and others, say it is 
practicable to dredge out that channel. If it can į 

e done, it will be a great achievement for the | 
harbor of Charleston, and all persons interested | 
in lt. 

I never introduced this bill until the provision 
had passed the other House; and when it came | 
here abouta ycar ago, E suggested that such aj 


bill ought to go through, as it had gone through 
before, though not by my vote. It may be re- 
garded somewhat as imitating the proposition of | 
the Senator from Michigan, to cut a ditch in the | 
flats of St. Clair, and I was rather opposed toi 


that mode of making a new channel of commerce, 
but he can be reconciled to this of course. 

Some gentlemen have taunted me: incidentally 
on this subject, by the intimation, ‘* I will not vote 
for your bill, because you will net vote for it 
yourself.’ IfI understand their principles, they 
ought not to vote for my billor against it, because 
itis mine; and they ought not to vote for their 
own bills because they are theirs. If they vote 
at all for such an improvement, it must be on the 
ground that it is for the general benefit and regu- 
Jation of commerce. If they put it on any other 
ground, and pin me down to their doctrine, and 
say they will not go for my bill because I cannot 
vote for it, and they will go for their own because 
they have no conscientious scruples, I understand 
them to vote from considerations of policy and 
selfishness. That is the truth about it. 

So far as regards navigation, Maine, Massa- 
chusetts, and New York are more interested in 
this channel than my constituents of Charleston 
are. The constituents of the gentleman [Mr. 
Ferssenpen] at this very time are taking stone 
from Maine, and carrying it there every week. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I shall vote for it. 

Mr. BUTLER. No doubt you will vote for 
it any way; but vessels from Maine and New 
York find it is very difficult to get over the old 
channel. It is thirteen feet deep at low water,and 
sometimes twenty-two feet at other periods. 

There is a great difference of opinion prevail- 
ng in Charleston in regard to this improvement. 
Many think that the channel will be filled up by 
the first gale that comes after it is made; and 
many think otherwise. All agree, however, that 
after it is finished, Charleston or the State of 
South Carolina, will keep it up by having a 
dredge-boat there continually. 

This being the state of the case, I leave gen- 
tlemen to vote as they think proper. T shall not 
vote for the bill, because I do not believe—I can- 
not believe, that we have a jurisdiction to say 
where commerce shall go, or shall not go, by 
an appropriation of money, for that depends on 
whether you have a full or an empty Treasury. 
If you had no money in the Treasury, but were 
compelled to raise it by taxation, the gentlemen 
who sustain these bills would not vote to raise a 
tax of $50,000 to cut out a new channel ini Charles- 
ton harbor, nor would my friend from Missouri’s 
constituents vote to improve the Missouri river 
if they had to raise taxes to do it; and so of all 
these other improvements for which money is 
asked out of the Treasury, 

But 1 leave the subject. I have made a fair 
explanation. I have said there is a difference of 
opinion about it. South Carolina has appropri- 
ated $80,000, and she will employ the $80,000. 
That is a guarantee that she believes it practica- 
ble. She has appointed commissioners; they are 
intelligent men, and they believe it practicable. 
If you cut out a channel, as intended, it will bea 
twenty feet ship channel, instead of one thirteen 
feet. There will be the difference. My friend 
from Tennessee takes a very enlarged view of this 
subject, because Tennessee is to belong to South 
Carolina shortly. She is running down her com- 
merce there fast, and I am glad of it. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. When you leave 
the Union, we intend to annex your State to 
ours. [Laughter.] I do not mean to go into 
any argument of this question; but the Senator 
from South Carolina did injustice to me, when 
he availed himself of this occasion to go into an 
argument of the constitutional power. I thought 
he had gone fully into that subject heretofore. 
Does he think that a channel of twenty, instead 
of thirteen feet, would not be justified, if we 
could construct it at any reasonable cost, as an 
appropriation for the common defense? I ask 
that question. It is an answer to his whole 
argument, 

Thold in my hand estimates on two scparate 
plans of the cost of improving this channel, One 
amounts to $193,000, and the other to a much less 
sum. The appropriation here was fixed at $50,000, 
because that was the appropriation voted in a 
former bill which was vetoed, and I did not want 
to raise any question about the amount to be ap- 
propriated. On the principle stated by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. Doveras] yesterday, I 
should think it better to appropriate a larger 
amount, but I do not propose to increase it. 

I consider this a most important improvement. 
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We have the opinions of several skillful engineers, 
showing the practicability of it. It-will require 
great labor; and the cost, as I have mentioned, 
according to the highest estimates, will be over 
$190,000. If the Senator from South Carolina 
feels no particular interest in it, I will say that 
the country back of it, on-which they must rely 
for defense whenever assailed by any powerful 
force, wants to get this improvement, and to have 
a free communication with the sea. They are 
for giving all the protection under the war power 
that can be given by deepening that channel. 
Tennessee sends a considerable portion of cotton 
through that channel abroad, and we get cheaper 
freights there for our cotton, so that it is the pro- 
ducer, at last, who is interested. We send our 
wheat by the way of Charleston to New York, 
and get it to market in that way four or six weeks 
sooner and cheaper than our friends north of us 
get theirs by the lakes, and we obtain higher 
prices for it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ihardly think it kind in my 
friend to say that I feel no interest in Charleston, | 
or in this work. I feel a great interest in it. If 1 
were a member of the Legislature of South Car- 
olina, I would appropriate $300,000 rather than 
not have the work done. I am not indifferent to 
it. That is not a word which the gentleman has 
aright to apply to me in reference to the Interest 
of my own State. I tell the gentleman that, if the 
Federal Government were not to appropriate a 
dollar, we would do the work ourselves; but, as 
you are doing it for others, I see no reason why 
you should not do it for us. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I did not impute 
anything to the honorable Senator. 

Ar. BUTLER. Well; but these things go out, 
that Iam indifferent, and you are the sentinel. 
Now, I say to the gentleman from Tennessee, I 
am willing that Tennessee shall come down to us 
and put her feet in the baptismal font of civiliza- 
tion, [Laughter.] 

Mr. WELLER. I have voted for a number 
of these bills that came within the rule which I 
have laid down for my own action—I mean those 
which I regarded necessary for military or naval 
purposes. I have voted against those which I 
considered necessary only for commercial pur- 
poses. l am afraid that my friend from South 
Carolina will compel me to vote against this bill. 
I had formed an opinion that it was necessary for 
naval purposes that this harbor should be im- 
proved, and that the deepening of the channel 
would enable your vessels of war to get inside | 
that harbor whenever it became necessary to seek | 
shelter either from the storms of heaven, or a | 

ublicenemy; but I understand the Senator from | 
South Carolina, who ought to know the locality | 
of this work better than me, says it is only neces- 
sary to facilitate commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not say “only.” 

Mr. WELLER, Thatchanges the mi oenupent i 
of the case, if the Senator did not say so. I was | 
‘on the other side of the Chamber at the time, and | 
take this emendation of his remarks. Now, if the 
Senator says it is necessary for naval purposes, I 
will vote for the bill, and I will take his judgment 
on that point. i 

Mr. BUTLER. In good faith I must say it is 
not for naval purposes. It is for commercial 

urposes; but it may be used for naval purposes. 
fee no objection on the ground that it may sub- 
serve two purposes. 

Mp WELLER. I will not decide how I shall 
vote, as yet. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. SEWARD. I call for the yeas and nays | 
on the passage of the bill. i 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being | 
taken, resulted—yeas 27, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of | 
Tennessee, Bright, Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Fessenden, 
Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, Houston, James, Jones | 
of Tennessee, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, 
Thompson of Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, Trun- | 
bull, Wade, Wilson, and Wright—27. ! 

NAYS—Measrs. Biggs, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Clay, | 
Fitzpatrick, Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, Mason, Reid, Slidell, | 
Stuart, and Toombs—14, i 

So the bill was passed. 


DUBUQUE HARBOR. 


Mr BELL, of Tennessee. At the request of | 


my friend from Iowa, [Mr. Jonss,] I move a 
reconsideration of the vote rejecting the bill for 
the improvement of Dubuque harbor, so that we 
may have an opportunity of some further investi- 
gation. I do not ask for action now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion 
will be entered. . 


CAPE COD HARBOR. 


The bill (S. No. 179) to provide for the pro- 
tection of Cape Cod harbor, Massachusetts, was 
read the second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It appropriates $4,000 for 
the object indicated in its title. 

Mr. SEWARD. This is an old work, and an 
appropriation of $4,000 is necessary to preserve 


it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF ILLINOIS RIVER. 


The Senate next proceeded, as in Committee 
of the Whole, to consider the bill (S. No. 164) to 
continue the improvement of the Ilinois river, 
which proposes to appropriate $20,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is there any report or esti- 
mate for this? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a ref- 
erence on the face of the printed bill to the report 
of the Secretary of War for 1855, pages 295, 296, 
and 347, 348. 

Mr. HUNTER. I should like to ask whether 
there has not been some special difficulty in clean- 
ing out this river? Did not the plan on which it 
was commenced prove to be insufficient? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The information is con- 
tained in the report sent to Congress by the Sec- 
retary of War at the present session, and a refer- 
ence is made on the printed bill to the pages of 
the report. It will be scen there what the plan 
is, and this is the amount recommended in that 
report, 

r. HUNTER. According to that report, is 
it supposed that the river can be improved on this 
plan? Js it supposed to be sufficient? 

Mr. TRUMB LL. lunderstand so. 1 think 
the report will satisfy the gentleman. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have heard there were 
some difficulties in the way. I should like to 
hear that report. I have understood that the plan 
which they have been pursuing has failed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The report does not in- 
dicate that. The Secretary will please turn to 
the report at the pages stated in the bill, and read 


it. 

Mr. HUNTER. Before the report is read, I 
desire to ask if this is not contrary to the rule 
of the committee? I understood they would not 
improve a river that went througha single State. 
I do not see why you should not improve all the 
rivers within the States, if this is to be brought 
within the system. This is in a single State, and 
not more important than rivers which can be 
found in each of the States of the Union, I sup- 


ose. 
J Mr. STUART. If the Secretary is ready to | 
read any papers connected with this subject, lam | 
willing to hear them. I wish, however, to state ! 
in a few words, why I cannot vote for this bill. | 
So far as my information goes, though I may be | 
mistaken as to the facts, I have not voted for the 
improvement of a harbor or a river that is not jus- 
tifiable upon any ground from which this author- | 
ity is claimed to be exercised by the Government 
of the United States. To my knowledge I have | 
not voted for a river improvement where trans- | 
pertation for the purpose of maintaining the 
Army is not new carried on in the river, or where | 
it is not, like the Mississippi, traversing a whole | 
country—a public thoroughfare, over which Con- | 
gress possesses exclusive legislative jurisdiction; | 
nor for a harber improvement where, for the pro- 
tection of the naval armament of the country in 


| time of war, the improvement would not be neces- 
|! sary. I may be mistaken about the facts, but this 


is briefly the ground on which I have sought to 
place my votes. . 

Now, in respect to the Illinois river: if it can 
be improved by the General Government upon 
any principle to which I have referred, I confess 
I am not in possession of facts to justify the 


conclusion. Iam very much averse to detaining 
the Senate on a question of this sort at this time, | 
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and I shall-not doit. Iwill simply, state; there- 
fore, in the briefest manner posale, thät forth 
necessities of the navalarmament.of the country, 
for the purposes of. transportation of arms and 
munitions of war, there is no necessity for-an 
improvement of the Illinois: river at ‘this, day. 
For the purposes of commerce alone there’ is ‘no. 
necessity-for it. Takin: the improvements:which 
exist in the State of Ilinois, river and railroads 
together, I venture to say that, if.a-private holder 
owned river and railroad, he- would not lay. out 
a dollar on the river. rage ee 

I may be. asked, perhaps, by some Senator, 
why I consented to the report-of:this bill? . Dam 
averse to seeking t¥ choke down'a bill in a com-~- 
mittee. I have said, therefore, in relation. to 
several of these bills, to the majority of the cm~ 
mittee, (though I do-not. know that they would 
not have been reported at any rate,) **.D -will:con- 
sent to report the. bill, so, that the. action.of the 
Senate may be had on it; but I-will not support 
it.” Inasmuch as I do not-know of any consti- 
tutional rule of propriety that governs me, which 
will authorize me.to vote for this appropriation, 
I shall detain, the Senate no longer than simply 
to state that, for the brief reasons L have. indi- 
cated, I cannot support the bill. p, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have not been able to learn 
exactly at what point the constitutional scruples 
of my friend from Michigan arise. I suppose 
that if this Government has any power over the 
improvement of navigable waters, that power 
reaches as far as the waters are navigable, and 
ceases where the navigation ceases.. At least, 
that is my view of the subject; and it is a matter 
very immaterial to me whether thewater be salt, 
or fresh, or brackish, or whether ‘it be in one 
State, two States, three States, orin no State atall. 
If the power exists in this Government to protect 
navigation upon navigable water, it goes wher- 
ever the water is navigable, in one or more States, 
or wherever it may be. I do not accede to the 
doctrine that the ebbing and flowing of the tide 
controls the navigability of the water, contrary 
to the truth of the case, or that it depends on its 
being salt or fresh water, or on the accidental 
circumstance thatit is the boundary between two 
or three States, or in one State. renee a do not 
understand exactly the point on which my friend 
from Michigan predicates his constitutional ob- 
jection to the improvement of. the Illinois river. 

I confess that I would greatly prefer, as.a-citi- 
zen of Illinois, the privilege of levying tonnage 
duties on that river, and make our own improve- 
ments, to having any: appropriation. from: this 
Government.. I believe that would be better for 
our people; but if you will not consent to that, 
and are going to improve the mouth of Black 
river, and of St. Joseph river, and of Grand river, 
and of every other little river all over the coun- 
try that is navigable for five miles and is within 
the limits of one State, I do not know why you 
cannot improve the navigation of the Ilinois river, 
thatis navigable for two hundred and thirteen 
miles from the Mississippi, and for.thirteen hun- 
dred miles below that point, through the Missis- 
sippi, to the Gulf of Mexico. The Illinois river, 
from its connection with the Mississippi to the 
head of navigation, and its connection with the 
Illinois and Michigan canal, is a better navigable 
stream than the upper Mississippi, or the Ohio. 
Boats of a larger class can run uponit.. Tis:nav~ 
igation is interrupted a less portion of the year; 
it has higher capacities of navigation ‘than the 
Ohio river. There are sand-bars init, and ghal- 


low places which obstruct navigation in the dry 


season, and at this particular time, perhaps, it is 
obstructed more than is often the case in a series 
of years. 
ut, my friend thinks it does not partake of 
nationality. What will give nationality? I chal- 
lenge, on the point of nationality, a comparison 
of the Ilinois river with any other point which 
ou have had before youin any one of these bills. 
Steamboat navigation beginsat the Gulf of Mex- 


| ico, and goes up by New Orleans to the mouth of 


the Ohio, by St. Louis to the mouth of the Illinois, 
up to La Salle, the head of the navigation of the 
Illinois. There you havea canal constructed by 
a grant of land made by this Government, con- 
necting it with Lake Michigan, and thence you 
go from Lake Michigan into the Gulf of New- 
foundland. . Thisis one of the links of that chain. 
It enables a vessel to enter the mouth of the St. 
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Lawrence and come out at the Gulf of Mexico, 
through several thousand miles of interior. navi- 
. gation. lf there is any one river, or one body of 
navigable water, that has more nationality—that 
is connected with more thousand miles of steam- 
beat and ship navigation than any other, it is the 
‘Illinois river. The vast of amount of goods that 
< is shipped from New York through the line of the 
lakes to the western States, goes through the New 
York canal, thence by shipping to Chicago, then 
through the Hlinois and Michigan canal, and 
down the Ilinois river to St: Louis. From there 
- it goes up to Minnesota, Iowa, and the upper 
Mississippi, or up the Missouri to Kansas and 
Nebraska, and to western Mwa, and spreads all 
over the western country. This is the great line 
of communication between the lakes and the 
whole:series of western States. It occupies the 
same position to that channel of trade, that the 
Hudson river does at the other end of the line. 
You may say the Hudson river is not national 
on your plan of improvements; yet, the whole 
: current of goods that goes from New York, takes 
: its passage up the Hudson, through the Erie canal 
into the lakes, crosses the lakes to Chicago, goes 
through the Illinois canal into the IHinois river, 
down the Illinois river until it gets to the Missis- 
sippi, and then spreads all over the western States 
and Territories. 

I do not understand why this objection is made 
to the improvement of the navigation of the 
Hiinois river. Jn point of importance it stands 
a thousand fold above any appropriation made 
to the State of Michigan for its Black rivers, and 
St. Joseph rivers, and Grand rivers, and other 
rivers, They are of no importance to the great 
line of commerce, except when a vessel happens 
in a storm to be driven ashore, and is forced to 
take shelter in them. Nine tenths of the vessels 
passing never touch them. Through the channel 
of Illinois river this whole line of trade has to 
pass, on its way to St. Louis, for distribution in 
every direction on the western waters. Sir, so 
far as commercial importance is concerned, this 
stands preéminent in all the western country. 

l am sorry to find my friend from Michigan, 

-the moment he has got a fow appropriations for 
afew petty streams in Michigan, making war 
upon every other appropriation that may be 
brought up for the States west of him. I treated 
his appropriations fairly. I was governed by no 
jealousies. I stated my opinions on each case 
fairly and frankly and dispassionately as it arose. 
I am sorry my friend from Michigan should have 
made such attacks on improvements so peculiarly 
national as that of the Illinois river. f will not 
do him the injustice to suppose that he is gov- 
erned by sectional prejudices; but it so happens 
in this Confederacy that no man can see anything 
west of him. Whatever his locality may be, he 
thinks he must stand and look eastward towards 
the rising sun. A man at New York looks east- 
ward; a man at Buffalo looks castward; one at 
Detroit looks eastward; one at Chicago looks 
eastward; one at cach point of the lakes looks 
eastward, and never sees what is behind him. 
The consequence is, that the man furthest west 
has a better knowlege of the topographical and 
Jocality of the internal resources of this great 
Republic. My friend, standing at Kalamazoo, 
has not found out that there is anything west of 
him, and of course bas a very small apprecia- 
tion of the resources of this country for that rea- 
son. If the Ilinois river stood cast instead of 
west of him, and his produce or goods had to 

ass through the Ilinois river to get to a market, 


c would appreciate it as he does the St. Clair || 


flats; as he does the harbors upon the lakes; as he 
does the Hudson and all the other different links 
in that great chain of national internal navigation 
extending from east to west. I do not see the 
force of the objection that this work is not essen- 
tial tothe commerce of the country. Sir, there 
is no link in this chain of navigation more essen- 
tial to the commerce of the country. 

“It is objected, however, that it is not essential 
to the national defense. Be itso. What one of 
those improvements is essential to the national 
defense? What one of those improvements is 
prompted by a desire to protect the country 
against foreign. invasion? Every one of them 
rests upon commerce, and commerce alone, and 
no one of them upon military defense. Wherever 
the argument of military defense is used, it is a 


| Congress, and the monopoly was void. 


pretext to guard the real. motive for the appro- 
priation. I impeach no nian’s intentions; but we 
all know that if there was no other consideration 
connected with -these appropriations than that of 
the national defense, there would be no partic- 
ular desire for them on the part of the people of 
the different localities. They are appropriations 
for commerce, for the protection of navigation, 
to facilitate navigation, and not for the national 
defense. f 

I say, then, in conclusion, (for I am unwilling 
to protract this debate, or oceupy time,) that if 
this system of appropriations from the Federal 
Treasury, instead of leaving the improvements | 
to the localities, is to prevail, you have no object | 
of greater importance to the general commerce of 
the interior of the country than this appropria- 
tion for the Illinois river. With these remarks 
I submit the question to the vote of the Senate. 

Mr. STUART. The Senator from Illinois | 
expresses his regret that I should have interposed 
any objection to this bill. I have no regret to 
offer on that subject; but I do regret that the hon- 
orable Senator, in stating his views on this matter, |} 
did not find himself able to do it without imput- 
ing improper motives tome. ‘The Senator from 
Ilinois may have very superior knowledge of the 
magnitude of the commerce of the western coun- 
try to that which I possess; and it may be true 
thathe has not. That I shall leave to be determ- 
ined at the proper time, and by the proper tribu- 
nal, whenever it may arise. He says that no man 
can look west of him; and yet I suppose the Sen- 
ator would hardly be willing to apply hisargument 
to himself. He has for the last two or three days 
entertained the Senate, and very interestingly, 
upon subjectsand commerce that lie west of him. 
He made a powerful argument yesterday against 
the appropriaion at Dubuque, far westof Chicago, 
where he resides. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. But I lived fora great part 
of my Jife on the banks of the Mississippi. 

Mr. STUART. {thought I knew something 
about Dubuque also; but the Senator expressed 
my views so fully, that I was contented to vote 
with him without saying a word. I voted for the 
bill improving the rapids in the Mississippi; I 
voted for the bill improving the Missouri. There 
has nota bill of improvement come up which lies 
west of my locality, to which the honorable 
Senator refers, anak have not voted for, except 
the appropriation at Dubuque, which he argued 
and voted against, and I agreed with him. Thus 
far for his argument and the facts. 

Now, he says he does not understand the dif- 
ference between the Ilinois river and the Missis- 
sippi. The Hlinois river is under the exclusive 
jurisdiction of the State of Hlinois; and, so far 
from requiring any consent on the part of Con- |! 
gress to levy tonnage duties, Hlinois possesses 
the power. It has been so held in the courts in 
our States. The question has been decided in the 
State of Michigan over and over again, in respect 
to the effeet of the ordinance of 1787 upon rivers 
lying wholly within our State, and the court held 
that the restriction was ended when the State 
assumed its form and authority asa State, and |; 
was admitted into the Union. Take the case of |! 
the Hudson river. That bill has not yet come 

i : z ETA | 

up; but it has been decided by the highest judicial |} 
tribunal, that the Hudson river is not under the |} 
i 


control of the State of New York, if I recollect 
aright. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Itis the reverse. 

Mr. STUART. The Senator from New York 
can correct me, if I am wrong. 

Mr. SEWARD, Let me state, for the inform- 
ation of the honorable Senator, that there was a | 
monopoly given by the State of New York to | 
Robert Fulton, for the use of steamboats for the | 
term of fifty ycars,on the waters within the State | 
of New York. Robert Fulton attempted to enforce 
that monopoly on the vessels of the Hudson river, | 
and he was sustained by the courts of the State | 
of New York. An appeal was taken by Gibbon, 
who resided in the State of New Jersey, to the | 
Supreme Court of the United States; and, upon 
that case—the leading and first case, Gibbon vs. jj 
Ogden—it was decided that the waters of the 
Hudson river were under the jurisdiction of } 
Robert 
Fulton’s monopoly has ‘not expired, and is 
enforced for the use of steamboats on Chautauque 
lake, Cayuga lake, Seneca lake, Lake George, and 


| to agree, and were discharged. 
| take a legal discussion here in the Senate of the 


| and control over the Hlinois river. 
|; prove that river, and collect tolls to any extent 


i to state. d u 
| agains? one of those harbors, I did not object to 


Onondaga lake; but isnot applied toany navigable 
river in the State of New York. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I desire to understand the 
Senator from New York: The Supreme Court 
of the United States reversed the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the State of New York, so far 
as the Hudson river was concerned, and that was 
the only case before them. : 

Mr. SEWARD. Yes, sir. f 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then the decision of th 
Supreme Court of the United States is against 
the proposition stated by the Senator from Mich- 
igan. 

° Mr. STUART. I do not understand it so. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I doi. The State of New 
York chartered a company; and gave them the 
exclusive privilege of the Hudson river 

Mr. SEWARD. All the wäters in the State 
of New York. i 

Mr. DOUGLAS. ‘The case arose on the Hud- 
son river? 

Mr. SEWARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The supreme court of New 
York sustained the monopoly as to the Hudson 
river, but the Supreme Court of the United States, 
on an appeal, reversed the decision, and threw 
the Hudson river open to the commerce of the 
world. 

Mr. SEWARD. Practically, the Senator is 
right; bët instead of the supreme court, the ques- 
tion was in chancery, before Chancellor Kent on 
an injunction, and I believe from that went to the 
court of errors, the court of dernier resort from 
the court of chancery, and came up, not through 
the supreme court of New York, but the court 
of errors. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The point I make is, that 
whilst the courts of the State of New York sus- 
tained the monopoly, the Supreme Court of the 
United States reversed their decision to the ex- 
tent that it ever came before them. Hence the 
decision of the supreme court of New York is in 
favor of the Senator from Michigan, but the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
reversing the State decision, is against him. 

Mr. STUART. Mr. President, I once heard 
a very interesting anecdote of an incident that 
occurred in a court of justice. Just at the close 
of a session, it was found thata case standing on 
default had been omitted, and the jury were 
gone, and there was no means of assessing the 
damages. It was suggested by the counsel that 


i they make up a jury of the members of the bar 
| toassess the damages. 


í They impanneled a jury, 
and after a six hours’ session, they were unable 
Now, to under- 


United States, with the Senator from Illinois, 
might result as unfortunately as that. I spoke 
from recollection; I do not know that I have 
looked at that case in fifteen years; but if I recol- 
lect aright, the Supreme Court of the United 
States reversed the decision in New York, upon 
the ground that the Constitution conferred upon 
the United States the power to regulate com- 
merce; that that power covered the Hudson river; 
that it was then under the jurisdiction of the 
Government of the United States for the purpose 


| of commerce, and not of the State of New York; 


and reversed the judgment below for that reason. 
The State of Hlinois, I say, has jurisdiction 
It can im- 


the Legislature of Hlinois see fit. Can it @ that 
on the Mississippi? Notatall. Can it do that 
on the Ohio river? Not at all. It has been de- 
cided that the Congress of the United States 
alone possessed the power of regulating ‘com- 
merce on those waters, and we have exercised 
it, J sce, therefore, a distinction, and a very 
great distinction. 

I was not especially pleased with the manner 
in which the Senator from Illinois saw fit to refer 
to the appropriations which had been made for 
harbors lying within the State of Michigan. 


| There is not a single one of them that is not 


necessary for purposes of the naval defense of 
the country, if there shall ever be a war be- 
tween the United States and England. There is 
not one of them that is not necessary to protect 
the vessels which the United States own on those 
lakes now. here is another fact which I wish 
When the Senator made an argument 


1806. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


the motives which might have governed him; I 
did not say a word. He stated the case, and he 
was mistaken on a single fact connected with it; 
but I did not dispute with him.” I said nothing 
in respect to his motives. 

I think that the Senator from Illinois, when 
he comes to review what he has said, will see 
that he has used language in regard to my argu- 
ments and position on this subject, which 1s a 
little too strong—which savors a little too much 
of personal impeachment. I think the Senator 
knows me, and knows my views, well enough to 
believe that, to the extent to which my knowl- 
edge goes, I am at least as liberal in my views 
of constitutional power and governmental pro- 
priety in respect to these appropriations, as the 
honorable Senator himself. We disagree in 
respect to the Illinois river on the question of 
power. That is all there is of it. There is 
Grand river, in the State in which I live, that is 
navigable and navigated for seventy-five miles. 
There is the very river on which I live, navi- 
gable and navigated, until the construction of the 

lichigan Central railroad, for seventy-five miles. 
I have never yet seen the day when I would vote 
a dollar out of the national Treasury to improve 
either one or the other; for the reason that I do 
not believe that Congress possesses the power. 

The Senator may differ with me, but certainly 
he will not question the motives that induce me 
to entertain this opinion. 
could be in expressing simply the reasons why I 
could not vote for this bill, without the slightest 
idea of provoking debate; and I am now going to 
cut shut more than three fourths of what I should 
like to say in answer to the Senator from Illinois 
—argumentatively, because I would not say a 
word against his motives. I entertain no feel- 
ings which would prompt any such thing. Three 
fourths of what j would deem necessary to 
answer his argument, I will leave unsaid, rather 
than defer the action of the Senate on these 

ills. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I expressly 
exempted the motives of the Senator from Michi- 
gan by saying that his residence was such that 

is attention was directed east and not west, and 
hence he did not fully 
the importance of the Illinois river as well as he 
would if he lived on the Mississippi, or some 
point further west. This much it is necessary 
for me to say in reply to the supposition of the 
Senator. that I impeached his motives. 

Now, sir, in regard to the jurisdiction over the 
Ilinois river, It has been held by the Supreme 


Court of the United States that the admiralty | 


jurisdiction of the United States was not confined 
to the ebbing and flowing of the tides, nor limited 
to salt water, but reached wherever navigation 
extended. Therefore, so far as judicial authority 


can be brought to bear upon this question, the | 


fact ofa river being in one State, or many States, 
does not affect the constitutional power; nor can 
reason be brought to your aid to make a distinc- 
tion between a river which is on the boundary 
line or in the center of a State. Then judicial 
authority is against the Senator from Michigan; 
and the reason of the case is against him. As to 
the importance of the Illinois river as a channel 
of communication of commerce and navigation, 
there can be no question. 

Still the Senator says the State of Ilinois has 
exclusive jurisdiction over the Illinois river. My 
answer is, that the Supreme Court of the United 
States have decided the reverse; and the pcople of 
Illinois are a law-abiding people, that yield to the 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States—the highest tribunal of the world, It 
is now ten years since I brought a proposition 
into the House of Representatives, asking the 
permission of Congress to levy tonnage dutics on 
the Illinois river to improve its navigation. Con- 
gress refused to give us that permission. We 
cannot induce men to invest their capital in the 
improvement of that river without the consent of 
Congress. The decision of the Supreme Court 


stares us in the face and denies our exclusive | 


jurisdiction. We asked you, first, to give us per- 
mission to improve it ourselves, and you refused. 
‘We now ask you to make appropriations to im- 
prove it yourselves, and objection is made. | 

I prefer that you should give us your permis- 
sion and consent to make our own improvements, 
rather than have the pitiful sum of $20,000 which 


a 


epptociate and comprehend į 
l 


I was as brief as I | 


it is proposed now to appropriate; but I insist 
that justice and fairness require that you shall 
either improve the navigation of that river, or 
give your assent that we may do it, and collect 
such reasonable tolls as are necessary to pay the 
expenses of the work. ‘That is our position. 
‘When we asked your permission you refused it. 
It has been voted down by immense majorities. 
The reason we have not improved it, is because 
you would not permit us todo so. Your courts 
decided against our right todo so. Now you will 
neither give your consent to our doing it ourselves, 
nor make appropriations to do it yourselves. 

Mr. PUGH. In what case have the courts de- 
cided that the State of Illinois has no authority? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The courts have decided 
that the maritime jurisdiction is not confined to 
the ebbingand flowing of the tide, but goes where- 
ever the water is navigable. Such I understand 
to be the decision. 

Mr. PUGH. No, sir. The Senator is mis- 
taken. He cannot find any decision that will 
carry the admiralty jurisdiction over the Ilinois 
river. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think I can find decisions 
where the Supreme Court say the jurisdiction 
goes to the extent of the navigability of the water. 
Of course, the Illinois river was not mentioned, 
because the Illinois river was not in controvers 
in that case; but the point is, whether the admi- 
ralty jurisdiction is confined to tide-water, or 
whether it goes to the extent of the navigability 
of the water? I understand that to be the decision 
of the Supreme Court. Some ten years ago, in 
obedience to that doctrine, I presented a bill to 
the other House, and it became the law of the 
land, to extend the admiralty jurisdiction of the 
courts of the United States to the northern lakes, 
upon the ground that the admiralty jurisdiction, 
under the Constitution, could exist there as well 
as upon the ocean, and in salt water, they being 
navigable in a state of nature. 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the honorable Senator 
excuse me for making a suggestion? [Mr. Dove- 
Las. Certainly.J—and that is, that I have an 
unfortunate responsibility about these: bills, and 


Tam quite sure I can promise him that his bill | 


will pass if he will let the vote be taken. 1 do 
not know whether an argument can aid its pas- 
sage. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I am much obliged to the 
Senator from New York. I do not intend to 
occupy time on this question; but I fecl it to be 
my duty to answer the objections that are urged 
when it is attempted to exempt this great central 
channel of commerce through my State, from the 
general principal of nationality, and at the same 


| time to legalize other small rivers which have no 


connection with the grcatcommerce of the country 
except at one end, and do not form links in the 
great chain of communication. 

The Illinois river is essentially a part of the 
Mississippi, so far as the navigation extends. It 
is the direct line of communication with the lakes. 
If you send a ship from the Gulf of Mexico to 


| the lakes, or from the lakes to the gulf, it must 


go through the Illinois river, That river is in- 
finitely more important, in a national point of 
view, than the Mississippi, above the mouth of 
the Illinois, or the Missouri river, for the reason 
that it connects with the great lakes, and through 
the lakes with the St. Lawrence. I do not de- 
preciate the others, but I state this fact. 1 will 


not be provoked, I think, into further discussion’ 


on this point. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I do not wish to take any 
part in this discussion, although I concur gen- 
erally in the remark of the Senator from Hlinois, 
that this river stands on as good ground as any 
other, and, in fact, on better ground than many. 
Tt has, according to that which they call nation- 
ality, fully as much nationality. The rule seems 
to be that that which is for the use and benefit of 
the greatest number of people must be national. 
I think thatis an entire mistake about nationality; 


| but, as that seems to be the rule and basis of it, 


this is national in that view. J] rose to put myself 
and others right on one point. The Senator says 
he applied for the right to levy tonnage duties on 
this river, and he could not get it. F recollect on 
one occasion, when it was moved, that it was 
defeated, and has always been of late years, by 


1 


H 


i 


o 
| Democratic party. 


! mended. 


not want to break the combination. ... : 
Mr. DOUGLAS. : I admit thate.25 oe poe 
Mr. TOOMBS. . I simply. wished to put th 
matter correctly before the country... think: the 
right to levy tonnage duties oughtito be given, 
and I have voted to give it for the IHinois rivet; .. 
but it has been defeated, because the friends of: 
internal improvements have voted:against giving. 
it. They did so, because they did not want ‘to. 
break their combination, and ‘thereby; become 
weaker in their efforts to get into the Treasury. 
So far as this river is concerned; I should vote to 
pu itin a general bill, or vote not to strike it out. 
think it stands on as good, if not better ground 


the friends of internal improvements, who; did: 


| than-nine tenths of the improvements made; 


Mr. WELLER. — I shail be: compelled to vote 
against this’ bill... It is an. old: acquaintance of 
mine. f recollect very. well its being in the. 
House of Representatives when I was a member. 
in 1842 or 1843, and the Senator from Illinois: 
was then a member of the. House, and he and E- 


i had some very sharp words in regard to this"bill. .- 


The question was, whether it came within the 
principle laid down in the veto message of: Gèn- 
eral Jackson. I claimed that it was anti-Demo- 
cratic to support any measure of that sort. Iwas 
then an older member than the Senator from 
Illinois. He took exception to my remarks, sup- 
sing that I intended to read him out of the 
The whole question was. 
which was the best Democrat. I stand now pre-~. 
cisely where I stood then, and I find my friend 
frof Illinois has not shifted his position, 1am 
sorry that I have been compelled to allade toa, , 
transaction so long ago, because he is an unmar-’ 
ried gentleman and the ladies. may draw the: 
inference that he is an old man. [Laughter.] = 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I regret that my friend from 
California should have remembered the old. 
grudge; I had forgotten it long it ago. I regret 
furthermore that, simply because he was wrong . 
then, he should deem it a matter of consistency. . 
to persevere in his errors. I have only, therefore,. 


i with these two remarks, to dismiss the subject, . 
i with the simple additional one that J hope here- 


after, when he ‘finds by experience that he is in . 
error, he will give it up instead of persevering i 
it. [Laughter.] i 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I have but a word to say. 
At page 295, of the second part of the message and 
documents communicated at the. present session 


| of Congress, the annual estimate for the ensuing 


fiscal year is to be found; and for theimprovement : 
of Ulinois river, the sum of $20,000 is recom- 
The detailed report in'reference to that 
river is to be found on a subsequent page of this 
book. ra 
Lam utterly astonished thatanybody who votes 

for the Upper Mississippi should conceive that 
the Illinois river is nota national river. The Mi- 
nois river is part of the Mississippi, just as much 
as that portion of the Mississippi above the mouth 
of the Illinois is a part of it. Suppose the main 
stream were called the Illinois instead of the Mis- 
sissippi river; the Senator from Michigan would 
have no difficulty in voting for this appropriation, 
because he has already voted for the improve- 
ment of the Des Moines rapids. How came he’ 
togive that vote? The river is not called the Mis- 
sissippi river because that is the longest stream. 
We all know that from the Gulf of Mexico to 
the source of the Missouri river, is a much greater 
distance than from the gulf to the source of 
what is called the Mississippi river. If we were 
only to call the main trunk the Illinois river, there 
would be no difficulty in voting for this appro- 
priation, bécanse Senators have already voted for 
the appropriation at the Des Moines rapids in the 
Upper Mississippi. Now, sir, there is ten times 


i the commerce passing through the Ilinois river 


that ever passes over the Des Moines rapids. 
Mr. STUART. Iwill ask the Senator a ques- 
tion. What State has exclusive jurisdiction over 
the Des Moines rapids? : 
Mr. TRUMBULL. No State. And no State 
has exclusive jurisdiction over the [llinois river, 
allow me to say to the Senator. 
Mr. STUART. That is a matter of opinion. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. The Illinois river is. as 


| much under the control of the Government of the 


United States as the Mississippi river. By nü- 
merous acts of Congress, by numerous provisions 
when States have been admitted into the Unies, 
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it has been declared, time and again, that the 
waters of this river should remain forever free 
and open to the citizens of all the country. The 
ordinance of 1787 provided it; numerous acts’ of 
Congress since have had the same provision; and 
the idea that the Hlinois river may be dammed 
up by the State of Iinois, is a total misconcep- 
tion of what the law is, as-I understand it. I 
should like to'see the authority on which the gen- 
tleman from Michigan relies‘to say that the State 
of Illinois may control the Illinois river. Have 
you-not Voted an-appropriation for the Missouri 
river? and did not that gentleman vote for it? Has 
the State of Missouri exclusive control over the 
Missouri river? If it has, how did the Senator 
from Michigan vote for thatappropriation? The 
Hlincis river carries upon its waters many times 
as'much commerce as the Missouri. The Mis- 
souri river is entirely within the State of Mis- 
souri for’ hundreds of miles. The Senator finds 
no-difficulty in voting for an appropriation there; 
and-the State of Missouri has the same control 
over that: river that the State of Mlinois has over 
the Ilinois; but neither has the exclusive con- 
trol. There is upon the Illinois river, some dis- 
tance from its mouth, at Peoria, a port for the 
collection of duties, and we have a surveyor 
there. ` 

E will not prolong this: discussion. My col- 
league has gone over the whole ground, and shown 
most conclusively, that, if there is a national 
thoroughfare in:the country, the Illinois river is 
one. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fo@a 
third reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. PUGH. Icall for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CLAY. There was a report of the local 
agent for this river, together with some remarks 
in review of that report by the superintending 
engineer, Colonel Long, which I should like to 
submit to the Senate. It is marked in the book, 
and I wish to haveit read. I direct the attention 
of the Senate to these facts, that the estimate of 
this local agent does not meet with the approval 
of Colonel Long, chief engineer of western river 
improvements, and that his statement of the 
commerce of the river far exceeds what is shown 
by Colonel Long. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


JACKSONVILLE, ILLINOYS, August 20, 1855. 

Siw: In conformity to your instructions, dated on the 
third August, instant, I respectfully submit the following 
statement: 

1. The engineer’s report for the improvement of the TMi- 
nois river proposes the opening of a chaunet two hundred 
feet wide, and three feet deep, at the lowest stage of the 
water. 

in order to the complete execution of this plan, there 
remains yet about one hundred and fifty thousand cubic 
yards of clay and sand to be removed; this work, judging 
trom experience in regard to the portion already done, would 
cost fifty cents per yard, or the sum of $75,000, 

In addition to this sum, $15,000 will probably he required 
for dredges, scows, tackle, and contingencies, making in 
all the sum of $90,000. 

2, The expense of keeping the dredge Goorge W. Jones, 
and the new dredge Jefferson: Davis, in commission from 
July J, 1855, to July 1, 1856, and for compensation of 
agent, civil enginecr, officers and crews of boats, fucl, sub- 
sistence, repairs, and contingencies, will probably amount 
to the sum of $15,000; or, should Congress make the 
requisite appropriation, double the amount of dredging 
could be effected for the sum of $30,000, within the annual 
season of active service, comprising eight months, 

3. The “ Winois river improvement,” of which I am the 
agent, is embraced in the United States collection district 
of Louisiana, 

Alton is the nearest port of entry; but, although I have 
requested it, I have not yet been advised of the amount of 
revenue collected at that port during the fast fiscal year; 
when so advised, I will hasten to report it. 

The main United. States revenue connected with the 
river trade, is through the ports of entry of Chicago and 
St. Louis. The annual amount of commerce to be bene- 
fited by the improvement of the Ilinois river, according to 
the best information L have been able to obtain, may be 
stated at $42,345,000. 

This sum, I have no doubt, will fall short of the true 
amount. G. DUNLAP, 
United States Agent Improvement Illinois River. 
Lieutenant Colonel S. H. LONG, 

Superintendent Western River Improvements. 


The foregoing report is not only defective in the several 
respects therein noticed, but by reason of its containing no 
showing of the expenditures incurred during the last fiscal 
year, and of the unexpended balance of the appropriation 
remaining for the disbursement at the end of that year. 
From the records of this office, it nevertheless appears that 
the balance in question is $9,449 77, while the same records 
are deficient in the details from which the expenditures for 
the same'year can be inferred: S. H. LONG, 

Superintendent Western River Improvements 


| 


P.'S. Agreeably to a statement kindly furnished by John 
Fitch, Esquire, surveyor and collector of the port of Alton, 
the total value of imports’ for the year is $54,666, and the 
amount of duties collected thereon is $16,398 90. 

i ie S. H. LONG. 

Mr. CLAY. : I called for the reading with the 
twofold purpose of showing, first, that the plan. 
and estimate of this local superintendent did not 
meet the approval of Colonel Long; and, second, 
that this extravagant estimate of his, of the trade 
of. the river, was unsustained by the facts as dē- 
veloped by Colonel Long. I simply want to call 
the attention of the Senate and the country to the 
exceedingly unreliable character of the informa- 
tion which we have,in respect to the improve- 
ment now contemplated. 

The question being taken on the passage of the 
bill, by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 23, nays 
15; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell of New IJampshire, 
Clayton, Collamer, Dodge, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, James, Johnson, Sebas- 
tain, Seward, Thomson of New Jersey, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wilson, and Wright—23, 

NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Brodhead, Brown, Clay, Fitzpat- 
rick, Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Slidell, 
Stuart, Toombs, and Wellcr—15. 


So the bill was passed. 
RED RIVER RAFT. 


The Senate next proceeded, as in Committee of 
the Whole, to consider the bill (S. No. 70) for 
the improvement of Red river, at the raft, which, 
as introduced by Mr. Sesastian, proposed to 
appropriate dollars to continue and complete 
the improvement at and around the raft of Red 
river, according to such a plan as may be pre- 
| scribed by and under the supervision of the Sec- 
retary of War. 

The Committee on Commerce reported it with 
an amendment to fill the blank with $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole was concurred in. The bill was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read 
the third time. On its passage, 

Mr. CLAY called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 27, nays 9; as follows: 

YEAS —Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Clayton, Collamer, Dodge, Douglas, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, Johnson, 
Jones of lowa, Pratt, Sebastian, Seward, Slidell, Stuart, 
Thompson of Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, Trum- 
bull, Wade, Wilson, and Wright—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Brodhead, Brown, Clay, Fitzpat- 
rick, Hunter, Mallory, Reid, and Toombs—9, 


So the bill was passed. 
IMPROVEMENT OF TAUNTON RIVER. 


The bill (S. No. 231) for the improvement of 
Taunton river, below Taunton, in the State of 
Massachusetts, was next considered by the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to make an appropriation of $20,000. 

Mr. WELLER. I should like to hear from 
the Senator from Massachusetts the character 
of this improvement, what the obstructions are, 
and how it is proposed ta remove them; and also 
the amount expended, and whether it is within 
the jurisdiction of the State? 

r. SEWARD. I can refer the honorable 
Senator to a report of the topographical engi- 
neers in Executive Document No. 30, of the year 
1854. The estimate is $20,000, and that is the 
sum named in the bill for the completion of the 
work. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr, CLAY. I should like to inquire how far 
this river is navigable? I suppose the Senator 
from Massachusetts can give me the information ? 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, in response to 
the question submitted by the Senator from Ala- 
bama, I have to say that the distance from Fall 
river to Taunton is from fifteen to twenty miles. 
Coasting vessels loaded with coal, flour, and other 
products of the country, now go up the Taunton 
river to the flourishing town of Taunton. At 
Dighton, about four miles below Taunton, these 
vessels, excepting those of about fifty tons burden, 
have to unload portions of their cargoes. It is 
believed that this appropriation of $20,000 will 
remove the obstructions at and above the town 
of Dighton, so that vessels engaged in the coast- 


ing trade will go upto Taunton without difficulty. 


| to stop them in the beginning, 


That portion of Massachusetts is largely engaged 
in manufactures of various descriptions, and the 
navigation of this river is of great importance to 
that section of my State. This river has been 
surveyed by the order of the Government, and 
the cost of the improvements’ is estimated at 
$20,000. This report was made in December, 
1853, by George Dutton, captain of the corps of 
engineers, to General Totten, chief engineer. I 
hope this bill will receive the sanction of the Sen- 
ate; that it will become the law of the land; and 
that this appropriation will accomplish: what the 
people of that section of Massachusetts so much 
desire to have accomplished. 

Mr. CLAY. I have before me Lippincott’s 
Gazetteer of the World, which I have examined 
with a view of" ascertaining the nationality of this 
work. I find that he says the Taunton river is 
navigable to Taunton, about seventeen miles from 
its mouth. I find that it is wholly within the 
State of Massachusetts, and that it is valuable 
chiefly for its water power. I submit to the 
Senate that this is certainly very deserving the 
consideration of the country as a national work. 
It is seventeen miles in extent, and navigable all 
the way up to Taunton. 7 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third timè. Onits'‘pas- 


sage, ; 

Mr. BIGGS called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. . ; 

Mr. CLAY. The appropriation is a very 
moderate allowance—only $1,200 a mile for the 
extent of its navigation ! 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 16, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Allen, Beli of New Hampshire, Colla~ 
mer, Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Har- 
lan, Jones of Iowa, Sebastian, Seward, Wade, Wilson, 
and Wright—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Brodhead, Brown, Clay, Douglas, 
Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, Mallory, 
Pearce, Pugh, Reid, Slidell, Thompson of Kentucky, 
Toombs, Trumbull, and Yulee—19. : 


So the bill was rejected. 
ATCHAFALAYA BAY. 


The bill (S. No. 248) providing for the survey 
of Atchafalaya bay and approaches, was read the 
second time, and considered as in Committee 
a ine Whole. The appropriation proposed is 

3000. 

: Mr. CLAY. I should like to learn something 
about the importance of this survey. If we pass 
this bill we shall have an estimate at the next 
session of Congress, or at the succeeding Con- 
gress, for this work, and then some Senator will, 
in support of his bill, gravely allege that it ig 
recommended by the Department, when, if we 
trace the facts, we find that we called for the very 
information on which the bill of appropriation is 
predicated. Every appropriation of this kind for 
the survey of works is but initiating a scheme 
of internal improvement, and I think it is proper 
I wish to arrest 
the beginning of the evil by opposing the passage 
of this bill. ` 

Mr SLIDELL. I think the documents on file 
will snow the propriety of this survey. I will 
state very briefly to the Senate the character of 
the improvement that is contemplated to be made. 

It is to remove obstructions at the mouth of 
the Atchafalaya river. The Atchafalaya was 
formerly the regular outlet from the Red river to 
the sea; but the Mississippi occasionally en- 
croaching on one bank and then on the other, the 
two streams having been nearly parallel, made 
inroads upon the Red river, the greater portion 
of the waters of which now find their way fo the 
sea through the Mississippi. The distance of 
the Atchafalaya, from the Red river to the mouth, 
is, [ think, about three hundred miles. It is con- 
sidered asa very important means of communi- 
cation with Texas, and necessary for the con- 
veyance of mails in that direction. It is thought 
that a very small appropriation will be sufficient 
to deepen the waters of Atchafalaya bay sufficient 
to give an entrance to steamers carrying the mail 
between Texas and Louisiana. 

I was particularly scrupulous on this subject. : 
I did not wish to take the initiative in this im- 

rovement without a preliminary survey. If 1 
had pursued the course of some other Senators 
on this floor, I should: have probably called on 
the engineers of the War Department to give an 
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estimate without any particular data, as I have || spent was all thrown away for particular points, 
no doubt they would have done, as in repeated || which were thus recalled to my recollection. 


other instances. We merely ask: for a survey to 
prove the practicability of this-work to theextent 
of its cost. I think there will be found on the 
files a letter from the Department of War recog- 
nizing the extreme. importance of this improve- 
ment. If, however, it cannot be attained within 
reasonable limits, I certainly shall not press it 
hereafter. I think it is the only instance in which 
a survey alone is asked. I trust I shall not be 
punished for my modesty; because, if I had 
asked for‘an appropriation of $40,000 or $50,000 
for the improvement, I should no doubt have 
had it. 

Mr. SEWARD. I can inform the honorable 
Senator it is not the only survey. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FALLS OF RED RIVER. 


The bill (S. No. 249) providing for the survey 
of the falls of Red River at or near Alexandria, 
was read the second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to make 
an appropriation of $5,000. 

It was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed fora third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 


CAPE FEAR RIVER. 


The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill. (S. No. 227) making 
further appropriations for the improvement of the 
Cape Fear river, North Carolina. 

"he original bill appropriated $140,000 for the 
year ending 30th of Tins; 1857, to be expended 
under the superintendence of the Secretary of 
War, for the continuation of the improvement of 
the Cape Fear river, North Carolina, at or near its 
communication with the ocean. The committee 
propose to strike out “ $140,000” and to insert 
$4 Retr 

r. FESSENDEN. I should like to hear 
some explanation from some quarter about this 
bill. It appropriates a large sum of money. 

Mr. REID. The bill as originally introduced 
appropriated the sum of $140,000, the same 
amount of appropriation that was made in the bill 
of last year. It was drawn up by the Repre- 
sentative from the Wilmington district in the 
other branch of the Capitol, and he handed it to 
me before he received the estimate. The bill was 
referred to the Committee of Commerce; and on 
communicating with the War Department in 
relation to the amount necessary to be expended, 
they reported it back with this amendment, pro- 
posing to appropriate $200,000. The Clerk will 
find on file a communication from the Secretary 
of War in relation to the subject, which I hope 
he will read. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The history of this improve- 
ment is somewhat curious, and I can very briefly 
state it. The Government went on to expend a 
large amount of money under estimates, as they 
are termed here, of the topographical engineers. 
I think the antount reached a quarter of a million. 
About two years ago the predecessor of my friend 
from North Carolina nearest me, (Mr. Riess} 
Mr. Badger, represented to the Senate that the 
Government had ruined Cape Fear river; that 
it was utterly destroyed by bad engineering and 
bad improvement; and he introduced a bill to 
appropriate $150,000 to undo the bad work. The 
bill was passed, and the President signed itasan 
exceptional case. l think Mr. Badger got the 
$150,000 as an exceptional case, on the ground 
that, as the Government had done so much bad 
work, it ought certainly to take away the work 
which, at a cost of a quarter of a million of dol- 
lars, we had put there. I suppose that has been 
taken away; and now we have some more engi- 
neers to take a new start, and commence with 
$200,000 to do over again our bad work. Ihave 
no doubt that it is the case with every one of 
them. I deem it my duty, this fact being within 
my own legislative experience, to bring it to the 
notice of the Senate. I suppose it is true as to 
many of the works upon the lakes; but my mem- 
ory as to each point is not so distinctas to enable 
me to give the facts. Now and thena entleman, 
like the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Doveras,] 
would give his testimony that the money you 


This is certainly the case here, as stands con- 
fessed upon our legislative records... I suppose 
the estimate for $200,000 here is as good as those 
on which you are acting every day, by which 
you are voting three or four millions of. dollars 
out of the Treasury. I have no doubt, and t 
believe that hereafter the bad legislation of the | 
last fortnight will cost hundreds of thousands of 
dollars for undoing the bad work of Mr. Bowes, 
or somebody else, or the engineers. Then we 
shall hear it is all a mistake; he was not a good 
engineer. | 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I must have some 
more information on the subject before I can vote 
for this appropriation. 

Mr. REID. I called for the reading of: the 


the Senator let it be read? 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Certainly. 
The Secretary read, as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, April 12, 1856. 
Sir: In reply to your letter of the 9th instant, asking 
what amount of moncy can be properly expended on the 
| improvement of Cape Fear river, North Carolina, in the 
ensuing year, I have the honor to transmit you a report of 
the chief engineer, stating that the officer in charge of the 
work has estimated for $200,000 as the amount which he 
considers desirable for the next fiscal year, which may be 
advantageously expended on the work. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JETEN DAVIS, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. H. HAMLIN, 
Chairman of the Committee on Commerce, Senate. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Read the report of the 
officer. 

The Secretary read: 

ENGINEER’s DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, April 11, 1856. 

Sır : I havt the honor to state, in reply to the letter of 
the Hon. H. Hann, referred to this office for report, that 
| the officer in charge of the improvement of the Cape Fear 
| river has estimated for $200,000 as the amount which it is 
| desirable should be appropriated for the fiscal year ending 
t 
l 
| 


on the 30th June, 1857. 

This sum may no doubt be advantageously expended on 
this work during the ensuing year. 

The letter of Mr. Hamiin is returned herewith. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your ohedient 
servant, JOS. G. TOTTEN, 

Brevet Brigadier General and Colonel Engineers. 
Hon. Jerrerson Davis, Secretary of War. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to ask the 
| Senator from North Carolina what kind of an 
improvement this is? Is the money to be ex- 
| pended in the same way as the appropriation of 
i the last Congress? It was said then to be merely 
to restore the Cape Fear river to its original posi- 
tion as far as possible, and to remove obstructions 
placed there by the General Government. Is that 
the case, or is it a new work of improvement? 
Will he please to explain, so that we can under- 
| stand something about it? 
| Mr. REID. Jn the year 1853 this work was 
reported upon, and estimates of the whole cost 
were made. It is alleged that the Federal Gov- 
ernment, in causing jetties to be constructed for 
the purpose of. protecting Fort Caswell, caused 
an Abiagion! which enlarged New Inlet, and filled 
up the old channel, and this work is merely to 
stop what the Federal Government, by her ac- 
tion, has done, and place the river in the condi- 
tion in which it would have been but for the 
action of the Federal Government—not the action || 
of the Government in improving the navigation 
of the river, but in throwing out walls for the 
purpose of protecting a fort for the public defense. 

I had hoped, Mr. President, that this bill at 
| least was one of a character which would receive 
the vote of every Senator here. If you consider 
this improvement in a commercial point of view, 
such gentlemen as feel satisfied to vote for works 
of improvement upon the ground that they arc 
necessary for the regulation of commerce, must, 
I think, find no difficulty in sustaining the bill. 
If you put it on the ground of a harbor of refuge, 
| it is clearly necessary for that purpose. It is, un- 

uestionably, in my mind, a legitimate, constitu- 
tional work, upon the ground that this obstruction 
| has been caused by the action of the Federal 
Government in doing what I have mentioned. 
That such has been conceded to be the fact I 
will refer to the message of the President of the 
United States, signing a former bill for this work. 


He says: 


& I have this day given my signature to the act making 


communication from the War Department. Will || 


i 
The fact of the. Federal Government. having: 
caused this obstruction tothe river: must be‘ con~ 
sidered as conclusively established, béecausd the" 
| President of the United States, with. his s 
construction notions, after an investigation of the: 
subject, is satisfied, and announces’ that: this" 
appropriation is for the purpose: of removing 
obstructions which the Government. has pl : 
there, or, rather, the consequence of the obstruc- 
tions. ve ie 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I will inquiré of the Neni 
ator whether the act passed at'the last Congréss 
did not assert that that was the purpose of. thé: 
appropriation? Ce 
r. REID. That act did not. This bill isa 
litcral copy of that, word for word. My colleague 
informs me that Lami right. * 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Where did thie Présit 
get his information? , 
Mr. REID. He got his information fiom 
those who had been detailed, men of eminent 
ability, to ascertain the facts*in regard to this 
matter. . ae ees ; 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Iwill thank the: Senator 
to point me to the source of that information. I 
shld like to look at it for myself. ce 
Mr. REID. I could go on and cite the gentle- 
man to various authorities on this subject, butt” 
would lead to the consumption of time. ` T think’ 
itis the opinion of Professor Bache, ‘and many 
other eminent engineers. Ido not know that T 
could find the authorities at once, but I am suré 
of the fact. : 
But, Mr. President, in addition to that, I desire: 
to say to the honorable Senator from Maine, that’ 
there is another ground (that of defense) which 
I think places this appropriation in a still stronger’ 
point of view. The throwing out of jetties has 
opened an inlet whereby a foreign enemy may’ 
come up the river without passing Fort Conwell, 
for the new inlet is nine miles above the fort; 80 - 
that, if this work be neglected, and the new inlet. 
be not stopped up, the consequence will be that 
| you must build a new fort. The old one will be- 
come useless, because an enemy, could. come up’ 
to the town of Wilmington without passing the 
fort. You are bound to have the necessary dé= 
fenses for the country; and if you do. not carry” 
on this work which you have commenced, the’ 
consequence must be that you will build another 
fort, or adopt some other means for the protec- 
tion of the country. To do that will cost you 
more than the appropriation which is necessary 
for the con&truction of this work. j 
Mr. SEWARD. Will thë Senator from North 
Carolina excuse me for interrupting him, so far 
as to give the Senate the references to the report 
and documents which he desires on this subject, 
and which, I have no doubt, will be satisfactory 
to the Senate? On the 30th of March, 1853, Pro- 
fessor Bache, Superintendent of the United States 
Coast Survey, Charles Henry Davts, lieutenant. 
in the United States Navy, and superintendent of. 
the Nautical Almanac, D. P. Woodbury; captain 
of engineers, and Isaac I. Stevens, now Gov- 
ernor of Washington Territory, made. a report. 
to the War Department on. the subject.of the 
mouth of Cape Fear river, in obedience to the. 
instructions given by the War Department, and 
which were under the direction, I think, of a law 
of the United States. Their reportshows, as will, 
pe found at page 418, part 2, of the message and 
documents of 1853-54, that they examined the 
whole subject. They examine all the charts, 
and they say: 
We find that a harbor which once afforded easy access 


to vessels drawing nineteen feet of water, will now admit 


only those with less than thirteen ; and we cannot but re~ 
gard this d@erioration as a great national misfortune, and. 
the restoration of the inlet to its original state as a work. 
demanded by the general interest of commerce, both in- 
peace and war. ` : eet 

« Beaufort harbor, ninety miles east-of the Cape Fear, {s' 
the only harbor of refuge for vessels. drawing over thirteen 
feet between he mouth of the Chesapeake and Charleston, 
along a coast exposed to frequent and violent easterly, 
winds and storms. 


enë 


An inspection of any general map of, 
the coast-will show the importance to: our shipphig: oF a 
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rt-of refuge, a place of repairs and supplies, at the Cape 

ear, which. may. be regarded as the head or the most 
retired part of the great bend, in which vessels frequently 
encounter easterly or southeasterly storms, and. where, 
annually, many are. wrecked, and more. still dismasted 
and etherwise crippled. The immense trade carried_on be- 
tween points.south of the Cape Fear, New Orleans, Mobile, 
Pensacola, Key. West, Savannah, and Charleston, and the 
northern cities—Baltimore, Philadelphia, New York, Bos- 
ton, &c.—and between the former cities and Europe, is 
maintained in vessels drawing about fifteen or eighteen feet 
of water, and the largér part of it passes along the coast of 
North Carolina, near the mouth of the Cape Fear. Can 
any one. caiculate the utility of this port as a port of refuge, 
a Place of escape from the elements and the enemy, a place 
of supply and repairs when crippled—for vessels of that 
class, in time of war? Other nations, ut enormous expense 
have made artificial harbors on coasts not badly supplied 
with natural ones. Shall not we, at comparatively small 
expense, restore what nature once fumished? Are not the 
arguments which justify and require the erection of light- 
houses applicable to this improvement? 

st But these are not the only considerations which rec- 
ommend the restoration of this inlet.” 

After an argument upon another point, they 
say: 

“We may therefore have—what must be regarded as a 
national benefit at all times, and in time of war as of very 
great importance—a depot of coal upon the Cape Fear, in- 
dependent of supply from the North, and beyond the reach 
ofan enemy. But this depot will, in a great measure, be 
lost to the country, unless the Cape Fear shalt be improved 
so as to admit our steamers Of war”? 

At the conclusion of this very elaborate report 
and estimate, which contains all that had formerly 
taken place, are the details of the complex nature 
of the work. It sims up with an estimate of 
$458,000, unless certain small outlets shall be 
closed with stone, in which case the estimate will 
be 500,000. 

The Committee on Commerce having in vA 
this as a great national work, such as the Presi- 
dent had described, snbmitted a bill appropriating 
the sum appropriated last year. After the bill 
came in, the estimates which have been now read 
were submitted to the committec, and on that 
basis they have reported an amendment. Iam 
not tenacious myself about the amendment, and 
I will, therefore, ifmy colleagues willassent, with- 
draw the amendment of the committec, and have 
the question taken on the bill as it stands, 

Mr. REID. [ trust the amendment will not be 
withdrawn. 

Mr. SEWARD. Very well; but it excites 
jealousy among the friends of the bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
The Chair cannot regard it asin the authority of 
a member to withdraw an amendment of a com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SEWARD. It brings up a question pre- 
cisely similar to that which occurred yesterday 
in regard to the harbor of Chicago, where the 
subsequent action of the committee, or a part of 
the committee, increased the estimate, and yet the 
Senate rejected other bills on the same ground; 
and, therefore, I shall think it my duty now to 
atand by the original estimate. 

Mr. REID. The bill, with the amendment, is 
in accordance with the estimate. 

Mr. SEWARD. I know it is; but the com- 
mittee had before estimated for similar sums, and 
in the case of all the harbors for Wisconsin sub- 
sequent estimates were produced by the chairman 
of the committee, on which the committee agreed 
to recommend larger sums in nearly all those 
cases; and ng Senator, and no member, more 
earnestly than the honorable Senator from North 
Carolina, insisted against allowing all these addi- 
tional estimates; and under my advice the hon- 
orable Senator from Wisconsin withdrew them, 
and now I desire to withdraw this amendment. 

Mr. REID. I think this case is different from 
those. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I have not troubled the 
Senate on any of these bills. I have voted for all 
of them, I believe, without one exception; and I 
mean to vote for this. I have had no idea from 
the beginning but to vote for this if it stood on 
any fair basis, as I supposed it did. My only 
object was to call the attention of the Senate to 
the facts. I recollected the case of Cape Fear 
river, and how it got through in a separate bill 
two years ago, on a talk had here in tl Senate, 
in reference to certain obstructions said to have 
been placed there or occasioned by the action of 
the General Government, 

The President signed that bill, andgave, as an 
excuse for signing it, the rumors he had heard on 
that subject. It was not’ stated in the bill, and 
he had no record proof of the fact stated as the 


reason. Now, this bill is brought here in this 


shape, I suppose with the same view. I desired 
simply to expose the facts. I never have yet seen 
or heard exhibited to the Senate any proof to 
show that these obstructions were placed in the 
river by the Government. It has been asserted: 
over and over again, but it is a matter of suppo- 
sition at best. Being opposed to the humbug of 
placing this on any different ground from many 
other measures which are entitled to equal merit, 
I thought it best to call the attention of the Senate 
to it, in order that they might understand pre- 
cisely the position in which it is placed. I shall 
vote for the bill of course. There are a great 
many very good points about it. As the Senator 
from North Carolina says, there is abundant rea- 
son why the thing should be done. I can see no 
necessity for keeping up this humbug, except to 
save the consciences of certain gentlemen who 
want to vote for it, and cannot do it unless they 
have some excuse. 

Mr. REID. I will say to the Senator from 
Maine, if he will permit me, that I think he has 

‘one out of the record when he says the Presi- 
deat signed the bill upon grounds that he had 
from mere rumor. That is a mistake. The Pres- 
ident gave to that question due consideration. 

Mr FESSENDEN. Let us have the proof 
exhibited here. 

Mr. REID. I say to the Senator that there is 
abundant proof. Iwill read from the letter of 
Captain Benham, of the engineer corps. He 
says: 

“These jetties projecting at right angles, or nearly so, 
from the line of shore in front of Fort Caswell, must un- 
avoidably deflect the current to the opposite shore, and in 
that region of shifting sand, the dry or high land, formed, for 
the most part, by the wind and waves, the result of this di- 
version of the current towards the left or east bank of the 
river, must be the abrasion of that shore, the debris from 
which, carried down to the bar but a shortdistance below, 
must be deposited there in large quantities by the slack 
water or eddics occurring where the current of the river 
meets the Atlantic ocean—the result being a shoaling of the 
bar, or the reducing the depth of the water for purposes ef 
navigation.” 

The letter is dated 26th July last. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The President did not 
have that, I take it. 

Mr. REID. He had authority equally good. It 
is a matter generally conceded everywhere by all 
scientific men. Ido notthink it has ever been de- 
nied in a single instance, that the jetties put there 
by the General Government have obstructed the 
river, and helped to increase the bar and decrease 
the amount of water. 

Mr. STUART. Lentertain views very sim- 
ilar to those expressed by the Senator from Maine 
on this subject. When a similar bill was in- 
troduced by the then Senator from North Car- 
olina, (Mr. Badger,) some two years ago, what- 
ever may have’ been the effect on the Senate 
generally, I certainly was misled. At a sub- 
sequent day, when the bill was approved by the 
President of the United States on the grounds 
which have been read from his message, they 
were not satisfactory. There is no foundation 
for these reasons given, and I am prepared to 
show, in one minute, that they do not exist in 


fact. Here is the report made in 1853, March 
30, by the board, which was read by the honor- 
able Senator from New York, consisting of Pro- 


fessor A. D. Bache, Charles H. Davis, D. P. 
Woodbury, Isaac I. Stevens, all competent men. 
On their report this whole€hing is founded. Now, 
let me read two or three propositions which they 
state, and see if there is anything in this pretext. 
The report is a very long one; but they say: 


«This table and the maps from which the soundings have 
been taken, do, in the opinion of the commission, after full 
and careful consideration and discussion, authorize the fol- 
lowing conclusions : 

“4. The depth on the main bar of Cape Fear entrance 
has diminished, since the earliest records, at an irregular 
rate. In the last fifty years it has shoaled from fifteen feet to 
eight feet, so that at the beginning of this century there was 
two and a half fect more water on the bar, at ordinary low 
water, than there is now at ordinary high water. 

«2. In general, a decrease of depth on the main bar has 
been attended, as might be expected—the middie ground 
remaining the same, or rising—with an increase of depth in 
the western channel, and vice versa. The latter channel 
bas, however, fluctuated rapidly and irregularly, while the 
deerease on the main bar has been constantly going on. 

3. The deterioration of the main entrance is duè mainly 
to the influence of New Inlet, which opened, as nearly as 
we can leam, about 1780. This outlet diminishes by a vast 
amount the volume of water which otherwise would, and 
formerly did, pass in and out at the main entrance during 
every tide. And the evil has doubtless been accelerated 


latterly by two still newer openings, alluded to above, which 
are a little south of that inlet.” 

There is not a word in that whole lengthy re- 
port that goes to show that the water has been 
diminished on account of the fort; but they tell 
you that fromthe earliest periods this has been 
going on, and at an irregular rate. Who makes 
this report? The Coast Survey officers, who, in 
the surveying the coast of the ocean, have ascer- 
tained, so far as science can, all these causes. I 
confess I do not like—I should be authorized. in- 
expressing my feelings to use a stronger term— 
these specious reasons for particular works. 
There never was any reason for this appropria- 
tion that does not exist at every other place on 
the Atlantic coast. If I am satisfied that this 
work is necessary for the purpose of a harbor of 
protection and refuge, or for the naval armament 
of the country, however greatly commerce ma 
be benefited by it incidentally. I can vote for it. 
if the appropriation is anything like commensu- 
rate with the object. The estimate is $500,000 in 
addition to what has already been appropriated: 
Here is a half million, and what is the result to 
be arrived at? Weare not told. : 

But, sir, 1 did not rise for the purpose of going 
into thatargument, but to enter my protest against 
these specious reasons, which are in the very face 
of the report made here by the proper officers. I 
know that when this bill was approved. by the 
President, and before it was'approved, many gen- 
tlemen stated that it presented the whole question, 
and that if the President approved it, there could 
be no pretense for refusing to approve the others. 
That was fully and fairly understood. Senators 
should not be misled, and the public should not 
be misled, about these affairs; for they constitute 
very serious difficulties. 

Besides, not only are these bills put upon spe- 
cious reasons, but the appropriations are enor- 
mous. While there is a clamor raised here that 
you would think would unsettle the foundations 
of this Government, about an appropriation of 
$10,000 for a harbor on the lakes just as necessary 
as this, there is not even a desire to get the yeas 
and nays on an appropriation of $200,000 down: 
here onthe Atlantic. I say it is wrong, and the 
Senate should not proceed on any such consid- 
erations. There is another reason which dis- 
tinguishes this from any other appropriation for 
similar purposes; and the Senator from Georgia 
was right when he stated in a few words, at the 
outset, the effect of the work that had been done 
here. Itis one of those rivers which, like the Mis- 
sissippi, and many others, are constantly chang- 
ing their condition; and it is a question of doubt, 
when you have finished, whether your $500,000 
will place the mouth of the river in such a condi- 
tion thatitcan be entered, : : 

Mr. IVERSON. I understood that this bill 
was reported from the Committee on Commerce, 
of which the Senator from Michigan is a very 
distinguished and prominent member. Itis with 
some surprise, therefore, that I find the gentle- 
man to-day attempting to strangle his own bant- 

ing. 

Mr. STUART. If the Senator had heard what 
I said a little while ago, he would*not have ex- 
pressed his surprise. I said that I agreed with a 


| majority of the committee in regard to several of 


these bills, that I would consent to report them, 
at the same time telling the committee that I 
would not agree to vote for them. 

Mr. IVERSON. I was not aware of any pri- 
vate arrangements which the Senator entered into 
with his colleagues. AIT know is what was the 
action of the committee made public to the Senate 
by officially reporting this bill back (for $140,000 
as originally presented) from the Committee on 

ommerce, with an amendment- increasing the 
sum to $200,000. That was the action of the 
Committee on Commerce, as I understand, and 
not of any individual Senator. 

Mr.SEWARD. The honorable Senator, I 
know, will excuse me for a word of explanation. 
The honorable Senator is aware, as the Scnate 
is, of the number of bills that come before the 
Committee on Commerce at different times and 

eriods and under different circumstances. The 
honorable Senator from Michigan might not be 
in attendance at one time. The honorable Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin perhaps was never absent. 
I, myself, was sometimes absent. So that the 
committee was constituted and. the bill was 


Mr. STUART. In respect to this bill, when 
acted on by the committee, I was not present at 
all. I spoke of my own action generally. 

Mr. IVERSON. I should have much pre- 
ferred to see the gentleman from Michigan go on 
some general system, instead of voting all for the 
northern lakes, and then manifest his opposition 
to appropriations in that section of the country | 
where wool grows on the heads of men. i 

This appropriation, it seems to me, stands on 
a very good footing, if I understand the facts of 
the case. The Senator objects to the amount. 
it certainly stands on the same footing, and even 
better, than nine out of ten of the appropriations 
for which the Senator has already voted. It is 
founded on estimates of the War Department. 
When bills have been heretofore presented to the 
Senate, and their opponents have called for the 
reason on which they were pressed, the friends 
presented the estimates made by local agents, 

ow, here is a bill that has been presented and 
recommended, as l understand, to the War De- 

artment, on estimates actually made by that 

epartment, and they say $200,000 will be re- 
quired to complete the improvements in Cape 
Fear river that are contemplated by the Govern- 
ment. 

What is the character of those improvements? 
What is the object of this expenditure? It is 
not, as I understand, a general application of 
the money to the improvement of Cape Fear river, 
taking out natural obstructions, or improving the 
natural channel of river; but the object, as I 
understand, is to take away obstructions which 
have been placed in the river by the action of the 
Government, or, in other words, to restore. the 
river to the condition in which it was before the 
Government undertook to place obstructions in 
it. We have the statement of the Senator from 
North Carolina; and I suppose itis supported by 
official facts on record, that the Government, in 
order to protect one of its fortifications at the 
mouth of this river, found it necessary to build 
up a wall, or throw out jetties into the stream to 
preved the abrasion of the shore, so as to include 

ort Caswell. Fort Caswell is a fortification on 
an island opposite Smithville, at the mouth of the 
Cape Fearriver. Toprotectthatisland, at which 
this fortification is located, it became necessary 
for the Government, as I understand the facts, 
to throw out what are called jetties or sea-walls; 
and this work upon the part of the Government 
has produced an extraordinary effect on_ the 
channel through which vessels come into Cape 
Fear river. It has changed the original channel; 
it has drawn the main channel some nine miles 
off from Fort Caswell, when, before these imped- 
iments were made by the Government, the chan- 
nel ran alongside the shore of the island on which 
Fort Caswell is situated. 

The object of this improvement, I understand, 
is to stop up this new inlet, nine miles off, and 
which does not furnish a sufficient inlet to the 
river Cape Fear, so as to throw the channel back 
again into its original position, That I consider 
to be legitimate, and is what the Government is 
bound to do, I discriminate, therefore, this case 
from an appropriation of a general character for 
the improvement of the navigation of a river for 
natural causes. Here the Government has pro- 
duced the difficulty. It has, for the protection of | 
the island on which its fort is bailt, produced the 


very difficulties of which the citizens of Wilming- | 
ton and North Carolina complain; and they ask į 
now that you will appropriate money to restore | 


the river to its original condition. I think that if 
it is ascertained to be true that the navigation of 


the river, or the entrance into the river, has been : 


in this way injured by the action of the Govern- 
ment, it becomes the duty of the Government to 
restore it to its original condition by the applica- 
tion of this money. - i 

Sir, I would not vote for any appropriation for 
clearing out any river within the United States 
upon general principles. As I stated on a former 
occasion, when I was a member of the House 


ee eed 


Savannah river, below the city of Savannah. 
was a general appropriation, without specifying 
the foundation on which it was placed, and T 
voted against it because of my constitutional 
scruples. But at the last session of Congress a 
bill was passed appropriating $161,000 to remove 
obstructions placed in the river Savannah, below 
the city of Savannah, by the General Government, 
for the common defense during the revolutionary 
war. Here, then, was legitimate foundation for 
a vote in favor of that bill. The Government 
having placed those obstructions in the Savannah 
river, which injured its navigation, was bound to 
take them out on the call of the people; and at 
this session of Congress a bill has been passed 
authorizing the application of the balance of that 
appropriation to removing the sand bars and shoals 
which have been produced by the origina! obstruc- 
tion placed in that river. That bill is now bfeore 
the President for his signature. It is somewhat 
doubtful whether he will sign itor not. He, as I 
understand, approved the Savannah river bill last 
year on the ground I have stated, that it was nota 
general appropriation forthe general improvement 
of Savannah river, but was specific in its object 
to remove obstructions, and conform to the obli- 
gation under which the Government rested. 

So in regard to this Cape Fear improvement. 
Although the bill passed at the last Congress, ap- 
por eee $140,000, did not, as the Senator from 

ichigan says, state upon its face what was the 
object of the appropriation, still, from the inves- 
tigations and reports of the engineers, as I am in- 
formed and believe, the President could not fail to 
know the fact, that this money was to be applied for 
the purpose of placing the river back to its original 
condition; and therefore I say he was legitimately 
authorized to sanction it, although he may have 
been opposed to general appropriations. Then ldo 
not think the President is obnoxious to the objec- 
tions which the Senator from Michigan has urged 
with so much pertinacity and zeal against him. 
The President was not bound particularly to look 
to the face of the bill, if he was satisfied, from the 
reports made, (knowing that the money was to 
be expended under the Secretary of War,) that 
the money would be legitimately expended. Un- 
der the Constitution he had a right to sanction 
the bill, and not to require on its face the ground 
or rcason on which he should put bis sanction. 
This bill, outside of the reports of the engineers 
and the official information, does place this appro- 
priation on general principles, for the bill clearly 
says $200,000 shall be applied to continue the im- 
provement of the Cape Fear river. So far as the 
language of the bill is concerned, it brings it, in 
my opinion, within the constitutional objection 
which I have presented, and which other oppo- 
nents of the general system have urged upon this 
floor; and therefore I cannot vote for the bill in 
that particular shape, because I do not know, 
although I have been informed, that this money 
is to be applied in that way. It is a general ap- 
propriaton to continue theimprovement of Cape 

Fear river, and it may be applied to a general 
improvement outside of and beyond the obstruc- 
tion which the Government has caused, I should 
therefore prefer to limit the appropriation to this 
legitimate and constitutional object; and with such 
a limitation I shall be happy to vote for the bill, 
because then I can do so with propriety. Believ- 
ing that the Government is bound to remove the 
obstruction, I offer this amendment to the bill: 

Provided, ‘That said sum shall be only applied to the re- 
moval of obstructions placed in said river by the Federal 
Government, or in restoring the river to the condition in 
which it was before the action of the Government placing 
the river in its present condition. 

Mr. REID. Thisisaspecific work There was 
a survey, and then there was an appropriation to 
carry it out. The appropriation of $140,000 pre- 
viously made was for the purpose of removing 
the obstruction. The obstruction is estimated 
for here, and it is well understood, and its. appli- 
cation will be well understood, to be to that work, 
and nothing more. 

Mr. IVERSON. Then the amendment can 
do no harm. 

Mr. REID. It can do no harm, but I see no 
necessity for putting it here; and more especially 
when probably some gentleman may refuse to vote 
for the bill who would otherwise do so if it was 
not m. 


Mr. IVERSON.. I do.not see, why.that should . 
prevent any man from voting for it, 0g. 

Mr. BIGGS. I perceive that the Senate is 
very thin; probably there is not a quorum here.. 
I believe we are approaching the latter part of the. 
batch of internal improvement bills, as they are, 
termed. There may be a quorum ‘here, Dut- i 
have some doubts about it. Still I-shall proceed 
to say a few words upon this subject. ae 

„I do not rise for the purpose of continuing the 
discussion unnecessarily, but I cannot sit. still 
and allow the remarks of the Senator from Michi- 
gan to go without some reply. I promise the 

enate that my reply shall be brief. It is evi-. 
dently the intention of that Senator to complain 
of. the President of the United States for having 
approved the Cape Fear. bill at the last Congress, 
while he vetoed the omnibus bill.’ The Senator. 
has some complaint. to make of him for that, and 
says that he gave specious reasons. 1 construe 
him to mean that the President assigned ‘reasons 
for his approval of the bill which have no found- 
ation in fact, so as to make a pretext or excuse 
for signing that bill. The Senator says that is 
his opinion. ; a 

Is that fair to the President of. the, United 
States? The President, under the official sanc- 
tions that ought to control his conduct, has. said 
that his reason for approving that bill was, that 
the obstruction was the result of the acts ‘of the 
Government. Is that true or not? We have 
the allegation of the President in his official char- 
acter to that being the reason of his making this 
an exception. I had supposed that an announce- 
ment of that sort, coming in a communication 
from the President of the United States in his 
official character, after having investigated. the. 
matter for the purpose of seeing whether or not 
he could give*his constitutional sanction to that 
bill, would be sufficient without going behind 
what the President has said. All we could do 
would be to get the evidence upon which the 
President acted, as to the cause producing these 
obstructions. The President, however, in his 
official character approving the bill, has said that 
he approved it because it was to remove obstruc- 
tions the result of the action of the Government. 
Will the Senator gainsay it? o , 

I was not here at the last Congress when that 
bill was passed, but I think 1 can see a manifest 
distinction between it and bills which the Senator 
from Michigan is constantly sustaining. ‘ His 
complaint here seine the President is for having 
approved this bill, though he vetoed the other. 
wish to enquire of the Senator from, Michigan, 
before I go further, whether, in this very omni- 
bus bill which the President vetoed, there was 
not an appropriation for the Ilinoisriver? I have 
not had time to investigate that question, but I 
presume he can tell how the fact is. 

Mr. STUART. The Senator is mistaken as 
to another matter, about which he ought to be set 
right in the first place. I made no complaint 
about the action of the President of the United 
States; and if any inference of that kind was 
drawn by the Senator, it is an inference not 
founded on my remarks; but the Senator him- 
self makes the issue. The omnibus bill to which 
the Senator refers was passed at a former Con- 
gress. After the Cape Fear bill was passed by 
itself, the President vetoed a separate bill for the 
St. Clair flats. I alluded to that, not to his veto 
of the omnibus bill. If I were going to make the | 
issue, which 1 have not made, I should say that 
the distinction sought to be drawn by the Presi- 
dent is not justifiable; but, I repeat, I made no 
complaint against the action of the President. 
I took the ground, that there were no such facts 
in existence as those upon which he based his 
action, and I read the report of the board of engi- 
i| neers to show that there were no such facts in 
existence as are set out as the reasons for this 
i appropriation; but, onthe contrary, these changes 
have been going on, in their own language, “‘ since 
their earliest records, at an irregular rate.” Their 
| report is given in the documents at great length, 
| and they deduce their conclusions, but there is 
not a word in the whole report about any injury 
having been occasioned by the action of the Gov- 
ernment; but the report ascribes the changes in 
Cape Fear river to a very different cause. 

r. IVERSON. I certainly understood t. 
Senator from Michigan, in his speech, to condemn 
the action of the President, because he said he 
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was opposed to this plan of approving bills for | 


specious reasons. Of course, then, according to 
the Senator, the President approved this bill for 
specious reasons. Now he says he did not con- 
demn the President. If not, | certainly misun- 
derstood him. ` i . 
Mr; STUART. If the Senator, or anybody 
else, wishes to make an issue with me on that 
oint, I. do not object to taking it up, and show- 
ing that the President was without any foundation 
at all for hisreasons. The board of engineers, in 
making their full report, which I hold in my hand, 
assign the real reason for the change in this river 
to be natural causes, and there is not one word 
in the report about the fort, or anything in the 
proposed improvement which refers to the fort. 
ere are the estimates of what they propose to do: 


Protection of Bald-head Point. .....ssesesre seere $40,000 
Closing the two small outlets, near new inlet, 


with timber ..........-..5 TE PREE E 8,400 
Closing New Inlet evenwetecsesece 319,000 
Contingencies ssesssessosseocsoosouevesosssacess 31,200 

Total. anesse. E E E E L A 


If. the small outlets be closed with stone, the 
Items will be $40,000, $49,800, $379 ,000, $31,200: 
total, $500,000. . 

They go onto state the reasons for these recom- 
mendations. They are to close up all these inlets, 
‘eaving but one channel, and relying on the force 
of the water to kecp that clear. There is not in 
the whole report, and the industry and ingenuity 
of man cannot find anything in it, which asserts 
that. they predicate this appropriation on the 
ground of any former action of the Government; 

ut on the contrary, as I have read, they say 
these operations have been going on at an irreg- 
ular rate since the earliest records, long before 
the fort was constructed. 

Mr. BIGGS. The Senator has not answered 
the question which I asked. I desired to know 
whether the bill which was vetoed did not con- 
tain a provision for the Illinois river ? 

Mr. STUART. I cannot answer the Senator, 
for I do not remember whether that was included 
in the omnibus bill or not. 

Mr. BIGGS. I understood, in the course of 
the debate, that these were separate bills intro- 
duced, comprising the appropriations contained 
in the general bill vetoed by the President. 

Mr. STUART. It was so stated by the Sena- 
tor from New York. 

Mr. BIGGS. I think it was stated by the 
Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. STUART. No, sir, it was stated by the 
Senator from New York. 

Mr. BIGGS. Then I take it for granted that 
there was an appropriation for the Illinois river 
and all these works in the omnibus bill. Now, 
I cannot be mistaken in the complaint which the 
Senator made against the President of the United 
States. Why do I say so? He says that when 
the President approved the Cape Fear bill, the 
friends of the other bills considered, as a matter of 
course, that he would approve all of them. 

Mr. STUART. I have stated to the Senator, 
again and again, that I never made any complaint 
against the President for vetoing the omnibus bill; 
but I did complain of him for approving the Cape 
Fear river bill and the Savannah river bill, and 
at the same time vetoing the St. Clair flats bill as 
a separate measure. I have complained of that, 
and I do to-day. 

Mr. BIGGS. The Senator from Michigan says 
that, if I am disposed to make the issue, though 
he has not made it, he takes issue with the Presi- 
dent of the United States, in regard to the fact, 
whether these obstructions have been produced 


by the General Government or not? 
Mr. STUART. Yes, sir. 


Mr. BIGGS. The Senator has gone on and | 


argued uponthat issue. Iso understood the issue 
to be distinctly made by him at first. 
does he rely upon? ere the President of the 
United States, in his official character, expressly 
states ‘this bill is approved on the ground that 
the obstructions which the proposed appropria- 
tion is intended to remove, are the results of the 
action of the General Government.” Now what 
is the answerto that? The Senator gets up here, 
and reads a report from Mr. Bache and some 
others in regard to the appropriation necessary to 


improve the Cape Fear river—a report made in 
1953, I understand. E 


Now what |; 


Mr. STUART. Yes, su. 

Mr. BIGGS: It is the same document from 
which the Senator from New York read a little 
while ago. The Senator from Michigan says that 
what he read from that report, showing that the 


water has shoaled on the bar, and shoaled for a} 


long time, is conclusive evidence that the obstruc+ 
tions now in the Cape Fear river have not been 
produced by the action of the Government. He 
assumes that the Président of the United States 
could have acted only on this report as authority, 
and because that did not refer to the fact, that the 
jetties have produced the obstruction, the Presi- 
dent could not have known it. He says this, 
although the President asserts in his message, 
distinctly and unequivocally, after having madea 
thorough examination of this matter when his 
constitutional scruples were excited as to the pro- 
priety of this particular work, that his opinion 
was that the obstruction was the result of the 
action of the Gencral Government. The Senator 
from Michigan says there is no authority for the 
statement, because it does not appear in that re- 
ort! 

P sir, I ask if that is treating the President of 
the United States fairly? Under his official obli- 
gation, he states that the obstruction was the 
result of the action of the General Government. 
The Senator from Michigan takes issue with him, 
and reads from a report made in 1853,which does 
not refer to that as one of the causes, but goes on 
and states the importance of this point, some of 
the causes of the obstruction extending back fifty 
or sixty years, and the necessity of this work as 
a harbor of refuge. The President of the United 
States, as a matter of course, must have had offi- 
cial information, or he would never have said, as 
he has done here solemnly, that the obstruction 
was the result of the action of the Government, 

I promised not to consume the time of the 
Senate; but while I am up, it may be proper for 
me to state my position on the gencral question 
of river and harbor improvements. I shall merely 
state my views, without arguing them. I have 
no doubt of the power of the Government to make 
improvements of harbors that are necessary for 
the public defense. I state that proposition 
broadly and unequivocally, but I insist that that 
shall be the object. Of course such improvements 
for defensive purposes incidentally benefit com- 
merce just as the imposition of duties, fairly laid 
for revenue, incidentally benefit manufactures; 
hut I insist that the power shall be honestly and 
fairly exercised for its legitimate purpose. ` I am 
opposed to making the exercise of this power the 
pretext for appropriations for works to create or 
facilitate commerce, which I think has been done 
in many of these bills. 

Now, how are we situated in regard to the 
numerous batch of bills upon which we have 
been called to vote within the last weck or ten 
days? The Committee on Commerce have made 
no discrimination founded on what I conceive to 
be a sound constitutional principle. If their 
investigations had been restricted by the con- 
siderations that operate on my mind, I could 
pve my confidence to their recommendations ; 

ut I find the most latitudinous view entertained 
by that committee, and no obstacle interposed 
by them to the most extravagant waste of the 
public money and the grossest inequality. Their 
action is inconsistent with every idea of justice, 
and is governed by no uniform rule. I have felt 
it my duty, therefore, to vote against all these 
appropriations, on the ground which appears to 
have been taken by the committee. They have 
assumed a construction of the Constitution which 
I think is not justified by that instrument. 

If these appropriations had been confined to 
the exercise of what I believe to be the constitu- 
tional powers of this Government, there is another 
prineiple which would control my action as a 

emocrat. If these bills were reported for the 
public defense, and on examination I doubted 
the power as applied to the particular work, I 
should feel compelled to vote against the appro- 
priation. I still hold, even in these degenerate 
days, that the General Government ought not to 
assume the exercise of doubtful powers. It ought 
to be clear that the work for which we are appro- 
priating money is for the public defense; and if 
that be the primary object we have in view, it 
makes no difference that an incidental benefit is 
derived by commerce. Now, sir, if we had a 
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| system of public defense by the improvement of 
| harbors, and the appropriations were fairly and 


honestly restricted to that object, whether the 
system extended to the ocean or to the great lakes, 
I could support and should have no hesitation in 
voting for it; but I cannot and will not vote for 
the expenditure of money proposed in the bills 
which have been presented to us, governed by 
the most latitudinous views of the Constitution 
of the United States, which go to the extent of 
making- Congress supreme, governed only by 
their discretion, and by the calls that may be 
made onthe public Treasury by parties interested 
in particular improvements. I cannot vote fora 
batch of appropriations: of the character of those 
recommended by the committee. 

I have made these remarks merely to state my 
own position without arguing it; I do not propose 
to argue it. Now, in regard to the bill before the 
Senate, I say that if we are to rely on official 
authority, as has been forcibly stated by my col- 
league, this case is taken out of the general rule 
of appropriations for internal improvement pur- 
poses. This is an appropriation to restore the 
natural advantages of the Cape Fear river to the 
position which it occupied before this Govern- 
ment interfered with it. It was not, as stated by 
the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,} who 
first spoke on this bill, in the exercise of a power 
to improve the navigation that this injury has 
been done, but in the exercise of a power that is 
confessedly proper—building a fortification there. 
The erection of that fortification in the mode in 
which it was done has worked this injury to the 
navigation, which it is the duty of the Govern- 
ment to remove. The President of the United 
States, under his official responsibility, tells us 
that the obstruction has been the result of the 
action of the Government, and that principle re- 
movesit entirely from the general scramble which 
is made here for approp@Rtions for internal: 
improvements everywhere, principally confined, 
however, to those persons who make the appli- 
cation, and‘who have no constitutional scruples’ 
in appropriating money to every object that prom- 
ises to create or facilitate commerce. That is the 
system which I understand is recommended to 
the favorable consideration of the Senate by the 
Committee on Commerce, and which I believe is 
unconstitutional, and grossly unequal and unjust 
in its operation; and, therefore, I have voted 
against all the bills predicated upon such errone- 
ous views. 

Mr. REID. I rise for the purpose of appeal- 
ing to my friend from Georgia to withdraw his 
amendment, and let the bill be passed as it was 
originally reported. This work, I repeat again, 
it seems to me, comes within the constitutional: 
authority of Congress for two reasons: in the 
first place, the obstruction was placed in the river 
by the Federal Government; and in the second 
place, if you do not stop up the new inlet, the 
fort will become useless, and you must build 
another, or the common defense will be left un- 
provided for. Therefore I maintain that it is 
constitutional for the Government not only to 
repair what it has done, but that it is the con- 


| stitutional duty of the Government to make an 


appropriation to fill up the new inlet, rather than 
to incur a much larger expenditure for the pur- 
pose of building additional forts. I appeal to 
my friend from Georgia to withdraw his amend- 
ment, and let the bill read as the former appro- 
priation did. 

Mr. IVERSON. I offered my amendment to 
make the bill constitutionally acceptable to my- 
self. I can vote for the bill with that amendment, 
because it comes then within the constitutional 
power of the Governmentin my opinion. With- 
out that amendment I cannot vote for the bill, 
because the bill on the face of it does not take it 
out of the general rule of allimprovements of this 
kind. I will, however, at the earnest request 
of my friend from North Carolina, withdraw my 
amendment, and let the vote be taken on the 
original proposition. I trust the bill will pass. 
Doubtless it will pass by the great majority that 
exists on this floor in favor of such improvements; 
and, although it be in North Carolina, they will 
not deviate from their rule, and be quite asgen- 
erous to that State as they were to Michigan, 
which has taken something over half a million. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the amendment of the Committee on Com- 
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merce to increase the appropriation from $140,000 
to $200,000. 

Mr. SEWARD. T proposed, as a member of 
that committee, to withdraw thatamendment, but 
it was not allowed. ; 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported. to the Senate without 
amendment. i 

Mr. CLAY. I wish toinquire, for the purpose 
of satisfying my curiosity, how this amendment 
could have been recommended by the Committee 
on Commerce?’ Iam one of the four members of 
that committee now present. I did not vote for it; 
and it must have gotten the vote of every one of 
those three Senators to be recommended, as there 
are six members of the committee; but they dis- 
claim recommending it. I should like to under- 
stand how itis. The three members of the com- 
mittee who are present, that are understood to 
vote for these appropriations—each one disclaims 
that he recommended it; and yet it comes here by 
the recommendation of the committee, reported 
by one of the three. 

Mr.SEWARD. I do not know that it would 
be proper to go into explanations at this late hour 
of the day. I have not disclaimed curring in 
this recommendation. 1 do not nowW'recollect it. 
This bill was reported by the honorable Senator 
from Louisiana, (Mr. Bensamtn,] who is absent. 
I entertain no doubt that a majority of the com- 
mittee agreed with it, and Idid. At the same 
time, [ said the committee agreed on the behalf 
of the harbors of Wisconsin to recommend ac- 
cording to the subsequent estimates, but the 
Senate having shown a disposition. not to agree 
with the committee in those recommendations, 
they were at my instance withdrawn; and there- 
fore, yesterday, in a similar case, I concurred in 
withdrawing an amendment as to Chicago; and 
so in this case I concur in withdrawing this 
amendment, taking ri full share of responsibil- 
ity for it. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I call for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STUART. Much as I am indisposed to 
say a word on these bills which will delay their 
passage, my self-respect prevents me from allow- 
ing the remarks made by the Senator from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Iverson] to go unanswered. Now, in 
the first place, if that Senator can assign any rea- 
son for saying to me that I have announced my 
determination to vote against this bill, ] should 
like to hear it. In the next place, if I had, is 
there anything which I have ever said or done 
that authorizes him to intimate that I would do ! 
it because the improvement is in a State where 
wool grows on the heads of men, to use his own 
language? If so, I should like to know what it 
is. In the last remarks which the Senator made 
before sitting down, he expressed the hoge that, 
after having voted for appropriations of this sort 
within the State of Michigan, the Senate would 
not now oppose this because it lay in North 
Carolina. ny such intimation as that in respect 
to me, and, so far as I know, in respect to any 
gentleman who supports these measures, is as 
Inappropriate aa it is ill-timed and without foun- 
dation. 

When gentlemen live in glass houses they 
should not throw stones. The gentlemen who 
have been opposing these measures have reminded 
me very strongly of Nick Bottom, the weaver, 
who desired to play the part of the lion. When 
the appropriations were for any of the northern 
lakes they would roar so as to do the heart of the 
sternest opponents of these measures good; and 
they did not wait to repeat it to have to call on 
the duke to ask them to roar again; but when we 
come down to an appropriation in the southern 
States, they ‘will roar you as gently as any 
sucking dove; they will roar you an *twere any 
nightingale;’’ they do not even call for the yeas 
and nays; and yet they rise here, and charge upon 
Senators a disposition to discriminate against the 
southern States. When has it been done? 

A word now to the Senator from. North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Brees] on his doctrine of the correct- 
ness of the President. He says that the Pres- 
ident, in virtue of his official position, states these 


than the official opinion of a Senator? Nobody 
pretends that; but [ask the Senator to show me 
a report made by the officers of the War Depart- 
ment of this Government justifying any such 
conclusion. There is none shown. 
the report, full, able, explicit, upon all these sub- 
jects, to show the contrary; and I will read a 
little further to the Senate. They propose, in 
these works, to make just such jetties as were 
made at the fort; and what do they say as to the 
effect of those made at the fort? 

« We are decidedly of opinion that these jetties have had 


channel, which is about five eighths of a mile from the 
longest jetty.” 

There is the opinion of this board of engineers 
on the very point. They say they are of opinion 
that it has had no injurious effect; but what do 
they say is the cause? 

“A wharf, supported by piles, about one hundred yards 
inside of that jetty, may be made to play the part of the 
‘jetty by sinking and loading grillages between: the piles. 
One or more jetties will be required for the protection of 
the outer shore ; but as this shore is abraded mainly, as we 
conceive, by waves acting obliquely towards the inlet, and 
deriving their direction from the tide of flood, and is sep- 
arated: by an exterisive shoal from deep water, it is hoped 
that one jetty placed near the point will be sufficient for 
its protection.’? 

They give the cause which does fill itup. They 
say, in so many words, that the jetties at the fort 
have had no injurious effect whatever; and yet 
we are told here that, because the President 
approved a former bill assigning these reasons, 
the Senate is bound to sit blindfolded, and adopt 
them too. Iask the Senators to show me an 
official report made by the engineers who exam- 
ined the ground, that justifies any such action? 
They cannot show one. 

Now, Lask this pertinent inquiry, who is likely 
to be best advised about the action of that fort, 
the board of engineers who have made a survey 
of the ground, or the President who has not been 
within one hundred miles of it? I take the offi- 
cial reports as were made when the attention of the 
officers was directed to the precise point. I have 
never avowed my intention to vote against this 
bill, but I have avowed my intention to go against 
these special pretexts, as not only without any 
foundation, but as in direct, contradiction to the 
reports of the engineers upon the subject. They 
propose not to do anything to that fort—not to 
do anything to affect the action of the jetties 
there at all—but to close up all the channels ex- 
| cept one, and then to throw out jetties at one side 
of it, to act against the fort, so that, by the rush 
of water through, they will keep the channel 
clear, and prevent this filling up which is causes 
by the action of the tide. That is the plain idea} 
yet we are told this isa distinguishable case from 
all others! 

Mr. President, I regret exceedingly to be ob- 
liged to call the attention of the Senate to these 
facts, but it cannot have escaped the eyes ofevery 
Senator, that these gentlemen, when they were 
constantly reiterating their charges against us, 
in the examination of our bills for the harbors on 
the northern lakes, souglit to disparage our con- 
dition in the Democratie party. No man can 
deny that. We were hareei, over and over 
again, with combining with what mey called Black 
Republicans to override the veto of the President, 
who, it was claimed, represented the Democratic 
party, and was its very personification. It was 
said we had no higher motive than what the Her- 
ald calls the cohesive power of public plunder. 
That was reiterated upon us, on bill after bill 
here; and now, when we come down to the south- 
ern country, and pass their bills, how are we met? 
Where is the bill for a southern State which has 
been rejected? They are passed. Yet these gen- 
tlemen turn round and say, “It is hoped our 
patriotism will not stop at the line of the States 
where wool grows upon the heads of some of the 
men.’’? [confess to you, sir, that I do not like 
this, and there is no foundation for it. There is 
none in the action of the friends of these meas- 
ures. Now, here are the facts. 

Mr. BIGGS. I do not want to trouble the 
Senate again; but before the Senator concludes, Í 
wish to have a distinct understanding in regard to 
hisposition, I understand him to say that, though 
the Presid of the United States has stated that 
this obstruction is the result of the action of the 


things to Congress. Is it pretended that his offi- 
cial opinion carries with it any more authority 


{ 


Government, itis not true; and his argument to 
prove that, is his construction of the report, which 


j 


T read from- 


no injurious effect upon the bulkhead bar of the western: 


he says, so far from proving it to be true, proves: 
the contrary. f i pS 
Mr. STUART. Yes, sir; thatigjti 258 oe 
Mr. BIGGS. I merely wanted: to: understand: 
the gentleman. . € habe eae 
Mr. STUART.. The Senator cannot mistake: 
me on another point. I do not mean to impugné 
the motives. of the President... E say he is.mis- 
taken in his conclusions, and they are not war-? 
ranted By the facts. . 
GGS. He is mistaken in 


Mr. B 
? ; a : i 

Mr. STUART. Yes; mistaken. in the: facts 
of the case. Thus much I have deemed it neces- 
sary for me to say in“ vindication of myself, 
in vindication of the committee with.whom I am 
acting, and in yindication especially of those 
members of the Democratic party who-reside in: 
the northern States, and who. have been: very. un=: 
justly assailed here, as I think, from time to time. 

Mr. IVERSON. The Senator from Michigan: 
has made some remarks, founded on what he: 
supposed to have been an insinuation by myself 
as to his motives. I do not. propose to defend 
myself against that insinuation. If the insinua- 
tion had been intended, he could not have better 
vindicated its propriety than by the speech which: 
he has just made, showing that he had been gov- 
erned in this whole matter by sectional consider- 
ations. I do not charge that upon him; but I 
say the remarks he has just made would have 
satisfied any man that he was governed by sec- 
tional motives. 

Mr. STUART. I leave that to be determined 
by the Senate and the country. ‘ 

Mr. REID. In reply to what the Senator from 
Michigan has said in relation to the new inlet, I 
will remark that nobody has ever pretended that 
the jetties constructed by the Government were 
the cause of that inlet, because the inlet existed 
prior: to the~construction of those jetties; but 
what we contend for (and it isa fact which is 
true) is, that the jetties have increased the depth: 
of the new inlet, and, therefore, that it is the’ 
duty of the Government to repair the injury 
which has. been done. 

But, laying aside all this, at any other point, 
I apprehend the Senator from Michigan would 
be satisfied to put this appropriation on the com- 
mercial view of the Constitution, without. going: 
into the war power. We present a bill whichy. 
according to the rule he lays down for the determ- 
ination of his public conductas a Senator, is con- 
stitutional in a‘commercial point of view to him, 
though not to me. In addition: to.that.I have 
shown here to-day, by the letter which { read 
from Captain Benham, who has been engaged in 
these works for some ten or twelve years, that 
the jetties did increase the depth of the inlet. We: 
have read to you the message of the President on. 
the subject, and my recollection is, that in some 
of the reports of the Coast Survey, Professor 
Bache has distinctly stated so. F am not ableto 
lay my hands on them now. 

Mr. STUART. This is the report of Pros 
fessor Bache from which I read. 

Mr. REID. I am not speaking of the report 
to which the Senator refers, for I have that be~ 
fore me; but in the regular reports of the Coast: 
Survey I think the fact will be found. to be stated’ 
as | have given it. To-day is the first time when 
I have heard it questioned that the effect of the 
construction of these jetties: was net ‘to deepen 
the new inlet. There is the further reason, that 
the deepening of this new inlet renders Fort Cas- 
well, as a place of defense, entirely useless, and 
therefore it is the duty of the Government either 
to build a new fort for the protection of the coun- 
try, or to fill up the new inlet as it formerly was, 
when Fort Caswell was of some benefit to the 
country in the way of defense. vin 

Now, Mr. President, I do hope that this bill 
will pass. I am extremely glad to learn that the 
Senator from Michigan intends to.vote for it; be- 
cause I can assure him I much prefer his speak- 
ing against my bill and voting for it, to his voting 
against it and speaking for it, ; 

Mr. WELLER. I hope the Senate is ready 
to take a vote on this question. If there be any 
who has not made up his mind on this subject 
I will go into the discussion of it, and I shall have 
nothing to do but to repeat the speeches made by 
other Senators. We are now long after the usual 
dining hour, and shall find ocarselves: vory sog 


the facts, you". 
sa ene 
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without a quorum. F hope we may take a vote 
on the bill at once. If any Senator wants any 
additional information I will give it to him after 
the vote is taken. - 

The question being taken by 
the passage of the bill, resulte 
as follows: f 

YEAS—Messrs. Alien, Bell of Tennessee, Biggs, Bright, 
Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, 
James, fones of Iowa, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, 
Seward, Stuart, Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Wright-—24. 

NAYS-—-Messrs. Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Clay, Fitz- 
patrick, Hunter, Iverson, Mailory, and Yulee—9. 


So the bill was passed. 
HARBOR OF GEORGETOWN. 


The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill (S. No. 291) to provide 
for continuing the improvement of the harbor of 
Georgetown, District of Columbia. 

It proposes to appropriate $5,000 for the im- 
provement of the harbor of Georgetown, to be 
expended under the direction of the corporate 
authorities of the city; but no part of this sum 
is to be drawn from the Treasury uatil the cor- 
porate authorities shall, with the funds of the 
city, have: made such progress in the improve- 
ment that it can be completed for the sum appro- 

riated, 
£ Mr, WELLER. I desire to ascertain from 
what quarter that bill comes. Does it come 
from my friend from Mississippi? If so, it is all 
right, 

Me BROWN. It comes from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, who have instructed 
me to report it—one of the safest and soundest 
committees of the Senate. They have never 
dene anything wrong, and [ hope they never 
will. < 

Mr. WELLER. Will the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi define what soundness is? "Will he vote 
for it himself? If he will, it will be all right. 

Mr. BROWN. I see a very manifest differ- 
ence in the power of this Government inside the 
District of Columbia and outside of it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. CLAY. Iwould move to strike out the 
word “ harbor,’ and insert ‘ landing,’’ deeming 
that the appropriate word; but [ tried it once, 
and it did not pass. There is no harbor there. 

Mr. IVERSON. I call for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The bil was passed. 

HELL GATE. 


The Senate next proceeded, as in Committee 
of the Whole, to consider the bill (S. No. 323) 
making appropriation for the improvement of the 
channel at Hell Gate, East river, in the State of 
New York, which appropriates $85,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BAYOU LA FOURCHE. 


The bill (S. No. 403) to remove obstructions 
in the Bayou la Fourche, Louisiana, was read a 
second time, and considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. ft appropriates $31,500 for the 
removal of snags, sunken logs, and other obstruc- 
tions caused by the operations ordered by Gen- 
eral Andrew Jackson to prevent the entrance into 
the Bayou la Fourche of British vessels and troops 
in 1814 and 1815. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


ST. JOHN’S AND ST. MARY’S RIVERS. 


yeas and nays on 
—yeas 24, nays 9; 


The next measure upon the Calendar was the | 


joint resolution (S. R. No. 33) providing for the 
survey of the inland passage between the rivers 
St. John’s and Si. Mary’s. 

Mr. SEWARD, There is a bill as a substi- 
tute for the resolution. I therefore move to lay 
the resolution on the table, and take up the bill! 

he motion was agreed to. 
__ The bill for continuing the improvement of the 
inland passage between the St. John’s and St. 
ary 8 rivers, Florida, was read a second time, 


and considered as in C : i : 
It appropriates $10,700. ommitiee of the Whole 


Mr. HUNTER. I think this is a new work, 
and we ought.to have the yeas and nays on it. 

Mr. MALLORY. Itis not a new work. It 
has been appropriated for previously on two 
occasions, and thoroughly surveyed. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think the billis for a sur- 
wey Let it be read again. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. SEWARD. There is a letter of the Sec- 
retary of War with the papers, which will ex- 
plain it all. ae 

Mr. MALLORY. I will state briefly that, in 
1838, and again in 1839, and 1840, appropriations 
were voted, and surveys made of this inland pas- 
sage, which extends from the river St. John’s to 
the river St. Mary’s, in Florida, and enables the 
commerce of the country to go’ entirely through 
the inland passage without exposure to the sea. 

Mr. FESSENDEN and others. What is the 
nature of the work? Is it to cut a canal? 

Mr. MALLORY. No; but to clear away the 
banks, as the engineer department has shown, 
in front of three distinct islands; and when the 


last appropriation was expended, and the work 


discontinued, they had so far improved this chan- 
nel that vessels of the largest draught of com- 
merce between Charleston and St. John’s river 
were enabled to pass nearly through it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to ask one question. 
Before these improvements were commenced, was 
there any navigation at all in this proposed pas- 
sage ? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir, for small-sized 
vessels. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It has always been so 
before these improvements commenced? 

Mr. MALLORY. Undoubtedly; the naviga- 
tion is very extensive. There are simply three 
large islands which lie seaward of the main land, 
and form the inland passage from the river St. 
Mary’s, in Georgia, to the river St. John’s, in 
Florida. The inside is the inland passage, which, 
having been inclosed, forced the commerce of 
that portion of the country to go seaward. It is 
a work under the charge of the topographical 
corps for years, and surveys have been repeatedly 
made. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. IVERSON. Ido not wish to interpose 
any obstacle in the way of the business of the 
Senate, and therefore do not call forthe yeas and 
nays myself; but I wish it understood by the 
Senate and the country that I am opposed to 
these improvement bills, whether south or north. 
Ido not wish to be understood as acquiescing 
in any one of them. 

Mr. HUNTER called for the yeas and nays; 
but they were not ordered. 

The bill was passed. 


HARBOR OF MOBILE. 


The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill (S. No. 411) for con- 
tinuing the improvement of the harbor of Mobile, 
Alabama, at Dog river bar, Choctaw Pass, and 
the Lower Flat, which appropriates $100,000. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I have the estimates 
of the sum necessary for this work. I think it, 
next to the mouth of the Mississippi, the most 
important improvement in the South. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. If the Senate desires 
any statement from me, 1 am ready to say that I 
do not suppose an appropriation has been passed 
at the present session any more meritorious than 
this. Upon my constitutional principles I can- 
not vote for the bill; but if the Senate is satisfied 
I will not detain them. [*“ All right.’] 

Mr. CLAY. If it is the pleasure of the Sen- 
ate to have me define my position on this bill, I 
will do so. [* No!” “No!?] I will forbear, 


then, and promise to do it hereafter, at a more j 


convenient season. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 


| reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HUDSON RIVER. 


The Senate next proceeded, as ifCommittee 
of the Whole, to consider the bill (S. No. 412) to 


continue the improvement of the Hudson river, 


which appropriates $50,000. 


Mr. PUGH. Is it to be expended above 
Albany? 

Mr. FISH. Below Troy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HARBOR OF PROVIDENCE. 


The bill (S. No. 424) for continuing the im- 
rovement of the harbor of Providence, Rhode 
sland, was considered by the Senate, as in Com- 

mittee of the Whole. It appropriates $75,300. 
It was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


STEAM DREDGE ON LAKE MICHIGAN. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 127) for 
the construction of the steam dredge for Lake 
Michigan. It appropriates $25,500 for that pur- 


se. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 

amendment, ordered to be. engrossed for a third 

reading, read the third time, and passed, 


WAGON ROAD TO CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. WELLER. L[understand that the river 
and harbor bills are now disposed of. I have had 
no appropriations for my State, and I am asking 
for none—at all events, not now; but I reported 
several weeks since a bill to provide for the con- 
struction of a wagon road from El Paso, on the 
Rio Grande, to Fort Yuma, which ison the bound- 
ary line of California. tis a bill which has the 
sanction of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and I ask the Senate to take it up and pass it 


now. 

Mr. HUNTER. I must ask that the Army 
appropriation bill be taken up. f 

Mr. STUART. That can be done to-morrow. 

Mr. HUNTER. I do@hot wish to have it 
acted upon now, but let us take it up and- adjourn- 
on it, so that it may come up to-morrow morning. 

Mr. WELLER. Tintended, when I first ob-- 
tained the floor, to move to take up the Pacific 
railroad bill, but I did not wish to excite the op- 
position of my friend from Virginia, nor to pro- 
voke any debate at this late hour of the day. The 
bill which I have moved to take up will not, I 
apprehend, lead to any discussion. The Senate 
passed a bill appropriating $300,000 for the con- 
struction of a road by what may be denominated. 
the northern route. Tintroduced a bill at the 
same time, appropriating $200,000 for the south- 
ern, or Gila route, which is very much traveled, 
and in some respects has advantages over the 
northern route. [think we can pass that bill 
now; I move to take it up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
336) for constructing a military road from El 
Paso on the Rio Grande, to Fort Yuma at the 
mouth of the Gila river, and for establishing mili- 
tary posts thereon, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. WELLER. I move to strike out “ El 
Paso” and insert “from a point opposite El 
Paso in the Territory of New Mexico.” El Paso 
is in the State of Texas. 

The amendment was agreed to. The bill was 
reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. The. bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, was 
read the third time, and passed; and its title was 
amended by striking out “ El Paso” and insert- 
ing “a point opposite to El Paso.’’ 

THOMAS FITZGERALD. 

Mr. STUART. I appeal to the Senate to take 
up a small pension bill which is very important 
to the individual. It is simply to give to the 
widow of the late Colonel Fitzgerald who is 
known to many Senators here, for he was a 
member of this body for some time, the pension 
which was allowed to him as‘a soldier in the war 
of 1812, for wounds received by him, in conse- 
quence of which he died. I move now to take 
up that bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
421) for the relief of the children of Thomas 
Fitzgerald was read a second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It is proposed that the pension of eight dollars 
per month, granted to Thomas Fitzgerald for 
Injuries received in the war of 1812, shall be 


1856. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


a“ 


= 1085 


extended to his widow, during her widowhood, 
and after her death or marriage, to their children, 
during their minority; to commence from the 
date of the last payment to Thomas Fitzgerald, 
deceased. 

Mr. STUART. I moye to amend the bill by 
inserting after the word “ widow,” the words 
“ Luey Fitzgerald.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY. Thereis one provision of the bill 
which certainly ought to be corrected. Itprovides 
that, in case of the death or marriage of the widow, 
the. pension shall go to the children during their 
minority. It should read: “until such children 
attain the age of sixteen years.” There is no 
case of which I have ever heard, in which we 
have allowed a pension toa child until he attained 
the age of twenty-one years. 

Mr. STUART. I will not object to the amend- 
ment. ` 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill re- 
ported to the Scnate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. The bill was ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading; and was read 
the third time, and passed. Its title was amended 
so as to read, ‘ A bill for the relief of Lucy Fitz- 
gerald, the widow, and the children, of Thomas 
Fitzgerald.” 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER: I give notice that, at one 
o’clock to-morrow, I shall ask the Senate to take 
up the Army appropriation bill. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. WELLER. I propose now that we shall 
fix the hour of meeting for cleven o’clock. Does 
anybody object to that? 

Several Sewarors objected. 

Mr. WELLER. Then I give notice that I 
shall ask leave to-morrow to submit a resolution 
changing the hour of"meeting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘There is a 
resolution upon the table on that subject. 

Mr. WELLER. Then I give notice that I 
shall call it up to-morrow. 

Subsequently, Mr. WELLER moved to take 


up the resolution; but his motion was not agreed | 


to. 
NANCY WEATHERFORD. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. [ask the Senate to consider 
the House bill (No. 253) to continue the pension 
of Mrs. Nancy Weatherford. She is the widow 
of Colonel Weatherford, of the Illinois regiment, 
who distinguished himself at the battle of Buena 
Vista. It is a clear case, and the bill ought to be 
acted upon at once, 

The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill, which proposes to 
extend the pension heretofore granted to Mrs. 
‘Weatherford, for five years from the 4th day of 
July, 1854. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BILLS. 


A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, by Mr. BarcLay, Assistant Clerk, 
announcing the passage of the following bills; 
which, on motion of Mr. Brown, were severally 
read a first and second time by their titles, and 

_ referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia: 

A bill (H. R. No. 214) to extend the jurisdic- 
tion of the corporation of the city of Washington 
over the lower Eastern Branchy or Navy-Yard 
bridge, and to regulate travel upon the upper 
Eastern Branch, or Benning’s bridge, and for other 
purposes. : pas 

A bill (H. R. No. 215) to authorize the circuit 
court of the District of Columbia to decree the 
sale of real cstate in certain cases. 

A bill (H. R. No. 544) to incorporate the 
Washington Benzole Gas-Light Company. 

The bill (S. No. 87) to establish a library for 
young men in the District of Columbia, was 
returned from the House of Representatives with 
an amendment, to add the following additional 
sections: 


Src. 8. And be it further enacted, Tat itshall be lawful 
for Congress at any time to amend or repeal this act. F 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That nothing in this 
act shall be construed to authorize said corporation to make, 
issue, or put into circulation, any bill, draft, check, promis- 


sory note or change ticket, or anything else promising or | 
agreeing to pay moncy, intending to circulate as money, or 
the tending of which shall be to circulate as money or cur- 
rency; and the violation of any one of the provisions of this 
section shall be a forfeiture of the charter herein granted, 


and a fine of fifty dollars against each one of the directors | 
voting for the same. 

_ Sec. 10. And beit further enacted, That the debts and 
liabilities of the said corporation shall not at any time ex- 
ceed the amount of the capital, and that each stockholder 
shall be held Hable, in his or her individual capacity, forall 
the debts and liabilities of the corporation, however incurred 
or contracted, to be recovered by suit, as other debts and 
liabilities, in any court or before any tribunal having juris- 
diction of the case. 


On motion of Mr. BROWN, the amendments 
were concurred in, 


The amendment of the House to the bill (S. 
No. 53) to amend the charter of Georgétown, in 
the District of Columbia, which is to strike out 
the words “ are hereby required,’? was, on mo- 
tion of Mr. Brown, concurred in. i 


_ The bill (S. No. 265) to incorporate the Colum- 
bia Library, Capitol Hill, was returned from the 
House with the following amendment: 

Sec. 9. And be tt further enacted, That the debts and 
liabilities of the said corporation shall not at any time ex- 
ceed the amount of their capital, and that eacli stockliolder 
shall be held liable; in his or her individual capacity, for all 
the debts and liabilities of the corporation, however incurred 
or contracted, to be recevered by suit as other debts and 
liabilities, in any court or before any tribunal having juris- 
diction of the same. 


On motion of Mr. BROWN, the amendment 


was concurred in. 
TOLEDO CUSTOM-HOUSE. 


Mr. PUGH. Iask the Senate to take up the 
joint resolution (S. No. 28) relative to the build- 
ing for a custom-house and post office at Toledo, 
in the State of Ohio. It is recommended by the 
Committee on Commerce, and I wish to offer an 
amendment which I believe will satisfy all par- 
ties. 

The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the joint resolution, which 
proposes to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to extend the custom-house building at To- 
ledo, by the addition of another story, or other- 
wise, as he may deem expedient; for which pur- 
pose an appropriation is made of $20,000, with 
ten per cent. for contingencies. 

Mr. PUGH. 1 move this amendment to come 
in at the end of the resolution: 

Provided, That no money shall be expended under the 
authority of this resolution, until the Secretary shall have 
contracted, upon such security as he may approve, for the 
completion of the said building so enlarged, at a sum equal 
to ` less than the amount heretofore and hereby appropri- 
ated. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the reso- 
lution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. The reso- 
lution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 


WEST DRINKWATER AND OTHERS. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Iask the Senate to take 
up a private bill (H. R. No. 205) for the relief of 
West Drinkwater and others, which has passed į 
the House of Representatives, and been reported 
unanimously by the Committee on Claims of: 
this body. If any explanation is necessary, I 
can give it. i 

The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to West Drinkwater, Kingsbury Dun- 
can, Jonathan Clark, Samuel Duncan, and John 
Dunean, or to such persons as may be legally 
authorized to receive the same, as their heirs or 
legal representatives, the sum of $33,213 17, being | 
the amount paid into the Treasury of the United 
States, and placed to the account of fines, penal- 
ties, and forfeitures, in consequence of a suit— i! 
the United States vs. sloop Mary and cargo— | 
in the district court of Maine, January and April, | 
1815. Noah Miller as captain, and West Drink- | 
water, Kingsbury Duncan, Jonathan Clark, Sam- | 
uel Duncan, and John Duncan, jr.,as boat’s crew, | 
allof Northport, Maine, captured the British sloop |} 
Mary, on the morning of November 14, 1814, in | 
Penobscot bay, and carried her into Camden; the i 
sloop was from Halifax, bound to Castine, and i 
was laden with a valuable cargo of clothing and | 
other supplies for the British troops then occupy- |; 
ing that place, and was within five or six miles 
of her destination when taken. Her captors} 


were offered £10,000 for her ransonz, which they 
refused. SE BL Sen EG hE 

Upon her arrival at Camden, she was seized by 
the United States revenue officers, and, together 
with her cargo, decreed: forfeited and. confiscated 
to the United States, and was sold -at-aution, by 
order of the United States court, for the sum of 
$69,790 64. The expenses attending the confis- 
cation and both. sales were $3,364 31, leaving the 
net. proceeds of both sales $66,426.34, one half 
of which ($33;213..17)..was paid by Josiah Hook, 
collector of Penobscot district, into the*Treastury 
of the United States in 1815. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third: reading, read. the 
third time, and passed. ; 


: ANSEL WILKINSON. oe 

Mr. MALLORY. There is a House bill which 
has been reported from the Cammittiee ọn Mili- 
tary Affairs with an amendnient, giving a pension 
to Ansel Wilkinson, who wasa piloton the lakes 
in the last war with Great Britain. The Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs have struck out $25 a 
month and inserted $17 50. Lani advised that 
unless we pass it now it may be lost in the House. 
It is a small matter, but very important to. the 
individual, and f ask the Senate to consider the 
amendment now. 

The motion was’ agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 288) for the relief of 
Ansel Wilkinson. The amendment of the com- 
mittee was agreed to, the bill was reported to the 
Senate as amended, and. the amendment,’made 
as in Committee of the‘-Whole was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered. to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time, It was read 
the third time, and passed. f 


JOSHUA KIRBY. 


Mr. CLAY. I ask the Senate to take up the 
bill (S. No. 275) giving to Joshua Kirby and the 
widow of John McNary the right to enter the 
land covered by the life reserve of John McNar 
under the Cherokee treaties of 1817 and 1819. It 
has been unanimously reported by the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. Joshua Kirby has paid 
for the land, and the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office is satisfied he ought to have the title 
for it; and inasmuch as ‘he does not feel, under 
the laws of the United States, at liberty to con- 
firm his title, requires legislative action. i 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 
sider the bill which, was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, with an amend- 
ment to strike out all after the enacting clause,and 
insert: ` 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to cause to be issued to Joshua 
Kirby, of Alabama, a patent for lots two, three, four, five, 
six, seven, dnd eight, containing three hundred and twenty 
acres of land, in the tract of land surveyed as the “ life 
reserve” of John McNary, under the Cherokee treaties of 
1817 and 1819, situated in fractiona} townships four and 
five south, of range six east, in the district of lands subject - 
to sale at Huntsville, Alabama: Provided, The said Joshua 
Kirby shall produce satisfactory proof of the transfer, or 
obligation to transfer, to him, by said John McNary and his 
heirs, of their interest in said three hundred and twenty 
acres of laud, and of the continued residence of said John - 
McNary upon said reserve until his death: And provided 
further, That such patent shall only operate as a relin- 
quishment of title on the part of the United States, and 
shall not affect the rights of any third person. 

The amendment was agreed to. The bill was 
reported to the Senate as amended, and the arnend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole was 
concurred in. The bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, was read a third 
time, and passed. , 

Mr. CLAY. I move to amend the title by 
striking out, “and the widow of John McNary,” 
as the committee did not report in her favor. 

The iffotion was agreed to. 


WIDOW OF GENERAL HAMER. 


Mr. WELLER. I move to take up a little bill 
that allows the widow of General Thomas L. 
Hamer five years’half pay. I had the honor of 
serving under General Hamer in the Mexican 
war inthe same brigade which he commanded. 
The bill has been under the charge of my friend 
from Ohio, but as he is so modest a gentleman 
that he can very rarely obtain the floor, I have 
taken care of it now. 

Mr. PUGH. I give way to the Senator from 


1966 


California in consideration of his-having served. 
under General Hamer. 

© The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from California moves to take np the bill (S. No. 
423) for the relief of Katharine M. Hamer, widow 
of ihe late General Thomas- L. Hamer. 


The motion was.agreed to;:and the bill was | 


-considered as- in Committee of the Whole. It 
was reported from the Committee on Pensions 
with-an amendment in the nature of a substitute, 
proposing to allow her half the monthly pay to 
which her husband was entitled at the time of his 
death. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK, I should like to ask 
my honorable friend how much money that will 
give this lady? 

. Mr. PUGH. Half the pay of her husband. 
It does not include rations or allowance. Itis 
half the pay proper. 

Mr. CLAY. I do not like to object to this 
bill; but it exceeds the rate of pension now al- 
lowed to any widow, and I cannot agree to go 
for it. 

Mr. PUGH. We have passed, to my knowl- 
edge, one bill this session, in the very words of 
thig bill, for I copied it, so that my friend from 
Alabama is mistaken. 

Mr. CLAY. Then I must say that it passed 
without my concurrence or knowledge. Under 
the general law, no pension so large as that is 
allowed. The half pay of a lieutenant colonel 
is the highest allowed, and hence I am obliged to 
oppose the bill. Inow cannot state the amount, 
but I know it exceeds any that has been allowed, 
to my knowledge, and { think no precedent can 
be found for it. I shall oppose the passage of 
the bill, and be obliged to call for the yeas and 
nays. 

r. PUGH. The Senator is mistaken in sup- 
posing that there have been no bills passed of 
this sort. In every instance where the widow 
of a general officer hák had her case before Con- 
` gress—-I have observed a number of them—we 

have given half pay. The Senator from Califor- 
nia and myself have both been a little in the ser- 
vice, and we know that the pay is scarcely one 
half what the officer actually receives. The rest 
of it is under the denominations of rations, and 
forage, and other things; and when we say one 
half pay, we do not include any allowance. 

Mr. MALLORY. What pay does this bill 
give? How much is it? 

Mr. PUGH. Half the pay of a brigadier 
general. 

Mr. WELLER. I think the pay of a briga- 
dier general is $104 a month; and this is to allow 
half of that. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

Mr. CLAY called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 10, nays 7; as follows: 

YEAS—Messra. Biggs, Bright, Clay, Collamer, Fitzpat- 
rick, Foot, James, Reid, Thompson of Kentucky, and 
Trambull—10, 

NAYS—Messrs. Douglas, Harlan, Mallory, Pugh, Stuart, 
Wade, and Yulee—7. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, fugust 7, 1856. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dray. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal. He 
was interrupted by 

Mr. WELLER, who said: I move to dispense 
with the reading of the yeas and nays in the 
Journal. Everybody looks to the newspapers 
for that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
unanimous consent, 

Mr. BUTLER. I think they ought always to 
be read. I object. ` 

Mr. HUNTER. 
certainly, 

‘The reading was proceeded with, and the Jour- 
nal of yesterday was approved. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. HUNTER. I suggest that there is a res- 
olution on the table in regard to the hour of meet- 
ing, offered by the Senator from Missouri y which 


It requires 
= 


The Journal should be read 
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I think should be taken up and.actedupon. We 
ought to meet now at eleven o’clock. 
‘The motion was agreed to. 


The Clerk read the proposed order, as follows: 


Ordered, 'That on and after Monday next, the daily hour 
of meeting of the Senate shali be eleven o’clock, until other- 
wise ordered. 

Mr. HUNTER. To-morrow will be Friday, 
and I move to amend by inserting that day. 

Several Senators. Say Monday. 

Mr. STUART. Let it stand as it is. 

Mr. HUNTER. We have buta few days of 
‘the session left. The measures which gentlemen 
are pressing can be finished in the morning hours, 
otherwise they will interfere with the appropria- 
tion bills. It will takeevery hour after one o’clock 
now to get through with them. In thetwo hours 
of the morning we can get through with a great 
deal of business. 

Mr. WELLER. I move to insert the words, 
“after to-day,” instead of ‘* Monday.” 

The amendment was agreed to; and it was 

Ordered, That after to-day the daily hour of meeting of 


the Penate shall be eleven o’clock, a. m., until otherwise or- 
dered. 


MEXICAN BOUNDARY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the President of the 
United States, transmitting the report of Major 
W. H. Emory, United States commissioner on 
the survey of the boundary between the United 
States and the Republic of Mexico; and on mo- 
tion of Mr. Wetter, it was 

Resolved, That the report of the boundary. commission 
be referred to the Committee on Printing, with instructions 
to inquire into the expediency of printing, for the use of the 
Senate, five thousand copies of the maps and reports proper 
of the commission, twenty-five hundred copies of the 
appendix, containing the reports of the botany and nat- 
ural history of the country adjacent to the boundary, and 


that two hundred and fifty copies of the latter be furnished 
the United States commissioner, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. IVERSON presented the petition of George 
V. Vandiver, praying to be allowed a pension on 
account of sickness contracted while employed in 
the removal of the Cherokee Indians; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. DODGE presented the memorial of Charles | 


Waterman, praying the confirmation of the title 
to certain lands in Milwaukee, Wisconsin; which 
was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

Mr. JAMES presented a memorial of citizens 
of the collection district of Bristol and Warren, 
Rhode Island, praying for an appropriation for 
enlarging the custom-house and post office build- 
ing proposed to be erected in thatdistrict; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SLIDELL presented the memorial of 
Joseph Menard, praying for permission to relo- 
cate certain warrants for land granted to the late 
Marquis De La Fayette, of which he was the 
assignec; which was reterred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. HARLAN presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Iowa, in favor of extending in- 
creased mail facilitics on the route from Chauton 
to Plattsmouth, in that State; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Gustave A. 
Lundberg, an invalid pensioner, praying for an 
increase of pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN presented a petition of citizens 
of Mississippi, praying for the establishment of 
a mail route from Canton to Hillsboro’, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. SEWARD, it was 
Ordered, That Frances M. Webster tave leave to with- 
draw her petition and papers. 
RELATIONS WITH HONDURAS. 


Mr. WELLER submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to communicate to the Senate any correspond- 
ence in the possession of the State Department, in relation 
to the refusal by the Honduras Government to reccive a 
commercial agent from this country. 


H 


CONSULATE AT LOO CHOO ISLANDS. 


Mr. SEWARD submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incom- 
patible with the public interest, to communicate to the 
Senate any information which:he may have, together with 
his opinion, on the expediency of establishing a consulate 
for the United States at Loo Choo Islands. 


WEST DRINKWATER AND OTHERS, 


Mr. PUGH. I move to reconsider the vote 
on the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 205) which 
was passed yesterday, for the relief of West 
Drinkwater and others. I ask that that motion 
may lie on the table, unless the Senator from 
Maine wishes to be heard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be entered. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The bill (H. R. No, 202) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judica 
expenses of Government for the year ending the 
30th of June, 1857, and for other purposes, was 
read the first and second time by unanimous con- 
sent, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed an en- 
rolled bill (H. R. No. 73) to provide for carrying 
into effect the first article of the treaty between 
the United States and her Majesty the Queen 
of the kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, of 
the 15th day of June, 1846. 

Also an act for the relief of the Columbian 
Harmony Society of the city of Washington; and 

An act to provide for the public instruction of 
youth in primary schools throughout the county 
of Washington, in the District of Columbia, with- 
out the limits of the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FESSENDEN, from the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred a motion to print 
the proceedings of the Medical Association on 
the subject of epidemic cholera, reported in favor 
of printing the same. 

he report was concurred in. 

Mr. REID, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the petition of Wil- 
liam Leonard, reported that the prayer of the 
petitioner be not granted. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial 
of the officers of the Japan expedition, submitted 
an adverse report; which was ordered to be 
printed. . 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the petition of 
Thomas J. Russell and Antonio J. Noda, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 
435) to compensate the registers and receivers 
of the Jand offices in Florida for services in the 
entry of certain lands; which was read, and passed 
to a second reading. The report was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of Su- 
sannah T. Lea, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill (S. No. 436) for the relief of Susannah. . 

. Lea, widow and administratrix of James Ma- 
glemen, late of the city of Baltimore, deceased; 
which was read, and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
180) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, and for repairs of bar- 
racks and quarters, for the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1857, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. BIGGS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom was referred the bill (R. 
H. No. 345) for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of Mrs. Magdalene Bouton, widow 
of De la Ronde, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 346) for the re- 
lief of the heirs and legal representatives of Ignacio 
Delino, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill (H. R. No. 347) to confirm 


The motion 
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the title of Ruhama Whitaker and Rebecca Whit- 
aker to certain lands in the State of Louisiana, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 348) for the re- 
lief of the heirs and legal representatives of Ber- 
nard Hempkin, reported it without amendment, 
and Pu bmitied -a report; which was ordered to be 
printed, en 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 350) for the re- 
lief of the heirs and legal representatives of Louis 
Reggio, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 351) to extend 
the rights granted by the act approved 7th Jan- 
uary, 1853, entitled *‘ An act authorizing certain 
soldiers of the late war with Great Britain to sur- 
render the bounty lands drawn by them, and to 
locate others in lieu thereof,” reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report; which was 
ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS ON SATURDAY. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I desire to sub- 
mit a proposition to the Senate, which I hope 
they will consider favorably. It is known to the 
Senate that we have not been in the habit of sit- 
ting on Saturday. The Senator from NewJersey, 
[Mr. THomson,] a few days since, introduced a 
resolution calling for information from the De- 
partment touching the conquest of California. He 
wishes, as I learn from him, to address the Senate 
on that subject, or rather he desires to make a 
pace! speech. I desire to do the same thing. 

either of us wishes to occupy any portion of 
the working hours of the Senate; and, therefore, 
if it is agreeable to the body, we ask them to sit 
on Saturday, and will impose on no gentleman 
the necessity of coming here unless he chooses to 
come. I presume no business will be. done except 
the morning business, and therefore I ask the 
Senate to give us the privilege to come here on 
Saturday to make our speeches. 

Mr. MASON, I will cheerfully accede to the 
request of the Senator, but I had it in view to ask 
the Senate to meet on Saturday for executive 
business. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I have no doubt 
the Senator will have ample time for an executive | 
session, either before or after that. 

Mr. MASON. I had drawn up a resolution, 
asking the Senate to meet on Saturday for exec- 
utive business. We can meet at eleven o’clock, 
and the executive business will not occupy more | 
thanan hour or two. At any rate, I shall agree 
at one o’clock to yield to the gentleman. I sup- 
pose that will be acceptable. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then I make 
the motion to take up the resolution of the Sen- į 
ator from New Jersey, and make it the special 
order for one o’clock on Saturday. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I should be very happy to 
hear my friends from Tennessee and New Jersey; | 
but there is so much public business of great im- 
portance pressing on the attention of the Senate, 
that I cannot consent to become a party to any 
arrangement that will postpone it. I readily agree į 
that we shall sit on Saturday. I am willing to go 
into executive session, and transact all the busi- 
ness to be done there. I do not wish, however, 
to go on with anything except the fair and legit- 
imate business of the Senate. We have no time 

* for political discussions now. There is a great 
deal of very important business to be done; and 
although I should be extremely happy to hear 
my honorable friends from Tennessee and New 
Jersey, I cannot consent to have the time of the 
Senate taken up with a discussion, so as to ex- 
clude other matters of business, at this time. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Iam as far from 
desiring that as the Senatorfrom Delaware. [| 
suppose that the Senate will not deny me the 
privilege of making any sort of a speech that I 
choose when I get the floor to make one. Ihave 
made the motion in deference to other Senators. 
Saturday is a day not usually occupied in busi- 
ness. We have never sata single Saturday this 
session; and it was to consult the feelings and 
propricties of the Senate that I made the propo- | 
sition. If the Senate chooses to deny us this 
privilege, all I have to say is, that I shall make 


j 
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my speech on the first bill that comes up, and I 
suppose it-will takeas much time then, or perhaps 
more, than by granting what we ask. 

Mr. SEWARD. As far as I am concerned, 
I agree that itis a very modest and reasonable 
request on the part.of those two Senators, and 
I think it is the general .sense of the Senate to 
agree to it. A 

Mr. CLAYTON. I do not agree with the 
honorable Senator from New York, that it is the 
general sense of the Senate thatthis-course should 
be taken, and a whole day devoted to these polit- 
ical discussions. Nor do I know upon what 
authority that honorable Senator undertakes to 
say for himself what is the general sense of the 
Senate. He has no morerightto say what is the 
general sense of the Senate than I have. Now, 
sir, there are some very important bills which 
must be pressed to a decision when they come 
up. I shall be very happy to hear all this discus- 
sion, I cannot prevent my friend from Tennessee 
making his speech, if he choosesto do itin his dis- 
cretion. AllI have to say is, that Í do not agree 
to set apart. a whole day for the purposes of that 
discussion. Of course the Senator from Tennes- 
see can speak when he pleases, if he chooses to 
take upon himself the responsibility of inter- 
rupting the general business with a political dis- 
cussion. Ihave not denied that; but ldo not 
think with the Senator from New York, that it 
is the general sense of the Senate at this time, 
that such a request should be complied with. If 
he desires to ascertain the fact, let us put the 
question, and see whether it is the general sense 
of the Senate. i 

Mr. MASON. Allow me to offer a resolution 


-to go into executive session on Saturday at eleven 


o’clock, and at one o’clock the Senate can dispose 
of the rest of the day as they think proper. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a 
monon pending which will have to be acted on 

rst. 

Mr. HUNTER. I suggest, by way of com- 
promise, inasmuch as all the time after one o’clock 
will be necessary for the appropriation bills for 
the residue of the session, that the morning hours 
from eleven to one o’clock be given to the gentle- 
men who desire to make speeches. One o’clock 
will do for the appropriation bills; and let my 


| colleague ask for Monday from eleven to one 


o’clock for executive business. In that way all 
may be accommodated. 
Mr. MASON. I feela very confident assurance 


that in two hours, and probably in less time, we || 


can dispose of so much of the executive business 
at least as I have charge of, and Lknow on Mon- 
day there will be a pressure. I prefer that the 
Senate should give me Saturday, and after that, 
if the Senator from Tennessee, or any other gen- 
Ueman, desires any other business to be taken up, 
it can be done. I hope the question will be taken 


on my resolution. 
-` The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first 


question is on the motion of the Senator from 


Tennessee. 

Mr JONES, of Tennessee. That will notij 
conflict with the motion of the Senator from Vir- 
I ask to make the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey the special order for Sat- | 
urday, at one o’clock. | 

Mr. HUNTER. I would prefer the Senator 
to make it the special order during the morning 
hours, from eleven to one o’clock. H 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would do that 


but for the fact that it will conflict with your col- | 


league. 

Mr. HUNTER. Why cannot my colleague 
agree to ask for the morning hours of Monday? 

Mr. MASON. 
vote to be taken on my resolution, I suggest to 
the Senator from Tennessee to withdraw his mo- 
tion. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Very well. Then 
I will offer mine afterwards. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the following resolution, offered by the Sen- 
ator from Virginia: 

Resolved, That the Senate will proceed at eleven o’clock 
on Saturday next, to the consideraion of executive busi- | 
ness. 

Mr. DODGE. I hope that will be done. I 
have a number of appointments from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce that ought to be acted upon. 
I hope the resolution of the Senator from Virginia | 


If my colleague will allow the | 


will be passed so.as:to ‘enable me to get through, 
with:my executive business.as chairman of that 
committee at the time whenvhe: presents thisy: 

Mr. HUNTER. I will not object to the'reso- 
lution, but Lam unwilling-to-agree to it ifwe'are 
to give up all the time after. one-o’tlotk “to 
speeches; because it-will shut out the appropria- 
tion bills entirely. bau URE Mao 

The resolution:was agreed to. : athe 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee.  I:now moveto 
take up the resolution of the Senator from New 
Jersey, and make it the special order for Saturday 
at one o'clock. PERAE I 

Mr. COLLAMER. : 
first. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: ; 

. Resolved; That the. President of the United'States be re- 
quested to furnish this body with copies of the. dispatches 
from Commodore Stockton in 1848, forwarded ‘by Mr. 
Christopher:Carson, giving'an account of his operations in 
California. . ae act? A, A 

Also, if in the possession of the Government, any-dis- 
patches or history from Messrs. W. B. Ide, John Grigsby, 
and Samuel Nash, relative to the declaration of independ- 
ence, and the hoisting of the bear flag in California, pre- 
viously to the arrival of Commodore Sloat on that station. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The first ques- 
tion is on taking up the resolution. ao 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. My proposition 
is to postpone it, and make it the special order 
for Saturday, at one o’clock. 

Mr. HUNTER. Isuggest to the Senator from 
Tennessee, whether it would not satisfy him to 
say Monday, at eleven o’clock, so as to havea 
part of Saturday for the appropriation bills? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I have. but one 
desire, and that is to consult the wishes of the 
Senate, and to save the time of the Senate. Iam 
willing to agree to anything—but I think Satur- 
day is a day which will less interfere with the 
public business than any other. 

The motion was agreed to.. p 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
now is on postponing the further consideration of 
the resolution, and making it the special order 
for Saturday, at one o’clock. M 

The motion was agreed to. l 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT DETROIT. 


Mr. STUART asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to bring in a joint resolution 
(S. R. No. 37) for enlarging the custom-hoùse, 
post office, and court-house, at Detroit, Michigan; 
which was read a first ang second time by unani- 
mous consent. : : pel BE 

Mr. STUART. I wish to ask ‘action on the 
jj joint resolution. It is necessary that the resolu- 
tion should be acted on, that the contract may be 
made by the Secretary of the Treasury to: erect 
i] these buildings. te ae 

Mr. HUNTER, Has it been referred? 

Mr.STUART. Yes, sir; and has the approval 
of the Department. ; 

By unanimous consent, the joint resolution. was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to cause 
the building at Detroit for a custom-house, post 
office, and court-house, to be increased in length 
from the plan heretofore adopted for that purpose, 
not to exceed twenty-five feet, and to modify and 
enlarge the plan so as to adapt it to the increased 
length, if the extension can be accomplished at 
an expense not exceeding $30,000, and ten per 
centum for superintendence and contingencies, 
which sum is appropriated. ae 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


ROBERT MITCHELL. 


Mr. STUART. The Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. No. 
20) forthe relief of Robert Mitchell have instructed 
me to report back the bill, and recommend its 
passage. 

Mr. CLAY. The bill just reported for the 
|| relief of Robert Mitchell is simply to confirm a 
| title to an Indian reservation of land purchased 
| by Mitchell, not ofthe reservee, but of ber vendee. 
Itis proper that it should be confirmed. Itis.a 
matter in which the Government has really no 
interest whatever, and I hope the Senate will 
take it up and act on it at once. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as:in;Committee of the Whole, to-consider 
the bill which authorizes Robert Mitchell-to enter 


1 wish to have it read 
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the lots B; C, and-D, of fractional section. nine- 
teen, of township sixteen, range twenty-one, of 
land subject to sale at Montgomery, Alabama, 
on producing satisfactory proof to: the land ofi- 
cer, subject to the approval of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office of the occupancy of 
. the lands, and. paying therefor the price of $1 25. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, and was 
.the.third time, and passed. z 


‘ = LOTS IN PRAIRIE DU CHIEN. 
‘Mr. WILSON. I am directed by the Com- 
¿mittee on Private Land Claims to report back 
the bill (H. R. No. 352) to confirm to certain 
persons therein named their titles to certain lots 
in Prairie duChien, in Wisconsin, without amend- 
mènt, and recommend its passage. f move to 
put the bill on its passage now. 
There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
as in Committee of the Whole to consider the 
bill, It was reported to the Senate without amend- 
‘ment, ordered to.a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


OCEAN MAIL TRANSPORTATION. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, I am desi- 
rous to discharge myself of.a very considerable 
responsibility devolved upon me somewhat un- 
expectedly. The Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 410) to authorize the Postmaster General 
‘to contract for the transportation of the mails of 
the United States from New York to Southamp- 
ton, have reported that bill, and the acting chair- 
man has devolved on me the duty of calling up 
the bill, and endeavoring to press its considera- 
tion on the Senate. 

I mean now to perform that duty. If the Sen- 
ate shall choose to consider it, 1 stand ready to 
explain the bill, and the principles on which I 
understand the committee have acted. I am also 

. ready to propose such amendments as | think 
will perfect the bill, and make it very valuable to 
the country, It is my deliberate opinion, that 
the passage of the bill, with the amendments 
which I shall propose, will save half a million of 
dollars annually to this country, and secure to 
us greater facilities in the transportation of the 
mails than we enjoy at this time; but I do not 
propose to discuss it; I only say now that I ask 
the Senate to take up the bill. If it is their 
pleasure not to take it up, I of course shall feel 
myself absolved from Ql obligations to press the 
matter further at this time. Ifit be their pleasure 
to take it up, I stand ready to explain and ad- 
vocate the bit 

Mr. BIGGS. I reported, from the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, a number of bills this 
morning, which are barely a relinquishment of 
the title of the United States to certain lands, and 
it is due, it seems to me, to the claimants, that 
they should be put on their passage at once. 1 
have several of them here, and by getting rid of 
them now we get rid of them forever. There 
will be no discussion in regard to them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Delaware has a motion pending. 

Mr. BIGGS. I hope the Senator from Dela- 
ware will allow me to have these bills passed. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I beg to say to my friend 
from North Carolina, that I desire the Senate to 
come to a vote on taking up my bill. As I have 
endeavored to explain, itis one of vast importance 
to the country. If it be the will of the Senate not 
to take it up, 1 shall be perfectly satisfied. If it 
is their will, there is no time to lose, because, if 
such a measure is to be passed, it should be passed 
at once. I ask, as a test proposition, that the 

eas and nays may be recorded on the motion. 

f the Senate dagide that they will not take up 
the measure, I have discharged my duty, and I 
am satisfied. If the Senate should agree to take 
it up, I will explain it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. COLLAMER. In relation to the taking | 
up of the bill named by the Senator from Dela-| 
ware, I desire the attention of the Senate for ashort 
time. Iam desirous that the Senate shall be ap- 
prised of what is necessarily involved in that bill, 
and if the Senate then feel disposed to take it up, 
1 shall of course yield. f 


This is a bill introduced by the Senator from 


Delaware, for the purpose of directing, and not 


merely authorizing, the Post Office Department to 
make a certain contract, with a certain man, for 
a certain sum, to do a certain job; and that is to 
carry the mail across the Atlantic, between New 
York and Southampton. 

This subject came early before the committee at 
the commencement of this session on memorials 
from men who had contracts with the Govern- 
ment in relation to the carrying of the mails 
across the Atlantic, and who asked for a renewal 
of those contracts. ‘The Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads early attended to the sub- 
ject. They agreed upon and reported abill by their 
chairman [Mr. Rusk] in relation to the whole 
subject. The purport of that bill, which gentle- 
men perhaps have not examined, is to provide 
that the whole subject of contracts, for the -per- 
formance of mail steam service on the Atlantic, 
and between the different ports in this countr 
and foreign countries, shal] be put under the di- 
rection and control of the Secretary of the Navy 
and the Postmaster General, and that all contracts 
which have been made, and are proposed to be 
renewed, shall be put up to competition. 

-That bill has been before the Senate for a 
number of months. Itis true, thatthe chairman 
has been called home by domestic affliction, and 
has not been able to return. He had the partic- 
ular charge of that bill; and its purport, as [have 
stated, was to embrace this Sole subject, and 
leave it inthe hands of the proper Executive De- 
partments, upon the application of the people to 
enter into proper competition for making proper 
contracts. 

‘We consider that this is a very grave subject. 
There is involved in it, first, whether steam navi- 
gation service shall be any more continued or 
enlarged, or whether any old contracta shall be 
renewed or new ones made. In the next place, 
it involves the question whether these contracts 
shall be made by special legislation, on applica- 
tions made to Congress by A, B, C, and Con- 
gress direct imperatively that the contracts shall 
be made with this line at certain prices, and for 
certain services; in short, whether we shall con- 
tinue whathas been recently introduced—the busi- 
ness of making congressional contracts. ‘The 
committee think it is desirable to avoid that, and 
have reported the bill accordingly, 

Now, if the bill of the Senator from Delaware, 
in relation to Mr. Vanderbilt, be taken up, it 
necessarily leads to a debate on the whole sub- 
ject. Asa matter of course, the committee will 
offer their bill as a substitute, as that is what the 
committee agreed upon, ‘That brings up the 
whole subject, and involves also the renewal of 
some of these contracts, because some of them 
are nearly out, and the memorials of the parties 
are before us, and the present bill comes in com- 

petition with those memorials and applications. 

t therefore necessarily opens the whole subject. 
If the Senate believe that they have time fairly 
and fully to consider the subject in all its im- 
portant bearings, now, at this stage of the ses- 
sion, and at the same time pass the necescary 
appropriation bills, they will take it up; butif 
they do, I hope they will make up their minds 
beforehand to give a full consideration to the 
matter, for it must necessarily lead to a great 
latitude of discussion. My view is, that the con- 
dition of the business of the Senate, at this junc- 
ture of our affairs, is such as will not enable us 
to do it, and we ought not to take up the bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to postpone all prior 
orders, for the purpose of taking up the bill 


making appropriations for the support of the |j 


Army. It was understood yesterday that we 
should proceed with that subject at one o’clock 
to-day. Imake that motion in order to get rid 
of debate on the priority of business. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Task for the yeas and nays 
on the motion. I desire it to be understood that, 
if the Senate take up the Army bill, I shall con- 
sider it a decision that it is not their will to take 
up the bill which I propose, and I shall bow to 
their decision; but I desire, as that is strictly the 
issue before the Senate, to have the question 
taken by yeas and nays. 

Mr. WELLER. I will say to the Senator 
from Delaware that this would be a very bad 
way of obtaining a test vote, because there are 
many of us pledged to the Senator from Virginia 
to assist in going up the Army bill to-day. 

Mr, FITZPATRICK. I will ask my honor- 


able friend frem Virginia*not to insist on that 
motion, but to withdraw it, to enable me to make 
a disposition of the bill which was made the 
special order for to-day. I admire his zeal. I 
think it is appropriate. I am conscious, that 
to call on the Senate to pass by a general appro- 
priation bill, for one for the benefit of my con- 
stituents, would not be proper. My bill em- 
‘braces a large number of my constituents, and I 
merely wish to postpone it to twelve o’clock on 
Tuesday. 

Mr. HUNTER. If that vote could be taken 
without debate I would be willing to agree to it; 
but Iam afraid there will be debate. He had 
better, insome morning hour, call up this bill, and 
try the sense of the Senate. 


CREEK SPOLIATIONS. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. We have commenced 
meeting at eleven o’clock now; and I will get it 
through in the morning hour if I can. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The special 
order is the bill (S. No. 81) to provide for the 
examination and payment of certain claims for 
depredations committed by the Creek Indians; 
which is now before the Senate. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I move to postpone 
it, and make it the special order for twelve o’clock 
on Tuesday. f 

Mr. CLAYTON. Howean that bill be taken 
up when there is a question pending ? f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Because. the 
rule provides that, at the hour of one o’clock, the 
Chair shall call the special order; and that hour 
has arrived. > 

Mr. CLAYTON. Is that the special order? 

The PRESIDENT pre lempore. It is the spe- 
cial order for to-day, and it was made so some 
days since. 

r.CLAYTON. The bill to which I allude 
is a special order some days ahead of that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Delaware moved to take up that bill thig 
morning; but the bill of which the Chair hag 
just stated the title is the special order for to-day, 
at one o’tlock, and overrides everything. 

Mr. HUNTER. My motion is to postpone 
all prior orders, and take up the Army appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to give notice, that 
to-morrow I shall move to change the rules of 
the Senate, so as to prevent debate on the priori- 
ty of business for the rest of the session. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Iwish to make one remark 
in reply to the honorable Senator from California. 
He saye I cannot have a test vote upon the mo- 
tion of our friend from Virginia, who moves to 
take up the Army appropriation bill. 
is a test vote upon the merits of the question of 
taking up the ocean steamer bill. If I cannot 
have it taken up now, I have no hope of taking 
it up at all, because the honorable Senator from 
Virginia this- morning very properly said it will 
| take Lined the whole time to pass the appropria- 
i tion bills hereafter. If, therefore, the bill gets 
| the go-by to day, it is in vain to say that we can 
getitup again. I ask for the yeas and nays on 
the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will require 
unanimous consent to consider the bill of the 
Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. CLAY. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. Then the 
question is on the motion of the Senator from 
Virginia. . 

Mr. IVERSON. 1 desire to know whether it 
| is in order to amend that motion by asking that 
the Creek spoliation bill shall be’ particularl 
postponed until one o’clock, and all other busi- 
ness be postponed generally? $ 

Mr. HUNTER. If Senators say they will 
not debate it, I am willing to agree to postpone 
that bill until Tuesday. : 

Mr. CLAY. I will not debate it. I only want 
it to have a day fixed for its hearing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the 
question is on postponing the special order, which 
is the bill (S. No. 81) to, provide for the exam- 
| ination and payment of certain claims of citizens 
of Georgia and Alabama, on account of the losses 
i sustained by depredations of the Creek Indians, 
| and make it a special order for Tuesday next, at 
} one o’clock. : 


I say that 


The motion was agreed to. 
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SATURDAY, AUGUST 9, 1856. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILC 

A message from. the Housé of Representatives, 
by Mr. Barcray; Assistant Clerk; announced the 
passage of a bill niaking appropriations for the 
support of the Navy forthe year ending June 
30, 1857. eee 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, it was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 


y 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. I now renew my motion to 
postpone all prior orders for the purpose of taking 
up the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

Lhe yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 35, nays 4; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell of New Hampshire, 
Biggs, Brodhead, Brown, Clay, Collamer, Dodge, Douglas, 
Durkee, Evans, Fessenden, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Foster, 
Geyer, Harlan, Hunter, Iverson, James, Maliory, Masonf 
Pearce, Pratt, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, T'hompson 0, 
Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, Trumbull, Weller, 
Wilson, and Wright—335. 

NAYS—Messrs. Clayton, Seward, Wade, and Yulee—4. 


So the motion. was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 153) making appropri- 
ations for the support of the Army for the year 
ending 30th June, 1857, which was reported from 
the Committee on Finance, with an amendment 
to strike out the following clause: 


Provided, nevertheless, That no part-of the military foree 
of the United States herein provided for stall be eniployed 
in aid of the enforcement of the enactments of the alleged 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Kansas, recently 
assembled at Shawnee Mission, until Congress shall have 
enacted either that it was or was nota valid Legislative As- 
sembly, chozen, in conformity with the organic law, by the 
people of the said Territory: And provided, ‘Mat, until 
Congr shall have passed upon the validity of the said 
Legislative Assembly of Kansas, if shall be the duty of the 
President to use the military force in said Perritory to pre- 
serve the peace, suppress insurrection, repel invasion, and | 
protect persons and property therein and upon the national 
highways, in the State of Missouri or elsewhere, from un- 
lawful seizures and searches. 

And be it further provided, That the President is required 
to disarm the present organized militia of the T'erritory of 
Kansas, to recall all the United States arms therein distrib- 
uted, and to prevent armed men from going into the said 
Territory to disturb the public peace, or to aid in the enforce- 
ment or resistance of real or pretended law. 


Mr. FESSENDEN moved to amend the pro- 
vision proposed to be stricken out, by substituting 


the words, ‘recall all the United States arms | 


heretofore distributed to the militia and people of 
the Territory of Kansas,” for the words, * dis- 
arm the present organized militia of ‘the Terri- 
tory of Kansas, to recall the United: States arms 
therein distributed.” 

The amendment was rejected by the following 
vote: : ` 
YEAS — Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Ten- 
nesscee, Clayton, Collamer, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, 
Foster, Harlan, Seward, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—13. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Biggs, Bright, Brodhead, 
Brown, Butler, Clay, Douglas, Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Hunter, 
Iverson, Jones of lowa, Jones or Tennessee, Mallory, 
Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, 
Thompson of Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, Weller, į 
Wright, and Yulee—28, 

The amendment of the committee wag debated 
by Messrs. HUNTER, WILSON, WADE, 
THOMPSON of Kentucky, TRUMBULL, 
JONES of Tennessee, BUTLER, FESSEN- 
DEN, and DOUGLAS. [This debate will be 
found in the Appendix.] 

The Senate proceeded to take the vote by yeas 
andnays. During the call of the roll the follow- | 
ing explanations were made: , 

Mr: CLAY. I wish to state that my colleague | 
[Mr. Frrzparricx] has paired off with Governor | 
Fisn, of New York, at his instance and request, 
he being sick. . . 

Mr. SEWARD. I hope I may be indulged in | 
saying, on behalf of my colleague, that heisvery 
unwell, and obliged to remain at home. Gov- 
ernor FITZPATRICK is in the same condition, and 
they have agreed to pair off. 


| Mr.SEWARD. Governor Fish would vote 
| against this amendment if he were here. ` I am 
authorized by him to say so. _ 

Mr, ALLEN. | I voted agai 
bill, and against the repeal of the Missouri com- 
promise, and I have not since seen any cause to 
: regret the votes which I gave on those occasions. 
I cannot consent, however, to sustain the propo-= 


to the bill, making the necessary appropriations 
| for the military forces of the country. = 

Mr.STUART. Before the result is announced, 
I ask the indulgence of the Senate to state, in 
behalf of my colleague, [Mr. Cass,] that he is 
necessarily absent from the Scnate to-day. He 
wished me to state that, if he were here, he 
would vote for the amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BUTLER. Perhaps it is due to my col- 
league, [Mr. Evans,] for me to say that he is in 
| such ill health that he has not been able to re- 
main here. If he were here, he would add to the 
į majority to sustain this amendment. 

The result was announced, as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Alen, Bayard, Bell of Tennes- 
| see, Biggs, Bright, Brodhead, Butler, Clay, Clayton, Doug- 
| las, Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, Jones of Lowa, Jones of Ten- 
nessee, Mallory, Mason, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Sli- 
dell, Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, 'Chomson of New 
Jersey, Weller, Wright, and Yulec—29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Collamer. Fessenden, Foot, Foster, 
Harlan, Seward, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—9. 

So the arnendment was agreed to. 
was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in, and ordered to be 
engrossed, and the bill to be read a third time. 
It was read a third time. On its passage, 

Mr. SEWARD called for the yeas aad nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. SEWARD addressed the Senate at length, 
i and was followed by Mr. STUART. [Sce Ap- 
pendix for their speeches. ] 

Mr. FOOT. Mr. President, it is my purpose 
and my desire to avail myself of an appropriate 
! opportunity to address the Senate, at some con- 


topic of existing affairsin Kansas, and the causes 
in which the present difficulties originated. 
| have had a very protracted session for this day, 

and the hour is late. (Ten minutes past nine 
| o’clock, p.m.] Iam weary; I know the Senate 
is weary; and I am exceedingly reluctant to pro- 
| tract the session for the night. Iam also aware 
of the amount and pressure of the public business 
on the consideration of this, as of the other 
| branch of Congress, in these the expiring days 
of our session. FE shall not, therefore, ask for the 
postponement of the consideration of this ques- 
tion until to-morrow for my personal accommo- 
dation, though that will be acceptable to me, if it 
be acceptable to the honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia and other Senators present. I will say, 
however, that, as itis understood generally in the 
Senate, by a sort of arrangement entered into 
to-day, that Saturday, after an executive session, 
shall be assigned to the honorable Senator from 
New Jersey, and the honorable Senator from 


t 


H Tennessee, I willavail myself ofthat opportunity, 


and forego the present occasion, if by general 
understanding and consent I may be allowed to 
| follow those gentlemen in the expression of my 
views. 

Mr. HUNTER. We shail hear the Senator 
with great pleasure on Saturday. I hope he will 
consent to postpone his remarks until then. 

Mr. FOOT. IL yield the floor now with that 
understanding. [** Certainly. ”] y 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I readily 
agree to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Vermont; but I give notice that I shall claim the 
| right, at some future day, to answer some of these 
Saturday speeches. Ido not presume that I shall 
| have anything to say in response tothe gentleman 
from Vermont; but there may be some speeches 
| delivered on Saturday which, whether present 
| or absent on that day, I may desire thereafter to 
answer. 


3 


} 


Mr. PRATT. Would he vote against this 
proposition ? 


124 


The question being taken by yeas and nays on 


sition attached by the House of Representatives’ 


The bill: 


We j 


nst the Nebraska | 


! 
{ 


|! Reade, Ricaud, Roberts, Sage, Sandidge, Savage, Boot j. 
D 


ji Trafton, Underwood, Vail, Wakeman, Wel 
siderable length, upon the general and engrossing | 


i! shall be acted on until he is here. 


| the’ passage- of tlie -bill 
yeas. 27, nays 8; as follows 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard; B Gi 
Brown; Butler, Clay, Douglas, Geyer, Panter eee 5 
James; Jones of Towa, Mallory: Pearce, Pratt, Pogh, Reidy. 
Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart; Thompson of Kentucky; Thon 
son,of New Jersey, Weller, Weigng and Yule y ; 


AYS—Messrs. Durkee, Foot; ‘ostér, Harlan, 
Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—8; AE ER 

Mr, WELLER. . I give notice that to-morrow: 
niorning I shall. ask the Senate totake up a little: 
bill which has been pending forsome tinie,. com: 
monly known. as the Pacific railroad bill; ana- 
now f move an adjournment, ee. 

The motion was agreed to; an 
| journed, ; : 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Tuurspay, August 751886.: s 

The House met at eleven o’clock, a: m: Pray: i 


j by the Chaplain, Rev. Danrst Waxpo. | 


The SPEAKER stated that there was. no 
uorum present; but, if no objection was madë,: 
the Clerk would read the Journal of yesterday.: 


CALL OF THE HOUSE.” Be eS 
Mr. LETCHER objected, and moved that there 
| be a call of the House; which motion was agreed’ 
to. ee RE ane APs ee 
The roll was, accordingly. called; and: the fols“ 
lowing: members failed to answer to their names: | 
Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Beli, Hendley: S: Bennett, 
Bingham, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, ‘Branch, Brooks, Broom: 
Burlingame, Burnett, Caruthers, Caskie, Childs; Bayard 
Clarke, Clawson, Howell Cobb, Colfax, Craige, Cullen, 
Damre}l, Henry Winter Davis, De Witt, Dowdell, Edie, 
Edmundson, Eliott, English, Eustis, Evans, Florence, 
| Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Augustus 
Hali, Robert B. Fall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W 
| Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Herbert, Thomas R... 
| Horton, Howard, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, 
Lake, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, MeMullin. McQueen, 
Meacham, Moore, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai dliver, Orr, 
i Packer, Paine, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Porter, Powell, . 


d the Senate 


| Samuel A. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Stranaliaa; Ta 


Wheeler, Woodworth, and Daniel B. Wright, © i0 = 
| One hundred and. forty-two members:-having. 
answered to their names, all further proceedings 
under the call were, by unaninious ‘consent, dia- 
pensed with; and the Journal of yesterday was: 
read and approved. = + ec tg weal y Cans 

Mr. LETCHER said that he had been requested * 
to state that Mr. Burnerr had been, confined to 
his room for several days by indisposition, and 
that he had paired off with Mr. Rosson. 


CAPITOL AND POST OFFICE EXTENSIONS: 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United: States, 
transmitting acommunication from the Secretary 
of War, in reply to the resolution of the House 


i 
i 
f 


| requesting information in regard to the construc- 
ition of the Capitol and Post Office extensions; 


which was referred to the select committee on the l 
; subject, and ordered to be printed. 


EVENING SESSIONS. eee 
Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask the 
| unanimous consent of the House that the rego- 
| lution for evening sessions be extended to ‘the 
; remaining evenings of the present week. Several. 
' gentlemen, who have not spoken, desire to speak 
to the questions generally discussed at the even- 
ing sessions, and I hope there will be no objec- 
i tion to the proposition. ` . 
i Myr. HOUSTON. I do not see. the chairman 
| of the Committee of Ways. and. Means in. his 
place, and I am unwilling that the ppposilion 
o far as I 
fam concerned, I am opposed to further night 
sessions, except forthe consideration of the busi- 
iness ofthe country.. The gentleman from Ohio 
is now here, and he can speak for himself. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of.Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
i we can easily get along with the business, if gen- 
‘tlemen will remain in attendance on the House. 
! At two. o’clock, yesterday, we were without: a 
‘quorum, and ‘a. great deal of time war unneces- 
i sarily consumed in calling the roll. Tam willing 
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to dò anything that is reasonable in this:matter: | 
i 


L hope, however, the gentleman will modify his 
proposition so thatthe extension will be: only for 
one evening. - . re 
‘Mr. ETHERIDGE. Iwill modify it so that 
the extension -will be for-only two nights. 
“Mr. HOUSTON. I object. f 
Mr. ETHERIDGE. hen for one evening. 
‘Mr. HOUSTON, I object. 
“NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HAVEN. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Ohio, that we had better close debate on the 


Navy appropriation bill. : 
“M. CAMPBELL, I move that debate on the 
“Navy appropriation bill, in the Committee of the 
"Whole on the state of the Union, be closed within 
five minutes after its consideration shall be again 
resumed. f 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, an act (S. No. | 
348) to carry into effect the act entitled “ An act 
to provide for the accommodation of the courts 
of the United States for the district of Maryland, 
and for a post office at Baltimore city,” approved 
the 17th of February, 1855, was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, read a firstand second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union.. 

Mr, WALBRIDGE. 
nays on that motion. 

he yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 130, nays 26; as follows: 


I call for the yeas and 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, 
Barclay, Hendley S., Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bliss, 
Boyce, Bradshaw, Branch, Buflinton, Cadwalader, James 
H. Campbell, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Car- 
lile, Clawson, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cox, Crawford, Cumb Damrett, 
Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Day, Dick, 

. Duna, Dartec, Edie, Eliott, Bwrie, English, Etheridge, 
Eustis, Faulkner, Flagler, Poster, Galloway, Giddings, 
Gilbert, Goode, Greenwood, Grow, Harlan, J. Morrison 

artis, Thomas $. Harris, Haven, Hickman, Hoffman, | 
olloway, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, Howard, George | 

l. Jones, Kelsey, Kidwell, King, Knapp, Knight, Knox, 
Kunkel, Leiter, Letcher, Alexander K, Marshall, Maxwell, 
McQueen, ‘Killian Miller, Milson, Millward, Morgan, | 
Morrill, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, | 
Peck, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Pike, Powell, | 
Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Richardson, : 
Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Rufin, Rust, Sabin, Sapp, Sew- 
ard, Sherman, Shorter, Simmons, William Smith, Willian 
R, Smith, Sneed, Stanton, Stranahan, Swope, Tappan, | 
Thurston, ‘Pratton, Prippe, Wade, Walker, Warner, larach 
Washborn, Watkins, Welch, Whitney, Wiltiams, Wins- | 
low, Wood, John V. Wright, and Zollicofer—130. 

NAYS — Messrs. Henry Bennett, Brenton, Ezra Clark, 
Denver, Dodd, Mdwards, Granger, ‘Thomas R. Horton, 
Hughston, Lindley, Mace, Matteson, MeCarty, Smith 
Miler, Mott, &pinncr, Thorington, Valk, Walbridge, Wal- i 
dron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elibu B. Waslburne, | 
Watson, Wells, Woodruff, and Woodworth—25,. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Pending the cull of the roll, 

Mi DICKSON said he had paired off with 
Mr. Davinson. | 

The House accordingly resolved itself into | 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Rictrarpson in the chair,) and pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of a bill (H£. R. No. | 
189) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the year ending 30th of June, 1857. 

On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, the 
first reading of the bill was dispensed with, 

The Clerk then commenced the reading of the ; 
bill by clauses, for amendment. 

Mr. LETCHER. I believe there are five | 
minutes for general debate before the rule closing : 
debate goes into effect. I desire to occupy that 
time in calling the attention of the committee to ; 
some amendments I propose to submit in connec- į 
with the navy-yard at Norfolk. It will be recol- : 
lected that during last year that section of the 
noc was greatly. afflicted with the yellow 
fever, by which a very large proportion, if not | 
the entire strength of the navy-yard and arsenal | 
was stricken down. At the time that this naval 
appropriation bill was up for consideration before 
the Committee of Ways and Means, it so hap- 
pened. that the report of the officer in charge of 
that navy-yard had not been sent in, and there- 
fore. the committee -were not able to embrace in 

_ the provisions of the bill the appropriations rec- | 
‘ommended for the current year. After that; 


| 
i 
i 
i 
if 
| 
l 


officer had recovered from the scourge, his report ll turb the appropriation at all. The increase will 


-was presented here, in which certain recommend- 


“might be informed of the reasons which operated 


ations are made, which I will move at the. proper 
time to.insert.in the bill. I merely desired to 
make this statement in advance, thatthe House 


on the Committee of Ways-and Means in ex- 
cluding from this-bill the various items of recom- 
mendations which will, in the progress of this 
bill, be asked for. . Cae i . 
~ Mr. SEWARD. | I offer the following amend- 
ment to.come in after the tenth line: . 

Provided, That vacancies occurring in the active list of the 
Navy shal! not be filled until the number of officers on said 
list shall be permanently reduced to not more than twenty- 
five captains, forty-six commanders, and one hundred and 
sixty-seven lieutenants; and the appropriations herein pro- 
vided for shall not be used to pay any officer that may be 
hereafter promoted, except upon the restrictions and limit- 
ations aforesaid. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
of order upon that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection 
the Chair will hear any reasons from the gentle- 
man from Georgia, showing that his amendment 
is in order. 

Mr. SEWARD. [know that the rule which 
is attempted to be enforced upon this committee 
is an exceedingly strict onc, and sometimes it has 
been used at the expense of every principle of 
common sense to subserve the peculiar views of 
gentlemen who make up certain committees. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I object to this 
debate— not from any want of disposition to 
accommodate the gentleman, but for the purpose 
of saving time. I therefore ask that the rule 
against debate be enforced. 

TheCHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair asked the con- 
sent of the committee that the gentleman from 
Georgia might be permitted to state his reasons 
for this amendment, and there was no objection. 

Mr. SEWARD., I will be brief upon the point. 
The question which the Chair is called upon to 
decide now, has been decided by the House on 
two or three occasions. Ifa fundamental law of 
the country can be changed by an amendment to 
an appropriation bill, 1 put it to this House if | 
you cannot restrict the number of officers in an | 
appropriation bill? Now, to show that it is in | 
order, what does the amendment propose? The | 
sevond paragraph of this bill provides for the pay- 
ment of officers of the Navy. My amendment 
proposes to limitthe amount of the appropriation, 
and to fix it so as to pay a certain number of offi- 
cers and no more, and to stop this system of 
promotion by which it becomes necessary to 
place a number of gentlemen on the rened: list 
and make them peusioners on the Government, 
That is what I propose to do. It can be de-} 
monstrated that, within the last fifteen years, 
$3,500,000 has been paid out to men employed in 
the naval service who are actually lying idle. 

Mir CAMPBELL. I insist upon my point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia is not in order. 

Mr. SEWARD. The Chair suggested that [| 
might be allowed to show the reason why I: 
thought the amendment in order. U the Chair | 
wants to relieve himself of the position he as- i 
signed me, Í will say nothing more. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the | 
point of order, The amendment is not in order. 

Mr. WINSLOW oifered the following amend- | 
ment, to come in after linc ten: 

Provided, That the assistant director of the naval med- 
ical iaboratory in New York shall receive an annual salary 
of $1,590, in lieu of all other compensation 5 
so as to make the paragraph read: 

For pay of commission, warrant, and petty officers, | 
and scamen, includ the engineer corps of the Navy, 
G8A2L TiS: Provided, &c. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order, as it! 
changes existing law. `~] 
_ Mr. WINSLOW. There is no law establish- 
ing the laboratory. The amendment proposes 
to raise this gentleman’s salary a few hundred 
dollars. His pay now is only $1,150. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from North Carolina! 
changes the salary of an officer, and is not in 
order to an appropriation bill. | 

Mr. WINSLOW. It is not 


I make a point 


H 


i 
t 
i 
f 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
Is that amendment in | 


1 
1 
l 


roposed to dis- 


be included in the gross sum appropriated forthe 


“Navy proper. It does: not ask any increase ‘of 


appropriation 
The CHAIRMAN. It.chan 
and is therefore out of order. 


Mr. BENSON offered the following. amend- 
ment, to come in at the close of the fourteenth 
line: : f 

And naval chìef engineers shall be included. in thè gen- 
eralorder ofthe Secretary of the Navy, dated May. 27, 1847, 
and confirmed by act of Cofigress, approved August 5, 18545 
so as to make the paragraph read: Dog 

For provisions for. commissions warrant, and petty. ofi> 
cers and seamen, including engineers and marines attached 
to vessels for sea service, $840,450; and naval chief engi- 
neers, &¢. - is 

Mr. PHELPS. I raise a question of order. 

Mr. BENSON. Before the Chair makes its 
decision, I desire to submita remark. I amaware 
that, if the committee and the Chair hold to the 
rule laid down, the amendment may not be strictly 
in order. This matter came before the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs on a memorial of the chief 
engineer, and is recommended by the Secretary . 
of the Navy. Itscems to me that the amendment 
is so harmless in its character, and:'so manifestly 
just and proper, that the Committee of Ways and 
Means will not object. Ihave a communication 
from the Secretary of the Navy. recommending 
the change. ` 

Mr. PHELPS, Iinsist on the point öf order. 
I am not prepared to say that the chief engineers: 
of the Navy are to have a similar rank with other 
officers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is 
sustain the point of order. - 

Mr. BENSON. Will the gentleman allow. the 
communication from the Secretary of the Navy 
on this subject to be read? Perhaps he will then 
withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. PHELPS. I do not consider there is any 
necessity for its reading when that amendment is 
not in order. 

Mr. BENSON proposed the following amend- 
ment, to come in after line forty-five: 

Provided, That the expenditures under the foregoing 
appropriation shall be so accounted for as to show the dis- 
bursements by each bureau under its respective appropria- 
tons 5 k 
so as to make the paragraph read: 


For contingent expenses that may accrue for the follow- 
ing purposes, viz: freight and transportation, printing and 
stationery, advertising in newspapers, books, maps, models, 
and drawings, purchase and repair of fire engines aud ma- 
chinery, repairs of and attending to steam engines in navy- 
yards, purchase and maintenance of horses and oxen; and 
drawing teams, carts, timber wheels, and the purchase and 
repairs of workmen’s tools, postage of publie letters, fuel, 
oil, and candies for navy-yards and shore stations, pay of 
watchmen and incidental labor, not chargeable to any. other 
appropriation, transportation to and labor attending the de- 
livery of provisions and stores on foreign stations, wharf- 


ges existing law, 


bound: to 


; age, dockage, and reut, traveling expenses of officers and 


others under orders, funeral expenses, store and office rent, 
stationery, fuel, commissions and pay of clerks to Navy 
agents and storekcepers, flags, awnings, and packing boxes, 
premitans and other expenses of recruiting, apprehending 
deserters, per diem pay to persons attending courts-martial 
and courts of inquiry, and other services authorized by law, 
pay to judges-advocate, pilotage and towage of vessels, and 
assistance to Vessels in distress, bills of health, and quaran- 
tine expenses of vessels of the United States Navy in foreign 
ports, eight hundred and fifty-nine thousand seven hundred 
and fifty dollars : Provided, That the expenditures under the 
foregoing appropriation shall be so accounted for as to. show 
the disbursements of each bureau under its respective ap- 
propriations. ea 

Mr. BENSON. That is an amendment recom- 
mended by the Committee on Naval Affairs. The 
whole purpose of it is to show how each. head 
of bureau disposes of the contingent fund appro- 
priated in gross. It simply requires these heads 
of bureaus to keep accounts of expenditure, so 
that it may be seen on inspection how these 


| funds are disposed of. I suppose there is no ob- 


jection at all to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, under instructions 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, offered 
the following amendment, to come in after line 
sixty-six: 

For the erection and completion of marine barracks at 
Brooklyn, New York, $90,000. 

For the erection and.completion of marine barracks at 
Pensacola, Florida, $60,000. £ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, under instructions of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, offered the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

-In line eighty-seven, after the word “ kinda,” strike. out 
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“ sixty-eight”? and. insert “seventy-eight 5” so that the | 


clause, as amended, would read; ; 

Portsmouth, New Hampshire.—-For completing launching 
ways of ship-house No. 4, pitch-house, tools for machinists 
and smiths, timber slip, dredging, fences completing the 
extension of ship-louse No. 4, repairs of all kinds, $78,200. 


Mr. PHELPS. That is merely to correct a 
misprint. ¢ : 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BENSON, under instructions of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, offered the following 
amendment: 


After the wora < shear-wharf,”? in line ninety-five, insert 
“for engine and gun carriage, and for steam pumps for water 
ing ships ;?? and in line ninety-six strike out “ $118,950,” 
Ana aay * #121350,” that the clause, as amended, would 
read: 

Boston.-For stone wali, and filling around machine 
shop, battery, and ordnance quay, paving, pile wharf, gas 
pipes and burners for yard and officers’ quarters, cleaning 
out timber dock, braiding machine, fittings for hide cutter, 
bobbins for rope- walk, and strop gauging machine for block 
shop, dry-dock engines, (deficicney,) completing shear- 
wharf for engine and gun carriage, and for steam pumps 
for watering ships, and for repairs of all kinds, $121,350. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BENSON, under instructions of the Com- 


mittee on Naval Affairs, moved further to amend. 


the same clause by adding at the end thereof the 
following: 


For the purchase of land and water front, adjoining the 
navy-yard, $80,000: Provided, That no part of the appropri- 


ation shall be expended till the title shall be satisfactory to | 


the law officer of the Government, and proper jurisdiction 
ceded to the United States by the State of Massachusetts : 
Provided further, That the Secretary of the Navy shall deem 


said purchase expedient and necessary, and can make the . 
purchase upon such terms as to price as shall seem just ; 


and proper. 


Mr. PHELPS. Imust make a question of order 


upon that amendment. The amendment proposes | 


to purchase additional grounds, and to erect ad- 
ditional buildings. 

Committee on Naval Affairs bringing ina bill for 
the purpose indicated in this amendment; but I 
do object to our appropriation bills being loaded 
gown with appropriations for new works like 
this. : : 

Mr. BENSON. This appropriation is recom- 
mended by the Secrctary of the Navy, and I 
presume the point of order is not well taken. It 
is not to change any existing law. It is to pro- 
vide for an appropriation precisely such as the 
bill itself provides for. 
naval purposes, for the purchase of lands which 
the Secretary of the Navy says are necessary for 
the improvement of the Boston navy-yard. 

Mr. PHELPS. 
to which it is offered. 

Mr. BENSON. It is recommended by the 
Secretary of the Navy 

Mr. PHELPS. That does not make it in 
order. It is not in pursuance of existing law. 

Mr. BENSON. Is there no existing law for 
the navy-yard at Boston; and is this appropri- 
ation not for carrying out the law establishing a 
navy-yard there? 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the 
Chair the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. SEWARD. I - appeal from that decision. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Is the appeal debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I desired to make a sugges- 
tion to the Chair, to'show that these appropria- 
tions, which the chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs has reported, are just as much in 
order as any of the appropriations which have 
been reported in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
desires that the committee shall correct him. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Is there any exist- 
ing law authorizing this purchase? 

Mr. PHELPS. There is not. 

Mr. BENSON. I suppose there are general 


laws in reference to the navy-yards, and that itis | 


in order to make such amendments to this appro- 
priation bill as may be deemed proper for the 
general benefit of navy-yards. 


and is in accordance with past legislation. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [call for tellers on the ap- 
deal, 
f Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WinsLow 


ed—ayes 68, noes 53. f , 
So ihe decision of the Chair was sustained. 


I have no objection to the | 


It is an appropriation for | 


Itis not germane to the clause | 


If the Chair is wrong he | 


The amendment į; 
is recommended by the Secretary of the Navy, | 


į nent fixtures for heating saw- 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I am instructed | 
by the Committee of Ways and Means to offer 


! the following amendment: 


Tn the following cła after the word “barracks,” in- 
sert the words, “and piling for the same if necessary :” j 
New York.—For building and completing the store-house, 
building and completing coal-honse, extending quay wall, | 
launcbing ways in ship houses Ð and E, dredging channels, į 
repairs of cob wharf, dry-dock, paving and flagging, perma- 
$ mill, improvement of new 
purchase for site of marine barracks, filling low places, 
completing water pipes, lightning conductors, extending 
sewers, completing steam-house and machinery, stable for 
commandant’s horse, and for repairs of ali kinds, $415,022. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BENSON. I move to insert after the 
word ‘‘machinery,”’ in the above paragraph, the 
words, “ completing oakum picking machine and 
engine for the same.’ 1 will state that this 
amendment has also been before the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and they haverecommended it. 
` The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BENSON. I move to amend the clause 
under consideration by striking out “$415,022,” 
and to insert in lieu thereof, ‘* $421,422;”’ so as 
to make it conform to the amendments already 
adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BENSON. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in after ‘improvements at the 
navy-yard, Philadelphia:’’ 

And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and 
empowered to sejl, at public auction, and not otherwise, 
and convey the old wharf, ground, and water-rights con- 
nected with it, on the Schuylkill river, and also the lot 
disconnected from the Asylum ground, by cutting a street, 
the said ground belonging to the Naval Asylum: Provided, 
"fhe sale shall appear to Dim to be advantageous to the in- 
terests of the United States ; the proceeds thereof, in case 
of sale, to accrue to the fund from which the purchase of 
said property was made. 

Mr. LETCHER. I raise a question of order 
upon that amendment. It is not in order. 

, Mr. BENSON. The object is to give the Sec- | 
retary of the Navy authority to sell a piece of | 
ground which the navy-yard does not want. It | 
is agreed to by the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and nobody but one gentleman objects to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the | 
amendment out of order. 


Mr. BENSON. I offer the following amend- 


navy-yard, Philadelphia: 

For purchase of ground on east side of navy-yard, 
$85,000. 

The addition to this yard is absolutely neces- 


sary; the area of the yard being very limited, į 


especially on the water-front. T'he dock on the 
: east line cannot be used by the United States for 
the safety of vessels without paying a heavy rent, 
and remains without improvement for the accom- 
| modation of vessels of any great depth of water. 
It is the most secure dock for vessels in the 
winter season from ice. H 
Mr. LETCHER. I raise the point, that that | 
amendment is not in order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 
Mr. BENSON. I take an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


Į call for tellers 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Bocock and 


ment, to come in after the appropriation for the į 


The CHAIRMAN, | 
point of order. SPW EETA 
Mr. LETCHER proposed the following ament 
ment, tocome in afterline one hundred. and thixt 
For commencing ship-house No. 48, (at Norfolk; 
Mr. BENSON.. L.ask’ is there any. 
law for that? ee, ee 
-Mr. LETCHER. There is existing law 
requires ships to be built, and it is impossible'to 
build ships without ship-houses. ae 
The CHAIRMAN.” The Chair 
amendment out of order.” tee eM 
Mr. MILLSON. Dol understand the g 
| man from Maine as seriously raising ‘that point 
of order? All new works in the: yard aré cori- 
menced by appropriations,. never in any other: 


way. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mar 
decision of the Chair. 3 i 
Mr. MILLSON.. The Chair has fallen into 
an error. This isa very different case from the 
others. coe 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair decides: the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia: [Mr. 
Lercuer] out of order, and from that decision 
the gentleman from Maryland takes an ‘appeal. 
The question is, “Shall the decision of-the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee??? io 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would like'to 
make aninquiry here. Is the ship-house author- 
ized by law? i . 
Mr. MILLSON. Certainly. The general im- 
provements of the yard are authorized by law. 
i This does not, like the other amendments. de~ 
i clared out of order, contemplate the. purchase:of 
inew land, but is exactly the same thing ‘as all 
| other appropriations here. etd ee 
Mr. DAVIS. I would say. to the gentleman 
from Virginia that there are fifty items in the bill 
of exactly the same character. . iS 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is out of order. 
Mr. CAMPBELL called for tellers on the 
appeal. : 
. Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. MILLSON, 
and Wasusurye of Illinois, were appointed. 
| The House divided; and the tellers reported~— 
! ayes sixty-four, noes not counted. 
| “So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, from, the Com- 
| mittee of Ways and Means, offered the following 
amendment, to come in at line one hundred an 
thirty-six: . i cera 
Strike out the words, “ improving spar-pond ;??so ag to 
make the paragraph read: j sap È > 
Pensacola. For completing permanent wharf, deep 
basin and dredging, completing rail tracks, completing: re- 
moval of sunken caisson, completing extension of. granite 
wharf, dredging and piers in front of basin, mast shears. 
kitchen to ordinary quarters, repairs of dock, basin, an 
railway, completing wharves, paint shop. lightning con- 
ductors, and for repairs of all Kinds, $177,934. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. LETCHER. I move to decrease the ap- 
propriation for the Norfolk navy-yard $500. -I 


decides the 


yland: “I appeal from the 


il offer the amendment for the purpose-of saying 


that the amendment which has been offered to 
this clause of the bill is precisely the same in its 
character, and just as much in order, as twenty 


|| items reported inthis bill. ‘The reason why they 
upon the appeal. i 


were not reported in the regular estimates, and in- 
cluded in the bill, is because, in consequence of 


ALBRIGHT were appointed. 


The question being, ‘Shall the decision of the | 


Chair stand as the judgment of the committee P”? 


| 51. 

| So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

| Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, under instructions 
| of the Committee of Ways and Means, offered 
| the following amendment: 


En line one hundred and twenty-four, after the word 
“hundred,” insert the words, “and fifty p”? so as to maki 
the paragraph read: 

For completing repairs of brass fonndery, destroyed by fire, 
$5,550. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BENSON.” I offer the following amend- 


twenty-two: 

For the purchase of ground on the west side of the yard, 
f (at Washington,) $31,500. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. We have passed that 
į point in the bill, and the amendment is not in 
! order. 


it was put;and the tellers reported—ayes 79, noes |} 


ment, to come in after line one hundred and | 


the yellow fever there stopping. all business, the 
estimates were prevented from being made, Hav- 
ii ing made this statement, I withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I object to the withdrawal of 
the amendment,and I presume 1 shall be as much 


in order as my colleague over the way in not 
saying much about the amendment. ‘The esti- 


mates for extending the navy-yards at Boston and 
Philadelphia, and for making these improvements 
at Norfolk, went before the Committec of Ways 
and Means. Now, sir, if that committee had 
ii approved them, they would have inserted pro- 
i visions for appropriating the money in this ap- 
| propriation bill—would the Chair have ruled that 
they were improperly in the bill? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order, Thegentleman from Virginia has 
no right to arraign the Chair for the decision he 
has made; and I submit the further point, that 
g are not 


H 
fi 
i} 
1 

j 
| 


i the remarks the gentleman is submittin 
| pertinent to. the pending amendment. ee 
li The CHAIRMAN -Fhe gentleman from Vir- 
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under consideration. > 


ginia will confine his remarks to the amendment f. 
-Mri BOCOCK. Well, sir, in these discussions Í 


itisvery dificult for ihe Chair to determine what i 
will be the application of a gentleman’s remarks i 


util kis five mittes’? time is about out. L hope | 
the Chair. will give me time to develop my pur- | 
poses: [Laughier.] . I was going on to say that | 
the ‘amendments submitted by the chairman of | 
the.Committee on, Naval Affairs [Mr. Benson] | 
were reported by a committee, and were entitked | 
to,stand.precisely in the same position. in which ! 
they: would have stood if they had been reported | 
by the:Committee of Ways and Means as a part . 
ofthe bill When the Commitice of Ways and | 
Means reported these estimates back tothe House | 
of Representatives, and had them referred to the | 
Committee on Naval Affairs, I suppose they ex- 
pected a'report; but when the Committee on : 
Naval Affairs attempted to discharge their duty, | 
and place these provisions where they would have 
been, df left with the Ways and Means, gen- | 
tlemen-of that committee tell us that we are not | 
inorder. They gay it is not in pursuance of | 
existing law. Well, sir, why is it less in pur- | 
suance of existing law to enlarge and improve a ' 
navy-yard. at Boston and Philadelphia, by pur- | 
chasing a little land, than it is to erect buildings | 


and. build walls in the navy-yards, which the || 


Committee of Ways and Means have provided | 
for;in the bill? 


Mr. PHELPS. I must rise to a question of | 
tt 


order... 

The CHAIRMAN. It is very difficult for the 
Chair to tell what application the gentleman from | 
Virginia will make of his remarks to the amend- 
ment. ; 

„Mr. PHELPS. I merely rose to a question | 
of order, because I thought the gentleman fron |; 
Virginia was about to administer a rebuke to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs for their remi Bs! 
in net reporting these appropriations in a sepa- ;] 
rate bill,  [Laughter.] i 
“Mr. BOCOCK, The Committee of Waysand j 
Means, of, which my friend from Missouri is a | 
member, had these estimates referred to the Com- | 
mittee on- Naval Affairs; and when the Committee | 
on Naval Affairs undertakes to report the pro- | 
visions for the appropriations as amendments to | 
this bill, the gentleman from Missouri is the very 
man who objects, 

Mr. PHELPS. I willmerely say to my friend 
from Virginia, that the Committee of Ways and 
Means had the estimates referred to the Com- 
mittes on Naval Affairs for the purpose of giving | 
that committee an opportunity of providing for | 
them in a separate bill. : 

Mr. BOCOCK, Whyis it that the Committee ; 
of Ways and Means can put their appropriations : 
on the geucral appropriation bills whatever they | 
are, but when the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to whom the same subjects have been referred, 
wish to do the same thing, they are told that they , 
must take their chances ma separate bill? task | 


{ 
i 
t 
i 


how itis thatthis Committee of Ways and Means | | 


sets itself up to engross all these favors? Does | 
the gentleman from Missouri pretend to say, that | 
if the Committee of Ways and Means had taken , 
charge of these estimates themselves, and had | 
believed the appropriations proper, they would, | 
instead of including them in the appropriation | 
bill, have brought them forward in a separate 

bill? Why should the Committee on Naval ‘Ain i 
be required to do so? We wish to embark these | 
little appropriations in the broad bottom of the | 


yeneral appropriation bill; but the gentleman from | 
issouri and the Committee of Ways and Means | 


tell us they claim the whole occupancy of that, © 
and that we must launch our separate little barks © 
to take their chances upon the stormy waters of | 
this uncertain House. 
into that bill you will find that most of the items in | 
it are precisely of the same character as those 

reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs for | 


the improvement of the navy-yards at Boston, | 


Philadelphia, and Norfolk. “What I ask is, that | 
the same rule which has been applied to the 
Committee of Ways and Means shall be applied 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. Í ; 

Mr.LETCHER., {withdraw myamendment. | 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. For the purpose | 
of making a remark in reply to the gentleman i 
from Virginia, (Mr. Bococx,] I move to ineréase | 
the appropriation $600. l 


i 


Now, sir, if you willlook |: 


j 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I think there has been 
quite enough said, during the present session, in 
regard to the disposition of the Committee of 
Ways and Means to absorb all the business of 
legislation. y 

Mr: KNOX. [ rise to a question of order. I 
insist that the gentleman shall confine himself to 
the discussion of the amendment under consider- 
ation. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is very difficult for the 
Chair to determine what application the gentle- 
man may make of his remarks just now. The 
Chair thinks the remarks of the gentleman just 
now are a little foreign to the amendment under 
consideration. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not wish to proceed 
out of order. My object was to vindicate the 
Committee of Ways and Means from the charges 
which have been preferred against them. The 
Committee of Ways and Means, after a careful 
examination of the estimates which were sent 
to them by the House, discovered that there were 
certain items which were not necessary for car- 
rying out existing laws, and were not, therefore, 
proper to be inserted in the appropriation bill. 
That committee, therefore, directed their chair- 
man to report back to the House the estimates, 
with the recommendation that they be referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, in order that 
that committee might mature and perfect a bill 
providing for them, bring it before the House, 
and have it acted upon in the way pointed out 
by the rules. Now, sir, if this committee has 
failed to discharge its duties properly—and I do 
not stand here to say that it has—I ask whether 
the charge which the gentleman from Virginia 
has preferred against the Committee of Ways 
and Means, charging them with the responsibil- 
ity, isa proper one? It is now asked that this 


| Tiouse should stultify its own action in order 
i oe 


that the Committee on 2 
themselves from respoun 

Sir, the same thi 
the chairman of the Committee on Militwy AF- 
fairs, (Mr. Qeremax.] Early in the present ses- 
sion a recommendation was sent to the House by 
the President for an appropriation of $3,000,000 
to improve yoararms., The Committee of Ways 
and Means were then charged, as now, with a 
disposition toabsorb all the business of the House. 
The estimate was then sent to the Committee on 


val Affairs may relicvé 
bility. 


Y 


was said the other day by | 
y by 


Military Affairs; but, so far as I am aware, that j 


committee has not reported any bill upon the 
subject; at least no bill has been acted on. 

Lhe Committee of Ways and Means:have en- 
deavored, so far as it was in its power, to get rid 
of every one of the estimates and recommenda- 
tions not clearly necessary to carry out existing 
laws. It has endeavored to clear itself of any- 
thing like independent legislative power, 

Mr. BENSON. [t iss 
months since, veryearly after the organization of 
the Llouse, the general appropriation bills were 
made the special order for Luesday, Wednesday, 
and Thursday of every week until disposed of. 
It is well known that Mondays are resolution 
days, and that Fridays and Saturdays are set 
apart for the consideration of private business. 
Vhe matters to which the gentleman has alluded 


were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, | 


in order that they might be considered; and it 


was supposed, when acted on, if recommended, | 


they were to be sent to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. It seems, however, that the Com- 
mitiee on Naval Afairs misapprehended what was 
expected from them by the Committee of Ways 
and Means. No intimation was given by the 
Ways and Means Committee that these subjects 
were to be presented ina bill from the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, nor has that course been here- 
tofore pursued. The Committee on Naval Af 
fairs were of the opinion that, when they had 


| examined and recommended these appropriations, 


which was done, they would be taken in charge 
by the Committee of Waysand Means, and there 
would be some chance of their passage through 
the House under the special order relating to the 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have no doubt, if the 
gentleman had reported and carried through 
Congress a law authorizing these appropriations, 
that the Commitice of Ways and Means would 
have reported them ın this bill. The Commitiee 


Ho known that some | 


l announcing that there is a strong reason wh 


authority to recommend appropriations unauthor- 
ized by law. sR ERE ee 

Mr. BENSON. I was remarking, when in- 
terrupted, that it was supposed by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, that the object was to transfer 
the responsibility, if I may be allowed to use the 
expression in all kindness, the duty properly 
belonging to that committee—that the Committee 
of Ways and Means desired the opinion of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs on the subjects re~- 
ferred. ` . 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iwill suggest a case.in 
point. After the bill for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government was re- 
ported, an act was passed increasing the number: 
of the officers of the Court of Claims; and when 
the bill was pehding the Committee of Ways and 
Means altered the appropriation so as to make it 
conform to the requirements of the law. And just 
so, I doubt not, the Committee of Ways and 
Means would have acted had the Committee on 
Naval Affairs reported and Congress passed a law 
authorizing these appropriations. Without sach 
law, we have no authority to report them. That 
is the only excuse the Committee of Ways and 
Means have to tender the Committee on- Naval 
Affairs. : 

Mr. BENSON. The only excuse the. Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs have for not presenting, 
a bill, in addition to what I have already said, is, 
that they did not suppose, with the appropriation 
of the time of the House to the special order, if 
they had reported a bill, that it would be acted on 
at this session. But after the demonstration this 
morning, I give notice | will, on Monday next, 
ask to report a bill embracing these projects. 

Mr. CAMPBELL withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. CADWALADER. I move to amend by 
increasing the appropriation $100. Mr. Chair- 
man, E move this amendment for the purpose of 


? 
on Monday next, unanimous consent should i 
given to the intended application of the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. Benson} for leave .to 
report the bill of which he has given notice. 1 
trust, that on that day the House will also give 
a unanimous consent to the consideration of the 
bill. The navy-yard at Philadelphia is the only 
one which, in time of hostilities with any great 
maritime Power, affords a secure shelter for the 
construction of ships of war for the Government. 
That exposure to the assaults of armed vessels 
of the enemy, which at other points is invited by 
the construction of ships of war, will not be in- 
curred here. This navy-yard is not of one fifth 
of the average extensional area of the navy-yards 
of our country. The length of the water front, 
moreover, is not more than about one fifth of the 
average extension of their water fronts. In short, 


į the navy-yard is unusually small, where one of 


unusually large dimensions would be desirable. 
The object of the bill is to obtain a small addition 
of only about five acres of adjacent land, which 
will not add more than about one hundred and 
sixty-one feet to the present river front. This is 


| an inadequate addition; but it is all that is, or 


will ever be, procurable. A year or two hence it 
may be impossible to secure it at all. Buildings 
already, in every direction, crowd closely on the 
navy-yard. ‘The present space is so scanty, that 
a large man-of-war steamer, such as the Wabash, 
or the Susquehanna, cannot be constructed and 
take in her machinery without overlaying pri- 
vate property after she is launched. If the pro- 
posed addition should not be made, the rapidity 
of improvement in the neighborhood will soon 
render it impossible to use even that precari- 
ous privilege. At present there is not space 
on the river front for more than two ships to be 
moored at the yard at once. Vessels of war are 
often compelled for this reason to use the. river 
front of adjacent or neighboring land. There has 


! hitherto been no space for the construction of 


slips or docks for the protection of the public 
vessels. The vessels have remained exposed to 
ice and other obstructions, against which they 
may be protected if the proposed addition can be 
obtained. 

In order to show that there.is nothing imagin- 
ary in these evils—to show their practical char- 
acter by a single example—I may add, that the 
receiving ship, to which the recruits for the naval 
service are temporarily taken, is moored for win- 


of Ways and Means does not see that it has any |; ter quarters at a private dock described in papers 


2. 


1856. 
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I 


among the fles of the Naval Committee, as ‘ al- i: 
most wholly out of the jurisdiction:of-the navy- $ 
yard.”? One of these papers states in effect that, | 
while the United States are thus subjected to 
charges which ought to be saved in a navy-yard 
of the Government, the recruits are exposed to | 
inducements to desertion, and other temptations, 
from which great evils to the naval service may 
result. , 

I say nothing of the usefulness of this navy- | 
yard as a place for the construction of war steam- 
ers, from its immediate proximity to iron found- 
eries of well-known excellence; whose advantages 
in the abundant local supply of iron and of fuel 
are equally well known. ‘I say nothing of the. 
ready supply of machinery always at hand, 
and ‘of. other local considerations in favor of this 
navy-yard. I have confined myself to consider- 
ations of a general character, interesting alike 
to the whole nation. { thank the House for the 
attention they have given to remarks which, 
though perhaps not strictly in order, are not in- 
appropriate to a subject which has engaged a 
part of our attention this morning. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I insist that gentle- 
men shall confine their remarks to the amend- 
ment under consideration. I give notice that I 
shall hereafter object to all irrelevant speeches. 

The question was taken on Mr. CapwALADER’s 
amendment; and it was disagreed to. 


Mr. MILLSON. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

For continuing ship-house No. 48, at Norfolk navy-yard, 
$30,000. 

Mr. Chairman, it will be perceived that I have 
drawn the amendment so as to avoid the point of 
order raised just now. I have drawn it in this 
form, not for the purpose of evading the ques- 
tion, for in point of fact the appropriation is 
designed for continuing rather than for com- 
mencing it. The building in question is already 
erected. The new steamer lately launched from 
the Gosport navy-yard was required to be specd- 
ily built, and a temporary building was erected. 
It is to provide for converting that temporary 
building into a permanent building, that my col- ; 
league offered the amendment, which, on account 
of the use of the word “ commencing,” was held 
to be out of order. 

But, sir, I will send to the Clerk’s desk to be 
read, an explanation from the Department, show- 
ing that the building has already been erected, 
and that the object of the appropriation is to make | 
it permanent. i 

The explanation was read, and is as follows: 

« A temporary shed has recently been erected upon this 


site for the protection of the steam frigate now building, 
and being only for an urgent occasion, it was not Con- j 
structed in a manner to justify a further dependence upon | 
its use after this ship should bave becn launched. | 
“The importance of this site for building large ships must 
be considered paramount to any other at present avaijable 
on the yard, and demands a large and permanent house to 
cover it. I would therefore recommend that an appropri- 
ation be asked for to commence this building and to obtain 
materials, of $30,000.77 
Mr. MILLSON. This building has already 
been cominenced—that is to say, the temporary 
building was erected last year, and the object of 
this appropriation is to continue the work so.as 
‘40 convert it into a permanent building. This 
appropriation is not asked for by me. It is 
one of the regular estimates of the Department, 
and the committee will find it in the returns 
of the Secretary of the Navy; but it was omitted 
by the committee at the time, on account of their ; 
not having received full returns of the avhole cost, | 
which is now estimated at $77,000. | 
The committee has decided, improperly, I think, | 
that if the appropriation was for the commence- | 
ment of a building, it would not be in order; but į 
when itis for the continuation of a work already | 
commenced, it is as much in order as an appro- 
priation for a custom-house would be, after a law | 
had passed. for the purchase of asite on which | 
to erect one. No new law is required for the | 
construction of a building after the land has been | 
ceded to the Government under a previous law. l 
So, here, the navy-yard having been established 
and located for the purpose of recelving this ‘and 
other necessary buildings, the appropriation now 
asked for being simply to erect one of these 
buildings, it is entirely a different case from that 
decided by the Chair, in reference to an appro- 
priation for the purchase of additional land. 


I make this explanation, for, in the first place, - 
the amendment was prejudiced by a misappre- | 
hension of the point of order.as:to its changing | 
i; the existing law; and. secondly, by a misappre- 
! hension of the committee as to the appropriation | 


being designed forthe commencement, rather than 


the continuation, of the work—it being really | 
intended toxprovide for the continuation of a work | 


already commenced. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Iraise a point of 
order, and] beg leave to refer the Chair to a letter 
of the Secretary of the Navy, in miscellaneous 
document No. 68, in which Te estimate is found 
for this very work contemplated by the gentle- 
man from Virginia. It says: ‘for commencing 
ship-house No. 48, $3,000.” The gentleman has 
ably spoken in favor of his amendment, but he 
has evaded the real point. There is no law au- 
thorizing the construction of a ship-house there. 


The point of order has already been settled by | 


the Chair when the amendment was proposed by 
the gentleman’s colleague. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided all 


these amendments which have been offered under | 


the SIst rule, which says: 

“ No appropriations shall be reported in such general ap- 
propriation bills, or be in order as an am dment thereto, for 
any expenditure not previously authorized by law, uniess 
in continuation of appropriations for such public works and 
objects as are already in progress, &e. 

The only duty of the Chair is to decide upon 
the regularity of the amendment under the rule. 
Upon the question of fact, as to whether this 
appropriation is for a public work already in prog- 
ress, or authorized by law, itis impossible for the 
Chair to decide. If there is no law authorizing 
this expenditure, it is notin order: if there is such 
a law, it isin order, and it is for the House to 
determine. This amendment, as drawn, is in 
order, and the Chair has to decide upon the form 
of the amendment. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. BILLINGEIURST offered the following 
amendment to the appropriation for printing 
hydrographical surveys, &c.: ` 

Tn settling the accounts of Licutenant J. M. Gilliss sub- 
seguent to the September, 1855, the accounting ofti- 
cers of the Pre: y are bereby directed to pay bim, while 
ng the astronomical and other observations made in 
at the rate fixed by the act making appropriations for 


pr 
Chji 


i the naval service, approved Mareh 3, 1851. 


Mr. LETCHER. I raise a point of order upon 
that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, and decides the amendment out of 
order. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. Let me call the atten- 
tion of the Chair to the existing law. 

Mr. LELCHER. [I object to any debate. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. The Chair is clearly 
in error. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the 
law on the subject. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. The law of 1851 
directs that the superintendent of the naval astro- 
nomical expedition to Chili—as direeted by the 
act of August 3, 1848—shall receive the same 
amount of salary as is allowed to_the superin- 
tendent of the naval observatory at Washington, 
while in charge of the expedition, provided that 


the pay and emoluments of said office shall not į 


excecd in any one year the sum of $3,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, { will state that that law 
remains on the statute-book. Lieutenant Gilliss 
was appointed in 1848, and has continued in 
charge of the 
his salary, at the rate of $3,000 a year, to the oth 
September, 1855. There has been no change of 
that law. Itis only by the arbitrary decision of 
the Secretary of the Navy that his pay has been 
reduced to $1,200 per year. The amendment is 
clearly in order, because it is in pursuance of ex- 
isting law, and simply directs the Auditor of the 
Treasury to settle with him, in pursuance of this 
law, instead of obeying the mandate of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, which I regard as being 
without law. It is for the purpose of showing 
that that decision of the Secretary of the Navy is 
unlawful, and that Lieutenant Gilliss must be con- 
tinued in the receipt of his salary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The objection to the 
amendment is, that it changes the law to which 
the gentleman refers. -That directs the pay to be 
-$3,000 while on the expedition. | 2 
proposes that it shall be paid while preparing the 


. Provided, &e. Bee, 


j ayes 71, nocs 48. 


expedition, and has been allowed | 


The amendment | 


charts. lt therefore’ changes, ihe existing 
and is out of order. 00 O p E aren 
Mr. STRANAHAN.: offered- the -foll 
amendment, to come in. after line two. lv 
and two: wy Eee 


Provided, That the charts shall Dew sold, when on 


pleted, and the instruments used be of American manufac- 
ture 3 ; ae ae 


so as to make the paragraph’ read: 


For printing and publishing ‘sailing directions; hydro- 
graphical surveys, and astronomical observations, $19,000: 


| Mi. PHELPS.. ‘I rise to: a question of order 
in respect to that Know Nothing sort of an‘am nd- 
ment: Itis not germane, and notin orderi =. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chairthinksthat the 
committee hasa right ‘to determine what: kind 
of instruments arë to be used, and decides. the 
amendment in order." pig tere Aas : 
Mr. PRINGLE demanded ‘tellers... ie > 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Prinere’and 
Keirr were appointed. i 4 ee 
Mr. PHELPS. I desire to ask. the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Srrananan] whetherche 
desires to compel the Navy Department: to sell 
these charts, and is not willing ‘to “have them 
given away and to be placed on board. of mer of 
war unless they be paid for? Is that his Ameri- 
canism ¢ Anat 


Mr STRANAHAN. The object is simply 


i} this-——— 


‘The CHAIRMAN. Debate is out of ‘order. 
The House divided; and the tellers repotted— 


So the amendment was agreed to.: 

Pending the vote, © > LOED ree ia 
Mr. BILLINGHURST offered ‘the followin, 
amendment, to come in in line two hundred ind 

five: foie ott i) 
In settling the accounts of Lieutenant J. M, Gilliss, sub- 
sequent to September, 1855, the accounting officers of the 
Treasury are hereby directed to pay him, white “in charge 
of that expedition, and preparing its results for. publication, 
at the rate fixed by the act making appropriations for the 
naval service, approved Mareh 3, 1851. ey 
Mr. LETCHER. Irise to a question of order. 
That amendment is not germane to the bill.’ 
Mr. BILLINGHURST. L have changed the 
amendment to meot the objection which the Chair 
made a moment ago. T have followed, in. the 
amendment as it now stands, the language of the 
law, and 1 apprehend it is in order.: `, 
Mr. FLORENCE, Oh! that is clearly 
lation which it is not proper to insert in a 
propriation bill. i ct at 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 
amendment is not in order. area E 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, under 
instructions. of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, moved to reduce the appropriation. to 
$25,732 66,.in the following clause: ` k 
For preparing for publication the American Nautical 
Almanac, $26,380. : 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, under instructions 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, moved 
to add, at the end of the bill, the following addi- 
tional section: cals 


1.2, And be it further enacted, That out of the sum 
of $31,500 appropriated by the act making appropriations 
for the naval service for the year ending June, 1856, ap- 
proved March 3, 1855, for contingencies of. the matine 
re be allowed and paid any expenses which have 
d for the purpose of introducing gas into quat- 
ters, hospital, headquarters; and for lighting the same. ./ 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I now move that the 
committee rise and report the bill to the House. 
The motion was agreed to. : , 
So the committee rose; and the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. Jongs, of Tennessee) having taken. 
the Chair, Mr. RICHARDSON reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state, of the 
Union had, according to order, had the. Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly 
the bill of the House (No. 189) making appro- 
riations for the naval service for the year entling 
the 30th of June, 1857, and had instructed him 
to report the same to the House with sundry 
amendments. 7 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, called for the pre- 
vious question on the bill. oe: 
The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered to be put. Loe 
By unanimous consent, the amendments ‘were 
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read over, and those. to which 
made were agreed to en masse: 
The ninth amendment, on which a separate 
vote had been asked, was then reported, as fol- 
lows: ‘ 
~ After: ‘For printing and publishing sailing directions, 
hydographical. surveys, and astronomical observations, 
$15,000,” add these words : 
`~ - Provided, That the charts shall he sold when completed, 
and the instruments used be of American manufacture. 
Mr. SAPP called for tellers on the amendment. 
‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Kerrr and 
Woopworru were appointed. 
The question was put; and the tellers reported 
ayes: 62—. 
Mr. LETCHER demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. i 
The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 76, nays 62; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Ball, Barbour, Benson, Bliss, 
Buffinton, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaf- 
fee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, dxagin, 
Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Dean, Dick, Dodd, 
Durfee, Edie, Emric, Flagler, Giddings, Gitbert, Granger, 
Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R., Horton, Valentine B. Hor- 
ton, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowiton, Knox, Kunkel, Mat- 
teson, McCarty, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, 
Norton, Parker, Pearee,. Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, 
Porter, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Ready, Roberts, Sabin, 
Sapp, Sherman, Sneed, Stanton, Stranahan, Todd, rafion, 
Valk, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
burne, Ettiha B, Washbume, Israel Washburn, Welch, 
Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zollicofter—76. 
NAYS--Messrs. Aiken, Hendley S. Bennett, Billinghurst, 
Bocock, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Cadwalader, John P. 
Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Williamson R. W. Colb, 
Crawford, Henry Winter Davis, Dunn, Elfiott, Etheridge, 
Evans, Florence, Foster, Goode, Greenwood, J. Morrison 
Harris, Haven, Hickman, Houston, George W. Jones, J. 
Glancy, Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Leiter, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Mace, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, 
McQueen, Smith Miller, Milson, Mott, Phelps, Powell, 
Quitman, Ritchie, Rivers, Ruflin, Rust, Shorter, Wiliam 
Smith, Spinner, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, ‘Thurston, ‘Frippe, 
Watkins, Wells, Williams, Daniel B, Wright, and John V. 
Wright—62. 
So the amendment was concurred in, 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I call for the previous 
question on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be now put; and under 
the operation thereof the bill was passed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assory Dicxins, their Secretary, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed a resolution 
and bills of that body, of the following titles: 

A resolution relative to the building for a 
custom-house and post office at Toledo, Ohio; 

An act for continuing and completing the im- 
provement of Red river, at the raft; 

An act for the construction of a steam dredge 
for Lake Michigan; 

An act to continue the improvement of the 
Illinois river; 

An aéf for the improvement of the harbor of 
Appalachicola, in the State of Florida; 

n aet for the improvement of the harbor of 
Charleston, South Carolina; 

An act to provide for the protection of Cape 
Cod harbor, Massachusetts; 

An act making further appropriation for the 
improvement of the Cape Fear river, North Car- 
olina; 

An act providing for the survey of Atchafalaya 
bay and approaches; i 

An act providing for the survey of the falis of 
Red river, at or near Alexandria; 

An act giving to Joshua Kirby the right to 
enter the land covered by the life reserve of John 
Me Nary under the Cherokec treaties of 1817 and 
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An act to provide for improving the harbor of į 


Georgetown, District of Columbia; 

An act making appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the channel at Hell Gate, East river, in 
the State of New York; 

An act for constructing a military road froma 
point opposite to El Paso, on the Rio Grande, 
to Fort Yuma, at the mouth of the Gila river, 
and for establishing military posts thereupon; | 


An act to remove obstructions in the Bayou la 
Fourche, Louisiana; 

An act for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Mobile, Alabama, at Dog river bar, 
Choctaw Pass, and the Lower Fleet; 

An act for the relief of Lucy Fitzgerald, and 
the children of Thomas Fitzgerald; 

An act for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor of Providence, Rhode Island; and 

An act for continuing the improvement of the 
inland passage between the St. John’s and St. 
Mary’s rivers, Florida. : 

Also that the Senate had passed the following 
bills of the House: , 

An act granting a pension to Ansel Wilkinson; 

An act to continue the pension of Mrs. Nancy 
Weatherford; and 

An act for the relief of Bridget Maher. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 
Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 


“Bills, reported thatthey had examined and found 


truly enrolled bills of the following titles, when 
the Speaker signed the same: 

An act to continue the pension of Mrs, Nancy 
Weatherford; ‘ 

An act for the relief of Bridget Maher; 

An act to amend the charter of Georgetown, in 
the District of Columbia; 

An act to incorporate the Columbia Library of 
Capitol Hill, in the city of Washington; and 

A n act to establish a library for young men in 
the District of Columbia. 


MAHAMET CARRAMALLY- 


Mr. EVANS, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
eate to the House all the correspondence, and other papers, 
conventions, &e., relative to the claim of Mahamet Carra- 
mally, inthe Deparinenis of State and Navy, trom the date 
of his connection with this Government to this date. 

CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move the usual 
resolution, that debate in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Unionon the bill making 
approprisjions for certain civil expenses of the 

overnment, for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1857, be closed within five minutes after its con- 
sideration shall be again resumed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and the Fouse resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Grow in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill making approprittions for 
certain civil expenses of the Government, for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1857. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, offered the follow- 
ing amendment, recommended by the Committee 
of Ways and Means, to come in after the clause 
making appropriation “for continuing the con- 
struction of the light-house on Minot’s Ledge: - 

Yor restoring, bracing, and repairing injuries to the iron 
serew pile light-house on the Brandywine shore, caused by 


tbe breaking up of the ice in the Delaware river and bay,. 


$7,350 03, 

Por restoriug and repairing heacons, buoys, and spindles, 
destroyed or injured by the br ing up of the ice on the 
coast of Maine and Massacbuscetts, in Long Island sound, 


and in Newark, New York, Delaware, aud Chesapeake | 
i hays, 41,874. 


For restoring Jost moorings and repairing injuries to light- 
vessels, by the breaking up of the ice, in Vineyard sound, 
and Boston aud Chesapeake bays, $14,727 54. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EUSTIS. 
the following amendment: 

_ For the erection of a boarding station at Pass 4 I’ Outre, 
in Louisiana, $12,000. 

I send to the Clerk’s desk, that it may be read, 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
addressed to the Committee on Finance in the 
Senate, in order to show that this amendment 
stands precisely upon the same footing as the 
other appropriations in this bill. 

The letter was read, and is as follows: 

Treascry DEPARTMENT, April 29, 1856. 
I have the honor to state, that the State of Louisiana has 


donated to the United States twenty acres of land at Pass 
a Outre, for the purpose of erecting and establishing 


At this point, I desire to offer 


thereon a boarding station. Y have alsọ caused estimates 

of the cost of erecting the necessary lookout and buildings 

to be made, which, together with the expenses incurred in 

procuring survey and location of the site, amount to nearly 

$12,000... In yiew of the necessity of having this station, 

and of the great inconveniences now existing without one, 

I have respectfully to suggest the propriety of appropriating 

the above amount for the purposes specified. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
i JAMES GUTHRIE, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. 
ment: 


For the purchase money, agreed by the Secretary of the 
Interior, to be paid on the part of the United States for the 
purchase of a lot and building for the use of the United 
States court, at Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsytvania, 
$78,000, to be paid out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated ; but said payment is not to be paid 
until the Attorney Genera}’s certificate is produced to the 
Sceretary of the Treasury that a valid and unincumbered 
title has, become vested in the United, States. 


Mr. LETCHER. Irise to a question of order. 
That amendment is not germane to this bill; and 
further, it is an appropriation for a matter not 


I offer the following amend- 


provided for by previous law. 
Mr. SIMMONS. It is provided for by pre- 
vious law. 


Mr. LETCHER. But it is not. pertinent or 
germane to the light-house bill. 

Mr. SIMMONS. There is an existing law 
for this appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules the 
amendment in order. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
of the Chair. 

Mr. MORGAN called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. LETCHER 
and Wasunurne of Wisconsin, were appointed, 

Mr. CADWALADER. There is an existing 
law authorizing this purchase. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I desire to know what 
the bill is. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itisa bill containing mis- 
cellaneous items on all subjects. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 82, noes 29—no quorum voting. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, said: Mr. Chair- 
man, I call the attention of the reporters and of 
the country to the fact that there is no quorum 
here at half past two o’clock. 

The roll was then called, and the following 
members failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. Allison, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Bowie, Bradshaw, Brooks, 
Broom, Burlingame, Burnett, Childs, Bayard Clarke, How- 
ell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Cullen, 
Davidson, Day, Denver, De Witt, Dowdell, Dunn, Eng- 
lish, Faulkner, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Galloway, Giddings, Augustus Hall, Robert B. Hall, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Herbert, Hofman, Howard, Jewett, J. 

Hancy Jones, Kennett, Knapp, Lake, Lindley, Lumpkin, 
Alexander K. Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, 
Meacham, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Paine, Phelps, 
Reade, Ricaud, Richardson, Robbins, Robison, Sandidge, 
Scott, Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, Stephens, 
Stewart, Underwood, Vail, Wakeman, Warner, Watson, 


{appeal from the decision 


| Wheeler, and Whitney. 


The committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Grow reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state ofthe Union 
had had the Union generally under consideration, 
and especially House bill No. 202, and finding 
itself without a quorum, the rolkhad been called 
and the committee had directed him to report the 
names of the absentces to the House. 

One hundred and fifty-eight members having 
answered to their names, the House again went 
into the Committce of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and resumed the consideration of bill 
No. 202, the question being on Mr. Lercuer’s 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

_Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I desire 
simply to say, that an act of Congress passed 
last session, authorizes the purchase, and the con- 
tract has been made. 

Mr. PHELPS. Some gentlemen seem to dis- 
pute whether there is a law on this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itwasstated by the gen- 
tleman from New York; who offered the amend- 
ment, that there was a law. 

_ Mr. HOUSTON. Iunderstand thata law ex- 
ists authorizing a contract to be entered into. 

Mr. PHELPS. A contracthas been made. has 
been communicaied to the House and printed, and, 
on the motion of my friend from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Tysow,] has been referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 
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Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I call the gen- 
tleman to order. 
Mr. PHELPS. Ihave here the law in question. 
The first section directs the President of the 
United States to provide the necessary accommo- 
dations for the courts of the United States in 
Boston, New York, and Philadelphia. The sec- 
ond section authorizes the President to cause to 
be procured by purchase or otherwise, suitable 
sites for buildings to be used as court-houses and 
post offices -in the cities of Boston, New York, 
and Philadelphia, and that he prepare, and sub- 
mit to Congress at as early a day as practicable, 
plans and estimates for the same, together with 
the contract or contracts he may make for any 
such site or sites, which contracts shall be made 
subject to the approval of Congress. In pursu- 
ance of that law a contract has been made for 
the purchase of buildings in the city of Philadel- 
_phia; plans and estimates have been submitted, 
and this is the money to be appropriated in pur- 
suance of that law. 
Mr. LEYCHER. I withdraw my appeal. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I do not think it necessar 
-to say anything more in reference to the amend- 
ment than that the President and the Seerctary of 
the Interior have both recommended it, and the 
Committee on the Judiciary have instructed me 
to report it. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, under in- 
structions of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
offered the following amendment: 


For purchase ofa lot or parcel ofland, with appurtenances 
and building thereon, belonging to the Bank of Pennsyl- 
vania, particularly referred to and described in the articles 
of agreement bearing date July 1, 1856, for the purpose of a 
post office in Philadelphia, $250,000: Provided, That no 
part of the money appropriated shall be expended for the 
purpose aforesaid until the Attorney General ‘of the United 
States shall have given his opinion in favor of the validity 
of the title to such lot or parcel of land; and forthe pur- 
pone of making the alterations required in the building 
hereby authorized to be purchased of the Bank of Pennsyt- 
vania to adapt it to the use of the post offiee in the city of 
Philadelphia, and to furnish the necessary cases and boxes 
for the same, 350,000. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I will state briefly that the 
President has entered into a contract for the pur- 
chase of this land under the provisions of law. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Ido not know whether I 
understand this case. I desire to ask what is the 
purpose of this building ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. For the use of the post 
office of the city of Philadelphia. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Will it not also accom- 
modate the business of the United States courts. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. This whole matter has | 


been referred to the President of the United States, 
and Edward Clarke, the architect of the Patent 
Office, has madea report upon the subject, which 
may be found in executive document No. 25. 
The entire details of the matter may be found 
there, and I hope the gentleman from Virginia 
will refer to it. e states that the sum for which, 
it was purchased is a moderate one. 

Mr. McMULLIN. The practice has grown 
up of constructing buildings by the United States 
Government for the purpose of beautifying some 
of the cities, at very great expense. 1 think it is 


time that this practice was stopped. 1 wish to | 


kgow whether this building is not large enough, 
or whether it could not be enlarged, so as to ac- 
commodate the court-house and post office both. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Iwill say to the gentle- 
man from Virginia, that the architect recommends 
the plan which has been adopted gs the most 
economical; and further, that the contracthas been 
entered into for the building, and the Govern- 
ment is bound by it. 


Mr. McMULLIN. The contract is subject | 


to the ratification of Congress before it can be 
binding upon the Government, and Congress have 
not yet ratified it. i i , 

Mr. PHELPS. This matter is susceptible of 
a very brief explanation. There is no diffculty 
in relation to ite The appropriation isin pur- 
guance of existing law. The law authorized the 
President to provide asuitable building to accom- 
modate the post office in Philadelphia. I will 
state that there are at present over a hundred 
persons employed at that office, including mail 
carriers as well as clerks. The present site is 
inconvement, and the United States Government 
have to pay mote for the rent of the building than 


{| the interest on the cost of it. I will state further, 
that from a conversation which I had-with the 
postmaster of that city, I learned that the prop- 
erty was purchased at an exceedingly cheap rate. 
_ Mr. FLORENCE, I will state that the build- 
ing upon this ground cost $234,000. It is well 
located, and well suited for the purpcse, and I 
presume the ground itself is worth $200,000. I 
consider it the cheapest property ever offered to 
the Government. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
man from Missouri whether this building would 
not very well accommodate the’ post office and 
courts? 

Mr. PHELPS. I understand that it would 
not. And besides that, in a large city like Phil- 
adelphia, the noise of the continual arrival and 
departure of the mails would very mūch inter- 
fere with a court sitting in the same building. 

The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, under instructions 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, offered 
the following amendment: 


That the sum of $200,000 be, aad the same is hereby 
appropriated to enable the President to procure, and pay 
for, a site fora building for the accommodation of the United 
States courts in the city of Baltimore, and to erect thereon 
a fire-proof building for such purpose, on such plan as the 
President may approve: Provded, That no part of the money 
shall be applied for the erection of such building until a 


detailed plans and estimates, to erect such building accord- 


the United States, within the sum hereby appropriated, after 
paying therefrom for the land contracted for by the Presi- 
dent, under authority of law, for such building. 


Mr. D. said: This amendment is to carry into 
execution a law passed at the last session of the 
last Congress, authorizing the President to pro- 
cure a site for the erection of a court-house in the 
city of Baltimore. ‘The site has been already 
contracted for by the Government, and the object 
of the amendment is to place in the hands of the 
President the money to pay for the site, and the 
construction of the building thereon. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Is there a post office build- 
ing in Baltimore constructed by the Government? 

Mr. DAVIS. No, sir. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move to amend the 
amendment by adding after the word ‘‘ court- 
house,” the words, ‘‘ and post office.” 

Mr. DAVIS. Ifthe gentleman will allow me 
I will say that the same law provided for pro- 
curing a ‘site for a post office, but there is some 
difficulty about the matter. 

Mr. McMULLIN. My object is to arrest the 
growing policy in this country of building in every 
city and town separate and costly buildings for 
court-houses, custom-houses, and post offices. I 
hold it to be right and proper, where the Govern- 


offices, ana custom-houses, that there shoul be 
one building constructed to accommodate them 
all. No man can tell, unless we put a stop to it 
now, to what extent this extravagance will go. 
There is just as much justice in erecting a court- 
house and a post office in every district of the 


Boston or Baltimore. The constituents of gentle- 
men here who represent rural districts are forced 
to contribute these large sums of money to beau- 
tify and adorn tlie cities and towns. If the sys- 
tem is to continue, then deal out the same favors 
to the rural districts as are dealt to the cities and 
towns. I hold that it is time that this kind of 


one building will comfortably accommodate the 
eustom-house, and the post office, and the court- 


ought to accommodate them all. 


taken, there was passed by the last Congress 
a proposition for the erection of a court-house 
in Alexandria, Virginia. I would like to know 


Mr. MeMULLIN. Tam inclined to think I 
voted against it; but I do not know certainly. 
My pointis this: if we are called on to build court- 
houses in the different cities of the Union, Al- 


of Baltimore. I ask the House to arrest this pro- 
ceeding of building separate buildings in Balti- 
more when one building will answer all the re- 


I desire to ask the gentle- | 


contract shall be concluded with responsible parties, on | 


ing to such plans and estimates, and to deliver the same to į 


| ment is called on to build court-houses, and post : 


country ag there is for their erection in either | 


legislation was arrested. It is demonstrable that ; 


house. Perhaps, in a large city like New York, | 
separate buildings may be required. In the city | 
of Baltimore it seems to me that one building | 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. If lam not mis- || 


whether the gentleman voted for that court-house? |j 


exandria is as much entitled to one as is the city | 


quired purposes. ; I ask, the gentleman to ‘accept 
my amendment, “If it isnot accepted I hope his 
amendment will be voted down. ‘ ; 

The question was taken on Mr; M 
amendment; andit was disagreed to; = 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee... I move tos 
out “ two hundred”’.and insert “one-hundred and 
i| fifty;”’ and Ido so:to inquire whether, underexist- 

ing law, the President was not authorized to select 
and purchase a site. in Baltimoré for a custom- 
house, court-room, and post office; and whether, 
under that. law, a-site has not been selected, and 
propositions made for its. purchase for these: pur- 

oses? : 

Mr. DAVIS. The law authorized: the Presi- 
dent to purchase a site, or. sites, in his discretion, 
for a court-house and. for a post.office.. He has 
selected a site, for which the amendment contem- 
plates payment, for a court-house. It is adjacent 
to the court-house now used. bythe State of 
Maryland, in the city of Baltimore. . It is inthe 
midst of the legal community, and more conve- 
nient for the purpose of justice than any other 
place in the city.’ He has likewise contracted 
for a place for a post office in another portion 
of the city. It is intended to accommodate an- 
other class of the community. About the loca- 
tion of this building there is a dispute, into: which 
| Ido not care to enter at this time. The President 
has contracted for the site for the court-house. 
There is no difficulty about the erection of the 
building. Task, in my amendment, for the: re- 
quisite means to carry the law of the last session 
into execution. ‘ 

Mr. JONES. I supposed that the site selected 
by the President, under a law passed at the last 
Congess, was sufficient and well located. for'the 
purposes required by the Government for a build- 
ing in that city. I ‘thought the Exchange build- 
ing had been selected and bargained for, and 
that it would afford sufficient room, if the -site 
were built on, for the purposes of a custom-house, 
|! court-room, and post office. 

Mr. DAVIS. The President has virtually de- 
cided that by contracting for the Exchange prop- 
erty for the post office alone. The property 
undoubtedly is not, and cannot be made, large 
enough to accommodate the custom-house, court- 
ii room, and post office. It would be entirely out 
of the way of the legal community, and the most 
inconvenient portion of the city to which law- 
yers could be carried. The President has de- 
cided wisely in fixing the court: elsewhere, and 
his action is concurred in by thé legal gentlemen 
of the city, Chief Justice Taney included. 

Mr. JONES, by unanimous consent, withdrew 
his amendment. 

The question was taken on Mr. Davis’s amend- 
ment; and it was adopted. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I offer the 
following amendment: 


For the completion of the marine hospitals at 8t. Marks, 
Florida, and Galena, Illinois: 

For St. Marks, $17,000. 

Por Galena, $25,000. 
| {have been instructed by the Committee on 
Commerce to present the amendment. Itis in 
accordance with the estimates of the Secretary 
; of the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. TYSON. I offer the following amend- 
: ment: : 

For such suitable works of sculpture, or other artistical 
embellishment, as may be ordered and approved: by the 
Joint Committee on the Library to be placed in either 
wing of the extended Capitol, when ready for their recep- 
i tion, $20,000. 

Mr. MACE. That amendment is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would ask the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania if there is any law 

authorizing the purchase of these things ? 
| Mr. TYSON. I believe there is no law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair sustains 
the point of order, and rules the amendment not 
in order. Sanat 

Mr. TYSON. This appropriation is recom- 
mended by the Joint Committee on the Library, 
and it is connected with the Capitol extension. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, no appro- 
priation is in order as an amendment to a gen- 
eral appropriation bill for any expenditure not 
previously authorized by law, unless in contin- 
uance of appropriations for such public works as 
are always in progress. ey 
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+- Mr, CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. But this 
4s: aimiscellaneous bill, and I imagine that the 
amendment is in order to such a bill. There is 
a provision of law for the erection of new build- 
ings for the accommodation, in part, of the library 


‘for which this appropriation is asked to enable | 


‘them: to fit up the new library rooms. 


“Tt isnot necessary to have a-separate law for | 


-the erection of-every stairway or railing. 

The CHAIRMAN: The Chair rules that this 
isnot for a°work authorized byan existing law, 
or for carrying on works-already commenced. 

‘Mr.CAMPBELL, | appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

The question being, Shall the decision of the 
‘Chair stand as the judgment of the committee ?” 
it was. put; and decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
out the following clause of the bill: 


For filling up and grading the grounds belonging to the | 


custom-house building at Noriolk, Virginia, $1,000. 


I offer that amendment for the reason that the | 


a pe is provided for in the deficiency bill. 
‘Phe motion was agreed to. 


The following clause being under considera- | 


tion— 

For completing the marine hospital at E 
diana, $4,941 73, 

Mr, MILLER, of Indiana, moved to amend 
the same by striking out ‘6 $4,341 73,” and in- 


vansville, In- 


I move to strike i 


Serting in leu thereof “$10,000, or so much ; 


thereof as may be necessary therefor.” 
Mr. M. said: 1 understand that, for the pur- 


pose of completing this building, something more | 


is required than is contained in the bill—perhaps 
$10,000. The gentleman who has charge of that 
institution has written me that it will require 
‘about $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The following clause being under considera- 
tion— 

For the continuation of the custom-house at New Or- 
Jeans, Luuisiana, $300,000, 


Mr. BALL offered the following amendment: 


Provided, That it shall not be lawful, atter the 15th day : 


of November, 1856, for any officer in commission in the 
military service of. the United States to have 
ito be employed as assistant superintendent or architect in, 
the construction of the building for which this appropriation 
is made, nor for any other eustom-honse, or marine hos- 
pital, mint, post ofice, court-house, Capitol extension, or 
any other publie building, exeept such as pertain to the 
military defense of the Uni Stites: ud provided further, 
That fron: and alter the said lth day of November, 1856, 
the general supervision of the courtruction of ihe Capitol 
and Post Office extension shall be transterred trou the Sec- 
retary of War to ihe Seeretary of the Interior 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I raise a mes- 


charge of, or | 


tion of order upon that amendment. It is a legis- | 


lative provision changing the existing Jaw, and 
therefore not in order, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chait would inquire 
of the gentleman from Ohio, whether there is am 
law providing that the public buildings shall be 
under the supervision of military officers? 

Mr. BALL. There ig no law for it. It arises 
out of an arbitrary exercise of power by the Sec- 
retary of War. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair then rules the 
amendment in order, upon the ground that the 


conimittee may put such restrictions upon an! 


appropriation as they think proper. 

Mr. BALL. 1 do not intend to occupy the 
House but a very few moments, for I have’ dis- 
cussed the amendment heretofore. 
document which was this morning laid upon the 
Speaker’s table, emanating from the War De- 
partment, detailing additional information to that 
which we before had. I piopose to call the at- 


tention of the House to only two or three items, | 
for we have as yet only a small portion of the | 


information we have called for, but there is suffi- 
cient here to exbibit to this Elouse the manner 
in which these buildi 
eXtravagant manner in which this mone 
been expended. 

Mr. CADWALADER. 
order, that the discussion is not pertinent to the 
subject before the committee. 

T'he CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order, 

Mr. BALL. 1 refer, then, to this document 
laid on ourtab e this morning, in reference to the 
extension of this Capitel; and 1 eall the attention 


RBS 


y has 


I raise a point of 


1 
4 


But here is a! 


are carried on, and the ! 


| of the committee to the fact that, under the con- 


‘They were to cost $265 each, or $530 for the two. 


lin charge of this building, by-which he shows to 


| the Clerk of t 


| very congenial, in some respects, with his own. 


tract forsthe construction of this Capitol, made 
by Mr. Thomas U. Walter. Before it was trans- 
ferred to the ‘War Department, and placed under 
military superintendence, a specific contract was 
made for the construction of the two front doors. 


I have here the statement. of the superintendent 


this, House that these two doors, which were to | 
have cost $530, are now, in consequence of the 


changes he has made, to cost—if I have added the ‘i 


figures correctly — upwards of $47,000. This 
report exhibits another fact here: that a contract 
has been made, by which $8,000 have been paid 
for a model for a door, to be placed in the corri- 
dor, between this Hall and the new addition— 
$8,000 are to be paid to Randolph Rogers, for a | 
plaster mode], (got up in Rome,) as a pattern to } 
make a door by for the new House of Represent- 
atives! We are further informed by Captain 
Meigs, that the construction of this door is to cost 
$6,416—making the total cost of this inside door 
914,416—and that is only for the door itself. It | 
docs not include the cost of jambs, or sills, or 
lintels, or anything but that portion of the door | 
which revolves on the hinges. 

There are other things called for which have 
come to my knowledge, but abont which I am 
not oficially informed, showing that the changes | 
in the cornices will increase the cost possibly 
to the extent of $100,000, more or less. The | 
entire amount of the first appropriation for the 
extension of the Capitol has been spent, and we 
are called upon for two or three millions of dol- 
lars more this session, or at the next,and I do | 
not know how much more afterwards. Anid all ; 


this is exclusive of what we will be called upon || 


to pay for the construction of the dome. Here 
we fad that $3,000 has been paid to Mr, Rogers 
for the pattern of this door; $7,000 each has been 
paid to Mr. Crawford for patterns by which to | 
make the two front doors; $35,000 goes for models 
for these doors, aid apex on the dome, and one | 
pediment; and the other pediment, to be contract- | 
ed for yet, will cost somewhere about $20,000, I 
suppose, I call the attention of the committee 
and of the conntry to the fact that the extension | 
of this Capitol, which was contracted for under | 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, is 
to cost, under military superintendence, just 
about twice as much as the estimated cost when | 
the original contract was made. | 

‘To show to the committee that this whole thing 
is to be carried on upon this same expensive 
scale, 1 will eall attention toanother fact. Same | 
time ago, when the first room finished in the 
south wing was turned over to the Speaker for 
the use of the committees, the superintendent, 
Captain Meigs, recommended it to be furnished | 
with a certain description of furniture, drawings { 
of which be procured, and after approving and 
duly certifying them, bad them deposited with | 
is Elouse. [have examined those ! 
drawings, and the prices indicated. They are as 
follows: one wash stand, $125; one looking glass, 
$180; one sofa, $225; two window curtains, $500; 
one table, $500; two book cases, $700 cach, 
$1,400; and one dozen chairs, $60 cach, $720; ; 
making in all for these articles, $3,600. This | 
docs not include carpeting, &c. 1 might detail | 
many other evidences of the expensive style of | 
these military operations, but the rules of the | 
House precluded me from saying more. . L ask if 
we have not had about enough of military super- 
intendence ? 

Mr. CADWALADER. The remarks of the | 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BALL] are interesting; | 
and, on a more appropriate occasion, would be 
extremely interesting. How far he may be cor- 
rect in the details which he professes to give, we, 
of course, cannot now conjecture; the document 
from which he undertakes to state them having | 
at this moment only been transmitted by the 
President to the House. The general subject to || 
which he refers is one in which I take an interest, 


Í doubt, however, if his proposed amendment 
would furnish the true remedy. This is no time 
to discuss the question profitably. Members of 
this House should, before considering such a 
question, look a little into their own consciences, 
should, atall events, study their own conduet— 
the eonduet of this and of former Gongresses— ki 


{ 

i o 
Vy 

i 

i 

1 


; wilh the principles of architecture and engineerin 


j amendment of the gentleman from Ohio b 
i inserting “January,” instead. of ‘ November. 


‘before they undertake to cast blame on officers of 
merit, who may be only carrying out the purposes 
and motives of a great majority of the members of 
this and former Congresses. These officersmight, 
so far as these legislators are concerned, be their 
faithful and prudent servants; and yet some of us, 
like the gentleman from Ohio and myself, might 
disapprove of the extravagance of the system of 
those whose views are thus carried into effect. 
-L would go hand in hand with my friend from 
Ohio, for example, in stopping all further appro- 
priations for the construction of the proposed 
Capitol dome. I concur with him in the desire 

' which he; on a former occasion, expressed, to 


| see it stand in its present condition—a truncated 


abortion, I would say—as a memento to this 
country of her own improvidence and extraya- 
ganee. But, sir, do other members—do members 
renerally—-entertain: this opinion? Far from it. 
ow was it with the last Congress? Those mem- 
bers of it whose votes tended, directly or indirect- 


: ly, to the encouragement of such a system of ex- 


travagance, and those who have recorded their 
votes for some apparently favorite measure, atthe 
present session of this Congress, might well for- 
bear to cast censure upon a talented, industrious, 
faithful, and honorable public servant, who is 
merely carrying their own system into effect. -Ôn 
this point, we will have a practical test in the-vote 
which is to be taken on the proposed expenditure. 


|i for the dome of the Capitol. Let us see whether 


members will vote for continuing it; and let those 
i Who may unite with my friend from Ohio, and’ 

myself, in a desire to stop that expenditure, claim 
for ourselves at least the merit of consistency. 
1f we do not put a stop to the bad system of con- 
structing edifices on a scale to which the train- 
ing and experience of ordinary architects or 


i! builders is not adapted, it would be a miserable 


calculation to use the superintendence of such 
architects, in preference to that of eminent officers 
of the corps of engineers—officers who are edu- 
cated at the expense of the nation for the con- 
struction of fortifications, and other works,. on 
the largest scale, and are known to be practically, 
as well as scientifically, conversant not merely 

, 
but with all the economical details of their art. i 
we are to continue to construct such edifices 
(which God forbid !) economy isundoubtedly con- 
sulled in availing ourselves of their efficient aid. 
If we try for a season the experiment of dispens- 
ing with it, we will soon, probably, be taught 
lessons which will make us glad to recur to it. 
No, sir; the error. is not with these faithful ser- 
vants of the Government, but with, those. who 


| unadvisedly assume to be their legislative mag- 


ters, The tendency of the age is progressive 
| towards a recklessness in expenditure, as bad. and 
as dangerous as direct corruption. This, where 
hot corrupt in itself, is the parent cause of cor- 
rupt and profligate expenditure in others. The 
spirit of economy appears to have forsaken our 
country, That of exwavagance stalks like a de- 
mon through the land, involving our private and 
our public affairs in ruin and disgrace. It hag 
found its way into the Halls of Congress, and 
now swells our bloated appropriation bills. "This 
it is which has engendered the most of those evils 
of which there is a just cause of complaint.. Let 
| me see a majority of the House try to correct 
this great cause of these evils. Let me ask whether 
there is a majority of the House that would pre- 
fer modest structures like the State Department, 
| the War and Navy Departments, and the Treas- 
| ury Department of former days, to these ostenta- 
uous palaces, these imitations of foreign struc- 
tures, which have usurped their places? With 
such a majority, we may do something to reform 


: the legislation of the country. “But let us not find 
į fault with those agents of the Government who 
i have only carried out the will of Congress. Let 


the blame be cast where the fault lies —with those 
Congresses who have caused the evil. 
Mr. GREENWOOD. I.move to amend the 


7 


Mr. Chairman, I dò not propose to enter into any 
discussion -as to the merits of the amendment of 
the gentleman from Ohio. J agree with him that 
economy requires that some change should be 
made in the control of the erection of our public 
buildings, and Tam rather inclined to favor his 
proposition, that heroafter the War Department 


` 


furnished some of the extravagant estimates. for 
furniture in the Capitol extension, I desire to 
obtain some information as to the cost of farnish- 
ing some of the committee-rooms of this Capitol 
during the present session of Congress. I under- 
stand that, under the order of some of the com- 
mittees, furniture to the amount of five hundred 
or one thousand dollars has been purchased for 
single rooms, in'addition to the furniture already 
there. I desire to call attention to this fact in 
connection with the facts which the gentleman 
has brought out in reference to extravagance in 
the furniture of the committee-rooms of the ex- 
tension. 

‘Mr. BALL. Iam not able to give the gentle- 
man'from Arkansas all the information he desires 
in reference to the furniture of the committee- 
rooms. The furniture of the room in which the 
committee of which I ama member sit, would 
not cost altogether more than two or three hun- 
dred dollars; but it is good enough for the place. 
But, even if $1,000 has been expended, it falls 
very much short of the estimates of Captain 
Meigs for the extension. The estimates in the 
aggregate for a single room amount to $3,600, 
excluding carpets and many other articles. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. What committee-room 
is that? 

Mr. BALL. The Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Well, sir, I will say 
this, that while I would not approve of the ex- 
travagance with which this committee-room has 
been furnlshed, yet, if there is any committee- 
room that deserves to be well-furnished, it is the 
room of the Committee on Agriculture, because 
that committee is charged with duties which are 
of greater interest and importance to the country 
than, perhaps, any other committee in the House. 
. The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. : 

The amendment was then adopted. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL moved the following 


amendment: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to procure a lease 
from the board of supervisors of Ontario county, New 
York, for a court-room and post office at Canandaigua, New 
York, and to furnish the same, $12,000. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a question of 
order. I ask whether there is any law author- 
izing the appropriation? 

Mr. MARSHALL. Well, I do not know 
about the law, but 1 know this, we want a law 
on the subject. Judge Hall, who holds the court 
at Canandaigua, is before us. The people of Can- 
andaigua are before usin a memorial setting forth 
that by an expenditure of 912,000 we may obtain 
a room for the United States courts in that place. 
The people of Ontario county are about building 
a-new court-house, and, by. making this appro- 
priation now,.we may save fifty or one hundred 
thousand dollars for building a new house. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 
amendment is in order, 

Mr. MARSHALL. Ifthe committee will listen 
I will briefly state the case. The board of super- 
visors of Ontario county, New York, are build- 
ing a new court-house. They say that the plan 
‘of their building is so large, that by the expendi- 
ture of $12,000 it will accommodate the United 
States court and post office. Judge Hall, who 
holds the court, says that he is not accommo- 
dated at all. He says that he must have a new 
building and better accommodation, We think 
this expenditure is the most economical way of 
providing in the matter. By this expenditure of 

12,000 we may hereafter save the expenditure 
of. $100,800 for the same purposes. 

Mr. LETCHER. Nearly every place. at the 
North, where there is a United States court held, 
it seems comes here and asks for a contribution 
to aid in building a court-house, or fox the entire 
appropriation of money neeessary for the pur- 
pose. My own view about this thing is just 
thig: in the section of country where I live, and 
where these Federal courts are held, there is.a 
disposition on the part of the people to accom- 
modate the Government of the United States. by 
furnishing it with accommodations. to hoid its 
courts. Nobody from there comes here appeal- 
ing for an appropriation of $12,000 or $250,000. 


fed 


Mr. RITCHIE. Was there not an. appropri- 


| ation made for the construction of a court-house 
at Wheeling, Virginia? í 

_ Mr. LETCHER. Yes, sir; and-I voted against 
it. When we came to the city of Pittsburg the 
gentleman voted for the proposition, and he has | 
been begging appropriations for it ever sinée—for 
furniture, and all that sort of thing. My rale 
about the matter would be this: These courts 
are established for the accommodation of the 
people. Many of them are established for the 
local accommodation, and because certain mem- 
bers are a little active in securing their location 
within their districts. It is not absolutely certain 
that, as population and trade increase, these 
courts will remain where they are now held. 
Here you are called on to make the appropria- 
tions, and that, too, when in five or ten years, 
from considerations arising out of the increase of 
population and trade, the Government may be in- || 
duced to remove the courts:from the points where || 
they are now held to others more convenient, and || 
nearer to the center of the population. Ts this} 
money to be expended on a hazard like this? Is 
it to be appropriated when these courts can be |, 
changed at any session of Congress? Are you | 
going to build court-houses, or contribute to the 
| building of city halls to be used as court-houses, 
when they may hereafter be abandoned and the 
Government will have no building for the courts 
whatever? Then the court-houses will, as was 
the case with the Memphis navy-yard some years 
ago, be ceded to the city to get rid of them. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Ontario county is in | 
a well-settled country, and I imagine population | 
will increase as fast there as itdoes elsewhere. 

Mr. LETCHER. Every man knows that pop- | 
ulation is constantly shifting; that business and | 
the points of trade are constantly shifting; and į 
that by means of local improvement, accessibil- 
ities to different points are constantly changing. 
One point is more accessible to-day than it will || 
be, in all probability, five years hence. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I move to reduce the ap- 
propriation $4,900. I ask the attention of the 
committee fora few moments. Is it the policy | 
of the Government to rent buildings for court- | 
houses, or, as my colleague inquired, to join with 
and be copartners with the counties of the several | 


houses for joint use? Now, if this appropriation | 
is voted for Ontario county in the State of New 
York, how can similar appropriations be with- 
held from every other county? What is the 


; attention of the committee to my own district. 
i The Federal court there is held at Wytheville. 
: The people of the county have built a very hand- 
some court-house, and they have tendered. its use | 
to the Federal court. The court is fully and | 
comfortably accommodated. i 
But we are asked to adopt a very different pol- 
iey. Weare asked to appropriate money for the 


of their court-houses. The system is a monstrous 
one. I beg gentlemen to weigh well the ques- |: 
tion before them. If this $12,000 be voted for aj; 
county in New York, can a like appropriation be | 
withheld from my district? For consistency, if | 
gentlemen adopt the pending amendment, they ; 
will be compelied to vote a similar appropriation | 


district will such an appropriation have to be | 


made, but for every other in the country. Is it! 
just? Isitright? Certainly not. Bad 
Mr. Chairman, T am astonished at your decis- | 
ion in this case. The amendment is clearly out of 
order. But since you are inclined to be extraor 
| dinarily latitudinous in the construction of the | 
rules, I hope the committee will express its dis- ; 
sent by voting down the amendment. 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. Iam opposed to the 
irginia. I 


amendment of the gentleman from 


t 
j 
ing, where there is a United States court held, | 
there must be provision for its accommodation. | 
This is simply a proposition for the appropriation | 
of money to enable the Secretary of the Interior 
to provide the desired accommodation. : | 
no provision for going into partnership with any į 
city or county in building a court-house. The | 
amendment. merely appropriates money to enable |! 
the. Secretary of the Interior to furnish accommo- i 
dations for the United States court at Canan- I 


| daigua. 


States in the Union in the construction of court- j 


expericnce of gentlemen on this floor? I call the | 


i 
j 

purpose of aiding the counties in the construction |} Mr. HARRIS. 
fi 


to the Wyiheville court-house. Not only for my 7 
gi 


| 
| must say that to my unsophisticated understand- li 
i 


Mr. McMULLIN, T w 
man if this has been récom 
retary of the Treasury? 0 T 

Mr. MARSHALL. T have already made the 
statement to the House, that I have befor 
letter from Judge Hall, who holds the cour 


all: that the room in.which he js compelled t 
his court is low, dark, and unsuited’ to the 
pose. He has made this proposition, and it méets 
the approbation of the Commitee ‘on the Jadi- 
ciary. Itis now before the House in order, and 
it is for the committee to’ decide whether’ they 
| will enable the Secretary of the Interior to fur ah 
the accommodations or not.” ae 
The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. McMuxuiy]} 
says fair play is. a.jewel, and that this‘must. be 
carried out in Virginia, I Say so too. Bring 
forward an amendment to that éffect, and where- 


ever there is a United States court’ held in Vir-, 
| ginia, as a matter of course the 


i judge and court 

must be accommodated. ae 
The other gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 

Lercner] has presented. a new idea: here.. He 


| says that these places where the courts are: held 
; may be changed. As I said before, I apprehend 
that the condition of New York, as to settlement, 


is now so complete that they may know:where 
the public is to be accommodated in holding their 
| courts; and the probability is, that the United 
: States district court for the district of New York 
will remain at Canandaigua. b, 
Mr. LETCHER. I would inquire of the gen- 
| leman whether this has been recommended by the 
Secretary of the Treasury? | ree 
Mr. MARSHALL. have just replied tothat 
question. i eraa 
Mr. LETCHER. Well, has it been recom- 


mended by anybody else? -I would. like to know 
who is responsible for this recommendation, ` 


The question was taken on Mr. McMuuiin’s 


| amendment; and it was not agreed to. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Iinois. I propose, an 
amendment to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky. ft is one which embraces all 
the provisions of the gentleman from Kentucky, 


j; and applies with equal justice to all sections of 


the country, whether north or south, 
The Clerk commenced 


ee 
for the purpose of constructing, a custom-house,: 


| 
| 
| : DUS 
: together with ten per cent. thereon, to cover the contingent 
| expenses for. architecture, superintendence, advertising, 
| &e. and so much as may be required to purchase a; site 
i for a building-— h N 

i 


when he was interrupted by i 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, who said: I think 
we have heard enough of that amendment to én- 
able the committee'to see that it is not in order, 
There is no law authorizing such a work. : 
It is an amendment which 
contains the proposition offered by the gentleman 
from Kentucky, word for word, and ìs similar 
in its character. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is an omnibus bill, 
embracing ten or fifteen propositions not author- 
ized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would ask the 
gentleman from Mlinois if there are custom-houses 
; already where it is proposed to build custom- 
: houses in this amendment? : 7 
| Mr. HARRIS. I am not able to inform the 
' Chair precisely in.relation to that interrogatory. 


i 


: I merely remark, as far as L am able to-do so, 


| that it contains the identical proposition of the 


: gentleman from Kentucky, (which I understood 

| the Chair to rule in order,) and nothing else but 

| propositions which have been recommended b 

j heals of Departments, or by commitices of this 

| House, or both, from the beginning to the end of 
it. It contains nothing, in. my opinion, which 
is not perfectly proper, and for the welfare of the 

; Government, : 

: Mr. LETCHER. I would like to know what 


{ 
i 
i 
i 
i 
| 


|| question the Chair put to. the gentleman from 
There is || Illinois? ‘ 


' The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the 
osition of. the matter. The gentleman from 
llinois offered an amendment providing for build- 
ing custom-houses, post offices and court-houses. 
The gentleman from Ohio rose to a queg of 
order, stating that there was no existing law 


He states that.the court is not accommodated at 


the reading of the- 
li amendment—a lengthy one—and had, read the. 
| first clause, as follows: tee 


office, and court-rooms at Nashville, Tennessee, $90,000, © 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


August 8, 


authorizing the-building of those works. The 
Chair inquired of the gentleman from Mlinois if 
there were already custom-houses where he pro- 
posed, by his amendment, to build them? 
Chair understood the gentleman to respond that 
there were not, in some cases. 

Mr. HARRIS. . The Chair did not exactly 
understand me.. I stated that my proposition 
covered the proposition contained. in the amend- 
ment. of the gentleman from Kentucky. I in- 
formed the Chair that the proposition of the gen- 
tleman. from Kentucky contained no allusions 
whatever to custom-houses, but simply to court- 
houses. A portion of the amendment which I 
have offered relates to court-houses, post offices, 
and custom-houses. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ruled the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Kentucky in order, 
as providing for a contingency for carrying ona 
department of the Gavernment—as providing a, 
court-room and a post office, where they already 
existed, but were not sufficiently large to accom- 
- modate the business. The Chair rules the amend- 

ment of the gentleman from Hlinois out of order 

as providing for constructing buildings for which 
there is no existing law. 

Mr. HARRIS. I appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. LETCHER, I wish to‘make an inquiry 
of the Chair. I objected to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kentucky as being out of 
order, upon the ground that there was no exist- 

` ing law authorizing it. The Chair decided that 
whether there was an existing law or not, it was 
in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair made no such 
decision upon any such ground. 

Mr. LETCHIER. That was the point | made, 
and the Chair overruled it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the 
osition of the question, as he understands the 
acts. The gentleman from Virginia rose to a 
point of order, and stating that there was no law 
authorizing the amendment. The Chair did not 
decide the amendment in order for any such 
reason, or upon any such ground, but because 
it provided for a contingency in carrying on a 
department, of the Government—provided fora 
court room where there was a court held, but in- 
sufficiently accommodated—providing for a post 
office when there already was u post office, but 
insufficiently accommodated. The Chair ruled 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois out 
of order, because it proposed the erection of a 
building when there was no existing law author- 
izing it. From the decision of the Chair, on his 
amendment, the gentleman from Illinois appeals. 

Mr. LETCHER. I wish to make a further 
inquiry of the Chair. [‘ Order ? “ Order!”] 4 
desire to submit an inquiry to the Chair, as to a 
matter of fact, {' Order!  Order!”?] 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. { object to this 
debate, and I call the gentleman from Virginia to 
order. 

Mr. LETCHER, (amid the most tumultuous 
confusion, and cries of ‘ Order!’’) said: I desire 
to know, whether there is an existing law author- 
izing an appropriation for the purposes embraced 
in this amendment? There is no law for the case 
presented by the gentleman from Kentucky, and 
the proposidon of the gentleman from Illinois 
stands exactly upon the same ground. Duties are 
collected at the points where thesc custom-houses 
are proposed to be erected; post offices are estab- 
lished by law where post offices are proposed to 
be built; and courts are to be held at those points 
also, under the law. Every principle, therefore, 
which was connected with the amendment of the 

gentleman from Kentucky, was embraced by the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. L. resumed his seat amid cries of ‘* Order!” 
from every side of the Hall. 

Mr. WASIIBURN, of Maine, moved that the 
committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Grow reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had the state of 
the Union generally under consideration, and 
particularly a bill CH. R. No. 201) making ap- 

~propriations for certain civil expenses of the 
Government, for the -year ending the 30th of 


June, 1857, and had come to no resolution thereon. l! 


he: 


Pa ae SAE 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the. House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
ofthe Union. I think it very important that we 
should get through this bill to-day. 

Mr. STANTON, (at fifty minutes past three, 
p.m.) I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I call for the yeas and 
aye on the motion to adjourn. 

he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to ask a question. 
[Calls to **Order!’’] It is a pertinent and a 
proper question. g 

he SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am not going to debate the 
question. 5 : 

The SPEAKER, No question can arise on a 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is true; but I want to 
ask a question. [Cries of “ Order!’’} 

The SPEAKER. Order is called. 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. LETCHER, (interrupting.) I object to 
anything being said. 

Lhe SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ohio 
may withdraw his motion, if he please; but he 
can do nothing more. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the House will vote 
down the motion to adjourn. - 

Mr. LETCHER. I call the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

The question was taken on Mr. Sranron’s 
motion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
58, nays 85; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Albright, Ball, Bishop, Bradshaw, 
Branch, Brenton, James H. Campbell, Clawson, Cumback, 
Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Flagler, Poster, Goode, Granger, Har- 
Jan, Houston, 4. Gtancy Jones, Keitt, Knox, Kunkel, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, Maxwell, McCarty, McMullin, 
McQueen, Millson, Morrill, Nichols, Perry, Phelps, Pike, 
Porter, Powell, Pringle, Purviance, Quitman, Ritchie, Rob- 
bins, Roberts, Sabin, Sapp, Sherman, Shorter, Stanton, 
Tappan, Taylor, Todd, Walbridge, Waldron, Warner, 
Cadwalader ©, Washburne, Etibu B. Washburne, [srae 
Washburn, and Welch—sé. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barbour, Hendley S. Bennett, Benson, 
Billinghurst, Bliss, Bowie, Lewis D. Campbell, Caskic, 
Chafee, Ezra Clark, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cragin, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, 
‘Timothy Davis, Dean, Denver, Edmundson, Elliott, Emrie, 
Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Florence, Greenwood, ‘Thomas 
L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Hughston, Kelly, Kelsey, 
King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Leiter, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Samuel S. Marshall, Matteson, Sinith Miller, Mill- 
ward, Moore, Morgan, Mou, Murray, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Pearee, Peck, Pelton, Pettit, Ready, Rich- 
ardson, Rivers, Ruffin, Sage, Seward, Simmons, William 
Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Suranaban, Thoringtou, Thurston, 
Trafton, Trippe, Tyson, Vatk, Wade, Watson, Williams 
Winslow, Woodruff, Woodworth, Daniel B. Wright, and 
John V. Wright—85. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. FLORENCE stated that he was desired 
by Mr. Dunn to state to the House that that gen- 
tleman was compelled to leave in consequence of 
severe indisposition. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Camer- 
BELL’s motion, and it was agreed to; and the 
House accordingly resolved itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Crac in the chair.) 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to lay aside bill 
No. 201, and take up the bill making appropria- 
tions for the Post Office Department. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. A. K. MAR- 
SHALL, the committee (at ten minutes past four 
o’clock, p. m.) took a recess until seven o’clock, 
p.m. ` 


EVENING SESSION. 


The committee resumed its session at seven 
o'clock, (Mr. Cragin in the chair,) the Post Office 
bill being under consideration. 

Mr. PERRY defended the Republican party 
against the charge of disunion—examined the dif- 


| ferent party platforms now before the American 


people—the past and present position of the sev- 
eral candidates for the Presidency. He charged 
the supporters of Mr. Buchanan with being dis- 
unionists—alluded to their threats that the elec- 
tion of Frémont would be an end of the Union, 
and concluded by expressing the belief that Col- 
onel Frémont would be triumphantly elected. 

Mr. MATTESON spoke on Kansas affairs 
and the slavery question. 


Mr. A.K. MARSHALL discussed the slavery 
question, the repeal of the Missouri compromise, 
and the position of the Democratic and American 

arties, and their respective candidates for the 
residency. 

Mr. GROW addressed the committee upon the 
Kansas bill recently passed by the Senate, and 
upon Kansas matters generally. 

He was followed by Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, 
who spoke for an hour upon the Presidential 
question. f ‘ 

Mr. NORTON obtained the floor, but yielded 
1t to 

Mr. WOODWORTH, who moved that the 
committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 2 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Crain reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had had the Union generally under consideration, 
and particularly the Post Office appropriation 
bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. TRIPPE, (at half 
past ten o’clock,) the House adjourned until 
to-morrow, at eleven o’clock, a. m. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, August 8, 1856. 


Prayer by the Chaplain of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, Rev. Dante, Warpno. 


TheJournal of yesterday wasread and approved, 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
communicated in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, in relation to the works of the sur- 
veying and exploring expedition to Bhering’s 
Straits, recently returned to the United States; 
which was read, and, on motion of Mr. SEWARD, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. : 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills, which had heretofore re- 
ceived the signature of the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives: 

An act to establish a library for young men in 
the District of Columbia; 

An act to incorporate the Columbia Library 
of Capitol Hill, in the city of Washington; 

An act to amend the charter of Georgetown, in 
the District of Columbia; 

An act for the relief of Bridget Maher; and 

An act to continue the pension of Mrs. Nancy 
Weatherford. 


LANDS TO RAILROADS IN MISSISSIPPI. 


The bill (H. R. No. 553) granting public land, 
in alternate sections, to the State of Mississippi, 
to aid in the construction of railroads in said 
State, and for other purposes, was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. BROWN. The chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands in the House of Representa- 
tives [Mr. Bennerr, of New York,] said very 
properly, on introducing this bill, thatit grants to 
my State less than has been given to any of the 
other land States, and, while the quantity is less, 
the land is infinitely poorer. All the other bills 
having passed, 1 ask the indulgence of the Senate 
to pass this bill this morning. There is no neces- 
sity for referring it, because it is exactly similar 
to the other bills, and a reference at this time will 
destroy it. 

_ Mr. SEWARD. According to that statement 
it is a very unjust bill. ~ 

Mr. BROWN. But itis the best we can get. 

Mr, ADAMS. 1 will only add that this same 
bill, with a much greater grant of land in it, 
passed this body at the last session. . 

The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill. 

Mr. BROWN. No one desires the readingof 
the whole bill; it is like the other land grants. 

The reading of the bill atlength was dispensed 
with. It was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, and read 
the third time. A 

Mr. BIGGS. -I desire to record my vote against 
that bill, and I ask for the yeas and nays on its 
passage. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 


1856. 


E. 


Mr. PEARCE. I shall vote against this bill, f 
and ifit is worth while I will state the reason. I 
have not heard the bill; Ido not know what is | 
init. I think the practice of passing bills with- 
out reading them 1s entirely reprehensible; and 
I shall be compelled to vote against it for that 
reason. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will | 
be read if the Senator desires it. 

Mr. PEARCE. Ido not ask it; but I shall | 
vote against it for that reason. ` 

The Secretary then proceeded to call the roll. 
Before the result was announced, the following 
explanations took place: 

Mr. FOOT. I[ understand that this is the only 
bill granting lands for railroad purposes to the 
State of Mississippi which has been before us. 

Mr. BROWN. Itis. ` H 

Mr. FOOT. Ihave voted for other bills of this 
character, and as far as my action goes I wish to 
serve all alike. I vote yea. i 

Mr. GEYER. I declined to vote until I had | 
read the bill. I have read it, and am satisfied. 
I vote yea. 

The result was then announced—yeas 22, nays 
J1; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bell of Tennessee, Bright, 
Brown, Dodge, Evans, Fessenden, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Geyer, 
Iverson, Jaimes, Jones of Lowa, Jones of Tennessee, Mal- 
lory, Seward, Slidell, Thomson of New Jersey, Trumbull, 
Weiler. and Wilson—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bell of New Hampshire, Biggs, 
Bigler, Brodheud, Hunter, Mason, Pearce, Pugh, Reid, and 

adel. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. SEWARD. I ask to be excused from 
serving on the Committee on Pensions. 
The motion was agreed to. 


RELATIVE VALUE OF COINS. 


_ Mr. PEARCE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and they 
are hereby, instructed to inquire into and report upon the 
propriety of correcting by law the present erroneous state- 
ment of the relative values of the dollar and the pound 
sterling ; and further, upon the feasibility of some mutual 
plan whereby the relative value of the unitary coins afore- 
said can be mado easily and exactly commensurable, 


PETITION. 


Mr. PUGH presented the petition of J. B. 
Williams, praying for the reimbursement to the 
heirs of Joseph Biggs of the amount paid by him 
for board and medical attendance, incurred on | 
account of having received a wound in the revo- | 
lutionary war; which was referred to the Com- j 
mittee on Claims. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr. BUTLER, it was 


Ordered, That Mary Perry, heir of Michael Watson, | 
nave leave to withdraw her petition and papers. 
On motion of Mr. WELLER, it was 


Ordered, That John Brown have leave to withdraw his 
petition and papers, that he may refer them to the Court ot 
Chims. 


EPHRAIM HUNT. 


Mr. WADE. The Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the application of Ephraim |! 
Haunt for bounty land, have directed me to report | 
a bill for his relief. 

The bill was read the first time. 

Mr. WADE. Task that the bill may be con- 
sidered now. It is the case of an old soldier who |} 
had great difficulty in obtaining his discharge, and |] 
it was supposed he had got it surreptitiously, but | 
now the whole matter is explained. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 437) : 
was read a second time, and considered as in Com- | 
mittee of the Whole. Its object is to direct the f 

roper accounting officer to scttle the claim of | 
Hp ieains Hunt, of Maine, for bounty and pay | 
for service as a private in the Army of the United | 
States, from the 25th of September, 1813, to the | 
14th of September, 1815, and allow him the same | 
bounty and payas he would have received if regu- | 

| 
| 


larly discharged. : 
Mr. WELLER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
know the probable amount which this bill gives ? 
Would it not be better to fix some limit ? 
Mr. WADE. It merely gives the pay of a! 
soldier for that time. The accounting officers | 
will ascertain the amount, asin all other cases. 


| reading, read the'third time, and passed. | 


| quartermaster of the marine corps; which was | 


- = : == 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed fora third 


THOMAS H. BAIRD. | 
Mr. WADE. The Committee on Claims have 
directed me to make another report. This case | 
has been before the Court of Claims; and has re- 
ceived their sanction, and that of the committee. | 
I hope it will pass now without delay, as I think 
all cases should which have received the sanction j 

of the court. : 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 438) | 
for the relief of Thomas H. Baird was read a first | 
and Second time, and considered as in Committee | 
of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay Thomas H. Baird, administra- 
tor of the estate of Absalom Baird, a commis- 
sioned surgeon in the army ofthe Revolution, 
$10,074 84, with interest from the 27th October, 
1805, to the ist of June, 1856, deducting there- | 
from the sum of $2,400, paid under the act of | 
June 23, 1856. 

Mr. PUGH. Is it proposed to press this bill 
to a final vote now? 

Mr. WADE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PUGH. It seems to me that it had better 
come up in its order on private bill day; let it go 
on the Calendar. This bill appropriates a large 
amount of money. My friend from Mississippi | 
(Mr. Apams] suggests that itis decided by the 
Court of Claims. Ihave great respect for the court, | 
but at the same time I cannot pass their bills on 
mere faith. I do not like to see measures passed 
in this way. 

Mr. WADE. This casc has been pending for 
a long while. It has been before the Court of 
Claims, and received a thorough adversary inves- 
tigation and examination, and has received the 
approbation of that tribunal. The Committee on 
Claims of this body alsé recommend it. 

Mr. PUGH. Out of regard to my colleague 
I withdraw my objection to this bjll; but I cer- 
tainly object to the practice of passing bills appro- 
priating such large sums in this way. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Claims, | 
to whom was referred the petition of George | 
Jewett, executor of Luther Jowett, submitted a | 
report, accompanicd by a bill (S. No. 439) to 
authorize the settlement of the accounts of Luther | 
Jewett, late collector of the district of Portland | 
and Falmouth, in the State of Maine; which was 
read, and passed to a second reading. The report | 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Naval | 
Affairs, moved that the committee be discharged | 
from the further consideration of the petition of 
Daniel Muse, the petition of Angelo Harris, the | 
petition of the professor of mathematics in the 
Navy at Washington, and the petition of the 
clefk and messenger in the office of the assistant į 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 


penses. 1 have no idea of having the employ- 
ment of these messengers and clerks authorized 
in open Senate bya resolution, without inquiry: 
Mr. MALLORY. lL appeal to my friend. from 
South Carolina not to make that- motion; butif. 
he wants to inquire into it, let the resolution lie 
on the table, and in the course of the morning I 
will confer with him. It: refers: to one of -our 
pages, and I-am very well. satisfied that the Sen- 
ator will agree. to the passage of the resolution 
afterwards. a ~ ` 
Mr. EVANS. 
some difficulty. s 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore.: Does the Sen- 
ator insist on his motion? 
Mr. EVANS. Yes, sir. 
The motion was agreed to. 


BENJAMIN LA TONTE AND. OTHERS. 


_ Mr. WILSON. The Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom was referred the bill (Hi. 
R. No. 354) for the relief of Benjamin La Fonte, 
William Altenburg, and others, have directed me 
to report it back, and I ask that it be put on its 
passage at this time. 

Mr. WELLER. Ido not know whether that 
bill will give rise to discussion; but I am willing 
that private bills shall-be taken up until the hour 
of one o’clock, When I shall ask the Senate. to 
proceed to the consideration of the Pacific rail- 
road bill; and if that is the understanding of the 
Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Trumsvu.,] I shall 
vote with him to take up a bill which he desires 
to have disposed of. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thequestionis 
on the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to consider 
the bill (H.R. No- 394) for the relief of Benjamin 
La Fonte, Wiliam Aftenburg, and others. ` It 
proposes to authorize Benjamin La Fonte to enter 
the north half of the northeast quarter of section 
thirty-six, township twenty-nine north, range 
twenty-three west; and authorizes William Al- 
tenburg to enter the southeast quarter of section 
thirty-six, in township twenty-seven, of. range 
twenty-one west; and it authorizes William Da- 
vern to enter the southeast quarter of. section 
number sixteen, in township twenty-eight north, 
of range number twenty-three west; and it author- 
izes Louis Larivie to enter the northwest quarter 


I know, too, there has been 


il of the southwest quarter, and lots number one 


and two of section sixteen, in township twenty- 
nine north, of range twenty-two. west, in the 
Stillwater land district, Minnesota Territory, 
upon payment of the usual minimum of, $1.25 

er acre; and the Commissioner of the General 
Pand Office is directed to issue patents. on their 


|| entries. It also authorizes the superintendent of 


public schools in the Territory of Minnesota to 
select, in equal amounts, other lands in that Ter- 
ritory for the use of publie schools in lieu of the 
lands granted by this bill. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 


Is there any report 
accompanying that bill? 


agreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Pub- | 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the petition of | 
Rebecca Adams, submitted an adverse report; | 
which was concurred in. | 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on the, 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the | 
bill (H. R. No. 214) to extend the jurisdiction į 
of the corporation of the city of Washington over | 
the lower Eastern Branch or Navy-Yard bridge, | 
and to regulate travel upon the upper Eastern į 
Branch or Benniug’s bridge, and for other pur- i 
poses, reported it without amendment. | 


He also moved that the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 215) to 
authorize the circuit court of the District of Co- | 
lumbia to decree the sale of real estate in certain ; 
cases, and that it be referred to the Committee on : 
the Judiciary; which was agreed to. 


EMPLOYMENT OF A PAGE. 
Mr. MALLORY. I offer the following reso- 


lution: 

Resolved, That Charles C. Ivey be. continued in the ser- 
vice of the Senate, under the authority of the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, until further erder of the Senate. 


Mr. EVANS. I move that the resolution be | 


| 
i 
! 
i 
| 
i 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 


referred to the Committee on Contingent Ex- j 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. Does 
the Senator desire it read? 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Perhaps a statement 
by the Senator from Massachusetts may dispense 
with the necessity of reading it. 

Mr. WILSON. It has been examined by the 
committee and reported unanimously. The bill 
had previously passed the House of Represent- 
atives. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Are you familiar with 
the facts? Let us have the report. . 

Mr. BIGGS. I will state, for the information 
of the Senator from Alabama, that these claims 
have been investigated by the Conimittee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. They had been previously 
examined by the Committee on Private Land 
Claims of the Ilouse of Representatives, and the 
bill there passed unanimously, as it did in the 
committee of the Senate. I think the evidence 
is perfectly satisfactory. 

Mr. EVANS. Are you satisfied? 

Mr. BIGGS. Perfectly. Ihave examined them 
particularly myself. is 

Mr. EVANS.. Very well. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. The report need not 
be read. 

The bill: was reported without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 


August 8, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


NOTICE OF A BILL, 


Mr. WILSON. I give notice of my intention | 
to ask leave to introduce a bill-in relation toan 


ael entided “An act to appropriate the proceeds 
of the public lands, and grant preémption rights,” 
approved September 4, 1841. 
ERNEST FRIEDLER. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. I am directed by the 


Committee on Claims to report without amend- 
ment the bill which, came from the Court of 


Ciaims, for the relief of Ernest Friedler. ~ 
The bill was read a first time, and ordered to 
a second reading. a a: ` 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I ask that the bill may be į 


put on its passage now. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 440) 
was read a second timé,and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct 


the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Ernest | 


Friedler $392 90, for éxcess of duties paid by him 


on importations of ammonia into the port of New | 
York, in the years 1846, 1847, 1849, 1851, and 


“1852. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed. for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. The 
“report m the case was ordered to be printed. 

STURGES, BENNETT, AND COMPANY. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I have another bill from 
the Court of Claims which is on the same prin- 
ciple precisely as the one just passed, and which 
has also been agreed to by the Committee on 


Claims. Task that it may be put on its passage. | 
There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 441) : 


for the relief of Sturges, Bennett& Co., merchants 
of the city of New York, was read twice by its 
title, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Its purpose is to direct the Secretary of the 

Treasury to pay $2,068 in full, for excess of du- 

ties paid by them on importations of brandy and 

whisky into the port of New York, in the years 
1847, 1848, 1849, 1850, and 1851. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 

: amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 

reading, read the third time, and passed. The 
report in the case was ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF PENSION AGENTS. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to take up the 
bill (S. No. 146) providing for the payment of 
pension agents. {should be glad to have it dis- 

osed of now. I have made several efforts to 
ave it taken up. f 

Mr. MALLORY. There is a bill before us 

(H. R. No. 213) to construe a law of the last 
Session, with a very brief report, which I ask 
may be taken up. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion || 


of the Senator from Hlinois has precedence. 
Mr. PUGH, 
= is a privileged one, or at least L submit it to the 
Senate. I have made a motion to reconsider the 
vote on a bill in charge of the Senator from 
Maine, [Mr. Fessenpen,] which was passed the 
day before yesterday. I have told him that I do 
not desire to delay the bill, but would call up the 
motion as soon as I could, I have not hitherto 
done so this moming, because the Senator from 
Alabama, (Mr. Cuay,] who felt some interest in 
the matter, had not come into the Senate; but if 
itis now in order, 1 make the motion to take up 
the question, as he is here. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


It is not a 


privileged question, and does not take precedence | 


of the motion of the Senator from Hlinois. 

Mr. PUGH. I make the motion in order to 
discharge myself of my obligation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Mlnois to 
take up Senate bill No. 146. 

Mr. GEYER. This isa public bill. Friday, 
understand, is set apart exclusively for private 
bills by a special order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
o'clock, . The order made by the Senate applies 


only to the time after one o'clock on Friday. At || 


I have a motion which I believe į 


After one; 


that hour private bills are to be taken up. The | 


ee ison. the motion of the Senator from 
bill (S. No. 146) making provision to compensate 
agents for paying pensions, and prescribing the 
manner and time of settling their accounts. 


illinois, to proceed to the consideration of the | 


| country is concerned, I can say that, when a vä- 


| from Alabama, that so far as the increase of the 


| certainly not the fault of the friends of the bill 
H that they are not here; but if the Senator from } 


Mr, FITZPATRICK. That is a bill which 
is important in its bearing. It is one on which I 
have not bestowed a great deal of reflection; but 
from the facts elicited in the discussion of it on 
a. previous day, I am disinclined’ to` sustain it. 
It proposes to increase the compensation of these 
agents considerably over what has been allowed 
them heretofore. Now, so far as-my section of 


cancy occurs in such an office, I am annoyed 
very much with the applications of-persons to 
perform the functions without increased compen- 
sation. I will not undertake to speak for other 
sections of the Union. This is a bill wch is 
intended to have a permanent effect on the Treas- 
ury, and one which I think demands, and ought 
to receive, the deliberate consideration of this 


body. 

Mr. HUNTER. J will state to my friend from 
Alabama, that the Senator fram Michigan, [Mr. 
Srvarr,] who has examined the subject, is not 
here this morning; and the same can be said of | 
the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss.} 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I was about to state 
that the two Senators who seem to understand 
this question, and manifest more interest in it 
than any other gentlemen on the floor, are absent 
one on account, I presume, of the long sitting 
yesterday, and the other I know to be absent 
from the city. I dislike very much to interfere | 
with the wishes of the Senator from Illinois, but 
Iam impressed decidedly with the conviction that 
this question is one of serious bearing on the 
public interest. 1 think we should investigate it, 
and thoroughly understand it, before we ingraft 
on the statute-book the vast amount of increased 
compensation which is proposed to be paid to 
these agents by this bill. f 

Other Senators know what is the feeling in 
their own sections of the country. I know thatin 
my section there has been no difficulty in pro- 
curing persons to discharge the duties of these 
agents. The only difficulty which I have en- 
countered is, that when there is a vacancy the 
applicants are very numerous. I would suggest 
to the Senator from Hlinois the propriety of 
waiting until the Senator from Michigan and the 
Senator from Georgia are in the Senate. I know | 
that they take a lively interest in this matter 
from the manner in which they treated the sub- 
ject on a previous occasion; and I do not think it 
would be proper to dispose of it in the absence 
of those gentlemen: hence I trust he will not 
insist on his motion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will say to the Senator 
compensation of pension agents is concerned I 
care nothing about it. l am willing, so far as | 
depends on me, that the bill may be amended by 
striking out that provision. ‘The bill has its 
origin in an attempt to do justice to those persons 
who were pension agents, and. at the special re- 
quest of the Government, paid out its money for 
years, and never got a cent for it. The provision 
making it general and future has been added at 
the suggestion of the Department. I am sure 
that the Senator from Alabama will not refuse to 
allow compensation to agents in the States where 
there were no banks, who did the duties, who 
paid out thousands of dollars, kept their own 
books, paid for them, and did all this under the 
con aa of the Department that they would be | 
paid. 

That is the portion of the bill about which f 
am anxious. If we are to wait for Senators to | 
return, (and [ know not when they will be here,) | 
it will be equivalent to a defeat of the bill, It is 


i 


Virginia and the Senator from Alabama, who 
now object to taking up this bill, will name a 
time when it shall be taken up and disposed of, f 
I am willing to consent to it. Thave tried repeat- 
edly to get up the bill. I know that one of the 
Senators from Michigan [Mr. Cass] is anxious 
to have this bill taken up and passed. I hope the 
Senate will dispose of it. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. If the object be sim- 
ply to relieve the gentleman alluded to by the 
Senator from Illinois, I think the proper course | 
would be to introduce a special bill for his relief; |} 
but it does not comport with my,views of propricty |; 


the close of the session, at a time when a num- 
ber of Senators are worn out, and their physical 
energies exhausted by the long sitting of yester- 
day. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois, that 
he had better indicate a day during the next week, 
when those who manifest an interest in this bill 
‘may be present when it may be taken up. If 
the fact be, that services have been performed at 
the solicitation of the Department, and they can 
make a clear showing-—— ` i 
“ Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator from 
Alabama will allow me to make a suggestion. I 
‘had the honor to report this bill to the Senate; 
‘and of various occasions, when I desired tocall 
it up, ithas been postponed on account of the 
absence of one or.the other of the Senators. 
The most decided opponents of the bill are now 
absent. I will propose ‘a compromise, and that 
is, that it be taken up and made the special order 
for next Tuesday, at twelve o’clock. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Ihave a bill which has 
been made the special order for Tuésday. 

Mr. SEWARD. Well, make it Wednesday. 

Mr. HUNTER. Say Wednesday. à 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Very well. 

The bill (S. No. 146) was taken up and post- 
poned, and made the special order for’ Wednes- 
day next, at twelve o’clock. ; 


RICHARD W. THOMPSON. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I hope the Senate will now 
indulge me by taking up the report of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs in the case of Richard 
W. Thompson, I think we can dispose of it 
during the morning hour. I hope there will be 
no objection to my motion to take it up. 

Mr. PUGH. 1 hope the Senate will not pro- 
ceed with the vote on thatquestion. There are a 
number of Senators, who I know feel} an interest 
in it, who are absent, and assure my friend from 
Indiana that it will not be possible for him to get 
a vote by one o’clock. l ' 

Mr. BRIGHT. I cannot help that. I intend 
to insist on a vote upon it to-day, so as to get rid 
of the subject. It has been up three times. I 
have not a word to say upon it. The Senator 
from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] who has made the 
report, and examined the case thoroughly, is 
absent. Ifhe were here Ihave no doubthe would 
be inclined to speak; but those who are in favor 
of the claim arc not inclined to discuss it. If the 
Senator from Ohio wishes to speak on it, of course 
he has a right to do so; but the friends of the 
measure do not propose to waste time in discus- 
sion. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senate has heard no one 
but those in favor of the claim, except the few 
remarks of the Senator from Michigan, (Mr. 
Sruart.] First we heard the Senator from In- 
diana himself, then the Senator from Georgia, 
the Senator from Mississippi, and the Senator 
who now occupies the chair, [Mr. Weuurr.] If 
the case must proceed I shall certainly address 
the Senate on the subject; but at the same time } 
advise them that I shall not probably conclude 
my remarks by ong o’clock, Will the Senator 
gain anything by insisting on his proposition 
now? 

Mr. BRIGHT. At one o’clock, if the Senator 
be still on the floor, as this is private bill day, I 
shall insist on disposing of this claim to the ex- 
clusion of other business. 

Mr. PUGH. It is nota private bill in any 
shape. It seems to me proper to have a full Sen- 
ate to decide the case. I move to postpone the 
further consideration of the question until twelve 
o’clock on Monday. i 

Mr. BROWN. On that motion I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is the motion with the un- 
derstanding that the discussion is to proceed on 
Monday, so as to interfere with the appropriation 


| bills? 


Mr. PUGH. No; Imake no understanding 
about it. E 
“Mr. BROWN. The effect of these postpone- 
ments, we know, will be to defeat the measure 
entirely. If gentlemen think they have the power 
to defeat it, let them come up to it at once, and 
let us have a direct vote. This attempt to stave 
off a private matter of this sort by little postpone- 


to. urge the Senate to dispose of a general bill of |; 
so important a nature, in this manner towards |} 


ments, is hardly treating the parties fairly. The 
matter has been here ‘two years and more. The 


* 


1856. 


claimant has been pressing all the time here for a 
hearing, not importunately, buthe has been anx- 
ious to have action. Weare now in thé last days 


of the session, and I hope there will be no pòst- |} 


ponement, Diaa 
he motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. PUGH. I desire to answer. one remark 
of the Senator from-Mississippi; and 1 would as 
lief do it in this connection. There, has been no 
request to postpone this case by those who oppose 
the claim, except by myself, when I put it on 

ersonal grounds, and asked for a twenty-four 

ours’ postponement, and, the Senate refused to 
grant it; so much for that. I have asked that 
there may be a full Senate to decide the question. 
The Senator from Michigan, and the Senator 
from Texas, I know, from what. they have said 
to me, feel a great interest in this question; and I 
think it desirable and just that they should be in 
their places when it is disposed of. Still, if the 
Senate do not wish to postpone the matter, so 
far F I am concerned I am prepared to pro- 
ceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
has been taken on the postponement, and it has 
been rejected. l 

Mr. PUGH addressed the Senate, and had not 
concluded when the hour of one o’clock arrived. 

Mr. MALLORY. I submit that, at one o’clock, 
private bills must be taken up as the special order 
of the day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Iverson 
in the Chair.) This claim was understood to be 
taken up as private business, although it was 
taken up out of its order. 

Mr. PUGH. Do.I understand the Chair to 
decide that the consideration of the report of the 
co on Indian Affairs is to be proceeded 
with ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 
„Mr. BIGGS. I desire to suggest, for the con- 
sideration of the Chair, that this is not a private 
bill. Ido not understand, from the form which 
it assumes before the Senate, that it isany bill at 
all. 1 understandit to bea report from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, asking in the first place 
to be discharged from the further consideration of 
a certain subject. ‘To that has been appended a 
proposition of the Senator from Georgia, express- 
ing the opinion of the Senate, that Mr. Thomp- 
son ought to be paid this amount. It seems to 
me that it.is no bill atall, and it ought not to 

. interfere with the regular order of business. 

Mr. BROWN. No one pretends that this isa 
bill, but it is a private claim, and stands on the 
same footing with other private claims. Whether 
it comes to us in the form of a bill, or a resolu- 
tion, or a report of a committec, does not change 
the character of the thing at all. It is a private 
claim, and this is the day on which the Senate 
considers, not merely private bills, but private 
claims. 

Mr. BRIGHT. It is well known to gentlemen 
here, that although I have been anxious every 
morning to get up this subject, I have postponed 
calling it up for the last three days, because I did 
not desire to embarrass the Senate, and I con- 
sented to wait until we reached private bill day. 
I think the gencral sense of the Senate is now in 
favor of disposing of it. 

Mr. BIGGS. I have no objection to proceed- 
ing with the consideration of this subject if the 
Senate is so disposed; but I was looking at the 
matter in a practical point of view, so far as legis- 
lation is concerned. It has suggested itself to my 
mind that this controversy, in the shape which 
it has assumed before the Senate, can lead to 
nothing practical, no matter what may be the de- 
cision of the Senate, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
decides this to be a private claim, and there- 
fore within the order of the Senate, subject to be 
considered on this day. The Senator from Ohio 
will proceed, 

Mr. PUGH continued. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChairbegs 
the Senator from Ohio to suspend his remarks for 
a moment. The Chair decided a few minutes 
since, on the suggestion made by the Senator from 
North Carolina, that this was a private claim, 
and therefore in order to-day. Since then the 
Chair hag been pointed to this order of the Sen- 
ate adopiéd on the 27th of March, on the motion 
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of the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Brop- 
HEAD!:] | : 

Resolved, That for the residue of the present session, pri~ 
vate bills on the Calendar shall be the special order of the 
day on Friday of each week, at one o’clock, in the orderin 
which they stand on the Calendar. 

The special order, therefore, must be private 
bills in the. priority in which they stand on the 
Calendar. 

This is not a bill. i 

Mr. BRIGHT. With a view of relieving the 
Chair of any embarrassment, I move to dispense 
with the prior orders, for the purpose of proceed- 
ing with the consideration of this claim. 

he motion was agreed to. Ji ; 

Mr. PUGH resumed and concluded his speech; 
which will be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. BROWN. Ihave twice, since the discus- 
sion of this question commenced, risen to ad- 
dress the Senate at length in reference to it. 


| Twice have I been persuaded by the friends of 


this measure to give up that purpose. I shall not 
now undertake to follow the Senator from Ohio 
through the long speech which he has made. He 
has succeeded in consuming three hours and a 
half of the precious time of this body in the last 
days of its sitting, to the postponement of other 
matters of vastly more importance. : 

Mr. PUGH. ` Will the Senator do me the jus- 
tice to say that I tried to prevent the consump- 
tion of time in this discussion? 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator tried to prevent 


discussion by smothering the case; but when we 


proposed to take the vote without debate, the 
Senator refused to permit this body to do it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Will my friend from Mis- 
sissippi allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I am very sorry to interfere 
with my friend from Mississippi, and I am as 
anxious as he can be to reply to some of the 
remarks made by the Senator from Ohio, but I 


| am satisfied that the Senate understand this case 


thoroughly. They are wearied already with 
speeches. If the Senator from Mississippi in- 
sists on speaking, the indications are that we 
shali get no vote to-day. 

Mr. BROWN? I do not intend to make a 
speech. I have already said so. I will yicid 
the floor in a ‘few minutes, but I will not yield 
it without calling attention to the fact, that the 
Senator from Ohio, while affecting to stand here 
in defense of the Commissioner, has not scrupled 
to attack the motives of the Committee on Indian 


: Affairs. 


Mr. PUGH. {beg the Senator to accept my 
disclaimer. I had no such desire, and I expressly 
disclaimed any such purpose. , 

Mr. BROWN. ‘Then I cannot understand 
what the Senator meant; but of course I accept 
his disclaimer. . 

Mr. PUGH. If any language used by me 
conveyed the impression which the Senator has 
received, I take it back, for that was not my pur- 
pose. 


Mr. BROWN. That is suficient; but the 


Senator says that the committee were so much j 


prejudiced, that this case should be taken from 


them. 
Mr. PUGH. Why, sir, the Senator from 


| Georgia said that, if referred to them, he would 


not examine it again. 

Mr. BROWN. Exactly; and when L charged 
the Commissioner with entertaining so much pre- 
judice against Mr. Thompson, that he would not 
do his case justice, the Senator thought that was 
a terrible onslaught on the Commissioner. That 
is the hardest expression which I used towards 


| that officer, and yet the Senator from Ohio has 


| galled me to account in a speech of three hours’ 
' duration. [trast that, when he shall look through 


the notes of his speech, he will strike out this and 
other passages from it. 

I did not like the temper in which the Senator 
said that, though the Senate might vote this 
money, the country would hold them responsible 
for it. Have Senators sunk so low that threats 
of this sori are to drive them from the discharge 
of their duty? If not, for what purposes are 
such meénaces uttered here? Let the Senator 
send his speech to the country, and I dare say 
it will produce that profound sensation in the 
country which it produced in the Senate. There 


will be a8 many people to read it, in comparison 


| and [ noted it in my mind, and determine 


l 
i 


with their numbers, T apprehend, 
Senators here to listen t i 


myself., © . p 
Mr. PUGH. Certainly not, sir. ` sha 
Mr. BROWN: In the latter part of his'speech,” 

the Senator from Ohio uttered’ the expression to’ 

which I allude, andthe reportér’s notes, if Tam 


not greatly. deceived, will show it. ` 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator is certainly m 
taken. I had no such intention. I expressly 
disclaimed in my speech any idea of casting any 
reflection on the Senator from Mississippi or the 
Senator from Indiana, or the rest of tisk who. 
support this claim. It seems, however, that I 
cannot help these things. ae 

Mr. BROWN. I thought the Senator froin 
Ohio did not know the length to which he was’ 
going in that declaration, nor the serious imputa- 
tion which it conveyed against the action and’ 
conduct of Senators’ here; but I felt it deeply, 
to 
respond to ìt when he got through. The Senator a 
disclaimer, however, is quite sufficient. I am 
satisfied on that point. ; pee 

I did not intend, Mr. President, to discuss this’ 

ustion again. If I had known that the Senator 

rom Ohio was determined to make the speech’ 
which he has made, { would not have yielded to 
the appeals of Senators to forbear giving my 
views at length on this subject, and laying the 
whole case before the Senate and the country. 
It is too late to do it now; and, though I may 
stand at some disadvantage, and thoagh 1 know 
the ease will stand at disadvantage in the Senate 
and in the country, fur the want of the very re- 
marks which 1 proposed to make, 1 will not 
weary this body by pursuing this subject any 
further. If it be the disposition of the Senate 
to take the vote Í am quite content that it shall 
be done at once. eae 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not rise to argue the 
question, but to say one word, as I have said 
nothing during, the whole debate, or previous © 
debates on this subject. I rise simply to express 
the apprehension that the personal fecling which 
has been thrown into the investigation of this 
subject is calculated to do injustice. to what I 
believe to be a meritorious claim. Ido not think 
it is necessary to assail the motives of Mr. 
Thormpson, or of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, or of the Secretary of the Interior. i 
have as much respect for the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs as my friend from Ohio has; 1 
have as much admiration for his integrity, and 
for his high ministerial and executive uulifica~ 
tions and capacity, as that Senator has; but, sir, 
I believe that an executive officer of this Govern- 
ment is not infallible. 1 think he may err in the 
performance of his duties. From the examina- 
tion which I have given to this claim, Í Ant con- 
vinced that itis just. From my knowledge of 
the claimant, Mr. Thompson, I do not think. a 
more high-toned and honorable gentleman lives. 
I do not consider it necessary to cast aspersions 
on the one or the other. In my judgment, we 
ought to give our votes in reference to the merits 
of the real question presented to us, and not with 
reference to sustainmy Mr. Manypenny or Mr. 
McClelland, or Mr. Thompson. It is admitted 
on all sides, that Mr. Thompson did make a con- 
tract with these Indians, by which he was to 
have one third of what he might recover for them. 

Mr. PUGH. [wish the Senator to understand 
that I do not admit it. i 

“Mr, DOUGLAS. It is admitted, at least, that 
he had a.contract. 

Mr. PUGH. Ido not admit that. The Senator 
has aright to say what he understands; but not 
that I admitted it to be so. 2 

Mr. BRIGHT. ‘At this point, with the per- 
mission of my friend from Illinois, I will sayi 
word, There was a contract made between thi 
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Indians -and Mr. ‘Thompson, in pursuance of 
law. There was no law forbidding the contract; 
on the contrary, the rules of the Indian Depart- 
ment provided that such contracts-‘might be made 
with the assent of the Department. Mr. Thomp- 
son, before he made the contract, consulted the 
‘President as to whether he should be permitted 
to do so, and the President advised him to make 
it, under the circumstances. The contract was 
made-in open day, in the Indian Office, and filed 
there. 

Mr. PUGH. The contract? - 

Mr. BRIGHT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PUGH. That isa mistake. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Then the records are false. 

Mr. PUGH.. I shall notnow discuss the legality 
of that paper—I have already done so; but I say 
it is not signed by one half of the chiefs. 

“Mr. DOUGLAS. I will not go into that ques- 
tion. { will content myself with the simple state- 
ment, that, as I understand the case, there was a 
fair, bona fide contract.to the effect which I have 
already declared. ‘That point the Senate will 
determine, and I think they have heard enough 
to be able to judge for themselves. Mr. Thomp- 
son devoted five years’ labor under that contract 
to the service of these Indians, and through his 
labors they acquired $240,000. When he claimed 
his pay in pursuance of: the contract, the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs thought the Indians had 
made an improvident contract, and were not 
willing to allow him what it secured to him, be- 
cause the Government was the guardian of the 
Indians. Instead of giving him the $80,000 to 
which his contract entitled him, they said: We 
will set aside the contract, and give you what you 
are entitled to for your service upon the principle 
of quantum meruit. The committee arrived at 
the conclusion that $40,000 was a fair compensa- 


‘tion for the services and expenses of Mr. Thomp- į 


` son, irrespective of the contract. This is the 
case as I understand it. 

Now, the simple question is, shall he havo 
what his labor was worth—only half the contract 

rice? | think we ought to allow him what his 
abor was worth, whether there was a contract or 
not; and without going into the question whether 
in subscquent events the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs has acted properly or improperly, or 
whether Mr. Thompson, under irritation in his 
communications, has said things which he ought 
not to have said, it is enough for me to know that 
he rendered the services, and that they were 
worth the amount specified. I believe that if we 
can strip ourselves of all partiality and prejudice 
growing out of personal relations on the one side 
or the other, we can do justice. Recognizing each 
party to the controversy as an honorable and 
upright man, I shall give my vote for the claim 
on the considerations which I have stated. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I remember 
very distinctly when the Senate concurred in the 
law’ to which allusion has been made by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, prohibiting all future contracts, 
and probably declaring null and void all contracts 
made between Indian tribes and these agents and 
attorneys. I know it was brought about because 
we had evidences and instances before us, in which 
it was shown that it was the policy of the Gov- 
ernment, established for many years, to treat all 
Indian tribes as ina condition of pupilage, which 
would not admit of that sort of dealing between 
the white race and the Indian. It was shown 
that the Indians were imposed upon, as naturally 
they would be, and that the Government was 
imposed upon by such contracts. Claimants 
came here, under Indian contracts, and got large 
sums out of moneys awarded to the Indians for 
their lands, or as annuities or compensations of 
various kinds. Iconcurred heartily in the policy 
of the Government to place between the white 
man and the Indian, in every contract, and en- 
gagement of every kind, the sting of actual disa- 
bility, so that there should be no dealing between 
them. 

Now, as to the merits of this case, I know very 
little. When confined to my room a few days 
ago, I read so much of the debate in the Globe as 
took place on a former day, and I confess that I 
was not impressed with the merits of the claim. 


1 shall adhere to the policy which the Govern- | 


ment has marked out. The Indians are badly 
enough treated, God knows, on the part of the 
Government, from necessity probably, but infi- 


nitely worse treated whenever whites come among 
them for purposes of any sort. I have not the 
pleasure of a personal acquaintance with this gen- 
tleman, Mr. Thompson, and have not a word to 
say against him; but I adhere to that disability. 
There ought to be, and as I understand the policy 
of the law of 1853, there is, an actual disability 
imposed on any dealings between a white man 
and Indians, unless where the white man is an 
authorized officer of the Government, and deal- 
ing on the responsibility of the Government. I 
shall vote against the claim from necessity. 

Mr. BIGGS. I am sure, Mr. President, that 
so far as I am concerned, the Senate will come 
to the conclusion that I have no personal feeling 
whatever about the matter; but | wish to make 
a suggestion, of a practical kind, for the consid- 
eration of the Senate. I understand that this 
matter comes here upon a memorial which has 
been presented by Mr. Thompson, and referred 
to the Committce on Indian Affairs. The com- 
mittce report a resolution asking to be discharged 
from the further consideration of the subject. 
That is the original report. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Will the Senator from 
North Carolina allow me to correct him as to the 
facts of the case? 

Mr. BIGGS. Certainly. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The subject was not 
brought before the committee by a memorial. 
The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Dopee] in- 
troduced a resolution asking for all the informa- 
tion in possession of the Executive Departments 
in reference to this claim. The answer was re- 
ceived, transmitting that information, which forms 
avery large volume. That document, it appears, 
was inadvertently referred to’ the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. When the subject was under 
discussion before the committee, I will not un- 
dertake to speak of the impression or views of 
other members, but it was my idea to report it 
back, and ask tobe discharged from it as a matter 
that had come improperly before us. 
no memorial of Thompson asking for relief; there 
was no executive recommendation for a change 
of the law. It appeared, therefore, tome, to have 
come before the committee inadvertently, and 
my own notion in reporting it hack, without any 
recommendation, was to gel rid of a subject 
which, by mistake and improperly, had come 
before the committee. That is the statement of 
the facts. 

Mr. BIGGS. Then Iam mistaken in regard 
to the subject having been brought to the notice 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs by a memo- 
rial of Mr. Thompson. But it seems to have 
originated here on a resolution of inquiry, calling 
on the proper Departments for the facts. I was 
led into the error by perceiving that the first paper 
in the printed documentis acommunication from 
Mr. Thompson. As I have said, the first report 
of the committee was to be discharged from the 
consideration ofthe subject. Then a motion was 
made to recommitthe report to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, with instructions to report a bill 
to compensate Mr. Thompson, to a fair amount, 
for his services; and thes the Senator from Geor- 
gia, if I understand correctly, moved an amend- 
ment to the original report of the committee, 
declaring it to be the opinion of the Senate that 
Mr. Thompson is entitled, without any further 
legislation, to $40,000. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That is right. 

Mr. BIGGS. That is the way in which the 
question is presented. Now, I should like to 
know what practical benefit the passage of any 
of these resolutions will do? I cannot see any- 
thing to be attained by passing any of these res- 
olutions. Ifthe proposition of the Senator from 
Georgia was in the form of a resolution, I could 
see some practical result; but it is a resolution 
merely expressive of the opinion of the Senate, 
without the concurrence of the other House being 


: ; A S 
asked in the form of a resolution or bill. I can- 


| not vote for that. Though I may believe Mr. 


Thompson entitled to the $40,000, T do not think 
I ought to vote for a resolution expressing the 


! opinion that there should be an. appropriation to 
tt aA aes s 

him of $40,000, unless it is put ina proper shape, 
| so as to make it effective as a legislative act. I 


see nothing practical to result from any propo- 
sition that is now made to the Senate, except the 
motion of the Senator from Arkansas to recom- 


mit this subject with the instructions proposed by 


There was | 
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him. I make the suggestion, because it has oc- 
curred to me as a practical question, that the 
whole matter ought to be laid on the table. I shall 
not make the motion; but that is my opinion. - 

Mr.SEBASTIAN. Mr. President, before the 
Senate proceeds to take a vote on this case, which 
I shall only delay for a very few minutes, I think. 
it due to the rather isolated position occupied by 
me, to give at least.a few reasons for the faith 
that is in me. 

The proposition which F have made is. dis- 
tinctly to refer this subject again to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, with instructions in the 
first place to. ascertain and report a just compen- 
sation for Mr. Thompson’s services, and in the 
next place to accompany that by a provision 
restoring the proviso of the law of last year, 
which, it is conceded, was incorporated into. the 
law as it was passed, but left out of the enrolled 
bill by mistake. That proviso, which has been 
omitted, as I suppose, by inadvertence, required 
the assent of the Indians to the payment of the 
money. I propose to refer the subject back. to 
| the committee to ascertain and fix the rate of 
| compensation, because I believe (although I am 
a member of a committee the majority of which 
i entertain a different opinion) that the rate of 
compensation is exorbitant in comparison with 
the service. ae 

It has been erroneously stated by the Senator 
from Mississippi, that the amount reported by 
the Committee on Indian Affairs as an allowance 
to these Indians was $600,000. That was the 
isolated opinion of Mr. Walker, of Wisconsin. 
The Journals will show that, at that time, I 
accompanied the report with a proposition to 
reduce the amount to $242,000; and I am sure all 
the rest of the committee concurred with me. 
The authority of the committee for making the 
report fixing the sum at $600,000, was given 
merely to enable Mr, Walker to have the advan- 
tage of offering an amendment for that amount. 
He stood alone in the opinion that the Indians 
were entitled to that much. On what I now 
believe was an imperfect view of the facts, the 
majority of the committee reported that the In- 
dians were entitled to $242,000. ‘The proposition 
| to pay it to them was made in the Senate, and I 
think as often as twice rejected. It never ob- 
| tained a legislative recognition. 

Subsequently, a treaty was entered into with 
the Menomonee Indians, by which the United 
i States engaged to pay them $150,000 in annui- 
| ties, commencing in 1867, and running through | 
a period of ten years. The reason why the pay- 
ment was postponed was because the annuities 
under a previous treaty would not expire until 
then. he whole amount was $150,000, but that 
i was not to be granted as a recognition of this 
| claim, It was to compensate the Indians first 
for an estimated difference of $40,000 between 
the expenses of their removal to Wisconsin and 
| to Minnesota; and second, to compensate them 
i for about 400,000 acres of land, the difference 
between the home which had been granted to 
them in Minnesota and that which they were to 
acquire in Wisconsin. 

l am sufficiently cognizant, personally, with 
the proceedings connected with the history of 
that negotiation, to know that. the claim which 
Thompson had presented for the Indians cut a 
very sorry figure in the amount of $150,000, 
which the Commissioner agrecd in that treaty to 

ay them for the difference in the value of their 
and and the difference in the expense of their 
removal. By the exertions of Thompson, he 
was able to obtain a recognition of the vlaim be- 
| fore the committee, and the committee reported 
a modification of the treaty, to add $92,000, 
which carried up the sum granted by the treaty 
to $242,000. To the extent of the allowance of 
this $92,000, I admit that Mr. Thompson had 
some agency in obtaining it. It is to be ascribed 
to the fact that he had given some consideration 
and pretension to this claim. The committee 
agreed to fix that precise sum, because they were 
anxious to induce the Indians to believe that 
they were to obtain for the exchange, for the re- 
moval, for the surrender of country, and for their 
claim to money, the whole amount which pre- 
vious reports of the committee led them to supe 
pose they were entitled to. 

There was another consideration. It was urged 
by the Senator from Wisconsin, thal the treaty 
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would not be worth the paper on which it was 
written without the consent of Oshkosh; the prin- 
cipal chief; and to this increased compensation 
was annexed a condition that Oshkosh’s consent 
should be obtained to the treaty, which was sub- 
sequently obtained. 

The Senate. can now see what was precisely 
the extent of the services of Mr. Thompson. 
To his agency, and the consideration which he 
had imputed to. this claim of the Indians, is to 
be attributed, to some extent, the obtaining of the 
advance of $92,000. For obtaining that he has 
some kind of right to compensation. 

Ido not entertain any extreme opinions about 
this case. I am certainly exempt from any of 
those personal sympathies and feelings into which 
it seems to have degenerated. I am anxious to 
see the claimant awarded a justand fair compen- 
sation; but I believe that is far beneath what the 
Senate has thought proper heretofore to allow, 
but I am more anxious to see it awarded to him 
upon a just and tenable principle. The United 
States Senate have not, I think, since I have been 
a member of this body, ever undertaken to take 
Indian attorneys’ ‘compensation out of the an- 
nuitiés of the Indians without their consent. 
They have never gone further than to sanction 
the payment when authorized by the Indians. I 

- think I can say that that runs through, and is a 

_ distinguishing feature of, the entire code of policy 
which has been pursued towards the Indians 
with the sanction of the Senate. I am unwilling 
that Mr. Thompson should obtain compensation 
upon any other principle than that on which any 
other creditors of the Indians can obtain remu- 
neration for services performed. I have some 
recollection of the case of Amos and John E. Ken- 
dall, which never obtained more than ten or twelve 
votes here, but which, in my opinion, is a much 
stronger case than this. 

I believe that whatever measure of compensa- 
tion you may award this claimant must, as a 
matter of legal necessity, be by the consent of 
the Indians. What is the basis of that opinion? 
Because, by the solemnity of a treaty, we have 
declared that we will pay this very sum of 
$92,000 with the $150,000 to which it was added, 
in the form of annual payments, commencing in 
1867. Can you, by any instrument of less $i 
nity, release yourselves from the obligation of that 
payment? If you seize upon this money by mere 
strong hand, and appropriate it to Thompson, 
by what kind of pretext will you vindicate your- 
selves against the just reclamation of the Indians | 
on the final settlement? Willthey not say, “You 
were but a trustee; you took our trust-moneys, 
the payment of which was guarantied by a treaty, 
and against our solemn protest you paid them to 
our attorney upon a debt which we had, in open 
council, repudiated.” 

But it is said that, although the terms of the 
Jaw required this, the assent of the Indians was 
not obtained because of improper interference of 
the officers of the Government. Admit that that 
may be so, the fact is, nevertheless, that the con- 
sent has not been obtained. Whatis the just and 
logical consequence to be deduced from that? 
The most that can be asked is, that the question | 
of consent shall be submitted again under fairer | 
auspices, and those which will afford the party | 
no just cause to complain. T have had itin my | 
mind, ifthe matter should be referred again to the | 
committee, to report a just and liberal compen- : 
sation, and require that proposition to be put 
before the Indians with such sanctions as would 
secure at least an impartial consideration by them, | 
free from the interposition of what the claimant | 
himself might consider improper influences. l 

Before closing my remarks I must say, as an 


Da 
D 


act of justice to the Commissioner of Indian || 


Affairs, that I profess to have been acquainted 
with his official and unofficial opinions on this| 
matter from the time when it first became a sub- 
ject of discussion; and I feel warranted in saying 
to the Senate, that there has been no time at 
which, if it had been referred to him, he would 
not, on the principle of quantum meruit, have 
allowed a fair and liberal compensation to Thomp- | 
son. {think he is prepared to do so yet. The! 
contest which he has made, and I think justly | 
made, was to the attempt to enforce literally, ac- 
cording to its terms, the provision of a contract 
with the Indians, that in my opinion was never | 
obtained under such solemnities as would con-: 


vince us that it was altogether fair, and that they 
understood its full purport and object. 

As to the consent which it is alleged was ob- 
tained from the Indians prior to the passage of 
the law, it is enough to say, that it was not done | 
inacouncil of thenation. The men of authority, 
and the chiefs, may have sanctioned it; but that j 
is not the way in which the Menomonees, accòrd- 
ing to their ancient and immemorial usage, have 
done business. I do not think we ought to award 
recognition to any act of the Indians, unless it is 
done in open council, under auspices that guar- 
anty fairness and impartiality; and it should, by 
all means, be done in the presence of the United 
States officers. I know to what abuses they are 
subjected. Without the presence of friends and | 
advisers, they are turned over to the schemes of 
artful men. Ido not say that this is a case of 
that kind, for I have great personal regard for the 
claimant; but I do insist, that, before he obtains 
even a just compensation, he must resort to those 
forms and solemnities which will secure to the 
Indian a fair consideration of the services per- 
formed for him, and obtain his fair and honest 
consent; not only because that is just, but because 
it is an indispensable formality to prevent the 
Government from being subjected to reclamation 
for the payment of this amount again to the 
Indians. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I must express my very great 
surprise at the course of the chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. The question was | 
before the committee; the parties were heard; and 
I supposed the opinion of the committee was 
unanimous when I was directed to make this | 
report—certainly by the concurrence of the chair- 
man. We had the Commissioner’s statement 


before us, at length, and came to a conclusion. 
Now, without detaining the Senate, I wish to 
correct some statements made by the Senator as 
to the principle upon which the Government acts. 
We do take Indian money by a standing law of 
this country, from the treaty of Greenville till 
now, under all of our intercourse acts, and espe- 
cially the act of 1834. The principles which the ; 
Senator lays down are not maintainable any- 
where. Ifthe Indians be sovercign and independ- 
ent nations, it is your duty to enforce the con- 
tracts they make with your citizens, and collect 
the debts owing to them. You went to war with 
Mexico avowedly upon that principle. You 
issued letters of marque, in 1799, against France, | 
on the same ground, It is the right of the Gov- 
ernment, though it is not always obliged to do it, 
to go to warto make another sovereign pay your 
citizens what he owes them. Now, it seems that 
the Indians are sovereign beyond all sovereigns. | 
I care not how many treaties they have got, if 
they owe money to your citizens you can make 
them pay—you have the right. You have the | 
right to exact that from the greatest and proudest 
sovereignty on earth. You are not compelled to 
do it. You must look to the condition of the 
country, and the national danger; but itis your 
duty to do it, and your duty if you can do it. 
You make other people pay the debts which they į 


owe to you: why shall not Indians do the same | 
thing? The true condition in which we stand to | 
the Indians, is, that this Government makes its | 
own contracts with them. This contract was | 
done in the Indian office, and signed by the Com- į 
missioner. The assent of the Cherokees and | 
Creeks, in council, by which attorneys have been | 
paid, has not been a subsequent consent; but į 
generally, as in this case, a consent has been | 
obtained; and then the parties come before Con- | 
gress and exhibit it. Į can show the chairman, | 
though he has been for years upon that commit- | 
tee, more than ten instances in which the very | 
course here pursued was pursued; and itis a just | 
course. i i 

It is true we are the guardians of the Indians. | 
The fact is that we make the contracts on both | 
sides. We ought to use uberrima fides with them; 
they are in our power. We should not only be 
just, but generous to them. Surely itis our duty į 
to make our own wards, whom we protect, whose | 
contracts we set aside if hurtful to them, carry | 
out contracts which are beneficial to them. The } 
Senator from lowa [Mr. Harnan] has suggested | 
to me that the State of Iowa employs an agent 
to prosecute her claims against this Government. 
My own State has done the same thing, and has 
paid compensation to the agent. Other sovereign 


States-do-it.. Citizens who have.claimsvagainst 
the Government find it necessary . to | rofes- . 
sional advice. Have we not gone far ènough: 
when we have said that’ the Indians shall not be 
bound by the contract, but. that aquandum merditt. 
shall be allowed? This is what I understood the 
Indian Committee had done. unanimously. in this 
case. I say the claim is just; the. money: ought 
to be paid; and J have no doubt. that but, for the 
quarrel of Manypenny; there -would not be adis- 
senting vote in the Senate. Leen 
Mr. BROWN. [have been for several years 
a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs; 
and I learn from. the chairman. to-day, for the 
first time, that reports are made from’ that com= 
mittee, and sent to the couniry in the name of the 
committee, which do not receive the sanction ‘of 
the committee. I am not: aware of any‘ such 
report being made with my consent. I findyin 
reference to this case, that Mr. Walker, on: the 
14th of February, 1853, before I took my. seat 
here, reported “that the amount justly and equi- 
tably due from the United States to the Menom 
onee Indians, is $613,515 36. This -sum. is. the 
very least, in the opinion of the committee, which 
will discharge the claims of justice onthe: Gov- 
ernment in favor of the Menomonee Indians.?? -i 
That report has stood upon the records of the 
country from the 14th of February, 1853, to this 
hour; and now, for the first time, I learn from 
the chairman that it was a sort of accommodation 
to Mr. Walker that he was allowed to make the 
rreport. All T have to say on that branch of the 
subject is, that this is a species of amiability. 
which deserves to be rebuked. When reports 
are put on the records of the country, we natu- 
rally recur to them as authentic, and rely upon 
them. IT always supposed that" that paper was 
what it purported to be—the report of the com- 
mittee. It was so stated, and there was no 
minority report from any uarter showing any 
thing to the contrary. ‘The Senator from Arkan- - 
sas tells us that he said something in the course 
of the debate to qualify it. Ido not ordinarily 
go to the debates to see what the reports of com+ 
mittees are. Ifa report is made in the name of a 
committee and there is no minority report, I 
assume that it is the report of the whole commit- 


tee. I havea right so to assume. 
When L came into the Senate, Iwas putat 
once on the Committee on Indian Affairs. I came. 


here some time after the session commenced, and 
when a vacancy occurred in the committee, 1 was 
put on it. I have been on it ever since, and ] 
never learned until this hour that this report was 
not correct. I know very well that, since I have 
been a member of the committee, the subject has, 
been discussed again and again; it became a mat- 
ter of serious controversy; and a map was made 
out showing the lines of the territory which was 
purchased under the treaty of 1848, and fixing the 
amount of land which the Government had 
acquired from these Indians. The fact is con- 
fessed by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
that whereas you bought from the Indians three 
million and thirty-five thousand acres, you got, 
according to actual survey, I think, nearly seven 
millions of acres. This mistake was made by the 
use of an incorrect map—confessedly incorrect-— 
confessed to be so by the Indian bureau, the 
Interior Department, and everybody who. ever 
looked at the subject. ( ; 
Mr. BUTLER, Who presented that map? 
Mr. BROWN. Thecommissioner who nego-, 
tiated thetreaty. He took it to the Indian coun- 
try. The initial point was a small lake, sup- 
posed to be in a particular degree of latitude and 
longitude, and so laid down on that map; but 
when you came to survey the country accurately, 
the lake was not in the right place on the map 
by more than adegree. ‘Then a promontory, to 
which the line was to be ran, was not in the 
right place. The whole map was wrong. The 
commissioner confessed himself to have been led 
into a gross error. The Interior Department, as 
its documents show, confess that an error was 
made to the amount of millions of acres of land. 
Who unraveled ‘all this mystery? Was it the 
Government? Was it Commissioner Many- 
penny? Was it anybody connected with the 
Government? No, sir; it was Thompson, the 
attorney of the Indians, who did it. That was 
the service he rendered them— bringing to light 


all these errors, making them so patent that no 
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cted with the Government, or anybody 
else, coul y them. It was. for that service: 
that the Indians wanted to-pay him. For that 
service they would’ long since have paid him, if 
therë had been no interferente ofexecutive officers 
to preveiit it. . ; 
¿Mr BRIGHT. . I shall not detain the Senate, 
but. [desire to say one word. There is somè- 
thing very plausible in the remarks of the chair- 
mian of the Committee on Indian Affairs, that his’ 
amendment proposes to refer the subject back to 
the commiitee with instructions to report what- 
ever Mr. Thompson may be entitled to, provided 
the: assent of the Indians be first obtained. But, 
šir, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has 
already said that Mr. Thompson is not entitled 
tö one dollar. 

Mr.: PUGH. TI beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Itis to be found in his letter 
addressed to the President. 

Mr. PUGH. F said I did not think he was 
entitled to it, or that he had any claim to any. 
thing, unless one third of the $92,000; but the 
Commissioner takes the very ground which the 

. Senator from Arkansas stated. i 

Mr. BRIGHT. He may take that ground 
now; but IT assert that in his statement made to 
‘the President, he said Mr. Thompson was not 
entitled to one dollar. 

Mr. PUGH. On that contract. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I am opposed to giving the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs jurisdiction over 
this case. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Thé Senator misunder- 
stands my proposition. It is not to refer the 
case to the Commissioner, but to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BROWN, Why refer it to the commit- 
tee? Have we not decided the case time and 
again? 

Mr. BRIGHT. It is uscless to re-refer it. 
Mr. Thompson is wearied and worn out. He 
has spent the last five years of his life in honest] 

ursuing his rights. He wants nothing to which 
he is not entitled. He wants nothing which his 
contract does not give him; and he does not even 
insist on that. Under that contract he is entided 
to $80,000 ; but the committee, at the last ses- 
sion, said he ought to have $40,000. He said, 
“Very well, E will take it.” Even that is witb- 
held. ~ The committee have reported now that he 
is entitled to it asthe law stands. The question 
which the Senate are about to decide is, whether 
they concur in that report of the committee? I 
desire to have a direct vote upon the point at 
once, without recommilting it lo the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the Chair.) The first question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Arkansas to recommit with 
instructions. 

Mr. MALLORY. In explaining my vote upon 
this question it is hardly necessary for me to refer 


oi 


to the remarks which have been thrown out, that | 


Senators should not be instigated or influenced 
by bias towards the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, or to Mr. Thompson. For myself I can 
safely say, that I shall not be influenced by any 
such bias, having scarcely any acquaintance with 
the Commissionerof Indian Affairs, and not know- 
ing Mr. ‘Thompson even by sight. But in arriv- 
ing at a conclusion on this question, I confess I 
am influenced by the information which has been 
brought before the Senate by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Ohio; and I think the Senate should 
be under obligations to him for the time, care, 
and diligence which he has bestowed upon the 
case. 

I am influenced to some extent by the hon- 
orable chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, To that committee the Senate has re- 
ferred this matter, and Í am quite convineed that 
the chairman has given it mature consideration. 
T see abundant reason for coinciding with his 
suggestions. One reason is this: it has been cor- 
rectly remarked that we treat the Indians as our 
wards. From my own experience of Indian 
affairs { have scarcely ever Known a contract be- 
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tion that, when a dispute ariSés as to the cor- 
struction of a contract, a decent delay shouldbe 
had to show the Indians, whose chief we appoint, 
that we are willing to hear their side of the ques- 
tlon. 
Congress undoubtedly intended that this money 
should not be paid unless with the assent of the 
Indians; and it has been clearly shown, not only 
that that assent was not obtained, but that, in 


popen council, all their chiefs and braves present, 


they most expressly repudiated’ thé contract. 
Now, itis said improper influences were brought 
to bear on these Indiansin council. Itmay be so; 


do not know enough of the transaction; but, if 
improper influences were brought to bear, we can 
very well afford to re-refer it. I should regret if 
Mr. Thompson should be deprived of this money 
through this delay, but it is more important. in 


always extend to them even-handed justice, and 
hear their appéalsin council, than thata thousand 
Mr. Thompsons should be-gratified by the pay- 
ment of any private claim. It is far more impor- 
tant, because it is not the mere sum of $40,000 


upon your hands, because if we listen not to the 


complaint of Indians in council, their very next 
step 1s war. 


not suppose they will come here and reclaim the 


$40,000? Will they not have good ground? 
Will they not tell you that they repudiated this 
claim? With allthe authority known to Indian 
customs and laws, they will say, they went in 
council, and before our own agents and commis- 


sioners, under our ewn act of Congress, repudi- 
vated the claim; and yet, without bearing them 
| again, we took the responsibility of paying it in 
‘defiance of them. Shall we not sce the very men 


who are now asserting this claim here—I speak 
with all respect to them—acting, perhaps, as In- 
dian agents to-morrow, to get a return of this 
moncy to the Indians ? 

Now, on the principle of quantum meruit which 
my friend from Illinois has suggested, looking at 
the case in that point of view, if I suppose the 
services really performed by Mr. Thompson were 
worth the money, I should lay aside all these con- 
siderations, because the Government could well 
i afford to pay him, and then pay the $40,000 over 
Fagain to satisfy the Indians; but I think from 
‘what the Senator from Ohio has shown us, that 
| the services performed were not suflicient to war- 


raut this amount of money. 
he bas been employed for about five years. IfI 
fam incorrect in that, can be corrected. That is 
‘$8,000 a year. [sec nothing in the exposition 
here to-day by the Senator from Ohie, which 


‘would influence me to give my vote for that | 


amount of money. Anxious as Lam that Mr. 
Thompson should reccive every dollar he is en- 
titled to, I think the proposition of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Indian Affairs fully 
meets the contingency. Let the whole thing be 
examined; and if improper influences have been 


i and we can pay the money. I sce no reason be- 
| fore the Senate, with this very grave dispute as 
i to whether the Indians did or did not confirm 
; this contract, why, before going further, we should 
! peremptorily insist on paying the money. 


| The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) | 


i The first question is on recommitting the report, 
| with the instructions proposed by the Senator 
| from Arkansas, [Mr. Sepastian.] 

Mr. PUGH called for the yeas and nays; and 
i they were ordered. 

Mr. MALLORY. I have paired off with the 
| Senator from Georgia, [Mr. lyerson,} who has 
necessarily left the Senate Chamber. 


resulied—yeas 17, nays 17; as follows: 
YEAS — Messrs. Bi 


| 
| The question being taken by yeas and nays, 


gs, Brodhead, Butler, CoHamer, 


But there is more in this’ case, because Í 


Iwill not undertake to say that it is not so, for T | 


dealing with our Indians in the far West, that 
we should convince them the Government will 


that is at stake—it is, perhaps, an Indian war | 


What will be the consequence if we pay this | 


! sum without listening to the Indians? Do you | 


I understand that f 


exercised on these Indians, it can be ascertained, | 


: Dodge, Durkee, oc nden, Fish, Foot, Hunter, Mason, 
x : : Pugh, Sebastian, Trumbull, Wade, Wright, and Yulee—17. 
has been committed, it has been committed by | NAYS--Messrs. Adans, Bayad, Belot Temiessoe, Big 
the Indians theriiselves. Besides, we appoint not |; ler, Bright, Brown, Douglas, Liarlan, Jones of Tennessee, 
only the agents for the Indians, but, in fact, ap- i Pearce, Prett, Reid, Seward, Stideil, Thompson of Ken- 
i tucky, Toombs, and Weller—17, 
| 
| 


tween lidians and white traders where, if fraud | 


point the chiefs themselves, and then negotiate |! 
with our own agents, for we do make their chiefs. 


ur OWN ag | _ So the motion was not agreed to; and the ques- 
F think it ig a matter of the very first considera- |! 


| tion recurred on the adoption of the following | 


resolution; submitted by Mr: Toomps, from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs.) 8 37 ; 

Resolved; That the Sénate agrée to the report, and that 
the said Richard W. Thompson is, in the opinion’ of the 
Senate, entitled to be. paid the sum appropriated by the 
twenty-seventh section of the civil and diplomatit. appro- 
priation act, approved March 3, 1855. < P 

Mr. BUTLER. I cannot vote for that under 
any. circumstances, It is not a warrant to pay 
money. Itis one of those intimations which I dis- 
like to see find its way from the Senate. It-is an 
inference, from what the committee has done, to 
pay Mr. Thompson $40,000. I never can agree 
to it. Ido not believe he is entitled to $40,000, ` 
in the first place. If Iam acting as one consti- 
tuting a tribunal of chancery to take care of. 
wards, I should say it was an unconscionable 
bargain, and would be so regarded in any court 
of chancery. I cannot sanction it. on 

Mr. ADAMS. If | understand this question, 
a law was passed at the last session, directing 
this amount of money to be paid. It was dis- 
covered, by going back into the proceedings: bè- 
hind the law, thai there was a proviso which wag 
not enrolled. The Department, as I understand, 
suspended the law, which, I think, they had no 
right to do, and looked back behind the roll to 
see how men voted. When the act received the 
sanction of the President, it became. the law of 
the land. This resolution, as I understand, mere- 
ly declares the opinion of the Senate; that. the 
law shall be executed as it was passed and-signed 
by the President of the United States. < The con- 
tract was a fair, bona fide one, made in open day; 
and no sensible lawyer, capable of prosecuting 
such a claim, would make a contract to carry it 
out as Mr. Thompson did, for that amount, un- 
less he could have an assurance of success which 
no man could have. I believe that Mr. Thomp- 
son is entitled to his one third according to his 
contract. If that were the proposition, | would 
unhesitalingly vote for it. I shall voté in the 
affirmative on this question. 

Mr. PUGH called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered, : 

Mr. MALLORY. AsI before stated, I have 
paired off with the Senator from Georgia.:. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I am requested -to say 
that the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Foster] 
has been called away by indisposition. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 16; as follows: ` 

YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Bell of Tennessee, Bigler, 
Bright, Brown, Douglas, Harlan, Jones of Tennessee, 
Pearce, Pratt, Reid, Seward, Slidell, Thompson of Ken- 
tucky, Toombs, Weller, Wilson, and Wright—18. 

NAYS — Messrs. Biggs, Brodhead, Butler, Collamer, 


Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Hunter, Mason, 
Pugh, Sebastian, Trumbull, Wade, and Yulee—16.° 

So the resolution wasadopted. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS——-PERSONAL EXPLA. 
NATION. ` 

_Mr. WELLER. I move to take up the Pa- 
cific railroad bill. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I believe this is private bill 
day, and there are some twenty or thirty bills on 
the Calendar that can be passed without discus- 
sion. I hope the regular business of the day will 
be proceeded with, 

Mr. WELLER. I shall certainly insist on 
my motion. I have delayed calling for action on 
the bill from day to day. 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from California. 

Mr. MALLORY. I ask if that is not devi- 
ating from the regular orders of the day? Are 
nor private bills the regular order of business for 

Friday? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in-the 
power of a majority of the Senate to take up 
whatever business they please, and the order 
setting apart Friday for private bills was adopted 
with that express understanding. 

_Mr. WELLER called for the yeas and nays on 
his motion, and they were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted as follows: A 

YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Bell of Tennessee, Bigler, 
Bright, Brown, Clay, Dodge, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Foot, Harlan, Sebastian, Seward, Thompson of Kentucky, 
Trumbuil, Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Wright—20. 

NAYS —Messts. Biggs, Brodhead, Fish, Maliory, Pugh, 
Reid, Slidell, and Yulee—8. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
a quorum voting. 

Mr. SEWARD. 


adjourn. 


There is not 


I move that the Senate 


» 
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Mr. BIGLER. I desire to make'a very brief 
personal explanation in relation to the presiden- 
tial election. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
Senator from New York withdraw his motion? 

Mr. SEWARD. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 


cannot entertain a motion, or hear any remarks, : 


until a quorum is present. 

Mr. BIGLER, This is not business. I pro- 
pose only to make a very brief explanation. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Itean be done by unanimous 
consent. 

The PRES 
hears no objection. 

Mr. BIGLER. When in the neighboring 
Commonwealth of New Jersey the other day, I 
encountered a story to this effect: that I had 


expressed to the Senator from Massachusetts | 


the opinion, that the result of the presidential 
election in Pennsylvania was a matter of doubt 
betwcen Mr. Buchanan and Colonel Erémont. 


When I returned here yesterday evening the same | 
This morning it met me from the | 
For that | 


story met me. 
mouth of a very distinguished man. 
reason I have thought it right to call the attention 
of the Senator from Massachusetts to this rumor, 
and Lask him to do me the justice to state what 
foundation there is for it, if any ? 


Mr. WILSON. The Senator from Pennsyl- |! 


vania never expressed to me, and I never heard 


from any source whatever, that he entertained | 


any such doubts. I never heard anything about 
the matter at all. 1 do not know when the story 
originated, where it came from, or who is circu- 
lating it. It is a matter of which I have never 
heard anything from any source except the Sen- 
ator himself, 

Mr. BIGLER. The statement of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts is entirely satisfactory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is out 
of order. There is no question before the Senate, 
and thisis not an explanation growing out of de- 
hate in this body. 

Mr. BIGLER. I simply desired to say that at 
no time have I entertained or expressed any such 
doubts. 

Mr. SEWARD. Irenew my motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
: FRIDAY, August 8, 1856. 
The House metateleven o'clock, a.m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Danien Waroo. 
CALL OF THE HOUSE. 
‘There appearing not to be a quorum present, 
Mr. CUMBACK moved a call of the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The roll was called; and the following mem- 
bers failed to answer to their names: 
Messrs. Barksdale, Henry Bennett, Hendley S. Bennett, 


Bingham, Bocoek, Boyce, Brooks, Burlingame, Caskie, i 
Childs, Bayard Clarke, Clawson, Howell Cobb, Craige, | 


Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, De Witt, Dickson, Dowdell, 
Duriee, Edmundson, Elliott, Eustis, Flagler, Florence, 


Henry M. Futler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Augustas Halt, ; 


Robert B. Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Haven, Hofiinan, Kei 


Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, King, Lake, Lindley, Lumpkin, ; 


Mace, MeMullin, MeQueen, Moore, Mordecai Oliver, Orr 
Packer, Paine, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Porter, 
Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Roberts, Rust, Sandidge, Sav- 
age, Scott, William R. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Strana- 
han, Underwood, Wakeman, Walker, Winslow, Danicl B. 
Wright, and John V. Wright. 

Mr. COX stated that his colleague, Mr. Un- 
pEeRwoop, was detained from his seat by sick- 
ness. 


One hundred and fifty-seven members having | 


answered to their names, further proceedings 
under the call were dispensed with, and the 
Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by | 


Mr. Drexins, its Secretary, notifying the House 
that the Senate had passed a resolution (S. No. 
36) fer enlarging the custom-house, post office, 
and court-house at Detroit, Michigan, in which 
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IDENT pro tempore. The Chair | 


2! 


il he was directed to ask the concurrence of the 
i; House, 

Also, that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles: 


An act (H. R. No. 153) making appropriations 


the 30th of June, 1857, with an amendment. 

An act (H. R. No. 20) for the relief of Robert 
Mitchell. 

An act (H. R. No. 352) to confirm to certain 
persons therein named their titles to certain lots 
in Prairie du Chien, Wisconsin. 


ANDREW H. REEDER. 


The SPEAKER announced the business in 
order to be reports of private bills from the Com- 
mittee of Elections. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, from the Com- 
mittee of Elections, reported the following reso- 

ution: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this Mouse be directed to pay 
out of the House contingent fund to Andrew H. Reeder, 
late claiming a seat in this House as Delegate from Kan- 
sas, his mileage and per diem to the day when his memorial 
was decided upon. 


Mr. MILLER, of Indiana. I hope the gen- 
tleman from Maine will first allow me to move 
to discharge the Committee of the Whole from 
the further consideration of bill No. 123, for the 
purpose of having it put upon its passage, 

The SPEAKER, It can only be done by gen- 
eral consent. 

Mr. MILLER. Then I hope the House will 
give its consent. ` 

Objection was made. 

Mr. PHELPS. I rise to a question of order | 
on the resolution submitted. First, it is not a | 
private bill, and therefore not in order to be sub- | 
mitted; and next, it is not a question of privilege, | 
and therefore not to be now considered. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It is a private bill—— 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) The ques- | 


| tion is not debatable. 


eration of private bills and private business, If 
the Chair has caught the reading of the resola- 
tion properly, this is a resolution for the relief 
of an individual. 

Mr. PHELPS, It is neither a bill nora joint 
resolution. It is merely a House resolution. 

The SPEAKER, It is not necessary that it 
should be in the form of a bill or joint resolution. 
It is private business, and is privileged this day, | 
under the rules. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. ‘It cannot be put 
upon the ground of aclaim; no such resolution 
ever has been here put upon that ground. 

The SPEAKER. j 
that the resolution is in order, 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
question. . | 

Mr. HOUSTON. I rise to a point of order. 
The Committee of Elections has a right, as I 
understand it, to report at any time privileged 
matter relating to a member of the House. I 
do not understand—and I make that point of | 
order—that there is anything in this resolution 
connected with the rights of a member to his seat 
i on this floor, and, therefore, the Committee of 
| Elections has no more right to report it—not 
| being privileged matter—than any other commit 
| tee would have. 

Mr. CUMBACK. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 am stating a point of 
order. 

Mr. CUMBACK. The gentleman is stating 
| a point of order which has just been ruled on by 
the Chair. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam attempting to draw the 
Speaker’s attention to what I regard as a distinc- 
tion between matter that goes before the Com- j 
mittee of Elections, not relating to the nght of a 
ii member to his seat, and matter relating to such 
right. The former is not privileged matter. 

"The SPEAKER, The Chair recognizes the 
distinction made by the. gentleman from Ala- 


for the support of the Army for the year ending | 


The rule of the House |! 
sets apart to-day and to-morrow for the consid- | 


The Chair is of opinion |: 


New SERIES. 


| business from the standing and select committees 
of the House. It is not received as a privileged 
report, but as regular private business from one 
| of the standing committees. E 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then let the committees” 
called in regular order. : 

The SPEAKER. This is the first com 
and was called in regular order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. J present this point of order. 
By reference to the 7ith rule, the Speaker will 
see that the Committee of Elections have author- 
ity’to report upon no new matter. Now, sir, I 
submit thai it has not been referred to the Com- 
mittee of Elections to inquire into the propriety 
of giving Governor Reeder his per diem and mild- 
age; and therefore, under the rules, the committee 
have no anthority over the subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentteman from Ala- 
bama will see that this is a subject incident to the 
contested election relating to Kansas. 

Mr. LOUSTON. This matter has never been 
referred to them, 

The SPEAKER. This particular matter hag 
never been referred to them, but the Chair thinks 
the resolution cannot be properly objected to on 
the ground mentioned by the gentleman’ from 
Alabama, because it isa matter incident to a case 
which was properly referred to them. 

Mr. WASHBURN, I demand the previous 
question upon the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. CRAWFORD, I move that the resolu- 
: tion be laid upon the table; and upon that motion 
Í demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 1 desire to know 
whatis the time referred to In that resolution? 
The resolution is so vague, it js impossible to tell 
from the reading. 

The SPEAKER, 


$, 
B; 


mittee, 


The Chair is unable to 


|i answer the gentleman. 


Mr. PHELPS. I desire to inquire whether 
the object of this resolution is not to pay a gen- 
teman who did not claim to be elected under any 
‘law? [Cries of Order!” Order !”’] 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 


ii ‘Phe question was taken on Mr. Crawrorn’s 


i motion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
75, nays 98; as follows: 
| YEAS—Messts. Aiken, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bowie, 
Branch, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, Jobu P. Campbell, 
Carlile, Clingman, Wiliamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craw- 
ford, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, 
i Dunn, English, Evans, Faulkner, Foster, Goode, Green- 
| wood, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
| L. Heuris, Harrison, flerbert, Hoffman, Houston, George 
| W. Jones, Letcher, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, 
i Humphrey 23 hall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, Me- 


I move the previous |! 


bama, but the resolution is not presented on that 


Allison, Ball, Barbour, Ben- 
1 Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffinton, 
unppeil, Lewis P. Cainpbeli, Chatiee, Ezra 
Clark, vson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cum- 
ick, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
| Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Flagier, Galloway, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Hickman, Holloway, 
Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, 
Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Millward 

organ, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Perry, Pike, Pringle, Purvi- 
| ance, Ritchic, Robbins, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sher- 
finan, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, 
; Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Traiton, Tyson, Wade, Wal- 
| bridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburue, Dlihu B, 
| Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Weleh, Wood, 
| 


s 
, 


i| Woodruff, and Woodworth—93. 


So the House refused to lay the resolution upon 
he table. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered. to be put. 

Mr. CARLILE demanded the yeas and nays 
upon the adoption of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. . : 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 


t 


|| the afirmative—yeas 103, nays 82; as follows: 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
{ 
i 
| 
i 
| 
| 


YEAS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Bare 
| clay, Benson, Billinghurst, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buf- 


| ground. The Chair asked for reports on private || finton, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, 
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Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, i g 
Cumback,,Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, Dick, | 
Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Èmrie, Flagler, 
Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Hick- 
man, Holloway, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, 
Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Kaox, Kunkel, 
Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Mil- 
ler, Millward, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, | 
Norton, Andrew. Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Peiton, Perry, į 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 
Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Suanahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, | 
Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader 
C. Washbume, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Watson, Welch, Wells, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
“worth--103, 

NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Ro- 
cock, Bowie, Branch, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John 
P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Clingman, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, | 
Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, English, Eustis, Evans, Faulkuer, 
Florence, Foster, Goode, Greenwood, J. Morrison Harris, | 
Sampson W.. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Her- | 
bert, Hoffman, Houston, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, 
Letcher, Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Mar- | 
shall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMuilin, McQuecn, 
Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Peck, Phelps, | 
Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Richard- 
son, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Seward, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Simith, William R. Smith, 
Sneed, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, ‘Taylor, ‘Prippe, ‘Vail, 
Valk, Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, Whitney, Daniel B, 
Wright, and John V. Wright—82. 


So the resolution ‘was agreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. HORTON, of New York, stated that he 
had paired off with Mr. Ricavo. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, moved that the 
vote by which the resolution was agreed to be 


reconsidered, and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table; which latter motion 
was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message was received from the Senaté, by | 
Assury Dicxins, their Secretary, announcing | 
that the Senate had passed bills of the House of | 
the following titles: : 

An act granting public lands, in alternate scc- ! 
tions, to the State of Mississippi, in aid of the | 
vonstruction of railroads in said State, and for 
other purposes; and 

An act for the relief of Benjamin L. Fonte, 
‘William Altenburg, and others. 

Mr. MILLER, of Indiana. I now ask the 
unanimous consent of the Louse that the Com- | 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union be 
discharged from the further consideration of 
Senate bill No. 123. 

Objcetion was made. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. THORINGTON, from the Committee on | 
Private Land Claims, reported a bill to confirm | 
to Charles Waterman his title to certain Jands in 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin; whieh was read a first 
and second Unie, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I desire to know whether | 
it is in order for me to report, from the Com- ; 
mittee on Military Affairs, a bill to pay the: 
State of California for their expenses in Indian 
wars? 

The SPEAKER. The bill indicated by the ; 
gentleman from Mississippi, being general in its 
character, is not in order, in the opinion of the 
Chair. 

Mr. GROW, from the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, reported a bill for the relief of R. G. 
Elliott and others; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, from the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, reported bills : 
of the following titles; which were severally | 
read a first and second time, referred to a Com-: 
mittee of the Whole House, and ordered to be | 
printed: | 

j 
| 


A bill for the relief of Sarah Van Pelt, widow | 
of John Van Pelt, a revolutionary soldier; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- ; 
resentatives of Joseph Binden, a revolutionary | 
officer; and 

-A bill for the relief of the heirs of Peter Char 
tant, a revolutionary soldier. ; 

Mc. EDIE, from the Committee on Patents, i 
reported a bill fur the relief of Edwin M. Chaf- į 
fee; which was read a first and second time, re- | 


ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, and ! 
ordered to be printed. l 


Comins, Covode, Öragin, | 


| back a bill (S. No. 310) for the relief of Horatio | 


| Claims, reported back a bill (No. 18) for the re- 


į demands, growing out of various contr 


Mr. BROOM, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, reported back the petition of | 
Caleb Albee, and moved that the same be referred 
to the Committce on Invalid Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. i 


Mr. FLAGLER, from the Committee on the | 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported back Senate 
bill (No. 358) for the relief of J. R. Powell. 

Mr. DOWDELL. This bill has been unani- 
mously reported by the committee. It passed 
the Senate unanimously. It is a bill full of jus- 
tice and equity. It requires only that the Post- | 
master General shall pay what is reasonable. I 
ask the consent of the House that the bill may | 
be put on its passage. 

here being no objection, the bill was ordered |! 
to a third reading; and was accordingly read the | 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. DOWDELL moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed, and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid onthe table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FLAGLER, from the Committee on the | 
Post Office and Post Roads, made adverse reports 
on the memorials in the followivg cases; which 
were laid on the table, and, with the reports, or- 
dered to be printed: 

For the erection ‘of a post office building at 
Cairo, Illinois; $ 

For the erection of a post office building at 
Macon, Georgia; 

For payment of additional compensation for 
mail contracts; and 

For making the Post Office Department respons- 
ible for matter sent through the mail. 


Mr. KNOWLTON, from the Committee of 


lief of Mary Reeside; which was referred to a | 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private | 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he would present a mi- 
nority report in the case. 

Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Cyrus Buckland; |} 
which was read a first and second time by its title, į 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, |} 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to | 
be printed. 

Mr. READY. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer a joint resolution of a pri- 
vate nature, ` 

‘The resolution was read for information, and || 
is as follows: 


Resolved ly the Senate and Fouse of Representatives, 
$e., ‘Phat the Postnaster General be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to make a fall and tinal settlement with N. Cook, 
of the Stace of ‘Tennessee, of ail accounts, liabilities, and 
of the Govern- 
ment with said Cook, for carrying the United States mail, 
making him all just and reasonable allowance, and charg- 
ing hun with all sums with which he miy be properly t 
chargeable, and pay over any balance which may be found 
due kim. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is this the gen- 
tlernan who bid of various contracts at the last į 
lettings in Tennessee, and failed to put service | 
on the routes? 

Mr. READY. He bid off various contracts, 
and sub-let some, but Ido not know that he failed 
to put service on the routes. 

Mr. HARLAN, I object to the consideration 
of the resolution at this time. Let us proceed 
with the call on the committees for reports in pri- 
vate cases. 

Mr. PENNINGTON, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, made adverse reports on the fol- 
lowing cases; which were laid on the table, and, 
with the accompanying reports, ordered to be 
printed: 

Vhe petition of John M. Barker; and f 

The petition of Francis A. McCauley. 

Mr. P. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the reliefot Francis Dainese; which was 
read a first and second time, referred toa Com-! 
mittee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 
>. also, fromthe same committee, reported 


{ 


J. Perry, with the recommendation that it do 
pass. a 
The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of 


l!a third 
| ingly read the third time, and passed. 


! charged fr 


the Treasury to pay the claimant the difference 
between his pay as secretary of legation at Mad- 


== 


.rid, and the pay of minister during the time he 


acted in the latter capacity. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. J hope there will be no 
objection to putting the bill ôn its passage. 

Mr. LETCHER,. Tobject. I think thereare 
more important private bills than that.on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. Ihope the gentleman 
will not insist on his objection. This is a case 
of peculiar hardship. 

Mr. LETGHER. Ihave an objection to all 
such bills. Gentlemen go abroad at fixed sala- 
ries; and when they return they ask us to double 
them, or at least to increase them largely. s 

The bill was referred to a Committee of the 


ii Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 


port, ordered to be printed. f 
Mr. PENNINGTON. I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was referred, and ask 


i that it be entered on the Journal. Ido not ask to 
‘have it acted on at this time. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I withdraw the motion 
to reconsider. 

Mr. OLIVER, of New York, from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, reported a bill for the 
relief of Rudolph Kussmaul, which wasread afirst 
and second time. The bill directs the Secretary of 
the Interior. to place the name of Rudolph Kuss- 
maul on the pension list, at the rate of twelve. 


|! dollars per month, commencing the 30th of June, 


1856, and to continue during his natural life, in 
licu of six dollars per month which he now 
receives. 

Mr. OLIVER. I ask that the bill be now put 
on its passage. The beneficiary under it is a 
soldier of the war with Mexico. Te was in six 
battles. He was at the battles of Vera Cruz, 
Cerro Gordo, Cherubusco, Chapultepec, Molino 
del Rey, and the city of Mexico. His right 
arm was shattered by a musket ball. Since then . 
some sixteen pieces of bone have been extracted 
from the wound. The bill only proposes, as he 
is unable to engage in manual labor and provide 
for his own support, that his pension shall be in- 
creased from six to twelve dollars per month. 
This is all there ig in the bill. 

"The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 


Mr. OLIVER, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported the following bills; which were 
severally read a first and second time, referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying reports, ordered to be 
printed. 

A bill for the relief of Elijah Close, and a bill 
for the relicf of Elizabeth Riker. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of IHinois, from thé’ Com- 
mittce of Claims, made an adverse report on the 
petition of Jonah Ray; which was laid upon the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DICKSON, from the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Amos 
Armstrong, of Ohio; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, 


iit was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs he dis- 
n the further consideration of the petitions in 
the several cases of Lewis Warrington and Thomas Hurd, 
and that the same be laid upon the table. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I believe the call for reports 
from committces is through. I would inquire 
if there are any private bills upon the Speaker’s 
table? E 
an SPEAKER. The table is clear of private 

ills, 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Then I move thatthe House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 


I hope the gen- 


i tileman will withdraw that motion, and allow me 
ito submit a motion that the rules be suspended, 


and that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I desire to have the House 
act their pleasure. 
Mr, Gippines’s motion being first puj was 
negatived. 2 
Mr. CamrrELL’S motion was then agreed to 
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The House resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Grow in the chair,) and resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill making appropriations for certain 
civil expenses of the Government for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1857. 

the CHAIRMAN, The question immediately 
before the committee is on an appeal taken from 
the decision of the Chair upon an amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
Harris. ] 

Mr. MILLSON. What was the decision? 

The CHAIRMAN. On yesterday the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. H. Marsuaty] offered 
an amendment to come in at the end of line one 
hundred and forty-two, providing for renting a 
court-room and post office at Canandaigua, New 
York. The gentleman from Ilinois proposed an 
amendment to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, providing for building certain 
custom-houses, post offices, and court-houses. 
The Chair ruled the amendment out of order. 
From that decision the gentleman from Illinois 
appealed. The question is, ‘* Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee??? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. 
upon the question. 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CLINGMAN 
and Kunker were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes eighty-five, noes not counted. ; 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. 1 offer the follow- 


I ask for tellers 


ing amendment to the amendment of the gentle- | 


man from Kentucky, [Mr. H. Marsuatu:] 


For providing for the Federal courts, post office, and land 
ofice of the United States, by the purchase of a building 
for a courthouse, lind office, post ofice, and other public 
purposes, at Springfield, Illinois, $80,000. 


There is already an existing law providing for 
a land-office, court-house, and post office at that 
point; and,as they arc necessary for the admin- 
istration of justice, there can be no distinction 
whatever between the amendment which { have 
offered, and that offered by the gentleman from 
Kentucky. . 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Chio. I make this point 
of order: There is no law authorizing the work. 
If this is in order, it will be in order to build a 
court-house at every cross-roads 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules the 
amendment to be out of order. Fle makes the 
distinction between this amendment and that of 
the gentleman from Kentucky: One is to lease 
a house, and another to purchase a site for a 
building. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then the distinction is, that 
one is a purchase, and the other a perpetual lease. 
I presume it is a distinction that nobody can see 
but the Chair. 

The question was taken on Mr. Marsnaru’s 
amendment; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I now propose an amendment 
in the same words as that just ruled out of order 
by the Chair, with the exception of striking out 
the word “ purchase,” and inserting ‘ perpetual 
lease” in licu thereof, so as to make it precisely 
like the amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds the 
amendment to be out of order. ‘lhe words “ per- 
petual lease”? were not in the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. LETCHER. J move the following amend- 
ment: 

For compen 
sors appointed 
led 


ion of the members of the board of revi- 
ursuance of the act approved Mareh 3, 
act to improve the laws of the Distric 
2,000: Provided 
determine the 
id board, a sum 


et 2 
of Columbia, and to codity the rame 
That the Presidentof the United St 
sum to be received b menw 
not exceedir 


ar of 


I do not suppose it is necessary to say any- 
thing upon the amendment. It is authorized by 
existing Jaw. The gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. H. Marsuaxr,] who objected to this amend- 
ment the other day, I believe has no objection to 
it in this form. 

T'he amendment was agreed to. 


owing amend- 
| ment: 

_That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby 
directed, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to pay to Henry Wood, and the legal repre- 
sentatives of Samuel Rosebury, deceased, the sum of three 
dollars per day each, for the services of the said Wood, and 
the said Rosebury, in superintending the construction of 
the building fora custom-house, post office, and court-house 
at Pittsburg, Pennsyivania. ` 

I desire to make this explanation to the Com- 
mittee: In 1851 and 1852, appropriations were 
made for building a custom-house in Pittsburg, 
and these two gentlemen were appointed commis- 
sioners to superintend the construction of the 
building. The building was completed in about 
two years. In 1854 I offered an amendment, 
which was adopted, preciscly like this, with the 
exception that the money was to be paid out of 


ing. 
surplus of about $10,000, which was the fact; 
but nearly the whole amount was expended in 
furnishing the building with heating apparatus, 
and other fixtures, and for lighting it. 


| pleted, under the direction of those superintend- 
| ents, according to the contract originally entered 
into. No additional appropriations have been 
| asked for, while for the custom-houses at Cincin- 
| nati, Louisville, and St. Louis, additional appro- 
| priations have been made, until the aggregate 
| 
l 


iameunt has, in every instance, almost doubled 
‘that expended for Pittsburg. 
mounts appropriated for the several custom- 
houses which I have mentioned: 


St. Louin [851 occ. cceee cece cece cere reese sees sh 
“ 3357 © J 
E E owes ETEN TE LLO,000 


| E E E Jade! 


a 


Pittsburg, 1851 ..ccee eee cece cece cete eee eereeee B 
“ 185: 


35,000 


have saved the Government about one hundred 
thousand dollars. 


Congress for the fidelity with which they have | 
executed the trust. The objection has been made ! 
that these men were officers of the Government. | 
atthe time. That is tree, for a portion of the 
time. One was a postmaster and the other a 


th they held. 
NWOOD. I have no doubt the 


the offices wh 


Mr. GREE 


appropriation which the gentleman has proposed 
is a just one, but 1t scemis to me that it is a private 


| 
| 
| 
t 
| 
i 
li 
t 
i 
\ 
| 
i 


; point of order, upon the ground that the amend- 
| ment is in the nature of a private claim. 
| Mr. RITCHIE. [ must take an appeal from 
! the decision of the Chair. I will state that the 
| Committee of Ways and Means would have 
‘inserted it in the bill, bat for the fact that they 
could not ascertain the precise ume which these 
men were employed. 

The question was taken; and the decision of 
the Chair was overruled. 

The question was then taken on Mr. 
amendment; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXWELL. [offerthefollowingamend- | 
ment: i i 

For completing the custom-house at Pensacola, Florida, | 
$5,000, in addition to the sum already appropriated. | 


Mr. Chairman, I will merely state in connec- j 


the appropriation originally made for the build- ; 
It was then supposed that there would be a |i 


Į will state further, that the building was com- į 


Here are the j 


160,000 | 
` 277,000 | 


Louisville, 1851 ssesssssersenruererereereeee eree $75,000 
sk 1852 occ ceneccccsccveceescsseesesees 16,000 
“ 1853 ..cc cece cca roccccecesocracescecs OF, 745 
WE) BOA y daccecssne tarsas esre tose raro 40,000" 


! Cincinnati, 1851 0... cece cescneeseccvecescscences oe 
ce [BaD usrek soeseveeesecceaes” 00,000 i 
(> “AGRO Sasi avctidon due sishaetesecetes ede STTS 
“$ IOA iin coat saeiowac eoaintvoesieuee seca, $40,000 


$110,000 | 


Now, sir, it will be seen that these gentlemen | 


I think, therefore, that the i 
; Flouse ought not only to adopt this amendment, | 
but that these gentlemen deserve the thanks of |! 


collector; but the duties which they performed as 'i 
superintendents had nothing whatever to do with | 


Rirenre’s | 
| 


tion with the amendment, that a law was passed || 


at the last session of Congress, anthi 
construction of this custom-house.. “The: 
‘| tary of the Treasury bas. advised us. tha: 
|| amount, $5,000, is necessary for the comple 
of the building. fe ges 
The amendment was agreed to, : 
Mr. DENVER. I offer the following amend 
ment: i i j 


courts. : 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio., I raise the point 
that the amendment is notin order. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment seems 
to relate to. a deficiency, and ‘the Chair holds it 
to be out of order. oe 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will state to the gentle- 
man from California, that the amendment is un- 
necessary, for the reason, that, in the judicial: 
fund, provision is made for California, ; 


Mr. TAYLOR. I offer the following amend- 
|| ment: ; 


:| For the compiction of the marine hospital at New Orleans, 
| in addition to the appropriation heretofore made by the act 
approved August 4, 1855, $86,322 10. 5 x 


! 
i Mr. Chairman, I call especial attention to thé 
|| following letter from the Secretary of the Treas= 
il ury: s 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, August 4, 1856. 
Il Sir: The law passed at the first session of the Thirty. 
| Third Congress, and approved August 4, 1854, appropriating 
$248,000 for the erection at New Orleans of amarine hog- 
pital ofa snitable size to accommodate the sick and disabled 
seamen arriving at that port, contains a clause prohibiting 
the application of any portion of the funds so.appropriated, 
i| unless the sum shall be suflicient to complete the structure. 
|| To carry out the provisions of this law, 1 caused plans of a 
suitable building to be prepared, and invited bids ‘for its 
constuction. Proposals were received, and found to ex-, 
eeed the mnount appropriated. A 
It is made my duty, by the proviso, to report the subject 
back to Congress, with such estimates as shall be found 
suflicient to complete the work. In compliance with thé` 


{| proviso, I have the honor to state that the lowest bids re- 
|| ceived for building the hospital of brick, (fire proof,y and 
H to sceure a good foundation, exceed the appropriatten 
| 


51,659 20. 

‘The towest bid fora building exclusively of iron, and the 
|| expense of preparing a sceure foundation, exceeds the 8p- 
propriation by the sum of $86,322 10, 

‘Taking tbese bids as being as low as we probably shalt 
receive, when the building is again offered for contract, we 
i| shall need the following additional amounts to complete it: 
i If buile of brick and fire proof. su, ess. s.a. $151,659 20 
i} Uf buiit entirely of iron.......ccceeereeees 80,822 10 
il Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

! JAMES GUTURIE, 
if Secretary of the Treasury. 


It is more important that there should be‘ hos- 
| pital accommodations at this port than at any 
other, There is carried on there the greatest 
| foreign export trade on this continent. Owing to 
its peculiar situation, the crews of vessels visiting 
| the port are exposed to discases of a character 
| extremely fatal to the unacclimated constitution, 
| The Secretary of the ‘Preasury has adopted a 
i plan which we believe will afford all the accom- 
, modation required by the exigencies of trade and 
| humanity. dn order to carry out that plan this 
additional sum is required. It is demanded by 
‘| the interests of commerce and the safety of those 
i of our citizens who navigate vessels to that port. 
| Every consideration of humanity and every. prin» 
| ciple of public policy demand that we should 
"H make this appropriation for the benefit of that 
: meritorious class of our citizens. 

Mr. LETCHER. Ido not recoller tecisely 
what amount of money has been already appro- 
ýriated for this building; but my impression is 
that it is considerably upwards of $200,000, with 
ten per cent. added, to cover contingencies, be- 
sides ax indefinite amount for the purchase of a 
site. ‘Chis amendment proposes to add $86,000 
more. I am informed that $248,000 has been 
i already appropriated for this building. This 
| $86,000 will run the sum up to $335,000, for the 
li construction of this building. “When it is recol- 
‘lected that in the early part of the session the 
| Secretary of the Treasury represented that these 
sailors could be better accommodated, when siek, 
| by private contract, and these hospitals could be 
i leased out, T doubt the propricty of this large 
_ expenditure of the public money for the purpose 
| proposed. oe 
The amendment was agreed to. 


if 
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Mr. WOODWORTH offered the following 


endment: | 
‘or enlarging the building provided by law to be con- 
Sirlicted at Chicago, in the State of lilinois, for a custom- 
house, post office, and court-house, over the plan heretofore 
adopted for that purp so modifying said plan as, in the 
opinion of the Sceretary of the Treasury, the public con- 
venience shall require, $95,000, and ten per cent. on that 
stim for coutingeucies : Provided, That said enlargement 
and modification eau be completed within the sums here- 
tofore and hereby appropriated. 


Mr, WOODWORTH. I ask that a letter I 
have received from the Secretary of the Treasury 
may be read: 

The letter was read; and is as follows: 

Sin: An agent of the Department has recently visited 
Chicago, and reports that the building for the use of the | 
custom-house, post-office, and United States court at that | 
place, is, in consequence of the rapid inerease of business, 
entirely too small, Since the original plan was made the 
business of the offices has doubled, 

it is also found necessary, in order to render the base- 
ment story airy and dry, and available for post office pur- 
poses, to raise the lower walls higher than was at firstcon- | 
templated. i 
"To erect a building of suitable size and to effect the change 
of elevation, above referred to, will require an additional 
appropriation of 35,000, and ten per cent. for contingent | 
expenses. 

Very respectfully, your obedien 


\ 


t servant, 
JAMES GUTURIE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. KEITT. I rise to a point of order. 
There is no previous law authorizing this work 
Mr. WOODWORTH. ‘There is a law exist- 
ing for the construction of the work; and I now 
ask the indulgence of the committee for the pur- 
pose of making a few statements in connection 
with this matter, and in favor of the amendment 
which I have just offered. The last Congress 
authorized the erection of a building at Chicago 
for post-office, custom-house, and judiciary pur- 
poses. ‘The Secretary of the ‘Treasury placed 
the construction of this building under contract. 
The contractor is ready to proceed with his work; + 
‘but so confident was the Secretary that the build- 
ing to be erected would be insuficient for the 
purposes for which it is designed, that in the 
contract he had a provision made for an enlarge- 
ment, with the expectation that the present Con- 
gress would, at an carly day, authorize that i 
eflargement. ‘Che committee have heard read a 
communication from the Secretary, recommend- | 
ing the building to be enlarged so as to meet the || 
public wants, requiring ¢ 
tion of $65,000. 
1 willadd, Mr. Chairman, that the contractor 
hag commenced operations; and if the enlarge- 
ment is to be made at all it should be authorized 
now. By way of showing the necessity of this, 
I will state that the customs received at Chicago 
amount, for the last three years, to $1,133,303 60, | 
averaging nearly $400,000 for each year, The | 


| 
| 
| 


i 
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ji 
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post-oflice, in point of distributing, is the second 

office in the Union, being next to that of New 
York city. The amount for the first quarte” of 
the present year is over $100,000, and the daily 
arrivals of newspapers will average two hundred 
and fifty bushels. ‘The business of the office has 
doubled within the last two years, with a pros- 
pect for a similar increase in the two years to 
come. 

I trust, under these circumstances, there will 
be no hesitation on the part of the committee to 
adopt the recommendation of the Secretary, and 
authorize the enlargement proposed by this 
amendment. 


Mr. SAGE, from the Committee of Ways and |! 


Means, offered the following amendment: 


To complete the rooms in the City Hall, Utica, New 
York, for the proper accommodation of the United States | 
district and circuit courts held in that city, and their ofii- 
eers, as was directed by the Actor Congress approved 30th | 
of September, 1850, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GOODE offered the following amendment: | 

For continuing the construction of the Washington aque- 
duet, $300,000. 

Mr. PRINGLE. I object to that amendment 
on the ground that there is no existing law for it, | 
and never has been any law for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inquire 
of the gentleman from Virginia if there is any | 
law authorizing the construction of this work? 

Mr. GOODE. There was a law passed making 
an appropriation for a survey, and directing the 
President to select a plan. The law was carried 
into effcct; a plan was adopted by the President. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair decides that ii 


aqueduct has long since been defined in this 
House. I defined my position in the last Con- 


gress. I made a proposition here which I think 


|i work, will necessar 


4 days, 


any more money L 


u additional appropria- || ¢ cig 
|| that, if he would put it in proper shape, I would || 


the amendment is in order, as it is for the con- 
tinuance of a work already commenced by the 


I desire to state that, as this 
| House knows, there have been two appropria- 


{tions made upon bills similar to this in two pre- 
|l ceding sessions of Congress, which appropria- | 


‘tions are now exhausted. Contracts have been 
i made under these appropriations, which are not 
| completed, and for which the contractors have 


i 


ij not been paid. The appropriations having been 


| exhauste 


| d, the work will be suspended during 


| the coming winter, and will be exposed to all the 
‘injuries which may ensue from the inclemency of 
‘the weather. It is necessary, therefore, in order 
to avoid this evil, that an appropriation should 
be made. 

Furthermore, the stock now on hand, and the 
property on hand, for the construction of the 
ily have to be sold, and the 
Government have to encounter the loss conse- 
quent upon such sale, if we do not make an 
appropriation which is obviously necessary. I 

hope there wiil be no objection to the amend- 
| ment. 
Mr. COVODE, 
i ment by reducing it to $100,000. I will state that 
ian examination is being made by competent per- 
isons. A few figures were handed me thismorn- 
ing, which show that the brickwork alone was 
! contracted for at twelve dollars per thousand, and 
| is now costing fifty-seven dollars per thousand. 
The report will be made to the committee author- 
ized to examine the question within two or three 


Elouse that the whole scheme is wild, and that 
some other arrangement ought to be made before 
is appropriated. 

This work was undertakon on 
estimates made by competent engineers, But 
there has been a systematic effort to defeat it on 
the part of those who are not known to the pub- 
lic, but who desire to get contracts. Jt is impor- 


Mr. GOODE, 


tant that this House should know that this work | 


is one which should be prosecuted, because it is 
one which the necessities of the public demand. 
Mr. COVODE. Will the gentleman allow me 
toexplain? Instead of making an effort to get 
up acompany to build this work, I went to the 
engineer, Captain Mcigs, and proposed to him 


vote for him. 

Mr. GOODE. Who knows the gentlemen that 
| are brought forward here as contractors by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. COVODE. 1 say I do not ask for a com- 
pany. z 
| Mr. GOODE. Isay there is asystematic effort 

to defeat this work—a work essential to the neces- 


|| sities of the Government. And it is to be defeated 
‘i by men not known to the cou 
there is no responsibility attached. Whom do | 


ntry, and to whom 


we bring forward as the projector of this work? 
A man acting on his responsibility as a public 
| agent, acting on his professional responsi 
as a man of distinction, in this country. Jt has 
been often affirmed that no estimates have been 
made for this work, and as often unavailingly 
have we referred gentlemen to the full estimates. 
Gentlemen have often stated here that this work 
Lis to cost $10,000,000; but here are the incontro- 
j vertible proofs thatit is not to exceed $2,000,000. 
Three hundred and fifty thousand dollars have 
Í been already appropriated to the work, and ex- 


ij pended, and now, if the work is to be left in its 


present condition, great losses will be sustained 
by the Government from the frosts of next winter. 
| Is this work to be suspended, and the Govern- 
i ment to sustain such Joss, all for the reason that 
i there are some persons, unknown to the House, 
who are making private surveys, and private 
estimates, so as to get contracts from the hands 
of the Government? I trust the House will see 
the necessity of making this appropriation; that 
it will be made without hesitation; and that the 


| will be voted down. 
Theamendmentto the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GREENWOOD. I move to amend the 


| amendment by decreasing the amount $50,000. 
‘| Mr. Chairman, my position on the subject of this 


I move to amend the amend- | 


which will satisfy every member of the | 


bility, | 


! amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania | 
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| Government. 


| Mr. GOODE. 


t 


i 


| a drop. 


| steam and navigation, 


was equitable and fair, 
holders in Washington and Georgetown should 
bear some proportion of the expenses. Į do not 
‘think it proper now to consume the time of the 
House in discussing the propriety of carrying on 
the work further at this time. Ihave announced, 
during the present session of Congress, that in- 
asmuch as some $350,000 have been expended, f 
should cease any very decided opposition to the 
measure. But, sir, we have had a very direct 
expression of the sentiment of this House during 
the present session of Congress, when, on the 
yeas and nays being taken, a proposition to make 
an appropriation for the work was defeated by a 
jority of twenty-seven. 


majority : 
Mr. GOODE. “Allow me to say, sir, that the 


namely: that property 


amendment was rejected on the main argument, 


that it was not fora deficiency, and ought not to 
be offered to the deficiency bill. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. The gentleman from 
Virginia may be correct with reference to the 
particular bill to which the amendment was of- 


| fered; but I differ with him as to the argument 


used against it. I take it that the vote by which 
the House rejected the proposition by a large 
majority was a decided expression of the senti- 
ment of this House as to the continuing the 
works at this time. Iso regarded it then, and I 
so regard it now; and I have only proposed my 
amendment for the purpose of appealing to the 
gentleman from Virginia and others who advo- 
cate, and have advocated, the completion of this 
work, that they should cease discussing the ques- 
tion now, as, in my judgment, there is a decided 
majority of the House against it; and all the time 
consumed in discussing it is so much time taken 
from the business of the House. 

Mr, GOODE. Iam much ob 
tleman for his considcrateness. ; 

Mr. KEITT. Iam opposed tothe amendment 
of the gentleman from Arkansas, because I think 
the amount proposed in the amendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia is too small. I remem- 
ber, when the gentleman from Virginia, some 
months ago, proposed a similar amendment to 
the deficiency bill, it was objected to, and the 
amendment was rejected because it was not 
proper to be inserted in the deficiency bill. lan 
unwilling to consume the time of the committee 


liged to the gen- 


‘ unnecessarily at this late period of the sessions 


but, sir, it seems to me that there is searcely a 
matter connected with our legislation of greater 
importance than this. If 1 were satisfied that 
there was a decided majority of the House against 
the construction of the work, | would not occupy 
even five minutes in discussing it; but I am not 
satisfied that such is the fact. _ 

Now, sir, E am in favor of, and Tam surprised 
at, the aversion which certain gentlemen in this 
House manifest to cold water for them to drink. 
[Laughter.] Perhaps they are influenced by an 
argument which I once heard made against the 

-use of cold water, which was that, although there 
were many instances in the Scriptures of wine 
being drunk, there was but one instance of water 
being called for, which was by Dives, and he 
was where he ought to be, and did not get even 

[Laughter.] Now, sir, J am in favor 

of using water for other purposes than merely for 

I think it may be drunk 
—perhaps not too much of it—but I think it is 
occasionally useful for that purpose. 

Mr. Chairman, this Government has already 
expended $355,000 upon this enterprise. Appro- 
priations have been made by different Congresses, 
and the policy of constructing the work may be 
considered as established. We are told that the 
work can be proceeded with only during certain 
portions of the year; that during certain months 
in the year no man, woman, or child there escapes 
the chills and fever; and it is important, therefore, 
that the appropriation should be made at once. 
It is important, as a matter of economy, that the 
appropriation should be made to carry on the 
work before it crumbles by the hand of time, and 
the $355,000 already expended is squandered to 
no purpose. | hope the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Goong] will be agreed 
to. 

Mr. GREENWOOD, by unanimous consent, 
withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. COVODE. I move to amend by diminish- 
ing the appropriation $20,000. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, I discover by the concluding remarks. of 
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the gentleman from Virginia, that he persists in 


his statement, that the private parties who have 
proposed to construct those works. are not re- 
sponsible parties. Sir, does the gentleman from 
Virginia say that your new Governor of Kansas 
is nota responsible man, for he is one of the 
parties who propose to construct the work. I 
say, sir, that those parties have abundant means 
to construct the work, 

But i wish again to call the attention of the 
House to the estimates of the chief engineer. 


He has estimated the excavation of earth at ten | 


cents per cubic yard. Every gentleman must 
know that the actual cost will be much larger 
than that. His estimate is twelve dollars for brick 
work, while, as I have said, the real cost has been 
fifty-seven dollars. These items will demonstrate 
the reliableness of the estimates which we have be- 
fore us, and gentlemen can form some idea of the 
amount to which the cost of this work will swell. 

Mr. Meigs, in his report, says that the engincer 


who shall bridle the Potomac will acquire for | 


himself fame. In speaking of the Roman works 
he says that, notwithstanding the construction 


of them impoverished the people, we can now | 


drink at their flowing fountains, and look back 
and forgive them their errors. Now, I do not 
believe that the people of the United States wish 
to be impoverished by constructing magnificent 
water-works for the city of Washington. I do 
not believe they wish to follow the policy of the 


Jewish nation, which impoverished the ten tribes | 


of Israel, to build up Judea and Jerusalem, thus 
occasioning a revolt. 


Mr. Chairman, I am willing to see water- | 


works constructed for the Government and this 
city. I told Captain Meigs distinctly, that I 
would vote a liberal appropriation for a work 
upon a proper basis. But, as I have said, these 
works are upon a scale that will furnisk sixty 
times as much water as the wants of the city 
require. Itis said that the balance of the water 


wiil be used to drive machinery; but will any | 


gentleman suppose for a moment that we should 
be justified in such enormous expense for the 
urpose of furnishing water to drive machinery? 

o, sir. A thirty-inch or three-feet pipe would 
furnish all the water necessary for the require- 
ments of the city. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, I beg to say to the 
gentleman fromaPennsylvania, that the various 
plans for bringing water into this city were sub- 
mitted to the President, and after a careful exam- 


and two or three successive Congresses have 
approved the plan by voting appropriations for 
the work. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
says heis perfectly willing to vote appropriations 
for bringing water to the city, provided it can be 
brought according to his plan. Now, sir, E know 


nathing about the gentleman’s plan. I know | 


nothing of the various private speculations that 
have been formed in reference to the work. 
we cannot all have our plans. 
the plan which has been adopted was adopted 


after careful examination, and it may be consid- | 


ered as the settled plan for the work. i 

But, again: who does not feel the necessity 
there is fora supply of water in this city? The 
health of the city requires it. 
Government require it. 

I wish to say to the gentleman from Arkansas, 
that this appropriation is asked for public uses. 
If citizens derive advantage from the introduc- 


tion of the water into the city, they will do so at | 


their own expense. The object of the amend- 
ment is to construct the trunk, which is to con- 
duct this water to the city and to the buildings 
of the Government. 
purposes, then Í say to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas, that itis to be done at the expense of 
the citizens of Georgetown and Washington, 
and not at the expense of the Government, 


Sir, į 
As TI have said, į 


The wants of the į 


Let: 


| 
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I 
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í 
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| 
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| 
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i 


ination of them all he determined upon this one; || 


Mr. GOODE. I call for tellers on the amend- 
ment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Denver and 
McCarry were appointed. 

The question was taken on Mr. Goope’s | 
amendment; and the tellers reported—ayes 49, | 
noes 74. 


So the amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. DOWDELL. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

For the extension of the grounds of the marine hospital 
at Mobile, Alabama, according to the recommendation of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, $5,000. ” 

This appropriation is recommended by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. It is recommended | 
by the grand jury of the circuit court of the i 
United States for that district, and by the surgeon 
of the hospital. 

Mr. LETCHER. There is no existing law 
authorizing the purchase of thisadditional ground; 
and for the reason heretofore given by the Chair | 
it strikes me that the amendment is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the | 
point, and rules the amendment out of order. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. I offer the 
following amendment: | 

And that $5,009 be, and is hereby, appropriated for leas- 
ing a court-house in the town of Pontotoc, in the State of | 
Mississippi, for holding the district court of the United | 
States. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
of order upon that amendment. 

Mr. MecCARTY. Is there any Jaw author- 
izing the holding of a court at that place? i 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatisa proper question | 
for the gentleman from Mississippi to answer. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is a question of fact 
which I will undertake to answer. 

Mr. BENNETT. There is a Jaw authorizing 
the holding of a court at that place. ` 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The point I make is, that 
itis independent legislation in an appropriation 
bill. There is no law authorizing the leasing of ; 
a court-house there. i 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the ; 


I make a point | 
| 
f 


i! point of order, and decides that the amendment is | 


not in order. | 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee of Ways | 
and Means, offered the following amendment to | 
come in after line one hundred and fifty-three: | 


And that the appropriation for removing the stone wall 
which now joins the southern boundary of the park at the | 


I Presidents House may be extended, in accordance tosuch i 


plan as may be hereafter approved by the President, for | 


ii the purpose ef removing said wail and inclosing said park. j 


i fered the following a 


If it be tapped for private | 


any gentleman walk through the city, and the . 
odor arising from the sewers will satisfy him of | 


the absolute necessity for the introduction of 


water for the health of the citizens and those who | 
are forced to reside here. Ido hope, tor the credit ; 


of the country and the health of this community, 
that we will at least appropriate money sufficient 
to carry on this work, which has been already 
commenced. 

The question was taken on the amendment to 
the amendment, and it was disagreed to. 


| 
i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
t 
i 


j 
| 


The amendment was agreed to. | 
j 


Mr. PHELPS, from the same committee, of- | 
mendment to follow the | 

amendment last adopted: | 
That the President shali canse the money appropriated i 
for the erection of a suitable house forthe plants recently ' 
brought from Japan, forthe Jnited States, to be applicd as ! 
directed by the act making appropriations for the civil and | 
diplomatic expenses of the Government for the year end- į 
ing the 39th of June, 1258, l 
Mr. PHELPS. There is but one word of : 
explanation necessary upon that amendment, An | 
appropriation of $1,500 for the purpose of erect- | 
ing a building for the preservation of the plants | 
brought by the Japan expedition appears in the 
last civil and diplomatic biil to have been passed; 
but in fact it was not passed, thongh it is in the 
enrolled bill. The Secretary of the Interior, after 
the passage of the act, gave to the then Commis- 
sioner of Public Buildings, Mr. B. B. French, 
directions to spend the money; but a few days 
afterwards, ascertaining that it had not, in fact, 
received the sanction of the House of Represent- ; 
atives, and that it had been improperly enrolled, | 
i 


he directed the Commissioner not to expend the | 
money. The present Commissioner, Dr. Blake, on | 
coming into office, found upon the appropriation 
book $1,500 for the purpose indicated in that 
act; and not finding the letter of the Secretary of- 
the Interior directing that the appropriation should 
not be used, went on, and made a contract for the 
crection of that building. It was partly erected 
before the Secretary of the Interior discovered 
that the Commissioner had gone on in opposition 
to bis directions. For the purpose of legalizing | 
that expenditure—though it is somewhat doubt- 
ful whether that is necessary—and to remove the 
existing doubt, I have offered the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


i That said compilation shall be 


Mr. HOWARD offered the following amends. 
ment: à z 2 


And that the Secretary of the Treasury be; and: 
hereby authorized to cause the building provided: by Ja‘ 
be constructed at Detroit, in the State of Michigan; tor 
custom house, post office, and court-house, to be increased 
in fength over the plan heretofore-adopted for that purpose, - 
not to exceed twenty-five feet, and: to modify and:enlarge 
said plan so as to adapt the same to such increased length, 
if, in the opinion of the Secretary, the publie convenience `, 
shall require such modification : Provided, "That. such, éx- 
tension and modification can be accomplished at an expense 
not exceeding &30,000, and a sum not exceeding ten.per 
cent. on the said last mentioned sum, for superintendence 
and contingencies; which sums, or so much thereof.as 
shall be necessary, are hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: And 
provided further, That no money shali. be. paid under: this | 
clause of this bill, unti] the Secretary of the Treasury shalt 
contract for the completion of said so extended building; at 
a cost within the sums heretofore and hereby appropriated 
therefor. : i : 


Mr. HOWARD, Task that a letter from the 
Secretary ofthe Treasury upon this subject, may 
be read. 

The letter was read, and is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 28, 1856. 
GENTLEMEN: In reply to your letter of the 23d instants I 
have to state that, in view of the increase of the .city.of 
Detroit, and in order to provide suitable accommodations 
to public officers, commensvrate with its future growth, this 
Department is disposed to recommend an enlargement of 
the buildimg authorized to be constructed at that place fer js 
a cusiom house and other purposes. An addition of twetve ™~ 
and a half feet to cach end, making the building one hun- 
dred and ten feet long by sixty wide, will, itis supposed, 
give ample room for the different branches of the public ser- 
vice tor which it was designed, and for many years t0 come, 
To build such addition would require an additional appre- 
priation of $30,000, with ten per cent. thereon for contin- 
gent expenses. ` 
The fetter of Mr. Harmon, received with yours, is here- 
witb returned. : “ 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, i 
JAMES GUTHRIE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. Lewts Cass and Hon, C. E. STUART, x 
United States Senate. | 


Mr. HOWARD. By existing law, for the 
purpose of accommodating three branches of the 
public service, to furnish a court-house, custom- 
house, and post office, a site has been purchased . 
The old building, which was of considerable value, 


it has been taken down, and a contract fora new 


building, according to the old plan, made. The 
material of the new building is on the ground, and 
such is the necessity for the alteration, the lot. 
being sufficiently large to make the alteration 
without an additional purchase of land, that the 
Secretary has seen fit to suspend the work for the 
time being. The contract being made, and the 
materials being on the ground, it is believed that 
the damages to be paid for a permanent suspen- 
sion would be more than the cost of the altera- 
tion and enlargement. This amendment simply 
proposes to carry out the existing law in the most 
advantageous way. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [ wanttoask whether there 
is one single one of these custom-houses recom- 
mended by the Seeretary of the Treasury during 
the last Congress, and for which appropriations 
were made in pursuance of that recommendation, 
which has not been found deficient—not large 
enough, not wide enough, or in some way inap- 
propriate to the business of the place where it is 
situated ? 

Mr. McCARTY. I can answer that question. 
I applied to the Secretary of the Treasury foran 
enlargement of the Oswego custom+house, and 
the Secretary refused to do it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Well, thatis onc out of the 
long list of custom-houses and marine hospitals 
that the Seeretary of the Treasury has refused 
to recommend an enlargement of. Within the 
last year or two these buildings must have grown 
too lite, or the business must have grown very 
rapidly. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PRINGLE, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, offered the following amendment: 

For the completion of the collection of the seventh and 
last volume of the statistics and other information of Indian 
tribes, authorized by the act of 3d Mareh, 1847, and sub 
sequent acts, the sum of $17,200: Provided, That said 
volame shall be condensed as fo embrace au the material 
now or to be collected, and not ini xin any respect ta 
the preesding volumes, and to bo completed within two 
years from the passage of this act: stud p od further, 
: biceted, berore publica- 
tioa, to revision by the Secretary of the Interior, with a view 
to the curtailment in the work of all matters useless itrel- 
evant, or inconsistent with the abjects of the work. 


HE CONGRESSIONAL 


GLOBE. 


= 


August 8, 


Mp: PRINGLE. In explanation, I will say 
fiat, at the time the last appropriation was made, 
Ak was thought that six volumes would contain || 
all the materials collected, and in the hands of | 
Mr. Schoolcraft; but now it is ascertained that 
there are materials enough, and valuable materials, 
for another volume, which is to be the last. The 
amount to be ‘paid depends somewhat on the 
size of the volume. 

Mr. HOUSTON. {had understood that we had 
passed alaw to limiting the number of volumes 
of the work, I believe, five volumes. It was, 
too, on full consideration and consultation with 
the gentleman who himself proposed to make 
this. publication, that Congress limited the num- 
ber of volumes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will refer to the law. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Please have it read. We 
will never get through this kind of thing so long 
as we'propose to give large bounties for them. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. In reply to the inquiry of 
the gentleman from Alabama, 1 will read that 
“portion of the act of 1855. It is: 

“Por the completion of the collection ef the sixth and 
fast vohime of the statistics and other information of Indian 
tribes, authorized by the act of 8d March, 1847, and sub- 
sequent acts, the sum of $17,200: Provided, That said vol- 
ume shall be so condensed. as to embrace all the material 
now, or to be, coliceted, and not inferior in any respect to 
the preceding volumes: And, provided further, That said 
compilation shall be subjected, before publication, to revi- 
sion by the Secretary of the Interior, with a view to the 
curtailment in the work of all matters useless, irrelevant, or 
inconsistent with the objects of the work, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it will be observed that 
the appropriation made at the last Congress was 
on the express provision that it was to terminate 
this work. 

Mr. PRINGLE, It was thought at the last ses- 
sion that six volumes would complete the work. 
But it is found that there is material enough to 
make another volume. A hundred years hence, 
perhaps, this work will be all that will be left of 
the Indians of this country. I think, therefore, || 
the appropriation ought to be made. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Idonot know, Mr. Chair- 
man, that it will make any great difference 
whether this amendment be ad@ptcd or not. I 
am satisfied, from the manner in which the com- 
mittee is going on, that we will have amendments | 
anough to make ten such bills as that reported 
from the Committee of Ways and Means. I 
have great anxiety to hurry the bill through in 
some form or other, Atthe rate we are going on, 
Jam satisfied that it will never becomea law; and 
we are spending our time usclessly, in my opin- 
ion, in making these amendments. E hope we : 
will hurry on and get the bill out of cominitice | 
in some shape, Í 

The amendment was rejected, i 


i vent future Congresses from making further ap- 


Mr. WHEN WY. Loffor the following 
ment: 

For repairing tie Gover 
and wharly atthe quarantir 
York, 640,000, 

T have been myself? over the ground, and wit- 


a 


mend- | 


t buildings, store drouses, | 
tion at the port of New 


and I am satisfied that, unless the appropriation 
be made, the Government will be a loser. These 
buildings are for the storage of goods deposited | 
at quarantine, The responsibility of their safe- | 
keeping falls upon the Government, ‘This appro- ! 
priation of $40,800 would put these buildings in ; 
a good condition, and would be, perhaps, the | 
means of saving hundreds of thousands of dollars : 
in losses. I.trust the committee will agree to the 
-mendment. 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 


the following amendment: 
Strike ont the following lines of the bill: 
"To supply deficiencies în the revenue of the Post Office | 
Department, 82,250,000. i 
That clause has been put in the Post Office 
appropriation bill. 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MOTT. 
ment: 


I offer the following amend-: 


To authorize the Secretary of the Interior to enlarge the 
building now in progress of erection, to be used as 
house and post office, at Toledo, in the State of Ohio, by the 
addition of another story, and otherw as he shali find : 
dient, the swn of $20,000, with ten per centum thereon 
for contingencies! Provided, That no part of the money shall 
ve expended until the Secretary of the Treasury shall have 


} Iam instructed © 
by the Committee of Ways and Means to olfer | 


i f Pes oy Berea. A zi : y ate i 
nessed the dilapidated condition of these buildings, © following amendment: 


i amount heretofore and hercby appropriated. 


| scarcely large enough to accommodate the different branches 


| are of greater height than the structure now authorized, 


contracted, on such security as he may approve, for the 
completion of the said building so to be enlarged, at asum 
equal 105 or less than, the sum heretofore and hereby appro- 
priated. = 


I desire that the report of the Committee on 
Commerce. shall be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the 
bill making an additional appropriation for the eularge- 
ment of the custont-liouse and post office building at Toledo, 
Ohio, report : 

"Phat they have had the matter under consideration, and, 
in view of the recommendations and of the facts stated in 
the following letter on the subject from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, they report the bill back again to the House, and 
recommend its passage. 


Treasony DEPARTMENT, April 11, 1856. 

Sm: T have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 9th instant, transmitting a bill for an additional appro- | 
priation for the enlargement of the custom-bouse and post | 
office building at Toledo, Ohio. 

In reply thereto, I have to state that the appropriation for : 
this work was $40,000, for a building of forty-five by sixty | 
fect, and thirty-two feet high. 

The Department is of opinion that such a building is | 


of the publie business to be provided for, especially that of 
the post office, and that an enlargement will he necessary. 
The Department, therefore, is in favor of increasing the 
building by the addition of another story, which will also be 
an advantage in an architectural point of view, as all the 
buildings in the immediate vicinity of the custom-house site 


"Fo build such a third story would require an additional j 
appropriation of $20,000, with ten per cent. thereon for 
contingencies. 

f have further to add, that the buildings spoken of as 
overshadowing the site of the custom-honse were not in 
existence at the time ‘the plans of the building were pre- 
pared. This fact is an evidence of the rapid growth of the 
city. 

Very respéctfully, your obedient servant, H 

JAMES GUTHRIE, i 

Secretary of the Treasury. | 

Hon. E. B. Wasunerne, Chairman of Committee on Com- | 
merce, Louse of Representatives. ; 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move to amend | 
the amendment by adding: | 

Provided, That vo future appropriation shall be made for | 
the work. : 

Mr. LETCHER. Ido not see much good in | 
that amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, | 
{Mr. Campseu..] [have no idea that any future | 
Congress will pay the slightest attention to any ; 
such proviso. This custom-house at 'Toledo is 
forty feet long by some thirty-odd in breadth, | 
and thirty fect high. Last year $40,000 was ap- | 
propriated to build it, and now it is proposed to ; 
raise it another story, and an appropriation of 
$20,000, with ten per cent. extra, isasked for that | 
purpose. It seems to me that the sum is rather | 
disproportionate to the work proposed to be done. 
I hope the proviso proposed by the gentleman 
will not be adopted, for it will be useless to pre- 


Pa i 
propriations. i 
pas ' 
The amendment to the amendment was not ; 

i 


+ agreed to. 


“The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. BALL. Iam instructed by the Commit- | 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds to offer the ; 


"Po enable the Sceretary of the Interior to purchase five | 
hundred burial lots in the Congressional Barying-Ground, 
asum not exceeding $5,000: Provided, She same be ex- : 
pended in the construction of an iron fence on the north ; 
side of said burial-ground. 


The amendment was agreed to. | 


Mr. MOTT. I offer the following amendment: | 


To authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to enlarge the i 
building now in progress of erection, to be used as a custom- | 
house and post office, at Toledo, in the State of Ohio, by | 

he addition of another s and otherwise, as he may fad 
.500, with ten per cent. thereon | 
> The money shall not be ap- ; 
ry shali have contracted, on such 
sas he may approve, for the completion of said | 
enlarged, at a sum equal to, or less than, the ; 


riaiecd unti 
sariti 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. We have passed 


i the portion of the bill where this amendment | 
© ought to bo inserted, and I hold the amendment | 


to be out of order, | 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already : 

decided that, in his opinion, this was a bill made 

up of many and various miscellancous items, and 


: . > : 
that it was not material that an amendment, if ; 


in order, should be offered to any particular par- : 
agraph. : 

Mr. JONES. That isa very strange decision. | 
I think this amendment ought to have been pro- : 
posed at that part of the bill where such build- | 
ings are provided for. We are now on appro- I 


1 


priations in reference to the surveys of the public 
lands; and surely this amendment has nothing 
to do with that subject. 

The CHAIRMAN, In offering an amendment 
to a bill of a miscellaneous character like this, it 
is not necessary that it should be on the same 
subject as the paragraph after which itis inserted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. I offer the following 
amendment by direction of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs: i 

To extend and complete the Anoka aud Mille Lac road 
to the intersection of the road: from Crow Wing to Knife 
Portage, 82,500. . 

To extend and complete the road from Crow Wing to 
Knite Portage, $8,000. 

‘fo extend and complete tae road from Leech Creek to 
Pembina, $12,000: Provided, Said roads be continued and 
completed under the direction of the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. LETCHER. I rise to a question of order. 
The amendment is not germane to this bill. It is 
not in order to this portion of the bill which re- 
lates to the public lands of the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any law author- 
izing this work? 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. Tt is in pursuance 
of law and treaty stipulation. “The roads have 
been commenced, and these appropriations are 
required for their completion. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessce. If it isin pursu- 
ance of Indian treaty, why were not the appro- 
priations made in the Indian appropriation bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. This is a miscellaneous 
bill, and contains appropriations in regard to al- 
most every subject. 

Mr. PHELPS. If this amendment be for the 
purpose of carrying out ety stipulations with 
ihe Indians, it cannot be embraced in this bill. 
There is an express rule on the subject, that no 
money for the purpose of carrying outa treaty 
stipulation shall bc embraced in one of the general 
appropriation bills. ` ‘ 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. I call attention to the 
followitig letter from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE [NTERIOR, . 
OFFICE Invian AFFAIRS, February 19, 1856. 

Sin: T have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the 14th instant, asking for a copy_of the report of 
William MecAboy, special agent of this office for the con- 
struction of certain roads in the Territory of Minnesota. 
provided for by the third article of the treaty concluded aad 
February, 1855, with the Mississippi Chippewas, and of the 
estimate appended thereto; also for the opinion of the De- 
partment, as to the propriety and neces of continuing 
the construction of the road as recommended by bim: 

In compliance with your request, I transmit herewith a 
copy of the report and estimate referred to. 

Lhave no hesitation in expressing the opinion, that, inde- 
pendent of the benefits which the Indiitns and the citizens 
of the ‘Territory of Minnesota would derive from the con- 
struction of the roads recommended by. Mr. McAboy, the 

Jovernment would thereby, ina few years, save, in the 
transportation of goods and provisions, &¢., mere than itis 
estimated said roads will cost. 

Very respectfully. your obedient servant, 

GEORGE W. MANYPENNY, Commissioner. 
Hon. H. M. Rics, House of Representatives. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is of the opin- 
ion that the point is well taken; and, unless there 
be an existing law authorizing the appropriauion, 
will rule the amendment out of order. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. I was mistaken in 
supposing there was an existing Iaw authorizing 
these appropriations. I am, however, informed 
by the Delegate from the Territory of Minnesota 
thatappropriations have been made for the work—~ 
that it has been. commenced, and that this money 
is required for its completion. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. TYSON offered the following, amend- 
ment: 

For furnishing and ernamenting. the Capitol with such 
works of art as may be ordered and approved by the joint 
Coumnittee on the Library, to be placed in either wing ct 
tne Capito! when ready for their reception, $20,060. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I doubt the propriety*os 
making that appropriation now. Those new 
wings of the Capitol will not be completed cer- 


| tainly before the next Congress, and Í think we 


should not make such an appropriation as this so 
long in advance. i 

Mr. SMITH, (of Virginia.) I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. The amendment is not germane 
to the appropriation under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. So faras being germeue 
to the bill is concerned, the Chair holds chet he 
cannot sustain the point of order. ae 


* 


® 


thoriżing it? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
law, orif the appropriation is for a contingency 
in carrying out works already in progress, the 
Chair holds the amendment to be in order. 


If there- be an existing 


Mr. TYSON. 
ing work. , 

Mr. McMULLIN. [appeal to the committee 
to know if they are going to appropriate $20,000 
for the purpose of purchasing ornaments for a 
building which cannot be used for two years to 
come? 

Mr. PHELPS. The object of the amendment, 
I suppose, is this: to permit the Joint Committee 
on the Library to expend this much money in 
procuring works of art to be placed in the Capitol 
extension. These works of art could be pro- 
cured under the general appropriation for the 
building of the Capitol, and expended in that 
way. Iam more willing to trust the Cammittee 
on the Library, than to trust the architect of the 
Capitol extension. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. It seems to me that this 
is expending money in advance of the time when 
itis needed, Ido not suppose that these wings 
of the. Capitol will be prepared for use before 
next December twelve months, 1 ask gentlemen 
if they. suppose that the Congress of the United 
States will occupy those wings before the time I 
have indicated? Why, then, not let the next 
Congress make this appropriation? 1 hope the 
gentleman will withdraw the amendment, and 
not insist upon it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to reduce 
the appropriation $5,000. It seems to me that it 
would not be very good policy to authorize a 
committee of this Congress to superintend the 
preparation of works of art for ornamenting this 
Capitol. This joint committee will expire and 
go outof existence on the 4th of March: next. 
The present committee, strictly speaking, will 
go out upon the adjournment of this session; but 
the probability is, I may say almost certainty, that 
they will, if they live, be reappointed next ses- 


It is for carrying out an exist- 


sion, but at furthest they cannot continue after | 


the 4th of March next. 

Now, sir, it will not be possible to have any 
work of artexecuted by that time. Again, sir, the 
superintendent of the extension of these wings 
of the Capitol is now in the course of execution 
of various works of art, to be placed in different 
parts of those wings for ornaments. They are 

eing executed in sheds north of the Capitol, and 
some of them are very superior specimens of art, 

Mr. PRINGLE. 
“ Back woodsman ?”’ 

Mr. JONES. ‘The gentleman asks my opin- 


jon about one piece which represents a pioneer | 


in a new country chopping down a tree. Isay I 


do not think that that isa very good specimen. | 


The model only is there, but they have not yet 
commenced to put it into marble. I do not think 
that the model is a good representation of the 
idea intended to be conveyed by it; though per- 
haps I am nota judge. Ido not think the work 
was conceived or made by one acquainted with 
pioneer life. 

zut there. are other works there. One repre- 
sents the “ Mechanic,” in his working garb, 
with his tools by him. ‘That, according to my 
‘work is fimshed. There are others in plaster, 
not yet put into marble. One representing an 
Indian chieftain in full costume; another repre 
senting ‘* Education; another “ Hope,” &c. 
Among these various works of art there are sev- 


eral which, 1 think, are very superior works of : 


their kind. 
them will be well executed; and perhaps it 
would be better ta leave them, and all others of a 
similar character, under the direction of the Su- 
perintendent of Public Buildings, than to place 
them under the direction of the Joint Committee 


on the Library, which will exist at longest but i 


five or six months. 
Mr. FLORENCE. The argument of the gen- 


tleman overreaches itself. He says that the pre- | 
paration of these works require sometime. ‘Phe i: 
joint committee, the gentleman says, expires with ! 
Now the joint committee, or: 


this Congress. 


any committee, is perpetual, so far as itself is | 
if 


concerned. 


Mr. JONES. No, sir. 


What do you think of the | 


judgment, isa superior work of the kind. Thati: 


H 


t 


And I have no doubt that most of ti 


ii 
| and insert the word * eight 5 
| 


: should be adopted. 
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Mr. FLORENCE. The gentleman says that 
is not so. Then, if the joint committee is au- 
i thorized to make this contract with. the artists, 
‘the superintendent having charge of the work 
i can, for the purpose of accomplishing the sug- 
| gestion contained in my colleague’s amendment, 
i take his authority frem the Committee. on the 
l Library. 

_ Now, sit, it seems to me pecntiarly proper, 
| just at this time, if it is considered’ proper by the 
| House or by the committee to make an appro- 
i priation in order to procure these works of art, 
t that we should make it now; for by the time 
i these works can be executed, the wings will be 
advanced towards completion, and the orna- 
ments can be better placed then than when the 
buildings are further advanced. 

The question that is now presented to the com- 
mittee is as to the utility of this thing—the neces- 
sity of it. Ought it to be done? And if it be 
declared that it ought, then, in my judgment, this 
is the time when the appropriation should be 
made for that purpose. For months past there 
; have been in execution, in a building north of the 
Capitol, very beautiful works of art—works very 
creditable to the genius of the persons engaged 
upon them; whether they are native or foreign 
artists, | do not know. ‘They are all very beau- 
tiful, with the exception, perhaps, of that statue 
representing frontier-life. I have not been ever 
engaged in frontier-life myself, except about the 
borders of my own district, and 1 know little 
else than that about it. But Ido know some- 
thing of mechanics, and recollect some school-life 
svenes, and I say that ali these models presented 
themselves to my mind as very beautiful, and 
quite true to the characters intended to be repre- 
| sented. I trust the proposition of my colleague 
will prevail. 

Mr. JONES withdrew his amendment. 

The question was taken; and Mr. Tyson’s 
amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. F am instructed 
by the Committee of Ways and Means to offer 
the following amendment; 

In line two hundred and sixty strike out the word six,” 


read as follows: 

For annual repairs of the Capitol, water-closcts, public 
stables, water-pipes, pavements, and other walks within the 
Capitol square, broken glass and locks, $8,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BALL. Iam directed by the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds to offer the 
following amendment: 

For the payment of laborers employed in shoveling snow 
from the walks to and around the Capitol, the President’s 
House, and other public buildiu 00. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CUMBACK. I offer the following amend- 


; ment: 

For erecting cast-iron lamp posts and lighting the same 
with gas from the western termination of Pennsylvanian 
avenne, through Bridge and ligh streets in Georgetown, 
$4,000: Provided, The cost of the same shall not execed 
the price paid for those now in use by the Governmen: on 
Pennsylvania avenue. 7 

I offer this amendment by the unanimous in- 
struction of the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. I think it is highly important and 
I do not desire to take up the 
time of the committee in further explanation, tt 
is offered at the request of the people of George- 
‘town, and by the unanimous consent of the Com- 
; mittee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It seems to me that 
| there is no propriety or justice whatever in this 
: amendment. 


it is for lighting streets outside of 
this city, and not leading to any of the public 


‘ buildings. Nor is it claimed, as with Washing- 
‘ton, that it belongs to this Government. ft was 
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It is well known that there are a grea 
eign ministers and members of Congre [ 
in Georgetown; and 1 think it of as much im- 


R 


portance that the streets of that town should be if 


i lighted as that the avenue leading to the navy 
ard should be lighted, where there are no public 


+ buildings. 


| 
| 


xo as to make the paragraph C EAN 
l| ures in this House, that 


‘ 


i 


|! system over into Georgetown, and there light 


_ Mr. JONES. Why, sit; Pendisylyania avenue 
is now lighted. west as far asthe: bridge across 
Rock. creek; and this amendment is. tq carry: t 


streets. 1 can see no propriety in that. : The pe 
| application will be to pave and light all the:s 
| of that town. : 


‘| Mr. TRAFTON called for tellers. 


Tellers were not ordered. 

| The question was taken; and the amendment 
| was rejected. f T 

i Mr. WALBRIDGE moved toamendthe'clause, 
« For purchase of books for library at the execs 
utive mansion, to be expended under the direction 
of the President of the United. States, $250,” by. 
adding the following: as 


| ‘The difference between the amount paid. to the several 
principal accountants of the: General Land Office and $1,400 
per annum, as contemplated for such service by the act of 
| July 4, 1836, reorganizing that office, shall be: paid out of 
any money in the Treasury nòt otherwise appro; dss 
i Mr. LETCHER. I rise to a point of order, 
That amendment provides for independent legi 
lation, and is therefore out of order. ee 
Mr. WALBRIDGE. Before the Chairdecides 
the point of order, 1 desire to have a communi- 
cation read. or 
Mr. LETCHER. No, sir; let the Chair decide 
the question of order, and I imagine there willbe 
no necessity for having the communication read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides. that 
i the point of order is well taken, and that the 
amendment is out of order. 
Mr. ZOLLICOFFER offered the following 
amendment: n 
Tor the repair of dams constructed by the Governinent:in 
the Cumberland river, $50,000. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. That amendment 
is not in order. : 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. 
upon what ground? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will state the ground. 
I can see very good reasons why the improve- 
ment which the gentleman from ‘Tennessee pro- 
poses to authorize ought tobe made, But let me 
say to the friends of internal improvement meas- 
, if we begin by attaching 
one improvement of this kind, we shall have 
every bill which has been reported in the House 
| for the improvement of rivers and harbors. at- 
tached to this civil appropriation bill. [hope the 
| gentleman from Tennessee will not insist on his 
amendment. 
| Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. The committee will 
recollect that the Government undertook to con- 
struct this work, and it has never been comple- 


I should like to knew 


ted. i ; 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the gentleman insists 
upon his amendment, I must insist upon my ques~ 
tion of order. There is no existing law author- 
izing the appropriation. 


Mr. ZOLLICOFTER. There is an existing 


law. ; 
| Mr. CAMPBELL, The amendment is not 


| river, saying that the dams 
+ and that the water 18 
i! colleagu 


Mr. MeMULLIN. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I should like to 
i know of my colleague when the last appropria- 
tion was made by the Government for this work? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. In 1834. Ihave here 
l a communication from the topographical bureau, 
i saying that the work has never been finished. 1 
| have statements from steamboat captains on that 
have broken throagh, 
washing their banks. My 
e well knows that this isan important 
work. ‘The commerce of that river is very val- 
| nable, and there is much danger of this important 
| work being destroyed. 


I should like to see the 
I am not 
law. Lap- 


| law authorizing this appropriation. 
aware of the existence of any such 
peal from the decision of the Chair. 


l The question, * Shall the decision of the Chaiz 
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stand ag the judgment of the committee??? was | 
taken: and it was decided in the negative. 

So the decision of the Chair was overruled, 
abd the amendment decided to be out of order. |! 


Mr. BALL, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, offered the following 
amendment: 

For the purchase of a lot, and the erection of a building, 
for the keeper of the upper bridge over the Eastern Branch 
of the Potomae, $1,500. i: 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Thatamendment 
certainly is not in order. There is no law au- 
thorizing this appropriation. | 

Mr. BALL. There is certainly a great ne- 
cessity for the work. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
amendment to be out of order. 

Mr. GILBERT moved to amend the clause, } 
s For repairs of the Potomac, navy yard, and | 

i de] ave} oF aS i 
upper bridges, $14,009,” by adding the following: | 

And the further sum of $192,000 for the erection of a f 
main pier or break water, and for an icc-breakerat the | 
horbor of Cape Vineent, on the St. Lawrenee river, in 
pursuance ot the report of Howard Stansbury, captain | 
topographical engineers, submitted to the War Departinent 
February 32, 1853. 

Mr. PHELPS. I rise to a question of order. 
That amendment certainly is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. “The Chair rules the 
amendment out of order, 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, from the Com- | 
mittee of Ways and Means, moved to strike out 
the following clause from the bill: 

For finishing the portico and entrance of the west wing 
of the. Patent Oifice butidiug, to pay the reservations due, | 
put up iron ruling, and lay down the necessary flagging | 
and pavements, $159,000. } 

For construction of a sewer in Judiciary square, $6,000. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

iMr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, Mr, Chairman, | 
I am instructed by the Committee of Ways and 
Means, to offer the following amendment: 

After the words, “for purchase of one dozen iron settees | 
for La Fayette square, S175,” add as follows: 

For repairs of water pipes, 3500. 

The amendinent was agreed to. 

Mr, CAMPBELL. Imove to strike from the 
bill, the following: i 

For repairing old portion of the Patent Office building, 
coustructing water-elosets therein, and casual repairs of the 
cast wing of said building, 4,000. | 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. What is the reason |; 
for moving to stvike it out? | 

Mr. CAMPBELL. ‘Phe appropriation was 
made in the deficiency bill, The Secretary says 
he docs not want it, and we are indisposed to 
give him more than he asics jor. 


Chair rules the |! 


| Committee on Agriculture to offer the following 


The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. BALL. Iam instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds to oiler the 
following amendment 

For public reservation Number two, and La Fayette 
square, 035,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BALL. Lam instructed by the same com- 
mittce to offer the following amendment: 

For taking care of the grounds south of the President’s 
House, continuing the improvements of the same, and 
keeping tbem in order, $1,500. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. i 

Mr. BALL. Tam instructed by the same com- | 
mittee to offer the following amendment: | 

For rebuilding Vranklin engine. house, including the pur- | 
chase of -suitabic lot, $e., JO. i 

Mr. LETCEHER. Is the amendment in order? | 
Tt is for the purchase of a new site and the erec- | 
tion of a new building. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inquire |! 
whether it is proposed to rebuild on the present 
lot occupied by the engine-house, or to build on 
another anda new lot? 

Mr. BALL. At the last session of Congress, : 
an appropriation was made for the purpose of 
taking down and removing thatenzine-house from | 
the lot of ground it now occupics. When the . 
house is pulled down, the fire apparatus of the 
company will be without shelter. It has been i 
purchased for the Government, with an arrange- - 
ment with the company. ‘This amendment is for | 
the construction of a house to shelter the com- 
aan y's apparatus. 

Fhe CHAIRMAN. The 
amendment to be in order, 


Chair rules the | 


© $50,000 appropriated last year for the same pur- 
i pose the people of the United States have derived 


: produce a reform in this branch of the public 


| think this a judicious expenditure of the public ; 


: it the direction which I think will result in the | 


; ment of the gentleman, there is one part of it to | 


thrown upon us the trouble of distributing seeds 
and cuttings; but if he includes in his amendment 
county agricultural societies as well as State so- 
cieties, members of Congress will be obliged to 
designate the counties and send them off them- 
selves. I therefore prefer that his amendment 
should stand as it was before he accepted the 
modification suggested by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. Let themgo to the State agricul- 
tural societies. Then the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents will send them to the officers of those socie- 
ties, and they will distribute them. ; 

Mr. BENSON. Will the gentleman from 
North Carolina yield to me a moment? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Twill. ; 

Mr. BENSON. I wish to say that, practically, 
the distribution of these seeds may be made just 
exactly in the way proposed by the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, if members of 
Congress see fit to have it so done. There are 
many counties, and some States, where there are 
no agricultural societies at all; and, therefore, to 
some sections members of Congress may. dis- 
tribute those seeds and cuttings very much better 
than they can be distributed in the mode pointed 
out by the gentleman from Kentucky. So that, 
if the system remains as it is now, all that gen- 
tlemen have to do who desire to have their seeds 
and cuttings distributed as proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, is to give the names of 
the county and State agricultural societies to the 
Commissioner of Patents. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I cannot yield any more 
of my time. I differ with the gentleman from 
Maine. Members of Congress have more im- 
portant dutics to perform than the distribution 
of seeds and cuttings. At least one third of my 
time is taken up in doing what any clerk in the 
| Departments could quite as well. I hope, there- 
fore, that the distribution of secds will be turned 
over to the agricultural societies, or somebody 
‘else. If the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Benson] be acted on, that the distri- 
bution be left where it now is, the result will be 
that every member will distribute them; for if 
some members do so, others will be obliged to do 
so to satisfy their constituents. Then, again: if 
one member sends seeds to the State agricultural 
societies, and another does not, there would be 
inequality. I hope, therefore, the House will 
adopt the amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, and so Icave us to attend to the regular 
legislation of the country. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. ‘Will the gentle- 
man from Kentucky withdraw his amendment, 
so that I may offer another? 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. No; I prefer to àd- 
here to it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I hope it will be 
voted down. i 

Theamendmentto the amendment was rejected. 
| Mr. CAMPBELL, 1 move a proviso requir- 

ing the seeds to be distributed among the county 
socictics. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I think the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, just voted down, 
is infinitely preferable to that. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. My amendment proposes 
| that these seeds and cuttings shall be distributed 
by the Commissioner of Patents among the vari- 
ous county agricultural societies of the different 
States of this Union. My reason for that is this: 


Mr. LETCHER. I call for tellers on the 
amendment. l 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. STRANAHAN 
and Frorence were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 74, noes 52. i 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLLOWAY. Iam instructed by the 


amendment: 


Strike out the words, “ for the collection of agricultural 
statistics, and procuring and distributing cuttings and seeds, 
$25,000,?? and in liou thercof insert as follows: 

For collection of agricultural statistics, investigation for 
promoting agricultural and rural economy, and procurement 
and distribution of cuttings and seeds, $75,000; to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Commissioner of Patents. 

The committee proposing to appropriate for 
this purpose such amount as could be judiciously 
expended, they called upon the Commissioner of 

atents, who made out a statement of the amount 

which could be thus appropriated; and he divided 
it in this manner: $85,000 for the purchase of 
seeds and cuttings; $15,000 to be expended for 
procuring sugar cane from the West Indies, for 
the purpose of supplying those portions of our 
country where the sagar cane has been cut off; 
$13,000 for the purchase of seeds at an early day, 
so that members of Congress may be enable to 
receive them in time for distribution for early sow- 
ing next spring; $12,000 to be employed in the 
examination of thase insects which are destruct- 
ive of the crops of the country—such as cotton, 
tobacco, wheat, and other cereal grains; $4,500 to 
be expended in the examination of the grasses of 
this country—that great crop which lies at the 
foundation of the agricultural prosperity of this 
country, and which has never yet received any 
care from the Government; $3,000 ta be expended 
in a chemical analysis of the soils of the country; 
making in all, $75,000. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to add to 
the amendment, the following proviso: 


Provided, That none of th is or cuttings purchased 
shall be distributed to members of Congress. 


The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. I move to amend the 
amendment, by adding the following proviso: 

Provided, That such cuttings and seeds shall be distrib- 
uted to State ayricuitural societies. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I hope the gentleman will also 
put in his amendment the words *‘ and county,” 
so as to read, “State and county agricultural 
societies.” 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I will accept that 
modification. Ihave a word to say in regard to 
the manner iu which these seeds and cuttings are 
distributed. {think that the experience which 
we have had must convince us that an appropri- 
ation of $75,090 for the purchase of sceds and 
cuttings Is essentially a waste of the public | 
money. Ido not myself believe that, from the’ 


$10,000 worth of sceds which were novelties. | 
We have seeds coming to us with French names; 
we have seeds the products of which are intended 
to beautify the garden, or to advance horticulture, 
but which present no novelty whatever. Now it 
is proposed to appropriate $75,000. If itis to be 
appropriated, let the product of it be distribated 
among those persons who, in the States and 
counties, are associated together for the purpose || that, if you make the distribution to the State 
of promoting a knowledge of agriculture; and if |i societies, the particular localities where the State 
that were done, | have no doubt that it would || agricultural societies meet will receive the benefit; 

| but if the distribution is made throughout the 
different counties, all will have an equal chance 
to test the merits of the seeds thus distributed. I 
ii regard it as important that the distribution should 
‘i be made as general as possible among the agri- 
 eultural parts of the Union. And I know of no 
i! means, of no instrumentalities, through which 
‘| the distribution can be made on terms of greater 
a former occasion. I see my friend here, (Mr. | equality, or which will promise more beneficial 
Brnson,] the “knight-errant’’ of agriculture, is |: results, than through those societies which the 
ready to pitch in again. [Laughter.] Ido not |! farmers and mechanics have established in the 
different counties of the States. 

It is said, I know, and will be said in opposi- 
tion to my amendment, that there are countics 
greatest amount of good. i where no agricultural socicties have been estab- 

Mr. CLINGMAN, If Lunderstand the amend- ' lished. Admitted. The very fact, that the Gen- 
eral Government proposes to give facilities for 
i; the promotion of the great agricultural interests 
i of the country—the greatest of all other national 


expenditure, when the people see what they get | 
for their money—teu times as great as would be 
produced by giving this branch of patronage to 
members of Congress. 

I do not know that the remarks [ make about 
this matier will at all impress the House more 
than they did when I made similar remarks upon 


money; but if it is to be expended [ want to give 


which Lam opposed. 


I agree with him in the 
general object. 


ido not think we ought to have 
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interests—may induce these laggards to come up; 
for I hold, that those agricultural societies have 
done more to develop the great natural resources 
of the country, than have-all other combinations 
combined. ‘This, sir, will tend to operate as a 
premium to the agriculturists of the differentcoun- 
ties. 

Members of Congress have immense labor in 
the distribution of seeds among their constituents. 
They do not know, half the time, where to send 
them. And if it were in order, I would propose 
an amendment requiring the Commissioner of 
Patents to send the Patent Office reports in the 
same way, to the mechanical and agricultural 
societies of the different counties. It would re- 
lieve members of great labor. It would relieve 
them, too, from the charge of partiality, because 
there are not enough given to each member to 
supply his constituents with them, and members 
are often charged with partiality in the distribu- 
tion. I think there ought to be some reformation 
in this system. 

The idea of members electioneering by means 
of Patent Office reports, or the distribution of 
seeds, I look upon as ridiculous; and I insist that 
the true principle of distribution is to send them 
to the different counties, wherever they are organ- 
ized throughout the country. 

Mr. GRANGER. If this amount is to be ex- 
pended for seed, the seed ought to be distributed 
through the farming interests of the country,and 
there is no way so well adapted as the present. 
Now, sir, I object to the seed being sent to the 
agricultural societies of the States. Here are 
representatives from every district in the United 
States, with the franking privilege. Every mem- 
ber knows which of his neighbors deserves these 
seed. Everyone is interested’in it, and I think 
it is the duty of every one to attend toit. Asto 
the idea of want of time, I repudiate it. This is 

art of our business, and we will be better em- 
ployed in this way than we can be in any other. 

Mr. LEITER. I moveto strike out $75,000,”’ 
and insert ¢* $25,000.” 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. WOODWORTH. Lbelieve there has been 
an appropriation of $30,000 made previously 
during this session of Congress. 

Mr. BENSON. That was for a deficiency for 
` the last year. . 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I move to reduce 
the appropriation to $5,000. 
take up the time of the committee by occupying 


the five minutes to which I am entitled; but, sir, | 
I am amazed at the proposition which is before 
What can gentlemen be thinking | 


the committee. € 
of? Why, sir, the Government will have to pro- 


vide buildings—it will have to provide granaries | 


and servanis to take care of them. Seventy-five 
thousand dollars for the purchase of seeds and 
cuttings! Why, sir, at this rate, the Govern- 
ment will soon be called on to furnish all the seeds 
the farmers want for their farms ! 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. ' 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move to 
strike out ‘‘ $75,000,” and insert ‘* $50,000.” 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Iask for tellers on that 
amendment, 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agrecd to. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. 
« $75,000,’? and insert ‘$30,000.’ I just want 
to say, that since Congress commenced to make 


these appropriations they have grown from $500 | 


a year to $75,000. Last year, E remember, Con- 
gress gave $25,000, and that was a vast increase 
on what had before been given; but in the de- 
ficiency bill of the present session, you have 
increased the amount for last year by adding 
$30,000 to it; and now, you propose to appro- 
priate for this agricultural bureau, or whatever 
sort of a bureau you may choose to call it,a sum 
exceeding the entire appropriation for last year. 
Sir, if you want an agricultural bureau for this 
Government, why, make an agricultural bureau. 
You can have a labor school, a model farm, and 
anything almost in the shape of agriculture, 
carried on for less than seventy-five thousand 
dollars a year. Here you are appropriating 
$75,000 for sending cotton seeds into Maine, and 
for sending dandelions and johnny-jump-ups over 
the country. [Laughter.} I submit that gentle- 


I do not propose to | 


I move to strike out į 


men have not given proper attention to this mat- 
ter. Iam as much in favor of encouraging agri- 
culture as any gentleman in this Hall. If you 
please, I will vote for a model farm to be under 
the charge of Mr. Browne; but, Mr. Chairman, 
I do object to the appropriation of this $75,000 
as so much money wasted. 

Mr. HOLLOWAY. Iam satisfied, Mr. Chair- 
man, that enough of consideration has not been 
given to this question. I am surprised that gen- 
tlemen at this day talk of the extravagance of 
thirty, or forty, or fifty, or seventy-five thousand 
dollars for the encouragement and, promotion of 
this great interest, which has been declared by 
almost every President to be the foundation of 
our prosperity, and paramount to every other 
interest. You have expended more money for 
carpets to cover this floor than you have during 
the existence of the Government for the advance- 
ment of agricultural improvement. You have 
expended more money for pictures for the ro- 
tunda—more money for beautifying the grounds 
around this Capitol, than has ever been expended 
by you to foster this interest on which depends, 
in the largest degree, our national prosperity. 

This subject has never received from Congress 
the consideration that it was entitled to, for the 
reason that men who were engaged in agricultural 

ursuits have not occupied seats on this floor. 

our fifths of our population are engaged in agri- 
culture, and there is more capital employed in 
this interest than in manufactures and commerce 
combined. Yet there has not been one tithe of 
the money appropriated for its benefit that has 
been appropriated for either of the other interests. 
I hope, therefore, looking to the importance of 
the question, that the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky will be rejected, and that the 
original amendment will be agreed to. 

‘The question was taken on Mr.H Marsnaty’s 
amendment to the amendment; and it was dis- 
agreed to. 

Mr. BOWIE. I move to reduce the appropri- 
ationto onecent. Mr. Chairman, lam, perhaps, 
as much in favor of the agricultural interest of the 
country as any man in this House, or anywhere 
else. i profess to bean agriculturist; E am pretty 
extensively engaged in agriculture; but, sir, when 
I see attempts like this, to smuggle in, undera pre- 
tense of the advancement of agriculture, a direct 
fraud on the public Treasury, [hold it to be my 
duty,asa friend of this great interest, to expose it. 
It is not known, perhaps, to members of this 


| House, that seeds furnished by the Patent Office 


are utterly worthless. | have tried them for years, 
and found them to be absolutely: good for nothing. 
Men here make it their business to speculate on 
the Patent Office, and sell it worthless seed. No 
man will sell to the Government genuine seed that 
when planted will come up. This miserable seed 
they purchase at a high price, put up in beautiful 
packages, and send throughout the country; and 
so help me God! I have known very few of them, 
when planted, ever again to make their appearance 
above ground. [Great laughter.] 

I believe that enormous frauds are committed on 
the Government by these seed men and nursery 
men about Washington. 
bushels of old worthless seed—turnip, cabbage, 
and seed of like sort—sell them to the Patent 
Office, and they are then put upand sent abroad. 
I am in favor of the original sum reported by the 
committee for the purchase of good seed; but when 
$75,000 is asked to be put into the pockets of these 
seed men, who make it their business to cheat 
Mr. Mason, the Commissioner of Patents, I will 
not vote for it. I am utterly opposed to it. I 
know that, in nine cases out of ten, the seed I 
have planted myself, and which I distributed to 
others to plant, never came up. I am opposed 
to the appropriation. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I am op- 
posed to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maryland, and call for a vote. 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I move to increase the ap- 
propriation $25,000, so as to make it $100,000. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

“Mr, LEITER. I offer the following as a sub- 
stitute for the amendment: 

That the sum of 75.000 be, and the same is hereby, ap- 


propriated for the improvement of agriculture in the States, 
the same to be distributed by the Commissioner of Patents 


Men here who have | 


t 


i 


| gress the various kinds 


among the States according to their representation in: this: 
House, to be paid to. the treasurers of the States ‘respect-: 
ively, and to bz distributed by enactment of the rev pective - 
Legislatures of the States for improvement in agriculturé,: , 
and for no other purpose. we 


_ Mr. STANTON. -I move to amend, by 
ing out © $75,000,” and inserting in lieu. thereof 
s: $24,000.” I would be glad if the chairman‘of 
the Committee on Agriculture would tell me.what 
amount the Commissioner. of Patents recom- 
mends? f 

Mr. HOLLOWAY. Seventy-five thousand 
dollars. wy 

Mr. BRANCH. .I would like to know of the 
chairman of the committee how muclr of that 
amount the Commissioner recommends to be ex- 
pended for seeds and cuttings, and how much for 
investigations to be prosecuted by the Commis- 
sioner, or others under his direction? 

Mr. HOLLOWAY. I will send tothe Clerk, 


| to be read, a letter of the Commissioner öf Pat- 


ents, which will answer the gentleman’s inquiry. 
‘The letter was read, and is as follows: 
UNITED Srates PATENT OFFICE, 


« June %5, 1855. 
GENTLEMEN: If the Committee of Ways and Means 


| have not provided in the civil and diplomatic bill, about to 
i be introduced into the House, sufficient funds for the agri- 


cultural branch of this office, for the collection of agricul- 
turaj statistics, investigations for the improvement of agri- 
culture and rural economy, and the procurement and dis- 
tribution of cuttings and seeds, shouid it be tbe pleasure of 
your committee, I would suggest that they recommend to 


! the said committee an appropriation of $75,000 ;.335,000 of 


which can he expended for the procurement and distribu- 
tion of cuttings and seeds, including the payment ef the 
operative force within the office ; $13,000 for the purchase 
of seeds early next year ; $12,000 for investigations in fruits 
and insects ; $4,500 for investigations in cereals and grasses ; 
$3,500 for meteorology, and $2,000 for investigations. in 
agricultural chemistry. : 

I bave no doubt, trom the benefits which have already 
been derived from) the appropriations in years past for simi- 
lar purposes, that the above named sum could.be advan- 
tageously expended in furtherance of the general objects 
under consideration, and to the satisfaction of the country. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, . 

CHAS. MASON, Commissioner. 
Committee on Agriculture, House of Representatives. 


Mr. BRANCH. Twenty-two thousand dol- 
lars, then, are appropriated for investigations in 


| one form or another. 


The question was taken upon Mr. Sraxton’s 
amendment to the amendment; and it was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. BLISS. I move to amend by adding the 


i following proviso: 


Provided, ‘That the Commissioner shall report to: Con- 
and amount of seeds purchased, or 
to be purchased, under this appropriation, and the cost of 
the same. 

I have offered this amendment, not for. the 
purpose of making a speech, but in good faith, 
hoping that it will be adopted, for I-know'that 
the complaint stated by the gentleman from ` 
Maryland, and others, in reference to the char- 
acter of these seeds, are to a great extent well 
founded. I know it is so from my own obser- 
vation, and from the seeds | have distributed. 

Mr. HOLLOWAY. LT accept the amendment. 

Mr. RUST. I suggest, too, that the amendment 


| should specify the person from whom purchased 
| the place where, and the price paid. 


Mr. HOLLOWAY. I accept the modification 
suggested by the gentleman from Arkansas, 

Mr. LETCHER. I hope we may get beyond 
this point, and dispose of this bill soon. I have 
taken no part in this discussion, because I do not 


| profess to be much of a farmer. All that] know 


about these seeds is, that J sent home to my con- 
stituents what was said to be tobacco seed from 


| Cuba, and when it was sown it came up mullen. 


{Laughter.] eo 

Now I hope we shall get beyond this point, 
and soon reach the end of this bill. My friends 
over the way seem to be very much concerned 
about the distribution of these seeds. I do not 


| think that they need give themselves any trouble, 


for I very much doubt whether many gentlemen 
on the other side will ever get back here again, 
according to my reading of the signs of the times 
coming up from old Kentucky. Their places 
will be supplied by others. . 

Mr. CUMBACK. Look at Iowa, for instance. 

Mr. LETCHER. Waittill you hear from In- 
diana and Ohio. 

Mr. STANTON. I understood the gentleman 
to say that the tobacco seed came up mullen?. 

Mr. LETCHER. 1 only know what I was 
told. 


“butanulleas¢ 


‘ton given u 
‘the object. o 


`of thé Committee of Ways and Means if he pro- 
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FO 
entleman froni Virginia ifvit is not the case that 
fis land is so-poor that it w. 


I want to inquire of the: 
| 
ill not. raise anything | 


Mr. LETCHER. Not exactly. 
Mr. MAXWELL, “1 learn from the informa- 
s by the gentleman from Indiana, that 


i 
£ this is to. promote the interests’of | 
the agricultural community. Now, to promote | 
perfect equality in the distribution, I move the 
following amendment as a substitute for that. of 
the gentleman from Indiana: 


i Phat'there be, and ishereby, appropriated the sum of five 
cents per head for every agricultarist in the United States, 
the number to-be ascertained from the jast census, to be } 
-used.in purchase of seeds for distribution. 


"Be amendment to the amendment was not | 
agreed to. 


Mr: HOUSTON. Iwould ask the- chairman 


poses to take a recess, and come back to-night for 
the transaction of business? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I expect to take this bill 
through before we rige. 

The question was taken on Mr. Honioway’s 
amendment, and it was agreed to. 

‘Mr. CAMPBELL. I am directed by the Com- | 


mittee of Ways and Means to report the follow- 
ing amendment: 


copies cac 
pods of North Americ 
ments, in return for 
Government of the United States, $16,000. 

For the filling. wp of the dock between Cental and Long 
wharves in Boston, widening of the streets on the cast front 
of the custom house, and the extension and maintenance 
of the- drains, 315,000. 

` Forarrearages, on account of the legislative expenses of 
the Territory of Minnesota, being for printing, binding, and 
riscellaucous items, for the sessions of L85L-’52-53~704-"55 
and "56, $22,122 04, 

_ Mr. WALBRIDGE, [ submit that the first 
item for a bridge across the Potomac is not in 
pursuance of existing law. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. ‘The gentleman has not! 
pees himself. lt is in pursuance of existing 
aw. 

The CHAIRMAN 
point of order, 

Mr. MILLSON. 1 want to ascertain from the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
the object of this paragraph of his amendment: 

For the fling up of the dock between Central and Long 
wharves, in Boston, &e. 

‘Will the gentleman from Ohio inform me what | 
control Congress has over the wharves of Boston, 
or over the widening of the streets in Boston? 
He may be able to give a satisfactory answer 
but I want to have that answer. a i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. lask that the communi- 
sation which 1 sent up may be read, which will 
explain the appropriation. 

The communication was read; and is as fol- 
lows: 


. The Chair overrules the 


~“ 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, August 2, 1858. 


Sm: I bave the honor herewith to transmit copies of 
papers numbered from oue to tiree inclusive, exhibiting the 
details of a conditional coutract, entered into by and be- 
tween the collector of the enstoms at Boston, Massacbu- 
setts, on behalf of the United States, and the Boston Pict ; 
or the Long Wharf, and the Central Wharfand Wet Doc 
Corporations, for the filling up of the dock between Central | 
and Long wiiarves, in Boston, the wideniug of the street 
on the east front of the eustom-house, and the extension | 
and maintenance of the dri i 
: he grounds on which this arrangement has been predi 
cated, and the interests of the Uaited States to be promo- | 
*ed-taereby, will be found clearly stated in the papers here- | 
with transmitted. 7 

Being entirely satisfied that the widening of the street | 
on the water front of the custom-house, to be Kept open 
and unobstructed for cuctom house aud other purpose 
and that the construction and maintenanee, without any 
further expense to the United States, jor tac use and ben- , 
efit of the castom-house,.of a suitable drainage, ought to ; 
be secured’ on the terms proposed, f authorized an arrange- 
ment to be entered intoto that effect, conditioned ou an 
appropriation by Congress, and I have now the honor te 


il 


recommend that an appropriation be made by jaw of $15,003 
for that purpose. 


Lam, sir, respectfully, your obedient servant, 


JAMES GUTHRIE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. N. P. Bans, Jr., Speaker House of Representatives. 


Mr. MILLSON. I move to amend by re- 
ducing the appropriation $500. f 

I am aware that gentlemen on this floor find 
authority in the Constitution, according to the 
construction they give it, for making appropria- 
tions for the improvement of rivers and harbors. 
They even go so far as to deepen the channels 
of navigable streams. IJ know that many of 
these appropriations have really been designed 
for the construction of piers, and for the en- 
hancement of private property in some of the 
seaport or river towns of the United States. But, 
so far as I know, this is the first precedent of 


making an appropriation dircetly for the improve- | 


ment of a pier or for filling up a dock; and, as 
precedents are frequently relied on in- this House, 


| I think we should be somewhat careful in setting 


them. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 would suggest that when 
a similar proposition was made, to fill up some 
low ground at the navy-yard at Norfolk, the 
gentleman did not rise to object to it, 

Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman from Ohio 
must have perccived that Í am addressing these 
inquiries to him, rather for the purpose of elicit- 
ing information, than for the purpose of making 
any captious objections; but the gentleman him- 
self will see a distinction between an appropria- 
tion for the purpose of improving the property 
be 
constitutional aud proper, and widening a street 


i and filling up a dock in the city of Boston. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. ‘The appropriation at 
Norfolk was for tbe purpose of filling up the 
grounds, and for the purpose of improving the 
healthfulness of the vicinity. 

Ar. MLLLSON. Uf this is for the improvement 
of Government property E have nothing to say. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, It is for extending the 
water front. 

Yhe amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. HARLAN. I move to strike out of the 
amendment the following item: 

For completing the bridge across the Potomac at the 
Litte Falls agreeably to the plan already adopted $75,000. 

Mr. STANTON. Is it in order to offer an 
amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. 


It is in order to move to 


amend the part of the amendment which is pro- | 


posed to be stricken out. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to reduce the appro- 
priation to $5,000. I wish to call the attention 
of the committee to the fact, that in 1853 there 
was an appropriation of $30,000 made for the 
construction of this bridge. ‘That is all the law 
there is authorizing this appropriation. Sir, the 
original appropriation was made for constructing 
the bridge, and there can be no law authorizing 
$75,000 now to be appropriated for completing 
the same work. Now, sir, | have this to say in 
regard to the class of works to which this belongs. 
I see no reason why the Governmeni of the United 
States should defray the municipal expenses of 
the District of Columbia. {see no reason why 
the Government should bridge the Potomac any 
more than they should bridge the rivers in the 
State of Ohio.” I see no reason why the Govern- 
ment should school the children of the people of 
the District, or defray their expenses any more 
than they should the expenses of the people of 
Ohio. If the same principle be carried out, we 
shall ere long be called on to appropriate money 
from the national Treasury to furnish the people 
with bread and meat. The principle is utterly 
unsound, It is sheer plunder of the national 


I will sanction it by no vote of mine. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


| to. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. How many amendments 
are pending? The Committee of Waysand Means 


offered one. My colleague [Mr. Harran] offered | 


another. Do I understand the Chair to entertain 
an amendment in the third degree? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Canvpent] offered an amendment. The 


i) Treasury for the benefit of the people of this | 
District. 


onging to the United States, which is altogether | 


gentleman’s colleague -[Mr. Harta] offered an 
amendment to strike out the first paragraph. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, That has an amendment 
to an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that it 


is in order to perfect a paragraph before it is 


i stricken out. 


Mr. ELLIOTT. 


I am perfectly willing to 


| come back here to-night, but F am not willing to 


starve. I therefore move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

The question recurred. on the amendment to 
strike out the first section as amended, and it was 
disagreed to. l 

Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Chairman, when I last 
rose to address the committee, I yiclded to the 
interruptions of several gentlemen, and in that 
way was prevented from saying what E took the 
floor tosay. Asit is often supposed, when oppo- 
sition is made by a southern. Representative toan 
appropriation fora northern community, that it- 
is founded on sectional ground, I beg leave to say 
sir, and I say it in all sincerity, that E am moved 
by no such motive as that. Of all: the towns 
in the United States Boston is one for which I 
have had an ancient reverence. I: will not hesi- 
tate to say, though it.may not agree with the sece 
tional antipathies of gentlemen of my own sec- 
tion, that i have always held, and still continue 
to hold, in very high estimation this community 
of Boston. I make this remark for the purpose 
of protecting myself against the suspicion that I 
am animated by any such motive as the one | have 
alluded to. N 

I only rose, Mr. Chairman, to call the attention 
of the committee to the new principle which E 
supposed was for the first time attempted to be 
ingrafted on the legislation of the country; that 
was the principle of legislating for the improve- 
ment of the cities and corporate towns of the 
United States. Lsaidto my friend from. Ohio, 
some time ago, that if this were the property of 
the United States there would be no difficulty in 
the way of such- an appropriation for its improve- 
ment as might be desired. But this is the first 
time in the history of the legislation of the coun» 
try, that an open attempt has been made to ap~ 
propriate money for the improvement of streets 
in any of the towns of the United States. | 

The gentleman from Ohio asked me what is the 
difference between this amendment and the one I 
voted for some months ago, which was for the 
removal of a nuisance existing on the propert 
of the Government in the city of Norfolk. Twill 
tell him. There is always a manifest propriety 
in the Government of the United States so using 
its property ag not to injure its neighbors, The 
appropriation to which the gentleman referred 
was for filling up alow sunken place in a lot be- 
longing to the United States. What was the ` 
objection to that? There was none; and I tell the 
gentleman now, if the object of this appropriation 
to isimprove the property of the United States 

Mr. CAMPBELL. That is the very object ofit. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. If the gentle- 
man understood the localities, he would not op- 
pose the amendment. 

Mr. MILLSON. I said to the gentleman from 
Ohio originally, that if the dock or strect in ques- 
tion belonged to the Government of the United 
States, I had no opposition to make. Will he 
say that they do? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The street does not belong 


| to the Government, but the improvementis neces- 
| sary in order to enhance the value of the Govern- 


ment property, and afford the necessary accom- 
modations to the public buildings. 

Mr. MILLSON. That will not do. v 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia must know that the street in front of every 
custom-house in the United States is paved at 
the expense of the General Government. 

Mr. MILLSON. Unquestionably itis so;and 
it is done on the ground that that portion of the 
street belongs to the owner of the property. I 
withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. Camppeiy’s amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BOWIE. Iofferthe following amendment 
to come in at the end of the first section: 


To enable the President ofthe United States to comply 
with a contract made by him with the owners of the Mer- 
chants’? Exchange in-the city of Baltimore, and for the pur- 
chase of the said building and: ground therete attached, in 


1856. 
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pursuance of an act of Congress of the’ 17th of February, 
1855, $267,000. i 


I had supposed that, this amendment would | 


have been found in the annual appropriation bill, || 


and have come from the Committee of Ways 
and Means. I find, however, that it is not there. 
I look to the statutes of my country, and I find | 
that the President of the United States has been | 
authorized by an act of Congress to make a pur- 
chase of a site in the city of Baltimore for a post | 
office, and fora court-room for the Federal courts | 
of the district of Maryland. I find, too, that he 
has reported a contract which he entered into, to 
this House. The specifications of it are before 
the Committee on the Judiciary. He has bought 
a lot in the city of Baltimore for the erection of a 
court-house for the Federal courts, and he hasalso 

urchased from the owners of the Merchants’ 
Exchange in that city, that building for a post 
office. That Exchange building being now partly 
employed for the purposes of a custom-house 
under a prior contract, and with a view to the 
enlargement of the custom-house, and at the 
same time for the purpose of fitting it up, to 
accommodate the business carried on there, he 
has made two separate contracts, both of which 
are reported to this House. 

I find that my colleague [Mr. Davis] yester- 
day obtained an appropriation from this House 
to carry out one part-of the contract—that is, for 
erecting a court-house; but not one word has been 
said by him, or by the Committee of Waysand | 
Means, in reference to carrying out the other 
part of the contract, which is just as binding 
upon this Government as that which has been 
provided for. 

Now, sir, I would not have mentioned.this sub- 

_ ject, except that the gentlemen interested in this 
matter have applied to me this morning for the | 
first ime—and this is the first time I have been | 
apprised of the facts. The act of Congress of 
February, 1855, has been in part complied with, 


and thereare persons in the city of Baltimore who |! 


have rights which have grown up under that con- 
tract, and with whom the President of the United 
States had made a former agreement. Now, not 
one word has been said by the gentlemen who | 


represents the city of Baltimore, nor by the chair- || 


man of the Committee of Ways and Means, in | 
reference to this matter. Iam, therefore, obliged 
to bring this subject to the attention of the: 
- House. | 
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I informed the 
House yesterday that another contract had been 
made for a piece of property for the accommoda- | 
tion'of the post office—that there was a dispute 
ora difficulty in reference to the propricty of that 
purchase; and therefore, in fairness to the gen- 
tlemen who had made that contract with the Gov- 
ernment, 1 should not then-press a decision, when 
he would have no opportunity here of being fully | 
heard. : | 
I found this morning upon my desk when I | 
came into the House, a bili passed by the Sen- | 
ate, which the Committee of Ways and Means 
have referred to me to consider. No report has 
yet been made by the Committee of Ways and | 
Means, and, therefore, Iam not entitled to say | 
what they thought of it. No report has been 


there be a very clear case made as to- the public 
interest, that is not likely to eccur. 

Mr. BARBOUR. 1 move to reduce the sum 
named in the amendment $3,000. This is a mat- 
ter which belongs peculiarly, in some respects, 
to the gentlemen from Maryland,and particularly 
to the gentlemen from the city of Baltimore. But, 
as it has been before the Committee on the Judi- 
| ciary, I, being a member of that committee, and 
| having had the particular charge of this item, 
have taken upon myself to investigate it, and [ 
will endeavor to explain to the House the man- 
ner in which it stands. I do so with some feel- 
ing of regret that I should oppose. the members 
from the city of Baltimore; but | hope that they will 
feel that, as a member of the Judiciary Commit-~ 
tec, to which this matter was referred, I am only 
acting properly within the sphere of my duty. 
The act of 1855 empowered the President to con- 
tract for a space of ground for the building of a 
post office in the city of Baltimore. The Presi- 
dent has made that contract. He purchased the 
building known as the Merchants’ Exchange 
building, and has made a contract for the improve~ 
ment of that building. It was already occupied 
in part by the Uniited States for custom-house 
purposes. ‘The portion used for custom-house 
purposes is not more than half large enough for 
the custom-house business of that place, and there 
must be an addition to the custom-house rooms 
in that building. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him whether there is any law authorizing 
the enlargement of the custom-house ? 

Mr. BARBOUR. A portion of the building, 
designed for the post office, is now used for the 
post office, and has been so used for about five 
years. Jt was removed there daring Mr. Fill- 
more’s administration. That is to be fitted up, 
and made fire-proof. The grounds and buildings 
will cost $200,000, and the fitting up some $67,000 
more. But the proprietors have to pay for an 
additional piece of ground, which they do not 
now own, but which they have contracted to buy 
' at $7,000, so that the contract will be $260,000; 
but the proprictors are to make improvements in 
the building, to make it fire-proof, that will cost 
460,000; and they are thus to receive $200,000. 
There is a portion of the building, also, which is 
to be fitted up for additional custom-house, and 
other purposes, when the business of the city 
shall require it. ‘Ihe revenue collected at Balu- 
more is over $1,000,000. It is a place thatis 
improving very fast; and the committee came to 
the conclusion that the President had made a good 
contract for the country and for the city. 

Mr. DAVIS. I desire to make a very few ob- 
servations in reply to the gentleman of the Judi- 
ciary Committee. I do not know whether, or 
not, his report is to be regarded as a report of the 
committee; but it comes with just weight from 
the gentleman who has made it. I wish to say, 
however, that in my judgment the public interest 
of the United States, and the public interest of 
the city of Baltimore, is not in accordance with 
the confirmation of this contract by the House, 
There is no sort of imputation of unfairness of 
any person. It is a mere difference of opinion 
between persons who have local knowledge on 


made by the Committee on the Judiciary upon 
that matter. Of the amendment, as itis now pro- 
posed by my friend from Maryland, I will sim- 
ply say, that it is under consideration in the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and when they 
shall have their next meeting it shall have their due | 
consideration. 

If the amendment is now withdrawn, I am will- 
ing to rest here; if not, I go a step further. As a | 
Representative of two thirds of the city of Balti- | 
more—and lam authorized to state the same thing | 
for my colleague who represents the other portion 
of the city —I say to the committee, that in our | 
judgment the contract which has been made by | 
the President is one which is improvident for the | 


United States—paying very greatly more than the H 


property is worth—inconvenient for the citizens of | 
Baltimore, for whose exclusive use it is intended; | 
and, therefore, we, as the Representatives of that | 
peculiar interest, state here, that we will oppose ; 


the confirmation of that contract for those rea- || 


sons, and that oar votes will be against it. If gen- | 
emen of the House think we are not entitled to | 
speak for the people of Baltimore, we are willing | 
tobe voted down. But I apprehend that, unless | 


local interests and local convenience, and persons 
who have nosuch knowledge. And on that point, 
with every respect for the superior ability of my 
friend, [Mr. Barsour,] I may be dhtitled to say 
that my judgment in this matter is perhaps better 
than his. The property now proposed to be sold 
to the United States for $267,000—960,000 of 
which is to be applied to the improvement of the 
property, in addition to the portion now held by 
the United States for a custom-house—was pur- 
chased, I am informed, four or five years ago, by 
the present owners, or their predecessors, for the 
sum of $97,000, or thereabouts. The portion sold 
| to the United States for the custom-house was, 


was appropriated for improving that portion of 
the building. The residue of that building is 
now offered to the United States for the sum— 
when the amount to be applied in the improve- 
ment of it is deducted—of $200,000, which is 
| twice the original amount that its present owners 
paid for the property. i i 
‘Mr. BOWIE. What was its original cost? 

| Mr. DAVIS. I do not know what its cost was 
| when built. I merely speak of the purchase. 


I 
i 


| I think, sold for $120,000, some $30,000 of which į 


The property, therefore, ig to be! paid for by the 
United States at a price entirely beyond the value 
of the property.. For an. additional sum:of . 
$40,000, the city of Baltimore: can be accommo» 
dated with a new building which will answer the ` 
purpose far better than the one purchased—half 
|a dozen of them—in places more-convenient for 
the general interests of the: commuity};: and as 
| that community is the only one whose interests 
are to be consulted, E submit that the House’ 
should consider them. On this ground; I gay 
that, although the interests of my constituents 
are directly involved, I. shall: vote against: the 
adoption of that proposition. : 

Mr. BARBOUR withdrew his amendment: 

Mr. SIMMONS. [renew the amendment.: J 
have but a word to say-about this matter. Ehave 
not personally given it.so much: examination as 
I have given: toa great many other cases’ before 
the committee. Two of our: committee-Mr. 
Barzour and Mr. Tarpan—went' there at the 
Solicitation of parties from Baltimore, and there 
got all the information they could; and they cdime 
to the conclusion which my colleague has stated. 
The committee agreed with‘them in opinion... I 
have nothing more to say about it, except that it 
is a case where there are great local differences; 
and if the House think it best to postpone it, or 
give it some other dircction, I have no objection. 
In fact, the committee has had a great deal of 
trouble about it; but I am satisfied with my own 
vote in the committee. J] withdraw my amend- 
ment, 

Mr. TAPPAN. I renew the amendment for 
the purpose of making a few remarks. Asi one 
of if members of the Judiciary Committee, to 
which this matter was referred, another member 
of the committee and myself wont, at the solicit~ 
ation of several gentleman from Baltimore, to that 
city, and examined the buildings and the different 
sites proposed for the location of the post. office. 
The law under which the contract was made, as 
I understand its provisions, intended not merely 
the purchase of some new locality, but also the 
enlargement of, or making additions to, such prope 
erty as the United States already owned. The 
committee gave to this subject as thorough an in- 
vestigation as they could, and they have come to. 
aconelusion on the matter, which was, I believe, 


unanimous—or with one exception—that the 
| President, who had himself gone on the ground 
and examined all the places there, and heard all 
parties interested—being on the spot himself, 
and having made the contract, had made'a judi- 
cious selection; that the contract was properly 
made, and ought to be confirmed by this House. 

It ought to be understood, further, that there 
is great difference of opinion, even in the. city of 
Baltimore. We. found a great many conflicting 
interests there. All seemed to have some personal 
interest in the different locations, because they 
owned property which was to be affected, or for 
some other reason; and some were in favor of one 
location, and some of another. lt seemed that 
there were a good many mechanics there, who were 
in favor of a new building, instead of altering the 
old one to suit the purposes of the Government, 
merely because it would farnish employment for 
the mechanics of the city. It appeared to the 
committee, that the location fixed upon. was as 
central and as convenient as any other, But they 
found that there was no great difference in the 
several localities proposed.- They were all within 
five minutes’ walk of each other. 

The custom-house needs enlargement to meet 
the wants of the city. But, sir, this. building 
would be ample to accommodate all the custom- 
house business; and, as I have said, it is as central 
as any other location. After as full an investi- 
gation as the committee: were able to give to the 
subject, they came to the conclusion that, all 
things considered, the location determined on was 
the best presented, : 

Mr. McMULLIN. Fam glad to receive the 
information which the Judiciary Committee have 
| given on this. subject. My attention was called 
to itthis morning by some gentlemen from the 
city of Baltimore. lt seems that the President 
of the United States has investigated fully the con= 
| ficting claims in that city, and has come to that 
| determination which seemed to him most proper. 
| But the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Davis] 
| seems to. imagine that his constituents are to.re- 


ceive too high prices for their property. Sir, this 
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isa most remarkable position. Tt is the first time 
inthe historyof the Government that a gentleman 
upon this foor has complained that his constit- 
nents have received too much from the Govern- 


ment. 
"Mr. DAVIS: Then, sir, it is a good example, 
and. E hope it will be imitated. 
i Mr MeMULLIN. Well, sir, the gentleman’s 
constituentsare influenced by conflicting interests, 
and {suspect that the.gentleman is not an un- 
rejudiced witness. Sir, as I havestated, the Pres- 
ident has: investigated this subject, and he has 
acted fairly and honestly. When the appropria- 
tian yesterday was before the House for a court- 
house in the city of Baltimore, I asked if the same 
building-would not accommodate the post office 
and courts. Lt was then stated that it could not. 
But now, sir, it seems that the Committee on the 
Judiciary, after personal examination, have con- 
firmed the opinion of the President; and I hope 
the House wili indorse the action of the com- 
mittee: i 
ro LETCHER. I move that the committee 
take a reeess*until seven o’clock, and then come 
back and finish this-bill. 
Mr. LEITER. -1 move that the committee 
my col- 


rise. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I hope 
league will withdraw his motion. ee we 
can take this bill out of committce in the course 
of half an hour. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Task for tellers on the motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Eustis and 
Taunston were appointed. 

The commictee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 26, noes 80; no quorum voting. 

The roll was accordingly called, and the follow- 
ing members failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. Allison, Ball, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, Henry 


Bennett, Hendley S. Bennett, Bingham, Bocock, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Broom, Burlingame, Burnett, John P. 


Campbell, Carlile, Carnihers, Chads, Bayard Clarke, Claw- |i 


son; Clingman, Howell Cobb, Cox, Craige, Cullen, David- 
son, Day, De Witt, Dick, Dumi, Edie, Edmundson, Ed- 
wards, Elliott, Etheridge, Faulkner, Flagler, Henry M. 
Fuler, Thomas J. D Puller, Giibert, Goode, Greenwood, 
Augustus Mall, Robert B. Wail, J. Morrison arris, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Thomas b. Harris, Harrison, Herbert, 
Hoffinan, Valentine B. Horton, Jewett, J. Glancy Jones, 
Keitt, Kennet. Kidwell, Knox, Kunkel, Lake, Lindley, 
Lumpkin, Mace, Alexander K, Marsha, Samuel S. Mar- 
shall, Meacham, Morrill, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, 
Paine, Peck, Ponniugion, Porter, Powell, Reade, Ricaud, 
Ritchie, Robison, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, Seward, Sher- 
man, Shorter, William Smith, Wiliam R, Smith, Stephens, 
Swope, Tadott, Taylor, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Vaik, 
Wakeman, Waldron, Walker, Watkins, Watson, Welch, 
Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, Daniel B. Wright, John. V. 
Wright, and Zollicofier. 

The committee rose; and, the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Grow reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had, according to order, had the state of the Union 


generally under consideration, and particularly a 


penare of the 

une 30, 1857, and, finding itself without a quo- 
rum, had caused the roll to be called, and had 
directed him to report the names of the absentees 
to the House. $ 

ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bilis, reported that the committee had examined 
and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same, viz: 

An act for the relief of Robert Mitchell; 

An act to confirm to certain persons therein 
named their titles to certain lots in Prairie du 
Chien, in the State of Wisconsin; 

An act for the relief of Benjamin La Fonte, 
William Altenburg, and others; and 

An act granting public lands, in alternate sec- 
tions, to the State of Mississippi, to aid in the 
construction of railroads in said State, and for 
other pufposes, 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL~~AGAIN. 
A quorum being now present, the committee 


resumed its session; and the Chairman stated the ! 


pending question to be on the motion of thé gen- 


tleman from Ohio [Mr. Lerrer] that the commit- | 


tee do now rise. 
~ : mat 
The committee divided; and the tellers reported 


ayes 61, noes. 58; so the motion was agreed 
to 


The committee accordingly rose; and the 


bill making appropria iion for certain civil ex- | 
xovernment, for the year ending į 


reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, had i 
the Union generally under consideration, and | 
particularly the civil appropriation bill, and had | 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The civil ap- 
propriation bill, which is before the Committee | 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, ought 
to be acted on and sent to the Senate to-night. 
I therefore move that the rules be suspended, 
and the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McMULLIN. [I am satisfied that we 
cannot get a quorum in committee. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, then, let us take 
a recess, and come here to-night and finish this 
business. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessce. I am not willing 
to come back here to-night on this bill, and I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and ona divison there 
were—ayes 47, noes 64; no quorum voting. 

Mr. SPINNER. I move that there be a call 
of the House. ; 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
| twenty minutes past five o’clock, p. m.) thej 
| House adjourned until to-morrow at eleven 
o’clock, a. m. 


I move the House do now 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, August 9, 1856. 


The House met at eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Daner Watno. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received frum the Senate, by 
! Asbury Dicxiys, Esq., their Secretary, inform- 
ing the House that the Senate had passed the 
following bills; in which he was directed to ask 
the concurrence of the House: 

An act for the relief of Ephraim Hunt; 

An act for the relief of ‘Thomas H. Baird; 

An act for the relief of Ernest Friedler; and 

An act for the relief of Sturges, Bennett & Co., 
merchants, of the city of New York. 


R. G. ELLIOTT. 


Mr. GROW. Irise to a privileged question. ! 
I move to reconsider the vote by which a bill fog | 
the relief of R. G. Elliott was yesterday referred | 
to the Committee of the Whole House. I desire | 
simply to have the motion entered, as L do not! 
propose action upon it now. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
_ On motion of Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, | 
it was i 
Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the : 


files of the House the papeis in the case of John Lord, for 
the purpose of reference in the Seuate. 


| 
DEPREDATIONS ON THE MAILS. | 
i 


Mr. KING. Irise to what I consider to bea : 
| privileged question. I send to the Clerk's desk, : 
| to have read, a resolution which will explain the į 
object for which I rise. I think it will be adopted | 
by unanimous consent. 
The resolution was read, and is as follows: 


are conmitted on the mails transmitted from the city of | 
i Washington, by the unlawful abstraction or detention there- | 
from of valuable books and public documents distributed by 
i members of Congress: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be, and he hereby 
i is, requested to make special and vigilant inquiry as to the | 
| places where, and the persons who have committed, or shall | 


such persons to be exposed and punished according to law. | 
And the Postmaster Genera} is hereby requested to com- 
miunicate to this House whether any, and if so, what further 
legislation is necessary to secure the speedy and sate trans- ; 
mission of mail matter. ' 
The SPEAKER. The resolution relates to | 
general legislation, and can be received only by | 
unanimous consent. | 
Mr. KING. [ask the unanimous consent of : 
the House to introduce it. | 
Mr. MACE. I wish to say one word upon || 
| this subject. I would inform the gentleman from 
! New York, and members of the House generally, 
that the Committee on the Post Office and Post : 


Road, at an early day of the session, reported a} 


Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Grow || bill to remedy the evil which is now complained | 


N f f 
Whereas, complaints are made that frequent depredations | 


commit, such depredations ; and when discovered, he cause |} 


i 


of.. That bill is now upon the Calendar, and I 
hope it will be taken up and passed before the 
close of thé session. 

Mr. SAGE. I hope this resolution will be 
adopted. 

No objection being made, the reso 
received and agreed to. 

Mr. KING moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agrecd to, and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider npon the 
table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


lution was 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 


Mr. NICHOLS, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported the following resolution: 

Resolved; That there be printed for the use of the mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives seven thousand five 
hundred copies of the report of the Regents of the Sinithso- 
nian Iustitution, and two thousand five hundred copies of 
the same for the use of the Smithsonian Enstitution. 


Mr. NICHOLS. I move the previous ques- 
tion upon the resolution. ' 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof the resolution was agrced to, 

Mr. NICHOLS, also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives five thousand copies 
of the report of the Seeretary of the Treasury on the con- 


dition of the banks of the United States, and two thousand 
five hundred tor the use of the Treasury Department. 


Mr. NICHOLS. I demand the previous ques- 
tion upon the resolution. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. SEWARD. Is there not a motion pend- 
ing, made by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Housroy,] to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER. There is a motion pending 
by the gentleman from Alabama, but he has 
yielded the floor to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. CAMPBELL] to make another motion, which 
is privileged. 

Mr. SEWARD. Can two motions to sus- 
pend the rules be entertained at the same time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion = 
that two motions, each of which is in order, can 
be legitimately pending at the same time. The 
gentleman from Alabama, last Monday, moved 
a suspension of the rules, so as to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole House, from the farther 
consideration of House bill No. 377—a_ private 
bill—and that motion has rested till this day. If 
a motion be made to suspend the rules, under the 
rule which allows the rules to be suspended for 
the last ten days of the session, the motion of 
the genfleman from Alabama is first in order; but 
the gentleman from Ohio makes the ordinary 
motion, to suspend the rules to go into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr.SEWARD. But can the gentleman from 
Alabama waive his right to the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion 
that the gentleman from Alabama can yield the 
floor to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam very anxious to have 
my motion acted upon; but I would not interpose 
it in the way of the appropriation bills. 


ORGANIZATION OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. FAULKNER, by unammous consent, 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back, without amendment, a bill for the better 
organization of the Army, and for other pur- 
poses; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered 
to be printed. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 now insist on my mo- 
tion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. MAXWELL. I bope the gentleman from 
Ohio will permit me to have a Senate bill referred 
to acommittee of the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL declined. 

Mr. SEWARD. I enter my protest against 
the member from Alabama. 


1856. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in 
order, 

Mr. SEWARD. I havea right to be heard, 
and I protest against the members of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means taking charge of the 
floor, and farming it out in this way. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman fails to no- 
tice what is before his eyes if he does not know 
that [ am not a member of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. SEWARD. Well, the gentleman is an ! 
ex-member, [Calls to order.] 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

The question was taken on Mr. CAMPBELL’s | 


motion; and it was agreed to. 


So the rules were suspended; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of | 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Grow : 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of | 
House bill (No. 201) making appropriations for 
certain civil expenses of the Government for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1857; the question 
being on Mr. Bow1z’s amendment, as follows: 


To enable the President of the United States to comply 
with the contract made by him with the owners of the ! 
Merchants’ Exchange, in the city of Baltimore, for the 
purchase of said building and grounds thereto attached, | 


in pursuance of the act of Congress of the 17ih February, |: 


1855, $267,000. i 
To this amendment Mr. Tarran had moved 
an amendment reducing the appropriation $5,000. ! 
Mr. TAPPAN withdrew his amendment. | 

Mr. BOWIE. I really hope that the amend- 
ment will be adopted without opposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BOWIE. I have proposed an amend- | 
ment. Baan 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order at | 
this time. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I move to amend 
the amendment by reducing the appropriation 
$5,000. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, the com- 
mittee must be satisfied that there is a great dif- 
ference of opinion on this subject prevailing in | 


the delegation from Maryland. f 


Mr. HARRIS, (interrupting.) Notin the del- 
egation from the city of Baltimore, i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways | 
and Mcans have under consideration a bill from | 
the Senate on this subject. The committee deem » 
it inexpedient to make any proposition in the | 
appropriation bill on this subject. A great deal ; 


of time has been expended upon it, I believe |j 


unnecessarily, and I hope the committee will now | 


dispose of it, and rid itself of it. i 


Mr. HARRIS. l have no objection, Mr. | 
Chairman, to the committee taking the course | 


suggested by the gentleman from Ohio. On the || 


contrary, I would prefer it, as it would relieve the | 
committee and the House of the dificulty into 
which they have got. . 

I offer my amendment reducing the amount of 
the appropriation $5,000, that I may briefly state | 
my views upon the proposition of the gentleman į 
from Maryland, [Mr. Bowre.] I am opposed to | 
any appropriation to carry out the purchase of a | 
part of the Baltimore Exchange for the purposes | 
of our post ofice, for several good reasons. In; 
my judgment the location is not a convenient one | 
forthe mass of the business community and peo- | 
ple of Baltimore; while the merchants who are 
located in its immediate vicinity would be but: 
slightly incommoded by a removal of the post | 
office a few squares. 


priety of the proposed site; but l speak from my | 
own knowledge, both of the location and public 
opinion. 4 
sent on to Baltimore by the President, to examine | 
and report to him upon the different sites offered : 
to the Government, reported against this one | 
very decidedly, both because of its location and | 
the difficulty and impropriety of attempting to | 
repair or patch up the present building, Another | 
reason for my opposition to the measure is, be- | 
cause of the manner in which the money is tobe | 
expended. . 

An appropriation of $267,000 is asked by the 
amendment. Now, sir, of that amount, $207 000 
is to go for the grounds alone; and however de- | 
sirable it may be to the parties interested to close 
out a piece of property that some few years ago | 
only cost, I am told, $90,000, yet that is an m- 
terest with which, in my representative capacity, 


There is, of course, differ- |! 
ence of opinion among our citizens as to the pro- || 


{ know, also, that the special agent |; 


| 
i 


i| the remark, that I have not the slightest feeling 


| and position of tbe city of Baltimore. 


| freely granted. | 
i 


| amendment will not be sustained by the com- 


| interest in the appropriations which are proposed ; 
i| to be made for the benefit of the post office and | 


‘one branch of the city council, adopted unani 


T have nothing to do, either to make or to mar. | 
The important fact to me, Mr. Chairman, is, that |} 
only $6),000 of this appropriation goes toward |! 
giving the city of Baltimore a post office, and that || 
meager allowance is to be divided between fixing . 
up the roof of the custom-house, and the pateh- |! 
ing, and attempting to make fire-proof, a portion | 
of the Exchange buildings, by wrapping joists 
with sheet iron, and such other makeshift ar- 
rangements. 

Now, sir, I want no such. post office for the 
city of Baltimore. The gain to our community 
between the existing post office facilities, and 
what they would be after these $60,000 are ex- 
pended in this patching process, is scarcely per- 
ceptible, and certainly is not commensurate with 
the sacrifice we should make by agreeing to take | 
this appropriation, and be estopped hereafter from | 
any attempt to get aid from Congress towards a 
suitable postal accommodation. I attach no im- | 
portance to the argument, that it will be necessary 
hereafter to enlarge the custom-house, and Gov- 
ernment must therefore secure this property. The | 
custom-house is a small slip of the Exchange 
building on Gay street; and I do not exactly 
understand how it is to be seriously cnlarged 
without encroaching upon the space now said to | 
be so necessary for the post office extension. I | 
have certainly heard the use of the rotunda of the | 
Exchange (which, by the way, our people enjoy 
as things now stand) urged asa reason for this | 
location of the post office; and the custom-house | 
extension must go in the direction of, and in en- 
croachment upon, that rotunda. Mr. Chairman, | 
I do not admire this mode of economizing Gov- 
ernment money at the expense of those business 
facitities to which the people of Baltimore are en- 
titled. Sir, if it becomes necessary to give addi- 
tional room to the custom-house, Í trust it will be 
done by building a new one, and not by patching 
up the old one. The present accommodations for 
that purpose strike meas beneath the importance 
of the city, and the value of the business done | 
there. It is a mere strip of rooms, with long | 
counters and an odd arrangement of wooden : 
cells on each side, through apertures, in which the i! 
large business of the city is transacted. | 

I shall never, in all these matters, Mr. Chair- |) 


man, forget that something is due to the dignity | 
She is the | 
third commercial city of the country; and while | 
through the portals of her custom-house over | 
eighty-two millions of dollars have passed into | 
the Treasury of the United States, Lam unwilling | 
to admit that she is not entitled to facilities for 
the transaction of Government business, com- 
mensuraie with its importance, and, comparing 
with the expenditures for similar purposes in | 
other cities of the country, asked daily, and | 


I ‘hope, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that this i 


mittee. We will, at the proper time, ask the 
House to aid*us in providing for the wants of 
the city in relation to its post office; and I have 
in my hand an amendment I propose to offer, 
but which is not at this moment in order, which 


ego 


asks the appropriation of $390,000 for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection thereon of a suit- |) 
able building— the said site not to cost over 
$150,000, and the residue over what is paid for the |) 
lot to go to the building. This would give us a į 
proper post office; and at the right time we hope i 
the House will aid us in that. I withdraw my | 
amendment. ij 

Mr. BOWIE. 1 preface what I have to say by i 
| 
| 


in reference to this matter. My colleague, who 
has just taken his seat, seems to have a very deep 


custom-house in the city of Baltimore. All 1) 
know in relation to the matter is, that | hold in f 
my hand the memorial of one hundred and fifty | 
of the most prominent merchants and others of 
the city of Baltimore, and also the resolutions of 


ii 


mously, In favor of the course recommended by :; 
the Committee on the Judiciary. i! 

Imyself, sir, have as much personal knowledge |i 
in reference to the central location of the post: 
office in the city of Baltimore as my colleague 
and I may also say, that there js not a more suit- |; 
able building to be found in the whole city than i 


: conflicting local interests. 


the Exchange building of Baltimore; for the pur-: 
pose for which it is wanted, and for which this 
appropriation is recommended. TELL 
Now, sir, you have a contract for the purchase 
of that building, which is amply:sufficient to 
accommodate your post office and .to-extend ‘your 
custom-house there; and it is much: more’ eco= 
nomical to purchasé that building, already con- 
structed, than it would be to purchase a site and 
constructa building. Under these circumstances; 
the President having approved this planand made 
the contract, I sec no possible argument that can 
be made against it, unless it is in some secret 


‘opposition that I know nothing of. 


Mr. HARRIS. Does the gentleman mean to 
intimate that I am connected with nay secret 
opposition ? ` 

Mr. BOWIE. All I mean to sayis, that there 
seems to be very deep interest manifested: by the 
gentleman from Baltimore, as well as by some 
portions of the people of Baltimore, some ‘in 
favor of one plan and place and some in favor of 
another. Which class the gentleman from Miay- 
land belongs to I am unable to say. 

Mr. HARRIS. The gentleman from Mary- 
land belongs to neither. 3 

Mr. BOWIE. Very well. Now, sir, the 
Committee on the Judiciary have had this matter 
under consideration, and they have come to the 


i| almost unanimous conclusion that the contract 


which has been made ought to be ratified. If 
this House now withholds this appropriation, it 
amounts to a repudiation of a contract solemnly 
entered into by the President of the United States, 


| under the authority of an act of Congress. passed 


a year ago. Now, sir, ] cannot sce, after an èx- 
amination of the question fairly, any reason wh 
this House should refuse to ratify the contract 
which has been made. You cannot undertake to 
purchase a site and erect new buildings for those 
purposes in the city of Baldmore for less than 
$500,000; and here you have the opportunity of 
procuring a building ample for all the purposes of 
the Government for $267,000. I hope, therefore, 
this House will not postpone the appropriation 
of this money. 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, I wish to notify the com- 
mittee, that, if this debate is continued any longer, 
I shall move that the committee rise, and that the 
debate under the five-minute rule be suspended 
upon this item, ` 

Mr. STEWART. 
propriation ten dollars. 


I move to increase the ap- 
lt appears to me that 


| this appropriation ought to be made. I have no 


special feeling in reference to the matter. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. | desire to say that I hope 
the Chair will confine the gentleman strictly to 
the discus sion of the propriety of increasing the 
riation ten doilars. 

STEWART. Lintend to confine my re- 
marks within legitimate limits; and to enable me 
to do so, I will modify the amendment so as to 
increase the appropriation $1,000. I have the 


ji honor to represent a district somewhat remote 


from Baltimore, but I take a proper interest in 
the prosperity of that city, and I desire to enter 
into no controversy upon this subject, J under- 
stand that, in pursuance of an act of Congress, 


‘the President has proceeded to make a contract 


with certain gentlemen in the city of Baltimore 
These gentlemen have, therefore, under that con~ 
tract, acquired certain vésted rights which this 
House cannot overlook, unless fraud or gross 
impropriety is charged, lf the House undertake 
to withhold the appropriation and set aside, the 


| contract which has been made, it amounts virtu- 
i ally to repudiation, it seems to me. From the 


difference of opinion about this matter, there is 
some danger that the city of Baltimore may fail 
in obtaining any appropriation whatever towards 
the improvement of the public buildings of the 
United States at that point. From the amount 
of revenue received there, and the extent of the 


| public business, such a result would be a mis- 


fortune. r í 

It is impossible, either in the city of Baltimore 
or anywhere else, to satisfy everybody on any 
subject. There are there, as everywhere else, 
My colleague states 
that the arrangement entered into by the President 


: has been approved by the City Council of: Balti- 


more, or a branch thereof, and recommended by 
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a highly respectable portion of the merchantsand 
“others. Jf,the appropriation be refused. here and 
now, we will be involved, probably, in similar ' 
difficulties in the designation of any other point 
than the one. selected by the President. The; 
Committee on the Judiciary have given them- | 
selves.great pains to investigate this whole mat- 
ter; Landerstand that some-of them put them- 
selves.to.the trouble to go to.thecity of Baltimore: 
to look.at the various proposed sites. They had 
no particular interest in the matter, one way or 
the other, I suppose; and with this investigation, 
they have approved the arrangement made by 
the President., How, then, can we judiciously 
refuse to make this appropriation, when we have 
recommendations from our.committees who have 
examined the matter, that it should. be made? I 
am ‘sorry that the gentlemen from Baltimore 
differ with the council of the city, and with the 
Committee on the Judiciary; and the appropria- 
tion is thus jeoparded.. So far as there has been 
an effort to obtain the popular sentiment of Bal- 
tire, it is in favor of this arrangement, as 
proper and judicious. I understand the contract 
has been made, and Ido not think the House 
ought to repudiate it. It has been adopted by the 
President in pursuance of an act of Congress. 
~The contract having been made, the duty is now 
devolved on Congress to make the necessary 
appropriation to carry itinto execution. I hope. 
' the amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. LETCHER. I know nothing of this 
matter, for my attention has never been called to 
it; and to vote understandingly I want some in- 
formation, What I desire to know is this: what 
has been the action of the people of Baltimore? 
Tave they petitioned for this location, or have 
they petitioned against it? 

Mr. HARRIS. I willanswer the gentleman. 
Allusion has been made by my colleague, [Mr. 
Bowrs,} to a memorial of one hundred and filty | 
respactable merchants, presented to the committee 
in Eivor of this location, I desire to say to the 
gentleman from Virginia, that there have been 
placed before the Committee on the Judiciary 
memorials against this location, with some four 
thousand signatures. My colleague says further 
that this location has been indorsed by the City 
Gouncil of Baltimore. Thisis‘a mistake. There 
was some action taken by the first branch of the 
City Council, but it was afterwards ignored by 
the second branch. ‘here was, therefore, no 
action by the City Conneil, 

Mr. LETCHER. Then, as I understand, there 
is a conilict of opinion in regard to it. Some are 
for this location, and some are against it and 
in favor of other locations in the city, If this is 
the diliculty in regard to it, there is one way, it 
secins to me, in which to get rid of it, and to 
which I shall resort, if this discussion continues 
longer; that is, to insert a proviso for the repeal 
ef the act directing the construction of the build- 
ing. ; 

This is exactly the state of the case with all 
these buildings. There are local interests which | 
seek to control the locations, and they are con- 
stanly in conflict, Itis almost impossible for 
one not familiar with all the facts to judge in re- | 
gard to the appropriation. 

Mr. DAVIS ‘Phat is a reason why this is not 
the proper time to consider it, when we are under 
the five-minute rule, 

Mr. LETCHER. I do not know anything 
about that. It seems thatit has been a matter 
under consideration by one or two of the com- 
mittees of this House. The Judiciary Committee 
had it in charge. It is now before the Committee 


of Ways and Means; and the Senate have passed | 
arr] I think it would | 
puzzle this Fionse somewhat to tell how to vote | 


a bill to carry it into execution. 


on the question. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. That is the reason why! 


we ought to vote it down. 
drew his amendment. 


Ment; and it was disagreed to. 
Mr, WALKER. 
Ment: : 

For the. purehase of the s 
Mobile, Alabama, bounded on the north by Congress sireet, | 
on the east by Bayou street, on the south by State street, | 
and on the West by Jefferson street, and lying immediately | 


1 offer the following amend- | 


in the rear of the United States marine hospital, and to 
form apart of the.grounds of said hospital, 45,000. 


| 


į expended balance of appropriations already made (or the i 


| was too late, 


| subject to the same rules as other members of this House. 


į Ways and Means. This Government is already 
? a y ; a government of clerks in every Department of it. | 
Mr. Stewart, by unanimous consent, with- |! 


ey ( | the Departments, and sent to the Committee of 
he question was taken on Mr. Bow1n’s amend- | 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I raise the point | 
that the amendment is not in order, It was ruled 
out of order yesterday, when it was offered by the 
gentleman’s colleague. Ta 

Mr. WALKER. It seems to me, though I 
have no familiarity with the rules, that the amend- 
mentis in order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not. 

Mr. WALKER. Is it not in order for me to 
state the reasons why I think the amendment is 
in order? 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate is not in order. 
The Chair thinks the paint well taken, and rules | 
the amendment out of order. 

Mr. McCARTY. I offer the following amend- | 
ment. 

For the purpose of inclosing and grading the lot, construct- 
ing proper pavements and cisterns, and introducing gas, &e., 
into the custom-house, court-room, and post office build- 
ings, authorized to be constructed at Oswego, New York, 
£5,000. : 

Mr. Chairman, though the Secretary of the | 
Treasury opposed the application far theenlarge- | 
ment of this custom-house, yet he did recommend 
that certain improvements be made. That those 
improvements may be made, this amendment is 
introduced. Lask that the letter of the Secretary 
of the Treasury be read. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I object; ithas never been 
before any committee. ; 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, offered the following amend- 
ment as separate sections: 
+4, And. he it further enacted, That the accounting 


officer of the Treasury be dirceted to settle and pay to the 
public printer the increased compensation allowed by joint 


Is debate in order? 


resolution No. 18, approved 20th of July, 1854, upon the | 


printing ordered prior to the repeal of said resolution as 
applicable to said printer by the actor 15th May, 1856, enti- 
tied * An act to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the serviec of the fizeal year ending the 30th of June, | 
1856. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That there shall be 
paid, for the subsistence of the comune ner under the 
treaty with Great Britain of 5th June, 1854, out of any un- 


.| past legislation of Congress. 


i| as those recommended by that committee. 


rejected by the decision of the Chair. Iam for 
rejecting the appropriations which have been 
recommended by the Committee of Ways and 


ii Means, and by striking out such appropriations 


put down the government of the Departmenis 


|, where there is no existing law by which the ap- 


| propriations become necessary to carry out the 
Let us put an end 
to that, and put the Committee of Ways and 
: Means upon an equality with other members of 
| the House. I want to see to whom the power 
of legislation is confided—whether to one of the 
standing committees of this House, or tothe two 
hundred and thirty-four Representatives upon thig 


ii floor coming from every portion of this Union, 


and speaking in behalf of the whole people. For 
myself I want no padlock put upon my lips, and 
no legislation carried out by contract. Iam op- 
posed to any species of legislation which docs 
| not secure equal and just rights to all, and I am 
not to be trammeled and chained by any such rule. 
i I have as much right to speak here as have the 
| members of the Committce óf Ways and Means, 
and my amendments are as much to be respected 
They 
| are governed by the same rules. and the same 
| laws, and they have no more power here than I 
have. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, vf Ohio. Tam öpposed to 
this amendment. I desire to say that I am sur- 
prised at the remarks of the gentleman from 
Georgia, who has repeated the stale and worn- 
| out charge against the Committee of Ways and 
| Means, that they desire to absorb the power of 
legislation. Every intelligent member of this 
House knows that that committee have reported 
| back many of the estimates that were referred to 


| has been to get clear of the legislation which the 
| members of ether committees have endeavored 


service under said treaty, the sum of four dollars per dicn 
from the date of his appointment. i 


i 

The amendment was agreed to, | 
Mr. STANTON. [culled for a division of the | 
House upon that amendment, before the result | 
i 


| was announced by the Chair. 


The CHAIRMAN, The call came too late, | 
as the Chair did not hear the gentleman, 

Mr. STANTON. I state that I made the call 
before the result was announced, and I take an 
appeal from the decision of the Chair, saying I | 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I submit that the gentle- 
man cannot take an appeal from the decision of | 
the Chair. There is nothing to appeal from. | 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair decides that | 
the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. SEWARD offered the following amend- 
ment, to come in immediately after the amend- 
ment just adopted: 

Provided, That no appropriation in this act shall be made 
available, where the same is not made to carry out some 
existing law, notwithstanding the same may have been re- | 
ported by the Committee of Way8 and Means, they being 


|| Ge 


| raended by the Committee of Ways and Means, 
| not authorized by law. Sir, I have no objection 
| to the principle. of the proviso. The effect of it 
| would be simply to strike from the. bill amond- 
| ments which have come from outsiders. It would 
| not affect one item recommended by the Ways 
jand Means. Committee. The gentleman from 
orgia cannot point to one amendment recom- 
| mended by the Committee of Ways and Means, 
| for which I am not prepared to show him the 
{authority of law, 

| Flis charge, therefore, falls to the ground. It 
has nothing, in fact, on which it may be founded. 
| The charge might be properly applied in other 
| quarters, but it fails to reach the Committee of 
| Ways and Means. And, sir, I think that these 


Mr. CAMPBELL. [rise to a question of order. 
It is general legislation attached to an appropri- 
ation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order, believing that the committee may 
put such restrictions and conditions upon appro- 
priation bills as they think proper. 

Mr. SEWARD. l have introduced this amend- 
ment for the purpose of testing a principle, and 
to ascertain whether the legislation of the country 
is in the hands exclusively of the Committee of | 


i 
t 
| 


i 
| 
i 


Estimates are made and business transacted in | 


after amendments have been offered to this ap- | 
propriation bul by other members of this House, 


for purposes as just, legitimate, and useful to this | 


Government as those recommended by the Com- | 
mittee of Ways and Means, and they have been 


in their particular localities. 


i facts tend to show that the legislation of the 
| country would, perhaps, not be in very unsafe 
| hands were it placed in the hands of the Com- 


ii mittee of Ways and Means; because there is 


a general disposition among members here to 
ntroduce amendments without authority of law, 
while there is no such disposition in the Commit- 
tecof Ways and Means. It only exists among 
i members who have various interests to subserve 
i I hope the com- 
: mittee will vote down this section. I do not say 
‘but that, in a separate bill, it might be a very 
| proper proposition; but now it tends to trammel 
and embarrass this bill, which I regard as very 
important to the interests of the country, and 


i Which out to pass, 
Ways and Means. They audit them, and report |, 
ii to the Flouse, and under the strivgent rule laid | 
; down by the Chair, this Fouse is bound to give | 
‘ ‘its approval to all that they do. Amendments | 
guare of land in the city of |: 


Mr. SEWARD. I ask leave to withdraw my 


-amendment. I just want to say what I have 
; said : 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object to the 


| withdrawal, 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I now move that the bill 


| be laid aside to be reported to the House. 
ji 


The motion was agreed to. 
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INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to take up for con- 
sideration the report of the Committee of Ways 
and Means on the Senate amendments to House 
bill No. 71)making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian deparunent, 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1857. 
Of all other bills, I think the Indian appropriation į 
bill ought to be put through us quickly as pos- | 
sible. | 

The motion was agreed to; and the first amend- | 
ment of the Senate was reported, as follows: 

Blackfsot Nation.—For first of ten installmentsas annuity, | 
to be expended in the purchase of such goods, provisions, 
and other useful articles, as the President, at his discretion, 
may from time to time determine, per ninth article of the 
treaty of 17th of October, 1855, 220,000. 

Mr. ORR. Is this bill open to general debate? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. No; debate is closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that 
the general debate on the amendment is notclosed. 

Mr. ORR. Ido not propose, Mr. Chairman, 
to indulge in any illegitimate debate. I desire to 
submit some remarks to the committee on the 
last amendment of the Senate; and I do it now, |! 
apprehending that, before that amendment is 
reached, general debate may be closed, and I 
may be precluded from being heard upon it. 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment to which I refer | 
is in the folowing words: | 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 
of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to | 
pay to Jean Baptiste Faribault, and Pelagie Faribault, | 
his wife, the sum of $12,000, with interest thereupon from 
the 12th of March, 1839, in full payment of their claim to 
the island at the confluence of the Mississippi and St. Pierre 
rivers, in fulfiiment ofa @ontract entered into for that pur- 
pose on said 12th day of March, 1839, between the Seere- 
tary of War and the attorneys iu tact of the said Faribault 
and wife. x | 

The Committee of Waysand Means have rec- | 
ommended a non-concurrence in that amendment; 


poe 1 am. before the Committee or; tig pets ecutive document, House of Representatives, 
S Q anda i sup- |! Tren -Si Nae en $ : 7 2 
ose, Mr. Chairman, that any explanation of the | Twenty-Sixth Congress, first POSDLON No, 82, 
r eE temper M i t H E | page 12. In 1820 Colonel Leavenworth, who, it |] 
Germ Merg Eons temper ortie het 18 un- | seoms, took this man Faribault as interpreter up | 
necessary—the recommendations of the Commit- U to that region, without any knowledge on his | 
tee of peek and Sree having thus far been |! part that Pike’s treaty had been made and con- | 
SUSIAINeH = NAE Would t respira ox the TUNE: of ‘| firmed, entered into a convention with the Sioux 
the come of me W hole it the case were |! Indians to convey this island “to Pelagie Far 
£ t A A x 7 . r 
finally to be disposed of now, and here. , But : bault, wife of Jean Baptiste Faribault, and to her | 
committees of conference are oftentimes raised, || Peirs forever.” This he sent to the Seerctary of 
and questions come up at a late hour, and are || War, Mr. Calhoun, to be laid before the Presi- 
voted upon without the House understanding | gent, and, if approved, to be communicated to the | 
them and, therefore, I desire to presentsome facts | Sonate for ratification. ‘The Secretary of War, 
in connection with the claim which have come |, upon examination, found that the island had been 
to my knowledge, so that the committee may vote |: conveyed to the United States by a prior treaty, 
understandingly. At the last session of Congress | anq that the title then existed in the United States. 
{ was on a conference committee, having charge |: 


f thi Tai f Faribaul d wife. The He therefore declined to send the treaty to the j 
e May o ji bts ; 

Ob LIS SAMO CHUM: OL“ TATIVAU t and wile, thei! Senate for ratification, and wrote to Taliaferro, 

committee of conference recommended this sec: 


A : i Indian agent, ‘‘ Consequently the réservations 
tion, which was adopted by the House as an ți rder q y 


and He sation bill ‘| claimed under the treaty have no validity, and 
een to the Indian appropriation bul, to |; you will accordingly so ‘apprise the individuals 
wit: i 


| so concerned.” It will be perceived that the title 
That the sum of $12,000, &c., be appropriated to carry 


of the Mississippi river, were conveyed to the 
Government of the United States for military 
and commercial posts. It seems that, from some 
cause or other which I have not been able. to 
trace, this treaty was not ratified till three ycars 
afterwards—in 1808. Very much of the trouble | 
between the Secretaries of War and the two 
Houses of Congress since that time, with refer- | 
ence to this claim, has grown out of the fact, that 
in the volume of the Statutes at Large, appropri- | 
ated to Indian treaties, this treaty, by some ac- 
cident or other, is not to be found. It has not; 
been recorded among the published treaties, al- | 
though an examination of the Journal of the 
Senate of 1808, at page 76, will show that Mr. 
Jefferson, in a message communicated to the Sen- 
ate, transmitted that treaty. Subsequently, on 
the 16th of April, that treaty was ratified. It! 
will be found on page 80 of this Journal. The | 
original treaty that was made, and which was not | 
published in the volume appropriated to Indian į 
treaties, is now on file in the State Department. |; 

Mr. PHELPS. Any gentleman who is desir- 
ous of obtaining information in reference to the! 


in the American State Papers. I read so much 


of it as pertains to this matter: 


“Arr. 1. The Siotix nation grants unto the United States, | 
for the purpose of establishing military posts, nine miles 
square at the mouthof the river St. Croix, also from below 
the confluence of the Mis: ppi and St. Peters, up the 
Mississippi, to include the Falls of St. Anthony, extending 
nine miles on each side of the river. That the Sioux nation | 
grants to the United States the full sovereignty and power 
over said districts forever, without any let or hindrance | 
whatsoever.” | 


Here, too, is the ratification of the treaty by the 
Senate. 

Mr. ORR. The treaty was made in 1805, and 
in 1808 confirmed by the Senate. In 1819 the 
Government of the United States took possession 
of this island, and troops were gent to that re- 
gion. The evidence of that will be found in Ex- 


1 

| 
treaty to which the gentleman refers, can find it į| 

i 


of the United States to the island was perfect, | 
into effect this contract, &e.: Provided, That the Secretary Bee A 


of War shall be satisfied with the validity of their title to the || 20A that its date was twelve years anterior to the |, 
lands mentioned in said contract, and that the conveyance to ;| pretended conveyance to Faribault and her heirs. 
the United States be made so as to pass the said title. Well, sir, matters remained in this eondition 
Pursuant to the directions contained in that |! 
section, the Secretary of War has examined the | 
title of Faribault, and has made his decision. He | c : 
decides that these parties have no title whatever, |; of representations were made, or what influences ; 
and that no conveyance from them can pass to ; were brought to bear on Congress, buta joint res- |; 
the Government of the United States agood title, | olution was passed, directing the Secretary of i 
This amendment, therefore, is an appeal to Con- |, War, Mr. Poinsett, “to contract with J. B. & | 
gress from the decision of the Secretary of War, i| P. Faribault for the purchase of the island at | 
Without notice to the House, however, in the |; the confluence of the St. Peter’s and Mississippi 
amendment, that it is an appeal, and without as- 
signing the grounds of supposed error in the de- 
cision. There was laid on our tables a few days | 
since, an elaborate pamphlet, but not indorsed by ; 
any committee, or even a single member of this į 
House, arguing against the decision which the 
Secretary of War had reached in this case. A | 
brief history of it will, I think, satisfy the com- |; 
mittee that there is not a particle of merit in it, |; 
and that the recommendation of the Committee | 
of Ways and Means to non-concur should be j; 
adopted by this committee. The land in ques- | 
tion is an island in the Mississippi river, at or | 
near the mouth of St. Peters river, in Minnesota. | 
In 1805 a treaty was made by Lieutenant Pike 
with the Sioux Indians, by which treaty this 
island, and other adjacent islands on either-side 


i 
| 
i 

«<The claim of the Faribaults, depending as it does alone || 
upon the recognition of this instrument, [Leavenworth’s 
treaty,] of course falls with it? | 
Mr. Poinsett shows, beyond all doubt, in this il 
letter, that our title is good to the island, and th 


tf 


ji ment; an 


at ii remaining amendmen 


Faribault never had a-valid'title tothegame. This 
letter and the accompanying documents doubtless 
prevented: Congress from ratifying the contract; 
and the claimants seemed to have acquiesced. in 
this, atleast until the actors in that day had passed 
away, and hence we find the claim revived and 
renewed during the last Congress, after having 
slumbered for fourteen years. Congress ‘then 
acted with fairness to these rejected claimants. 
At the last session. this matter was carefully 

considered in committee, and afterwards in com» 
mittee of conference; and we then -said.to these. 
parties: “ We will pay you these $12,000 if you 
have got any title to the land. We cannot. in- 
vestigate your title. We have no time to devote 
to that purpose; but if you will show the Secre- 
tary of War, who can investigate the title, that 
you have any valid title to the land, we will pay 
you the $12,000.” Well, sir, the Secretary of 
Var, Mr. Davis, has investigated the subject, 
and he concurs with Secretary Poinsett in saying 
that the United States have had a perfect tile to 
the land since 1805 up to the present times-and 
that the conveyance to these parties, in 1820, 
under the Leavenworth treaty, is invalid and 
void, because the treaty was never ratified. This 
House cannot then allow the claim unless they 
intend to make a gratuity to these parties. : Í 
think the Committee of Ways and Means have 
done right in recommending that the whole sec- 
tion be stricken out. The agent who made the 
treaty with the Sioux nation, ceding this land to 
the United States, obtained the cession for a val- 
uable consideration, which was subsequently paid 
to the Siouxs, and they surely could not make 


| two good titles to different persons for the -same 


lands. We hold the only valid title they ever 
made; and T protest against paying the Faribaults 
for a claim which has no foundation either in law, 
equity, or morals, 

Mr. HAVEN. Mr. Chairman, I have heard 
every word that the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina has said, and I say ditto. l now move that 
the committee rise, with a view to terminate de- 
bate upon these amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the Committee rose; and the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. Prretps} having taken the chair, 


‘Mr. Grow reported that the Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the Union generally, and particu- 
Jarly the civil appropriation bill, and had directed 
him to report the same to the House with sundry 
amendments, 

Also, that the committee had had under con- 
sideration the Senate’s amendments to the Indian 
appropriation bill, and had come tono resolution 
thereon. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I call for the pre- 
vious question on the bill making appropriations 
for certain civil expenses of the Government for 


i the year ending the 30th of June, 1857. 


The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. HAVEN. I move that all further debate 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union on the Senate amendments to the Indian 
appropriation bill be closed within five minutes 
after its consideration shall be again resumed, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAVEN. Imove that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion can 
be entertained only by unanimous consent, the 
main question having been ordered on bill No. 201. 

There was no objection; and the question be- 


| ing taken, the motion was agreed to. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, [Mr. Bocock in the chair,] and resumed 


| the consideration of the amendments of the Sen- 
! ate to the Indian appropriation bill. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. ‘The amendments 
of the Senate are numerous; and in order that we 
may get through with them to-day, 1 move that 
all concurred in by the Committee of Ways and 
Means he agreed to en masse. 

There was no objection; and the Clerk read 
the amendments of the Senate agreed to by the 


i Committee of Ways.and Means without amend- 


d they were concurred in. 
The committee then proceeded to consider the 
ts of the Senate. 
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oi T wenty-ninth amendment: 
4 For first of ‘ten equal annual installments, in lien of 
former treaty stipulations, to be paid per capita to the Grand 


river Owtowas, per second article of the treaty of 3lst July, į 


1855, 83,500, 
: Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence in that 
amendment, with the following amendment: 
Provided, That no part of ue appropriations for the Orto- 
was and Caippewas of. Michigan shall be expended until 
the assent of sai 
gaid treaty shall first be obtained. 


- The amendment was agreed to; and the Senate | 


amendment as amended was concurred in. 
» Thirty-sixth amendment: 


For expenses of the examination and adjustment, by | 


direction of the Secretary of the Interior, of lots ailotted to 
the Stockbridyes, under the act of 3d Mareh, 1843, per thir- 
teenth articte of the treaty of Sth February, 1853, 9750. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
and Means have recommended a concurrence in 
the amendment, with the following amendment: 

Provided, That no part of the appropriations for the 
Stockbridges and Munsees shall be expended until the as- 
sent of said Indias to the Senate amendments to said 
treaty shail first be obtained, 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed | 


to; and the Se 
concurred: in. 
Forty-third amendment: 


For the general incidental expenses of the Indian service 
in the Territory of New Mexico, $12,500. 


The CHAIRMAN, The Committee of Ways 


nate amendment as amended was 


and Means recommend a concurrence in the. 


amendment of the Senate with the following 
amendment: 

After the word “ Mexico,” strike out the words $12,500,” 
and insert ax tollows : 

And ja making to the [odians, in said Territory, presents 
of goods, agricultural implements, and other usetul articles, 
and in assisting them to locate in permanent abodes, aud 
sustain themsetves by the pursuits of civilized life, to be 


expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Inte- Í 


rior, 947,300. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed | 


to; and the Senate amendment as amended was 
concurred in, 


Fifty-fifth amendment: 

For the payment to the children of Jobn Connoly, being 
interest On $299, at six por centum per annum, from Jant- 
ary 1, 1838, to May 1, 1855, per fiith article of the treaty 
of September 28, 1895, with the Saes and Foxes of Missis- 
sippi, 208. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence in the 
Senate amendment with the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out the whole of said amendment, and insof in 
licu thercot as follows : 

tor payment of inter 


t to the children.of John Connoly, 


deceased, on the sum or ¥200, secured to said John Connoly, ; 
deceased, by the ith aruicle of the treaty of September 28, | 


1835, with the Sacs and Foxes of Mississippi, such sum of 
mouey as may be necessary is hereby appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the Senate 
amendment as amended was concurred in, 


Pifty-seventh amendment: 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to redeem the 
pledges ot Governor D, Meriwether, in the articles recently 
negotiated by him, under instructions given in pursuanee of 
the act of Congress making appropriations to defray the 
expenses of said negotiations, made to the tribes and bands 
respectively, with whom peaceable relations have been 
detiniw reed on and now exist, in making to said Indians 
presents of goods, agricultural implements, and other useful 
articles, and in i 
abodes, and sustain themselves by the pursuits of civilized 
life, 485,000. 

Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend a non-coneurrence in this 
amendment, | will explain. 
and the forty-third have been consolidated, and 
the committee has already adopted the forty-third 
amendment, with the modification which was 
recommended by the Committce of Ways and 
Means. 

The amendment of the Senate was non-con- 
curred in. 

Fifty-eighth amendment: 

Sec.2. And be it further enacted, That if any person who 
has been removed from the Indian country under the pro- 
Visions of the tenth section of the act of Congress, approved 
the 33th of June, 1834, entitled “An act to regulate trade 
and intercourse with the Indian tribes, and preserve peace 
on tue irontiers, shall thereafter. at 


found within the Indian territory, such offender shail forfeit 
and piy the sum of $1,090. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Obio. The Committee | 


ii Such transfers or assiguments, such amounts as he may be | 


aid indians to the Senate amendinents to | 


of Ways and Means recommend a non-concur- 
rence. ; : 
The amendment was non-concurred 


Fifty-ninth amendment: 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That, in settling the 
aecounts of Thomas J. Henley. superintendent of Fodian 
affairs in California, the accounting officers of the Treas- 
i ury be, and they are hereby, authorized to alow him the 
amounts he actually paid to interpreters during the years 
of 1854 and 1855, and the amount of 8750 dollars paid by 
him to Saunders and Brenham, for interest on money 
| advanced by them on account of the Indian service in 


in. 


The Committee of Ways | 


sisting them to locate in permanent | 


This amendment | 


any time, return or be « 


| California, upon his producing satisfactory vouchers for 
| these expenditures. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways | 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence. i 

Mr. DENVER. LT hope that the recommend- | 
ation of the Committce of Ways and Means will 
not be concurred in, It provides for the payment 
li to the superintendent of Indian affairs in Cali- 
| fornia, of money which he has actually paid out, 
iland which was necessary to be paid in order to 
i| keep up the service. 1 trust the amendment-will 
not be stricken out. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


i| Sixtieth amendment: 

Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That the act of the 
Q7th of February. 1851, fixing the rate of compensation for 
interpreters, as far as it relates to California, be, and the 
i same is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Sixty-first amendment: 


5. Jind he it further enacted, That, in the assign- 


ment or transfer of warrants issued, or hereafter to be 
issued, to the Creeks and Seminoles of Black Dirt’s party, 
i the agent of said Indians may recognize, in certifying to | 
| the validity of such transfers or assiguments, such amounts 
as he may be satisfied have heen previously advanced to 
the warrantees, or tbeir representatives, in good faith, as 
pert of the purchase money thereof, and consideration 
therefor, cither in money or goods. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I desire to submit a 
i xernark or two in reference to that amendment. 
; My. attention was called to the reasons given by 
the Senator who is at the head of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs of the Senate, at the time this | 
amendment was offered there. I would like 
to know what reasons moved the committee to i 
recommend a non-concurrence in this amend- | 
ment? According to the regulations which now 
exist, I can sce no objection to it, According to 
jį the rules of the Senate, the Senate had a perfect 
|| right to place the amendment upon this bill. If, 
| therefore, according to the rules of the Senate, 
|| they had that right, there is no reason for the 
| committee of Ways and Means to ask the House 
to reject it simply upon the ground that the 
amendment docs not comport with the rules of 
this House. Tf the Senate has acted properly, I 
imagine the House will not take it upon them- 
| selves to reject the amendment simply because 
the Senate thought proper to embrace it in a bill 
| of this kind. | 
There is a great necessity, as I understand it, | 
|| for the adoption of the amendment proposed by | 
the Senate. There are Indians now in this city— | 
men who stand at the head of affairs in their re- 
spective nations, who are unable to control the | 
Jand warrants due to them at this time by the 
Government, unless this proposition is adopted. | 
They are men of intelligence, of age, of expe- | 


Sec. 


i affairs as I am, or any other gentleman upon this į 
i; floor, Their warrants are withheld from them, 
|, and they cannot dispose of them, when they could | 
get much more for them in this market than they 
could anywhere else. I ask the Committee of j 
; Waysand Means to withdraw their recommenda- | 
| tion, and allow this amendment to be adopted. 

| Mr. PHELPS. The Committee of Ways | 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence, be- | 
| cause, in the first place, the amendment is in an | 
“improper bill; secondly, because it is improper | 
; legislation. It does not endeavor to carry out the | 
: object which the gentleman from Arkansas seems į 
to think was designed by the Senate amendment. | 
I wish to call the attention of the committee to the | 
l! phraseology of this amendment: 


| And be it further enacted, That, in the assignment or 
i} transfer of warrants issued, or hereaiter to be issued, to the 
|, Creeks and Seminoles of Black Dirt’s party, the agent o 


i 

| 
fi foi 

j; said Judians may recognize, in certifying to the validity of | 


ience, and are as rolling their i icti i 
rience, and are as capable of controlling their own {| restricting them from making an amendment of 


i 
i 
i 
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| satisfied have been previously advanced to the warrantees, 


or their representatives, in good faith,.as part of the pur-. 
chase-money thereof, and consideration therefor, either-in 
money or goods. 

By a regulation respecting the assignment of: 
land warrants, the Indians may go before the Pn- 
dian agent and make an assiznment—but here 
seems to be an intent by legislation to have pre- 
vious verbal contracts between Indians and white 
men recognized, and to coerce the Indians to sell 
their warrants for the price of these invalid con- 
tracts, when they have received any advances in 
goods. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I will explain the mat- 
ter in one word. The purpose of the amendment 
is not to defraud the Indians, nor is it to permit 
the Senate to perpétrate a fraud upon anybody; 
but itis simply to enable the Indians, intelligent 
men, who have made contracts in reference to 
warrants, to carry out those contracts in good 
faith. That is all, and nothing more. 

Mr. PHELPS. I would ask the gentleman 
from Arkansas whether or not the existing law 
does not permit the Indians to make assignments 
of land warrants when made before the Indian 
agent? ; 

Mr. GREENWOOD. No, sir; but in order to 
enable the agent to give the certificate requircd by 
law, such a provision as this is absolutely neces- 
sary. The value of a land warrant worth eighty 
dollars will not justify a man in going all over the 
country to hunt up testimony.» 

Mr. PHELPS. In other words, the provision 
is to legalize an act which is not now legal. A 
party has made a verbal contract with an Indian 
for a land warrant hereafter to be issued. That 
contract is, by the laws of the United States, 
invalid. It would even be invalid with a white 
man. : 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was non-coneurred in. ` 


Sixty-second amendment: 


Src.6. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Interior be required to pay to Spunk, or Bald Frog, alias 
Joseph Henson, the amount of $400 for his valuation of an 
improvement under the Cherokee treaty of 1835, in pursu- 
ance of the provision of the twenty-fourth section of the act 
of March 3, 1855, making appropriations for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend non-concurrence in that 
amendment, 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Sixty-third amendment: 


Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That, in addition to 
the number now allowed by law, the President be author- 
ized to appoint one Indian agent, east of the Rocky Mount- 
ains, at a salary of $1,500. $ 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. PRINGLE. I should like to know from 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means the reason for recommending a non-con- 
currence? I understand it has the sanction of 
the Sceretary of the Interior. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The reason is this, that 
itis creating an office in an appropriation bill, 
which is contrary to the rules of the House and 
the rules that have controlled the Committee of 
Ways and Means, notwithstanding we have been 
charged with absorbing legislation. 

Mr. PRINGLE. The objection raised by the 
Committee of Ways and Means applies only to 
this House. There are no rules in the Senate 


this sort to an appropriation bill; and when it 
comes here from the Senate we are to judge of it 
On its merits. This ig a case where the Secretary 
of the Interior has supposed the creation of this 
office necessary, in order to manage the affairs of 
the Indians. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was non-concurred in. 


Sixty-fourth amendment: 


Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Interior be authorized and required to cause an inves- 
tigation to be had ofthe claims for depredations by Indians 
in the Territory of New Mexico that may have been made, 
and report to the next session of Congress, or as soon as 
practicable, the facts in each case, and particularly enumer- 
ating such as come within the provisions of the intercourse 
law, and for which, in his opinion, indemnity should be pro- 
vided by Congress. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways | 
and Means recommend non-concurrence. : 
Mr. OTERO, I hope the gentleman from Ohio 
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will not insist on that recommendation. It is 
absolutely necessary that such a provision should 
be adopted, We can have no recourse to the 
Court of Claims, and must come to Congress. 
There are now nearly ten years of accumulated 
claims in New Mexico, on account of depreda- 
tions committed by Indians. There is no other 
way to bring abouta settlement except by a pro- 
vision requiring the Secretary of the Interior to 
make this investigation. I hope the committee 
will concur in the amendment, It cannot doany 
harm. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will simply say that it 
would give me great pleasure to aid the gentleman 
from New Mexico in a proper way; but the 
idea of providing in an appropriation bill the 
means for hunting up claims against the Govern- 
ment strikes me as stretching the rules too far; 
and therefore the Committee of Ways and Means 
recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. ORR. I move to amend ‘the amendment 
by striking out the last two lines. I do not know 
that it is necessary that anything should be said 
to induce the committee to vote down this sec- 
tion. 

Mr. HAVEN. Do you want it voted down? 

Mr.ORR. Ido. 

„Mr. HAVEN. Then let us take the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. ORR. I want to explain it, as it will come 
before the conference committee. The objection 
to that section is this: under the Indian inter- 
course law now, every person who has suffered 
depredations at the hands of Indians has the 
right to go before the proper Department, and 
authenticate his losses and claim compensation, 
whatever that compensation may be. Now, the 
object, or rather the result, of this section would 
be this: you would inaugurate this policy—a 
report will be submitted, and the very fact that 

ou have authorized it will be used as evidence 
iere that the Government, by the passage of this 
section, assumed to pay every claim reported to 
the Secretary. I think, therefore, the committee 
is right in recommending a non-coneurrence. I 
withdraw my amendment. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Sixty-fifth amendment: 


Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the third section 
of the act making appropriation for the current and contin- 
gent expenses of the Indian department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, approved 


March 3, 1855, be, and the same is hereby, so modified and 
amended o limit the authority of the Secretary of the 


Interior to cause to be paid the sum of 853 33 to 2 indi- 
viduals only of the North Carolina Cherokees as are em- 
braced in the roll of Jolin C. Multay, and who may be living 
at the time of payment provided for in the said section of 
said act: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be 
construed to repeal any provision in said act. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Toffer ihe followingamend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute: 


Jind be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the Inte- | 


rior be author 
such Cheroke 
of the Mis 
dollars per 
outof any moneys in the Treasury 
priated: And provided further, That the expense of re- 
moving such Cherokees is to come out of said sum of $53 33 
heretofore appropriated for that purpose. 

Task the attention of the committee for a single 
moment to bring to their mind the law. In 1848 
an act of Congress was passed setting apart the 
sum of $53 33 for the removal of each of these In- 
dians that were left in North Carolina. Itis pro- 
vided by that law that this sam may be appro- 
priated for the removal of the Indian, or, if he 
should remove himself, then the money was to 
be paid to him when he got west of the Missis- 
sippi river. In point of fact there arc some two 
or three hundred Indians now in my district. 
They are anxious to emigrate, but have not the 
means of removing. ‘The Secretary does not want 
to pay them the money, because they might never 
go; and they cannot get west of the Mississippi 
without some means. They are, therefore, un- 
able to remove. This amendment provides that 
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ed to Appoint an agent to enroll and remove 
as desire to en ate to the country west 


| ance of the sum, $33 33, was to go to one year’s 


| of the Indians have been already removed. f called 


į the session, and requested him to appointan agent. 


| the means are furnished by the Government. I 


| Senate to be stricken out. 


i from Arkansas [Mr. Greenwoop] desires it shall | 
be. 


! these Indians west of the eee iy 
2 


| especially where there are so few Indians to re- 


| without limit or restriction, except as to his re- | 
: ceiving four dollars per day, as a matter of too 
! much importance to be attached to an Indian ap- 
|| propriation bill. As Ihave said, we have already 
Í yefuscd to appoint any Indian agent east of the 
| Rocky Mountains. 


| would not trammel the appropriation bill by the 

creation of Indian agents, and by matters of gen- 
; eral legislation. 
i man from North Carolina gives for the appoint- 


|! the reasons which could be given for the support 
! of the Senate amendment, (No. 63,) in which the 
: committee has already non-concurred. 
‘it would be very dangerous to establish, in an In- 


an agent may be appointed, and that he shall re- 
ceive out of the Treasury the small sum of four 
dollars per day, while actually employed in re- 
moving them. It was supposed that §20 would 
be sufficient to remove each of them;and the bal- 


subsistence after they got there. Ihave no doubt 
that it willbe amply sufficient. A large portion 


on the Secretary of the Interior the early part of 


He had no objection to doing it, and thought that 
he had authority sufficient to make the appoint- 
ment, but said that he had no mcans out of which 
to make him compensation. I think the Gov- 
ernment ought to pay that compensation. The 
Governmentis bound to remove the Indians under 
the express articles of the treaty, and 1 trust the 
committee will see no objection to the adoption 
of the amendment I have indicated. 

I will say to the gentleman from Ohio, that the 
Government bound itself to remove these Indians. 
It has, as is well known, removed a large part 
of them, but the obligation still rests to remove 
those who remain. This $53 33 is a part of the 
$5,000,000 which the Government paid them for 
their lands, when it was determined to remove 
them west of the Mississippi. It is utterly 
impossible for these Indians to remove, unless 


think this proposition ought to be adopted. I 
understand, however, that the Committee of 
Ways and Mcans wish the amendment of the 
I will therefore offer 
my amendment as a substitute for the Senate | 
amendment. Then, if the committee vote down |} 
my amendment, the question will be taken on || 
concurring in the amendment of the Senate; so |i 
that the vote may be taken directly, as my friend 


if the question should be taken on concur- 
ring with the amendment of the Senate, and the 
committee decide to concur, it will then be too 
late to offer my proposition as a substitute, and 
I shall have no opportunity of offering it. 1 |! 
therefore offer my amendment as a substitute for |; 
the amendment of the Senate. | 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. This committee || 
has already, by its action on the sixty-third |; 
amendment, settled this question, to wit: that || 
they will not provide for the creation of any new |; 
officer. The gentleman from North Carolina |; 
[Mr. Cuineman] says they have a few Indians 
left in his district, and he wishes the appointment 
of an Indian agent to superintend the removal of 
Now, sir, 
is new office, 


if the committee propose to create t 


move, and to make the provision in the Indian 
appropriation bill, L think we should go back 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 1l wish to say to the gen- 
tleman, that the last census shows that there are | 
about one thousand four hundred Indians in my 
district, and L understand that about three hun- 
dred of them wish to emigrate. The treaty requires 
that the Government shall remove them, and I! 
do not sce how it can be done unless an Indian 
agent be appointed. . 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I regard the appointment 
of an Indian agent under circumstances like these, 


We refused to concur in the | 
Senate amendment, upon the principle that we | 


i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
i 
| 
i 


And, sir, the reasons the gentle- 


ment of this agent are by no means as good as 


I think 


dian appropriation bill, such a precedent as is 


| shows that m 


contemplated by the amendment of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina. I hope, therefore, 
that his amendment will be voted down, and that 
the Senate amendment will be non-concurred in. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I simply desire that the 
committee may be made acquainted with the 
reasons which influenced the Senate in adopting 
this sixty-fifth amendment. I have nothing to do 
with the amendment of the gentleman from North 
Carolina. If it could be legitimately placed upon 
this bill, E think it would be very well, if there 
are, as he says, three hundred of these Indians 
who are desirous of emigrating west of the Mis- 
SissIppl. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I ask that the third section 
of the law for removing these Indians may be 
read. IJ think it will show that no further legis- 
lation is necessary. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Certainly they must have 
the means of emigrating whenever they wish. 
The Secretary of War is required to draw the 
money from the Treasury whenever it is required 
for that purpose. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I will state that this 
sixty-fifth amendment is merely to remove an 
ambiguity in relation to the construction of the ex- 
isting law. ; 

The section of the law of 1848 was read as fol- 
ows: 


“& Sec. 5, And be it further enacted, That whenever, here 
after, any individual, or individuais, of said Cherokee In- 
dians, shall desire to remove and join the tribe west of the 
Mis: sissippi, then the Secretary of War shall be authorizéd 

vithdraw from the fund set apart as aforesaid the sum of 
53 33, and the interest due and unpaid thereon, and apply 
the same, or such part thereof as shall be necessary, to the 
removal and subsistence of such individual, or individuals, 
and pay the remainder, if any, or the whole, if the said Iu- 


| dians, or any of them, shalt prefer to remove themselves, 10 
i such individuals, or heads of families, upon their removal 


west of the Mississippi: Provided, That the amount herein 
required to be funded for the benefit of said Cherokees in 
North Carolina, and the amount required to be paid them, 
shall be charged to the general Cherokee fund, under the 
treaty of New Echota, and shail be reimbursed therefrom.” 
Mr. CLINGMAN. The provision just read 
amendment is necessary. The 
Secretary of War is authorized to let these Indians 
have the money, but there must be an agent to 
pay it to them. My amendment allows such 
agent four dollars per day, while so engaged. 
Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
the particular attention of members to the follow- 
ing explanation of the amendment of the Senate, 
which was made by the Senator from Arkansas, 
who is the chairman of the Committee on Indian 


| Affairs of the Senate: 


«c And be it further enacted, That the third section of the 
act making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, approved Mareh 3, 
1855, be, and the same is hereby, so modified and amended 
as to limit the authority of the Secretary of the Interior to 
cause to be paid the sum of 453 33 to such individuals only 
of the North Carolina Cherokees as are embraced in the 
roll of John C. Mullay, and who may be living at the time 
of payment provided for in the said section of said act: 
Provided, That nothing herein contained shail be construed 
to repeal any provision in said act. 

“Mr. Honrer. L should like to hear that again. We 
have paid a good deal of money to these Cherokees. 

“ Mr. SeBasrian. Perhaps I had better explain to the 
Senator. Tt is within his recollection, as it is probably 
within that of most Senators here, that in 1848 a law was 
passed by Congress requiring the Secretary of the Treasury 
to take an enrollment of North Carolina Cherokees, and, 
when their number was ascertained, to set apart a certain 
sum as a trust fund in the Treasury of the United States for 
their benefit, to the amount of $53 33, the aggregate of the 
commutation of their claim for removal and subsistence, 
with interest on that amount of money from time to time ; 
and whenever any one of them might choose to remove to 
the West, it was to be paid. or disbursed by the Depart- 
ment to defray the expenses of their removal. Under 
the provisions of that Jaw I believe sixteen Cherokees 
have emigrated to the West. The rest have heen citizens, 
or residents at least, of the State of North Carolina. The 
Government has been paying interest on that amount ever 
since. At the last session of Congress it occurred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, that, iuasmuch as the dis- 
bursement of that interest being so small as it was to the 
Indians, bad become a public debt to the amount of fifty or 
sixty dollars, it might as well be redeemed by paying them 
the principai in lieu of perpetual interest. The Department 
recommended it, and made an estimate for it; but when 
they came to pay off the principal, it was found thata great 
many persons had died who could not of course take under 
the law. Their personal representatives, their administra- 
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tors, claimed, as coming to them‘ for purposes of general t 
administration, this fund, which was originally intended | 
by the Government only for removal. 

«It is now to relieve the Secretary of that doubt, and the | 

¿ Jaw of that ambiguity, by declaring that the principal shall | 
be paid ouly to thuse living persons who could receive the 
intereat, and whe could emigrate under the terms of the 
law, and not to pay to those who are claiming it in behalf į 
of the representatives of deceased persons on the roll of 
Mullay. Lsecon my table, aud there are before the Com- | 
mittee on Indian Attairs, many memorials from the repre- 
sentatives of deceased Indians, who are elaiming from this | 
commutation fund as payable tothem. The Secretary of 
the Treasury decided that they were not entitled, under | 
the spirit and terms of the law. The amendment is to 
require the disbursement of that fund in conformity to the 
decision of the Secretary of the Treasury. Of course this 
is an answer to, and equivalent to a refusal of, the memo- 
rials of all those personal representatives who have asked 
for the payment of the principal to them. ‘That is the 
operation and effect of the amendment.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is no doubt in my 
mind that this amendment ought to be agreed to. 
As to the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from North Carolina, that is a question for the 
committee. Whether it be voted down or not, 


I trust the Senate amendment will be agreed 


to. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I call attention to the 
statement read by the gentleman from Arkansas. 
lt is there stated that only sixteen Indians were 
removed. They were able to remove themselves, 
and then received the money they were entitled 
to; but the greater portion of these Indians, hav- 
ing to travel six or seven hundred miles, had not 
the means for their removal; and unless the Gov- 
ernment appoints an agent to remove them, they 
never will receive the money to which they are 
entitled, All this shows the necessity of my 
amendment. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. There is no conflict 
between the gentleman and myself. My argu- 
ment is, that whether the gentleman’s amend- 
ment be adopted or not, the committee ought, at || 
least, to concur in the amendment of the Sen- | 
ate. 1 

Mr. HOUSTON. We have had a great deal | 
of trouble with these Indians. The ground on | 
which they were permitted to remain was, that | 
they were capable to govern themselves. { think | 
the best thing we can do is to let them alone. If 
they signify to the Secretary of War a desire to 
remove West, then let the means be furnished for 
that purpose. f 

Mr. CLINGMAN. They have so signified to 
the Secretary of War, but he will not pay them. 
I have called at the War Department myself. 

Mr. HOUSTON. What is the objection? 

Mr. CLINGMAN., ‘That if he gives them the | 
money they will never remove. ‘The Govern- | 
ment is bound to remove them. ' 

Mr. HOUSTON. Not by the treaty, The} 
Government was originally bound to remove | 
those who desired to go. 

Mr. CLINGMAN., ‘To remove them all. 

Mr. HOUSTON. North Carolina has con-!} 
tributed more to the retention of these Indians 
than any other State. If the State had given her 
countenance to their removal, there would uot: 
now be one of them within her limits—at least 
there would be very few of them. Instead of so 


doing she has passed laws making them citizens, 

Mr. CUINGMAN,. That is a mistake, There i 
never was more than one given the privilege ofj 
citizenship, aud he had rendered good service in 
the war. 

Mr. MOUSTON. 
elections? 
Mr. CLINGMAN None other than the one 

l refer to, 

Mr. HOUSTON. I know that some of the | 
States have made them citizens, and encouraged | 
them to remain, against the policy of the Govern- | 
ment, All that we are bound to do is, when they | 
signify a desire to be removed, to pay them the 
money to which they are entited; which | think | 
we ought to do. | 

i 
j 
| 


Do they not tote at your || 


Mr. PHELPS. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from North Carolina, and 
the amendment of the Senate. 1 will refer to a 
section of law which has not been heretofore | 
quoted. The amendment under consideration | 


‘the fifty-ninth and sixtieth Senate amendments. 


utive share of the money. Here is the third 

section of the Indian appropriation act of 1855: 
& Sua. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 

of the Interior is hereby authorized and required to cause 


"arth Carolina Cherokees embraced in the 


to be paid to the N } 
roll of John C. Muiiay, or the legal representatives of such 


of them as have died since their enrollment, the sum $53 33, 
respectively, for the expenses of their removal and subsist- 
ence, now held in trust by the United States, according to 
the terms of the fourth section of the act of 29th of July, 
anno Domini, 1848; for which purpose there is hereby ap- 
propriated the sum of $42,290 69: Provided, That cach and 
every Indian so reesiving such payment in fall, shall give 
his assent thereto: And provided further, That said Secre- 
tary shall be first satisfied that the State of North Carolina 
has, before such payment, by some appropriate act, agreed 
that said Cherokees may remain permanently in that State, 
anything in the treaty of 1835—36 to the contrary notwith- 
standing.?? 

Now, this provides that this subsistence money 
shall be paid to the Indians enumerated upon the 
roll of John C. Mullay, and in the case of the 
death of any of them, to the legal representatives 
of those deceased Indians. 

The Senate amendment provides there shall be 
paid the sum of $53 33 to such Indians only in 
North Carolina, of the Cherokee nation, as are 
embraced in the roll of John C. Mullay, as may 
have been living at the time of the payment pro- | 
vided for in the said act. Then there is a further 
proviso retaining the provision of the act of 1855. 

I can see no object whatever in the amendment 
of the Senate, except it be to deprive the living 
representatives of the deceased Indians of the 
payment to which they were entitled under the 
act of 1855. I therefore think that both amend- 
ments are improper, and ought not to be adopted. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Cuineman’s 
amendment; and it was not agreed to. 


The Senate amendment was non-concurred in. 


Sixty-seventh amendment: 
Sec. I. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 


of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to ;| 


pay to Jean Bap uribault, and Pelagie Faribault, his | 
wite, the sum of 090, Wilh interest thereupon from the 
th of March, $839, in full payment of their claim to the 


in which the Committee of the Whole recom- 
mended a non-concurrence. 

Mr. DENVER. [hope the House willconcurin 
the Senate amendment. It is utterly impossible 
to carry on the operations of the Indian depart- 
ment in California, without some such provision 
as this. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would remind 
the gentleman from California that debate is not 
order, the House having ordered the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was non-concurred in. 


The sixtieth amendment, in which the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
recommended non-concurrence, was reported as 
follows: 
| Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the act of the 

27th of February, 1851, fixing the rate of compensation for 
interpreters, as far as it relates to California, be, and the 
same is hereby, repealed. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was non-concurred in. 


Mr. CAMPBELL moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the House acted onthe recommend- 
ations of the Committee of the Whole on the state 
| of the Union, and also moved that the motion to 

reconsider be laid on the table; which latter mo- 
tion was agreed to. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL~—AGAIN. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the 
business next in order to be on the amendments 
recommeded by the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union to House bill (No, 201) 
! making appropriations for certain civil expenses 
of the Government, for the year ending 30th of 
| June, 1857; and on that the [louse had ordered the 
main question to be now put. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will ask to have the 
| amendments reported, and if there be objection 
to any of them, separate votes can be demanded. 

The amendments were reported, and separate 


island at the confluence of the Mississippi and St. Pierre 
rivers, in tulfillmeut ofa contract entered into for that pnr- | 
pose on the said 12th day of March, 1839, between the 
Scerctary of War and the attorneys in fact of the said Fari- 
bault and wife. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, The Committee 
of Ways and Means recommend a non-concur- | 
rence. 

GN A 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 1 move that the 
committee rise and report the bill to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose, and the SPEAKER pro 
tempore [Mr. Pirenes| having resumed the chair, 

Mr. BOCOCK reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union had, accord- 
ing to order, had the state of the Union generally 
under consideration, and particularly a bill (H. 
R. No. 71) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian depart- 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with ; 
various lodian tribes, for the year ending June į 
30, 1857, with the Senate amendments thereto, 
and bad directed him to report the same to the! 
House, with a recommendation that the Flouse 
concur in certain Senate amendments, that they | 
concur in others with amendments, and that they 


| non-concur in others. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
vious question. 


| 
i 

i 

| 

i 

t 

i 

| 

| 

I move the pre- | 

| 

I 

The previous question was seconded, and the | 
| 

| 

i 

| 


p main question ordered to be put. 


Mr. DENVER. lask fora separate vote on 


No objection being made, the question was 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the į 
Union, in reference to the Senate amendments, 
upon which a separate vote had not been de- 
manded; and the report of the committee was 
concurred in. 


The question then reeurred upon the followin 
Senate amendment, (No. 59,) viz: 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That in settling the 
accounts of Thomas J. Henley, superintendent of Indian 
affairs in California, the accounting officers of the Treasury 
be, and they are hereby, authorized to allow him the 


gx 
fo 


votes were demanded on numbers 9, 10, 23, 31, 
32, 33, and 34. 

The question was put on the amendments on 
which no separate vote was asked, and they were 
| severally concurred in. 

The question now being on the following 
amendment, (No. 9,) on which a separate vote 
had been demanded: 

Provided, That it shall not be lawful, after the 15th day 
of November, 1856, for any oflicer in commission in the 
military service of the United States to have charge of, or 
to be employed as assistant superintendent or architect in, 
the construction of the building for which this appropriation 
is made, nor for any other custom-house, or marine hos- 
pital, mint, post office, court-house, Capitol extension, or 
any other public building, exeept such as pertain to the 
military defense of the United States: And provided further, 
| That trom and after the said 15th day of November, 1856, 
the general supervision of the construction of the Capitol 
and Post Office extension shall be transferred from the 
Secretary of War to the Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. MILLER, of Indiana, called for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 

Mr. FLORENCE called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Bococx and 
KerELsey were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
| —-ayes 93, noes 30. 
| So the amendment was concurred in. 


The tenth amendment was read and agreed to, 
as follows: 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to procure a lease 
from the board of supervisors of Ontario county, New 
| York, for a court-roou and post office at Canandaigua, New 

York, and to furnish the same, $12,000. 


| ; 
| S i | The twenty-third amendment was read, as fol- 
| taken in gross, upon agreeing to the report of the || 


lows: 
After line two hundred and fifty-seven insert, for furnish- 


i} ing and ornamenting the Capitol with such works of art as 
ii may be ordered and approved by the Joint Committee on the 


Library, to be placed in either wing of the extension when 
; ready for their reception, $20,000. 

Mr. ORR called for tellers on the amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. FLAGLER 
and Stnanauan were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 91, noes 31. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


The thirty-first amendment was read, as fol- 


i! lows: 


For rebuilding Franklin engine-house, including the pur- 
chase of a suitable lot, &c., $5,000, 5 


1856. 
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Mr. FLAGLER. This is the amendment, I 
believe, which proposes to build an engine-house, 
which we had before ussome time ago. I think 
we had better vote it down. 

Mr. FLORENCE demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Batt and 
Mi.iwarp were appointed. 

The question was put; and the tellers reported 
-—ayes 74, noes 47, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


The thirty-second amendment, on which a sep- 
arate vote had been asked, was reported, as fol- 
lows: 

For the collection of agricultural statistics, investi- 
gations for promoting agriculture and rural economy, and 
the procurement and distribution of cuttings and seeds, 
$75,000, to be expended under the direction of the Com- 
missioner of Patents: Provided, That the Commissioner 
shall report to Congress the various kinds and amounts of 
seeds purchased, and to be purchased, under this appropri- 
ation, and from whom, and where obtained, and the cost of 
the same. 


Mr. HICKMAN. I demand the yeas and 
nays on that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was concurred in. 


The thirty-third amendment, on which a sep- 


arate vote had been asked, was reported, as fol- į 


lows: 


To complete the bridge across the Potomac at the Little 
Fails, agreeably to the plan already adopted, $5,000. 

To meet the necessary expenses attendant on the execu- 
tion of the neutrality act of the 20th of April, 1818, $10,000, 


to be expended under the direction of the President, pur- i 


suant to the third section of the act of Congress of the Ist of 
May, 1810, entitled “An act fixing the compensation of 
public ministers and consuls residing on the coast of Bar- 
bary, and for other purposes.’? 

To enable the President of the United States to carry 
into effect the act of Congress of 3d March, 1819, and any 
subsequentacts now in force for the suppression of the slave 
trade, $8,000. 

To enable the Secretary of State to purchase one hun- 
dred copies each of Audubon’s “ Birds of America,” and 
“ Quadrupeds of America,” for presentation to foreign Gov- 
ernments in return tor valuable works sent by them to the 
Government of the United States, $16,000. 

For filling up the dock between Central and Long wharves, 
Boston, widening the streets on the east front of the cus- 
ee and extension and maintenance of the drains, 

15,000. 

e For arrearages on account of legislative expenses of the 
Territory of Minnesota, being for printing, binding, and 
miscellaneous items, for the sessions of 1851, °52, °53, 754, 
255, and 756, $22,122 04. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
that is one entire amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. ; 

Mr. SMITH. If I understand it, the amend- 
ment embraces an appropriation of $75,000 for 
the Little Falls bridge. 

The SPEAKER. Itincludes only $5,000 for 
that purpose. 

Mr. SMITH. 
$75,000. 

The SPEAKER. That was so; but the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
struck out the word ‘ seventy,” leaving the ap- 
propriation $5,000. 

Mr. SMITH. How can I get a separate vote 
upon that part of the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. | 
vote, as the Committee of the Whole reported 
the amendment to the House as a whole. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was agreed to. 


The thirty-fourth amendment, on which a sep- 
arate vote had been asked, was reported, as fol- 
lows: 


Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the accounting 
officer of the Treasury be directed to settle, and pay the 
public printer the increased compensation allowed by the 
joint resolution, No. 18, approved 20th July, 1854, upon the 
printing ordered prior to the repeal of said resolution, as 
applicable to said printer, by the act of 15th May, 1850, en- 


I would inquire if 


The original proposition was 


tited “ An act to supply deficiencies in the appropriations | 


for the service of the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 

56,2? 

IE s, and he it further enacted, That there shall be 
paid for the subsistence of the commissioner under the 
treaty with Great Britain of 5th June, 1854, out of any un- 
expended balance of appropriations already made for the 
service under said treaty, the sum of four dollars per diem, 
from the date of his appointment. 

Mr. STANTON. Iask for a division of the 
question, so that the vote may be first taken upon 

ection four. 

The SPEAKER. A 
was adopted as one amendment by the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and so 
reported to the House. 


There can be no separate | 


Tt cannot be divided, as it |! 


Mr. STANTON. Idemand the yeas and nays, 
and ask for tellers upon the yeas and nays. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. GILBERT and 
Kerr were appointed, 
The House was divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes thirty, noes not counted. 
So the yeas and nays were ordered, (one fifth 
of the members present voting in favor thereof.) 
_The question was then taken; and it was de- 
aded in the negative—yeas 37, nays 130; as fol- 
ows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Bell, Henry Bennett, Billinghurst, 
Bishop, Bowie, Buffinton, James-H. Campbell, Caruthers, 
Chaffee, Covode, Cragin, Damreli, Dick, Dodd, Edie, 
Edwards, Eustis, Florence, Granger, Thomas L. Harris, 
Howard, King, Mace, Killian Miller, Millward, Morgan, 
Peck, Pennington, Phelps, Sage, Samuel A. Smith, Thurs- 
ton, Tyson, Vail, Walbridge, Williams, and Woodruff—37. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Ball, Barbour, Barks- 
dale, Hendley 8. Bennett, Benson, Bliss, Bocock, Boyce, 
Branch, Brenton, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Caskie, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Cling- 
man, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Crawford, 
Cullen, Cumback, Timothy Davis, Dean, Denver, Dickson, 
Dowdell, Dunn, Durfee, Eiliott, Emrie, Etheridge, Evans, 
Flagler, Foster, Galloway, Gilbert, Goode, Greenwood, 
Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas R. 
Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, Hughston, George 
W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kelsey, Kennett, Knapp, Knight, 
Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Mar- 
shall, Matteson, Maxwell, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Moore, Morrill, Mott, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Powell, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Quitman, Rich- 
ardson, Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Ruffin, Rust, 
Sabin, Sandidge, Sapp, Savage, Seward, Sherman, Sim- 
mons, William Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stewart, Stranahan, Talbott, Tappan, Taylor, 
Thorington, Todd, Trafton, Underwood, Valk, Wade, Wal- 
dron, Warner, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, Watson, Whitney, Winslow, Woodworth, Daniel 
B. Wright, Jobn V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—130. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. ENGLISH stated that he was not within 
the bar when his name was called, but had he 
been he should have voted in the negative. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dicks, their Secretary, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed a bill of the 


House entitled “ An act to construe the act en- | 


titled An act for the relief of James M. Goggin,’ 
approved 27th of July, 1854.” 

Also, that the Senate had passed an act (S. No. 
358) for the relief of J. R. Powell; 

In which he was directed to ask the concur- 
rence of the House. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL RESUMED. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the thirty-fourth amend- 


ment was disagreed to, and I will explain the | 


reasons why I do so. By the vote just taken, 
both sections four and five are lost. I am satis- 
fied that the House does not intend to make an 
appropriation for the printer; but & regard it as 
important that the last section should be saved. 
I therefore ask the consent of the House to re- 
consider, so that a separate vote may be taken 
on the last section; and while we let the fourth 
section go overboard, we may adopt the other. 
Section fifth was then read. 


Mr. CAMPBELL.. It will beseen thatit makes |} 
The Committee of Ways and | 


no appropriation. f f 
Means, perhaps improperly, in the hurry of busi- 
ness, moved, as one amendment, those two sec- 
tions, instead of offering them separately; hence, 
the House has been compelled to vote against 
both sections. I therefore ask that, by unani- 
mous consent, a separate vote may be taken. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would inquire o 


the gentleman from Ohio what is the compensa- |; € 
| on the Ist of December, 1835, and to continue 


tion of that commissioner ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Itis fixed by the law. 

Mr. JONES. Did the law originally provide 
that he should be paid? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I believe so. 

Mr. JONES. I think the fifth section fully as 
objectionable as the fourth, and therefore I shall 


i object toa division, if the vote is reconsidered. 


Mr. HICKMAN. I move to lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table. 

The motion was not agreed to. i 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to reconsider; and it was decided in the afirma- 
tive. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
may be divided. 


Lask that the amendment 


i 
| 
| 
} 


1 


l! to reconsider the vote by which a bill 


Mr. JONES. J ask if that can be done under 
the previous question ? 

The SPEAKER. By consent it may be done. 

Mr. HICKMAN. T object. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I confess that it was my 
duty to have reported these two sections as sep- 
arate and distinct amendments, but in the hurry 
of business they were offered as one. I hope I 
shall be allowed to have them separated. I make 
an acknowledgment of the error. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Hickman] makes objection. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I will let the thing 
pass. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was non-concurred in. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved the previous question 
on the passage of.the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation 
the bill was passed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. i 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. SHERMAN. There has been laid on our 
table to-day, what purports to be a speech of a 
member of this House, the gentleman from Ten- 
nessec, [Mr. Savacr] 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) Tt is neces- 
sary that the gentleman from Ohio should state 
for what purpose he rises. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On a question of personal 
privilege. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to interpose an ob- 
jection, and the gentleman himself will see the 
propricty of it. He is about to comment on what 
purports to be a speech of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Savace,} who is not now in his 

lace, 

Mr. SHERMAN. 


ments ago. 


The SPEAKER., Is objection made? 

Mr. ORR. I object until Mr. Savace be 

resent, 

Mr. PHELPS. [ would not object if Mr. 
SavaGE were present. i 


ANSEL WILKINSON. 


Mr. HAVEN. I desire the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to take from the Speaker’s table 
House bill No. 238, and consider the Senate’s 
amendment to it. 

There being no objection, an act granting a 

ension to Ansel Wilkinson was taken from the 
Speaker’s table. 

The question was on the amendment of the 
Senate, as follows: 

Strike out the words “ twenty-five dollars,” and insert in 
lien thereof the words “seventeen dollars and fifty cents,’? 


He was here a fèw mo- 


| so as to make the pension seventeen dollars and fifty cents 


per month. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


ABNER DICKSON. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to call up the motion 
o 


r the relief 
of Abner Dickson was referred to a Committee 


of the Whole House. i 

The vote was reconsidered; and the bill was 
taken up for consideration. i 

The bill directs the name of Abner Dickson 
to be placed on the roll of invalid pensioners, at 
the rate of sixteen dollars per month, commencing 


during his natural life, instead of the pension 
heretofore allowed him. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read. 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was read 


| the third time, and passed. 


Mr. HOUSTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and also moved to 


| lay the motion to reconsider on the table; which 


latter motion was agreed to. 
REV. DANIEL WALDO. 

On motion of Mr. GRANGER, by unanimous 
consent, the Committee of the Whole House was 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill of the House (No. 468) to provide an increase 
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of pension to Daniel Waldo, of Onondaga county, | 
New York; and the bill was taken up. 

She bill was read. It provides an increase of | 
pension from twenty-six dollars and sixty-six | 
cents per annum, to eight dollars per month, and 
to continue during his natural life. ! 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move to Í 
amend the bill by increasing the pension to | 
twenty dollars per month, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I desire to ask 
the gentleman from New York how much service 
this petitioner is proved to have rendered during | 
the Revolution? ` 

| 


i 
H 
f 


lain of the House, and respectfully asks your kind |; 


j 
his country, was born at Windham, Connecticut, | 
on the tenth day of September, 1762. He entered | 
the service asa private in the Connecticut line, in | 
April, 1779. Near the cioseof that year he was | 
taken prisonæand confined in the old stone sugar- | 
house, in the city of New York, where he re- | 

i 


mained more than two months. His extreme 


mind, he recovered, and worked his way through || 
adverse fortune, and acquired a liberal education. | 
He made divinity his profession, and entered the |! 
ministry of the Congregational church in early || 
life, and with a conscience void of offense toward |! 
God and man has adorned his doctrine as a min- | 
ister of the Gospel for nearly seventy years, Fie, 
is yet spared by a kind Providence to stand here , | 
the honored recipient of your choice as Chaplain -| 
of the House of Representatives-~a connecting 
link between the present and the past, i 

Without saying more, sir, L leave his request || 
in your hands, with full confidence that you will 
cause his setting sun to smile in grateful recollec- | 
tion of his beloved country; and as he gave the | 
morning of his life to her service, so she, in return | 
(as his evening shades draw nigh) will not ccase to |! 
remember and take care of him who, in the time j! 
of need, the hour of danger, was her early, de- ; 
voted, and faithful friend. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman from New York | 
has made a very pretty speech, but he has failed | 
entirely to answer the question I propounded to | 
him. : 

Mr. GRANGER. 
gentleman desires. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman did not state at |! 
what time the petitioner went out of the service, || 
The general law provides a pension of full pay ‘j 
for life to those who served on detached service, 
or any other service, for as long as two years || 
during the revolutionary war. For six months? || 
service, one quarter pay for life is provided, and -| 
for less than that time they get no pay at all. i! 
This has been the uniform rule. 


- Twillexplain further if the” 


I take it for: 
granted, that the present applicant has proved his |} 
service, and has received the pension to which || 
he is entitled under the law. 4 
Another point which I desire to understand is, ` 
whether the bill simply increases his pension i 
for the remainder of his life, or whether it gives 
him back pay to the time of the passage of the 
eneral law, which, I think, was on the 4th of | 

Aarch, 1831? Task the Clerk to read the bill. | 
(The bill was read.) [shall make no opposition | 
to the bill; I merely desired to understand it. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Niinois. I move to amend 
the bill by adding the following: 

And that all persons now receiving pensions from the; 
United States for similar service be increased at a corre- i! 
sponding ratio. ii 

Mr. KELSEY. I rise to a question of order. 
This amendment makes a general bill out of a pri- || 
vate one, increasing the pension of a single person, 
and is not therefore in order. a 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the amend- i 
ment is not in order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, 
amendment. 

Mr. ORR. Idemand the previous question. | 

The previous question was seconded; and the fi 
main question ordered to be put. i 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and |! 


gi 
| 
il 


| 
' 


I will withdraw my 


| for that busincss. 


i; warfare, E will not be 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it was | 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. _ 
Mr. GRANGER moved that the vote by which | 
the bill was- passed be reconsidered, and also | 
moved that the. motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


BUSINESS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. TRAFTON. Last Tuesday, under the 
order of the House, was devoted to the consider- 
ation of business concerning the District of Co- 
lumbia. A portion was necessarily to be acted 


on first in the Committee of the Whole on the 


state“of the Union; but it was tacitly understood 
that, if we would not go into committee for that 
purpose on that day, we should have this day 


The SPEAKER. Such an understanding can- 
not bind the Chair. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 
explanation. 

Mr. ORR. 
sse [Mr. Savace] present, and I withdraw my 
objection to the gentleman’s explanation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Myr. Speaker, there has 
been laid on the tables of members of this House 
what pevports to be a speech of the member from 
Tennessee, [ Mr, Savacx.] Before I say anything 
in regard to it, Lask the Clerk to read the pas- 
sages Í have marked. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


I rise to make a personal 


I sce the gentleman from Tennes- | 


“f do hope, in a quiet way, to compare the statements 
made in the report of the majority of the committe 
ont by order of this House h established fac 
as to show, beyond the pe bility of a doubt, that this whole 
Kausas diteulty was in its beginning a traitorous asenult 
ithe baw aid autneritv of the Cuited States, and the 
2 people of Kansas, and now in its progress as 
nd truth; aud that Me reportof a i 
so sent is a compound of the gro. 
tialily, misrepresentation, aud perversion”? * 
“But, wheter they are genuine docuner 
of an honest trae i 
have not dared to show by proof. 
Where a man suppr s or destroys t 
session, it shah De udged against him; and itis a 
conclusion trom surrounding cireumstances, that the 
papers are fabricated to suit the occasion, and that a mi 


justi 
of the cornut 


it is 


mony in his pe 


jority of the committee, knowiug this fact, have loaned +f 
| 


themselves to give them currency’? 


* * x * * * * * * * 


“With this state of things before them, the majority of |) 


1 
the connnittee have been reckless enough to briug in a | 
report, which, if not totally fals swers the same pur: j 
pose—by a suppression of all the facts material and neces 
sary to a correct understanding of the matters in dispute ; 
and 1 am content to apply to their nefarious work that uni- į 
versal rule ofall codes of law and morals, that willful sup- 
pression is criminal falsehood.” * * £ yj ig 

« Yousee the unblushing impudenece—the brazen false- 
hood of this intamous document! L take no plersure in 
uttering these harsh words; but if gentiemen forget the 
high obligations they owe to truth and honor—if a man is 
to himself and his reputation in the dirty work of party 
eant to d 


j 
| 
s—the result | 
on, or base forgeries, the committee | 


, but shall deaounee | 


bis act as it deserves, if le were as tall as Lucifer.”? 
* we * . Da * * * * *~ 


“With such fi 


tts contradicting thes 


ments to he false? 


and perjuries? into this Ho ver to the country. 
It deserves more than L have said of it, althou: 
the people large simas, aud Congress muci tine, in its 
preparation.”? h A: J i £ * a 
“Such ‘facets? as it contains are not surpassed by the 
stories of Gulliver, Minuchausen, or the wildest fancies of 
fictitious history. I denounee them as unmitigated, partial, 
and franduient perversions, made for eleetioneering pur- 
poses, and unworthy the consideration of just men.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. That is sufficient. There 


are other extracts which I have marked that re- i! 


fleet personally on the character of a majority of 
this House. 


they should be read. 

I did not hear the gentleman from Tennessee 
utter the language which has been reported, be- 
cause at the time he made this part of his speech 
I was not withinthe bar of the House. IfI had 


: heard it then, I should at once have called the at- 


tention of the Howse to it. I have now but this 


to say: The language read by the Clerk is viola- : 


tive of the rules of the House—a breach of par- 
liamentary decorum—and of that gentlemanly 
courtesy which ought to prevail between members 
of this body. And, sir, it is not true. This is. 


all I wish to say, and all that the extracts read ii 


JOHN CONNOLLY. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. 


demand. | 


Tmove that | 


| the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 


|| vate Calendar be discharged from the further con- 


sideration of a bill (FI. R. No. 373) for the relief 
of John Connolly, late a private in company A, 
sixth infantry, United States Army. 

The bill gives a pension of ten dollars per month 
| to an old soldier who lost both of his legs in 
battle. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
j agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ANTOINE ROBEDEAU. 


Mr. PHELPS. I move that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be 
discharged from the further consideration of a 
bill for the relief of Antoine Robedeau. He is 
| one of the mountain men, and has been the guide 

for nearly all of our early explorers. He was 
wounded at the battle of San Pasqual while em- 
ployod as General Kearny’s interpreter, but not 

eing mustered into the regular army, he did 
not come within the purview of the general pen- 
sion laws. 

The bil directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
inscribe on the invalid pension roll the name-of 
Antoine Robedeau, who was an interpreter to 
General Kearny whilst in command of the army 
of the West, and was wounded in the battle of 
San Pasqual, at the rate of $16 66 per month, to 
commence on the Ist day of December, 1855, 
and to continue during his natural life. 

Antoine Robedeau was, on or about the 9th 
of June, 1846, employed by Brigadier General 
Kearny as Spanish interpreter, and_continued 
in actual service aboutten months. He was dis~- 
charged honorably at Monterey, in California, 
: in the month of April or May, 1847. While in 
| the actual discharge of his duty he received a 

severe lance wound at the battle of San Pasqual, 
i from which he has ever since been disabled. 
The effect of this lance wound is now, and has 
been, since the reception thereof, such as to ren- 
der him entirely unable to make a support for 
himself and family by manual labor. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
| accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FLORENCE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider do lie upon the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES STEARNS. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask thatthe Committee 
of the Whole House may be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (S. No. 326) for 


statements, will į 
any man believe anything contained in this report, when it: 
is seen that the census is true, and the report had induce- | 
The responsibility of this language is } 
not ming; fet those who brought this base pile of 4 frauds j 


ait has cost : 


X t 
As they do not affect me, except ; 
as a member of this body, I have not asked that ; 


the relief of Charles Stearns, and that it be put 
upon its passage. 

No ohjection being made, the Committee of the 
Whole House was discharged from the further 
consideration of said bill, and it was taken up for 
consideration. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to Charles Stearns the sum of $5,000, to 
indemnify him for losses sustained and expenses 
incurred in defending his title to certain lands 
claimed by the United States, and also in defend- 
ing two criminal prosecutions broughtagainst him 
by direction of the Secretary of War. 

The report, setting forth the facts upon which 
the claim was based, was read. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was read 
the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL DOLAN. 


Mr. COMINS. Task to have the Committee 
of the Whole House discharged from the further 
consideration of an act for the relief of Daniel 
Dolan. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered; 
and the bill was taken up for consideration. 

It direets the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Daniel Dolan, a private in the New 
York volunteers in the Mexican war, on the roll 
of invalid pensioners, at the rate of $6 75 per 
month, from 1st January, 1855, during his nat- 
ural life. 


ia third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 


| 
|! The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
| 


cordingly read the third time and passed. 
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Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to report back, from the 
Committee on Public Lands, a bill which. when 
read, every man will see that himself and the 
country is interested in. 

There being no objection, a bill (No. 392) to 
make land warrants receivable at the rate of 
$1 25 per acre in payment of public Jands, the 
price of which is not less than $1 25 per acre, was 
reported back with an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute. The substitute was reported. 
It enacts that land warrants issued, or hereafter 
to be issued, under any act of Congress, giving 
land to officers or soldiers, or their legal de- 
scendants, shall be received in payment for any 
of the public lands now subject, or hereafter to 
become subject, to sale or private entry, the price 
of which shall not be less than $1.25 per acre, 
at the rate of $1 25peracre; and repeals all laws 
and parts of laws in contravention thereof. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I object. I move 
that the rules be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COBB. I have not consumed an hour of 
the time of the House this session, and J have 
been in constant attendance here. J ask that this 
bill may be considered now. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I object. It would result 
having the yeas and nays called on that bill. 
Mr. COBB. Then I move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose. 

The question was taken; and the rules were 
suspended. 

Mr. COBB. I move the previous question to 
facilitate business. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask the gentle- 
man from Alabama to withdraw his call for the 
previous question, that | may make a suggestion, 

Mr. COBB. It is not necessary to withdraw 
the call for that purpose. 

Mr. JONES. The suggestion I would make, 
would be to strike out the words, ‘at a price not 
less than $1 25 per acre,” so that the holders of 
warrants, those to whom they are issued, living 
in the more settled parts of the country, if they 
preter to locate their warrants on those lends that 
nave been a long time in the market, and are now 
at graduated prices, can use the warrants at $1 25 
per acre in the entry of these lands. 

Mr. COBB. That is the law now. 
the decision of the Department. 
jection. 

Mr. RUST. Allow me to explain. The law 
should allow persons holding warrants to take as 
much land at the graduated prices as they would 
be entitled to under the warrant, at $1 25 per acre. 

Mr. COBB. I was in favor of that; I went 
that far before the committee. The bill intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Tuor- 
INGTON] went that far. The Committee on Public 
Lands thoroughly investigated that matter; and, 
although they would not go that far, they have 
instructed me to report this substitute. [amin 
favor of the proposition of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Jonzs.] Let it come in as an 
amendment to the amendment. I move the pre- 
vious question. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered, being on Mr. Jones’s 
amendment to the amendment, striking out the 
words, “ the price of which shall not be less than 
$125.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


in 


That is 
I have no ob- 


to;and the substitute, asamended, wasalso agrecd | 


to. 
Mr. PENNINGTON. I move to lay the bill 
on the table, and on that I call the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
to this amendment: 

Provided, That the said land warrants shall be in the 
hands of the originat holders. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Pewnine- 
ron’s motion, and it was decided in the nega- 
tive--yeas 72, nays 80; as follows: 

YRAS—Messrs. Albright, Barbour, Billinghurst, Bishop, 
Bliss, Buffinton, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Ezra Clark, Clawson, Cragin, Damreli, Henry Winter Da- 
vis, Dean, Denver, Dickson, Dodd, Durtee, Edwards, 
Enirie, Eustis, Faulkner, Flagler, Giddings, Gilbert, Goode, 
Grow, Harlan, Harrison, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B. Horton, Kelly, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knox, 
Kunkel, Leiter, MeQueen, Morgan, Morrill, Norton, Par 


Task the House to consent | 


| ker, Peck, Pennington, Pike, Pringle, Robbins, Rust, Sabin, 


| Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, Seward, Samuel A. Smith, Stanton, j 


‘Tappan, Taylor, ‘Thurston, Todd, ‘Trafton, Valk, Wade, 
Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Eliihu B. Wash- 
: burne, Welch, Wheeler, Williams, Woodworth, and Zol- 
: licoffer—72. 
: NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Ball, Barclay, Benry Bennett, 
| Hendley 8. Bennett, Benson, Bradshaw, Branch, Brenton, 
; Cadwalader, Caskie, Chaffee, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Col- 
i fax, Comius, Covode, Crawford, Cullen, Cumback, ‘Timo- 
i thy Davis, Dick, Edie, Elliott, English, Evans, Florence, 
| Foster, Galloway, Granger, Greenwood, Thomas L. Harris, 
Haven, Hickman, Houston, Howard, George W., Jones, 
Kennett, Knight, Knowlton, Letcher, Lumpkin, Matteson, 
Maxwell, McCarty, Smith Miller, Milson, Mott, Murray, 
Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Pelton, Perry, Purviance, 
Quitman, Ready, Richardson, Rivers, Roberts, Ruffin, Sher- 
man, Shorter, Simmons, William Smith, Sneed, Spinner, 
Stewart, Stranahan, Talbott, Cborington, Walbridge, War- 
ner, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Watson, Winslow, 
Wood, Woodruff, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright 

So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. PETTIT announced that Mr. Trirer and 
himself were paired off on political questions for 
this day. 

Mr. RUST. I move that the vote by which 
the previous question was ordered be reconsidered. 
i I think that I can convince the House in two 
minutes that the bill in its present shape ought 
| not to pass, 
| The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon ordering the 
; main question. 

The House refused to order the main question. 

Mr. RUST. The bill, as amended at my sug- 
gestion, or rather at the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, is worse than the original 
bill. My proposition was simply to make those 
; land warrants receivable when entered in the name 
of the persons or of the heirs or legal representa- 
tives of those to whom they were originally is- 
sued; but it is very different from that as it now 
stands. I call the attention of the gentleman from 
Alabama, who introduced this bill, to the fact that, 
i as it now stands, instead of being for the benefit of 
i the actual settlers, it is for the benefit of land 
į speculators and stockjobbers, I am sure he did 
; not intend it, but I call the attention of the Flouse 
to the usc that is made of that little word * or.” 
The effect is to make these warrants receivable 
as cash at every land sale. I ask the gentleman 
i from Alabama if he intended the bill to have that 
| effect? 

i Mr. COBB. Certainly I did. 

| Mr. RUST. Well, sir, | hope the bill will 
i not pass in that shape. This little word “or” 
_is very immaterial in some positions, but here it 
changes the whole tenor of the bill. I now yield 
| to the gentleman from Ohio. 

i Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
i the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; and I will state that I propose to take an 


bate. ‘This is the last night that can be devoted 
to that purpose. 


The SPEAKER. Under the practice of the 
: House during the present session, the bill, having 
| been taken up by unanimous consent, will come 
| up as the first business in order in the morning. 
| Mr. RUST. I did not so understand it, or I 
; should not have yielded the floor. 
| Mr. ORR. I ask the gentleman from Ohio to 
| withdraw his motion and allow us to dispose of 
‘this bill. 
Mr. CAMPBELL refused to withdraw the 
: motion. 
Mr. ORR. 
| journ. 
l” The motion was disagreed to. 


I move, then, that the House ad- 


Mr. Campseny’s motion was then agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended; and the 
: House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
» Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. HICKMAN 
: in the chair.) 

On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, 
‘the Post Office appropriation bill was taken up 
: for consideration; and then 

On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, (at four 
: o'clock and fifteen minutes,) the committee took 
: a recess until seven o’clock, p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


i 


evening session, for the purpose of general de- | 


Mr. HOUSTON. What becomes of this bill? |: 


o’clock, (Mr. Hicxman in the chair,) the Post 
Office appropriation bill being under considera- 
tion. ; 
| Speeches were delivered by Messrs. BILLING- 
HURST, KELLY, NORTON, FOSTER, 
| HARRIS of Iinois, MOORE, LEITER, and 
| PEARCE. They will be published in the Ap- 
pendix. 

At half past ten o’clock 
! and the House adjourned. 


, the committee rose, 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, August 9, 1856. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of yesterday was readand approved. 


PROFESSOR BACHE. 


Mr. PEARCE. I ask the consent of the 
Senate to allow me to introduce, and have acted 
upon at once, a joint resolution, which I know 
will give rise to no objection, and require no 
time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will require 
unanimous consent to allow any business to be 
received, the hour of eleven o’clock having been 
specially appointed for an executive session. 

There being no objection, leave was granted 
i to introduce the joint resolution (S. R. No. 37) 
authorizing Alexander D. Bache, Superintendent 
| of the Coast Survey, to accept a gold medal pre~- 
| sented to him by the King of Sweden; and it was 
| read twice, and considered as in Committee of 


i| of the Whole. No amendmentbeing proposed, it 


i was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
p 


i| ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


! the third time, and passed. 
JAMES M. GOGGIN. 


Mr. MALLORY. Iask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate, before we go into executive 
session, to consider a little bill of the House for 
the construction of an act passed at the last Con- 
i gress for the relief of Mr. Goggin, which will not 
occupy a minute, 

There being no objection, the Senate, asin Com- 
| mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
i bill CEL. R. No. 213) to construe the act entitled, 


1‘ An act for the relief of James M. Goggin,” 


approved July 27, 1854, which proposes. so to 
| construc the act as toallow Mr. Goggin the same 
i compensation for his services as special agent of 
|| the Post Office Department in California which 
i! is now paid to his successor in office, and also the 
| amount for clerk hire and office rent that may 


I| þe shown by vouchers to have been actually 


i paid. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BIGLER presented a petition of Drexel 
| & Co., Thomas Wickersham, and others, cred- 
| itors and holders of bonds of the late Republic of 
Texas, praying that the remaining portion of the 
fund appropriated for the redemption of the bonds 
of that Republic may be apportioned pro rata 
lamong them; which was referred to the Commit- 
‘tee on Finance. 

Mr. FISH presented the petition of Edwin M. 
Chaffee, praying for an extension of his. patent 
! for an improvement in the process of manufac- 
| turing India-rubber goods; which was referred to 
‘the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 
| Mr. SLIDELL presented the memorial of the 
| legal representatives of Carlile Pollock, praying 
to be released from liability as sureties of William 
i McQueen, deputy postmaster at New Orleans; 
| which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
| Office and Post Roads. 

i EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
| Mr. BIGGS. Mr. President— 

Mr. MASON. I must ask the Senate to pro- 
ceed to execute the order made the day before 
yesterday. Iam sorry to interfere with the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina, but time is being lost, 
and I am anxious to proceed with executive 
business. 

In pursuance of the order made on Thursday, 
the Senate proceeded to the consideration of exec- 
i utive business, and after nearly two hours the 


The committee resumed its session at seven ' doors were reopened. 


y 


i 
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SENATE DEBATES. 


Mr. BROWN’ submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate pay from the 
contingent fund of the Senate to the proprietors of the Union, 
National Intelligencer, and Sentinel, for publishing the de- 
bates and proceedings of the Senate for the last two Con- 
gresses; and up to the conclusion of the present session, at 
the rate of $4 50 per column: Provided, That neither of said 
journals which may have already been paid for any portion 
‘of the above service shall be again paid for the same. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 398) 
to regulate the compensation of members of Con- 
gress, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the House bill making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of Government for the year ending June 
30, 1857, reported it with amendments, and gave 
notice that he should ask for its consideration on 
Monday next. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, by Mr. Barcray, Assistant Clerk, 
announcing that the House had passed the bill of 
the Senate (No. 358) for the relief of J. R. Powell. 

Also, that they had passed a bill (H. R. No. 
563) for the relief of Rudolph Kirshmall; in 
which they request the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives had signed the 
following enrolled bills: 

H. R. No. 352. An act to confirm to certain 

ersons therein named their titles to certain lots 
in Prairie du Chien, Wisconsin. 

H. R. No. 354. An act for the relief of Ben- 
jamin La Fonte, William Altenburg, and others. 

I1. R. No. 553. An act granting public lands in 
alternate sections to the State of Mississippi, to aid 
in the construction of railroads in said State, and 
for other purposes. 

H. R. No. 20. An act for the relief of Robert 
Mitchell. 

The bills were thereupon signed by the Pres- 
ident of the Senate. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BROWN asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to bring in a bill (S. No. 442) 
defining the jurisdiction of the United States 


courts in certain cases; which was read the first | 
and second times by unanimous consent, and re- j 


ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
COLONEL FREMONT’S ACCOUNTS, 
Mr. BIGLER submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to cause to be communicated to the Senate, at the 
earliest day convenient, copies of the letters and vouchers 


filed in the Departments in support of claims presented by, | 


and allowed to, Jolm C. Frémont, as an officer of the Uni- 
ted States Government, from the time be commenced his 
first expedition to California, in the year 1842, showing 
what claims, if any, were disajlowed, and the reasons for 
their disallowance. Also, whether any moncy, placed in 


the hands of Jobn ©. Frémont for disbursement on the j 


public account remain unaccounted for at the Treasury ; 
whether any drafts drawn, or liabilities incurred, by him in’ 
the public service remain unliquidated; and, if so, in whose 
hands are such unliquidated drafts, and why have they not 


been paid? Were appropriations made for the payment of į 
pa) 


drafts drawn, or liabilities incurred, by him as an officer of 
the Government which have not been paid and cunecled, 
placed in his hands under the authority of law er other- 
wise? Also, whether there are any letters or pipers on 


file in either of the Departments, made through a jal 
source, charging him with malfeasance in oftice, anc. if any, 


to furnish copies thereof, and state whether he we aigned 
or such charges, or notified of their existence, und what 
reply did he make thereto? If not arraigned upon the 
charges, why was it not done? With such other inform- 
ation as the President and heads of Departments deem 
necessary to throw proper light on the subject involved in 
this resolution. 


WEST DRINKWATER AND OTHERS. 


Mr. WELLER. I desire to call up a motion 
made the other day by the Senator from Ohio, 
[Mr. Pucu,] to reconsider the vote on the passage 
of a bill in charge of the Senator from Maine. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour for 
the special order has arrived. 


Mr. PUGH. I should like to have the motion 
to reconsider taken up. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President 
Mr. PUGH. Iwill say to the Senator from 


! with the coöperation ofa gallant. officer in that dis- 


i 
f 
| 
l 
i 
t 
f 
i 


fi 


|| hundred and sixty-fifth chapter of that work, he | 


t 


Maine, that I made the motion at the request of 
two or three Senators, in order that they might 
be satisfied. Iam not satisfied myself in regard 
to the bill; but as I have called for the considera- 
tion of the question on two occasions, I shall ask 
leave to withdraw the motion, unless the Senate 
take it up now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hourhas 
arrived for the special order, and must be taken 
up. 

CONQUEST OF CALIFORNIA. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the following 
resolution, which was submitted by Mr. Tuom- 
son, of New Jersey, on Tuesday, the 5th instant: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to furnish this body with copies of the dispatches 
from Commodore Stockton, in 1846, forwarded by Mr. 
Christopher Carson, giving an account of his operations in 
California. Also, if in the possession of the Government, 
any dispatch or history from Messrs. W. B. Ide, John 
Grigsby, and Samuel Nash, relative to the declaration of 
independence, and the hoisting of the Bear flag in Cali- 
fornia, previously to the arrival of Commodore Sloat on 
that station. 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. Mr. Pres- 
ident, I had the honor to submit, a few days ago, 
to the Senate, a resolution asking for copies of 
the dispatches which Commodore Stockton for- 
warded from California to the Government, in 
1846, by Mr. Christopher Carson; and for a copy 
of areport or history of the origin and completion 
of the revolution in California, signed by William 
B. Ide, John Grigsby, and Samuel Nash. 

These documents, I think, would throw light 
upon a subject which, from various causes, has | 
been much misunderstood by the people gener- 
ally; and I hope it may be in the power of the | 
proper Departments to furnish the information 
which has been asked for. 

These documents relate, sir, to the early history 
of the revolutionary and military movements of 
the American settlers, and to the operations of 
the United States naval forces under Commodores 
Sloat and Stockton, in California. 

Mr. Frémont has frequently been termed the 
conqueror of California. Resolutions adopted 
by political mectings have repeated the assertion, 
until many intelligent persons sincerely entertain 
the opinion that such is the fact. ‘The title to the 
one hundred and sixty-fourth chapter of Mr. | 
Benton’s “ Thirty Years’ View,” is Frémont’s 
third expedition and acquisition of California. In 
the Biography of Mr. Frémont, recently pub- | 
lished, the same claim is also preferred. And it: 
has been adopted as true by the compiler of a 
book of historical incidents of American history, 

mublished in Boston by John Philbrick, 1856. 
But, Mr. President, as a citizen of New Jersey, 
I feel called upon to dispute this claim in favor of 
Mr. Frémont, and to assert it for one of the most 
distinguished sons of that State, my constituent 
and friend and predecessor in this honorable 
body, Commodore Stockton. \ 

In the examination which I now propose to | 
make in reference to this claim in behalf of Fré- į 
mont, it will be perceived, E think, that many 
persons (even of the highest official rank, and with 
the best means of obtaining correct information) 
have been led into error on this subject. The 
artful manner in which the acts of Mr. Frémont 
have been exhibited, and the prominence given 
to him to the exclusion of all others in the narra- 
tives of events in California, published in advance 
of official documents, induced the belief that he 
was the chief actor in all the movements and 
battles which preceded the acquisition of that 
country. 

The same impression was, no doubt, made 
upon the mind of many who read the message of 
the President of the United States in 1846, and 
the report of the Secretary of War of the same 

ear. 

The language of the President alluded to, 
indeed, was probably furnished by Mr. Benton. 
The Presidentsays, ‘ Our squadron in the Pacific, | 


tant country, have acquired bloodless possession | 
of California.” 

The reason why I impute to Mr. Benton the 
authorship of this paragraph in the President’s 
message is, first, because in his “Thirty Years’ 
History” he makes the claim for Frémont of the 
acquisition of California; and because, ir the one i 


says that the President’s message was submitted 


| to him before being sent to Congress, and was by 


him modified and altered. 

The President of the United States could have 
had no motive whatever to exalt Frémont at the 
expense of Stockton; but Mr. Benton’s relations 
to Colonel Frémont were such as would naturally 
induce him to claim for the latter an undue share 
of merit. Accordingly Stockton is ienored-—' our 
squadron” substituted for him. His name is not 
mentioned, and the coöperation “ofa gallant offi- 
cer” made prominent. 

Not content with inducing the insertion in the 
President’s message of the paragraph referred to, 
there is intrinsic evidence that Mr. Benton fur- 
nished to the Secretary of War those portions 
of his report which are now cited by Frémont’s 
admirers to prove him a conqueror. On pages 173 
and 174 of Niles’s Register, volume 71, will be 
found a letter of Mr. Benton to the President of 
the United States, dated November 9, 1846, in 
which he states the movements of the American 
settlers who had declared the independence of 
California, and also Mr. Frémont’s participation 
with them. All his facts are obtained from Frémont 
himself, whose letter reciting them appears in the 
same volume of Niles’s Register, page 191, and 
from letters addressed to Mrs. Frémont by her 
husband from California. 

I have prepared extracts from these letters, 
with which I will not detain the Senate, but ask 
that they may be printed with these remarks. 

Mr. Benton, inthe letterreferred to to the Presi- 


: dent of the United States, dated November 9, 


1846, to be found in Niles’s Register, volume 71, 


| page 173, states that— 


« After the most anxious deliberation upon all the dan- 
gers of his position, and upon all the responsibilities of his 
conduct, Captain Frémont determined to turn upon his 
pursuers and fight them instantly, without regard to num- 
bers, and seek safety for his party and the American settlers 
by overturning the Mexican Government in California. It 
was on the 6th day of June that he came to this determina- 
tion; and the resolution being once taken, all half-way 
measures were discarded, and a rapid execution of the plan 
was commenced. On the Hth of June a supply of two 
hundred horses for Vastro’s troops, on the way to bis camp, 
condueted by an officer and fourteen men, were surprised 
at daylight, and the whole captured; the men and officers 


| being released, and the horses retained for American use. 


On the 15th, at daybreak, the military post at Sonoma, (the 
point of rendezvous and intended headquarters,) was sur- 
prised and taken, with nine pieces of brass cannon, two 
hundred and fifty stand of muskets, other arms and ammu- 
nition, with several superior officers, General Vallijo, ( Val- 
ya-ho,) his brother, Captain Vallijo, Colonel Greuxdon, 
and others, all of whom were detained and confined as 
prisoners. Captain Frémont then repaired to the Ameri- 
can settlements on the Rio de los Americanos to obtain as- 
sistance; and receiving an express from his little garrison 
of fourteen in Sonora, that General Castro was preparing 
to cross the bay of San Francisco, and attack them with a 
large force, he set out in the afternoon of the 23d of June, 
with ninety mounted riflemen, and traveling day and night, 
arrived at two o’clock in the morning of the 25th at Sono- 
ra, eighty miles distance. The vanguard of Castro’sforces 
had crossed the bay —a squadron of seventy dragoons, 
commanded by De la Torre, which was attacked and de- 
feated by twenty Americans, with a loss of two killed and 
some Wounded on the part of the Mexicans, and no injury 
to themselves, De Ja Torre barely escaping with the loss of 
his transport boats, and spiking six pieces of artille 

“<The north side of the bay of San Francisco was now 
cleared of the enemy ; and on the 4th of July Capt. Frémont 
eailed the Americans together at Sonoma, addressed them 
upon the dangers of their situation, and recommended a 
declaration of independence, and war upon Castro and his 
troops, as the only means of safety. The independence was 
immediately declared and war proclaimed. A few days af- 
terwards an officer from Commodore Sloat brought intelli- 
gence that the American flag was hoisted at Monterey~an 
example which was immediately followed wherever the 
news flew. ‘Ihe pursuit and defeat of Castro were the only 
remaining enterprise. He had fled south towards the nu- 
merous Mexican settlements beyond Monterey, with his 
four or five hundred men; and Captain Frémont, leaving 
some fifty men in garrison, set out with one hundred and 
sixty mounted riflemen in the pursuit, when he received in- 
structions from Commodore Sloat to march upon Monterey. 
He did so, and found Commodore Stockton in command, 
approving the pursuit of Castro, and aiding by all means in 
his power. The sloop of war Cyane was put at his ser- 
vice,” ke. 

In these letters it will be found that Frémont 
recites various successful military actions. He 
does not say that he participated in them, but states 
them in such a way as to leave the inference irre- 
sistible that he did so. Mr. Benton and Mr, 
Marcy both take such for granted, and so, indeed, 
would any one on reading the artful connection in 
which they are stated. Besides, there are no 
documents on file in the Department from which 
the Secretary could have made up the statement 
in his report except the letters of Colonel Benton 
and Mr. Frémont. 

The Secretary in his report states no more and no 
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less than is contained in those letters, and sets forth | 
the facts in the order precisely as stated in them. | 

These facts relate to the time when Frémont 
joined the movement of the American settlers in 
favor of independence, to two actions in which 
the Californians were defeated, and the taking of 
Sonoma. The Secretary relates these events so 
as to produce the impression (no doubt made on 
his own mind) that Frémont was among the first 
to countenance the independent movement—that 
he took part in the defeat of the Mexicans and 
the capture of Sonoma. 

But we have, however, positive proof showing 
that Frémont had nothing to do with these several 
events. 

In Niles’s Register (vol. 73, pp. 110 and 111) 
will be found a history of the movements of the | 
American settlers in May, June, and July, 1846, 
prior to Commodores Sloat and Stockton’s arrival | 
in California. This history was compiled and 
published by the settlers themselves, and signed 
with the names of the leaders, W. B. Ide, John 
Grigsby, and Samuel Nash. But the credit 
which belongs to these adventurous and enter- 
poning Americans for their gallant deeds has | 

een appropriated to Frémont, without any | 
acknowledgment whatever; nor are their names 
even to be found in any of the private letters or 
dispatches to Government which have yet been 
published. 

I ask to print the extracts which I have made 
from this history, with my remarks: 


“ Information was received by Mr. W. B. Ide, living on 
the Sacramento, on the 8th of June, by letter, brought by 
an Indian runner, that two hundred mounted Mexicans 
were on their march up the Sacramento river, with the 
design of destroying the crops, burning the houses, and driv- 
ing off the cattle belonging to the foreigners. Mr. Ide im- 
mediately Visited the settlements on the Sacramento, and 
finding most of the men of the valley with Captain Frémont, 
repaired to his camp. He then conversed with Captain 
Frémont on the subject of the revolution, who advised im- 
mediate organization and resistance on the part of the for- 
eigners, but declined any action on his part, or that of the 
men under his command. Captain Frémont then informed | 
him that he then expected to leave for the States in two | 
weeks, In the mean time, a party of Americans had gone 
in pursuit of some Mexicans who were collecting horses, | 
had taken them prisoners, and secured two hundred of their | 
animals, which were to have been mounted by Mexican | 
soldiers, and employed in expelling the foreigners, as well 
as Captain Frémont, from the country. ft was quite appa- į 
rent that furtherand more decisive action was necessary to 
secure the lives and property of the immigrants ; and it was 
determined to seize the Fort of Sonoma, where many of the 
Government officers were quartered, and munitions of war 
were stored. A party was raised, and upon the Mth of | 
June arrived at, and seized Sonoma by surprise, and without | 
resistance, and directly thereafter William B. Ide was 
elected commander of the party. Dr. Semple immediately | 
called a meeting, with the view of taking some action for 
forming a provisional government. The prisoners were sent 
to the Sacramento, and placed under the protection of Cap- 
tain Frémont, and the property of the fort secured, and a 
garrison established for its further protection. 

Measures were adopted in reference to foreign importa- 
tions; Horace Saunders was appointed commissary. A na- 
tional flag was agreed upon. ‘Captain Ide was made eap- 
tain general? “Measures were taken to secure public and 
private property.’ € The general-in-chicf on the 16th dis- 
patched Mr. Todd on a mission to Captain Montgomery, 
of the United States ship Portsmouth, for the purpose of | 
obtaining a quantity ofgunpowder. He declined furnishing | 
it, on the ground that, so far as he knew, the United States 
were at peace with the Mexican Government,’ &e., &c. 

“On the 2lst, Captain Grigsby returned from the Sacra- 
mento valley, and was elected captain of the first company | 
of riflemen, and the fort placed under his command. Lieu- 
tenant L. H. Ford was dispatched in pursuit of a company 
of Mexicans, and found them; they proved to be two hun- 
dred in number ; gave them a fight, killed cightand wounded | 
thirteen ; after which they fled. This victory gave a decided 
character to the revohition, and convinced the Spaniards 
that it was not prudent to attempt the capture of any more 

risoners. 

“Phe 25th of June Captain Frémont, and the men under 
his command, arrived at Sonoma, and were received with 
joy by the garrison, which was composed of about one hun- 
dred men, exclusive of Captain [rémont’s command, and 
of some twenty who were absent on other duty. In the 
mean time, as report said, General Castro was'busy in cross 
ing men from the other side of the bay to San Solito. Cap- | 
tain Frémont invited Lieutenant Ford to accompany him, 
with the same men he had commanded in the engagement | 
before spoken of in an expedition against José Castro. | 
Three or four days were spent in endeavoring to bring the | 
Mexicans to an engagement, but without success. Castro i 
had succeeded in landing about two hundred men on the | 
north side of the bay; and finding the ground untenabie, j 
was desirous of diverting Captain Frémont from his object 
of pursuit, while his men might reëmbark, He accord- 
ingly sent three men with papers, calculated to deceive 
Captain Frémont into the idea that Sonoma was, on a cer- | 
tain time, to be attacked by a large force, and ordered them | 
to discover themselves to his command. The stratagem | 
had the desired effect, although the spies lost their lives. | 
Captain Frémont repaired to Sonoma with all possible dis- 
patch, where he arrived at the early dawn of day, and was 
pleased to find his friends still in the possession of the post, 
and at the guns with lighted matches in their hands.” 


NAL GLOBE. 


Ata meeting called to order by General Ide, | 
Colonel Frémont said he would make a proposi- ` 
tion to the men then before him, that, although | 
he could not and would not intermeddle in the | 
internal affairs of California, yet, if the men pres- ! 
ent would pledge themselves to abstain from all ; 
acts of violence against peaceful families, and to | 
obey all orders of officers of their own choice in their | 
endeavors to effect the declared purposes of the | 
revolution, he would ‘not only assist them by his | 
advice, but that he would volunteer his whole ! 
force against Castro, and that he would stand by 
them, at least until Castro shall have been sub- 
dued.” 

From this history, related in a plain and sim- 
ple manner, and bearing every evidence of truth- 
fulness, it appears that, whilst these important 
events were transpiring, Mr. Frémont was quietly 
reposing in his camp on the bank of the Sacra- 
mento, and that he did notunite with the Ameri- 
can settlers, or render them any assistance, until 
after they had apparently succeeded in maintain- 
ing themselves. 

Mr. Benton, and Mr. Marcy after him, repre- 
sent, that on the 6th of June, Frémont formed the 
determination to commence offensive measures. 
Messrs. Ide, Grigsby, and Nash say that on the 
8th of June, two days after this, Mr. Ide repaired to 
Frémont’s camp on the Sacramento, and ** con- 
versed with him’? on the subject of the revolution, 
and Captain Frémont ‘advised immediate organ- 
ization, and resistance on the part of the foreign- 
ers, but declined any action on his part, or that of 
his men.” “ Captain Frémont informed him that ; 
he then expected to leave for the States in two | 
wecks.’’ Colonel Benton, in his letter to the 
President, states, as a consequence of this com- 
mencement of offensive measures on the part of 
Frémont, the capture of a party with two hun- 
dred horses, and the surprise and capture of | 
Sonoma, so as to produce the impression that | 

| 


Frémont directed and took part in these actions. 
Such, however, was not the fact. Both of these | 
affairs took place through the agency of the set- | 
tlers, without his presence or assistance. Again: ! 
On the 2st, Licutenant Ford, at the head of a: 
company of seventy American emigrants, met! 
and defeated two hundred Mexicans. This ex- | 
ploit is also appropriated in the same way by | 
Colonel Benton and Mr. Marcy for Mr. Frémont. į 
And it was not untilafter this, when victory gave 
a decided character to the revolution, ‘ that Fré- | 
mont participated in the designs of the emigrants.” | 
On the 25th of June, the history states, ‘* Captain | 
Frémont and the men under his command arrived } 
at Sonoma, (Sonoma was taken by the settlers on | 
the 14th,) and were received with joy by the gar- | 
rison.” The remark that they ‘ were received | 
with joy,” if nothing else does, shows that Fré- į 
mont had not acted previously with them, or else | 
there would have been no occasion for such an 
expression. But Frémont_now took the field 
against Castro, and invited Lieutenant Ford with 
his command to join him. The history states, 
“ three or four days were spent in endeavoring to | 
bring the Mexicans to an engagement, but with- | 
out success. Castro was desirous of diverting 
Captain Frémont. He accordingly sent three | 
men with papers, calculated to deceive him into | 
the idea that Sonoma was to be attacked. The : 
stratagem had the desired effect.” Frémont set off : 
for Sonoma, and left Castro to retreat in safety. | 
Of course he found Sonoma unmolested. But | 
Mr. Benton seizes the opportunity to eulogize | 
the wonderful performance of Frémont, in mak- | 
ing this false movement, and traveling eighty | 
miles in Jess than twenty-four hours. ‘* Captain , 
Frémont,”’ continues the history, “and his men ; 


returned in pursuit of Castro, and arrived at the : 

bay just in time to see that the last of Castro’s men 

had reémbarked with all their baggage.” This 

trip to Sonoma is one of Mr. Frémont’s “ ex- 
loits.” 

The history further shows that the flag of in- 
dependence was raised in the middle of June by 
the American emigrants, without the aid, pres 
ence, or codperation of Frémont. Yet Frémont, 
in his letter to Colonel Benton, July 25, 1846, 
claims to have prompted the declaration of in- 
dependence on the 4th of July. The ‘ history” 
states that the national, or Bear flag, with the 
words * California Republic” on it, was raised in 
the middle of June, and before Frémont joined 
them; and that a provisional government had 


been organized 

tain general. 
Frémont says he assembled the people on the 

Ath of July, and addressed them, and advised a 


i? declaration of independence. The history states 


thatthe 4th of July was celebrated at Sonoma by 
redding the Declaration of Independence of the 
Thirteen States, firing cannon, &e. But on the 
6th the companies (of volunteer settlers) were 
formed and marched into the large hall. The men 
were called to order by Gencral Ide. There were 
one hundred and eighty men present, exclusive 
of Captain Frémont’s command, of about forty 
men, Captain Frémont addressed the assembly, 
and promised to aid them with his advice, and to 
codperate with them if they would pledge them- 
sclves to obey “the officers of their own choice.” 
General Ide replied, and said ‘ there was nota 
man present who had not already volunteered his. 
hfe, his property, and his reputation in an honor- 
able support to the revolution,” showing clearly 
that the revolution had already begun, and that 
it had not been then first commenced by Mr. Fré- 
mont, as is claimed for him by himself and his 
biographers. 

This history does not show that the “ chief 
direction of affairs” was given to Mr. Frémont, 
as claimed for him; but, on the contrary, General 
Ide was chief of the movement, and captain 
general; and by him, ‘‘ under a discharge of can- 
non, with appropriate ceremonies,” was the flag 
of the Republic of California first raised, and by 
him, also, was the proclamation of independence 
signed and issued. The overtures for assistance 
by the American settlers having been repulsed 
by Frémont early in June, when they were com- 
mencing hostilities, they never thought of invest- 
ing him with the leadership after their measures 
had been crowned with success; and, without 
evidence to the contrary, such a proceeding would 
have been extremely improbable. But in the 
face of these express statements, that General 
Ide, and not Frémont, was their leader, Mr. Fré- 
mont’s claim, madc in his letter to Colonel Benton 
the 25th of July, 1846, must be considered en- 
tirely without foundation. 

In his Thirty Years’ View, Mr. Benton states 
that ** Frémont determined to put himself at the 
head of the people, and to save the country. To 
repulse Castro was not sufficient—to overturn 
the Mexican Government in California, and to 
establish Californian independence, was the bold 
resolve and the only measure adequate to the 
exigency.” 

Messrs. Ide, Grigsby, and Nash, on the other 
hand, say that Frémont, in the address to the 
settlers, before referred to, on the -6th of July, 
declared that he had determined to pursue and 
take Irre Castro, whom he considered but a 
usurper in California, being unauthorized by the 
Mexican Government. He said, t that although 
he could not, and would not, intermeddle in the in- 
ternal affairs of California,” he would, on certain 
conditions, “ not only assist them with his ad- 
vice, but that he would volunteer his whole force 
against Castro, and that he would stand by them 
al least until Castro shall have been subdued.”’ 

Tow different is this plain statement of the 
leaders of the revolutionary party from that of 
Mr. Benton! In it you find nothing of “ Mr. 
Frémont placing himself at the head of the people 
to save the country ’’—of overturning the Mex- 
ican Government In California, as the repulse of 
Castro was not sufficient--and to establish inde- 
pendence. The ‘* bold resolve” of Mr. Frémont 
scemed to be unknown to those with whom he 
was about to codperate. His engagement with 
them was fora limited and specific service, and 


:| for a single object, and that was the pursuit and 


capture of Castro, in which he was signally un- 
sucecssful. So far from engaging to overthrow 
the Mexican Government in California, and to 
establish independence, he expressly states that 
‘che cannot, and will not, intermeddle with the 
internal affairs of California;’’ and yet the claim 
is boldly made for him by his father-in-law, of 
having overthrown the Mexican Government and 
established independence; for he adds, after the 
“ bold resolve ’ was taken, it ‘f was executed 
with a celerity that gave it a romantic success.” 

Nor is more dependence to be placed in the 
statements of Mr. Benton with reference to the 
operations of oug naval forces than in those of 


the settlers which I have just examined. 
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adore Sloat had arrived and_ taken 
of Monterey, and planted the United States flag 
there; and thither he marched, and arrived on 
the 19th of July, sixteen days after its capture. 
It would thus appear, then, that in the movements 
previously to the operations of Commodores Sloat 
and Stockton in California, Mr. Frémont’s part 
was extremely insignificant. He was in no ac- 
tion whatever. He does not, indeed, state that he 
was. He recites actions which were performed 
by. others, and left his father-in-law to claim for | 
him the credit which belonged to others for their 
performance. He declined to join the settlers 
early in June, when his coöperation would have 
been of service to them. But after they had 


Mr. Benton, as well as Mr. Frémont’s biogra- | 

her, however, claim that Frémont’s “ exploits” | 
induced Commodore Sloat to seize Monterey, | 
and raise the American flag; and, therefore, they | 
say that the acquisition of California was owing 
to Frémont; for, if Sloat had not raised the United | 
States flag on the 7th of July, 1846, the British 
admiral, who arrived soon after, would have 
seized California for Great Britain. 

Mr. Benton, in his “ View,” chapter 164, states 
that “ Commodore Sloat remained five days be- 
fore the town, and until he heard of Frémont’s 
operations; then, believing that I'rémont had 
orders from his Government to take California, | 


he having none himself, he determined to act him- || 


self. He received the news of Krémont’s sue 
cesses on the Gih of July; on the 7th he took the 
town of Monterey, and sent a dispatch to Pré- 
mont. The latter came to him in all speed, at | 
the head of his mounted force. Going immedi- 
ately on board the commodore’s vessel, an cx- 
planation took place. The commodore learnt 
with astonishment that Frémont had no orders 
from his Government to commence hostilitios— 
that he had acted entirely on his own responsi- 
bility. Thisleft the commodore without author- 
ity for having taken Monterey; for still at this 
time the commencement of the war with Mexico was 
unknown.” 

But this statement of Mr. Benton is most point- 
edly and positively contradicted by Commodore 
Sloat, in his official letter to the Secretary of the 
Navy, dated “ Pag-ship Levant, at sea, July 
31, 1846.” In it he says: “E have the honor to | 
report that on the TA June L received at Mazat- | 
Jan information that the Mexican troops, six or 
seven thousand strong, had, by order of the Mex- | 
ican Government, invaded the territory of the | 
United States north of the Rio Grande, and had | 
attacked the forees under General Taylor, and | 
that the squadron of the United States were | 
blockading the coast of Mexico in the Gulf. | 
These hostilities, Iconsidered, would justify my com- | 
mencing offensive operations on the west coast. I) 
therefore sailed, on the 8th, in the Savannah, for | 
the coast of California, to carry out the orders of | 

f 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
1 


the Department of the 24th of June, 1845.” 

‘The commodore then states that he took pos- 
session of Monterey on the 7th day of July, in 
the name of the United States, 

It does not appear from the commodore’s let- 
ter that he had sent any orders or dispatches to 
Frémont, as stated by Mr. Benton, or that he | 
had ever heard anything about him. ‘The ouly 
notice he takes of him in his letter is, that Purser 
Fauntleroy, who had been sent by him to take 
St. John, a small town in the interior, stumbled 
upon him there, ‘found that it had been taken 
possession of an hour or two previous to his ar- 
rival by him,” “with whom he returned to 
Monterey on the 19th,” twelve days after its 
capture. This is all the notice taken of Frémont | 
in this official letter. i 

So far, then, from its being truc that the com- | 
modore was induced by Frémont’s operations to ' 
take possession of Monterey, he had resolved on |! 
the ‘th day of June, at Mazatlan, to sail for Cali-: 
fornia, and commence offensive operations on the 
west coast. Frémont certainly had performed 
no exploits up to this time, which could in- |i 
fluence the commodore’s action; for on the 8th 
day of June he refused to coöperate with General 


1 
} 


Ide and others 1 | 
did not take any part with them until the 25th of 


June, after the surprise of Sonoma, the brilliant | 


performance of Lieutenant Ford, and the capture 
of a party with two hundred horses, had all been 
achieved. 

And then, there is no evidence whatever that 
the British admiral ever intended, or had any 
instructions, which would have authorized him 
to seize California. Itis mere imagination. 

Mr. Benton, I must repeat, says it was hear- 
ing of Frémont’s operations and successes, and 
believing that he had orders from the Government 
to take California, that induced Commodore Sloat 
to take possession of Monterey; for still at this 
time (7th of July) the commencement of the war 
with Mexico was unknown. ‘* But Commodore 
Sloat says that it was because he had received in- 


formation of the existence of war between the United į 
States and Mexico, and ruar, he considered, would ! 


justify him in commencing offensive operations on 
the west coast, and therefore sailed in the Savannah 
for the coast of California to carry out the orders 
of the Department! Now, Mr. President, what 
were those orders? They were, sir, that, in 
the event of war with Mexico, he was directed 
to employ the force under his command to the 
best advantage.” “The Mexican ports on the 
Pacific are said to be (says the Secretary of the 
Navy) open and defenseless. If you ascertain 
with certainty that Mexico has declared war 
against the United States, you will at once pos- 
sess yourself of the port of San Francisco, and 
blockade or occupy such other ports as your 
force may permit,’” 

Such, sir, were the instructions which he sailed 
from Mazatlan, on the 8th of June, to execute; 
and yet Mr. Benton, in his View, states it was the 
operations of Frémont (heaven save the mark !) 
which led him to commence hostilities in Cal- 
ifornia, and save the territory from the grasp of 
Great Britain. 

Mr. Benton, in his statement, does great injus- 
tice to this gallant officer in charging that he had 
commenced hostilities against a nation upon no 
other ground than that, hearing of the operations 
and successes of Frémont, he supposed him to be 
in possession of orders from his Government to 
take California. ladmit, sir, it would be difficult, 


if not impossible, for one in his position, or in | 


any position, to believe that an oficer of the 
Army of the United States would wage war with 
the forces under his command against an independ- 
ent nation without orders from his Government. 
And the commodore might well be pardoned for 
supposing such to be the case. ButT have al- 
ready shown from his official letters that it was 
not true that he did so. Butit no doubt confirmed 


jin his mind the truth of the information he had 


reecived at Mazatlan of the commencement of 
hostilities. But, sir, the statement of Mr. Ben- 
ton in reference to this matter places Mr. Frëmont 
in a most unfortunate position. Itexhibits hin, 
sir, in the character of a fillibuster, of a person 
without authority, making war upon a friendly 
Power, and employing the forces placed under 
his command (for a different purpose) to over 
throw its Government, and establish a republic 
onits ruins. It was, indeed, sir, the assumption 
of a fearful responsibility, and one which might 
have involved his country in war, or have lost his 
own life, with the lives of all his followers, (as 
was the case with Lopez in his expedition,) if he 
had been unsuccessful in his operations. But, 
sir, 1 do not propose to discuss this question, but 
in passing, merely to remark upon it. 

I think that I have now fully shown that Mr. 
Frémont’s claims to the conquest previously to the 


his father-in-law, and as they appear in Secretary 
Marecy’s report of December, 1846. 

In thus stating the intervention of Mr. Benton 
in claiming for Frémont credit for exploits ta 
which he was not entitled, I expressly disclaim 


any desire to impute to him anything further : 
than a pardonable facility in yielding credence, | 


on grounds entirely insufficient, to statements and 
inferences calculated to do honor to one connected 


= with him by close family ties. The truth of his- 


tory, however, requires vindication; and my duty 


{1s to expose the errors into which he has been | 
betrayed, and in which, through his agency, ; 
| others have participated. 


And now, Mr. President, I propose briefly to 


in revolutionizing California, and į 


19th of July, rest entirely upon the assertions of |: flight of his 


examine the claims of Frémont to the merit of a 
conqueror subsequently to July 19, 1846. Thathe 
had no claim before has already been shown. 

On the 23d July, 1846, Commodore Stockton 
took command of the squadron, Commodore 
Sloat having sailed for the United States. Mon- 
terey, Sonoma, at the head of the bay of San 
Francisco, and Yuba Buena, now called San 
Francisco, were the chief points in the possession 
| of the United States forces. But all southern 
California was in arms and subdued. Mr. Fré- 
mont was then at Monterey. 

Commodore Stockton issued his proclamation 
on the same day, and announced his intention to 
conquer the country. Colonel Frémont, in his 
defense on his trial by court-martial in 1848, thus 
states his own position at this time, and gives 
the title of congurrorto another. (Sce procced- 
ings of court-martial, pp. 374 and 375.) 

“Ife (Commodore Stockton) determined to prosccute 
hostilities to the full conquest of the country, and asked not 
coöperation, but service underhim. He made this proposal 
in writing to Lieutenant Gillespieand myself. We agreed 
to it, and so did our men. 

“I went under bim with pleasure. I was glad to be re- 
lieved from the responsibilities of my position, We went 
under the command of the naval commander on that sta- 
tion, and jt was to the naval commander there that the 
President had specially assigned the conquest of California, 
The California battalion of mounted riflemen was then or- 
ganized; Commodore Stockton appointing all the officers, 
mysclf being appointed major, and Lieutenant Gillespie 
captain. From that time we were part of the naval forces 
for the conquest of the country !?? 


Again Colonel Frémont says: 


Qn the 13th of August, 1846, Commodore Stockton, ag 
CONQUEROR, took possession of the City of the Angels, the 
seat of the Governor General of California. On the 17th 
he issued a proelamation, or decree as such, for the notifi- 
cation and government of the inhabitants, followed by many 
others in the same character, and for the better government 
of the conquered country.” 


This is the language of Colonel Frémont when 
his safety depended on making the truth manifest. 
Under the peril of life he concedes to Commodore 
Stockton the title of Conqueror of California. 

The peril over, his father-in-law claims for him 
the merit of being the conqueror, and his biogra- 
phers assert it, also. I might be well content to 
rest the case upon the above explicit admission 
| of Colonel Frémont himself; but, as it belongs to 
j a full statement of the truth, I shall briefly relate 
|: what part he did take in the conquest of California 
|| subsequently to Commodore Stockton’s assuming 
‘ithe supreme command. Mr. Frémont, having 
received an appointment as major of a battalion 
of volunteers from Commodore Stockton, was 
ordered on the 23d day of July, with one hundred 
and sixty men, to embark on the sloop of war 
|; Cyane, Commander Du Pont, with directions to 
| proceed to San Diego, and thence to advance on 
| the City of the Angels, to coéperate with him 
| (the commodore) in the proposed attack on the 
; Californians. 

Mr. Benton, in his letter to the President of 
: the 9th of November, 1846, says: “ the sloop of 
| war Cyane was put at his service’’—no doubt to 
| produce the impression on the mind of the Pres- 
ident that Frémont was acting independently. But 
“rémont himself, in his letter to Mr. Benton of 
| July 25, 1846, says expressly: ‘* We are under 


|| Stockton proceeded to San Pedro, twenty-cight 
miles from the City of the Angels. There he 
waited a week for Frémont to codperate with 
jj him. Finally, he marched against Castro with- 
|, out him, forced him to break up his camp, aban- 
| don his artillery and baggage, and fly in the 
| direction of Sonoma, After the dispersion and 


army, Frémont arrived on the day 


‘i that Stockton took possession of the capital. 
1 


Thus cnded the first campaign ef Stockton. 
i; Frémont’s whole service was comprised in his 
|: voyage to San Dicgo and his march to De Los 
Angelos. The second campaign of Commodore 
Stockton was still more inglorious for Mr. Fré- 
mont. An insurrection broke out on the Ist 
:, of October, and the garrison left by the com- 
modore at the capital had been compelled to 
capitulate. Stockton ordered Frémont to Santa 
t Barbara, to collect horses and cattle for this 
expedition. San Diego was surrounded by the 
enemy, and Lieutenant Minor, in command 
there, was besieged by them. On his way in 


ii that direction, Frémont spoke a vessel, and be- 
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not be obtained there, and returned five hundred 
miles north of San Diego, plaeing the enemy 
between himself and his commander-in-chief, 
and cutting off all communication with him. 
This act of Frémont delayed the commodore’s 
advance for months. Stockton, however, finally 
procured horses and cattle where Frémont said 
they could not be obtained. Frémont abandoned 
the seatof war. Ic left that pari of the countr 
where hostilities prevailed, and never returned, 
until after the enemy was defeated and dispersed. 
Commodore Stockton, after waiting two months 
for the necessary supplies of horses and cattle, 
which were at last obtained from Lower Califor- 
nia, on the 29th of December, advanced north 
upon De Los Angelos against the foe, fought the 
battles of San Gabriel and Mesa, defeated and 
dispersed the army of California, and conquered 
the country a second time. 
of Frémont until four days after his (Stockton’s) 
entry into the capital. Then Frémont made his 
appearance; and having on his journey fallen in 
with the beaten and flying California generals 
and a few stragglers—remnants of the defeated 
forces—he made a treaty of capitulation with 
them. Stockton had refused to treat with Gen- 
erals Flores and Pico, because they had once 
already broken their parol of honor. Frémont, 
however, having not participated in the war, 
makes a great merit of this capitulation with these 
defeated officers, with whom Stockton would not 
treat, and whom he considered as of no import- 
ance, All these facts will be seen from the offi- 
cial dispatches of Commodore Stockton. They 
show that Frémont, in the first campaign, did 
nothing while under Stockton but go to San 
Diego, and ride up from that place in August to 
meet Stockton after he had compelled Castro to 
break up his camp and disperse his army. In 
the second campaign, Frémont failed to execute 
his orders, and retired five hundred miles from 
the enemy, and never returned until the fighting 
was over. There is nothing, from his own pen 
or that of others, nor is there any evidence of 
any sort that Frémont ever had a single encounter 
with an enemy while in California. He has been 
called the path-finder; but it was unfortunate for 
him that the paths he trod did not lead him into 
the presence of an enemy. 

Mr. President, in the foregoing remarks, and 
the exposure I have made of the weakness and 
absurdity of the claim setup for Mr. Frémont to 
the conquest of California, I have been actuated 
by far higher motives than such as I know will 
be imputed to me. I regard it, sir, as a duty 1 
owe to the truth of history, as well as toa dis- 
tinguished friend and constituent, to see that the 
laurels which he has nobly won shall not be torn 
from his brow to decorate another’s. For Com- 
modore Stockton I claim the credit of the con- 
quest of California. 
being entitled to it, it does not appear that he was 
ever engaged in a single battle; and the extent of 
the responsibility he assumed in California seems 
to have been, first, to fortify a position of self- 
defense against a threatened attack of the Cal- 
ifornians; and second, to unite with the forces of 
General Ide, on the 25th of June, atSonoma,and to 
undertake an expedition against General Castro, 
in which he was outwitted by the wily Mexicans. 
immediately after this he marched to Monterey, 


and accepted an appointment as major from Com- ; 


modore Stockton, under whose orders he served, 
as has been shown, until the conclusion of the 
war. 

And now, sir, I have attempted to describe 
fairly and truly the achievements of Mr. Frémont 
in California; and I ask if any claim can be found 
in them to the title of its conqueror? 

And now, Mr. President, it is hardly neces- 


sary, after this exposure of the pretensions set | 
up for Mr. Frémont, to say who was the con-| 


queror. That has been already indicated. But 
Į will take the liberty to state, as briefly as pos- 
sible,a few additional facts to establish still more 
incontestably the claims of Commodore Stockton 
to that great honor. Stockton assumed the com- 
mand of the United States naval forces on the 
23d of July, 1846. The condition of the country 
at that time has already been shown. On the 


same day he issued a proclamation placing the | 


He heard nothing | 


So far from Mr. Frémont į 


| ton took possession of the capital of California. 


j ants quietly submitted—and Stockton immedi- 


| Acapulco, on the western coast of Mexico, with 


| the cit 


| modore on his march against the rebels. 


: and, after a skirmish, compelled them to retreat; || 


hundred and sixty mounted men, composed , 
chiefly of American settlers, appointed Mr. Fré 
mont major of the battalion, and Lieutenant Gil- | 
lespie, of the marine corps, captain; retaining | 
the chief direction of affairs in his own hands. | 
In twenty-four hours thereafter he dispatched : 
this corps under Major Frémont on the sloop of | 
war Cyane, Captain Du Pont, to San Diego, to i 
procure horses and cattle, and to codperate with | 
him in the contemplated attack of the City of the | 
Angels. On the Ist of August, he sailed himself | 
in the frigate Congress for Monterey, and pro- 
ceeded toSan Pedro, (about thirty miles from the | 
City of the Angels,) and landed three hundred | 
and fifty seamen and marines, and commenced | 
the work of drilling them for the new service in |! 
which they were engaged. On the lith of Au- 
gust, he commenced his march upon that city. 
On the 12th, when within a few miles of the | 
enemy, they became panic-stricken and fled, leav- : 
ing behind their baggage and artillery. The 

principal officers and a portion of the troops sur- į 
rendered themselves prisoncrs of war, the city 
capitulated, and on the 13th, Commodore Stock- 


i 
| 
| 
|f 
| 
' 
i 


The country was now conquered—the inhabit- ; 
ately proceeded to organize a civil government. | 
He prescribed a tariff of imposts, and appointed | 
appraisers, collectors, and other officers for the | 
collection of the revenues, and did every other | 
lawfal act which a conqueror and governor could | 
do. 

Having settled all these matters, and seeing | 


selves, and gun-carriages for artillery, and in 
their regular drill. At this place he was kept 
waiting for the arrival of Major Frémont with 
his mounted men, until the 29th of December, 
when, having received his supplies from Lower 
California, and having heard nothing of Frémont, 
he determined to wait no longer, and marched 
without him upon the City of the Angels. On 
the morning of the 8th of January, being in 
presence of the enemy, he marshaled his little 
; army, and advanced against the opposing force. 
He found them advantageously posted on the 
| other side of the river San Gabriel, on a bluff or 
range of low hills. Their artillery commanded 
the passage, and it was strongly supported with 
cavalry. The commodore, passing through the 
ranks of his men, reminded them that it was the 
8th of January, and that he expected them to add 
new luster to the day. Their enthusiasm was 
unbounded. Notwithstanding the-fire from the 
enemy, no shot was returned until after they had 
reached the opposite bank. There was ‘great 
difficulty in accomplishing thig, for the bed of the 
river was a quicksand; and General Kearny, who 
was serving with Commodore Stockton at the 
time as a volunteer, declared it would be impos- 
sible to pass over the guns. On hearing this, 
the commodore dismounted from his horse, 
plunged into the river, and taking hold himself 
of the ropes, said, ‘‘ Quicksand or no quicksand, 
the guns shall pass over.” Cheered by his heroic 
conduct and example, the men renewed their 
exertions, and soon landed the guns on the op- 
posite side. The battle now commenced or 
the side of the Americans; and the enemy, after 


the new government in full and successful opera- 
tion, he left the city, and proceeded to San Fran- 
cisco, for the purpose of organizing an expedi- | 
tion, to be commanded by himself, to land at 


i 
a view of cdoperating with General Scott before || 
of Mexico. But before he could accom- |} 
plish the necessary arrangements for such apur- jj 
pose, advantage was taken of his absence from | 
the capital, and Generals Pico and Flores (who 
had been set at liberty after the capture of the | 
city on their parol of honor) had raised a force 
of four or five hundred men, and, appearing be- 
fore the city, demanded its surrender. 
rison, consisting of one hundred men, under Cap- 


tain Gillespie, unable to resist a force so superior || 
in numbers, was obliged to submit, and the city | 
: fell into the hands of the insurgent Californians. i| 


This insurrection the commodore determined to 

quell, and promptly made all his arrangements : 
for that purpose. Major Frémont was dispatched 
with one hundred and sixty men to Santa Bar- | 
bara, at which place, after procuring horses, he || 
was to hold himself in readiness to join the com- H 
The | 

commodore himself sailed in the Congress, ran |} 
into Monterey, which had been threatened, i} 
strengthened that place with fifty men, and pro- 
cecded to San Pedro. At this place he found the 
cnemy in considerable numbers, and learned also 
that an engagement had taken place between 
them and the crew of the frigate Savannah, which || 
had resulted to the disadvantage of the Ameri- | 

cans, and had greatly encouraged the Califor- ! 

nians. He immediately landed from his ship į 
with three hundred men, in the face of the enemy, ‘| 


but as they were all mounted he could not pur- il 
sue them. The anchorage at this place being in- | 
secure at that season of the year, the Congress ; 
sailed for San Diego, where Lieutenant Minor į 
was besieged and reduced to great distress. The 
ship, in entering the harbor, grounded on a bar, 
and came near falling over; and while the crew 
were engaged in shoring her up to prevent such -| 
an oceurrence, the town was vigorously attacked 
by the enemy. Notwithstanding this mishap to 
the frigate, the commodore himself, with as many | 
men as could be spared, immediately landed, and, | 
after a severe action, repulsed them and relieved 
the garrison. . | 
Preparations were then actively made for the | 
march upon the capital. Horses and cattle were | 
to be procured, and officers, with a detachment í 
of men, were sent to Lower California to collect 
them. Whilst this portion of the little sailor: 


i] 
! 
1 

il 
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i 

it 
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The gar- | ormla € 
ij ent directions. As the American commander had 


standing their ground bravely for some time 
against a terrible fire of artillery, began to give 
way, and a charge up the bluff compelled them 
to retreat in confusion. The loss of the Americans 
was only two killed and nine wounded. The 
loss of the enemy, as afterwards ascertained, was 
over seventy killed and one hundred and fifty 
wounded, 

On the morning of the 9th he pursued the 


i retreating foe in the direction of the City of the 


Angels. About six miles from the city he again 
encountered them in a well-chosen position, and 
another severe battle was fought, in which the 
Californians were again beaten, and fled in differ- 


no cavalry, it was impossible to pursue them. 
The commodore continued his march; and on 
the 11th, at the head of his army, he marched 
into the city and took possession of it. 


These battles decided the fate of California.. 


| The scattered remnants of the California army 


under Flores and Pico, a few days after, hearing 
of the approach of Colonel Frémont, threw them- 
selves in his way, and concluded a formal treaty, 
by which they agreed to cease all hostilities, and 
to acknowledge the authority of the United States. 
This ended the war in California; and, in the 


i language of the Secretary of War, ‘* Commodore 
| Stockton took possession of the whole country, 
as a conquest of the United States,and appointed 
| Colonel Frémont Governor, under the law of 


nations, to assume the functions of that office 
when he should return to the squadron.’ , 
And now, Mr. President, having, as I believe, 
fairly and truly stated the respective claims of 
Colonel Frémont and Commodore Stockton to 
the honor of the conquest of California, I ask, 
was not Commodore Stockton the conqueror? 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. President I 
am indebted to the kindness and courtesy of the 


| Senate for allowing me the privilege of addressing 


them to-day. As I announced a few days ago, it 
is not my purpose to attempt to enlighten the Sen- 
ate upon the subject of the resolution now pending. 
My object isa wholly different one; and J feel that 
1I owe to the Senate a debt of gratitude for the per- 
mission extended to me to be heard to-day. 

Mr. President, in a letter addressed to my con- 
stituents in April last, I made them the following 
pledge: 

« Left, as I am, to decide for myself what T ought todo i: 
view of all the difficulties that lie in my way, fu i 
with the responsibility that rests upon me, i he 
surveyed the whole ground, and my judgimeut is delih: 
formed. } shall stand where I am, jast as Lam, and w. 
the coming of future developments. We have betore 


army was thus employed, the men were kept) 


the names ofthe candidates of the American party and their 
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ptinciptes. I shall wait and see who the Democratic party 
will present to us, and what principles they proclaim. 
When the candidates are all before us, | will cast my vote 
for that man and with that party which ł think most likely 
to protect the Constitution, preserve the Union, and drive | 
back the horde of northern Vandals who seek to usurp our | 
rights, and finally to possess themselves of the citadel of 
liberty. Forthe present E have but oue political ambition— 
but one active, absorbing, political principle: ambitious to 
be an bumble agent in preserving our rights, protecting our 
honors, and forever crushing out and annihilating these 
disturbers of the peace, invaders of our rights, and traitors 
to the Constitution ; to be one of the humblest in the ac- 
complishment of this, is all 1 ask—it would be glory enough | 
for me.” 

T now propose to redeem that pledge, as far as | 
I may, trusting that the results will inure to the | 
honor of our country, to its peace, safety, and | 
prosperity. 

Never, since the formation of this Government, | 
have we witnessed such a state of political affairs 
as now exists. Never was there a period in the 
history of this Government which more imperi- 
ously demanded the exercise of a cool and dis- 
passionate judgment, than the present. Never 
were our institutions surrounded with more difi- | 
culties. Never was there a crisis so full of danger, 
demanding the exercise of a larger or purer patri- 
otism than the present, 

Since the inauguration of this great experiment | 
of self-government, we have been called to pass | 
i 


through many trying scenes—trials that filled the | 
heart of the patriot with emotions of the deepest 
solicitude for the safety of the country, and the | 
success of this greatest, and it may be, last effort | 
for the establishinent of a Government predicated | 
upon the will of the people, subject to the require- | 
ments of the Constitution and laws of their own 
creation. Amidst these trials, the hearts of the i 
stoutest have sometimes sunk within them, and | 
nerves hitherto unstrung have trembled for the 
safety of the country. i 
But, thanks to a kind, beneficent Providence— 
thanks to the self-sacrificing patriotism of our | 
ancestors, we have passed these fearful trials, | 
and we yet live. We are now surrounded with | 
difficulties far greater, far more portentous, than | 
our fathers were ever callcd to meet. Will that | 
same kind Providence preside over us, to direct | 
and preserve us? Will the same spirit of conces- 
sion, of patriotism, and devotion to the country, | 
mark our present course and efforts, as illustrated 
those of our fathers? This is a momentous | 
question, submitted to each and all of us, to every | 
patriot, to every one who loves his country more 
than party or self. On the solution of this ques- 
tion hangs the last hope of freedom, All the great | 
and beppy results that ought to flow from the 
labor, toils, and anxicties of our fathers, are sus- 
pended on the decision we are called to make. 
That the dangers that surround us are im- i 
minent cannot be disguised. In view of these 
dangers the question is, how shall we avert them; | 
how shall we dissipate the gathering storm; how | 
restore peace toa distracted country, and concord | 
aud brotherly love between members of this great | 
family of States and individuals? This isa field | 
that invokes the energies of the wisest and best. | 
This is a cause invoking the efforts of the highest | 
and purest patriotism, Although the signs are | 
portentous of evil, although the clouds are dark | 
and gathering swiftly, although the hope of the | 
patriot may sink within him, all seeming dark and ; 
gloomy, and the way of escape not clearly dis- | 
| 
| 
} 
| 


cernible, yet 1 do not despair, 1 will “ hope on, 
hope ever.” I will hope against hope—hope to 
the last. 

l put my trust in the same Proyidence—in that 
same patriotism that has rescued us heretofore, 
and hope that I shall yet sve the clouds and dark- ; 
ness that now overshadow our political heavens ! 
dispelled, and the sun, the bright sun of peace, | 
concord, and brotherly love, dispelling the gloom : 
and shedding its rays of hope, and confidence, and || 
love throughout the land, filling the hearts of all | 
with gratitude and joy. 

To accomplish so great a result requires the | 
efforts of every patriot. How shall this be ac- | 
complished? This is the great question to which | 
I would address myself to-day. | 

Never, since our national existence, have we | 
witnessed so strange a condition of things as is || 
now presented to our minds. We are on the | 
eve of another presidential clection,and each and | 
all of us are required to take our position, and ; 
play our part in the coming contest. There are | 
three regularly nominated candidates in the field, | 


from whom an election is to be made, to fill the 
chief executive office of the Government. Who 
are they? Whatare they? Whatdo they pro- 
fess? I propose briefly, Mr. President, to inquire 
into these three questions. It is known to you, 
sir, that I do not belong to either of these parties 
or political organizations; and the question pro- 

ounded to himself by the great statesman of 
iiacsacheostia, on an occasion of similar difi- 
culty, has a thousand times presented itself to 
my mind—‘* Where shall | go?” 

Beoneing to neither of these parties, neverex- 
pecting to belong to either of them, I might, yield- 
ing to the council of my feclings, stand off as a 
silent spectator, and such would certainly be my 
course if there was nothing more involved in the 
contest than the triumph of one party or another— 
a mere.struggle for power and place. But believ- 
ing that there are questions involved, of vital 
importance to the preservation of the Constitution 
and perpetuity of the Union, lam constrained by 
considerations of duty and patriotism to waive 
the suggestions.of my feelings, and bear my part 
in this contest, in such manner as in my judgment 
will best promote the peace of the country, pre- 
serve its honor, and perpetuate our institutions. 
I cannot be indifferent if I would, and would not 
if I could. There is too much involved in the 
siruggle—interests too holy to be disregarded or 
treated with indifference. 

I have said that there are three candidates pre- 
sented to the country; one of whom, unless there 
shall be a departure from the contemplations of 
the Constitution, must be called to preside over 
the destinies of the country. I have asked who 
are they, what are they, and what do they profess? 
Taking them inthe order in which they stand, of 
seniority, I may ask, first, who is James Buch- 
anan? It is not necessary for me to stop to inquire 
into the personal history and character of Mr. 
Buchanan. He has been identified with the his- 
tory of this country for almost half a century. 
His publicacts are known toall men. Whatever 
he is, whatever he has been, is matter of record. 
With him, as James Buchanan, therefore, I have 
nothing to do; but he is the candidate of the Dem- 
‘ocratic party, he has been selected by their con- 
vention as their standard-bearer, and is presumed 
to be the exponent of their principles, 
to inquire what those principles are. 

The Democratic party have given to us and to 
the world a platform of principles. I have no 
great confidence in platforms. 1 think that, gen- 
erally, they are cunningly-devised schemes of 
modern invention, intended to catch votes and to 
gull the people. They are admirably adapted for 
a presidential canvass—very good for the candi- 
dates to run by and swear by; but often very 
easily forgotten after the election. Mor this reason 
I confess that, generally, l have but little confi- 
dence in platforms. l prefer to judge of the men 
who profess to stand upon them, rather than to 
inquire particularly into the creed they proclaim. 


Inasmuch, however, as the various candidates | 
have been placed upon their platforms, it is but | 


just to them—it is but just to the parties which 
have presented them, that we should presume, at 


least, that it is their honest purpose to stand upon j 


them, and to observe them. 1 desire, very briefly, 
to inquire into these platforms in order that I 
may satisfy my constitucnts and my country 
that [ have not been guided by passion or preju- 
dice in the conclusions at which I have arrived. 
The Democratic Convention, which assembled 
at Cincinnati, presented to the country a platform 
of principles, They reindorsed the platform. of 


1852, filled very much with truisms that nobody | 


ever controverted, or ever will controvert; but 


they were intended to have their effect on the | 
With all that [ have nothing to | 
do, LT examined that platform in other days | 


popular mind. 


which are passed and gone. All that it is neces- 
sary for me now to say is, that I dissent much 
from it; but upon the main point in that platform, 
it had then, as it has now, my concurrence, be- 
cause it was identical in fact, in essence, and in 
substance, with the platform of the party to which 
I tben belonged, to which I now belong, and to 
which T intend to belong as longas I belong to 
anything—the old Whig party. Upon the great 
vital question of the rights of the South and the 
equality of the States, or, in other words, the 
great question of slaycry, the Democratic and 
Whig platforms of 1852 were identical in every 


I proceed | 
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essential. Itis not necessary, therefore, for me 
to consider that large portion of the Cincinnati 
platform which is simply a reiteration of that of 
1852. Some additions, however, have been 
made to it. Going on with the tide of time, and 
the progress of the age in which we live, the 
Democratic party have felt it to be their duty to 
make additions to their old platform; and it is to 
these additions that 1 now desire to call the at- 
tention of the Senate and thecountry. The first 
to which I direct your notice is in the following 
words: 

“ Resolved, That the foundation of this union of States 
having been Jaid in, and its prosperity, expansion, and pre- 
eminent example in free government, built upon entire 
freedom in matters of religious concernment, and no re- 
spect of person in regard to rank or place of birth; no party 
can justly be deemed national, constitutional, or in accord- 
ance with American principles, which bases its exclusive 
organization npon religious opinions and accidental birth- 
place. And hence a political crusade in the ninetcenth 
century, and in the United States of America, against 
Catholic and foreign-born, is neither justified by the past 
history or the future prospects of the country, nor in unison 
with the spirit of toleration and enlarged freedom which 
peculiarly distinguishes the American system of popular 
government. ’”? 

This resolution asserts a principle which, in 
my judgment, must commend itself to the heart 
of every patriot. It asserts the great principle of 
universal freedom of conscience in matters of 
religion, and that there shall be no proscription 

redicated upon a man’s birthplace or religion. 
Po not pretend to say that any person whatever 
is amenable to the charge of interfering with 
these sacred rights. I am not here to assail or to 
denounce, but to approve and condemn; and, as 
this resolution finds a response in my heart, I 
readily yield to it the suggestion which that 
response requires. I maintain the position here, 
and can maintain it elsewhere, that, whatever 
gentlemen may profess—whatever articles the 
may insert in their creed, if there be any Ameri- 
can nationality, if there be an American Consti- 
tution broad enough to shield every American 
citizen wherever he may be, at home or abroad, 
upon the land or the sea, this resolution will stand 
the test of time. i 

I come, Mr. President, to consider the next 
resolution in this addenda to the Democratic plat- 
form—this codicil to their old will and testament. 
It is in the following words: 


“ Resolved, That claiming fellowship with, and desiring 
the cooperation of, al! who regard the preservation of the 
Union under the Constitution as the paramount issue, and 
repudiating all seetional parties aud platforms concerning 
domestic slavery, which seek to embroil the States and 
incite to treason and armed resistance to law in the Ter- 
ritories, and whose avowed purposes, if consummated, 
must end in civil war and disunion ; the American Democ- 
racy recognize and adopt the principles contained in the 
organie laws establishing the Territories of Kansas and 
Nebraska, as embodying the only sound and safe solution 
of the ‘slavery question,’ upon which the great national 
idea of the people of this whole country can repose in its 
detennined conservatism of the Union—NON-INTERFERENCE 
BY CONGRESS WITH SLAVERY IN STATE AND TERRITORY, 
OR IN ‘THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.” 


In this resolution, in my humble judgment, is 
comprised the whole issue now before the coun- 
try. Iam called on either to affirm this resolu- 
tion or to enter my protest against it. What 
does it propose? It asserts the great doctrine of 
the equality of the States. Is there an American 
Senator here who will assume or pretend to main- 
tain for a single moment that the equality of the 
States is not right beyond controversy and dis- 
pute? This resolution goes further, and asserts 
the principles contained in the Kansas-Nebraska 
bill. What are those principles? It is not neces- 
sary for me to attempt to enlighten Senators on 
that point. They are known and read of all men, 
but I am not left to conjecture and to construction 
as to whether squatter sovereignty is in it. I 
come to the resolution itself, and I find there the 
construction given by the Democratic party to 
be this ‘non-interference, by Congrees, with 
slavery in the States and Territories, or in the 
District of Columbia.’? 

The attempt being made before the country to- 
day is to assert and maintain that Congress has 
jurisdiction over the question of slavery, not only 
in the Territories but in the District of Columbia. 
I maintain that they have no such jurisdiction. 
Is there a southern man here—is there a constitu- 
tional man here—is there a national man here who 
will maintain that Congress has the power to 
abolish slavery in the District of Columbia? I 
know there are those upon the floor of the 
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Senate who maintain this doctrine, but I deny their 
nationality or their constitutionality. This, then, 
is an addition to the platform of the Democratic 
Hay which commends itself, not only to my head 
but to my heart, because it goes home directly to 
the preservation of the rights of my constituents 
and the honor of those who are dearer to me than 
life itself. : 

I come now to the next resolution presented by 
the Democratic party, and which is the real issue: 

“ Resolved, That we recognize the right of the people of 
all the Territories, including Kansas and Nebraska, acting 
through the legally and fairly-expressed will of a majority 
of actual residents, and whenever the number of their in- 
habitants justifies it, to form a constitution, with or with- 
out domestic slavery, and be admitted into the Union upon 
terms of perfect equality with the other States.’? 

In the three resolutions which I have read, the 
principle is asserted, that a State has a right to 
admission into this Union with a constitution pro- 
hibiting or allowing slavery, as her people may 
choose to elect. Is there a man here who contro- 
verts that? I regret to know that there are some 
whodo. But is thereasouthern man prepared to 
controvert it? If there is, let him stand up and 
present himself to the country. Is there a man 
who recognizes the rights of the States, according 
to the compact under which we live, who can 
maintain that any other restriction shall be placed 
upon the State, asking admission into the Union, 
than that which is prescribed by the Constitu- 
tion itself? But one single condition is prescribed 
by the wisdom of our fathers, and that is, that the 
State desiring admission shall have a constitu- 
tion republican in its form. Now, we are told, 
that it is competent for the Congress of the United 
States to reject a State, not on account of this 
constitutional inability or a want of conformit 
to republican institutions, but because the people 
of that State, in their wisdom, or it may be in 
their folly, elected that slavery shall exist there. 
This is one of the great issues before the country, 
on which the Republican party, as they term 
themselves, have taken their stand, and upon 
which the Democratic party have planted them- 
selves. Which is right, and which is wrong? 
Who is able to stand here and maintain that, if 
Kansas shall present herself with a constitution 
recognizing the right of her people to hold slaves, 
she shall not, under the Federal compact, be ad- 
mitted to her place in the States of this Union? 
There are here gentlemen. who controvert that 
point; but surely no southern man—no conserva- 
tive, national man, can object to the Democratic 
party on that ground. They maintain it; they 
assert it; and L accord with them in it. 

The next resolution in the additions of the 
Cincinnati Convention to the platform of 1852, is 
in these words: 

“ Resolved, That our geographical and political position 
with reference to the other States of this continent, no fess 
than the interest of our commerce and the development of 
our growing power, requires that we should hold as sacred 
the principles involved in the Monroe doctrine: their bear- 
ing and import admit of no misconstruction ; they should 
be applied with unbending rigidity.” 

This is, I believe, the first time in the history 
of parties in this country when any party has 
asserted, as one of the principles of its creed—one 
of the planks of its platform, the so-called Monroe 
doctrine. My honorable friend from Kentucky, 
{Mr. Tuomrson,] for whom I cherish feelings 
notonly of the greatest confidence and respect, 
but of kindness and affection, in addressing the 
Senate a few weeks ago, entered his protest 
against the Democratic party on account of this 
resolution affirming the Monroe doctrine. I will 
read for the benefit of the Senate what my hon- 
orable friend said on that occasion: _ 

“ Again: one resolution of the Cincinnati platform adopts 
the Monroe doctrine. E know that the Monroe doctrine, as 
explained by Mr. Calhoun, amounted to_nothing, but was 
a mere temporary thing, suggested by Mr. Canning, the 
English Prime Minister, to Mr. Monroe, and carried out 
only in reference to its bearing on the then revolutions pro- 
gressing in the South American States; but still, as gener- 
ally interpreted, taken in its popular understanding, in the 
latitude in which the people construe it, it is a virtual dec- 
laration of war against the whole human family.” 

I think my friend from Kentucky is a little 
mistaken. He claimsto bea Whig, as I do,and 
to be now standing upon the Whig platform, 
maintaining all the principles of the Whig party; 
and yet he enters his solemn protest against the 
Democratic party because of the assertion and 
maintenance of the Monroe doctrine. I propose, 
very briefly, to look into the Monroe doctrine and 


its history. I have heard a great deal of it; the | 
Scnate has been enlightened upon it time after 
time; and Iam not so vain as to presume that I | 
ean add anything to the stock of wisdom now | 
existing in the Senate. My friend from Ken- | 
tucky maintains that, as understood by the coun- 
try, this doctrine is a declaration of war against 
the whole world. If that be the Monroe doctrine, 
I am against it. I read from Mr. Monroe’s mes- 
sage of December 2, 1823: 


“ We owe it, therefore, to the country and to the amica- 
bie relations subsisting between the United States and those 
Powers, to declare that we should consider any attempt on 
their part to extend their system to any portion of this hem- 
isphere as dangerous to our peace and safety.” 


How can that bo tortured into a declaration of 
war against the world? How can it be tortured 
into the idea that it is but the precursor to the 
conquest of all the continent on which we live? 
To suppose so is a stretching of terms, a perver- 
sion of language, not authorized, in my judgment, 
by the plain words employed. Here is a simple 
declaration, that we should regard the extension 
of the European system to this continent as dan- 
gerous to our peace and our safety. It has been 
said—and I believe that is the sentiment of my 
friend from South Carolina, (Mr. Burier,] for 
whom I cherish the profoundest respect—that 
this Monroe doctrine is not to be construed as of 
general or universal application, but is to be con- 
sidered in regard to each case as it presents itself, 
I do not care in what sense you take it; lam for 
it when applied to isolated individual cases; Iam 
for it when applied to every foot of land on the 
American continent. I grant that it originated 
first in a disposition upon the part of this Gov- 
ernment to arrest the interference of the Holy 
Alliance with the affairs of South America; but 
why shall it not be of universal application? Is 
the principle in itself right? I maintain that itis. 
Why not, then, have the nerve and the manliness 
to say to Europe, “ We plant ourselves upon this 
American principle, and we will maintain itagainst 
the whole combined power of Europe in regard 
to every acre of land in America??? Why not? 
You say it is to be considered, when the question 
arises, as applicable to individual cases. Let us 
look at it in that light. 

Take the Island of Cuba, and suppose that 
England should enter into negotiations to pur- 
chase Cuba, would my honorable friend from 
South Carolina, or any other Senator upon this 
floor, be willing to see the Island of Cuba pass 
into the possession and dominion of England? 
If there be a Senator who would be willing to 
see England purchase Cuba, let him rise and | 
answer. There is not one. Then the Monroe | 
doctrine is true and just, and eminently Ameri- 
can, when you apply it to Cuba. Suppose, next, 
we apply it to Mexico. Would you be willing 
to see Mexico pass into the possession and under 
the control and dominion of England? If there } 
is a Senator here who would be willing to see 
that, I call upon him to rise and say so. There 
is not one. If it is applicable to Cuba and to į 
Mexico, why may it not be general and universa 
in its application? Would you be willing to 
morrow to recognize the possession, by Engiand, 
of Nicaragua, or any of the Central American | 
States? If there is a Senator here who would | 
consent to that, let him answer. There is not 
one. Then goto South America. Name a State 
which you are willing that England shall possess. 
There is not one. Thus we have traversed the | 
whole continent; and I maintain that the Monroe ; 
doctrine is of universal application, because there | 
is no Senator who will assume to say that there 
is a single spot on this continent which he will 
be willing to allow England to take possession 
of. Have we not grown large enough to assert 
our rights? Have we not power, and strength, 
and manliness enough to say what we feel? I 
am for saying what I feel, and always feeling 
what I say. I am in favor of the Monroe doc- 
trine applied to isolated cases, or applied uni- | 
versally throughout the whole American con- 
tinent. 

My distinguished and honorable friend from | 
Kentucky seemed to think this was eminently a 
Democratic doctrine. I deny it. In the name of 
the old Whig party, that you are told is dead and 
buried, but which 1 believe will have a glorious 
resurrection some of these days, and in the name 
of its champions and leaders, E deny that the! 


i 
} 


i that. 


ad ol 
Monroe doctrine was a Democratic doctrine. It 
was an American doctrine, and no more the doc- 
trine of the Democratic party at the time it was 
proclaimed than of every other party iw the Uni- 
ted States. Now, let us sce. he name of Mr, 
Clay is invoked to sustain gentlemen in their 
positions. I am not here to pronounce the eulogy 
of Mr. Clay. That has been done. He sleeps 
his last sleep; and forever damned be he who 
will rudely disturb his ashes or tarnish his mem- 
ory! But, sir, I maintain thatthis Monroe doc- 
trine had the assent and approval of Mr. Adams 
and Mr. Clay at the time it was promulgated. 
When gentlemen talk to me about standing by 
the doctrines of Henry Clay, I ask them to stand 
by them. Į will stand by them, live by them, 


i and die by them. You all remember that, when 
į Mr. Adams was President of the United States 


and Mr. Clay his Secretary of State, a proposition 
was made to send ministers to the Panama Con- 
gress. The President of the United States was 
called upon by Congress to assign his reasons for 
proposing to send ministers to this Congress. 
What reason does he assign? He assigns the 
reason contained in Mr. Monroe’s message, the 
establishment of the Monroe doctrine. Here is 
his message; and he quotes the identical language 
of Mr. Monroe to sustain the wisdom, the pat- 
riotism, and the Americanism of the Congress of 
Panama. Mr. Clay was Sceretary of State at the 
time. ‘Then | call on the friends of Henry Clay 
to stand by the Monroe doctrine, for he was for 
the Monroe doctrine before there was any such 
organization as the present Democratic party. 
But, Mr. President, we come down to nie 
times. Have we not spent weeks and weeks in 
the last four years—in what? In vindicating our 
construction of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. If 
there is a Senator on this floor who is willing to 
yield the American construction of that treaty, 
challenge him to rise now, and stand upand say 
so. Every man in the Senate has stood firmly, hon- 
estly, consistently, persistently, and patriotically 
in defense of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty as we con- 
strue it, Whatis that? It is nothing more nor 
less than the assertion of the Monroe doctrine, 
and its application to Central America. Then 
you all stand to the Monroe doctrine—at least so 
far as Central America is concerned; and by your 
silence, your refusal to answer, you stand before 
the world in favor of its universal application. 
The next resolution in the series of the amend- 


| ments of the Democratic party is in the follow- 


ing words: 


“ Resolved, That, in view ofso commanding an interest, 
the people of the United States cannot but sympathize with 
the efforts which are being made by the people of Central 
America to regenerate that portion of the continent which 
covers the passage across the interoceanic Isthmus.?? 


I regret that my friend from Kentucky dis- 
sented from that sentiment. He declared that it 
was the indorsement of the Government of Wil- 
liam Walker. If it was intended to do that, I, 
as a Tennessean, the land that gave birth to 
Walker and myself both, tender to the Demo- 
cratic party the gratitude of my heart. If they 
meant by that resolution to indorse Walker, I 
owe them, as I give them, my sincerest gratitude. 
But, sir, frankness compels me to say that I do 
not so read the resolution. What does it pro- 
fess? It simply professes a sympathy with the 
struggle going on for the establishment of free 
and liberal institutions in Central America. Oh, 
that the shade of Henry Clay might preside over 
us! What American citizen, who aver read those 
burning words of patriotism and liberty which 


| fell from the lips of Henry Clay in defense of 


liberty everywhere, and particularly in defense 
of the liberty of South America, expressing not 
only his sympathy for her, but urging this Gov- 
ernment to proclaim her independence, — what 
citizen, I ask, can claim to be a disciple or fol- 
lower of Henry Clay, that will not accord his 
sympathy to the struggle now going on in Cen- 
tral America for free institutions? The Demo- 
cratic party was a little too cautious for me in 
I would prefer they had gone further, 
but I am to take them as they are. I say they 
express their sympathy, and I accord with them 
in that expression. I myself, being responsible 


| to nobody, to no party, and I thank Heaven no- 


body being responsible for me, choose to go fur- 
ther than that. They not only have my sympa- 
thy, but my prayers for their success. I yet hope 
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to see the banner of liberty and freedom stream- 
ing from the mast of every vessel there, and the 
name of William Walker, the savior of that coun- 
try, inscribed upon it. 

Sir, I have heard William Walker denounced on 
the floor of the Senate, and I desired then to vin- 
dicate him, but the occasion forbade. Now,I have 
to say, that those who chose to denounce Wil- 
liam Walker as a plunderer, a marauder, a pirate, 
do that which they have no right todo. I know 
him. He was born and raised in my State— 
the son of as honest a man as ever breathed the 
breath of life; his mother as honest a woman as 
ever Kentucky gave birth to. Tell me that a man | 
thus born, thus reared, thus educated, is a plun- 
derer! It is a vile, unmitigated calumny. When 

ou were struggling for yourliberty, La Fayette, 

wlaski, and others, came here to aid youin your 
struggle. Did you announce to the world that 
they were plunderers and pirates? No, sir. Their |! 
names are now canonized and held dear in the 
hearts of every true American patriot, for doing 
precisely what Walker is doing. Yet you glorify ! 
the one while you condemn and anathematize the 
other. I trust and believe the time will come when 
justice will be done to the motives and deeds of | 
this man; and when, instead of being denounced 
as a plunderer and murderer, he will be hailed as 
the savior of his country, and generations yet | 
unborn rise up to call him blessed ! 

But, Mr. President, I pass from that, and come 
now tothe consideration of the platform of the 
American party, being the second in the series; 
and I must be permitted to say, that, like all other 
platforms I have ever seen or read, it is made up 
very much of truisms and facts and principles 
that no human being controverts. I believe it jj 
says the Bible is a very good school-book. Who 
denies that? I believe it says the Constitution 
ought to be maintained ? Who denies that? That | 
the Union ought to be preserved. Who contro- j 
verts that? So, like other platforms, it is made 
up of truisms to catch the votes of the people. 
But [come to that which is real and substantial and 
tangible in the platform. The first point is: 

“WV. A radica) revision and modification of the laws 
regulating immigration aud the settlement of immigrants ; 
offering to the honest immigrant who, from love of liberty, 
or hatred of oppression, seeks an asylum in the United 
Bates, a friendly reception and protection, but unqnali- 
fiedly condemning the transmission to our shores of felons 
and paupers.” 


To that extent I am an American. T think, to 


i should be no test made by blending religious 


; there be any such, I would apply it to them, and 


every extent, E am really an American; but in 
the political sense in which this thing is cone || 
strued, Laman American, [will goas far as he | 
who would go furthest to prevent the introduction | 

i 


of criminals and paupers here. E have so ane |) 
nounced at all times, Why, I ask, have they 
not sent from the other branch of Gougress a bill 
to that effect? The majority of that House were 
sent here as Americans; and why have they not ! 
asked us to indorse it? | prochum to the world | 
Tam for that doctring; but L maintain that it is a 
question outside of the jurisdiction of the Federal 
Government, I believe the States have the power, 
and are now exercising that power. In my State 
we have a law under that exact clause, saying | 
that free negroes shall not come into the State. 
Ts not that exercising jurisdiction over that sub- 
ject? Fdo not know of a single State which is 
not to-day exercising that power. lt was but a 
few months ago, I believe, that, from Boston, they 
sent back some paupers and criminals, or refused 4 
to permit them to land. Uf the power resides with : 
the State, why put it in the creed? Why callon : 
the Federal Government to interpose, i the States į 
have jurisdiction? If the States have not juris- 

i 


diction the Federal Government has; and if it be | 
decided that the Federal Government has it, I 
will go as farasany friend of the American party. | 
But, sir, their next resolution is: | 
“The essential modification of the naturalization laws.” 
Tam for that. I believe it is the interest and i 
duty of this Government to revise and amend the | 
naturalization laws. Ido not believe that there 
isany largely organized party in this country that | 
is notin favor of it. ‘The extent of that remed- 
eling and reorganization is a different question. | 
How far I might be willing to go will depend on 
the facts which may be elicited by investigation. į 
If it shall be found that five years is too short— ; 
and J think it is—I will agree to extend it to eight, | 
to ten, to twelve, to any number of years that | 


{sentiment I ever beard from him, and I have im- | 


| believe it to exist, is upon the Kansas-Nebraska 


| lsh or prohibit slavery in any ‘Territory, it is the sens 
: the national coune 


may be found necessary to protect us, to guar- 
anty to us, to secure us all the benefits conferred 
by the Constitution in that clause giving us juris- 
diction over the subject of naturalization. ‘Then 
there is no controversy between the American 
party and myself on that subjcet. 

Another of their resolutions is in the following 
words: 

& VITI. Resistance to the aggressive policy and corrupting 
tendencies of the Roman Catholic Church in our country 
by the advancement to all political stations, executive, legis- 
lative, judicial, or diplomatic, of those only who do uot 
hold civil allegiance, directly or indirectly, to any foreign 
Power, whether civil ar ecclesiastical, and who are Ameri- 
cans by birth, education, and training, thus fulfilling the 
maxim, Á AMERICANS ONLY SHALL GOVERN AMERICA.? ”? 


If I correctly construe and interpret that, I find I 


no great objection to it. But I maintain that re- 
ligion and politics have no connection; and there 


uestions with civil and political ones. But as 
they circumscribe their terms here, and make 
them applicable to thosc who acknowledge alle- 
giance to some foreign potentate and power, if 


I would go outside of Americanism itself; I would 
take up all such men upon one single act, for 
carrying out that purpose. I would try them for 
treason; because it is treason, and nothing clse. 
It is moral treason—it is political treason, for a 
citizen of the United States to hold allegiance to 
any foreign potentate or power. Therefore, I do 
not think there is any very great controversy on 
this point. If there is any such class, in the name 
of Heaven exclude them from office—exclude them 
from your country; I do not want them here in 
any shape or form. 

These constitute the political items contained 
in that platform, and I do not objcet very much 
to them. 

Thirdly and lastly, as regards platforms. 1 
come to the platform of—shall Leall you Republi- 
cans, gentlemen? lf you consider it more cour- 
teous, 1 will call you Republicans for the sake 
of decency, and nothing else. ‘Lhe Republican 
party have presented to the country a platform, 
and they have pliced their man upon it. Now, 
what is that platform? In part, just like the two 
Lhave noticed, it contains a great many things 
that nobody would controvert, and every one be- 
lieves; but it contains one, and but one, single 
and isolated principle; and what is it? Opposition 
to the Kansas-Nebraska bill and all its principles: 
in other words, opposition to slavery here and 
elsewhere, now and forever. 

Well, sir, l heard a Senator, on the day before 
yesterday, say, on this floor, that he did ‘not like 
to trust his temper to speak on this subject of 
Kansas, l thought it was the most Christian 


proved upon it, and Twill not trust myself to talk 
much upon that question to-day, beeanse I do 
not know that E can talk about it quietly and dis- 
passionately, or according to the rules of the 
Senate; and | have made up my mind never to 
violate the rules of the Senate, if 1 ean help it. 


If] find it necessary to violate them, I will post- | 
pone it until I get outside of these walls. As I | 


do not mean to violate them intentionally, I had 
better forbear to speak what I think of this party, 
and particularly of its leaders. 

But, Mr. President, as I have said, the real 
issue before the country, as I understand it and 


bill. Task the attention of the Senate to the res- 
olution passed by the American party, in their 
council, or convention, on this subject, in the fol- 
lowing words: 


“ And regarding it the highest duty to avow their opinions 
upon a subject so important, in distinet and unequivocal 
terms, it is hereby declared, as the sense of this national 
council, that Congress pos es no power under the Con- 
stitution to legislate upon the subject of slavery in the 
States where it does or may exist, or to exclude any State | 
from admission into the Union because its constitution 
does, or does not, recognize the i tution of slavery as a 
part of its social system; and expressly pretermittiug any 
expression of opinion upon the power of Congress to estab- 
2» of 
that Congress ought not to legislate 
upon the subject of slavery within the ‘Territories of the 
Jnited States, and that any interference by Congress with 
shiver i 
violation of the spiritand intention of the compact by which 
the State of Maryland ceeded the District to the United 
States, and a breach of the national faith.” 


'To that I object. Against that I enter my sol- į 


s it exists in the District of Columbia would be a {i 


the country. The issue is fairly made by the 
Republican party, that Congress has the power to 
prohibit slavery in the Territories. The Demo- 
cratic party have come up boldly, openly, and 
manfully, and_asserted that Congress has no 
such power. The American party say, we pre- 
termit any expression of opinion on that subject. 
What do you mean by the term  pretermit?” 
What does it mean according to lexicographers? 
It means to pass by, or omit. Then you omit to 
declare any opinion upon the great and vital ques- 
tion now before the country, as to whether Con- 
gress has power to prohibit slavery in the Terri- 
tories. I maintain that Congress has no such 
power. The Kansas-Nebraska bill maintains 
| that Congress has no such power. The Demo- 
| cratic party maintains that Congress has no such 
power. Why pretermit that? If you may pre- 
j termit an opinion on a vital question of that sort, 

what will be the result? Suppose a question 
arises whether Congress shall abolish slavery in 
the District of Columbia: may you excuse your- 
selves before the world by saying, ‘ we pretermit 
any opinion on that subject??? Mr. President, 
if they may pretermit an opinion on a great vital 
question of this sort, affecting the rights of the peo- 
ple of the South, they may upon every question. 
If you were to ask them whether Congress should 
abolish the slave trade between the States, they 
might stand back and say, we pretermit any opin- 
ion on that subject. In my humble judgment the 
time has passed for the pretermission of opinion. 
The time is, when men should stand out boldly 
and openly, and proclaim their position. It is 
eminently so on this delicate question, affecting 
| the rights of the people of the whole South. 
But, Mr. President, there is something more 
| in this term ‘ pretermission’? than seems to be 
implied, When Mr. Fillmore himself comes to 
speak, what does he say? He says, speaking of 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise: 


al seeins to have been a Pandora's box, out of 
which have issued all the political evils that now afflict the 
country, scarcely leaving a hope behind, and many, £ per- 
ceive, are ready to attribute all these’ to our southern 


© This repe 


ii brethern. Batis this just? [No!no!] It must be borne in 


mind that this measure originated witha northern Senator, 
and was sustained and sanctioned by “a northern President, 
; 1 do not recollect that ever a petition from a southern 
State solicited this repeals; and how could southern mem- 
bers of Congress refuse a boon thus offered by the North to 
tie South? dt could only be done by sacrificing themselves 
upon the altar of their country for their country’s good; and 
this is corwinly expecting too much from political men in 
times like these. The blame, therefore, it appears to me, 
with all due deference, is chiefly chargeable to those who 
originated this measure; and, however we may deplore 
the act, it affords no just ground for controversy with our 
southern brethren, certainly none by which they should be 
deprived of their political rights.” 

I entertain no unkind feeling towards Mr. Fil- 
more; F believe that if he were President of the 
United States he would make a conservative, a 
i Sate, and a national President; but I do protest 
j against his pandering to northern fanaticism as 
ihe does in the extract which I have just read. 
He there denounces the repeal of the Missouri 
compromise, and charges to it all the evils now 
allicting the country. To that extent f join 
issue with Mr. Fillmore himself. I voted for it; 
and if those who did so are responsible for all 
| these evils, I-am willing to bear my full share of 
the responsibility. Why go out of his way and 
: assail us, and charge that all the evils which now 
j aillict the country have grown out of the repeal 
of the Missouri compromise? Is he not to that 
extent giving aid and comfort to the Republican 
party? Is he not to that extent striking a blow 
upon every man who voted for it? Take that in 
connection with the reso'ution of pretermission 
and then take another circumstance within my 
knowledge, and the impression is fixed upon my 
mind that the American party do not mean to 
stand firmly and fully by the Kansas-Nebraska 
bill. 

In my own State, I see evidence, strong and 
conclusive, that they do not mean to justify the 
repeal ofthe Missouri compromise. My colleague 
and myself differ on that question. I have never 
sought to make an issue with him, or with any 
of my colleagues in the House, who differed with 
me on that occasion, believing them to be as 
i honestas I knew myself to be; but I proclaim here 
‘and to the world, that, if war is to be made upon 
| me by indirection, here or elsewhere, in conse- 
| quence of my support of the Kansas-Nebraska 


emn protest before the people of Tennessee and 


i bill, I am ready to meet it, here or elsewhere, 


1856. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


2013 


now and forever. Mr. Fillmore had no right to 
say this. He was not called to bear his share in 
that battle. He cheeses to pronounce sentence 
of condemnation on me, who have shed more 
drops of sweat for him than he ever did for him- 
self; he charges me as one of the authors of the 
evils which now afflict the country. It is unjust; 
it is cruel; it is ungenerous. But, sir, I am held 
up to the Clay doctrine. I wish everybody could 
stand by it as firmly as I do. I maintain the 
doctrine of the Kansas-Nebraska bill, that Con- 
gress has no power over the subject of slavery in 
the Territories, or in the District of Columbia, or 
anywhere else. What did Mr. Clay think about 
it? He sleeps the long, last, quiet sleep of repose, 
in his own beloved State; but yet his burning 
words live to speak for him. 
say? 

“} deny that the General Government has any authority 
whatever from the Constitution to abolish what is called 
the slave trade, or, in other words, to prohibit the removal 
of slaves from one slave State to another slave State.” * * 

“ No power whatever was granted to the General Gov- 
ernment in respect to domestic slavery, but that which 
relates to taxation and representation, and the power to 
restore fugitive slaves to their lawful owners.”—MMr. Clay’s 
Speech of February 7, 1839. 

Let the voice of the sage of Ashland rise and rest 
upon the hearts of those who constantly invoke his 
name. He says the Constitution gives no power 
over the subject of slavery except upon the three 
isolated points to which he alludes. Then he says 
Congress has no power to prohibit slavery in ah 
Territories. Now, if you are the friends of Henry 


Clay, and his words have any force and meaning | 


with you, stand by them, or else in shame forever 
seek not to invoke his name. 

Mr. President, I have gone through with these 
pretermissions, and I come now to another ques- 
tion; and, as it is personal to myself, I regret 
exceedingly to trouble the Senate with it—I mean 

ersonal so faras my own relations are concerned, 
he question is constantly propowided to me, 
why I cannot supnort the American party? I 
have given some reasons; but I would like toask 
the question, why I should do so? I have often 
answered my friends in that way. When you 


ask me why I cannot support Mr. Fillmore and | 


the American party, I ask you why I should do 
it. What claims have mey on me asa Whig? 
You tell me you are still Whigs. You have 


abandoned that party and gone into a new organ- | 


ization? . 
There is not only no reason why I should sup- 
port you, but there isan insuperable objection to 


my doing so, when | fiud that in your own dec- ; 


laration of principles you say: 


The American party having arisen upon the ruins and 


in spite of the opposition of the Whig and Democratie par- | 
ties, cannot be held in any manner responsible for the ob- į 


noxious acts and violated pledges of either.” 


How, in the name of departed and sacred 
memory, can you call upon me as a Whig to 
stand by you when you have already proclaimed 
to the world that you have risen upon the ruins 
of the only party that I ever knew to love? I 
never fought under any other banner. And, sir, 
next to the star-spangled banner of my country, 
the old Whig banner was endeared to my heart. 
You have torn down that banner; you have torn 
it froni the mast-head, where it was nailed by 
Henry Clay and Daniel Webster; you have trod- 
den it under foot; and then turn and say to me, 
«Come over and join us.” No, sir—never. Let 


other rude hands do the deed, but may God palsy | 


this arm before it ever tears down that flag! You 
have torn it down, and the Black Republicans 
of the North have stolen it, and run off with it; 


and now, in the South, men are called to bury : 
it, and you turn to me, and ask me to join you. : 
if you have risen on the ruins of the Whig: 
party, stand on those ruins; but you will never ;; 


get me to stand with you. If you have risen on 
those ruins, and despite their efforts, go on with 
your triumphs, if they have any joy for you. 
They have none for me. 


But the cruelty does not end there. Was it not | 
enough—though I suppose a large majority of | 


you were once members of the old Whig party— 
to go off in peace with the conviction that you 
were doing your duty without sending an arrow 
in the bosoms and hearts of those who remained 
true to their faith? Why inflict still deeper 
wounds on us when we were already bleeding at 
every pore? Why taunt us with saying, “ We 


What does he | 
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| forts??? But the cruelty is not yet refined : 


| Democracy, but because I hate Black Republic- 
anism, 


> E . Hi 
have risen on your ruins, and despite your ef- | 


i 
“We cannot be held in any manner responsible for the | 
obnoxious acts or violated pledges of either?’— | 


not only standing upon our ruins, but writing 
the epitaph upon the stone that marks our fall— 
“ violated pledges!” I maintain that Henry | 
Clay never violated a pledge. I maintain that 
the old Whig party in its purity and in its hon- 
esty never violated any pledge. Yet, sir, these | 
are your denunciations. We who stand by the 
integrity of that old Whig party are called upon, 
on the pains and by the penalties of denunciation 
and proscription, to go over and join the party 
that thus wrote our epitaph. I never can do it. 
No man living feels more deeply, more acutely, 
more painfully than I do, the separation from 
friends who have stood by me in the hour of 
darkness, when the shafts of calumny were hurled ! 
from a thousand sources, who, when all the bat- | 
teries of Democracy, with their envenomed darts, 
were hurled at me, were ready to throw them- 
selves into the breach to protect me. Would 
that I could sacrifice myself to save them; but I 
cannot do violence to my own conscience by con- 
curring in the doctrines that they preach to the | 
American people. 1 would go to any length of | 
personal sacrifice. I would give up everything 
but my convictions of honor and public duty to 
concur with them, if I could. Ican never concur 
with them in thiscrisis; itis impossible that I can. 
ĮI wish to God that I could! I know my own com- | 


fort, my own political safety, if I soughtit—every- |! 


thing of case requires it. But, Mr. President, I 
have spent anxious hours, and, if one sounworthy 
as myself may be permitted to say so, prayerful 
hours in trying to come to the point of concur- 
rence with those old friends whom I love and 
mean to love and honor; but I have not been able 
to do it. 

Tam willing to believe they are honest; I know 
most of them are. All I ask is—and I do not ex- 
pect the poor boon to he accorded to me—that I | 
may receive the same charity which I extend to 
others; but 1 do not even hope for that. I have 
made up my mind calmly; I have made up my | 
mind deliberately with my convictions of duty. | 
I would rather maintain my own self-respect by | 
a faithful discharge of duty in the retirement of 
private life, than stand in power and place. 1 am | 
separating myself from most of my friends, or ! 
rather, they have separated from me. I do not 
know but one public man in the State of my old | 
associates who concurs with me. I know I am 
separating from those who have cherished me— 
who have loved me—who have delighted to honor 
me, and I have delighted to return all their kind- 
ness. I have served them honestly and faithfully 
and with all the ability I possessed; I could no 
more. Isay to Democratic Senators and to Demo- 
crats everywhere, you owe me nothing—nothing 
—nothing; I ask nothing in return; F expect noth- 
ing and want nothing. Iam an old-line Whig; | 
and in voting with you it is not because I love 


I love my country; and | believe the 
safety of the country depends on the success of 
the Democratic party at this time. 1 have made | 
up my mind, I say, to this course. I know that 
it may be the end of my political existence. Be 
it so; the world will never be the loscr; and all | 
that I ask is, the poor privilege of gathering | 
around me as I fall my old mantle of the Clay | 
Whig party, and die in peace; and when they 
come to write an inscription on my tomb, let 
them say, “ He lived true to his principles, and 
died defending them.” 

But, Mr. President, I have said that I intended 
no injustice to Mr. Fillmore. I believe he would 
make a safe and conservative President, and I 
should consider the country safe in his hands. 
If I believed that Mr. Fillmore could be elected— 
if I believed that he was a stronger man than 
Buchanan, with all my conviction of the injustice | 
he has hcaped upon us, I should not hesitate to 
vote for him; but has he any chance of success? 

I submit to the calm deliberation of the Senate, 
has Mr. Fillmore any chance of election? What | 
prospect has he? The most sanguine friends of | 
his with whom I have talked claim the following | 
States: New York, Delaware, Maryland, North | 


t anan ’ 


Carolina, Kentucky, Tennessee, and Missouri. 
Suppose he should receiveall of them, what would 


| answer the question at once. 


they amount to? Eighty-nine electoral votes; 
sixty minus of an election. But is there a sane 
man in the world who believes that Mr. Fillmore 
can get all of these States? I am taking the most 
favorable view that can be presented. In my 
judgment, I say honestly, there isnot a certainty 
of his getting any one of them. Notasingle one 
of the States which I have enumerated is sure for 
Mr. Fillmore. He may carry some of them; he 
may carry all of them; but if he should carry all 
of them, that does not make his election. If the 
signs of the times are to be credited, he stands 
a poor chance of carrying any of them. If he 
cannot be elected by the people, what will be the 
result then? Will he fare any betterin the House 
of Representatives? Remember that the present 
House of Representatives has to make the elec- 
tion. How many States has Mr. Fillmore in 
the present Congress? Just three, and po more; 
Delaware, Maryland,and Kentucky. These are 
the only States Mr. Fillmore has In the present 
House of Representatives, and they are to choose 
a President if the election goes before them. 
Now, in the name of justice and common sense, 
does anybody suppose these three States will be 


| able to attract to them States enough to make an 


election? No man can think that, Then, I argue, 
that Mr. Fillmore has no reasonable chance of 
SUCCESS, 

Hence, the question is, whether Mr. Frémont 
or Mr. Buchanan shall be elected? That is the 
issue; and I have conversed with my friends in 
regard to it. Some of my interviews are very 
pleasant, and some painful; for whatever my 
faults may be—and Heaven knows they are 


| numerous—I believe nobody ever charged me 
| with a want of devotion to my friends. 


They 
meet me, and ask the question, ‘Is it possible 
that you are going to vote for Buchanan and 
Breckinridge ?”’ Ihave said to them, it is possi- 
ble. They ask me how is it? can it be possible 
that I, who, from my earliest political existence, 
have been making war upon Democracy, can vote 
the Democratic ticket? 1 have ever opponed the 
Democratie party. I would not withdraw a sin- 
gle blow I ever gave them; and if the old issues 
are ever revived, and I am living, I shall be found 
maintaining them. My friends say to me, “How 
is it possible you are going to vote for Buch- 
anan??? Now, Mr. President, will my friends 
permit me to ask one question, or, in Yankee 
phrase, to answer them by asking another? fn- 
asmuch as I am in the minority, they ought to 
ell me how you 
reconcile yourselves to vote for. Andrew Jackson 
Donelson? When you answer that, I will answer 
yours, Youare taking to your confidence a man 
born, reared, and educated in the Democratic 
faith; raised at the feet of the political Gamaliel; 
taught to despise and contemn Henry Clay and 
every Whig in the nation. You find no difficult 
whatever; But with perfect complacency, wit. 
perfect self-satisfaction, you can vote for Andrew 
Jackson Donelson; and when I talk about voting 
for Buchanan and Breckinridge you say, ‘¢ In the 
name of Heaven how can you do it?” I do itas 
a choice of evils. 1 doit, as f said before, not 
because [| Jove them, but because I believe the 
interest and honor of the country now demand 
their election; and you, who are swallowing An~ 
drew Jackson Donelson, cannot say, one word to 
any man. Youare taking the medicine in broken 
doses; but I would rather take a full dose at once. 
l prefer, if I have to take the medicine, to take it 
allat once, That is the difference. If I were 
talking to my friends in Tennessee, | would ask 
them how they took a great many men whom they 
took there last year? Why, sir, many of them 
were conceived in Democratic sin, and brought 
forth in political iniquity, and yet they could 
swallow them; and now they say to me, “ In the 
name of IIeaven how can you vote for Buch- 

»? I confess itis difficult, and Edo not dis- 
guiseit. My old political friends, by abandoning 
the Whig party, have forced the necessity on me 
of choosing between evils. Asa freeman, I make 
the choice, and take all the responsibility that 
attaches to it. 

But then they say Mr. Buchanan has antece- 
dents which will not do. I expect he has; but 
where will you show me a man who has been 
twenty, or thirty, or forty years in the public 
councils of the country, or in politics, whose an- 
tecedents you can trust? You say Mr. Buch- 
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anan’s antecedents will not do. I do not like 
some of them; I am againsta great many of them; 
and if you get on the old track, and give me 
such aman as Henry Clay, I will oppose him 
again. But if you go into Mr. Buchanan’s ante- 
cedents, how would you like to have Mr. Fill- 
more’s examined? Fle has not been quite as 
long—not so many years—in politics; but both 
of them have enough sins to damn them alto- 
gether, if antecedents alone are to be relied on. 

‘Then, that is not a safe rule to swear by. You 
must take the men by what they are now, what 
they profess now, and the amount of confidence 
you reposeinthem. ‘There are one or two things 
about Mr. Buchanan which they say are rather 
hard to swallow. They say Mr. Buchanan once 
declared that, if there was a drop of Democratic 
blood in his veins, he would letit out. Now, that 
is a beautiful argument to make to me! I have 
been trying all my lifetime to let the last drop of 
Democratic blood out of the body-politic, and it 
is no objection with me to Mr. Buchanan that he 
said, if he had any Democratic blood in his veins 
he would letit out. Itis rather a recommenda- 
tion to me, because it proves to my mind that he 
was once right. You had better make that argu- 
ment to somebody else; make it to Democrats, 
to whom I have made it several times; and I have 
asked some Democrats, How can you vote for 
him, as he is not Democratic? {Laughter.] But 
you say if he was not Democratic, he was a Fed- 
eralist. , 

Then Iam obliged to take Mr. Buchanan either 
as a Federalist or Democrat. If I were forced to 
the issue between the two, Í should be in a close 
place. I have no such objection to Federalism 
as some. Iam nota Federalist myself; I do not 
believe in their doctrines; I think they were ex- 
treme in some things; but Ido say, and am ready 
to say here and everywhere, that I believe the 
old Federal party was as honest a party as ever 
lived. I believe that Washington himself was 
caled a Federalist, and I know that Hamilton 
was, and I should not be ashamed to be classed 
with such men. Hamilton was a Federalist; he 
at least was honest, and the Government of the 
United States have paid a deserved compliment 
to Alexander Hamilton, to his patriotism, and 
virtues, and acknowledged ability, by publishing 
his works and distributing them ïn the country. 

That is no objection to Mr. Buchanan. Ido | 
not care whether he wasa Federalist or not, But 
then you say—-and this is the point to which l 
wish to direct the attention of the Senate—Mr. 
Buchanan ought not to be voted tor by me, as I 
profess to have been a friend of Mr. Clay during ; 
his lifetime, and to cherish his memory now that 
heis dead. Why not? They say that Buchanan, | 
if not the author, was the propagator, of the vile 
old calumny, in 1894, of bargain and intrigue. 

Mr. President, pending the question as to who 
should be the candidate of the Democratic party, | 
Lexpressed my opinions freely, and said to some 
gentlemen now in my presence, that I had under- 
stood (I had not investigated it) Mr. Buchanan 
had failed to do Mr. Clay justice; and unless that 
heh were cleared up, [would never vote for 

r, James Buchanan, though he might be nom- 
inated by a thousand conventions, T repeat to- 
day, that if I believed Mr. Buchanan had origin- 
ated, or evem circulated, or given countenance to, 
that old vile calumny, I would not vote for him. 
It was on that account, not having investigated 
it, that I said to the friends of Mr. Buchanan, 
“If you nominate him I do not think I can vote 
for him; I will certainly not vote for him unless 
I can be satisfied on that question.” It was on 
that ground, in part, that I preferred the Senator | 
from [linois. am glad he is not in his seat. Lil 
preferred that he should be nominated. Why, 
sir, did l prefer him? Because I had seen him here 
standing up day and night vindicating the rights 
of my constituents. I had seen him standing here, 


‘say? Let us read. Mr. Prentice says: 


as Leonidas at Thermopylae, to vindicate and 
maintain the interests and honor of the people of 
the South. lhad seen the arrows in showers 
hurled at him, and I had seen him bear his proud 
bosom to the storm in vindication of our rights. | 
I now predict that the time will come when pas- | 
sion and prejudice shall sleep, when the South iÍ 
will do honor to SrepHen A. Doveras. [Ap- i| 
plause in the galleries.] I predict the time will il 
come when a returning sense of justice will rally || 
around his standard, or if not around his stand- | 
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ard, at least, around his name and memory, to 
say, ‘ There was a man who dared to die for 
others.” Who has received so much of slander 
and calumny and detraction as STEPHEN A. 
Doveras? And for what? In the name of all 
that is grateful on the part of the South, I conjure 
them — hate him, despise him as you may, for 
other things—do him justice for the noble, manly, 
gallant, fearless, undying devotion which he has 
manifested in defense of the rights and honor of 
the South. I preferred him on that account. 

But, sir, to return to Mr. Buchanan and this 
charge of bargain and corruption. I repeat I 
have examined this question faithfully, thorough- 
ly, and honestly, and I say here that I will make 
the record so plain in my judgment, that no fair 
man will ever controvert it. I repeat that, if I 
believed he was guilty of any participation in 
that calumny, I would never, never support him. 
I have seen it said in some newspaper that the 
very bones of the sage of Ashland would move in 
their dull cold resting-place at the idea of Whigs 
like me voting for Mr. Buchanan. Well, sir, if 
all that ever was said by Andrew Jackson Donel- 
son was contrasted with what Mr. Buchanan said 
against Mr. Clay, and if the bones would move 
at the name of Buchanan, the spirit itself would 
burst its cerements, and rise in judgment against 
those who are ready to elevate to power and 
place Andrew Jackson Donelson. have the’ 
records here about that bargain, intrigue, and 
corruption charge. 

Mr. Clay voted for Mr. Adams in 1824 for the 
Presidency; and thereupon Mr. George Kremer 
published a communication in some Pennsylvania 
paper saying that there had been a corrupt bar- 
gun between Mr. Clay and Mr. Adams. Mr. 
Clay was then a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. With his wonted boldness, gallan- 
try, and integrity, he at once demanded an inves- 
tization, and a committee was appointed. Mr. 
Kremer was summoned to present his proofs; 
and Mr. Kremer retired to his dark chamber of 
calumny, like Judas Iscariot, and never attempted 
to make good his charge. 

But afterwards it was renewed by General 
Jackson, or an intimation made, that the bargain 
had been proposed to him by a distinguished 
member of Congress, and it was said that Mr. 
Buchanan was ‘that member of Congress. As 
soon as the charge was made, Mr. Buchanan | 
published a letter in reply to General Jackson, in 
which he says: “ It is not so; I never approached 
you to make any corrupt bargain. T never was | 
authorized by Mr.Clay, or his friends, to approach 
you.” There was the result of that publication. 

L hold in my hand a book, and it isa very im- 
portant book, written in 1831, a few years after 
these things transpired. And by whom was it 
written? By one of the most gifted and talented 
men in this nation—George D. Prentice, of the 
Louisville Journal. Mr, Prentice was the confi- 
dential friend of Mr. Clay, and his biographer. 
When the facts were fresh before the country— 
when they were fresh in the public mind, what 
did Mr. Prentice say in his biography ?—a thing | 
that is to live after Mr. Clay, and Mr. Prentice, | 
and all, all of us are consigned to the final resting- 
place of our fathers, as the solemn record, the | 
history of the life and character of the most illus- | 
trious statesman that ever lived. What does he | 


“Not satisfied with private hints and declarations, Mr. H 
Clay’s distinguished accuser [General Jackson] finally į 
stated, in a public letter, that overtures of a bargain had been 
made to him, during the pendency of the presidential election 
in the House of Representatives, by the friends of Mr. Clay. | 
With his usual promptitude of character . Clay demanded 
through whom those overtures had been made? In reply, 
General Jackson gave up the name of Mr. James Buchanan, | 
one of his own personal and political friends. Mr. Bueh- 
anan, however, was an honorable man, and hesitated not į 
to say publicly, that he had never made to General Jackson | 
the overtures in question, or any that bore the least resem- | 
blance to them.” | 


Now, if you were trying Mr. Buchanan before jj 
an impartial tribunal, Í ask you, would you not | 
hold that to be testimony at least prima facie ? | 
Here is Mr. Prentice, an eminent man, a man of | 
superior talents, the warm personal and political 
friend of Mr. Clay, his biographer, who, a few 
goare after the transaction, says Mr. Buchanan, 
ike an honorable man as he was, came out | 
promptly and denied the whole thing. Yet you 

tell me | ought not to vote for Mr. Buchanan be- 


| in November next. 


eause of the charge of bargain. 


c My DEAR SIR: Yours of the 9th instant came to hand 
last night. The one by Mr. A. l received a few days since 
by private hand, from the county of Harlan. With your 
letter of the 9th, Mr. Buchanan’s response to the hero waa 
received. This answer is well put together. As they say 
in Connecticut, ¢ there is a great deal of good reading’ in 
Buck’s reply. It is modest and genteel, yet strong and con- 
clusive. I am truly delighted with the manner in which B. 
has acquitted himself. J really feared and believed be wag 
placed in sucha dilemma by the General, that be could 
not extricate himself with any sort of credit. But he hag 
come forth victoriously. I am greatly gratified with the 
result, and must believe it will have a happy effect upon the 
presidential election. It is impossible it should turn out 
otherwise. Virginia, after this, will not—eannot support 
the General. I never had the least hope of Virginia until 
now. 

£I presume Buck’s reply supersedes the necessity of any 
reference to the conversation in my room. Lam glad of it.» 

Who do you suppose wrote thatletter? Robert 
P. Letcher, the warm personal and political friend 
of Mr. Clay; a man who enjoyed his confidence 
to an extent equal to any man in the Union, 
When the facts were all fresh before him, Mr. 
Letcher wrote that letter, in which he says Mr. 
Buchanan has come out, and is fully acquitted. 
Now, I ask you—I ask any honest man to tell me 
how you can resist the testimony of two such de- 
voted personal intimate friends of Mr. Clay as Mr. 
Prentice and Mr. Letcher, given at the time these 
things were being investigated. Is that not enough 
to satisfy the gowrmand appetite ofcalumny? But 
I do not rest it there. J have more than that. I 
want to show what Mr. Clay says; and if you 
will not believe him now, you would not believe 
him though he should rise from the dead. What 
does he, the only man who had a personal interest 
in the matter, say? Here is a letter addressed to 
Mr. Francis Brooke: 

te WASHINGTON, August 14, 1827, 

“My peak Sir: I received your obliging favor from 
Waynesborough. T should be very glad if I could partici- 
pate with you and Mr. Southard in the pleasure and benefit 
of the springs. My health is, however, not bad. g 

“I hope you are not mistaken in the good effect of my 
Lexington speech. Mr. Buchanan has presented his com- 
munication to the public; and, although he evidently 
labors throughout the whole of it to spare and cover Gen- 
eral Jackson, be fails in every essential particular to sustain 
the General. Indeed, F could not desire a stronger statement 
from Mr. Buchanan, The tables are completely turned 
upon the General. Instead of any intrigues on my part 
and that of nry friends, they were altogether on the side of 

zeneral Jackson and his friends. But E will leave the 
statement to your own reflections. { directed a copy to be 
inclosed yesterday to Mr. Southard. It must confirm any 
good impression produced by iny speech. 

“Tell Mr. Southard that his children are much better, 
and that he need not entertain any fear about them. 

“ With my best wishes that you may both realize much 
benefit from the mineral waters.” 

There is a letter of Mr. Clay, in which he pike 
he could not desire a fuller response from Mr. 
Buchanan than he had received. If Mr. Clay 
was himself satisfied—~if his friends at the time 
were satisfied, I ask any man to tell me who 
shall complain now, when twenty-five or thirty 
years have passed by? 'I'wo years after the 
occurrence, and after Mr. Buchanan had spoken 
out publicly, Mr. Clay proclaims to his friends 
that it was all that he could desire or expect 
from him. 

Mr. President, I submit whether there can be 
any fairness in pursuing Mr. Buchanan with that 
charge. I have produced this testimony, not for 
the purpose of vindicating Mr. Buchanan—I care 
nothing about that—but for the purpose of vin- 
dicating myself for the vote which I shall give 
€ Unless my mind changes 
between this and that time, I shall assuredly 
vote for him, unless I shall believe that Mr. Fill- 
more, or somebody else, stands a better chance 
to defeat the Black Republican party than he does. 
I mean to give this evidence as a vindication of 
my vote. i 

My friend from Kentucky said in his speech 
—I do not suppose that he intended it for me 
particularly, as there are several of us in the same 
category: 

“ Besides, Jet me tell them that a man who is turned down 
to the foot hardly ever gets to the head again. When the 
estate comes to be divided under the statute of distribution, 
as Į understand, these men not being of the household will 
come in as foreigners, aliens, or bastards, in the family. 
They will be treated as having worked for a time for wages, 
and when the estate comes to be distributed they will not 
get a distributive share. ‘They will have to wait for the 
second table all the time they work too. ‘his is a-bad fix 
for any man to get into.” 


I know my friend did not mean to insinuate 
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that those who were going for Mr. Buchanan, or 
misht do so, were doing it with the hope of re- 
ward, and for the mere sake of the loaves and 
fishes. Never, sir. Lassert now, that I expect 
nothing from him, and I want nothing from him. 
But is that the sort of doctrine to proclaim in this 
country? Are we a set of Swiss soldiers fighting 
for pay? Is there no patriotism in the land? Has 
it fled the country? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I never 
thought of the gentleman in that connection, 
though I had a private belief that the prodigal 
son went back because his father had a fatted calf. 
{Laughter.] But it never occurred to my mind 
to think anything of that kind about my friend 
from Tennessee, for I did not think him capable 
of being governed by such motives. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I have no idea 
that he thought particularly of me; but I wanted 
to give my friend an opportunity to put himself 
right before the country, because the idea here 
conveyed is, that if we vote for Mr. Buchanan 
we shall come in at the second table, and can 
hever expect to sit at the first table. Now, my 
friend from Kentucky is an old-fashioned Whig 
and a Clay Whig, as he announced to us; but 
know he also declared his determination to vote 
the American ticket. He does not belong to 
them. He repudiates any connection with them, 
except to vote for them. Will my friend tell me 
what table he expects to sit at? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. The first 
table all the time. Whenever Kentucky decides 
the question, there is where I will be. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If you never get 
to any table until you get to the first one, you will 
starve to death, [laughter,] because they tell you 
in their creed—at least they say in my part of the 
State of Tennessee, in their creed—you shall not 
eat at all unless you belong to the family, [laugh- 
ter,] so you are bound to starve any way; and I 
can but starve if Í go. laughter. | Now, Mr. 
President, I do not go for any such thing. As 
for the table, I do not care a copper about it. I 
do not ask them to invite me to their table; and 
it is questionable with me whether, if they were 
to ask me, I would acceptit, only on the score of 
politeness or hospitality. I am as independent 
of the Democratic party as they are of me; and f 
reiterate it again, they owe me nothing, and they 
will owe me nothing after this contest is over. I 
do not care whether they invite me to their table 
or not. 
I have the table of my country, and all can feed 
at that table — food enough for every generous 
American heart—food enough for me, food enough 


forall. As for your sectional party tables, if you į 


think there is any honor in sitting at them, sit at 
them. I choose to sit at the great national table, 
and to do my duty to my country as Í understand, 
leaving the results to Heaven and the country. 

I am reminded of a story which my friend from 
South Carolina told me this morning, and I will tell 
it now for the benefit of those who are in doubt. 
It will do for the Senate, because this is a minis- 
terial affair; I have been frequently taunted the 
last week by friends saying, ‘‘ I have heard that 
Father Cass is going to perform the services of 
baptism.” I think, if anybody could do that, he 
might; but 1 am not going to take the water at 
all, and I want to illustrate my position by an 
anecdote which my friend told. 
Baptist preacher in South Carolina by the name 


of Cartlin, an honest, good man; and a gentle- | 
man, by the name of Jack Crawford, sought) 


admission into the Church. You know the 
Baptist Church is a real Democratic concern; 
they take a man just as he is—big or little; and 
when Jack Crawford came up they considered 
his right, and the old man Cartlin voted against 
him. He would not take Jack at all, for he was 
aterrible fellow; but the Church overruled him 
just as General Taylor’s Cabinet overruled him, 
and outvoted him; and they decided to take Jack 
in. Of course the duty of administering baptism 
devolved upon the old man Cartlin. When he 
went to baptize him, he said to him, ‘Jack, I 
voted against this thing, but the Church has 
overruled me, and it is my duty to baptize you; 
but I will tell you what is the fact: I do not be- 
lieve you are fit to be baptized, and you ought 
not to be baptized;”’ but he finally concluded that 
he was obliged to doit—he baptized him. “ Now, 
you see, Jack, you are baptized, and if you can 


Thank God, I have a table of my own. | 


There was a | 
i ocrats, and northern Democrats alone ? 


get religion, there is no sinner on earth that need 
fear hereafter.” [Greatlaughter.] I think that, 
if I can vote for Mr. Buchanan, nobody need fear; 
for I believe I have been, and am still, as good 
a Whig as any in the world, and I think Lama 
better one than many of those who would chide 
me for the course I feel it my duty to pursue. I 
at least have never forsaken it. I cling to it still; 
and, should its banner ever again be given to the 
brecze, I shall be found standing beneath it. 

Ihave another reason why | am going to vote 
this Democratic ticket; and it is a hard thing for 
me to say. [I regard the present Democratic | 
party as affording the only and last hope of secu- 
rity tothe South. Gentlemen may say “ this is | 
sectional.” Be it so; I do not care whether you 
call it sectional or not. Itis a fact, and I mean 
to establish it from the records. I say that, in 
my judgment, the Democratic party affords the 
best, if not last, hope of safety and security to 
the South. Why do I say so? We have hada 
Democratic party, and we have had a Whig party. 
We have had contest after contest. What has 
become of the Whig party of the North? The! 
northern wing of the Whig party has gone off, 
where? They have become thoroughly abolition- 
ized; and the American party, rising upon the 
ruins of the Whig party, did it upon the hope 
and assurance, as I believe, that they would be 
able to establish a national party. They did estab- 
lish a national party; and how long did it last? 
It lasted until they had the first national conven- 
tion, when they broke asunder—the North going 
to itself, and the South standing by itself, witha 
few exceptions in the North. I maintain there 
| is bat one party that is national, and that is main- 
taining the rights of the South. I do not pretend 
to say the South Americans are not as conserva- 
tive, national, and true to the constitutional rights 
of the South as any party; Í know they are; but 
I know, at the same time, that they have no such 
' support at the North as to give them power to | 
carry out their purposes. Then where are we to 
look? 

I ask you to go to the record and begin as far | 
back as 1845, and let us see how it stands. In 
1845 Florida proposed to be admitted into the 
Union as a slave State. Flow stood the vote on 
that question? In the House, northern Demo- 
| erats voted—ycas 58, nays 4; all others from the | 
North, nays 37. In the Senate northern Demo- 
crats—12 yeas, nays none; allother northern men 
—yeas none, nays9. Therefore Florida would not 
i have been admitted, and never could have been 
‘admitted, but for the votes of the northern Demo- 
crats. 

Again: when Texas sought to be annexed, how 
| stood the vote? Iwas opposed to the acquisition 
of Texas; and therefore | make every allowance. 
I opposed it upon the grounds of opposition to 
all territorial aggrandizement; but when the ques- 
tion came here, how did the vote stand? Northern 
Democrats in the House—yeas 37, nays 3; all 
others from‘the North—yeas none, nays 46. 
Then it got not a single northern vote except | 
Democratic ones. Now, Task southern gentle- | 
men if that is not significant? if that does not 
teach something? if itdoes not point to something? 
Here is a southern State asking for admission. jj 
We are not strong enough to admit her, and we | 
have to look to the North for her admission. 
Who comes to our assistance? Northern Dem- 


Again, when the fugitive slave law was passed, | 
how did the vote stand? Northern Democrats— 
yeas 28, nays 14; all others from the North— 
yeas 3, nays 62. Then the fugitive slave law | 
never could have been passed but by northern 
Democratic votes. It only received three north- 
ern votes outside of the Democratic party, and I ; 
believe they were Whigs, and therefore it never | 
could have been passed but for the Democratic 
party. i 

But I come down to later times, when the Kan- 
sas-Nebraska bill was here. Gentlemen say that 
was not a northern and southern question. I will 
not pretend to argue that. All that I know is, | 
what I find on the record. How did the vote 
stand? Northern Democrats in the House—yeas 
45, nays 38; all other Representatives of the North 
not one yea, nays 54. Then the Kansas-Ne- | 
braska bill, which I regard as a southern meas- | 
i ure, did not receive a single northern Whig vote | 
| in the House of Representatives. How did it 


stand inthe Senate? Northern Democrats—yeag 
14, nays 4. How many northern Whigs voted 
for it? Not one. 

Upon each and every one of these measures we 
have had to rely on the northern Democrats to 
carry and to sustain them, and without them they 
would have been lost. I will state another ‘fact 
in regard to the Kansas bill. If there had not 
been a southern Senator in the world—if the last 
one of us had been ingulfed before the vote was 
taken; the northern Democrats would have passed 
it over all opposition. It received northern Dem- 
ocratic votes enough to pass it without the vote 
of a single southern Senator; and not one north- 
ern Whig would stand by us to vote for it. It 
may be said there is nothing in that; but is it 
not a strange coincidence, that in each of these 
measures the Democrats sustained what. are sup-* 
posed tobe the rights and interests of the South, 
and all others from the North voted against them; 
none except Democrats standing with us, except 
three, on the fugitive slave bill. 

Now, sir, when you come to the election of 
Mr. Speaker Bayxs, how does the record stand? 
After ten weeks of toil and labor, how does it 
stand? In the final vote Mr. Banxs received one 
hundred and three votes, and Mr. Armen one 
hundred. How many northern votes did Mr. 
Aiken get, and who were they? Mr. Aiken did 
not receive a single northern vote which was not 
a Democratic vote. Where were the North 
Americans then, who mean to do us justice—who 
mean to stand by us in the preservation of our 
rights? Dida single one of them vote for Mr. 
AIKEN? Not one. Every northern vote for him 
was a Democratic vote, and every other northern 
vote was cast against him. He received every 
southern vote, American and all, except one or 
two; but not one northern vote except from the 
Democratic party. How was it upon the Topeka 
convention bill in the other House a few days 
ago? The very same thing substantially in re- 
gard to that. Now, I ask southern men—and I 
wish my voice could reach to every man in the 
South—how do you think, with these facts before 
you, your rights are to be preserved? You tell 
me I ought not to vote for the Democratic party. 
Where shall I flee for safety and protection for 
myself, for my wife, for my children, and the 
graves of my ancestors? Who shall I trust at 
the North? Here and there is a man whom you 
may trust; but what organized party there may 
you trust, when the rights of the South are in 
danger? If there were no other question in the 
world, and there was that isolated fact staring me 
in the face, I should feel bound now, as a man 
consulting the interests of the country, to cast the 
vote which I have suggested. 

There is another consideration. Are we not 
bound by an obligation, as high, as solemn as 
honor itself, to stand by those who have succored 
us in our hours of trial? What interest have 
these gentlemen of the North to stand by us? If 
they were but consulting the prejudices, and pas- 
sions, and fanaticism of their people, they would 
go on with the great tide, swimming, gloriously 
and quietly. Yet when the question comes here 
they stand by the Constitution; they stand by 
its compromises; they stand by the country. For 
that they receive anathemas at the North, and, 
be it said to our shame, too often anathemas at 
the South. To the South I would say in solemn 
condemnation, “Go on in your work of ingrati- 
tude if you choose to peril all; treat these men 
with the ingratitude and injustice with which you 
are treating some of them; and when the dark 
hour comes, you know that you are in a hopeless 
minority, you know that that minority is becom- 
ing weaker every day; and when another storm 
shall come, whom will you call upon to succor 
you? You banish those men who have stood by 


| you; you denounce them as enemies to the coun- 


iry; you have treated them with ingratitude and 
injustice; and when the hour of trial and danger 
comes, where will you find your support—where? 
This solemn warning comes up as an echo, and 
answers, Where. I appeal-to this record: if you 
find them not there, you will find them not at all, 
Ifyou find them not at all, what will you do? Men 
of the South, what can you do? No allies at the 
North; no support there; no succor there, Your 
venerable men are taken away from the public 
councils, swallowed up in fanaticism, and what 
willyoudo? Youhave butone last refuge, and that 
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is your own right arm to defend yourself. Then 
the end has come, and then all our cherished de- 


votion to the Constitution and the Union wiil avail | 


us nothing; we of the South shall be left to de- 
fend ourselves, our own firesides, our own house- 
hold gods, our wives, and our daughters—we 
shall be left single and alone to stem the fearful 
tide. Fearful as this may be, we will stand by 
them and die by them. 

Now, Mr. President, one word and I have 
done. I do not know that I shall ever address 
the Senate again on this subject. I do not care 
evertudoso. [think it likely that the days of my 
political existence are numbered. This has ne 
terrortome. I shall die as I have lived, however 


deluded I may be or may have been, honest and | 


Sincere in the convictions which I entertain; and 
A do not know that I can better close this address 
than by reading a sentiment from that immortal 
patriot and sage who now sleeps quietly beneath 
the soil of Marshfield. I conclude what I have 
to say, as an ovation, dedicated to him as an evi- 
dence of my willingness to stand by the Union, 
to live by it as long as I can in honor; and when 
honor is to be maintained, there is no sacrifice, in 
my judgment, too great to be made. I conclude, 
therefore, with an extract from that inimitable 
speech of Mr. Webster, in which he said: ‘While 
the Union lasts, we have high, exciting, gratify- 
ing prospects spread out before us, for us and 
our children. Beyond that I seck not to pene: 
trate the vail. God grant, in my day at least, 
that curtain may not rise! God grant thaton my 
vision never may be opened what lies behind! 
When my eyes shall be turned to behold, for the 


Jast time, the sun in heaven, may I not see him | 


shining on the broken and dishonored f 
of a once glorious Union—on States di ered, 
discordant, belligerent—on a laud rent with civil 
feuds, or drenched, it may be, in fraternal blood. 
Let their last feeble and lingering glance rather 
behold the gorgeous ensign of the Republic, now 
known and honored throughout the earth, still 
full high advanced, its arms and trophies stream- 
ing in their original luster, not a stripe erased or 

olluted, nor a single star obscured, bearing for 
its motto no such miserable interrogatories as 
‘What is all this worth? nor those other words 
of delusion and folly, ‘Liberty first and Union 
afterwards;’ but everywhere, spread all over in 
characters of living light, blazing on all its ample 
folds as they float over the sea and over the land, 
and in every wind under the whole heavens, that 
other sentiment, dear to every American heart, 
Liserry anp Union, NOW AND FOREVER, ONE 


AND INSEPARABLE D? 


Mr. FOOT. Mr. President, when L had the 
floor on Thursday evening, with a view to 
address the Senate on the condition of alfairs in 
Kansas, it was understood, in yielding my right 
on that occasion, that I should have this oppor- 
tunity to discharge that duty. E understand, 


however, that the honorable Senator from Ten- |! 
3 


nessee, the colleague of the Senator who has just 
concluded his long and able address, desires an 
opportunity for a brief reply. Upon such an 
appeal as that, I feel myself obliged to yield to 


him; but I shall expect an opportunity to present | 


my views upon that subject after that honorable 
Senator shall have concluded his remarks. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Keutucky. [rise merely 
to say that E shall, on the first opportunity L can 
et, reply to the remarks of the gentleman from 
Tennessee on the Monroe doctrine, and Walker, 
and filibusterism. I shall not detain the Senate 


by doing so this evening. As to the explanation |! 


which he has made of matters personal to him- 


self, explaining his own conduct as a gentleman | 


and a Senator, I have nothing to say, and L have 
no objection to make to it. Whatever he thinks 
is proper in that respect, I admit that he 
and feels in all integrity, honor, and propriety. 
I shall desire, however, hereafter, if £ can get 


the opportunity, to reply to hint on the two points |) 


which 1 have named, and also in reference to the 
connection of George Kremer and the history of 
the bargain and intrigue charge of 1824. I shall 
not say anything personal to the gentleman from 
Tennessee. My object is to speak of these mat- 
ters in connection with the coming canvass. I 
shall do so as soon as F can geta chance, at some 
time when I can catch the Senate at ease to listen 
to me without interforing with legislation, 


thinks ! 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I beg to assure my | 
friend from Vermont, who has kindly yielded me 
the floor, that I mean to occupy but few moments | 
of time. I feel myself called upon, imperatively, | 
after the very elaborate exposition by my honor- 
able colleague, of his views and sentiments, to 
make a few remarks in relation to my own posi- 
tion. 

I must say, in justice to ray honorable col- 
league, that his course has been very forbearing 
j towards myself, considering the sentiments which 
he entertains upon some points, in opposition to 
those which he is well aware are entertained by 
me. [havea just appreciation of his course in 
this respect, and I have not one word to say that 
can be considered personally unkind to him. I 
have made no public exposition or declaration of 
my views, or of the position which I occupy in | 
relation to the political parties which are now 
competing for the executive power of the Gov- 
ernment. After my colleague’s speech, explain- 
ing and defining his position on that subject, I 
know that my friends at a distance would natu- 
rally expect and desire some explanation from 
my own lips of the reasons which influenced me, 
if I should be altogether silent, and make no 
response to his remarks. 

I say, Mr. President, in the first place, that I 
concur in every patriotic sentiment uttered by 
my colleague. I appreciate, as he does, the dif- 
ficulties in which the country is now placed. 
{sec and feel the full extent of the dangers in 
the political condition of the country. They have 
been the subject of my meditations and earnest 
thoughts during the whole session. I have noth- j 
i ing to object to the high and patriotic sentiments 
| which my colleague has expressed with reference 
to what should be the moving motive and ruling 
principle of every man who loves his country, 
| and desires to preserve the Constitution and the 
Union. Although my colleague has opened the 
i door to a discussion on every question connected 
with the present condition of the country—on 
some of which, as he has frankly stated, he and 
| I difer diametrically—I do not think it proper on 
this occasion, or in fact on any other which I 
presume is likely to arise in the Senate, to enter | 
Into any discussion or controversy with him, on 
any pomt in regard to which we differ. As to 
many of the suggestions made, and doctrines ad- 
vanced by him, there is no difference between us. 

I think I may, without impropricty, say, that 
I too go for my country, for the preservation of 
the Constitution and the Union. 1 seek, like- 
wise, lo preserve both upon high and honorable 
i} and conservative principles. On this point I am 
ready to go as far as he who goes furthest. The 
only dilference between my colleague and myself | 
is, that we have, as he has stated, on one ques- 
Í tion differed as to the best made of preserving the 
| peace and harmony of the Union. He has frankly 
said that he found no fault with me, or any of his 
colleagues in the House, or any southern gevtle- 
map who differed from him on that question; and 
Tthink he will say that he has never beard from | 
me the utterance of a syllable in the way of un- | 
kind or personal censure against himself or any 
of my colleagues, who supported the Kansas- 
Nebraska act. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Certainly not. 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Sir, that wasa great 
| question. If there was any point in the character 
| of that great man, (Mr, Clay,) alluded to to-day 
iby my colleague in such feeling and eloquent 
terms, which shone above all others, and secured 
for him the homage of the public, it was the 
boldness with which he took his position on all: 
questions, aud always uttered what he thought, 
i no matter who impugned his course; no matter 
| whether public clamor was likely to arise against 
i him or not, as it sometimes did. I aspire to no 
such boldness of character; but that, I take it, : 
was the point which mostattracted the admiration 
i: of the American people. No matter who thought 
proper to differ from him—even his own friends 
and political assoclates—he was ready, on all 
oceasions, to act upon his own convictions and 
i sentiments on any question which concerned the | 
| vital interests of the country. 

| My colleague has availed himself of this occa- | 


sion to express his opinions on numerous matters 
i and questions that concern his own course. [ take | 


probably expect me to respond fully to every į 


no exception to that. Many of my friends will | 


point on which he and I may be supposed to 
differ; but I repeat, that I do not consider this a 
proper occasion to enter into any controversy or 
argument with my colleague. Vthink such con- 
troversies between colleagues, of all others, the 
least desirable, the least becoming, tlic least prof- 
itable, and; upon the whole, such as 1 would 
most avoid. 

My colleague has asked pertinently, and ina 
manner which could not but command the atten- 
tion of his hearers, what personal interest could 
he have in supporing the nominee of the Demo- 
cratic party? In solving the question for his own 
satisfaction, ‘ where he should go with the best 
prospect of serving his country, under the cir- 
cumstances which he has detailed,” he has well 
asked what profit he could expect to derive from 
taking the course which he has thought proper 
to indicate? I will ask my countrymen at home, 
and my colleague, what profit can I derive from 
continuing in the position that I occupy in rela- 
tion to the American party? I am not a mem- 
ber of the American party. I have never come 
under any imperative obligations to support the 
principles which they have avowed in their plat- 
forms, early or late. Iam put under the ban by 
the original policy of that party, and I suppose 
that policy has not been changed. I can have 
no hope, I can expect no advancement from the 
support of that party; but I think it due to them 
that I should say, on this occasion, that I have 
not seen sufficient reasons for changing the posi- 
tion I assumed when I gave it my support last 
summer, though I differed from them in some 
points of doctrine and policy. J shall support 
the election of Millard Fillmore. [am sorry that 
I have been led to make even this declaration in 
the Senate, implying, as it does, that I attach 
some more importance to my course than it pos- 
sesses; though I find no fault with my colleague in 
bringing the subject before the Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. There was cer- 
tainly nothing further from my intentions than to 
provoke my colleague. : 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I believe it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Any other Sen- 
ator might just as well suppose that he was pro- 
voked into a reply. I was simply stating my 
own paudon-onotning more. I stated distinctly 
that, though my colleague and myself differed, I 
never made any issue with him, and I believe he 
never made any issue with me. For this reason, 
I do not see that my speech has anything to do 
with his position, 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. As a represent- 
ative of the State of Tennessee, it is naturally 
expected of me, after the position taken by my 
colleague in relation to the American party, and 
the full explanations which he has given of the 
reasons which influence his course, that I should 
at least declare whether I intend to support that 
party or not, or whether I concur in the senti- 
ments of my colleague. I think this much ig 
incumbent onme. He will excuse me, therefore, 
for stating the position which I occupy. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee, Last summer E 
assumed the position that, although I could not 
agree with the American party in the extent to 
which they proposed to go in molding the policy 
of this Government in certain respects, if they 
should obtain power, I thought they formed a 
gorm—a nucleus, around which a great national 
conservative party might be arranged, which 
would tend to protect all the great interests of the 
country. 

When I can see things in the light that my col- 
league does, I shall act as he proposes to do. 
When I can sce and believe that the interests of 
this country, the preservation of the Constitu- 
tion and the Union, require me to change my 
position in relation to the parties now contending 
for power, I shall feel myself at liberty to do so. 
I am bound by no party ties; there are no obliga- 
tions resting on me superior to those Tam under 
to go for my country. I owe something to the 
rank and file of the old Whig party, who have 
supported me faithfully for the last twenty-five 
ycars—I mean my constituents of Tennessee. I 
should with great reluctance separate myself from 
them. Mycolleague has acknowledged the pain 
he feels in separating himself from them. 1 ac- 
knowledge the obligations which the duty of grat- 
itude imposes upon me; but whenever anexigency 
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shall arise, of such a character as to demand the 
sundering of the strongest party ties, the longest 
friendships, and a separation from those for whose 
support I should ever feel grateful, I shall feel 
bound to do so. I do not perceive any such cir- 
cumstances to exist at the present time. 

I havo stated that itis my intention to support 
Mr. Fillmore, but I have no particular desire or 
wish to promote his individual interests. He 
stands, in regard to that, like every other man in 
the country. As long as I suppose, according to 
the admission of my colleague, that if he hag the 
fortune to obtain power, he will be a conservative 
and national administrator of the Government, I 
feel myself entirely free to give him my support. 
If I shall come to the conclusion that he only in- 
terposes an obstacle to the success of some other 
man, into whose hands the reins of Government 
could with equal safety be consigned, for the 

reservation of the peace and the harmony of the 

nion, I shall not hesitate to change my position; 
but I must repeat, that I do not perceive any suf- 
ficient reason for doing so now. 

Mr. FOOT. 1 move to postpone until Monday 
the consideration of the resolution now before the 
Senate, with a view to take up another resolution 
on which my remarks will be more appropriate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, || 


by Mr. Barcray, Assistant Clerk, announced that 
the House had passed a bill (H. R. No. 468) 
providing an increase of pension to Daniel Waldo, 
of Onondaga county, New York; a bill (EE. R. 
No. 196) for the relief of Antoine Robedeau; a 
bill (H. R. No. 377) for the relief of Abner 
Dickson, a soldier of the war of 1812; a bill (H. 
R. No. 373) for the relief of John Connolly, late 
@ private in company A, sixth infantry, United 
States Army. 

Also, that they had agreed to some, and dis- 
agreed to other amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. No. 71) making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes for the year ending 
June 30, 1857; and concurred in others with 
amendments. 

Also, that the House agreed to the amendment | 
of the Senate to the bill (FT. R. No. 238) grant- | 
ing a pension to Ansel Wilkinson. | 

KANSAS AFFAIRS, 


On motion of Mr. FOOT, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the resolution of inquiry submitted by 
Mr. Wixsoy, calling for information in relation 
to the disturbances in Kansas Territory. 

Mr. FOOT addressed the Senate at length. 
His speech will be published in the Appendix. 

The further consideration of the subject was 
postponed to Monday. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills of the House of Repre- 
sentatives were read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A. bill for the relief of Antoine Robedeau; 

A bill for the relief of Rudolph Kirshmall; 

A bill providing an increase of pension to | 
Daniel Waldo, of Onondaga county, New York; 

A bill for tlie relief of Abner Dickson, a soldier 
of the war of 1812; and 

A bill for the relief of John Connolly, late a 

rivate in company A, sixth infantry, United 

tates Army. a 

The bill making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
certain Indian tribes, for the year ending June 
30, 1857, with the action of the House on the 
amendinents of the Senate, was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bils: -| 
An act for the relief of J. R. Powell; and 
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| 


i 


i Res 


i 
| 

jj the proba 
i 


An act to construe the act entitled “ An act for 
| the relief of James M. Goggin,” approved July 
| 27, 1854. 

On motion of Mr. TRUMBULL, the Senate 
adjourned, . 
IN SENATE. 

Mownpay, August 11, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dray. 


The Journal of Saturday was read and ap- 
proved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, information in relation to the improve- 
ment of the roads connecting West Point with 
the interior of the country lying westward thereof; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. FESSENDEN presented the petition of 
William Mason, and others, heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of Johu Lord, praying for compensa- 
tion for his services asa seamanin the Navy during 
the revolutionary war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. YULEE presented the petition of Tobias 
Martin, a settler upon lands in) Florida, under the 
armed occupation act, praying to be indemnified 
for the loss of his land in consequence of its being 
embraced in a military reservation; which was 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
| Mr. SEBASTIAN presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Pike county, Ar 8, praylog for the 
establishment of a mail route from Hot Springs, 
| Arkansas, to Paris, in Texas; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. MASON, it was 

Ordered, That A. J. Atocha have leave to withdraw his 
petition and papers. 

On motion of Mr. WELLER, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Jolm Brown, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Comnittee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. SEBASTIAN, it was 
| Ordered, That the memorial of John M. Sto 
i posing to sell } i y: ‘ i 
| from the files of the Senate, aud referred to the Committee 
| on the Library. 

On motion of Mr. YULEE, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of Seth M. Leavenworth, 
on the files of tue Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN NEW YORK. 
Mr. FISH submitted the following resolution; 


ASO 


and agreed to: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be instructed 
| proposals that hi n 
of New York, for a site 
r With estimates of 
X} and his opinion 
ites, andany other informa- 
bject which he may think proper to conunu- 


to comunmiea 
made for the s 
į ofa post ollic 


| astothe 
: tion on th 
| nicate. 

PER DIEM OF SENATORS. 


Mr. SEWARD. I beg leave to offer a resolu- 

! tion, one customarily passed at this stage of the 

! session; and Í ask for its consideration now: 

} Resolved, That tke Secretary of the Senate pay, under 
Senate, the usunal per 

eats at the open- 

of themselves or 


| the direction of the Pres: 


at ot the Se 


consent, and agreed to. 

i RIGHTS OF NEUTRALS. 

| Mr. MASON. I offer the following resolution 
| calling for information, and I ask that it may be 
! considered at once: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the 
1 


Senate, if it be notin his opinion inconsistent with the publio 
interest, whether ihe European Powers which were repre- 


which was considered by unanimous consent, ji 


The resolution was considered by unanimous | 


sented at the late Congress of Plenipotentiaries assembled 
at Paris, or any of them, have communicated to this Govern- 
ment the proceedings of that body in relation. to: neutral 
rights, with a view to obtain its concurrence therein, and 
What measures, ifany, have been taken:on the part of the 
United States on that subject. 

I think it imp@rtant to bring it to the attention 
of the country, because itis upon a very import- 
ant subject of public policy, and it is desirable, 
in my judgment, that it should: go before the 
American people at as early a day as practicable, 
that they may know what the policy of the Gov- 
ernment is on the subject of these “neutral, rela- 
tions. It may be remembered, that at the Jate 
Congress assembled at Paris of embassadors from 
the three belligerent Powers, with the represent- 
atives of Austria and Prussia, they established 
four propositions relating to maritime relations 
and maritime law, which should govern bellig- 
erents and neutrals, and which I have here and 
will read. The first is: 


J. “ Privatecring is, and remains, abolished,” 


“The neutral flag covers enemy's goods, with the 
eplion of contraband of war.” 

3. “ Neutral goods, with the exception of éontraband of 
war, are not liable to capture under the enemy’s flag. ” 

4. * Blockades in order to be binding must be effective 5 
that is to say, maintained bya force sufficient really to. pré- 
vent access tO the coast of the eucmy.?? 

We have been informed that these four prop- 
ositions have been communicated to all the prin- 
cipal Powers of the world, and amongst them to 
the United States, and their concurrence invited. 
The object of the resolution is to learn: from the 
1 President (if the public interests will admit of its 
| disclosure) what measures have been adopted by 
| the American Government on those propositions. 
i| Tt struck me as somewhat remarkable that 
ithe Powers thus assembled in congress at Paris, 
i Should present as new questions to the Govern- 
iment of the United States, the second, third, and 
i| fourth of their propositions, because the history 
| of the country shows that it has been the great 
| object of the United States, since the foundation 
j of the Government, to obtain the concurrence of 
| the Powers of Europe in the second and third 
|) propositions, usually embraced in the curt phrase 
1 —that free ships should make free goods, but 

now presented to the United States as if it were 
| a proposition originating with those Powers. 
i It is known to the country that, at the com- 
| mencement of the late war between Russia on 
the one side, and England and France on the 
other, the United States, desirous of preserving 
a neutral attitude, presented to the belligerents 
propositions for conventions with them, estab- 
fishing these three latter propositions. They 
were accepted by Russia; but on the part of Eug- 
land and France, although it was agreed by them 
| to conform to the stipulations contained in them, 
i yet it was further stipulated that they should so 
conform only so long as it should be their pleas- 
: ure so to do. 


| Now they are presented to this country, coupled 
with the first proposition, which is, that ‘“priva- 
teering shall be and remain abolished.’’ It is on 
j that subject that I wish more particularly to say 
| a few words, because it was understood, from the 
| protocols that were published ‘after the congress 
| adjourned, that these great Powers thus assem- 
bled in France, intended to present, and as lam 
informed, have presented these four propositions 
| to the United States as propositions indivisible; 
| that is to say, they must accept all or none. 
Now, sir, this matter of abolishing privateer- 
ing has latterly been a subject much discussed in 
public journals and the practice treated by many 
ef them in terms of reprobation believed'to be 
just. I want to call the attention of the Senate 
and the country to the fact, that this proposition 
i for abolishing ell private war on the ocean —~ the 
ouly- sound and hoalthful form in which the prop- 
osition could be made—whether by public or pri- 
vate armed ships, was a policy which originated 
with this Government, and-was communicated by 
Dr. Franklin when he was our Minister abroad; 
to the Powersin Europe so-early as the year 1785, 
I holdin my*hand an extract from the instrac- 
tions gived by Mr. Jobu Quincy Adams “to Mr 


in which he saya: | 
; prom the time when the United States took their place 
| among thé nations of the earth, this has been one of their 
; favorite projècts” = eat e ten 
“The abolition of private war upon the ocean, 
whether by public or. private armed ships— 


 /1vistime, (said Dr. Franklin in a letter of 14th March, 

--1785,) itis Ligh Lime, for the sake of humanity, that a stop 
Were put to this enormity... The-United States of America, 
though better situated: than-any European nation to make 
profit by privateering, are, as far as in them lies, endeavor- 
ing to abolish; the practice by. offering, im ali their treaties 
with other ‘Powers, an ‘article engagigg solemnly that. in 
case of future: war no privateer shall be commissioned on 
either'side, and that darmed merchant ships on both sides shall 
‘pursue their voyages unmolested.” 


“This will he a happy improvement of the law of na- 
Ct Rae 


“Thus as early as 1785 this proposition of abol- 
ishing captures on high seas, whether by public 
` or private armed ships in conformity with the 
established usages of civilized war on land, was 
presented by this country to Europe, but never 
acted on there. i 
‘In. 1823, Mr. Adams, as Secretary of State, 
instructed the Minister of the United States at 
England, [Mr. Rush,] to propose negotiations to 
Great Britain upon the subject of neutral mari- 
time relations, embracing. the following proposi- 
tions: That the neutral flag should cover enemy’s 


goods; that neutral goods should be protected | 


under the enemy’s flag; and that the recognized 
principle of international law, that no blockade 
show 
by a competent force present, should by stipula- 
tion thereafter become a matter of convention be- 
tween the Powers of the earth; and it was further 
proposed that he should at the same time nego- 
tiate with Great Britain upon the subject of im- 
pressment, and also upon the subject of private 
war upon the ocean. 

‘The correspondence of the day shows that the 


British ministers, Mr. Canning and Mr. Hus- | 
kisson, declined to treat with the American Min- | 
ister on any of these topics unless the subject of | 


impressment (which the British Ministers held 
‘was one peculiar to British policy) was excepted. 
But the Minister of the United Sates having no 
authority to make such exception, the proffered 
negotiation was declined by Great Britain. 

r. Rush then proposed to the British minis- 
ters, as unconnected with other maritime subjects, 
and as one of peculiar and pervading interest, to 
negotiate with them for the abolition of private 
war upon the ocean; that is to say, for the utter 
discontinuance forever of captures of private prop- 
erty by sca, whether by public or private armed 
ships; in reply to which Mr. Rush states that the 
British plenipotentiary said in substance: 

«That this proposition was totally new, as between tt 
two Governments, and contemplated a most extensiv 
change in the principles and practice of maritime war as 
hitherto sanctioned by all nations.” 


Mr. Rush continues: 


«It is proper for me to adfl that no sentiment dropped 
from the British plenipotentiaries, authorizing the belief 
that they would have concurred in the object, if we had 
proceeded to the consideration of ite My own opinion un- 
equivocally iz, that Great Britain is not prepared to accede, 
under any circumstances, to the proposition for abolishing 
private war [meaning war ou private property] upon the 
ogean.” $ 

Thus it appears that in 1824, upon a proposi- 
tion distinctly made to the British Government, 
it was declined because the proposition was new, 
and was inconsistent with the usages of maritime 
nations as then established. Now, what propo- 

“sition is this? I wish the Senate to understand 
that I am not going into the reasons which may 
appear in the correspondence. This isa matter of 
history which may be interesting to the American 
people. 
sition on the part of those Powers of Europe— 


the two great maritime Powers, France and Eng- | 


land leading the way, not for the discontinuance 
of private war on the ocean, but for the discon- 
tinuance of the exercise of war by one arm of 
offense alone—privateering. 

T feel. an assurance, when the correspondence 
appears, that it will be found it has been met ina 


proper spirit on the part of the Government of! 


the United States, and will show what I hold to 
be the ingenuous, healthy, robust policy of our 
people upon the subject of private war upon land 
or Sea, in contrast -with what really would seem 
the decrepitude of diplomacy. 


Rush, who wasour Minister in England in 1823, j 


be regarded but one that was established | 


Now, what is offered to us? A propo- | 


forth. 

Mr. CASS. I rise to express my thanks to the 
honorable Senator from Virginia for the sound 
views which he has presented on this subject. I 
have seen a kind of sickly sentimentality man- 
ifested in some of our newspapers on this propo- 
sition. The only amazement it occasions to me 
is, that there is a single American who does not 
see through it. I cut out some scraps, translated 
into English, from some of the French papers, 
but I cannot lay my hands on them at this 
moment, showing that the designs of England in 
this proposition were perfectly well understood 
by the French people. In fact they must be ap- 
parent to all. She wants to prey upon commerce 
on the ocean. She acknowledges now that this is 
what she wants, She desires to prey on it with 
her strong arm, and take our strong arm from us. 
She has six or seven hundred armed ships on the 
ocean, and ours are not perhaps one tenth part of 
that number. We have shown by the experience 
of the last war, and, in fact, of the revolutionary 
war, that one of our most powerful means of 
offense against foreign nations on the ocean con- 
sists in the enterprise and courage of our priva- 
teers. When we carried on the war of 1812, 
with the exception of five or six glorious triumphs 


over British naval ships, the greatest portion of | 


our captures were by privateers. I agree that, if 
there is to be no war on the ocean on private 
property, we should cheerfully acquiesce; but no 
sane man, even in England, it seems to me, ought 
to think of saying to us: ‘* We can prey on the 
ocean with our almost innumerable public armed 
ships, but you must give up your right of attack- 
ing us by the most powerful means of offense 
you have,” 

The resolution was. considered’ by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to, ` 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FESSENDEN, from the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office, to whom was re- 
ferred the memorial of Edward Harte, submitted 
a report, accompanied by a bill (S. No, 433) for 
his relief; which was read, and passed to a sec- 
ond reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom was referred the bill 
(HL. R. No. 353) for the relief of Talbot C. Dous- 
man, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Reads, reported a bill (S. No. 
447) fo®the relief of Garman, Wigle, and Ben- 


|| ford; which was read, and passed to a second 


reading. Ee submitted a letter from the Post- 
master General to the committee; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of the heirs of Isaac 
Bowman, the memorial of the members of Colo- 
nel Dominguez’s Spy Company, the petition of 
James Reid, the petition of Lemuel Worster, the 
petition of Almerin C. Harper, and the petition 
of Alexander Jones, praying for bounty land, 
asked to be discharged from their consideration; 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom the subject was referred, 
reported a bill (S. No. 445) to create an addi- 
tional land district in the State of California; 
which was read, and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. STUART, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom were referred various petitions 


and a resolution of the Senate in regard to the 
swamp land act, reported a bill (S. No. 446) to | 


a 


August it, : 


subject; which was ordered to be printed. ; 

He also, from the same committee, asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration of thë 
following bills; which was agreed to: 

A bill (S No. 7) making a grant of land to the 
State of Lowa, in alternate sections, to aidin the 
construction of certain railroads in said State. ` 

A bill (S. No. 11) making a grant of land to 
the State of Louisiana, to aid in the construction 
of a railroad from Algiers to the Sabine river, in. 
said State. : 

A bill (S. No. 12) making a grant of lands. to 
the State of Louisiana, to aid in the construction: 
of arailroad from Shreveport to the Mississippi 
river, in said State. ; 

A bill (S. No. 13) making a grant of lands, to 
the State of Michigan to aid in the construction 
of a rail route from Detroit to Lake Superior... 

A bill (S. No. 152) making a grant of land:to the < 
State of Mississippi to aid in the construction of 
Ship Island railroad. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. JONES, of Terinessee, asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to bring ina 
bill (S. No. 444) to extend the contract on mail 
route No. 7809; which was read the first and 
second times by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


SENATE BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President_of the United 
States, by Mr. Wessrer, his Secretary, an- 
nounced that the President had- approved and 
signed the following acts: E 

An act for the relief of Mrs. M. E. McKnight, 
widow of Francis M. McKnight; 

An act for the relief of Cephise Piseros, widow 
of Louis Labranche, of the Parish of St. Charles, 
and State of Louisiana; ns 

An act for the relief of Joseph Hill; 

An act for the relief of Randall D. Livingston; 

An act to confirm Joseph Wanderstrand in his 
title to certain lands; . 3 

An act for the relief of Richard Albritton; 

An act to amend an act entitled ‘*An act to es- 
tablish a court for the investigation of claims 
against the United States,” approved February 
24, 1855; s 

An act to amend the charter of Georgetown, in 
the District of Columbia; 

An act tò incorporate the Columbia Library, 
of Capitol Hill, in the city of Washington; 

An act to establish a library for young men in 
the District of Columbia; ‘ 

An act to provide for the public instruction of 
youth in primary schools throughout the county 
of Washington, in the District of Columbia, with- 
out the limits of the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown; and 

Anact for the relief of the Columbian Harmony 
Society, of the city of Washington. : 


DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS.: 


Mr. PEARCE. Iam instructed by the Com= 
mittee on the Library, to whom was referred the 
memorial of the Boston Board of Trade, and of 
various other boards of trade, to réport a joint 
resolution; and as it has been passed heretofore, 
F ask that it may be taken up and passed at 
once. 

. There being no objection, the joint resolution 
(S. R. No. 35) respecting the distribution of cer- 
tain public documents was read twice, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. t 

Mr. PEARCE. This resolution accomplishes 
several purposes: : In the first place, it transfers 
from the State Department to the Department of 
the Interior the duty of distributing among col- 
leges and libraries the public documents which are 


rinted for that purpose. It transfers to the State 
Department the foreign exchanges of certain doeu- 


1856. 
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trade, to whom they are more important than to | 
the other institutions, This resolution passed the | 
Senate in nearly the same form at the last session 
of Congress, and I hope it will pass now without 
objection. 

Lhe joint resolution wag reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DR. KANE’S ARCTIC EXPEDITION. 


Mr. PEARCE. I have been instructed by the 
Committee on the Library, to whom was referred | 
the House joint resolution (No. 11) for the pur 
chase of Dr. Kane’s forthcoming work on Arcti 
explorations, and the presentation of medals to | 
Dr. Kane, his officers and men, to report it back |! 
with an amendment, and also a wriiten report. | 
Task for the printing of the report, and, if it be 
agreeable to the Senate, that the subject may be |! 
taken up and disposed of now. if, however, 
there shail be debate likely to arise on it, I shall |! 
have no objection to allow it to lie over until to- f 

i 
j 


morrow, when I shall ask to take it up. 
Several Senarors, Let it lic over. 
The report was ordered to be printed. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


| 
Mr. BROWN. I beg leave to make a very || 
brief personal explanation, which is due to my |] 
friend from Ohio, [Mr. Pucu.] In the discussion | 
on Friday, in reference to the case of Richard | 
W. Thompson, it is thought, by a mutual friend 
of ours, that certain phrases employed by my- | 
self were not warranted by the circumstances 
under which they were uttered. Perhaps it will |j 
be sufficient to say, that, in nothing which I 
uttered on that occasion, did I intend, in the | 
slightest possible degree, to give any offense, o 
any cause of complaint, to the Senator from 
Ohio. He himself has not called my attention 
to the subject, nor has he in any way complained; į 
but our mutual friend from Alabama [Mr. | 
Cuar] called my attention to it, and said he | 
thought those who looked at it without knowing | 
the circumstances under which the discussion | 
occurred would think my language was unneces- |i 
sarily harsh. For instance, he called my atten- 
tion to this expression: 
“The Senator tried to prevent discussion by smothering 
. the ease”? Í 
AN I meant by that was simply that the Sen- | 
ator from Ohio proposed to postpone the discus- | 
gion from day to day; and as the session was | 
drawing to a close, such a postponement must 
necessarily result in the session expiring without || 
the consideration of the case. I did not mean to i| 
gay, nor to be understood in any way as saying, 
that the Senator was resorting even to unfair par- 


| anything in that which reflects in the slightest 


| make a personal explanation. I repeat, I do not 
| make it at the suggestion of my friend from Ohia, | 
but because others thought Thad gone perhaps 


and especially as it has not been made in conse- 
quence of any solicitation or demand from me. I; 


|! resentatives, by Mr. Barciay, Assistant Clerk, 


' tories, to whom was referred the bill (HI. R. No. 


| committee. 


| tunity todo so on the appropriation bill, which i! yr he does not, J must oppose taking it up. We 
! » does not, ge g . 


i with a single word of explanation, not an argu- 
i ment 


liamentary tactics for the purpose of getting clear 
of the case, and much less to charge any im- || 
proper design. ; HI 

My attention has also been called to this ex- 

ression: 

“Twill yield the floor in a few minutes; but T wil not j; 
yield it without calling attention to the fact, tbat the Sen- |i 
ptor from Ohio, while affecting to stand here in defense of ii 
the Commissioner, has not serupled to attack the motives | 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs.” i 


I intended, by that expression, simply to repel i 


was assured at the time, I thought erroneously, 
wasan intimation, on the part of the Senator, that 
the Committee on Indian Affairs had acted un- 
fairly, or were capable of acting unfairly in ref- | 
erence to that particular case. Being assured | 
that that was not so, and that I was mistaken, |) 
the language I thought at the moment was with- | 
drawn, and if it was not itis withdrawn now. | 

Then, again, there is an intimation in the con- |) 
clusion of the discussion, that the country would i 
i 
t 
| 
i 


i 
| 
Í 
what I thought, but as I am now assured, and || 
{ 
| 
i 
| 
i 
i 


not be likely to be much moved by the speech | 
made by my friend from Ohio. That was said 
in reply to an intimation on his part as I thought, |) 
that though we might agree to the claim he would |; 
arraign ys before the country for doing so. I 
thought he made that intimation, and f simply È 


| of voting. There are other parts of the bill which 
l Į repudiate and condemn as decidedly as the com- 
mittee who have reported against the whole. 


! for the yeas and nays. 


| the instruction of my Legislature. 


i] jamin 


| Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, Toucey, Weiler, 
H Wright, and Yulee—35. 


jority and minority reports be printed for the use | 


tnt 
re 
on, 
oa 
oO 
Mt 
o 
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degree on my friend from Ohio, I withdraw it. 
Fhis is the first time I have had occasion to 


too far. 
Mr. PUGH. Tam very much obliged to the | 
Senator from Mississippi for his explanagon, | 


assure him that henceforth the matter will have | 
no impression upon my mind. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
A message was received from the House of Rep- 


announcing that the House had passed an act (H. 
R. No. 201) to make appropriations for certain 
civil expenses of Government for the year ending 
the 30th June, 1857; which, on motion of Mr. 
Honrer, was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

KANSAS AFFAIRS. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. The Committee on Terri- 


75) to reorganize the Territory of Kansas, and | 
for other purposes, beg leave to submit a report, 
which I will read. 

The honorable Senator read the report from ;j 
the Seeretary’s desk; and Mr. CoLLAMER read 
a report signed by himselfas the minority of the 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Inasmuch as we are now in | 
the last week of the session, aad each House has |; 
passed the measure on which it stands on this | 
question, and it is important that we should pro- | 
ceed to the consideration of the appropriation 
bills, the committee thought it would be wise 
to move to lay this bill on the table, and make || 
that the test question, in order not to occupy the | 
whole day in a new debate on the subject. If i! 
there is any Senator who desires to express his ! 
opinion on this question, he will have an oppor- | 


| vania will allow me to ask him a question. 


will come up immediately, which contansa rider 
of the House of Representatives bringing up the 
whole subject. E move to lay the bill on the table, 
and ask for the yeas and nays on that motion. 
Mr. SEWARD. I rose for the purpose of 
asking for the yeas and nays on this question; | 
and if the honorable Senator will indulge me 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is not debatable. 

Mr. SEWARD. Task the consent of the hon-: 
orable chairman to say one word in explanation. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If it is the last time you | 
will request it,and it is merely a personal expla- 
nation, I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. SEWARD. I cannot promise that. Ei 
shall vote against laying this bill on the table, : 
and in doing so I desire to state that there are | 
parts of the bill for which I could cheerfully vote, ; 
and should be very glad to have an opportunity | 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I renew my motion, and ask 


The yeas and nays were ordered. | 
Mr. HOUSTON. I vote affirmatively, under 


The question being taken hy yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 35, nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS—Mes Adams, Alien, Bell of Tennessee, Ben-, 
, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, BrownButler, Cass 
Cc Douglas, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Houston, Hunter 
J i, Jones of Tennessee, Maliory, Mason, Pratt, Pugh 
Reid, Sebastian, Shidc$*Suart, Thompson of Kentucky 


, 
, 


NAYS—Messrs. Belt of New Hampshire, Collumer, Fes- :! 
senden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Hale, Harlan, Seward, Trum- ji 
bull, Wade, and Wilson—12. | 

So the bill was laid on the table. i 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I move that both the ma- i 
of the Senate. [| 
The motion was agreed to. N : 
Mr. DOTGLAS. I also make a motion, which 


if 


i 


Printing. 


COLONEL FREMONT’ S ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. BIGLER. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the resolution of in- 
quiry, offered by me on Saturday last, in relation 
to Colonel Frémont’s accounts. 

Mr. WELLER. That resolution is sure to 
give rise to discussion, and [ hope it will not be 
taken up at this time in the session. There are 
a great many very important bills to be acted on 
T am as anxious as the Senator from Penngylva- 
nia to obtain the information for which his reso- 
lution calls, but I think it can be obtained with- 
out coming in now at this moment, when we are 
about proceeding to the consideration of the 
regular business. J have no objection to its be- 


| ing taken up, if there be no discussion on it. 


Mr. BIGLER. 
debate on it. 

Mr. WILSON. Ido not suppose the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, or any other Beater expects 
that resolution to pass this body without discus- 
sion. There are many important bills before the 
Senate; and if the majority here wish to defer 
those bills for the discussion of a resolution which 
can give credit to no man who supports it here 
or elsewhere, I am willing that they shall com- 
mence the experiment; but the resolution will 
not pass without discussion. 

Mr. WELLER. Í hope it will not be taken 
up. My friend from Pennsylvania ought not to 
press it at this time. At least I think not. 

Mr. BIGLER. I hope the resolution will be 
taken up, especially after the remarks of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. Iam unable to see 
what there is in that resolution that is to reflect 
discredit on any man who votes forit. It is but 
a resolution of inquiry. It merely calls for the 
record in the case of a public officer, for which 


I presume there will be no 


| we have many precddents. 


Mr. HUNTER. , The Senator from Pennsy]- 
; Does 
he mean tolay down the resolutionat one 0’clock? 


ought to begat work upon tle appropriation bills. 

Mr. BIGLER. If an hour could be fixed for 
its consideration, should give way at present; 
but I suppose that cannot be donc. I insist upon 
the vote. 

Mr. SEWARD. I desire to say that this is 
one of those resolutions against which I never 
vote, and for which I always vote, upon the 
ground, that truth willdo no harm to anybody; 
while an effort # suppress falsehood may do 
wrong and, injustice to the cause of truth, AS 
far as I am"concerried, I am willing that the reso- 
lution should be takenand passed. I agree, how- 
ever, with the Senator from Massachusetts, thas 
it is a fair subject for discussion, though I do not 
desire to discuss It myself, I hope that, under 
the circumstances, the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia will be allowed to call up his resolution, at 
all events, so that we may have an opportunity 
to show that we do not desire to obstruct its 
passage. f 

Mr. BIGLER. 1 had not anticipated opposi- 
tion to this resolution. I had supposed that the 
Senator from Massachusetts would be perfectly 
willing that a resdlution which would develope 
the entire truth in reference to charges which are 
now made boldly in the public newspapers, 
should be brought forth. I do not undertake to 
say what measure of truth may be in those alle- 


i gations, but the gentleman to whom they refer 
| is now a candidate for the most important office 


in this country. These are grave allegations. 
His whole proceedings in regard to the matters 
involved will indicate how far he may be fit for 
the presidential chair, and I am astonished that 
the Senator from Massachusetts should object to 
this resolution. Why, sir, you remember very 
well, that in 1848, when the venerable Senator 
from Michigan (Mr. Cass] was a candidate for 
the Presidency, his entire record of the disburse~ 
ments of the public moneys in the Territories was 
called for, and his friends made no resistanse. A 
similar resolution was passed calling, for_the 
money received by,and the expenditures of Gen- 
eral Taylor, and there was no objection. I think 
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from’ Massachusetts ought to advo- 
ehte this ré@olution.”- > > ; : 
-= Mr: WILSON. ‘I want the Senator from Penn- 
jpylvania to ‘distinctly-understand that Ihave no 
objection to the consideration of his resolution 
now, andno “objection toits. passage; but I tell 
him itis not to pags the Senate without discus- 
sion.’ If he and his friends wish to press it, let 
them bring. it forward. - 
< Mr- HAGE.” T hope th 


the Benator 


e resolution will be 
taken up, and.that there will be no shrinking from 
it by the intimation that it is to “be discussed: . Í 
` rope'it will be taken up and discussed and passed; 
al hope there will be something in answer to 
it, that ‘the opponents of Colonel Frémont ‘can 
make a handle of, for I have been afraid that we 
“were to go through this contest without anything 
eing said against him. The only thing I have 
‘yet heard in any public meeting is, that he once 
‘ate dog’s meat. I do not want the canvass to 
progress without something more respectable than 
that to make a fight on. “I hope this resolution | 
Avill be taken up, and that they will make as 
serious charges against him as they did against 
General Harrison,in 1840. Youhad better call him 
a coward to begin with. It makes no odds what | 
‘the resolution is; I hope it will be taken up; and 
T trust that-the answer will present, at least, some 
food for talk, because that is what is wanted. 
"We have everything now on our side except some 
‘good charges to meet; and it is a tame work to 
make speechés in favor of a man when there is 
Nothing to be said against him except that he ate 
dog’s meat. [Laughter.] The only answer we | 
have made is, that we intend to give him better 
food, and intend to chase a Buck down for him in | 
the fall. [Laughter.] I hope the resolution will 
‘be taken up and passed. 

Mr.SEWARD. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HUNTER. I must vote against the reso- 
Jution, because it will be in the way of the appro- 
‘priation bills at one o’clock, and it is essential 
That we should ‘be working tipon those bills. I 
eannot vote for taking up anything that is to be 
jn the way of the consideration of those bills. 

. Mr, ADAMS. I shall vote against this motion, 
for the reason that I was elected to the Senate to 
pass upon the propriety or impropriety of laws, | 
and not to convert this high body into an arena 
to try to make Presidents. 1 vote “nay.” 
“The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
‘resulted—yeas 29, nays 14; as follows: 

YUAS—Messrs. Bigas, Bigler, Brigit, Brodhead, Brown, | 
“Butler, Cass, Clay, Collamer, Douglas, Fessenden, Fitz- | 
‘patrick, Foof, Foster, Hale, Iverson, Jones of Tennessee, 
Manors, Reid, Sebastian, Seward, Slidell, Stuart, ‘Toombs, 
Toucey, Crambull, Wade, Wilson, aud Wright—29, 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, helt of New Hampshire, 
“Benjamin, Fish, Geyer, Haran, Houston, Hunter, James, | 
Mason, Pratt, Weller, and Yulce—14. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to consider Mr. Bicter’s resolution, 
which is as follows: | 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- | 
‘quested to cause to be communicated to the Senate, at the 
-earliest day convenient, copies of the letters and vouchers | 
‘filed in the Departments in support of claims presented by, | 


‘and allowed to, John C. Frémont, as an officer of the United | 
States Government, from the time he commenced his first | 
“expedition to California, in the year 1542, showing what į 
claims, if any, were disallowed, and the reasons for their | 
-disallowance, Also, whether any moneys, placed in the | 
hands of John C. Frémont for disbursement on the public | 
account, remain unaccounted for atthe Treasury; whether | 
any drafts drawn, or liabilities incurred, by him in the pub- | 
lie service remain unliquidated; and, if so, in whose hands | 
mre such unliquidated drafts, and why they have not been 
paid? Were appropriations made for the payment of draits | 
‘drawn, or. liabilities ineurred, by him as an ofhcer of th 
Government which have not been paid and canceled 
placed in his hands under the authority of law or other 
Wise? Also, whether there are any letters or papers on i 
file. in either of the Departments, made through an ofticir 
source, charging him with malfeasance in office, and, if any, || 
‘to furnish copies tifereof,and state whether he was arraigned | 
on such charges, or notificd of their existence, and what į 
‘yeply. did he make thereto? If not arraigned upon the | 
charges, why was it not done? With such other inform 
ation as the President aud heads of Departments deem 
‘necessary to throw proper light on the subject invoived i 
this resolution, 


_Mr. BIGLER. I desire to modify the resolu- | 
tion by striking out the words: I 
If not arraigned upon the chafges, why was itnot done? į 
The resolution wag so modified. | 
Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I would like | 
to hear from the Senator from Pennsylvania, who 
-brings this matter before the Senate, the reasons | 


|} until to-morrow, 


why, at this late day, the time of the Senate is to } 


be occupied in the consideration and discussion 
of this resolution; and why these papers are not 
all before ‘the country at this time? T want to 
hear what that Senator has to say in support of 
his proposition. -` 

“The PRESIDENT pro‘tempore. The hour-for 
the consideration of the special order lias arrived; 
and it: must be taken up, unless otherwise directed 
by the Senate. `- l 

.Mr. WELLER. I move to postpone all prior 
orders for the purpose of proceeding to the con- 
sid@ation ‘of the Pacific railroad bill. 

‘Mr. BIGGER. May I not have a right to 
make’a motion on the subject? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour has 
arrived for the consideration of the special order. 

Mr, BIGLER. I move to postpone the special 
order. 

Mr. WELLER. I have already made that 
motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion will be on the postponement. 

Mr. BUTLER. I presume the special order 
properly set apart for to-day is the bill amenda- 
tory of the laws for the election of President and 
Vice President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The special 
ordcr is the bill supplementary to the several acts 
in force relative to the election to the Presidency 
and Vice Presidency of the United States. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will not be in the way of 
friends. The Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Critrenpen,] who introduced that subject to the 
Senate originally, is not well, and I will-not take 
up the bill in his abagycec; but at his instance, I 
give notice that I shall ask to have it taken up 
at the first week of the next session. I move, 
therefore, to postopne the further consideration 
of it until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 4 

Mr. WELLER. I move now to postpone all 
prior orders with a view to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Senate bill No. 186—the Pacific 
railroad bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The prior 
order proposed to be ponponad is the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RIGLER. I hope it will not be postponed. 
We shall evidently dispose of it ina few minutes. 
I think there will be no discussion on it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the Senate will not 
take up the bill of the Senator from California. 
Unless we begin to act.on the appropriation bills 
I cannot see how we are to adjourn next Monday. 
We ought to spend each day, after one odloke, 
until next Monday, upon them, I hope that bill 
will not be taken up, for it will not be disposed 
of in one day, or two days. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is the motion of the Senator 
from California divisible ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. ADAMS. ‘Then I ask, first for a vote on 
the postponement, so that we can afterwards test 
the strength of the propositions of the Senator 
from Virginia, and the Senator from California. 
I shall vote for the postponement. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The first ques- 
tion will be on postponing the consideration of 
the resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania 


The first ques- 


Mr. SLIDELL. [I eall for the 

The yeas and nays were ordere 

Mr. SEWARD. Before the roll is. called, I 
beg to ask, if this motion shall prevail, what is to 
come up? 

Mr. WELLER. I propose to take up the 
Pacific railroad bill. y object is to get nd. of 
oe resolution for the purpose of taking up that 

ill. 

Mr. SEWARD. I shall, under these circum- 
stances, very readily vote with the honorable Sen- 
ator from Califorima. 

Mr. BIGER. It is right that I should remark 
that I have no intention whatever of discussing 
my resolution. Ishall not delay the Senate, for 
I desire to have it disposed of. 

Mr. HUNTER. I shall vote to postpone it, 
because it is my object to. get up the appropria- 
tion bills if possible. T hope the Senate will, if 
it be postponed, take up the appropriation bills. 

Mr. MASON. The Senate, by a very de- 
cided vote, a few minutes since, determined to 
take up the resolution of the Senator from Penn- 
syivania. Ivoted against taking itup for the f 


i= and nays. 


i 


ai 


reasons assigned by my colleague} because Tecor- 
sidered it necessary that‘we should ‘consider and 
dispose of the appropriation bills. “I shall vote 
now to postpone until to-morrow the further 
consideration of -the resolution of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania; but not atall-with a view of 
taking up the bill suggested by the Senator from 
‘California, My impression is, that the Senate 
knows that, in reference to matters to be consid- 
‘ered in executive session, we have some time to 
expend there, and we have but one week to doit. 
T think, therefore, we should give time to: that 
which is of the greatest. public interest. The 
appropriation bills are of general public interest 
to the country. | f 

The question being taken by yeas and‘nays, 
resulted—yeas 22, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. -Adams, ‘Allen, Bayard, Bell. of New 
Hampshire, Butler, Durkee, Evans, Foot, Foster, Geyer, 
Harian, Houston, Hunter, Mason, Pratt; Seward, Toombs, 
Trumbull, Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Yulee—22. 

NAYS — Messrs. Bedjamin, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brod- 
head, Brown, Cass, Clay, Fessenden, Fisb, Fitzpatrick, 
Hale, Iverson, James, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Pugh, 


Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, 
Toucey, and Wright—~24. 


So the motion to postpone was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question 
is on the resolution of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania. . Eni 

Mr. WILSON, ..Mr. President, the days of 
this session are rapidly passing. ‘Business of 
the highest importance presses upon our. con- 
sideration, Chairmen of leading committees 
charged with measures of great publie concern 
crowd forward to obtain the ear. of the Senate. 
While the Senate is thus engaged in the perform- 
ance of its high dutics to the country, the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bieter] thrusts before 
us this petty, miserable proposition—a proposi- 
tion unworthy a moment’s attention of honorable 
men in or out of the Senate. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania is not content 
with launching into the Senate this scheme, which 
must have originated with some mousing poli- 
tician engaged in the pursuit of petty wade by 
petty means, but he presses its consideration now 
In spite of the earnest remonstrances of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance, [Mr. Hunter, 
who is charged with the care of the civil an 
diplomatic bill, and the chairman of the com- 
mittee on the pacific railroad, [Mr. WELLER;} 
who wishes to call the Senate to the considera- 
tion of that great measure to unite the Atlantic 
and Pacific shores of the Republic. 

But the civil and diplomatic bill, the Pacific 
railroad bill, and other measures, must be thrust 
aside by. the Senator from Pennsylvania, that the 
Senate may consider this proposition by which 
certain political schemers hope to elicit something 
outof which they can manufacture slandersagainst 
a brave man, who has served his country with 
eminent ability.in peace and in war. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania cannot suppose 
that this proposition will pass this body without 
at least a passing notice. He takes the responsi- 
bility, he chooses to press it, and I shall take at 
least.a few moments of the time of the Senate to 
characterize the proposition as I think it de- 
serves, 

Does the Senator from. Pennsylvania expect to 
win any laurels by thrusting this proposition into 
the Senate? Does he suppose the generous peo- 
ple of this country will applaud this attempt.-to 
wound the sensibilities and defame the character 
of one who has won a brilliant name in the his- 
tory of the Republic—one whose explorations 
and scientific labors have conferred upon our 
country honor and renown among all civilized 
nations? Does he expect to win support for his 
favorite candidate for the Presidency by thrusting 
into the Senate this wretched proposition? 

‘Sir, this is small game. If that Senator hopes 
to win popular confidence and applause—if he 
hopes to turn back the tide of popular favor that 
is bearing John C. Frémont to the executive 
chair, by this resolution, which I here pronounce 
—which honorable men in and out of the Senate 
will pronounce—and which the country will pro- 
nounce—small and mean, he will find himself 
sadly mistaken. Wherever this proposition goes, 
high-minded men will treatit with derision, scorn, 
and contempt; and no little of that derision, scorn, 
and contempt, will be visited upon the men who 
“resort to such devices to effect political results. I 
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would not stoop to such a warfare as this. If it |} 


was aimed at James Buchanan, I would spurn it | 
from me. bane ; 

This is not the first time, Mr. President, that 
the shafts of political malignity have been hurled 
at men who have served the Re ublic, and it is | 
not the first tume the Senate has been called: upon 
to gropé among the archives of the Government 
to discover some account, or the records of some 
account, between the-Government and men who 
have been intrusted with public funds, out of 
whieh something would be distorted for partisan 
ends. 

In 1828, Andrew Jackson was assailed for his 

military deeds. The people, unmindful of these 
assaults, bore him proudly to the presidential 
chair, over one of the purest, ablest, and most 
incorruptible patriots that ever graced the coun- 
cils of the Republic. In 1840; General Harrison 
was assailed: by the envenomed tongue of slander, 
branded as a coward, and denounced as a corrupt 
man, and the people took him in:their arms, and 
bore him to the executive chair, over his expe- 
rienced and accomplished’ conipetitor. 
_ Dn 1848, Zachary Taylor and. the venerable 
Senator from Michigan (General Cass] were both 
denounced in the same manner—their accounts 
with the Government, through long years of pub- 
lic service, overhauled and widitet over again by 
the political accountants and auditors. 

In 1852, General Scott, a soldier who has served 
the Republic for more than forty years, in peace 
and war, with unsurpassed ability, was arragned 
in the same manner and for a‘simillar object. 

What was gained by these assaults upoii Jack- 
son, Harrison, Taylor, Cass, Scott? f venture 
to say here, to-day, that ‘all'those assaults upon 
these distinguished men, concerriing their mone- 
tary transactions with the Government, never 
lost them the confidence or support of any por- 
tion of the Americari people. Sir, the American 
people believed these assaults to be unjust, mean, 
contemptible. Pass this resolution; drag out of 
the Departments the bills, vouchers, letters, and 
papers between Colonel Frémont and the Gov- 
ernment; garble them; scatter them over the land; 
blurt their contents into the unwilling ear of the 
country;and the people, with that sense of justice, | 
that practical judgment which distinguishes them, 
will pronounce it all political persecution. 

Yes, sir, this partisan scheme will bring upon 
its authors, upon the men engaged in its execu- | 
tion, not public confidence and regard, but public 
censure and contempt; and it will bring to Colo- 
nel Frémont the sympathy which honest men 
ever give to the persecuted. 

Colonel Frémont was intrusted by his Gov- 
ernment with high and responsible duties. Those 
duties were far distant from the seat of Govern- 
ment, beyond the borders of the States—in the 
Territories beyond the father of waters—in the 
Rocky Mountains—in California. Those high 
and fsponsible duties were performed-in a man- 
ner that won the commendation of the Govern- 
ment, the approval of honorable Senators upon 
this floor, and the applause and admiration of the | 
grateful people. His. name is forever associated į 
with the pathways to the golden shores of the | 
Pacific, through the gorges of the Rocky Mount- | 
ains—with the conquest and acquisition of Cal- 
ifornia. ) 

Money was intrusted to his hands. In the 
performance of the duties assigned him, men, 

roperty, money, were all for months—ycars— 
intrusted to his keeping. The people willdemand | 
why John ©. Frémont is arraigned now, eight or | 
ten years after his duties to the Government are 

erformed. If his accounts were unsettled; if 
he had failed to account for money placed in his 
hands; if he was in any sense a defaulter, “ why,” | 
the people will demand, ‘was he not reported.as 
the laws require by the proper officers? Why | 
was his name left out of the list of public officers 
whose accounts were reported unsettled?” 

On the 16th of January, 1854, the Hon, Elisha | 
Whittlesey, Comptroller of the Treasury, made į 
a report to the House of Representatives, in | 
which he says: | 

“ In conformity with the goyitoas of the act of Con- 


gress, approved March 3, 1809, entitled € An act further.to 


amend the several acts for the‘establishment and regulation 
of the Treasury, War, and Navy Departments,’ and of the | 
act passed March 3, 1817, entitled, € An act.to provide for 
the prompt settlement of the publie accounts,’ I transmit, 


herewith, statements of the accounts which remained due | 


on the books of the Regis! 
books of the Sécond, ‘Third; 
"Treasury, respectively.” 


of the Treasury, and on the 
and Fourth Auditors.of the 


_, This report, Mr. President, contains ninety- 
six pages of names reported in obedience to the 
requirements of the. law, by Mr. Bigger, Register 
of the Treasury, Mr. Clayton, Second Auditor, 
Mr. Burt, Third Auditor, and Mr. Dayton, Fourth 
Auditor. These reports of the Auditors of the 
Treasury Department contain the names oer 
sons whose accounts have remained unsettled, or 
on which, balances-appear to. have been due more 
than three years prior to July Ist, 1853, °* fur- 
nisheéd in pursuance of the second section of the 
act of Congress, approved March 3, 1809, entitled 
‘An act further to amend the several acts for the 
establishment and regulation of the Treasury, 
War, and'Navy Departments,’ ” and ‘ the names 
of officers whose accounts for advances made, or 
balances unaccounted for, one year prior to July 
1, 1853, and have not been settled within the year; 


act of March 3, 1817.” 

In this long list of names I find the names of 
some of the noblest sons of the Republic. The 
names of Generals Gaines, Worth, and Harney, 
are in this list, but the name of John C. Frémont 
is not among them. If his accounts were unset- 
tled, if balances were against him, why was not 
his name reported? His name is not in the list 
of persons whose accounts were unsettled during 


three years preceding that date. 

On the Ist of July, 1858, no moneys were in 
his hands unaccounted for. 
ernment nothing. At that very time he had a 
claim for supplies furnished the Government as 
early as July, 1851. That claim was examined 
and reported upon by a committee of the House 
of Representatives, at the head of which was 
Colonel Orr, one of the leaders of the Adminis- 
tration in the House. That committee reported 
a bill allowing Colonel Frémont $183,825, and 
that bill received the unanimous vote of the 
House and Senate, and the approval of President 
Pierce on the 29th of July, 1854. 

If his accounts were unsettled—if the money 
was in his hands unaccounted for—if the Gov- 
ernment had any balance against him—why, sir, 
why did not your Administration compel a set- 
tlement, and secure any claims of the Govern- 
ment when it held $183,825 of John C. Frémont’s 
money in its coffers? Will the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, will any Senator answer this 
question? s 

Some mousing politician in the Departments, 
or who have access to the Departments; some 
little, soulless creature, ever ready to blast the 


papers bearing upon Colonel Frémont’s connec- 
tions with the Government, out of which he 
thinks extracts. can be quoted, if published, by 
which venal politicians can blacken the reputa- 
tion of one they fear and hate; and. the Senator 
from Pennsylvania comes into this Chamber with 


political malignity. i 

Ishall vote, sir, for this inquiry, but I wash m 
hands of its meanness, its abject littleness. If it 
applied to anybody’s candidate but the one I 
support, I would vote against it. I would never 
consent to resort to such petty warfare. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania assumes to be 
Mr. Buchanan’s fugleman here. I have some- 
times thought the Senator, in his decp anxiety, 
felt that he carried Mr. Buchanan upon his shoul- 
ders. I hold James Buchanan responsible for 
this. attempted blow at his rival, struck by the 
hand of the Senator from Pennsylvania, who pro- 
fesses to be his particular friend—who is ever 
watchful of his interests. and fame. So prompt 
defe of Mr. Buchanan, that I have come to 
regard him as that gentleman’s ‘ premonitory 
symptom” here. Nothing but that Senator’s ex- 
treme desire to better the waning fortunes of 
his-chief could- have induced him to engage in this 
political device. : ; 

Mr. President, the people will regard this as 
persecution.. Itwill-bring odium, not upon Colo# 
nel Frémont—but upon. the men whe originated 
it. It will rather redound, as all such attacks 
| against candidates for the Preslency have done; 


~ f 
more than three years. prior to the-first day of July, 1853, 


prepared in pursuance of the 13th section of the | 


the year preceding the Ist of July, 1853, or the 


He owed the Gov- | 


reputation of honorable men, has doubtless found |! 


this resolution to carry out this small game of | 


is the Senator from Pennsylvania to rush to the | 


to his advantage. The issues.are.made up... 
are the gravest and: most transcendentissues ey 
presented to:the people :of the, United States. All 
that the Senator from Pennsylvania and his. can- 
didate can make out of his inquiry will not weigh > 
a feather in the coming contest, which isto decide 
whether freedom or slavery shall sway the policy 
of the Republic. ; : by Bey EL GH 
Iowa, young lowa, has: uttered: her voice f 
John. C. Frémont, by. a majorit 


of thousands. 
Maine will respond to Iowa for the East, in a few. 
weeks, in, a voice. not to be mistaken. . ‘The Sen= 
ator. cannot break the mighty. current: that is 


bearing the friends of free Kansas on to assured 
triumph by. this petty: political maneuver, which 
gentlemen should, not stoop to engage in... Penn- 
sylvania, on the 14th of October, may. teach her 
Senator that.she is not to. be won by any-attempt 
to defame the chieftain around whose banner, the 
liberal, progressive, democratic’. magses’’ of: the 
country are rallying for. the coming fight. 

1 havenot spoken, Mr. President, of the motives 
that have actuated the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania in introducing this inquiry. I have nothin 
to do with motives. I have:spoken of the act, an 
Ihave spoken of it as I think it.deserves. ` Per- 
haps the Senator feels that he has the name and 
fame of Colonel Frémont as: well as Mr. Buchanan 
inhis keeping. Perhaps we ought to feel grateful 
to him for his zeal for-the reputation of our. can- 
didate; but I cannot but feel that whatever the 
effects of this inquiry may be upon. Colonel 
Frémont, the Senator will win no laurels by. it 
that any-one will desire to pluck from: his. brow: 

Mr. BIGLER.. Mr. President, I .had not, ins 
tended to make any reply. to the: remarks of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, but I feel required 
to do so—a sense of personal respect constrains 
me to do so. I must be pardoned: for remarking | 
to the Senate that I have occupied but very-little 
of the time of this body. I have sat here fre- 
quently, and reproached myself for withholding 
my views on subjects which I thought I, to some 
extent at least, understood, and I trust for a very 
few minutes I may be indulged in replying to the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Fle sets out with the proposition that I have 
not given to the Senate my reasons for offering 
this resolution. I have had no opportunity to do 
so; but I indicated to the Senate on the question 
of taking up the resolution, that these. charges 
were made publicly now, were seattered through 
the newspapers, and that it was due to Colonel 
Frémont that the truth should be ascertained frorn 
official sources. I expressed my surprise: that 
that Senator should object to the development. of 
the record. He tells me that the settlements. have 
been made, and he is in possession of. the docu- 
ments. That is a reason why he should vote for 
the resolution, and not delay the Senate by talk. 

He very shrewdly undertakes to hold Mr, Bucha 
anan accountable for my ‘action here. I thank 
him for the opportunity of saying to. the Senate, 
and to the country, that Mr. Buchanan is. not 
accountable for any act of mine here, whether it 
relates to this or any other question. Ihave not 
communicated with Mr. Buchanan in reference 
to this subject, or in reference to any question of 
partisan policy involved in the presidential elec- 
tion. He leaves me free to my own judgment 
here, and the country will judge of himvupon his 
own record, and he will not be held accountable 
for anything I may say or doy So much for that. 

Now, sir, as for the Senator’s concern for my: 

ublic reputation in presenting this measure, I 
has only to say, that I will take care of thatmy~ 
self. Ele may denominate it what he pleases, 
but I ask him to reserve carefully any imputation 
on my motives and my purposes here; for whilst 
I shall, as carefully as any Senator, comply with 
all the rules of courtesy, bear-and forbear, I tell 
that Senator once forall, that there isa line which 
hemustnot pass. Ifhe intends tosay that I delib- 
erately contemplate a mean and unworthy act, I 
shall denounce it as in violation of parliamentary 
courtesy, and in violation of propriety. 

Why, Mr. President, I saw these charges 
against Mr. Frémont circulated all over the coun- 
try. I remembered that when Mr. Stewart, of 
my own. State, in 1848, made similar allegations: 
against the venerable Senator from Michigan, the 
friends of that gentleman at once invited am iņ= 
vestigation, and a resolution wae offered calling 
for all the documents. The Senator from: Mass 
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sachusetts this morning rejoices that that official 
exhibit vindicated the Senator from Michigan; 
and if we are to believe him at all, he is equally 
certain: that this development will vindicate his 
candidate for the Presidency. Then why object 
toit? Is he opposed to his candidate? Would 
he prefer to have him before the public in his 
present attitude, rather,than have the facts devel- 
oped, and have him acquitted? 

I want the Senator from Massachusetts to 
Understand another thing: While he avows his 
willingness to vote for the yesolution, he cannot 
escape the impression which it will make on the 
country, that he intends it shall not pass, if he 
talks out the time at this date in the session. He 
may think me blameworthy for not introducing 
this subject before, I thought of it; I expected it 
from the friends of Colonel Frémont. I could go 
on and present to the Senate these grave allega- 
tions; but I shall not consume the time of the 
Senate. Ihave only to say'to the Senator from 
Massachusetts, that I have no further remarks to 

“make on this subject; but if he chooses to prolong 
the debate, and consume the time of the Senate, 
for one I shall understand his purpose as intend- 
ing to defeat this investigation and this develop- 
ment, 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, 1 will detain 
the Senate but fora moment; for I know how 
anxious honorable Senators are to get rid of this 
small business which the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania has thrust into the Senate, and to proceed 
to the legitimate business that crowds upon us. 
1 rise to thank the Senator from Pennsylvania for 
his anxious solicitude for the reputation of Colonel 
Frémont. The Senator expected, he now tells us, 
that the friends of Colonel Frémont would have 
called for an investigation; and as we have failed 
to do so, he has volunteered to move his resolu- 
tion of inquiry. Did the Senator expect that the 
friends of Colonel Frémont would dignify the 
slanders of the official organ? Did he expect that 
they would gratify the friends of James Buchanan 
by moving a resolution to drag from the files of 
the Department papers, out of which political 
malignity could abstract some word or phrase to 
misrepresent the position—to blacken the charac- 
ter—of an honorable man? Sir, the friends of 
Colonel Frémont leave to the Senator and those 
who prompted him, whose organ he is, the honor 
of originating and moving the resolution of 
inquiry. Colonel Frémont and his friends will 
doubtless appreciate the generous magnanimity 
that prompted that Senator to rush to his vindi- 
cation against the assassin-like slanders of his 
own political calumniators. 

But the Senator, Mr. President, is pleased to 
inform the Senate that he shall not permit his 
motives to be impugned —that beyond certain 
boundaries he cannot permit any one to go. 
Sir, I tell that Senator that I have not ques- 
tioned his motives. I have nothing to do with 
his motives. I know not, and I care not, what 
motives actuated his conduct in this business. 
I have spoken of his act in bringing this small 
business into the Senate. I know that his act 
is a little, petty, partisan act, and to his face, in 
my place hereon the floor of the Senate, I have 
characterized it as such. I now tell him that I 
intend to continue to characterize it as such, in 
the Senate and out of the Senate. If he takes 
offense at that, why, I cannot help it. Honor- 
able, high-minded men, who have some concep- 
tion of what belongs to the dignity of the Senate 
—some appreciation of what belongs to the char- | 
acter of statesmen—will regard, and they con- 
tinue to regard, this movement to which the | 
Senator from Pennsylvania has lent himself as | 
unworthy the Senate—as beneath the dignity 
of any gentleman who occupies a seat in this 
Chamber. Senators will not covet the honors the 
Senator has won by this movement. 

Mr. ADAMS. I wish to say one word b 
way of explanation of my vote. I denounced, 
in my State, the Whigs for the inquiry made in 
regard to the Senator from Michigan, when he 
was the Democratic candidate upon the occasion | 
referred to by the Senators who have spoken. 
When a similar proposition to this was brought | 
up four years ago, in reference to the accounts 
of General Scott, I voted against it. I shall vote Í 
against this; not on account of any sympathy | 
for the candidate of the Republican party. T 


think, with all due respect to the opinion of 


others, that with the character of. the candidate 
of any party we have nothing todo. Whenever 
a party presents a candidate upon a particular 
platform I have to deal with him as that platform 
presents him. At all events, in a legislative 
capacity, I am not going to do anything here, 
directly or indirectly, with reference to the presi- 
dential election. The information desired by this 
resolution is accessible to any person in the 
country. Any one can go to the Departments, 

dia it without senatorial aid. I cannot vote 
for the resolution. If the platform on which 
Colonel Frémont is placed, of a sectional organ- 
ization, and of a declaration of war against the 
South, is not sufficient to beat him, I have noth- 
ing to do with his private character, and I will 
not inquire into it; nor will I sanction by my vote 
any inquiry into it so far as the Senate is con- 
cerned, thinking we have no jurisdiction over it 
as a legislative body. 

Mr, WELLER. I certainly do not feel dis- 
posed to enter into this discussion, but I ought 
to correct an error into which the Senator from 
Massachusetts has fallen. He speaks of having 
in his drawer a document showing that the ac- 
counts of Colonel Frémont were all settled three 
years ago, when the Government paid him a bal- 
ance of $180,000. I do not know whether the 
accounts of Colonel Frémont have been closed at 
the Department or not, but I know what the 
$180,000 was paid for; and the Senator will find 
in that report a letter from myself, and others, on 
the subject. Indian commissioners having been 
“sent to California, with authority to draw on the 
Government for $50,000, they drew on the Gov- 
ernment for $800,000. They proceeded to purchase 
beef for the purpose of executing the informal 
treatics they fad made with the Indians, on the 
principle that it was cheaper to feed the Indians 
than to fight them, They purchased from Colonel 
Frémont beef to the amount of $180,000. They 
gave Colonel Frémont drafts on the Treasury, 
where they had no funds of course to pay that 
$180,000. Both branches of Congress were unwil- 
ling to recognize the drafts which had been drawn 
by these commissioners without authority of law, 
and hence it was that Colonel Frémont applied 
to Congress for relief. It was conceded on all 
hands that the beef had been sold by him, and at 
a just and fair price; that it was received by the 
Indian commissioners, and by them distributed 
amongst the Indians. When the claim was sub- 
mitted to Congress, the question presented was, 
whether or not the furnishing of that beef to the 
Indians did not prevent California from becoming 
involved in a war with them? They were then 
in a starving condition. That of itself would 
have driven them to war with our people; and 
in view of that circumstance, the Indian commis- 
sioners concluded, as I have said before, that it 
was cheaper to feed them than to fight them. 
The Senate being satisfied that the furnishing of 
this beef did produce that effect, held themselves 
equitably bound to make a just compensation to 
Colonel Frémont for it. Thatis what the $180,000 
was paid for. Whether his accounts be closed at 
the Department, or not, I do not know. I shall 
vote for the resolution, not that I consider the 
information we shall obtain as valuable, nor be- 
cause I propose to use any information which 
may be had under it. I intend to oppose Colonel 
Fremont’s election on the broad ground, that he 
ought not to be elected to the Presidency. I shall 
oppose him because I believe his principles, if 
carried out, are calculated to destroy this Gov- 
ernment. I shall not oppose him because he has 
or has not settled all his accounts in exploring 
California. 

Mr.SEWARD. Mr. President, if there is any 
one thing which is right and just in itself and 
sustained by sound policy, it is that public ser- 
vants shall at all times be required to render an 
account of the public moneys with which they 
are intrusted, and that under no circumstances 
shall there be any successful effort made to screen 
those who are intrusted with public trusts from 
rendering a full account of their financial trans- 
actions. It is for this reason that I was desirous 
to vote for this proposition, irrespective of all 
| aaa of a party nature which are connected 

th it. I can never suffer any such partisan 
question to make me vote contrary to a principle 
so sound and imporiant as this; but, since the 
debate has taken the course it has, itseems proper 


for me to say that, so far as I know and am ad- 
vised, the friends of the gentleman concerned 
have no desire to avoid any such inquiry, but 
they invite it and defy it, and it will be found in 
the result that the financial transactions of this 
distinguished gentleman have been conducted 
with justice and fidelity to the Government. ` 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, as this 
seems to be an attempt to overhaul the accounts 
of one of the candidates for the Presidency, I 
think it would be but fair that we should over- 
haul them all, and I therefore propose an amend- 
ment to the resolution offered by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. I propose to amend the resolution 
by adding the following: 

And that the President be requested to cause to be com- 
municated to the Senate at the same time, similar informa- 
tion in regard to all the transactions of James Buchanan as 
an Officer of the Government, particularly showing how 
much money has been paid to the said James Buchanan, 
and for what services, or on what account, since he first 
entered the public service; also, all the correspondence 
between the said James Buchanan, whilst minister to the 
kingdom of Great Britain, not heretofore communicated, 
which may be made public without detriment to the public 
interests, and especially all correspondence in regard to the 
Ostend conference. Also, the reasons why the said James 
Buchanan was removed from his position of minister to 
Great Britain before the settlement of the Central American 
and enlistment questions ; or, if removed at his own request, 
his reasons for asking to return, if known. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. If my colleague is going to 
inquire into the accounts of all the presidential 
candidates, why does he not include Mr. Fill- 
more? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will leave Mr. Fillmore 
out. My colleague may put him in; but I think 
it of very little consequence to inquire as to him, 
I have no objection, however, to having Mr. Fill- 
more’s accounts examined also; but I wish to 
say while I am up, in reply to a remark which 
fell from the Senator from California, stating wh 
he should oppose Colonel Frémont, that I shall 
oppose the election of Mr. Buchanan, and I do 
so distinctly on the ground that I believe the plat- 
form on which Mr. Buchanan stands, if itis to be 
carried out and adhered to, will prove destructive 
of the interests of the country, and I very much 
fear of the Union itself. 

Mr. BIGLER. If the Senator from Ilinois 
will modify his amendment so as to cover only 
that part which relates to receiving and account- 
ing for money—pecuniary matters—I will accept 
it most cheerfully; but he calls for what is imprac- 
ticable—correspondence to which there is no ref- 
erence in the original resolution, and which can- 
not be readily furnished. If the Senator will 
modify his amendment, as I have suggested, I 
will accept it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think the correspond- 
ence in reference to the Ostend conference is par- 
ticularly interesting at this time, and I would like 
to have an edition of that published, so that we 
may have it distributed generally through the 
country. Perhaps there may be some correspond- 
ence in reference to it not yet communicated, I 
do not know how that is; I call for nothing which 
may be regarded as incompatible with the publio 
interest to make known. 

Mr. BIGLER. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out all of it except that which 
relates to pecuniary matters. 

Mr. PUGH. Ifthe Senator from Illinois wants 
this information, let him ask for it by a separate 
resolution. I hope the Senate will vote down his 
amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope the Senator from Ili- 
nois will withdraw the amendment. If there is 
anything in the amendment that the Senator 
wishes to call for, let it be put in a separate reso- 
lution. I think we had better take the vote on 
this resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
and not clog it with any propositions concerning 
Mr. Buchanan. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator 
from Illinois. 

Mr. TRUMBULL call for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. As we are to be put on the 
record on this subject, I desire simply to say that, 
if the Senator from Illinois was content to divide 
his proposition, and present as an amendment so 
much of it as relates to Mr. Buchanan’s financial 
connection with the Government, I should votefor 


it, because that I consider it germane to the ort- 


ginal proposition. Thenif he will embody the 
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rest in a separate resolution I will vote for that; 
but L do not choose to vote for a resolution which 
mixes up the Ostend conference with private 
accounis and everything else... 

Mr. DOUGLAS. My objection to my col- 
league’s amendment is that:he is asking for vo- 
luminous papers that probably cannot be copied 
during the session. By including so many pa- 
pers, most of which are now in print, it will defeat 
the answer entirely. Iam unwilling to have him 
include such voluminous records that the answer 
cannot be made; and thus defeat the original in- 
quiry by indirection. 

Mr. SEWARD. I beg to suggest to the hon- 
orable Senator from Illinois, on this side of the 
House, [Mr. Trumsut1] a concurrence with the 
suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts to 
offer his proposition as a distinct resolution. I 
do not wish to amend the original resolution so as 
to look like embarrassing it. At the same time 
I think the resolution will pass unanimously, if 
offered separately, as a distinct inquiry. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. My object is not to em- 
barrass the resolution. shall vote for both 
propositions. I shall vote for the resolution of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, and the object is 
not to embarrass it. t would just as soon pre- 
sent my amendment in a separate resolution; but 
the matter is before the Senate, and there can be 
no impropriety in calling for both now. As to 
the correspondence being so voluminous that it 
cannot be published, there is no difficulty about 
that, for we know that books are published here 
in a very few days. 

Mr. BIGLER: I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out—— 

Several Senators. It is too late. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

r. BIGLER. Then I will vote in the nega- 
tive, though I am willing to vote for a separate, 
independent resolution, imbodying the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Illinois. 

The question being taken on Mr. TRUMBULL’S 
amendment by yeas and nays, and resulted— 
yeas 9, nays 34; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Hale, Harlan, Jones of Tennessee, Trumbull, 
and Wade—9. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen,-Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, 
Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Cass, Clay, Douglas, 
Durkee, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, 
Mason, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Seward, Slidell, 
Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, Toucey, Wel- 
ler, Wilson, Wright, and Yulee—34. 

So the amendment was rejected, 

The resolution was agreed to. 


DES MOINES RAPIDS-——-VETO. 


The following message was received from the 
House of Representatives, by Mr. Cutiom, their 
Clerk: 


Mr. Presipenr: The President of the United States 
having returned to the House of Representatives, in which 
it originated, the bill entitled “ An act for continuing the 
improvement of the Des Moines Rapids, in the Michigan 
river,” with his objections thereto, the House of Repre- 
sentatives proceeded, in pursuance of the Constitution, to 
reconsider the same, and have resolved to pass the said 
vill, two thirds of the House of Representatives agreeing to 
pass the sarne, the objections of the President to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. In this action of the House, E am 
instructed to ask the concurrence of the Senate. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. WELLER. I move to postpone all prior 
orders, for the purpose of taking up the bill (S. 
No. 186) to authorize and facilitate the construc- 
tion of a railroad and magnetic telegraph through 
the Territories of the United States. 

Mr. HUNTER. I must ask for the yeas and 
nays on that question. My purpose is, if this 
motion fails, to submit one to take up the legis- 
lative appropriation bill. 

Mr. GEYER. I hope the railroad bill will not 
be taken up, but that we shall consider the vetoed 
pill returned from the House of Representatives. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 17, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS —Messrs. Allen, Bigler, Bright, Cass, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Harlan, Everson, Jones of ‘Ten- 
nesses, Mallory, Pugh, Seward, Stuart, Weller, and Wil- 
NAYS —Mesers. Adams, Bell of New Hampshire, Ben- 
jamin, Biggs, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Clay, Fish, Fitz- 
patrick, Geyer, Hale, Houston, Hunter, Mason, Pratt, Reid, 
Sebastian Slidell, Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, Wright, and 
Yulee—24. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. WELLER. I desire to make a remark 
in connection with the vote which has just been 
taken, in order that the Senate may see the situ- 
ation in which I have been placed, by yielding, 
in the first place, to the friends of the river and 
harbor bills, and subsequently to the Senator from 
Virginia. The bill, which I moved to take up, 
was reported to the Senate by a select committee 
on the 24th of March last. It was taken up on 
the 18th of April, and considered during one day’s 
session. It was then postponed for two days, 
and was subsequently postponed until it came in 
collision with the river and harbor bills; and as 
the friends of the river and harbor bills were gen- 
erally the supporters of the Pacific railroad bill, 
Iwas appealed to by them to yield until those 
bills should be disposed of. There were some 
twenty or thirty of them in number. [ did yield 
the floor with the impression that it would take 
two or three days to dispose of them, and I 
yielded it for the reason that I supposed some of 
them at least would be passed over the Executive 
veto; and in order to accomplish that object, it 
was indispensably necessary that they should go 
to the President in the shortest possible time. 

Then, after these bills were disposed of, I again 
made the motion to proceed to the consideration 
of this bill. The Senator from Virginia, who had 
charge of one of the general appropriation bills, 
appealed to me to yield the floor, and allow the 
Army appropriation bill to be taken up. As it 
was an appropriation bill for the Army, and as I 
occupied the position of chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs on this floor, I did not feel 
myself at liberty to resist the invitation of the Sen- 
ator, to wait until he obtained action on that. That 
was the bill which contained the Kansas repeal- 
ing clause. I yielded the floor, and the Senate 
disposed of that. 

Then I was thrown over to Friday last. It 
was private bill day. A private claim was taken 
up, and my distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. 
Puau) occupied some three and a half hours of 
the time of the Senate in discussing it; so that 
there has been plenty of time here to discuss all 
qunan even to the consumption of a whole 

ay in a debate of a private character, which had 
occupied the attention of the Senate two days 
anterior to that; but, now, when I ask the Senate 
this morning to take up this bill, I meet the Sen- 
ator from Virginia, who says I may have it up 
after he has passed all his general appropriation 
bills. f submit to the Senate whether this is fair. 
I could have defeated the friends of the river and 
harbor bills by taking up the railroad bill in pre- 
ference to their bills, but I should have had to 
rely on the enemies of the bill. The gentlemen on 
this side of the Chamber, who are opposed to the 
river and harbor bills, would have voted with me 
in order to defeat those bills. There were some 
of those bills that I desired to see passed; there’ 
were some for which I voted; but I was unwilling 
to place those Senators who were disposed to go 
with me for my railroad in a false position. 
have yielded, until at last we approach the end 
of the session; and now the Senator from Vir- 
ginia is willing that I shall have it taken up when 
there is nothing else to do, and then if I can pass 
it over his votes and speeches, he is willing! That 
is the sort of liberality which has been manifested 
towards this measure. 

It is probable that I shall make this motion | 
again, because | have heard some Senators assign 
reasons of a personal character for the vote they | 
have given to-day. All I have desired is, that if 
this bill commands the majority of the Senate, 
it shall pass. If there be a majority opposed to 
it, lam willing to test that by a motion to lay on 
the table, for 1 do not want unnecessary debate. 
I do not want to have the bill discussed, unless | 
there is a prospect of its passage. ! 

Mr. SEWARD. I feel very much indebted to 
the honorable Senator from California for the | 
aid which we derived from his assent to taking | 
upi 
un 
and at any time, to take up his measure, and I 
shall use my best efforts in the way which shall 
secm to be most expedient to coöperate with him 
in securing the passage of that bill. I hope he 
will not relinquish it. Ihave only to say, that 
the statement of the honorable Senator from Cal- 
ifornia seems to be a confession of an error, but 


er obligations to vote with him at all times, || qmi 
| strike out “ €3,000 as the appropriation on the 
| part of the Senate for the Congressional Globe, 


and insert ‘* $72,651.”’ 


ye river and harbor bills, and I hold myself |! 


it- is from a gentleman who makes few errors, 


though itis not to be expected that, he. should 
always be able to go through safely... The error 
wasin not adhering to his allies, the friends of 
internalimprovements, but turning off and making 
another arrangement with. those who’ opposed 
them. Ae og ee ees 
I desire to take this occasion togive notice that. : 
I will, the day after to-morrow morning, at twelve. 
o’clock, ask the Senate to take up and consider 
the President’s reason for refusing his assent to. 
the Des Moines rapids bill, which has been passed. 
by the House of Representatives, notwithstanding 
his veto. iw CES 
Mr. WELLER. Iwill remark that in all the 
movements I have made to get up therailroad bill 
I have uniformly met the support of the Senator 
from New York; and I will Pe this occasion to 
say, that in all the measures I have introduced 
here calculated to advance the interests of that 
section of the Union from which I come, [have 
not found a more ardent supporter than the Sen- 
ator from New York; nor have I derived as much 
aid from any Senator, in the passage of those 
local bills, as from the Senator from New York. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr, Curiom, their Clerk, announced that they 
had passed a bill (H. R. No. 315) making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post Office Depart- 


| ment, during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1857; 


and, on motion of Mr. Hunter, it was. read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider, as in Committee of the Whole, 
the bill (H. R. No. 202) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of Government, for the year ending 30th 
of June, 1857, which had been reported by the 
Committee on Finance, with amendments. 

Mr. HUNTER. I suppose every Senator hsa 
read the bill. The Secretary had better read the 
amendmentss and let the question be taken on 
them. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the amend- 
ments of the Committee on Finance. The firstis | 
to insert in the appropriations for the officers of 
the Senate: is 

Officer charged with the disbursements of the Senate,, 
$480; chief clerk, $2,500. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next is to include in the same clause: 


Clerk of Committee on Finance, $1,850; clerk of print-, 
ing records, $1,669 02. ; 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Thenextamendmentis to strike out ‘* 69,484, ? 
and insert ‘ $75,983 02.” 

Mr. HUNTER. The House omitted to insert 
appropriations for some of our officers. We added 
them, and that makes a difference in the amount. 

The amendment was agrecd to. 


These three amendments are to one clause, 
which as amended reads as follows: 


For compensation of the officers, clerks, messengers, and 

others, receiving an anmtal salary in the service of the Sen- 
ate, viz: Secretary of the Senate, $3,600; officer charged 
with the disbursements of the Senate, $480; chief clerk, 
$2,500; principal clerk, and principal executive clerk in 
Office of the Secretary of the Senate, at $2,160 each; eight 
clerks in office of the Secretary of the Senate, at $1,850 
each; keeper of the stationery, $1,752; two messengers, 
one at $1,080 dollars, and one at $750; one page; at 8500; 
Sergeant-at-Anns and Doorkeeper, § 2,000; Assistant Door- 
keeper, $1,700 ; Postmaster to the Senate, $1,750; Assist- 
ant Postmaster and mail carrier, $1,440; two mail boys, at 
#900 each; superintendent of the documentroom, $1,560 7 
two assistants in document room, at $1,200 each ; superin- 
tendent of the folding room, $1,500; two messengers, acting 
as assistant doorkeepers, at $1,500 each ; fifteen, messen- 
rers, at $1,200 each; superintendent in charge of Senate 
furnaces, $1,080; assistant in charge of furnaces, $600 ; 
laborer in private passage, $6003 two laborers, at $480 
each ; clerk or secretary to the President of the Senate, 
$1,752; clerk of Committee on Finance, $1,850 5 clerk of 
printing records, $1,669 02: draughtsman, 81,850; chap- 
lain of Senate, $750; making $75,983 02. 


The next amendment of the committee is to 


Mr. SEWARD. I rise simply to say that it 
is impossible for.us to follow the amendments as 
fast as they are read. I trust the Senator from 
Virginia will state the nature of the amendments. 


Mr. HUNTER. This amendment in regard 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


August It, 


“the Congressional Globe, and binding the | 


to A 4 
same, grew out of a resolution offered by. the 
Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. Jounson,] on the 


day he teft: The arrangement which was in- 
tended: to be made permanent in relation to the 
Globe, at the last Congress, was by some error 
made only for the last Congress. The Senate 
having. determined to make it a permanent- ar- 
rangement, the amendment is to carry that out. 
“The amendment was agreed to. f 


“The next-amendment of the committee was to 
add to the appropriation for Senate clerks of com- 
mhittees, and pages, the following proviso: 

Provided, That the amount estimated for compensation 
of the clerks to the Committees on Finance and Printing be 
déducted therefrom. 

Mr. HUNTER, That is made necessary be- 
cause they were formerly temporary clerks, and 
they are now made permanent clerks. We have 
deducted. their compensation from this amount 
because we have added it in another place. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was to 
add, after the appropriation for contingent ex- 
penses of the library of Congress, the following: | 


For expenses of procuring proper apparatus for warming 
srid library and providing fuel for the same, —~ dollars. 


Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Maryland 
can explain that. 


Mr. PEARCE. I move to fill the blank with 
$5,000. I will-state to the Senate that heretofore 


T have obtained appropriations for this purpose. 
The old furnaces have been taken out and new 
ones put up, but the heat is diverted to other 
rooms; so that during the last twa Congresses it 
has often been difficult to keep warm there. Even 
with the thermometer as high as one hundred and 
fifty degrees-Fahrenheit, I find that itis neces- 
sary to have something to warm the library, | 
otherwise the officers are obliged to go about in | 
their: cloaks and great-coats; and persons can- | 
not read in the library. Persons were actually 
driven out of the library-room last year for the | 
want of proper warmth. T have called on the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings and the archi- 
tect, and they inform me that rather more ex- 
penses are necessary than usual, inasmuch as new 
arrangements will have to be made from the be- 

inning, new foundations, and new furnaces. 

They say $5,000 is necessary for that purpose, 
and { move to fill the blank with that sam. 

The blank was filled with $5,000, and the 
amendment was adopted. 


The next amendment was to insert after the 
clause just adopted: 


For maintaining the botanie garden and green-honres, |] 


inclading pay of hortiealturist and assistants, under the | 
direction of the Library Committee of Congress, 35,000, 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Maryland 
can explain that, 

Mr. PEARCE. Tf desired, Lean explain it, 

Several Senators. Itis not necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was to 
insert ,after the appropriation for printing and | 
paper, the following: 

And the appropriation “ to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
ropriation for printing of the second session of the "Phirty- 
Third Congress,” contained in the act of 15th May, 1856, | 
aball be construed by the accounting officers of the ‘Treasury | 

to include the cost of paper ucecssary for said printing. 

Mr. HUNTER. The information of the com- ; 
mittee is, that in the deficiency bil, there was an 
estimate for deficiency for paper and printing. 
As the amendment was introduced, it provided 
for the printing, and not paper; and the Comp- 
troller would not pay anything for paper until we 
construed the law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was to | 
insert, after the appropriation for the State De- 
partment: | 

For necossary expenses attendant upon the execution of | 


the neutrality act of the 20th April, 1818, and to be expended 
under the direetion of the President of the United States 
pursuant to the third section of the act of Congress of the 
at of May, 1810, $10,000. i 
_ Mr. HUNTER, The House has included thet | 
in the third branch of the former civil and diplo- | 
matic appropriatién bill, in the miscellancous bill |: 
which came inthis morning, I ask unanimous i 
consent, therefore, to be allowed to withdraw | 


|! something similar to this without involving the 


the amendment, as it has been introduced by the 
House into another bill. | 


There being no objection, the amendment was 
withdrawn. i 


The next amendment of the committee was to . 
strike out the words “library, books, maps,” in 
the following clause: ; 


“Contingent expenses, Department.of the Interior; office: 
Secretary of the Interior: For books, stationery, furniture, 
library, books, maps, and other contingencies, $4,700.? 


The amendment was agreed to. | 


The next amendment of the committee was. in. 
the same clause, after the word “ contingencies,” 
to insert: “ And for books and maps for the 
library.” 

Mr. HUNTER. That is a mere formal amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to insert $482 instead 
of $582, as the salary of the laborer in the office 
of topographical engineers. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is to correct an error. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
substitute $15,900 for $16,900, as the appropria- 
tion for salaries of the officers of the bureau of 
navy-yards and docks. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is a mistake in the 
estimate. It was $1,000 too much. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment. was to increase the ap- 
propriation for salaries of the officers of the Mint 
from $27,900 to $29,400, and to add to the clause 
the following: 

And from and after the 30th of Junc,-1856, the salary of 
the said Direetor of the Mint shall be $4,000 per annum, 
and that of the treasurer thereof shall be 43,000 per annum. J 

Mr. HUNTER. This is raising the salary of 
the Director of the Mint, who is at present get- 
ting less than some of those of the branch mints, 
and also the salary of the treasurer. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to add to the clause 
making appropriations for the expenses of the 
Minnesota Territorial Legislature the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That hereafter said compensation, mileage, and 
contingent expenses shall not execed the sums previously 
appropriated therefor. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is in relation to the | 
expenses of the Territorial Legislature of Minne- 
sola. It is proposed to put in this proviso be- 
cause they have been very largely exceeding the | 
moncy appropriated. Itis thought we ought to 
have some check. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to insert after the 
clause just adopted: 

For arrearages on acconnt of the legist 
the territory of Minnesota prior to the 80th of June, 1856, 
17,622 04, 

Mr. TIUNTER. I find the House have intro- 
duced that into the bill that came in this morning 
—the miscellancous or civil appropriation bill. 
I ask the consent of the Senate to withdraw it. 

There being no objection the amendment was 
withdrawn. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
strike out the following proviso appended to the 
appropriations for salaries of the United States 
oficers in Kansas Territory: 

Provided, That the money hereby appropriated shall not 
be drawn trom the Treasury, or auy part thereof, and the 
same ar any part thereot shall not he paid ont of any other 
appropriations made by Congress, until all eriminal pros- 
ccufions now pending in any court of the ferritory of Kan- 
sas against any person or persons charged with treason 
against the United States, and all criminal prosecutions by 
information or indichuent against any person or pers for 
any alleged violation or dis ad 
laws of a body of men who ass 
in said Territory, claiming to be the Legislative Assembly 
of the said ‘Territory, shall be dismissed by the court, and | 
every person who js or may be restrained of his liberty by 
reason of any of said prosecutions shall be released from 
confinement. 


Mr. HALE. Iask for the 
that amendment. . 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. HALE. I do not want to occupy the 
time of the Senate unnecessarily; but it seems 
to me that the Senate can vote upon a provision 


ative expenses of 


yeas and nays on 


main point which is at issue between the parties 
on the Kansas question; because if the reports | 
that have come to the Senate through the news- 


pa 


3 


papers, as to what law is laid down by the chief 


justice in that Territory as constituting the crime’ 
of treason, be correct, I think it cain be said with+: 
out any undue assumption that there is not a: 
member of this bod¥"who will fiot affirm thatan. 
indictment for treason can by no possibility b 
sustained., The ground of treason in thi 
try is exceedingly narrow. There have be 
surd and ridiculous attempts, not to call them 
any worse names, at various times, to. manufai 
ture a crime of treason outside of the definition-of' 
the Constitution. Why, sir, it was seriously at" 
tempted at a time when there was a little excite- 
ment about the fugitive slave law, to magnify the’ 
neglect of an individual to aid the marshal ‘in ex- 

ecuting process uider that law, into a crime of” 
treason; and there were really some men who 

held commissions as judges of the United States’ 
courts who were left to battle such legal nonsense’ 
as that. E 

Now, sir, if the reports which we have of th 
action of this judge in Kansas, and the grand 
jury there, be correct, (and I only speak from” 
newspaper information, as Thaye seen what. pur-: 
ported to bea copy of this charge in the National’ 
Intelligencer,) he charged the grand jury that a 
attempt, or refusal, to obey laws enacted’ by the’ 
Legislature of Kansas, inasmuch as they ‘were’ 
enacted under authority of Congress, was arer. 
sistance to the laws of Congress, and was there 
fore high treason—a crime, by the way, not knowit 
to our Constitution; and that certain other things 
were constructive treason, acrime also not known 
to our Constitution; and under. that ruling sev- 
eral gentlemen were indicted by that grand jury. 

Without undertaking to go into an unneces- 
sary revival of controversies which have blen 
already sufficiently discussed, it seems to me that 
the Senate can, by the expression of its opinion, 
direct that these prosecutions be abandoned and 
dismissed, and the can do it without compro-" 
mising themselves in relation to the position they 
have heretofore taken; but whether they can or 
not I hope the proviso of the House will be re~ 
tained by the Senate. $ ; 

Mr. SEWARD. I desire to state, in behalf of 
my colleague, Governor Fisu, that he has paired 
off with the honorable Senator from Florida, 
(Mr. Matiory.] He would, if present, vote 
against this amendment of the Committee on 
Finance. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 30, nays 11; as follows: : 

YEAS—Mesars. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Biggs, Bigler, 
Bright, Brown, Butler, Cass, Clay, Douglas, Fitzpatrick, 
Geyer, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Jones of Tennessee, 
Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slideli, Stuart, 
Thomeon of New Jersey, Toombs, Weller, Wright, an 

NAYS-~ Messrs. Bell of Now: Hampshire, Collamer, 
Dodge, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Seward, ‘Trambull, 
Wade, and Wilson—11, Pepa , ve 

So the amendment was agreed "to. . 

Mr. DURKEE. I desire to have my vote re- 
corded. ` i 

Several Senwarons. It is too late. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) It is too late to vote except by unan- 
mous consent. 

Mr. WELLER. It cannot be done then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The decision 
of the Senate has been against receiving a vote 
after the result has been announced, even by 
unanimous consent. : 


The next amendment of the committee was to: 
insert the following after the appropriations for 
Kansas ‘Territory: 

For compensation and mileage of the members of the 


Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and contingent ex- =: 
penses of the Assembly, $20,000. ; op 


Mr. HUNTER. That is estimated for.: 

Mr. SEWARD. I ask for the yeas and nayg 
on that amendment. I understand it is:for the 
Kansas Territorial Legislature. ie 

Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir. It -was-estimated 
for, but omitted in the House. 

Mr. SEWARD. I presume the House under» 
stood what they were doing, and refused to make ` 
an appropriation for:this Legislature, as, by a` 
bill previously sent. here, they seemed. to. be of: 
the opinion that that Legislature was not a legally 
constituted body,.and not entitled to be paid. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. es 

Mr. MALLORY. I have: paired: off with»: 
Governor Fisu; otherwise I should vote in-the © 
affirmative. ae 


1856. 
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The question. being taken, by yens and-nays, 
resulted—yeas 30, nays 12; as fellows:. 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Alen, Bayard, Biggs; 
Brodhead, Brown; Butler, Cass, Clay, Douglas, Fitzpat- 
rick, Geyer, Houston, Huntér, tverson, Jones of Tennessee, 
Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell; Sti- 
art, Thomson .of New: Jerseys: Toombs, Weller, Wright, 
and Yulee—30, l at 

NAYS — Messrs. Bell of New. Hampshire, Collamer, 
Dodge, Durkee, Féssenden; Foot, Foster; Hale, Seward, 
Trumbull, Wadé; and Wilson=-12; 

So the amendment was agréed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was) to incréase the appropriation for 
salaries. of the judges and officers-of.the Court of 
Claims from 425.300 to $27,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is made necessary by 
some recent changes in the law. We have added 
to the personnel of the Court of Claims, and this 
amendment makes it correspond with the addi- 
tions. which have been made. 

The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment-was to strike out: the fol- 
lowing: proviso to the appropriation for: judicial 
expenses: 

Provided, however, That no part of the. money hereby 
appropriated shall be expended for prosecuting or detaining 
any person or persons. charged with treason or any other 
political offense in the Territory of Kansas, for any prosecu 
tions that have been heretofore instituted for political of- 
fenses. 

Mr. HALE. I call for the yeas and nays on 
that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 30; nays 11; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, Big- 
ler, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Cass, Clay, Douglas,’ Fitz- 
patrick, Geyer, Houston,, Hunter, Iverson, Jones of Ten- 
nessee, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Sli- 
dell, Stuart, ‘Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, Weller, 
Wright, and Yulee—30. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Collamer, Duri 
kee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Seward, “Trumbull, 
Wade, and Wilson—Il. 

So the amendment was adopted, 


Mr. HUNTER. I have a few amendments to 
offer which have not been printed. The first is, 
after the provision for salaries of judges of the 
Court of Claims, to insert: ; 

To purchase a library for the use of the judges ‘und soli- 
citòr, 82,500. 

They ask for $5,000. The House did not in- 
gert any appropriation, We recommend: half 
the sum, $2,500, fora library for the Court- of 
Claims. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER, I offer this amendment as an 
additional section: 

Sec., 3. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
War be authorized to employ, in addition to, those now 
allowed by law, one clerk, of class 4, in the office of the 
colonel of topographical engineers, and to take one clerk 
from. class 2, and add one to class 4, in his office ; that the 
Scerctary of the Interior be authorized to employ in his 
office one clerk, of class 4, in addition to those now allowed 
by. law, and, temporarily, one clerk, of class*2, to. take 
charge of the census returns; and the Seeretary of the 
Treasury be authorized to appoint one clerk, of class 3, in 
the office. of the Fifth Auditor, and to take-one clerk from 
class 3, and add one to class.4, in the office of the Regis- 
ter; and such sum as may be necessary. to. carry into effect 
the provisions of this section to the 30th of June, 1857, is 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

T will state, in regard to this amenditent, that | 
the heads of Departments ask for larger addi- 
tions to the force than we were willing to give. 
We give them one apiece, and restore one or two 
who have been dropped. 

The arnendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. I offer another Amendment 
from the Committee on Finance: 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the compensa 
tion of the laborers in the Executive Departments shall be 
$576 per annum, from and after the 30th of June, 1856, in- 
stead of the pay now authorized by law; and snch sum as 
shall be required to pay thé same for the present fiscal year, 
in addition to the provisions for said’ laborers contained in 
the first section of tiris dct, is hereby appropriated out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 

The explanation of that is this: We propose 
to give the laborers what they have. been-hereto- 
fore receiving under the regular law; and the 
twenty per cent. allowance. The House struck 
out the twenty: per cent. from the laborers in the 
Executive Departments, but have given it to the 
laborers about thé Capitol grounds and: in other 
places. These persons in the Departments 


: Bright; 


| 


thought it was unjust and unequal, and it seemed 
tous best that we should put them on an equality. 


Instead of leaving. it as:twenty percent. allow~ 
ance, we propose: to put:it as-an. addition to. the. 
salary. 

The amendment was agreed.to. 


Mr. PEARCE. [am instructed ‘by the Com- 
mittee on the Library- to: offer thé following 
amendment, to come. in at-the end: of the- first 
section of the bill: 

For printing and' publishing one’ thousand copies of the 
papers of James Madison, now in the archives of the State 


Department, under the direction and control-of. the Joint 
Committee on the Library of Congress, $600. 


Mr. HUNTER. I would suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Maryland that that. would. probably 
bost come-in in the miscellaneous appropriation 

ill. ` 

Mr. HALE, and others. We had better put 
it here. ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MASON. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Forcign Relations to offer an amend- 
| ment to this bill, to come in at the end of the ap- 
propriations for the Department of State: 


To reimburse the consular agent of the. United States, 
at the Island of St. Thomas, for that amount expended by 
him by orders of this Government, in landing and storing 
the cargo of the bark Amelia, of New York, and other 
expenses incident thereto, Jaden with arme and munitions 
i of war, which were seized by order of the Government, and 
carried into said island, and there landed, $4,850, to be dis- 
bursed under the direction of the Secretary of State. 


Mr. HUNTER. That is an item, I think, 
which I have had struck out because it is in the 
miscellaneous bill passed by the House. The 
appropriation made to carry out the neutrality 
laws is designed to cover this case. l 

Mr. MASON: My colleague is mistaken. 
That is an independent provision. This money 
has: been paid by the consul, and the Secretary 
of State asks that it may be repaid to him; but 
he asked also for an independent appropriation 
of $10,000 to carry. out the neutrality laws; to 
which my colleague has adverted. 

Mr. HUNTER. I understood the letter. to 
mean that it was to cover this case. 

Mr. MASON. I have the letter here. 

Mr. HUNTER. I should like to hear ít read, 

Mr. MASON, Iwill read it: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
VVASHINGTON, July 30, 1856. 

ir? I have the honor toinform you that the bark Amelia, 
of New York, laden with arms and munitions of war, which 
there was reason to believe had been illegally exported from 
the United States, was detained at Port au Prince, in the 
Island of St. Domingo, by the United States consular agent 
there. The vessel, with her cargo, was subsequently taken 
possession of by an officer of the Navy, for the purpose of 
bringing her to New York for trial; but she was compelled 
by stress of weather to put into the Island of St. Thomas, 
where she was condemned as unseaworthy. Mr. Helm, 
the consular agent of the United States there, under the 
orders of the Government, incurred, expense to the amount 
of about $4,850, consequent upon the landing and storing 
the cargo of the vessel, which it is just and proper should 
be reimbursed to him, and for which an appropriation by 
Congress is asked. 

J take. this occasion to remark that the want of an appro- 
priation to meet necessary expenses attendant upon. the 
execution of the neutrality act of April 20, 1818, has long 
been felt as one of the principal causes of the inefficiency 
of that act, of which complaint is occasionally made by 
foreign Powers. 

An appropriation of $10,000 for that purpose is accord- 
ingly requested, to be expended under the direction of the 
President, pursuant to the third section of the act of Con- 
gress of May 1, 1810, entitied “ An act fixing the compen- 
| sation of public ministers and consuls residing on the coast fi 
of Barbary, and for other purposes.’? 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

W. L. MARCY. 
Ron. James M. Mason, Chairman of Committee on For- 
eign Relationa, United States Senate. 


They are independent propositions, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. I am instrueted by the same 
committee to offer the following amendment, to 
come next in order after the one just adopted: 

For compensation to surgeons at Panama’ for care and 
professional attendance on citizens of the United States 
who were wounded during the riots at Panama on or about 
the [5th day of April last, as certified to the Department of 
State by Thomas W. Ward, consul of the United States at |! 
that place, $1,006, to be expended under the direction of the |; 
Secretary of States 

Mr. HUNTER. Ido not understand: this to 
be pay for seamen, and I do not believe we have 
paid. the expenses of any- other citizens than sea- 
men abroad. It is establishing a new principley 
I think. y 

Mr. MASON. Perhaps it would. be-well to 
read. the letter of the Secretary of State, asking 


= 


| priation; but I agree with the Senator from 


Fsul at 


for. the appropriation... It ‘i e, following, 
words.:. Me ee ; A : 
DEPARTMENT O. 
| WASHINGTON, August 2, 1858, 
Sint I traxismit a copy of a letter « Ske A Pid 
andof thé papers'byavnich it. was:accompaniad, addressed: 
to this Department: by. Thomas. Willian. Wards. Baq., the 
cousul of the United States at. Panama, and recommend 
that an appropriation of $1,000 be made for paying ‘the 
physicians? bills to: which it refers; The-aseaiilt upon-eiti- 
zens. of the United States.at Panama. on; the lsth-o€.Aprib 
last is a matter of public notoriety. Although the Govern- 
ment of New Granada will ultimately'be held accountable 
for the consequences of tliat assault, and Would bé expected. 
to: reimburse to this Government thecamountof the bills 
referred to, it seems to be proper that, meanwhile, the medis 
cal gentlemen who rendered their services on the occasion 
should be remunerated for-them without-any delay which 
can be avoided : 5 

Ihave the honor to be; sir, your obedient-servant, 

Wr. MARCY: 
Hon, James M. Mason, Chairman of Committee on Foreign 

Relations, United States Senate. ae 9 

Now, whether this is.a new principleornot, I 
should hold that, ina foreign country; where:a 
large number of American citizens, who were 
passing from-one part:of the United States to an- 
other, wereassailed, as they were inthis instance, 
not only by a mob, but a` mob-instigated by: the 
authorities of the Government: ‘of thé place, as 
was apparent, and were mutilated, wounded, and 
many of them killed, to withhold a compensation 
to the surgeons ‘who rendered them effitient medi 
ical assistance, as the consul’s certificate shows, 
would: be to place our citizens iù very immineñt 
peril abroad, and discourage all abroad from goin 
to their aid. This sum is: but ¢1,000-to be Paid 
to the surgeons who attended- them: for: several 
weeks. wets 

Mr. WELLER. It was certainly-the duty of 
the consul of the United‘ States: at Panama’ to 
make this provision for these men; who wera” 
countrymen of his; and some. of whom had been 
horribly mutilated by the authorities at Panama. 
These surgeons, as I understand, were- called 
upon by the American consul, whose duty, as-1 
remarked : before, it was to take caro of these 
wounded countrymen of his. The ‘only appro- 

riation asked foris but $1,000, which certainly 

should think my friend from Virginia would be 
willing to agree to, no matter whether there be 
precedent for it or not, to pay the bill of these 
surgeons who rendered important duty to: our 
countrymen wounded at that place. 

Mr. HUNTER. We have never yet appro: 
priated for any but seamen; but: when we begin 
with this where shall we stop? If an American 
is injured by the improperconductof & foreigner 
abroad, is he togo to the consul‘and have medical 
attendance at the expense ofthe’ United States 
Government? I:do not see:how-we-can discrim- 
inate, : : i 

Mr. WELLER, Let me:ask:my friend from 
Virginia if he -would-have justified the‘consul in 
refusing to render any. medical assistance to these 
countrymen of his who-were there?) Weould-he 
have had the American. consul fold his arms and 
suffer his wounded countrymen: to. die? 

Mr. HUNTER. The consul hadi a perfect 
right to do with his own money as he pleased. I 
am speaking now in regard to the money of the 
Government, I know of no instance in which 
we have so far departed from the principle of pros 
viding only for seamen. injured abroad, as to use 
the public money in. order to procure medical 
attendance for other citizens. Itis:a very good 

round of claimagainst:the Governmentof New 
Granada. As to. the amount, F know it is small. 
1 should like very well to be: able: to vote: for it, 
but I think it involves a:principle. R 

Mr. MALLORY. F shall vote for this &ppro- 
ir- 
ginia [Mr. Hunter] entirely. The: consul at 
Panama, like the consul at every- other foreign 
port, has no right whatever to ineur any expense 
for a passenger in passing through that country. 
An analogous ease oecurred-at Havana in regard 
to the American prisoners under Lopez. The 
consul was blamed for withholding, assistance 
from them. He gaveall the individual.assistance 
in his power, but the.Goverument had furnished 
bim with no means of providing for such a con- 
tingercy, and it does not in any tase. The con- 
anamar of course, as would our other 
consuls-abroad, rendered every assistance in his 
power on- this occasion; and if he had not done 
so he would have been blamed by the newspa- 
pers: all. over the country, and would have-been 
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“denounced. He did it out of his own private 
funds, and incurred. the hazard of the rejection 
of the claims by his Government. : 
It is.-he who presents himself here, having 
done this act of mercy, asking to be reimbursed 
by his: Government for the money he paid out. 
The amendment was agreed to. f 


“Mr. MASON. A bill was reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations at an early day 
in the session, which has not been acted upon, 
but which refers to the Department of State, and 
Task ‘to offer it as an amendment to the present 
bill: : 

” To enable the Secretary to pay to the clerks in his office, 
of class 4, the same compensation as was paid to the same 
class in other Executive Departments, from 1st July, 1853, 
to 30th June, 1855, inclusive, the sum of $2,178 76 be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

It seems to have happened, cither by inadvert- 
ence or omission, that the clerks of that class in 
the Department of State were not placed on the 
same footing with the clerks of the same class in 
the other Departments. 

Mr. HUNTER. This provision was put in 
the deficiency bill by the Senate and stricken out 
by the House, and lost in the committee of con- 
ference. The House were unwilling to allow it. 
They have looked to it as legislation, and they 
have opposed this and all legislation on the ap- 
propriation bill except some of a certain deserip- 
tion, to which I will not now refer. 

Mr. MASON. When stricken out? 

Mr. HUNTER. On the deficiency bill this 
session. 

Mr. MASON. It may not have been consid- 
ered as appropriate toa deficiency bill. Itis not 
properly a deficiency. It is only to equalize the 
clerks of the same grade in the different Depart- 
ments. 

Mr. ADAMS. The objection made by the 
House, I think, cannot possibly obtain to this 
amendment. .The original bill, fixing the com- 
pensation of clerks, was intended to cover the 
clerks in the State. Department. I recollect that 
the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. CLayron,] when 
Thad charge of that bill, appealed to me to know 
if I considered that they were embraced. I did 
consider that the bill was broad enough to cover 
them; but the Departments determined that they 
were not embraced; and they were defeated in 
their equal compensation with other clerks by a 
construction of the Departments. It is, there- 
fore, not a new appropriation, but an existing 
liability, from the time of the passage of that act, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MASON. I have but one remaining 
amendment from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. The Secretary of State addressed a letter, 
on the Sth of this month, to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, bringing to their notice that a 
distinguished German geographer had brought 
from Europe, where he had been collecting them 
for five or six years, a great number—several 
hundred, I think—of the early maps of the two 
continents of America, and the islands, com- 
mencing as early as 1500, which he had obtained 
in the repositories of the different countries in 
Kurope—chiefly in Spain, England, and France— 
with great labor and expense to himself. Con- 
sidering that this country was the proper repos- 
itory for preparations of that description, they 
were brought to the notice of the Secretary of 
State, and the Secretary has addressed to the 
committee this letter: 

DEPARTMENT oF STATE, 
Wasninaton, August 5, 1856. 

Sin: Mr. Kohl, a distinguished German geographer, hag 
prepared, with much care and vast labor, copies of all the 
maps known to be in existence, relating to the American 
continent, and he purposes, under the direction of this De- 
partment, to furnish copies of them for a very reasonable 
compensation ; and I recommend the matter to your favor- 
able consideration. g 

By the aid of two persons, at a salary not greater than 
two thousand dollars per annum, for each, Mr. Kohi thinks 
he could prepare the copies in one year; but, however this 
may be, it would be a judicious expenditure of money to 
obtain, on such fair terms, this valuable collection of maps, 
i would therefore suggest that an appropriation of $6,000 
be made for the purpose of enabling the Department of 


State to procure copies of Dr. Kohl’s collection of maps, 
relating to America. 


“Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
W. L. MARCY. 


Hon. James M. Mason, Chairman Committee on Foreign 
Relations, United States Senate. 


The committee recommend the appropriation. | 
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I-would say further, that: I examined a number 
of these maps, as did an honorable Senator, a 
member of the committee, from the State of New 
York, [Mr. Fisu,] and we were deeply impressed 
with the successful diligence of the collector, and 
for their probable value, not only for the purposes 
of history and geography, but very probably for 
solving some questions of political boundary. 
upon our continent, as well as upon the continent 
of South America, There is a small appropria- 
tion required, and I am satisfied it will produce 
favorable results. The amendment is: 


To enable the Secretary of State to procure copies of Dr. 
Kohl’s maps of the continents and lands of America, the 
sum of $6,000, which shal] be expended underthe direction 
of the Secretary of State in such manner as he may deem 
best for that object. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BROWN. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia to propose the 
following amendment, as a separate section: 


Sec, —, And be it further enacted, That the pay of the 
marines in the service of the United States who compose 
the corps of musicians known as the marine band, stationed 
atthe Navy Yard in Washington city, be, and the same is 
hereby, increased at the rate of four dollars per month, 
commencing on the Ist of May last, to continue as long as 
they shall perform, by order of the Secretary of the Navy or 
other superior officer, on the Capitol ground and President’s 
ground. . 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEWARD. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the first section: 

To J. Hosford Smith, late consul at Beirut, as an addi- 


tion to the salary already paid him for services from July 
1, 1853, to July 1, 1854, $1,500. 

Mr. HUNTER. [| should like to hear an ex- 
planation of that. 

Mr.SEWARD. The explanation will be found 
in a letter from the Secretary of State, addressed 


to the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, 
under date of July 29, 1856: 


“ I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
communication of the 23d instant, inclosing a petition, with 
papers accompanying it, of J. Hosford Smith, for additional 
compensation for his services as United States consul at 
Beirit, from July 1, 1850, to July 1, 1854. 

“In reply to your request for the opinion of the Depart- 
ment, as to ‘ what, if any, compensation should he receive 
for his services as set forth in his petition,’ I have the honor 
to state that Mr. Smith entered upon his duties of the con- 
sulate, at Beirdt, on the Lst of July, 1850, and continued to 
discharge them, with entire faithfulness, till the arrival of 
his successor on the lst of January, 1855. 

“At the time of his appointment, the compensation of the 
consul was limited to an annual salary of $500, and to the 
fees which he might receive for the performance of official 
services; to which was also added the privilege of doing 
business. 

“This was doubtless regarded as an important consider- 
ation in accepting the office, as Mr. Smith states, that ‘in 
June, 1849, he went out to Syria in the first American mer- 
chant vessel visiting that country, and opened a valuable 
trade between Syria and the United States, which amounted 
in imports, up to the end of the year 1855, to about $700,000, 
and has paid into the Treasury of the United States in duties, 
chiefly on wool, nearly $200,000, besides providing a mar- 
ket for aconsiderable quantity of American manufactures,?? 

x x * © paying from his own operations about $70,000 
of the said $200,000. 

“In consequence of the war which arose between Tur- 
key and Russia, his subsequent recall by the Executive, and 
other unavoidable circumstances, Mr. Smith failed to secure 
for himself any pecuniary benefit from his commercial op- 
erations. In view of these facts, and in consideration of 
the official duties rendered by him, he desires to be reim- 
burged for the loss which he alleges he has sustained in his 
official position ; which amounted, as it would appear from 
his statement, to about two thousand five hundred dollars 
perannum. By reference to the letter of Mr. Webster to 
the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, United 
States Senate, under date of 13th February, 1851, and tomy 
communication to the same committee, under date of July 
14, 1854, you will be made acquainted With the reasons 
which influenced my two immediate predecessors, Mr. 
Webster and Mr. Everett, to recommend the raising of the 
consulate to the grade of a consulate gencral, and also my 
own views in reference to the increase of the salary. 

“The recommendation which I then made, that the salary 
allowed for the consulate be increased to $2,000, com- 
mencing with the lst of July, 1853, received the approba- 
tion of the Senate, and was adopted, on their part, without 
objection. It was modified, however, in the House so as 
to fix the period of its commencement at the Ist of July, 
1854, and in this form it finally passed Congress. he De- 
partment is still of opinion, in view of all the circumstances 
of the case, that it would be proper that the increased rate 
of compensation should commence with the lst of July, 
1853, and accordingly recommends that an appropriation be 
made for that purpose.” . 


This appropriation is just that sum. 

Mr. HUNTER. The House cutit out because 
it regarded any compensation for past services 
asin the nature of a private claim, You can 
raise. a salary in an appropriation bill, but it has 
not béen the habit to pay for past services on 


these bills. They are private claims, and it seems 
to me this amendment comes within the rule. At 
any rate, if you were to determine to put it.on an 
appropriation bill, it ought to go in the miscella- 
neous bill, and not on this. We are endeavoring 
to keep this bill as clear as possible from any- 
thing except that which relates to the legislative, 
executive, and judicial department. This bill is 
confined to these three departments; miscella- 
neous objects are provided for in another bill. 

Mr. SEWARD. This bill provides for salaries 
for interpreters and guards, and other expenses, 
for this very consulate at Beirdt. Therefore the 
Committee on Commerce thought this the proper 
bill to add it to. It is simply to pay this gentle- 
man a sum as consul, for services already ren- 
dered, which the Department recommended a year 
ago, and the Senate adopted, but the House 
struck it out. It seems to me just. 

Mr. HUNTER. It is a sort of claim for 
damages. It is supposed he has lost $2,500 a 
year during a certain period, and it is now pro- 
posed on an appropriation bill, on an estimate of 

is losses, to compensate him therefor. That 
ought to be the subject of a private bill, or atany 
rate, if it goes on any appropriation bill, it should 
be on the miscellaneous bill, and not on this. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
Does the gentleman from Virginia raise the ques- 
tion on the reception of the amendment under the 
rule? 

Mr. HUNTER. Ido. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is for the Senate to decide, and not the Chair. It 
is a question whether this is a private claim. 

Mr. HUNTER. I am willing to leave it to 
the Chair, and not appeal from the decision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair, 
under the precedents of last session, and the ses- 
sion before, receiving several amendments of this 
character, will decide in pursuance of these au- 
thorities that itis in order. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment. 

On the question being taken, there appeared 
not to be a quorum voting, and 

Mr. STUART called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the yeas and nays 
will not be called for. Letit go. I will call for 
them on this question when the bill is reported to 
the Senate. 

Mr. STUART. ` Very well. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BUTLER. On the part of the Judiciary 
Committee I offer the following amendment, to 
come in after the appropriations for salaries of 
the judges of this District: 

And from and after the 30th of June, 1856, the salary of 
the chief justice of the circuit court of the United States 
for the District of Columbia shall be $3,750 per annum, and 
the salaries of the associate justices, and judge of the crim- 
inal court of said District, $3,500 per annum, to be paid 
quarterly, gnd the salary of the judge of the orphans’ court 
of the District of Columbia shall hereafter be $2,500 per 
annum, payable quarterly. 

Mr. HUNTER. I will state to the Senator 
from South Carolina that, during this session, 
with a single exception, the House has invariably 
stricken off all such provisions of legislation. 
Besides that, I am not disposed to raise the sal- 
aries of the judges in this District; but it will be 
for the Senate to determine in regard to that. 1 
am sure the House will consider it as legislation, 
and strike it off. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HALE. I have an amendment to offer to 
the clause providing for the salary of these judges. 
It is to strike out “judge of the criminal court,’? 
and to reduce the appropriation from $11,700 to 
$9,200. The object of my amendments to strike 
out the salary of the criminal judge on the ground 
that there is no such administration‘of law here, 
and I am not willing to pay anything forit. Task 
for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

Several Senarors. Read it. . 

Mr. BUTLER. It is hardly worth while to 
gead the amendment. It is to separate the crim- 
inal judge, and strike him out. I shall make no 
reply. i only ask that the vote be taken. 

Mr. ALLEN. . Let the amendment be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CASS. I would like .to understand what 
this amendment is. ao 

Mr. BUTLER. I will explain to my hodor- 
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able friend what I suppose the amendment is. 
Eleven thousand seven hundred dollars is now 
the appropriation in the bill for salaries of the 
judges of the District of Columbia, including the 
chief justice and associate justices, and also in- 
cluding the criminal judge. The object of the 
amendment is to withdraw the salary of the crim- 
inal judge, and let him be a judge without getting 
any, money. 

he question being-taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 5, nays 33; as follows: 

YEAS — Messts, Durkee, Hale, Harlan, Seward, and 
Wade—5. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Alien, Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, 
Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Cass, Clay, Dodge, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Geyer, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, 
Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Stu- 
art; Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, Trumbull, Weller, 
Wright, and Yulee-—33. 


Sothe amendment was rejected. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I have an amendment from 
the Committee on the Judiciary to strike out 
s“ 44,500,” and insert ‘* $6,000,” for the salary of 
the circuit judge in California. ‘The salary of 
the circuit judge of California is now $4,500. It 
was put on the same basis with the associate 
judges ofthe Supreme Court of the United States, 
who received $4,500 when the office was created. 
Subsequently they were raised. T'he circuit judge 
has less salary than his own district judges. The 
salary of the district judge of northern Cali- 
fornia is $5,000, and the circuit judge is paid but 
$4,500. The Committee on the Judiciary have 
directed me to move to raise the salary to $6,000, 
which is $500 Jess than the salary of a judge of 
the Supreme Court. 

Mr. PUGH. Theamendment was reduced to 
form by the clerk of the committee, with an addi- 
tion for the salary of the judge of the southern 
district. Itis here, and I should like to know 
whether the Senator will accept it? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Certainly. It is to increase 
the salary of the judge of the southern district 
of California from $3,000 to ¢4,000. The busi- 
ness there is greatly increased. I intended to put 
it in another place, but I will accept the proposi- 
tion of my friend from Ohio. 

Mr. PUGH. The amendment is to strike 
out— 

For the salary of the circuit judge in California, $4,500 ; 
and insert, 

For compensation of the judge of the circuit court for 
California, $6,000, and for the compensation of the judge of 
the district court for the southern district of California, 
$4,000; and the salary of the said judges shall be at these 
rates respectively for the present fiscal year, and annually 
thereafter.” 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 will ask from what that 
proposes to raise the salary? 

Mr. PUGH. From $3,000 to $4,000. Itdoes 
not alter the salary of the judge of the northern 
district at all, but raises the salary of the judge 
of the southern district, so that%t will still be less 
than the northern district. 

Mr. TQOMBS.. That was the decision of the 
committee. 

Mr. FESSENDEN., I am in favor of the propo- 
sition made by the Senator from Georgia; but 
with regard to the other I want a little informa- 
tion. First, I wish to inquire whether we did 
not constitute this district at the last Congress, 
and whether the salary was not fixed at that 
time ? 

Mr. TOOMBS. No, sir; it has been fixed for 
several years—four or five or six years. 

Mr. SEWARD. Five years. 

Mr. TOOMBS. They were divided into two 
districts at once. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I had animpression that 
that district was made at the last Congress. 

Mr. WELLER. My impression is, that the 
salary of the judge of the northern district was 
fixed at $3,500 at first, and two years ago it was 
increased to $5,000, at which it now stands. The 
salary of the judge of the southern district was 
fixed in the first place, I think, at $2,750. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. When was California 
divided into two districts? . 

Mr. WELLER. At the beginning, at the 
organization of the judiciary, on the admission 
of the State. ; i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ihave no objection then, 

Mr. WELLER. I should like to move an in- 
erease of the ag pire of the judge of the 
southern district. I sce that itis placed at $4,000. 
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The salary of the judge of the northern district is 
95000. The salary of the judge of the southern 

istrict ought to be some $500 lessthan the north- 
ern district; and, if it be in order, I move to strike 
out ‘*$4,000’’ and insert “84,500.” Theexpenses 
of living in the southern district areas great as in 
the northern district. There are some five hundred 
and fifty land cases in the southern district out 
of over eight hundred passed on by the board of 
commissioners. As a matter of course, the labors 
of that officer, until these cases be disposed of, 
will be immense. After they shall have been dis- 
posed of, there will be a small business in that 
court compared with the northern district; but 
yet, looking to the expenses of living, and believ- 
ing the design of those salaries is to enable a 
judge to live respectably, he cannot accomplish 
that on less than $4,500; and for that reason I 
have made this motion. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope the Senate will not 
concur in the amendment of the Senator from 
California. The Committee on the Judiciary 
looked very fully into this question. The great 
body of business must arise in the Federal court 
in the northern district of California. It is true 
that at present there is considerable business, 
growing out of the land claims, in the southern 
district; but that is temporary. This office is 
for life. The judge has had $3,000, and it is pro- 
posed to raise him to $4,000, as a permanent sal- 
ary. Probably that should be allowed; but to 
go on the idea that, because there are some land 
cases there now, you must make a judge for life, 
ata high salary, the committee deemed to be a 
wrong principle. We know that, in the eastern 
poe of the country, on the Atlantic—and it will 

e the same thing on the Pacific —the great 
amount of the business of the district is at the 
commercial towns. So in California: as long as 
San Francisco is the commercial emporium on 
the Pacific, the largest amount of the regular 
business of the court will be there; and it seems, 
so far, to have been ordinarily the most expens- 
ive place of living. If it is not now it will be, 
because the southern part of California is chiefly 
agricultural, and I think a $4,000 salary there is 
fully equal to a $5,000 in the northern district. 
I do not think the accidental circumstance of 
there being a particular class of cases there, which 
may be struck off even during this Congress by 
some mode of adjustment, ought to induce us to 
fix a permanent high salary. 

Mr. HUNTER. I am opposed to raising 
these salaries now, and on this bill. J think the 
reason that originally existed in favor of creating 
the great difference which has been made in favor 
of Galifornia does not now exist to the same 
extent. There is not so much difference in the 
rates of living and labor as there used to be; and 
yet we are raising these salaries beyond what 
they were originally when there was a greater 
difference between prices of living in that State 
and other States. If you raise these salaries, [ 
think it would be but equity, instead of refusing 
to agree to the proposition of the Senator from 
South Carolina, to raise the salaries of the judges 
in this district, to adopt it. Their salaries are 
certainly as much entitled to be raised as those in 
California, and I think it will be found that we 
shall have many other demands made on us for 
an increase of salary. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to remark that at 
the proper time I shall move to reconsider the 
vote on the proposition of my friend from South 
Carolina. Ido not believe the Senate, on reflec- 
tion, will vote that down, because every one will 
see the necessity of increasing the compensation 
of the judges here in the District of Columbia, 
which has become one of the most expensive 

laces of living on this side of the continent. I 
iow of no district in California where a State 
judge is paid less than $4,500, and in the southern 
part of the State that is their exact salary. I be- 
lieve in the northern, the most populous part of 
the State, the salary of the district judges of our 
State court is $7,000. You propose to fix the 
compensation of the circuit judge of the United 
States at $1,000 less than what is paid to State 
judges of the grade of a district judge. My 
proposition is simply to put the district judge of 
the United States court in the southern district 
on an equal footing with the State judges. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment of Mr. Puen was agreed to. 


Mr. TOOMBS. +I desire to offer this: amend: 
ment from the Committee on the Judiciarye<: <> 

And that from and after ‘the 30th of Juve, 1856; tlie 
salary of the chief justice of the: circnit. court of the United 
States for the District of Columbia shall. be. $5,750 per an= 
num, and the salary of the associate justices, and. judge 
of the criminal court of said District, $3;500: për annum; 
to be paid quarterly, and the salary: of the: judge ofthe 
orphans’ court shall hereafter be @2,500 per annum, payable 
quarterly. S BG 

Mr. FESSENDEN, and others. . That has 
been rejected. f pan s 

Mr. BUTLER. I handed it to my friend from 
Georgia. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Of course I have no right to 
offer it now, if ithas been rejected. : 

Mr. BUTLER. I put itin the hands of my 
friend, who had charge of this matter, with a 
certainty that some one, after what had passed, 
would do justice by moving a reconsideration of 
the former vote on this amendment. ‘I hope'some 
one will move a reconsideration. ` : : 

Mr. WELLER. I make a motion to recon- 
sider, as I voted with the majority. j 

Mr. HUNTER. It cannot be reconsidered in 
Committee of the Whole. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 'same 
amendment can be offered when the bill shall be 
reported to the Senate. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I withdraw it. It can be 
offered in the Senate; and I give notice that 1 
shall offer it there. 


' Mr. WELLER. I desire to move an amend- 
ment as an additional section: ‘ 

Src. —. And be it further enacted, That in addition to 
the nine supervising inspectors, the appointment of which 
is authorized by the eighteenth section of the act of 30th 
August, 1852, one other of like qualifications shall be ap- 
pointed by the President, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, for the Pacific coast. of the United 
States : Provided, That this additional supervising inspector 
shall not be under obligation to attend the meetings of the 
board oftener than once in three years, but shall in the 
intervals thereof communicate therewith in writing, and in 
all his official acts and proceedings shall be governed by 
such rules and regulations as may be from time to time 
established by said board ; and a certified copy of such rules 
and regulations, and all their proceedings, shall be forwarded 
to him by the secretary of the said board. The compensa- 
tion of such supervising inspector for the Pacific coast 
shall be $3,000 per annum. 

Mr. HUNTER, That seems to me to be legis- 
lation. I do not know how the Senator from 
California can provide for this object without 
legislation. Ido not think it is appropriate in 
this bill. ces 

Mr. WELLER. There is an appropriation in 
this bill “ for salary of nine supervising and fifty 
local inspectors.” My proposition is to increase 
the number of supervisors. This attempt is to 
have one for the Pacific. I shall afterwards pro- 
pose two local inspectors for Washington and 
Oregon Territories. The necessity for this must 
be apparent to the Senate. There are certain 
steamboats navigating Puget Sound and the Co- 
lumbia river which are not calculated for: navi- 
gating the ocean. Therefore they cannot go down 
to San Francisco for the purpose of having their 
boilers inspected as the law requires. I desire 
now to have one supervising inspector upon the 
Pacific, and then two local inspectors for Oregon 
and Washington Territories. It is utterly im- 
possible for these local inspectors to go to the 
city of New Orleans for the purpose of ponen ng 
with the supervising inspector; and it isto avoi 
that difficulty that this proposition has beenmade. 
There was a bill introduced by the Senator from 
Maine, [Mr. Hamuin,] which came from the Des 
partment, containing the very provision I have 
cut out'and sent to the Chair. He seems to have 
abandoned that bill, and gone home to engage in 
other business. As there is no hope for the pas- 
sage of that bill, and there is a pressing necessity 
for a supervising inspector on the Pacific coast, I 
have felt it my duty to. offer it as an amendment 
to this bill. Ithink itis strictly in order. 

Mr. HUNTER. The provision for inspectors, 
to which the Senator from California referred , is 
to carry out an existing law. In order to add to 
them, it is necessary to change the law. This 
may be very necessary legislation, but there are 
a thousand things as necessary, some of which I 
would be very glad to accomplish on this bill, if 
I could; but I know the House have opposed, and 
have a right to oppose, legislation on this bill. 
Indeed, I think this is not the place for it, but I 
raise the point, and leave the Senate to determine 
it. ice 
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Mr. WELLER. I think it.is.too late for.the |} 
House- of Representatives.to object to legislation, 
when they. voted-to put on themselves matter 
which we have been. compelled. to strike out. 
With what sort of face can they come in and say, 
this is legislation? It simply provides for the 
addition of one supervising inspector, The Sen- 
ator from. Virginia concedes that there is appar- 
ently, to him, a necessity for an increase of the 
number;.and:I trust the Senate, seeing the neces- 
sity of it, will not refuse it because it may be 
regarded as legislation, i 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WELLER. I desire. to offer another 
amendment connected with the same subject, 
which provides for the appointment of two local 
inspectors for Washington and Oregon Territo- 
rics: 

Suc. —. And beit further enacted, That, in addition to the 
local inspectors for the collection di s named in the | 
ninth section of the act to which-thi an amendment, | 
there shall be a board of local inspectors for. the district of 
Oregon City, in the Territory of Oregon. Buch inspectors | 
shall be appointed in the same manner, with like qualifica- 
tions and powers, and shall discharge the same duties as 
are required of the local inspectors now holding appoint- 
menis under the said act. The compensation of said in- 
spectors shall be $1,500 each. 


Mr. HUNTER. I hope the Senator from | 
California will not press this amendment. He | 
has got one for California. The expenses of | 
these Territories are very large, and there must | 
be very few boats there to need an inspector— | 
perhaps not more than one in each ‘Territory. | 
We are multi dying offices for nothing. 

Mr. WELLER. I am very sorry that my | 
friend has not more accurate information in | 
regard to the amount of commerce of Columbia 
river and Puget Sound. There are some cight | 
or ten boats navigating the sound and river, and | 
it is utterly impossible for them to go down to 
San Francisco, because, as 1 said before, they j 
have been built for the sound and river, and | 
cannot navigate the occan. How can they be} 
inspected at all? 1 stand here, unfortunately, the 
sole representative of the Pacific coast, and 1 feel 
myself under obligation to look after the interests 
of my neighbours of the north, Washington and 
Oregon Territories. This simply provides for the 
appointment of a local inspector for each of these 
Territories. 

Mr. SEWARD. I think the last amendment į 
involved precisely the same principle as this. | 
This is necessary to carry oul what was done |} 
before. i} 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

Mr. SEWARD. [ber leave to offer the fol- | 
lowing amendment, to strike out“ $8,000 7? inthe 
clause making an appropriation for reporting the 
proceedings of the Senate, and insert  $J0,400,’ 
and before the amount insert “including the 
usual extra compensation to the reporters of the 
Senate, #800 each; so that the clause will read: | 


For reporting proceedings, including the usual ext 


| 
ti 
compensation to the reporiurs of the Senate, $600 each, i 
10,100, i 
Mr. HUNTER. I do not understand this. | 
We have in the bill all that is estimated. How | 
is it proposed to add this sum? i 
Mr. SEWARD. The Senate has usually paid | 
to its reporters, of whom there are now only | 
three, an extra compensation of $800 each, and | 
this isan amendment whieh is not included in | 
the estimate. It is an amendment to give the | 
reporters this session what has been given them | 
heretofore by the same bill, an extra compensa- | 
tion of $800 each. To do this it is necessary to | 
increase the appropriation from $8,000 to $10,400. | 
Mr HUNTER, What is the $8,000 for? i 
Mr. SEWARD. For reporting. 
Mr. HUNTER. That is the regular price. | 
Why give the $800? i 
Mr. SEWARD, The $800 has usually been } 
aid. 
Mr. HUNTER. If so, it has been done, I! 
suppose, by resolution, when the Senate were | 
compensating everybody. I think it has never | 
been in an appropriation bill before. If the two 
Houses choose to give extra compensation, they 
ought to do it out of their contingent fund, by a | 
special resolution, 
Mr. SEWARD, 
care of the reporters, 
Mr. BAYARD, task for 
on the amendment, 


T hope the Senate will take 


the yeas and nays 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MASON. I see in this. bill, at page 6, 
line one hundred and twenty-one: 

For reporting and gublishing the proceedings of the 
House of Representatives, including the usual additional 
compensation to.the reporters of the House for the present 
session, $800 each, 420,420. 

Now, in looking over the bill, I am notable to 
know whether this provision is not already con- 
tained in it. 

Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator will 
find that the place where I propose to make this 
amendment is on page 3, at line fifty-one. That 
contains an appropriation of $8,000 for reporting 
the proceedings ofthe Senate. I propose to add to 
that a p 
ers. ie page 6, to which the honorable Senator 
from Virginia has referred, he will find that the 
House has inserted a provision paying $800. to 
each of its reporters. The bill, while providing 
for them, does not provide for the Senate report- 
ers. 
Senate equal to the reporters of the House. They 
have worked very hard, and are entitled to it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I want to say to my friend 
from Virginia, that this is a motion similar to one 
which I made at the last session, as an amend- 
ment to the civil and diplomatic appropriation 
bill, to put the Senate reporters on the same foun- 
dation with the reporters of the House. This 
places them on precisely the same footing, and I 
suppose there can be no doubt of the propriety 
of that. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. It seems to me that we 
must strike out the $4,800, or insert the $2,400 
proposed by the Senator from New York. If the 
reporters of the House have this compensation 
given to them, certainly we should extend the 
same measure of justice to the reporters of the 
Senate. We must either strike out the one pro- 
vision, and Jet all stand on their contracts with 
theiremployer, or else we must insert this provis- 
ion. [tis evident that the reporters of the Senate 
are notin this bill now; and if this provision be 
not made, the Llouse reporters will be paid more 
than the Senate reporters. 

Mr. HUNTER. We employ Mr. Rives to 
report for us, and give him a certain rate. The 
$500 now proposed is an extra allowance. We 
are not bound to p 
way of gratuity. Si 
a resolution out of the contingent fund, and not 


| put in an appropriation biil. 


Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator will 
find that the House has made such a provision 
for ifs reporters in this very bill. 

Mr, HUNTER. The House put in some 
other provisions which are not usual. 

Mr. SEWARD. But the honorable Senator 
has not proposed to strike out the provision for 
the Louse reporters, 

My. FESSENDISN. Idesire to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on finance whether the 
sum of $8,000 in this clause is to carry out our 
contract with Mr. Rives for reporting? 

Mr. HHONTER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ft has no reference to 
anybody except to Mr. Rives? 

Mr. HUNTER. That is all, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. And thisis a proposition 
to pay $800 to cach of the reporters. 
favor of that, and hope it will be agreed to. 

Mr. SEWARD. On page 6, line one hun- 
dred and twenty-one of the bill, is this provision: 

“For reporting and publishing the proceedings of the 
House of Representatives, including the usual additional 
compensation to the reporters of the House for the present 
session, $800 each—#20,420." 

My amendment is to make a similar appropria- 
tion for the same items for the Senate, including 
the extra compensation to the reporters. 

Mr. STUART. The Senate decided at the 
last session to put the reporters of the Senate on 
the same footing with those of the House of 
Representatives. I think it is right, and I am 
prepared to vote for it. 
to the chairman of the committee that it seems 
to me to be much more appropriate to provide for 
this in the general appropriation bill, than to pay 
the money by a resolution out of the contingent 
fund. As between the two modes of payment, 
I prefer this, and shall cheerfully vate for it. 

Mr. MASON. I have been forgome years in 
the Senate, and Iam ata loss to know how the 
inconveniences and disadvantage’ under which 


Now, I wish to suggest | 


rovision for $800 to each of the report- | 


This is only to make the reporters of the | 


ay his reporters anything by | 
thas been voted heretofore by 


am in! 


jl 


| we are placed in reference to the appropriation 
| bills are to be remedied. According to my recol- 
lection, my honorable colleague, who is ‘at the 
head of the Committee on Finance, at an early 
stage of this session, offered a resolution which; 
I think, was adopted, making itincumbent onthe 
committee of the Senate to report the general ap- 
ropriation bills at an early period of the session; 
if they were not sent to us from the House of 
Representatives. I thought it was a very wise 
and prudent thing to doso. What came of it Ido 
| not recollect, but here we now stand thus: this 
appropriation bill, which contains a great mass of 
|| the ordinary appropriations for the support of the 
Government, after a session of more than eight 
i| months, is sent to us on the 7th of August, and 
|| we are to adjourn on the 18th. Ido not know 
how it was with other Senators, but I know in 
relation to myself that I never saw the bill, and 
had no means of seeing it, until this morning, 
| When I came into the Senate to-day it was not on 
‘my table, J learned that it was printed, but not 
| distributed, and I sent a messenger to get mea 
copy of it. ; 
his is the way in which the Senate of the 
United States is required to pass upon the appro- 
priations for the support of the Government. 
Now what do we find? Here is a proposition 
|| to appropriate: af very small sum as additional 
compensation to the reporters of the Senate, and 
a question arises, and nobody is capable to solve 
it by information upon which he can say the 
Senate shall rely, whether the appropriation made 
by the House, to which [have called attention, 
is not also made by the Senate ? 

Mr. HUNTER. My colleague is mistaken. 
| We have a contract with Mr, Rives for report- 
ing, and the appropriations in this bill are to pay 
Mr. Rives. He employs the reporters. It has 
H been usual heretofore, as I stated, by resolution, 
to pay the reporters an extra compensation out 
of the contingent fund. Now the House has in- 
troduced this provision, which isa gratuity to the 
reporters, into the appropriation bill; and it is 
proposed by the Senator from New York to in- 
troduce a similar proposition for compensation to 
the reporters of the Scnate. That is the propo- 
sition. 

Mr. MASON. [rely on that, for my colleague 
doubtless speaks with information derived from 
| his position as chairman of the Committee on 
Finance. But how do the rest of us stand here? 
| As I said, this bill was not distributed when [ 
came into the Chamber this morning, and I sent 
| a messenger to get me a copy of it. Tfind, by 
| looking at it, that it was sent to the Senate on the 
7th of August, only four days ago. What pos- 
| sibility is there for the Senate to know what ap- 
| propriations are asked, or what appropriations 
are made, for the support of Government? 
| Ladvert to this matter only in order to bring 
|| the attention of the Senate to the condition in 
|| which we stand in regard to our codrdinate branch 
—worse this session than I ever knew,it before. 
A bill on which the great measures of the Qov- 
ernment ought to be diseussed—a bill upon which 
the whole policy of the Government ought to be 
| diseussed—a bill, at least, in which we should 
| have an opportunity of knowing what money is 
| appropriated—is brought to us four days before 
I we are required to act upon it; and it is not 
printed, or given to us, when we assemble here 
| for the purpose of acting onit. I donot remem- 
| ber what disposition was made of the proposi- 
tion of the chairman of the Committee on Finance 
at the commencement of the session; to which I 
have alluded; but I trust that at future sessions 
we shall have some security, some guarantee, for 
the Government and people, that. we shall be 
enabled to legislate understandingly in regard to 
the appropriations for the Government. We 
| certainly cannot do so now. 

Mr. HUNTER. I will state to my colleague, 
in regard to the proposition to which he has 
referred, that it was left to the discretion of the 
Committee on Finance. We did report some 
bills, and the Senate passed them, but they were ` 
never taken'up in the House. : 

Mr. BAYARD. On the explanation: which 
| has been given of this amendment offered by the 
honorable ‘Senator from New York, that it only 


j 
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puts the reporters of the Senate on the same foots 
ing with those of the House, I am disposed: to 
| dispense with the call for the yeas and nays. 
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rtainty do not desire to give them Jess, and am 
perfectly willing to allow them the ‘same cóm- 
pengation. I ask consent. to withdraw the call 
for tHe yeas and nays. A 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) It requires unanimous consent to 
allow the call for the yeas:and nays to be with- 
drawn. The Chair hears no objection. 

-The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SLIDELL. Iam authorized by the. Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations :to present, in the 
form.of a separate section, an appropriation. of 
$2,610 for Peter Parker, for difference in com- 
pensation ‘between his salary as secretary of 
legation and chargé d’affaires at ‘Canton; and 
` this is in strict conformity with a number of pre- 
cedents already passed in the Senate. It wast 
not my intention to offer this amendment, or any 
other of a similar character, but it is precisely of 
the same nature.as that. reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce by the Senator from New 
York. The. Chair decided that amendment to 
be in order. I should feel that I was not doing 
justice to Mr. Parker if, when sucha construc- 
tion was given to the rules of the Senate, and 
assented .to unanimously without a call for the 
yeas and nays, I refrained from offering this 
amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator is mistaken. 
The yeas and nays were not called for, because 
there was not a quorum. I withdrew the call. 

Mr. SLIDELL. At any rate the Chair de- 
cided the amendment to be in order, and now I, 
offer this. 

Mr. HUNTER, Then suppose that, instead 
of the vote being taken upon this, we gò back to 
the one which makes the sanction for this. It 
seems to be on the authority of one offered by 
the Senator from New York, and laid over be- 
cause of there being no quorum. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I understood the Senator} 
from Virginia to say that he simply submitted 
the question of order to the President of the Sen- 
ate, and would take no appeal from the decision. 
The Chair decided the amendment to be in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
merely decided the amendment to be in order 
upon. the authority of the case of Mr. Schenck, 

r. Pendleton, Mr. Marsh, and others, whose 
claims, of similar character, were added to a 
general appropriation bill last year. Upon the 
same authority the Chair decided it to be in 
order. 

Mr. HUNTER. Letus hear the amendment 
of the Senator from Louisiana, 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the 
"Treasury be, and- he is hereby, aythorized.and directed to 
pay out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, to Peter Parker, late acting chargé d’affaires of 
the United States at Canton, China, the sum of $2,610 04, 
it being the difference between the:salary:reccived by him 
-as: secretary of legation. and Chinese interpreter, from the 
26th day of May, 1852, to the 3ist day of January, 1853; 
from.the 27th day of January to. the 14th day of April, 1854 ; 
and from the-9th day of. December, 1854, to the 4th day of 
May, 1855, andthe salary of chargé datthires for the same 
period. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope we shall have the | 
yeas and nays on the amendment. Ifthe Senate | 
uts this into the bill, I have no doubt we shall 

Fave twenty or thirty others. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. PUGH. Ishall vote against this amend- 
ment; but if it be adopted, I shall offer ali the 
other bills precisely similar, which have passed 
the Senate, and gone to the House, to compensate 


different persons situated precisely as Mr. 
Parker. : : | 
Mr. TOOMBS. 1 think we shall getinto great 


trouble by adopting this amendment. ‘Itis noth- 
ing but a private claim; and if we are to put on | 
a private claim, because it is a pretty good one, | 
Ido not see why all the Fridays’ work of the 
session should not go into this bill, We ought 
to adopt some rule for our own safety. This | 
does not savor of nationality in any shape. It 
ig not for any general or public purpose. It is | 
purcly and exclusively.a private claim of an | 
individual, and a doubtful one at that. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I repeat what I have already 
stated, that I.should.not have offered this amend- 
mentif a similaramendment-had not received the 
sanction of the Senate when offered by the Sen- 
ator from New York. Lreally can perceive no 


1 
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possible ground on-which discrimination can be 
made. : pas 

“The Secretary proceeded to call ‘the roll. 

‘Mr, SLIDELL, (when his name was called.) 
Tam’ satisfied the Senate is not pursuing a proper 
course on the stibject. 1 voted against theamend= 
ment of the Senator from New York. Iam pleased 
to find that private elainis areto be exéluded from 
this bill. Í shall vote nay, and am glad to have 
had the sense of'the Senate decided. 

The result was then announced—yeas 5, nays 
34; as follows: 

ZEAS Monn: Bigter, Dodge, Foot; Ivérson, and Sew- 
ard—5. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, 
Bright, Brodhead, Butler, Cassy Clayton, Durkee, Fessen- 
den, Fitzpatrick, Poster, Geyer,- Hale, Harlan, Houston, 
Hunter, Mallory, Pratt, Pugh, ‘Reid, ‘Sebistian, Slidell, 
Stuart, Phomson of New Jersey, Toombs, ‘Trumbull, Wade, 
Weller, Wilson, Wright, and Yulee—34. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to move an amend- 
ment to the bill if order to make it conform toan 
amendment made a few minutes ago in regard to 
the inspectors of steam boilers. There isa clause 
in line nine hundred and fifty-five, ‘* for salaries 
of nine supervising and fifty local ‘inspectors.’? 
I move to make it “f ten supervising and fifty-two 
local'inspectors.’’ Then I move to strike out, in 
line five hundred and fifty-nine, « $80,000,” and 
insert * §86,000;°’ so that the clause will read: 


For salaries of ten supervising and fifty-two local inspect- 
ors, appointed under the authority of the act of August 30, 


{i 1852, for the better protection of the lives of passengers by 


steamboats, with travaling and other expenses incurred by 
Ahem, $86,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WELLER.: I desire to offer an amend- 
tent, to come in after the section introduced by 
the Senator from-Ohio, in regard to judges in 

California: 


That there shalt ber paid “tothe district judge of the 
northern district of the State of California, $2,000 per an- 
num fortwo years, from and after the passage of this act, 
in consideration of extra duties in attending to land cases 
within said district. ete . 

Mr. PUGH. ` Tthink;ifthe Senator will read 
the Constitution, he-will see that provision cannot 
be adopted. If we give $2,000 we are bound to 
give it to him during the whole period of his 
office., The limitation becomes void. Youcannot 
give him, under the Constitution, any special 
emolument. You must give hima ‘fixed salary. 
The Constitution sorequires. We have arene, 
given him ‘$5,000; and the Committee on the Ju- 

iciary thought that was a fair compensation for 
his services, and no attempt was made to disturb 
it. T hope the Senator will withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WELLER. I have no idea of violating 
the Constitution of the United States by simply 
proposing that one judgeshall receive an'increased 
‘compensation during the period of two years. I 
certainly think it is proper for Congress, if they 
see proper, to makean extra allowance to'a judge 
for extra labor which may be imposed on him 
for the duties of the office. Two years ago, 
+#10,000, in addition to the compensation of the 
district attorney of the northern district, was al- 
lowed on the recommendation of the Committee 
on Finance. Two years ago, Congress gave to 
the district attorney, in consideration of prose- 
cuting the land cases in the northern district, 
$10,000 in addition to his salary. AH these cases | 
| were tried before Judge Hofman. The extra j 
services were performed by the district attorney 
in his court;and the only question is, if you have 
allowed the district attorney additional compen- 
sation for extra labor, whether you onght not in 
justice to make an extra allowance to the judge 
for the performance of that duty. It is well 
known there are some three hundred Jand cases 
in the northern district. hey will require an 
‘immense amount of labor before they can be 
finally passed upon. This labor has ‘been im- 
posed upon this judge since his appointment. 


i 


j 


i 


|| They are extraordinary duties, that, by the organ- 


‘ization ofthe board of land commissioners, have 
been devolved on Judge Hoffman. I think it 
no more than justice that he should ‘receive ad- 
; ditional compensation for the additional work 
which he‘has been compelled to perform. : 

{ Mr. PUGH. I think the Senator will see by 
réading the Constitution, that I do not make a 
| vain objection. The Constitution says: 


« The judges both of the supreme and inferior courts shall 
farota their offices during good: behavior, and shail at stated | 


times Feceive for theirs y eothpensdtlon Which shall 


not be diminished during their continuanéedn diee: y 


Mr. BAYARD. 


s there 
iis court? -Ts'it'not 
a monstrous proposition? “Would it-not leat to 
monstrous legislation? “Whenever, by‘accidéental 
circumstances, any judge ‘may ‘have niore ‘than 
an ordinary amount ‘of ‘labor’ ‘thrown‘on ‘him; 
though he holds his office during good behavior, 
and the salary of his office is‘adjusted;not-adccord- 
ing to the mere amount of labor, but'the expenses 
of living, and a variety of considerations, is he‘to 
have an increased salary? The ‘amount ‘fixed 
for a judicial salary should be sufficient to obtain 
the most competent person for office, The United 
States judges hold during good behavior, ‘T'think 
it would be excessively objectionable, unless ‘this 
were extra-judicial labor, not in performance: of 
his functions: as judge; or ‘sdmething ‘outside of 
his duties as judge,'to tolerate the principle: of 
allowing additions compensation for'a temporary 
eriod. i : 
j Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. ‘I have never had 
any acquaintance with Judge Hoffman, of the 
northern district of California, but I have had, 
from such disinterested and such a variety of 
sources, information as to the extraordinary bur- 
den of the duties which'have been cast upon him 
as district judge of northern California, in the 
examination and adjudication of the questions 
which have been brought up to him from the land 
commissioner, that I feel rather an uncommon 
anxiety that justice shall'be done to him. “He is 
aman of uncommon merit as a judge, ds: Ihave 
learned from every source from which Tihave de- 
rived information. The'whole cowiitry have an 
unqualified and unlimited confidence'in his’ Kon- 
esty, in his industry ,in‘his indefatigable attention 
to the business of his office. I-understand ‘this 


ris a proposition to‘increase his salary by $2,000, 


for a limited time. : 

The honorable Senator from Ohio interposés an 
objection that the Constitution does not'authorize 
‘the increase of compensation, except by a regular 
additional salary. I’should like to hear even that 
ingenious gentleman attempt to discriminate 
between the constitutional power of raising ‘his 
salary for extra services, as-a judge, for a limited 
period, and the power to increase his salary per- 
mandhtly ? Certainly there ig no reason of public 
good torecommend the'latter; and as for the draft 
on the public Treasury, it is certainly more eco- 
Homie! to increase the salary for a limited period 
than permanently. 

The fact is not disputed that these are extraor- 
dinary services not contemplated ‘when’ ‘he ac- 
cepted the office, and the commission was conferred 
on him as the judge of the district court of north- 
ern California. : 

Itis not disputed, as I understand, and I think 
it cannot be, that these servicés have been most 
onerous jg him, but that he has ‘rendered them 
cheerfull¥, and with an indefatigable industry and 
patience worthy of praise.: The proposition is to 
increase his salary only $2,000a year, which; for 
California, would make ‘but a moderate salary. 
I hope gentlemen will, on mature consideration 
of this subject, under the citeumstances, which I 
think are of a nature ‘to ‘force conviction, not 
object to this moderate increase for a limited time. 
Tts not proposed to increase the salary of this 
officer permanently. Itmay be, that with the 
prices of living in‘ California, the compensation 
he now receives may ordinarily be sufficient, ant 
itis only proposed'toadd $2,000 to that ordinary, 
permanent compensation, in considetation of the” 
extraordinary services which he has performed 
‘within the fast few years, and «which he ie. 
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performing to the satisfaction of all. There is a 
universal confidence in his integrity and ability 
as a judicial functionary. Sir, these are rare 

aalifications. Ido not speak of judicial func- 
tionaries near the seat of Government, but in 
distant provinces; they are entitled to the highest 
commendation, and Ican really see no objection in 
the Constitution to a limited increase of his salary 
in consideration of these extraordinary services. 

Mr. WELLER, I can indorse, of my own 
personal knowledge, every word that my friend 
from Tennessee has said in regard to the character 
of Judge Hoffman. There is no man who enjoys 
the confidence of the community to a greater 
extent than Judge Hoffman. Notwithstanding 
that there have been charges made against other 
tribunals, he has always stood above suspicion. 

Now, if my friend from Ohio thinks the Con- 
stitution is in the way, that ean be very readily 
avoided. I could modify the amendment by pro- 


viding that this district judge should be allowed || 


$4,000 for extra services performed, and to be 
erformed in the adjudication of these land cases. 
urely to that my friend from Ohio would inter- 
pose no objections, 
Mr. PUGH. Where does my friend get the 
idea of extraordinary services performed by judi- 
cial officers? i 
Mr. WELLER. Since that office was created 
there has been a board of land commissioners 
constituted. In consequence of the organization 
of that board an additional amount of labor has 
been thrown on this judge—labor not contem- 
plated under the laws as they stood at the time 
when he accepted the office. I say that if, after 
a judge has accepted office a law be passed which 
throws on his court an extraordinary amount of 
labor, justice and fairness require that you should | 
make some additional compensation for the labor 
thus imposed. That is all that is proposed here. 
As 1 said before, there are upwards of three hun- 


court. You have already made extraordinary 
allowance to Mr. Inge, the district attorney, for 
trying these cases in this court; and if the district 
attorney was entitled to additional compensation 
in consideration of the land cases being thrown 
into his hands, undoubtedly the judge, who is 
compelled to try and hear the cases, to listen to 
the argument of the district attorney, should re- 
ceive additional compensation. 

Now, if that will obviate the objection of my 
friend from Ohio, 1 shall propose to put itin that 
forra, that for extraordinary services performed, 
and to be performed in the adjudication of these 
land cases, he shall be allowed a compensation of | 
$4,000 in addition to his salary. 

Mr. PRATT. I think this proposition is alto- 
ether wrong. I agree with the Senator from 
hio in his constitutional proposition. There is 

certainly much morein it than seems to be thought 
by those who oppose it. The Constitution of 
the United States says, that the salary of the 
judges shall be fixed, established, and shall not 
be diminished during the period of their service, 
which is for life. Now, I apprehend, that # you 
say the salary of the judge of California for the 
years 1854 and 1855 shall be $4,000, you have 
not the constitutional power of making it, for 1856 | 
and 1857, $3,000, because you would be thereby | 
virtually diminishing the salary which the judge | 
had antecedently received. 

But, independent of that view of the subject, it 
seems to me that it is altogether against the spirit 


| 
| 
| 
{ 
| 
i 


of the Constitution that we should give additional || 


gratuities to judges. A great object of the Con- 
stitution was to secure to the judiciary entire, 
absolute independence, It was to take from the j 
legislative branch of the Government®he power | 
to suborn them by increasing their salaries for 
temporary services or for a limited period. I 
would much prefer to vote for a proposition to 
give this judge an additional salary during the 
period he shall hold his office, rather than to give 
itto him in the form in which itis offered. It 


must be apparent to every one, that, if you have | 


the power to say that for certain services which 
a judge has rendered, or shall render, you can | 
increase his salary, you have, independently of | 
any constitutional provision, and contrary to the 
spirit of the Constitution, power to pay them by | 
the Legislature for any services which the Legis- | 
lature may desire them to do. In other words, 


{ 


| thing. 
| ment from decreasing the salary, because, under 


on the Legislature, not for the salary, which is 
already fixed, but they are as much dependent, 
if they desire a greater salary, and you reserve the 
power to give it to them for a temporary service, 
as they would be, in the other contingency, by 
our reserving the power to decrease the salary. 
Mr. WELLER. Will my friend from Mary- 
land answer me this question? Does he think it 
is a violation of the Constitution to declare that 
this judge shall receive $4,000 in addition to his 
salary, for services which he has performed and 
is to perform in the adjudication of land cases? 


Mr. PRATT. I think so, decidedly. I have 
said so. 
Mr. WELLER. I understood the Senator to 


raise a constitutional objection to the amendment. 
As I propose to make it now according to the 
modification I have suggested, I desire to know 
whether he has a constitutional objection to it in 
that form? 

Mr. BAYARD. Ihave, whether the Senator 
from Maryland has or not. 

Mr. PRATT. My view of the Constitution 


| is, that it is against its spirit, that the legislative 


department should have power to pay the judi- 
ciary any additional sum unless you make it a 
part of their salary and fix it for the residue of 
the term, because otherwise you destroy the in- 
dependence of the judiciary. Here, for example, 
is a judge whose expenses would require him to 
have $20,000. If the legislative branch of the 


| Government have the power to increase thatsalary 


for a limited period, ad libitum, they could give 
him $20,000 as a gratuity; and they would have 
in that way just as much power over the judi- 
ciary as they would have by taking the authority 
denied to them by the Constitution, of decreasing 
the salary. lcan see no difference. If you have 
the power to induce the judiciary to be corrupt 


| by giving them $20,000 as a gratuity for judicial 
3 hree hun- |; services, it would have as injurious an effect as it 
dred land cases to be passed upon in this district | 


would have for the Legislature to assume the 
power to decrease their salary, which is expressly 
forbidden by the Constitution. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I ask my friend 
from Maryland, and also my friend from Ohio, 
if they mean to place the judge of the district of 
northern California in this application, on the 
reason of the principle of the Constitution? How 
can they demonstrate that it tends to the corrup- 
tion or diminution of the independence of the 
judge, to add to his salary? ithin the very 


| words of the Constitution, you may increase his 


salary. How does it tend to subject him to the 
condition of dependence upon the Legislature, if 
Congress shall think proper to increase his sal- 
ary, even temporarily, or pay him for extra 
services? I go merely upon the reason of the 
The Constitution prevents the Govern- 


the other provision of the Constitution by which 


| he holds his office for life, such a power would 


be a mode by which the Government might 
subdue him to a condition of corrupt depend- 
ence on the will of the Executive, or Congress, 
in the exercise of his office. But how can gen- 
temen maintain that an additional allowance 
for extra services, or a temporary increase of 
salary, has any connection with the principles 
upon which the framers of the Constitution pro- 
ceeded when they provided that the salaries 
should not be diminished? A man accepts the 
office, although it is a judicial office, upon the 
same grounds and principles that every other 
officer of the Government accepts his place. He 


| knows what are the ordinary duties to be per- 
| formed by him. They are prescribed by law. 


They are fixed and certain, For any mere ordi- 
nary increase of the jurisdiction assigned by 
authority of Congress, of course there would be 
no pretext for demanding extra compensation; 
but when there is a duty cast upon him which 
occupies perhaps half his time, and when his 
appropriate duties fill up all the time that judicial 
functionaries, under ordinary circumstances, have 
the ability to devote, and an appropriation is 
made by Congress for paying for these extra 
services, upon what principle can it be said the 
case comes within the reason or spirit of the Con- | 
stitution? 

Mr. BENJAMIN My friend from Tennes- 


sce will allow me to suggest a view of this case, |i 


you have the power t make them dependent 


in connection with what he now says. Suppose 
that, for the purpose of getting the judiciary |: 


under our control, we gave them all inadequate 
salarics, and then from year to year vote them 
presents: as long as they perform their duties to 
the satisfaction of the legislative departméit of 
the Government, they will get an annual vote of 
an extra sum; but as soon as they cease to please 
the Legislature, the Legislature stops the extra 
appropriation. The result is the decided depend- 
ence of the judiciary a the Legislature, con- 
trary to the theory of the Constitution, which is, 
that the salaries of our judges shall be a fixed 
sum. [Itis to be fixed by law, and the grant of 
an extra compensation is a violation of the spirit, 
of the order of the Constitution. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I would yield to 
the argument of no man, and the principles of 
no Senator in this body, with more confidence 
than to those of the honorable Senator from 
Louisiana. According to those principles which 
he has avowed so often, and so independently, 
and so firmly here, no argument drawn from ex- 
treme cases is entitled to the slightest weight, 
Does the honorable Senator not remember upon 
how many occasions—certainly upon one or two 
—he has felt the propriety and necessity of urg- 
| ing such an‘argument as that? Is it entitled to 
no weight? The case put by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Louisiana would imply such a condi- 
tion of things in the national Legislature—such 
a course of action on the part of the majority of 
the Government of the United States, of the sen- 
timent of the States and people, as would be 
totally incompatible with the rendition of justice 
to the minority. Does not the honorable Sen- 
ator feel that there is some force in this view 
of the subject—that it is not an extreme case? It 
is not to be supposed. Whenever such circum- 
| stances shall arise in the country, the Govern- 
ment will be unfit to be sustained by an en- 
lightened and free people. It implies a state of 
corruption upon the part of the minority, or tyr 
anny on the part of the majority, or both, totally 
incompatible with the existence and maintenance 
of afreeand just Government, There is no force 
in the argument, therefore, I infer, with great 
deference to the honorable Senator. Ihave heard 
him, with pleasure, speak of the force to be given 
to extreme cases, They are never resorted to 
except in extremity by the opponents of a meas- 
ure. 

This judge, standing as high as he does by 
the admission of all parties, is no py man. 
He stands there the administrator of justice be- 
tween all parties and persons, between the Gov- 
ernment and the citizen, and the citizen and the 
Government. He has acquired the approval of 
the whole population who had been witnesses of 
his conduct; and the Government has cast upon 
him a very arduous duty. [ have heard nothing 
from himself. I have had no communication 
with him; though I do feel a deep interest in the 
proper remuneration for a public functionary-— 
a judicial functionary — situated as he is in the 
midst of such an extraordinary temptation—doing 
such justice to the judicial ermine as he has done, 
and to the universal satisfaction of the people 
who have looked upon him. No man, not even 
an individual the most interested, has objected at 
allto the impartiality of the administration of 
‘his duty as judge; and that is a high encomium 
in these days, and under such circumstances as ' 
those in which he has been placed. 

Now, it is said there is danger of establishing 
the precedent of giving extra compensation for ' 
every uncommon extraordinary duty. Thatisan 
argument which I think is not entitled to.a great 
deal of consideration, and I say this in perfect 
i deference to all the opinions and sentiments of 
gentlemen who have opposed this amendment. 
hope the majority of the Senate will see sufficient 
| reason for this amendment to vote for it. 

Mr. HALE called for the reading of the amend- 
ment as modified; and it was read, as follows: 


` And that for extra services performed and to be performed 
i by the district judge of the United States, in the adjudication 
| of land claims in the northern district of California, he be 
allowed and paid the sum of $4,000. 


The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. WELLER. Ihave another amendment: 
| 


That tbe proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, 
| and they are hereby, authorized and directed, in settling the 
! accounts of William’ H. Richardson, late, United. States 
! marshal of the northern district of California, to credit. his 
accounts upon the presentation of f propery authenticated 
vouchers. therefor, with the sum of $3,175 40, being the 
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amount heretofore suspended and disallowed at the Treas- 
ury, but which were authorized and approved by the 
United States district court of said district. 

Mr. BIGGS. It seems to me that is a private 
claim, not proper for an appropriation bill. 

Mr. WELLER. This amendment was made 
to the civil and diplomatie appropriation bill two 
years ago, and lost upon a committee of confer- 
ence. General Richardson, the marshal, was then 
living, but has since been assassinated in San 
Francisco. The amountallowed on the vouchers 
is $3,000. The aggregate of these suspended 
vouchers amounts to $10,000. 

I will give one example to show the character 
ofthem. On one occasion the marshal was re- 
quired to charter a schooner in order to get out- 
side of the bay in pursuit of a vessel that had 
forty or fifty mutineers. Immediately on going 
out of the bay the crew had risen on the captain 
of the boat, and those in charge of it, and the 
news was sent to the shore by a small boat. The 
marshal, in order that he might take the schooner, 
went out ina most violent storm and brought six- 
teen of these mutineers on shore. Under the law 
that exists, he was allowed for this service about 
eighty dollars, and the whole expenses amounted 
to five hundred dollars. He had to employ a sufti- 
cientnumber of men atcight dollarsa day, forthey 
could not be employed at less, to go out there 
and do these duties. He brought them in. The 
law authorized only four dollars a day, being four 
dollars less than he was compelled to pay to the 
men he employed. The whole object of this 
amendment is to enable him to be paid the 
amount he expended in the performance of his 
duties. As I said before, it was placed on the 
civil and diplomatic bill two years ago, and lost 
upon a committee of conference. Since that time 
the marshal has been assassinated in the streets 
of San Francisco. I hope it will be paid now. 

Mr. HUNTER. Was there not a question 
of order whether this was not a private claim, 
submitted by the Senator from North Carolina ? 

Mr. BIGGS. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
did not so understand, or he would have decided 
it a ae : 

Mr. LLER. It is simply an amendment 
authorizing an audit by the officers of the Treas- 
ury for closing up the accounts of the marshal, 
and to allow the suspended vouchers. That is 
the amount of it. Itis not a private claim. It is 
to make provision for the settlement of the ac- 
counts of a public officer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
under the impression that this is a private claim 
and excluded by the rule. 

Mr. SEWARD, (at twenty minutes after four 
o’clock.) I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HUNTER. We can get through in fif- 
teen or twenty minutes. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire it to be understood 
that I want this question passed upon by the 
Senate. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Allow me to offer 
a resolution, if the Senator will withdraw his 
motion. 

Mr. SEWARD. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then there is 
a question on the amendment. The Chair is 
under the impression that, under the 30th rule, it 
is a private claim, and excluded. The Senator 
from California appeals from the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr. WELLER. [only appeal from the decis- 
ion of the Chair, because almost the uniform 


practice in the Senate has been to adopt amend- | 


ments of this sort. I believe, when it was pre- 
sented before, a question was raised by the Sen- 
ator from Virginia then, that this was a private 
claim; but inasmuch as it simply proposed to 
authorize the accounting officer of the Treasury, 
in making a final settlement with this public 
officer, to allow certain vouchers which had been 
suspended, it was eet on the civil and diplo- 
matic bill, and, as Í said before, was lost on the 
last night of the session, in the committee of con- 
ference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 30th 
rule, in the concluding paragraph, is: 

“No amendment shall be received, whose object is to 


provide for a private claim, unless it is to carry out the pro- 
vision of an existing law or a treaty stipulation.” 


On a division, the ayes appoured to succeeds 


The Chair is | 


ji 


| 


| of this system of supplying books. 


| being out of print, and, in 


Mr. WELLER. Ido not believe there 
quorum here. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 
a Wake present, 

Ir, WELLER. It would be much more 
gratifying to me if there could be some uniform- 
ity in the decisions of the Senate. There have 
been amendments placed on this bill as clearly of 
a private character as the one I have offered. 
This is not to pay a certain sum of money to any 
private individual. It is to enable the accounting 
officers to close up the accounts of one of the 
public officers, the marshal. 

Mr. BIGGS. 1 desire to say to the Senator 
from California, that I intend to raise the very 
question on the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from New York. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the present 
occupant of the chair had been here when the 
question was raised on the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Louisiana, he would have de- 
cided it clearly out of order. The decision of the 


igs a 


Certainly there is 


i Chair stands as the judgment of the Senate in 


this case. 


Mr. SEWARD. I move that the Senate ad- 


journ. 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee., 
resolution which, under the circumstances, I 
trust will not be objected to. 
iMr HUNTER. We want to dispose of this 

ill. 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. My resolution can 


| S : 
| be received by unanimous consent. 


Mr. HUNTER. What is it? 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Itis a proposition 
to give to the new members of the Senate the 
books voted by the House of Representatives to 
the new members of that body. 

Mr. BAYARD. I object. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move that the Senate ad- 


journ. 


The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. The resolution 
which J offer might meet the approbation of a 
majority of the Senate. There is no appropria- 
tion made for it. 

Mr. HUNTER. Offer it to-morrow, in the 
morning hour, as a resolution of the Senate, 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. But then where 
can I get an appropriation for it? 

Mr. HUNTER. There are other appropria- 
tion bills to come up in the Senate. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 
Senator from Virginia would give me any assu- 
rance that he would not object on the ground of 
form. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
the Senator from Delaware. 
up on this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


It has been objected to by 


The Chair 


did not understand the Senator from T'ennessce | 


as offering an amendment to the bill pending. 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. No, sir. 


Mr. BAYARD. I move to amend the bill by 
striking out 

For books voted to the members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives 
$182,765 Bd. 

The object of my amendment is to prevent a 
gross und palpable violation of law by one branch 
of Congress. Ido not mean to go into the origin 
It is enough 
to say that, in the year 1853, the abuse had grown 
to such an extent in consequence of the books 
point of fact, the 
money being taken by new members instead of 
the books which were intended to be given to 
them for their use here as legislators, Congress 
passed a law prohibiting either House, of its own 


| warrant, from making an order for the distribu- 


tion of books among its members. 
At the present session the House of Represent- 


| atives transmitted to the Senate a joint resolution | 


providing that the new members of each body 
should receive similar books to those distributed 
to mem 
referred 
Commi 
to which this abuse had gone, and finding that this 
was literally in fact nothing less than voting about 


twelve or fifteen hundred dollars inte the pocket | 


of each new member, determined to cut it down, 
at all events to those books which were still in 
print, and could be procured. They accordingly 


I want to offer a | 


If the honorable ; 


: | 
‘We cannot bring it 


by the resolution of said House of 7th July, 1856, | 


ers of Congress previously. That was | 
to the Committee on the Library. The | 
tee on the Library, knowing the extent | 


sprue aap a -7-~ et 


| 


i 
{ 
| 
| 
| 
} 


| 
f 
| 
| 


it 
i] 
i 


| 
PY: 
i 


| 
i 
| 
li 
| 
| 
i 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


i 
i 
i 
i 
t 
| 
ii 
| 
i 


i 


reported the jointresolution sòamended, and that 
resolution so amended: passed the Senate,- And 
what was the course of the House?. "The House 


| laid it on the table with entire contempt, and im- 


mediately passed of their own body a resolution 
to pay out of their own contingent fund $182,000 
for books which they knew could not be. pro- 
cured. Mr, President, if one House of the Leris- 
lature of the United States can deliberately. violate 
the law, on what basis can you call on any citi- 
zento obey the law? Here stands the law òf 


“That hereafter no books shall be distributed to members 
of Congress except such as are ordered to be printed as 
publio documents by the 

ers,” 


Congress of which they are mem- 


In the face of that law unie pealed=in the face of l 


their own joint resolution, which we modified and 
sent back to them, they lay our amendment con- 
temptuously on the table, and pass a resolution 
providing for every new member of that body, 
not books for their own use—but books which 
they knew could not be obtained. The effect was 
to give six or seven hundred dollars for books 
that could not be procured, to each new member 
of the present Congress. Atleast, the people of 
the country ought to know this. 

Let me not be misunderstood, Mr. President. 
I think the compensation of members of Congress 
is too little. I am willing, and have been willing 
ever since I have been in the Senate, and I think 
the people of the country are willing, to put it on 
its fair footing, and increase it; but Lam utterly 
opposed to public plunder, whether it is by one 
set of officials or another. I am opposed to 
voting nominally books for the use of members of 
the House, when, in point of fact, it is voting an 


|| extra compensation of six or seven hundred doł- 


lars independent of those books that can be bought, 
into the pocket of each new member of the House 
of Representatives, and that, directly in the face 
of a law which, in consequence of the growing 
evil, was forced upon Congress. 

I hope this motion to strike out will be sus- 
tained. If, then, the House choose to pass the 
joint resolution, amended by the Senate, giving 
those books that can be procured, I shall be per- 
fectly willing to vote for an appropriation to pay 
for such books as can be procured; but I am not 


| willing that one House shall deliberately. violate 
| the law, and that we shall give them, not books, 


but put money into their own individual pockets 
by their own vote. I cannot recollect exactly 
what the vote was, but it was nota very extraor~ 
dinary majority in the House, composed prin- 
cipally of those who were to receive the money, 
that passed the resolution. 

Mr. PRATT called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. PUGH. I shall have to vote against this 
amendment, and only wish to say a few words 
in explanation of my vote. If I had been in the 
Senate when the resolution was reported to give 
the new members these books, E should have 
voted against it. Ishall vote against every prop- 
osition to give new members books, though I 
should be one of the beneficiaries; but I do not 
think it right for us, the Senate, to sit in judg- 
ment on the action of the House of Representa- 
tives. They are a codrdinate branch of the Legis- 


ii lature, and I wish to treat them with respect. 
| They have voted their members these books. It 


does not yet appear, from this clause, that. they 
have been distributed, and it is in our power to 
legitimatize the expenditure by the passage of this 
bill. I wish to treat the House with all respect, 
and I shall be obliged, for that reason alonc, to 
vote against the amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. I should be sorry to be guilty 
of disrespect to the House, but I cannot see that 
there is any question of disrespect except on the 

art of the House to the Senate of the United 

States. Here is the law of the land which pro- 
hibits the House from passing any such resolu- 
tion. The House first tried to procure this ap- 
propriation according to the law of the land by 
a joint resolution, and_the Senate amended that 
resolution, and the House then laid it on the 
table without notice, and then they have them- 
selves passed this resolution of their own in 
face of the law. Itisno contempt of the House 
to require that the members of the House, as in- 
dividuals, and the House as a House, shall be 
bound by the laws of the land. JT consider that 
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no contempt whatever. If there had been no || The PRESIDENT pra tempore. The question 


Jaw. on the sttbject—if-thisiquestion had not heen 
before Gongress—if the House of- Representa- 
tives.as well-as-the-Senate, knowingtheevil, had 
not passed. a law-for. the very»: purpose-of pro- 
hibitmg-the very- act whichis dene, then I should 
‘consider, of course, that it was:not formeto im- 
-terfere withthe contingent expenses of the House. 
“Wor-would: {-do -itvin any: dther,case;. but alaw 
has-been passed forthe express purpose of. pro- 
hibition, and itis a plain and palpable:violation of 
that law on the part of the Tlouse when they 
passed this order. 

: Mr: TOOMBS. “Ifthe Senator from Ohio had | 
listened to'the report of our Library Committee, 
he would: have seén that the ground he has taken 
is üñteñable. "The joint résolution which passed 
thé House was to distribute certain books. Ttwent 
tothe appropriate committee here, and they re~ 
ported to give them all the books that were in ex- 
istence, but struck out those’ which were not in 
existence, and for which it-was well known (and 
itis very discreditable tothe American Congress, 
either the Senate or the House) members got a 
money commutation. ‘There is a very high prin- 
ciple involved in this matter. The Constitution 
says no money shall be appropriated except by 
law. “We have uniformly, from the beginning of 
the Government, allowed a fund for contingent 
expenses; but it is my deliberate judgment that 
the contingent expenses of both branches of Con- 
gress have’ transcended the object, and have 

een disgraceful to both branches. Look at 
them, Formerly they were'$30,000, then $60,000, 


and so on until we have got hundreds, and thou- 
sänds, and millions of dollars, It is a fraud on 
the Constitution. ` If the Constitution says that 
no’money shall be drawn for this purpose but by | 
law, and then each honorable takes money out of | 
the contingent fund, and makes you vote for the | 
contingent expenses, it defeats the Constitution. 

© This is done with that view. The Senate have 
passed unanimously a resolution that they will | 
not allow money commutation in leu of books. 
Then it is proposed to do this indirectly, under 
the pretext of paying out of the contingent cx- 
penses of the House. We know there is not a 
word of truth ji it. 

I thank the Senator’ from Delaware for bring- 
ing it before the country. The'resolution is not 
to distribute books among themembers. It is to 
distribute some books and some money; for the 
fact is undeniable, that some of these books have 
no existence. Itis ameans to get over the Con- | 
stitution, aud it ought to be arrested. I do not 
make a charge against the [Louse of Representa- 
tives; I will not interfere with them; but I will | 
not surrender my constitutional ‘control over the 
Treasury of the United States from courtesy. I 
cannot do it. Etis wrong. Can you allow them | 
to vote themselves money to fix their own com- | 
pensation? The Constitution says Congress shall | 
fix the compensation. You areallowing them to | 
increase their compensation, as ds infact shown. | 
‘The report of the committee very clearly showed | 
how this business commenced. 
some works which were necessary for the Gov- | 
ernment to publish—the American State Papers 
and others. [think Government ought to have | 
done so; private individuals could not publish | 
them. Thousands of them were lumbering up | 
the library. 1 was suggested by somebody that | 
the books -had better be distributed to members | 
of Congress, and go among the people. It was | 
done; but when the books are exhausted, to go | 
on with the system is a fraud. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, | 
resulted—yeas 32, nays 2; as follows: | | 
YEAS—Messrs, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, Benjamin, 
Riggs, Bigler, Bright, Cass, Clay, Dodge, Durkee, Fish, | 
Fitzpatrick, Foster, Hale, Harlan, Houston, Hunter, Jones | 
ef lowa, Mallory, Pearce, Prati, Reid, Sebastian, Seward, | 
Slidell, Phomson of New Jerse, Laumbs, ‘Trumbull, Wade, | 
Weller, Wilson, and Wrighty—32. 

NAYS—Messrs. Pugh, and Yulee—2, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. | 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Willthe Son- | 
ate concur in the amendments made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole? 
Mr. HUNTER. I dosire to except one private |j 
claim offered by the:Senator from New York. 


The amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole, with the exception, were concurred in. 


H 
f 
i] 


We published || 


now is on agreeing to the amendment-in relation 
to J..-ELosford Smith consul-at Beirtit. À 
Mr. SEWARD. I think thatamendment:is 


entirely misunderstood. Tt isthe mere payment | 


of-a salary. ; 

‘Fhe PRESIDENT pro-tempore. ‘The-question 

‘is on concurrence in this-amendment. t 
Mr. BIGGS ‘called for the yeas and naysyand 
they were:ordered. oe 

Mr. BIGLER. {understand this is for asal- 
ary, and not a deferred claim. I shall vote for it. 

Mr. WELLER. The.Senate voted down my 
amendment, on the ground that it was a. private 
claim; but two wrongs will not make one right, 
and I shall vote “ yea.” 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, re- 
sulted—yeas 13, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell of Tennessee, Bigler, Dodge, Dur- 
kee, Fish, Foster, Hale, Harlan, Seward, Trumbull, Wade, 
Weller, and Wilson—13, 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, Bright, Brod- 
head, Clay, Fitzpatrick, Houston, Hunter, Jones of Towa, 
Mallory, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Slidell, Thomson of New Jer- 
ses, Toombs, Wright, and Yulee—19, 


So the amendment was non-concurred in. 


Mr. WELLER. I desire to renew the motion 
I made in Committee of the Whole in regard to 
the salary of the judge of the southern district of 
California, I move to increase it from $4,000 to 
$4,500, for the reason which I have given in com- 
mittee, that that would be no more than justice 
to that officer. The salary of the northern judge 
being $5,000, the salary of the southern judge 
ought to be. $4,500. 

‘The question being taken, on a division there 
were—ayes 14, noes 16; no quorum voting. 

Mr. WELLER called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD. What is the amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the clause 
for compensation to.the judge of the district court 
for the southern district of California, to strike | 
out * $4,000,” and insert “ $4,500.” 

Mr. BAYARD. Tunderstand thisis to increase 
the amount allowed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary. Iwas not present at the committee ’s 
deliberations on that auiece Asum was allowed 
by the committee, after considering the whole 
question, Without some potent reason given to | 
me for it, Ieannot consent to depart from the 
recommendation of the committee. I must vote | 
against it. 

Mr. BIGGS. Unless I am mistaken, the $4,000 
appropriation was an amendment to the bill, on 
the motion of the Senator from Georgia, reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir. ‘ 

Mr. BIGGS. That we have already adopted; | 
and it seems to me, therefore, to be out of order 
to move to amend it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amend- 
ment was offered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BIGGS. And we have concurred in it in 
the Senate. Now, it is proposed to amend the | 
amendment, after we have adopted it in the Sen- | 
ate. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
ment is still in order. 

Mr. WELLER. I want to say a word tothe | 
Senator from Delaware. The reason why I make 
the motion is this: The salary of the judge of the | 
northern district is $5,000, fixed by law two years | 
ago. The expenses of living in the southern dis- | 
trict, are quite as great as in the northern district; | 
and therefore I thought we ought approximate 
more closely to the salary already allowed to the 
judge of the northern district. Tam very sure | 
$4,500 will be barely sufficient to support a man | 
with a.family in any part of California. l 

Mr. MALLORY. I ask the Senator from | 
California if the northern district court is not open 
every day in'the year, and does not transact busi- 
ness every day in the year? and whether the south- 
ern district is held any oftener than two regular 
terms ? 

Mr. WELLER. There ave three terms of the | 


; southern district of California, and the court is 


in session fora number of weeks at each period. 
As I said to-day, there are accumulated in that | 
court five hundred and fifty land cases, and the 


| Senator will see for himself’ that it will require, 


I am afraid, some years to dispose of those cases. 


i About two-thirds of the land cases in California 


are in the southern district, It has been decided 
by ‘the Senate to-day, that you cannot give an 
extra compensation to any of those judges; butin 
order'to ‘allow the southern judge what may be a 
fair and just compensation for labor which he 
willbe compelled to perform, I propose ‘to in- 
‘crease his salary to $4,500—only ‘#500 beyond 
what has already been fixed by the Committee 
onthe Judiciary. ; 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 1 shall vote for the 
proposition, because, under the ‘circumstances, I 
consideyx it reasonable, and I believe the salaries 
ought to be greaterin California, from all I know 
of the condition of that country, of the expenses 
of living, and the temptations to enter into other 
business, than in other parts of the United 
States. But [ wish to observe that, notwithstand- 
ing it is said that the judge of the district court of 
southern California has a larger amount of busi- 
ness to do in connection with the land commis- 
sion established by law in California, the judge 
of the northern district has almost the exclusive 
duty of attending to maritime causes, and is 
obliged to be in court every judicial day during 
the year. This arises from the enormous amount 
of the commerce of San Francisco. I ask my 
honorable friend from California whether it is 
not true'that the judge of northern California has 
almost the exclusive burden of the maritime 
causes arising from the immense commerce of 
that State, and particularly the city of San Fran- 
cisco; and at no day is he.exempt from the obli- 
gation of attending to the duties attaching to his 

office in those causes? 

Mr. WELLER. 1 simply. desire to say that 
this judge, in consequence of Judge McCallister 
being on the northern district constantly, is com- 
pelled to perform the duties of a circuit judge 
in southern California. All I desire is to make 
this district judge, in point of compensation, as 
respectable as the State judges are. The State 
judges in the southern part of the State receive 
$4,500. I desire the Federal officer placed at least 
on the same footing. . 

Mr. SEWARD. It seems to me very reason- 
able, and hardly a matter of debate. The Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary agreed to the amendment 
of $4,000, and this is to give $500 more. No one 
can sa that $4,000 is exactly the right sum, and 
there is fitness in having the judges of the district 
courts in as respectable a place as possible. I 
am sure the last inconvenience we shall suffer is 
that of having our judicial officers too independ- 
ent and too well paid. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 17, nays 17; as follows: 


~ YEAS~—Mesers, Bell of ‘Tennessee, Bigler, Bright, Brod- 
head, Clay, Dodge, Durkee, Fitzpatrick, Honston, Jones of 
Towa, Mallory, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Weller, ‘Wright, 
and Yulee—17. 

NAYS-~—Messrs, Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, Fish, Foster, 
Hale, Harlan, Hunter, Pearce, Pratt, Reid, Slidell, Thom- 
son or New Jersey, Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, and Wit- 
son—17. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I will now offer the amend- 
ment objected to by my friend from Virginia, on 
what is certainly an erroneous principle. It is 
an amendment offered from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, by the Senator from South Carolina, in 
regard to the pay tf the judges of this District. 
They are not adequately paid. ‘Their expenses 
are very great. The committee are unanimously 
of opinion that the proposition is just and propèr. 

tis: 

And from and after the 30th of June, 1856, the salary 
of the chief justice of the circuit court of the United States 
for the Distriet of Columbia, shall be §3,750 per annum, 
and the salary of the associate justices, and judge of the 
criminal court of said District, $3,500 to. be paid quarterly; 
and the salary of the judge of the orphans’ court of the 
District of Columbia, shall hereafter be $2,500 per annum, 
payable quarterly. 

Mr. HALE called for the yeas ard nays; and 
they were ordered, 
Mr. BAYARD. 
salary? f 

Mr. TOOMBS: Thevold ‘salary of the chief 
justice was $2,750 and this isan increase of$1 4600; 
and the others were $2,500, and that is increased 
to $3,500. This ‘increase is recommended by the 
committee. 

The question being taken by -yeas-and nays, 
resulted—yeas' 21, nays ł3;as follows: : 


I ask what is the increase of 


YEAS—Messts. Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, Benjamin, 
Bigier, Bright, Brodhead, Cray, Dodge, Fitzpatrick, House 
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ton, Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Sebas- 
tian, Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, Weller, Wright, 
and Yulee—2l, | 

NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Durkee, Fish, Foster, Hale, Har- 
jan, Hunter, Reid, Seward, Slidell, ‘frumbull, Wade, and 
Wilson—t3. 

Mr. REID. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment raising the salary of the 
judge of southern California was rejected. I 
voted in the negative, and the amendment was 
rejected by a tie vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair | 
will submit the question to the Senate. The rule 
provides that a Scnator voting with the majority 
may move a reconsideration. The vote is 17 to 
17, and the Scnator from North Carolina moves 
a reconsideration. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think he has a right to 
move the reconsideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will submit the question to the Scnate, whether | 
the Senator from North Carolina, having voted in | 
the negative, has a right to move a reconsidcra- | 
ation, 

The question was decided in the affirmative. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator | 
from North Carolina moves to reconsider the | 
vote rejecting the amendment of the Senator from ' 
California to increase the salary of the judge of | 
the southern district of California from $4,000 
to $4,500. ‘Lhe question ison that motion, | 

Mr. CLAY called for the yeas and nays, and ; 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— | 
yeas 17, nays 16; as follows: | 

YEAS— Messrs. Bell of Tennessee, Bigler, Brodhead, į 
Clay, Dodge, Durkee, Fitzpatrick, Houston, Jones of Lowa, 
Mallory, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Seward, Weller, Wright, 
and Yulee 37 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, Fish, Foster, | 
Wate, Harlan, flunter, Pearce, Pratt, Slidell, Thomson of | 
New Jersey, Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—~16. | 

So the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question 
now is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. I call for the yeas and nays. . 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. : 

Mr. BAYARD. I move that the Senate ad- ; 
journ. Ido not think we ought to decide the il 
compensation, the permanent compensation of || 
these judges, with only a bare quorum. ifi 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope we shall not adjourn || 
now. i 

The motion was not agreed to; there being on | 
a division—ayes 14, noes 19. | 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator wants the | 
yeas and nays on the amendment, I will call for 
them. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senate has refused to 
order the yeas and nays, and I have a right to 
comment on the amendment, and I mean to do it. 
The question ig upon a motion made, counter to | 
the advice and recommendation of the Committee | 
on the Judiciary, to whom the subject was re-: 
ferred, to increase permanently the salary of one il 
of the judges of the United States. On that i 
motion the Senate of the United States, with a | 
bare quorum, refuses to allow the yeas and nays | 
to be taken. 


| 
| 
| 


That is one evidence of American | 
legislation in the extent to which its purity has | 
one! Mr. President, it astonished me when [| 
found the Senate, on a question of this kind, : 
unwilling to commit individual members by || 
refusing the yeas and nays. It is not a question ‘i 
of the mere appropriation of the day; but it is, 
ermanent legislation as to the salary of the judge 
in the face of the recommendation of the Judiciary || 
Committee, and with a bare quorum of the Senate | 
in session. It is perfectly immaterial to me—I 
should vote against it, because I have heard no | 
reason given, counter to the consideration of our | 
committee, why this salary should be increased. jj 
1 shall vote against this amendment, unless I have | 
strong reasons why it should be increased; but, | 
at the same time, I will say that I think there are ; 
few members of this body who are more willing ; 
to give an ample compensation to the members | 
of the judiciary than I am. 
Mr. PRATT. The reason why | thought the | 
yeas and nays were unnecessary was that we | 
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had already had the yeas and nays three times 


| is required, and it is ample. They 


i the country controled. 
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upon this very proposition. But Í always yield 
to any friend who desires to have his name re- 
corded, however frequently it may be. There- 
fore, if my honorable friend from Delaware will 
ask again for the yeas and nays, I will consent 
to have them. The only reason I refused them 
was, that we had already recorded our names— 
mine with his—against this increase of salary. 
I thought it was perhaps an unnecessary con- 
sumption of time. ‘That was my individual opin- 
ion; but I am willing to have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BIGGS. I desire to ascertain if this is not 
an increase of the amount as reported by the 
Committee on the Judiciary. The present salary 
of this judge is, as | understand, $3,000. ‘The 
Committee on the Judiciary have reported, what 
has been voted on by the Senate, an increase of 
$1,000, and this is proposed to be an annual in- 
crease of $500. 

Mr. PRATT. [ask for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The Committee on the Ju- 
diciary is composed exclusively of lawyers. I 
never knew a lawyer in my life that was not wil- 
ing to allow full salary to the judges who preside 
over the courts of justice in the country. They 
are aware of the necessity of a liberal compensa- 
tion. Here, after the compensation of this judge 
has been permanently fixed for some years at 
$3,000, an application is made to Congress to in- 
crease his salary. Your Judiciary Committee has 
taken it into consideration. You are informed 
that they have examined the whole subject, and 
they have made a liberal recommendation—an 
advance of one third of the salary previously al- 
lowed to this public officer. They tell you that 
$4,000 is fall salary for him. On what ground 
does the Senate differ in opinion from that com- 
mittee? Simply because the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, in the exercise of a duty which we are 
always pleased to see him perform on this floor, 


differs from the committee as to what his district | 


judge ought to have. T know no other; I bave 
heard none other than cau satisfy any reasonable 
man. 
Mr. WELLER. Ido not putit on that ground. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. Ido not yield the floor, 


ji because I understand perfectly well that is not 


what my friend from Califorma says. I know 


| 
he represented to us what he has frequently urged 


with so much ability before, that the expenses in 
California are very high, and people are obliged 
to pay more than on the Atlantic coast; that they 
have got land cases, as if it made any diference 
when the judge was sitting on the bench, whether 
it was a land or an admiralty case he was trying 
—as if the judge saton the benen one hour longer 
than required by law—as if he were doing one 
particle of duty beyond what every judge in 
the country is bound to do, and that is to hear 
the litigation arising in his district within reason- 
able hours of labor. All this thing we under- 


stand thoroughly. Everybody has heard it re- f) 


peated over and over again in Congress. i 
What can we rely upon our committees for, if 
we cannot rely upon them for sucha matter as 
this? They tell you bya unanimous report that 
the salary of that judge, which before was § 
was too small. They tell you that one third more 
resist the fur- 
ther appropriation asked for by the Benator from 
California. The Senate has voted it down two or 
threo times; and yet finally, now when the Senate 
is nearly empty, when there is a bare quorum, a 
reconsideration is moved, and carried by one 


| vote;and upon that the representation of the com- 


mittee is to be overruled, and the legislation of 
I think we are giving 
way weakly, very weakly, and unworthily of 
ourselves, to personal considerations. Now, I 
would, with the greatest pleasure in the worid, 
vote for this, or anything that my friend from 


| California might desire to pass for the benefit of 


his district, if this was a measure of public im- 
portance—if it was for the good of his State or 


$3,000, | 


i 
} 


|| Mr. WELLER, 


| people; but the idea of giving way on a question 
i of this kind, on a mere personal salary, one of 
|an individual, against the unanimous judgment 

of one of our committees which hasexamined the 
| subject, is something 1 cannot agree to do, and I 
| must confess my astonishment that others can. 
Mr. PUGH. I only wish to say a word or 
| two, as the Senator from Louisiana has pressed 
| the matter somewhat. The Senator says it was 
| the unanimous recommendation of the committee. 

I shall not divulge any of the secrets of the com- 
| mittee room, for I mean to be loyal in that respect 
| as in all others; but I will say, that this question 
| was before the committee some time ago, when 
For myself, since 
t 


i we arrived at this decision, 
the committee took a vote, other matters have 
| been brought to my notice connected with the 
| question which determined me to bring it before 
| the committee again. I have mentioned them to 
i the chairman of the committee. Ido not recollect 
; whether he agreed with me in the change of 
| opinion or not, At all events, I communicated 
| with him, and should have brought the subject 
| before the committee at the next meeting, but that 
i this bill came here to-day, and we were obliged 
| to offer our amendments to it. I think myself on 
| reviewing the whole ground, that $4,500 is low 
enough salary for the judge of that district. Itis 
| the salary paid by the State of California to her 
| judges. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. To which of her State 

judges? i 
; Mr. WELLER. The district judge. 
| Mr. PUGEL. The Senator from California 
i made the statement. 

Mr. WELLER. I sayin the southern part 
of the State the pay of the district judges is $4,500, 
and in the northern and more populous parts, 
| $7,000. It used to be $7,500. 

( Mr. PUGH. Thatis the present purpose. It 
‘ig merely to make the judge of the district 
i court of the United States for the southern dis- 
| trict of California equal in pay to the judges of 

| the same grade under the State authority. 

l Mr. BENJAMIN. TF willinguire of my friend 
| from California whether the district judges of 
| 
H 


the State hold their offices during good behavior, 
i! or for a term of years? 

| Mr. WELLER. A term of years. 

| Mr. BENJAMIN. Is there any idea that the 
| rate of salary will be continued in California 
| when their terms are out? 

| Mr. PUGH. Whether it be so or not we 
| ought not to have the judges’ salaries at so low 


lj a rate that they cannot live without inconveni- 


| ence to themselves. I shall vote to put the salary 
| of any judge, anywhere in the United States, up 
| to that standard that he shall not be distracted 
iby attention to his private affairs—that he can 
| give the public the whole of his attention, If 
ithe Government is not able to pay the judges a 
salary of that sort, it ought to pay them none. 

I am very sorry that the 
Senator from Louisiana seems to regard this as 
disrespectful to the Judiciary Committee. 1 am 
sure there is no committee that I have a higher 
regard for than the Committee on the Judiciary. 
But so faras the expenses of living are concerned, 
I hope I may be allowed to claim that I know 
more about them in California than the Judi- 
ciary Committee or the Senate. All I desire for 
these judges is, that you will make a fair allow- 
ance, sufficient to cover their expenses of living, 
no matter where they may be located. I know 
Í this will not be too much. I know that this 
judge will not be enabled to save more money on 
a salary of $4,500 a year, than onc of your judges 
in some of the other States at $2,500, All I have 
desired is, that an allowance shall be made sufi- 
cient to permit him to live like a gentleman; and 
1 want to put him, as my friend from Ohio has 
said, on an equal footing with the district judges 
of our State courts. 

Mr. HALE. There isone consideration which 
ought to govern us. We have already voted to 
raise thissalary thirty-three and a third per cent., 
and now it is proposed to put g500 on that. IP, 
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you put it on, it can never be altered; it must 
stand forever. The Constitution makes it per- 
manent. If we put it too low we can correct that 
‘next year. If $4,000 is not enough, next year 
we can remedy it; butif we put it $500 too much 
it must stand forever, because the Constitution 
expressly prevents any diminution after it is 
raised. 

Mr. PRATT. . As long as the judge lives. 

Mr. HALE. It can never be lessened as long 
as. he continues in office. Now, as we have a 
bare: quorum-—a bare majority of the Senate, it 
seems to me we should be a little cautious in in- 
grafting an amendment on this bill. It must stand 
forever, so far as this officer is concerned. * 

Mr. HUNTER. Let us have the question. 

Mr. WELLER. I believe California is the 
only State in the Union where the Federal judges 
do not-receive a higher compensation than the 
State judges. It is the reverse of that in Califor- 
nia. The State judges receive much higher sala- 
ries than the Federal judges. 

Mr. REID. At the time I moved the recon- 
sideration I thought this salary not sufficiently 
high; but the remarks of the Senator from Louis- 
iana have convinced me that the amendment 
ought not to prevail, and I shall vote against it. 

‘The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Bright, Clay, Dodge, Fitzpatrick, 
Houston, Jones of Towa, Mallory, Pugh, Sebastian, Yew- 
ard, Weller, Wright, and-Yulee—14, 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, Durkee, Fish, 
Foster, Hale, Marian, Hunter, Pearce, Pratt, Reid, Slidell, 
Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, ‘Trumbull, Wade, and 
Wilson—18, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time. 

Mr. HALE. I ask for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of that bill. I desire to record my 
vote against it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Sec- 
retary procecded to call the roll. 

Mr. SEWARD. Lapprehend that we may be 
without a quorum, I am sure it is not the object 
of anybody to prevent the passage of the bill by 
a majority. Task the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to dispense with the call. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It cannot be 
done. The call mugt go through. 

Mr. SEWARD. Itcan be done by unanimous 
“consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No unanimous 
consent can dispense with the calling of the roll. 
It must be gone through with. 

The question being taken, resulted—yeas 24, 
nays 7; as follows: 

YEAS—Moessrs. Bayard, Benj 
Clay, Dodge, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foster, Houston, [kanter, 
Mallory, Pearee, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, + stian, Slideu, 
Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, Weller, Wright, and 
¥uleo— 

NAYS—Messrs. Durkee, Hale, Harlan, Seward, Trum- 
bull, Wade, and Wilson—7. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is not 
a quorum voting. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
A message from the House of Representatives 


a 


amin, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, 


announced that the Louse concurred in theamend- | 


ment of the Senate to the bill making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army for the year 
ending June 30, 1857, with an amendment. 

Mr. WELLER. As there is not a quorum 
here, I am compelled to move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, August 11, 1856. 


The House met ateleven o’clock, a.m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Dante. Warno, 


The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. | 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


! Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on 
Enrolled. Bills, reported that the committee had 
examined and- found truly enrolled bills of the 
following tithes: 

An act for the relief of Daniel Dolan; and 
An act for the relief of Charles Stearns; when 
the Speaker signed the same, 


BOUNTY LAND WARRANTS. 


is the consideration of a bill (H. R. No. 389) to 
| enable the owners of land warrants to locate the 
| same on any of the public domain subject to 
public entry, whether the minimum price shall be 
$1 25 or otherwise. ‘he question recurs on the 
amendment as amended, upon which the gentle- 
man from Arkansas is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. RUST. Ido not propose to make aspeech, 
but merely to move an amendment which 


lows: 
the words “ to sale or,” and insert the words “ to sale at ;?? 


“except those which have been sold or assigned at the date 
of the passage of this act;” so that the bill will read: 

Be it enacted, §c., That all land warrants issued, or here- 
after to be issued, under any act of Congress granting lands 
to the officers and soldiers, or their legal descendants, here- 
tofore passed, except those which have been sold or assigned 
at the time of the passage of this act, shall be received in 
payment for any ot the public land belonging to the United 
States, now subjcet, or which may hereafter become sub- 
ject, to sale at private entry, &c. 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I hope the gentleman 
from Arkansas will move to restore the bill to 


i the Committee on Public Lands. 
gestion of the gentleman from ‘Fennessee, [Mr. 
| ace) I offered an amendment on Saturday last, 

which Lam sure the House inadvertently adopted. 
At the time it was made I stated that the prop- 
osition had been repudiated by the Committee on 


acre. ‘They can then enter land at twelve cents 
an acre, which is wrong. 
| Mr. RUST. Ido not intend to make a speech 
myself, und cannot yield the floor to the gentle- 
man from Alabama for that purpose. There are 
other measures to be acted upon in which I feel 
a much deeper interest, and which are of vastly 
more importance to the country than the one now 
under consideration. 

Mr. COBB. I beg the gentleman, then, before 
he takes his seat, to move that the bill be restored 


“mittee on Public Lands, 

Mr. RUST. The gentleman is mistaken in 
regard to the effect of the amendment, which pro- 
poses to make these warrants receivable for land, 
under the graduation act, at $1 25 per acre. It 
į does not affect a single provision of that act, and 
under it no one can enter more than three hun- 
dred and twenty acres, and this must be for the 
purposes of residence and cultivation. It only 
| makes the warrant in the hands of the holder 
1| (who has become so since the passage of this act) 
| equivalent to money, at $1 25 per acre. That 
| part of it which is not absorbed in entering the 
graduated land, can be used in entering other 
| land at $1 25 per acre. For instance, the gradu- 
rated land which he desires to enter is worth 
| twenty-five cents per acre.: The largest quantity 


| twenty acres. This amounts to cighty dollars, 
and leaves $120 to invest in land at $1 25 per acre. 

The first amendment which I propose this 
morning is to except from the benefits of this 
| bill the brokers and stock-jobbers who have pur- 
i chased large quantities of these warrants at de 
preciated prices, from twenty-five to eighty pe 
|| cept. less than their par value, and now seek 
| through Congress, to make them worth a pre- 
mium, for such will be the effect of this bill, 


; enhance the value of those warrants in the hands 


; which substitutes the little word © at?’ for « Ors? 


The SPEAKER. The first question in order i; 


think | 
will be acceptable to the gentleman from Ala- | 
bama, [Mr. Coss.] My amendment is as fol- j 


After the word “ that,” insert the word “ all ;”? strike out | 


and after the words “heretofore passed,” insert the words | 


the condition in which it was when reported from , 
At the sug- | 


Public Lands. By striking out ‘ $1 25,” individ- | 
uals are authorized to deposit their land warrants | 
in the land office, and take a credit at $1 25 per | 


to the condition in which it came from the Com-. 


i permitted to him to enter is three hundred and |! 


I, 


|| soil in the new States and Territories. My amend- 
ments propose, Mr. Speaker, first, to confine 
the operation of this bill to warrants which have 
not been sold or assigned at the date of its pas- 
sage, and to exclude those from its benefits who 
have, under existing laws, bought them on spec- 
i ulation. Second, to make them receivable for 
lands only that are subject to sale at private 
entry. Third,to allow them to be used as money, 
at $1 25 per acre, in the purchase of any of the 
public lands of the United States, subject to sale 
at private entry, whether sold for more or less 
than $1 25 per acre. ; , 

The propriety of these amendments, if the bill 
is to pass, is obvious—self-evident—and I call 
the previous question upon them. 

Mr. THORINGTON. I move to la 
on the table. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JONES. Ido not want to be upon any 
committee upon this subject, but I would propose 
that this bill be referred to a select committee of 
five, to prepare a bill and report it to this House. 

The SPEAKER. The motion can be received 
only by unanimous consent. ` 

Mr. FLAGLER. I object. 

The question was then taken; ‘and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 100, nays 71; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Billinghurst, 
Bishop, Bliss, Bocock, Brenton, Buftinton, James H. Camp- 
bell, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaftee, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Williamson R., W. Cobb, Comins, Covode, 
| Cox, Cragin, Crawford, Henry Winter Davis, Dean, Denver, 
Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Etheridge, 
i| Flagler, Giddings, Gilbert, Goode, Grow, Harlan, Harrison, 
Haven, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine 
| B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelly, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
; Knight, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Me- 

Queen, Killian Miller, Millward, Morgan, Morrill, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Pike, Pringle, 
Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sew- 
ard, Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Tap- 
pan, Taylor, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 'Trafton, Under- 
wood, Valk, Wakeman, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Wasb- 
burne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Watson, Welch, Wells, 
Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Woodruff, Woodworth, and 
Zollicofrer— 100. 

NAYS—Messrs, Aiken, Henry Bennett, Hendley 8. Ben- 
| nett, Benson, Bradshaw, Branch, Broom, Burnett, Cariile, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Bayard Clarke, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Colfax, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Dick, 
Eustis, Evans, Florence, Galloway, Greenwood, Thomas 
L. Harris, Herbert, Houston, George W. Jones, Kennett, 
Kidwell, Knowlton, Leteher, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Mar- 
shall, Maxwell, McMullin, Smith Miller, Millson, Mott, 
Nichols, Mordecai Oliver, Perry, Powell, Puryear, Quit- 
man, Ready, Richardson, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, 
Sherman, Shorter, William Smith, William R. Smith, 
Sneed, Stephens, Stranahan, Swope, Tyson, Vail, Wal- 
bridge, Walker, Warner, Tsraet Washburn, Watkins, 
j Winslow, Wood, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright 
ee | 
| 
So the bill was laid upon the table. 

Pending the call of the roll, 
| Mr. FOSTER said: I think this bill ought to 


y the bill 


I demand the 


| pass; but as I am directly and personally inter- 
ested in the question, I ask to be excused from 
voting. 

Mr. ORR, being without the bar when his 
| name was called, stated that, had he been present, 
he should have voted in the negative, 

Mr. THORINGTON. I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was laid upon the 
table, and also move that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid upon the table. 
i| Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I demand the yeas 
i, and nays upon the latter motion; and call for 
‘| tellers upon the yeas and nays. 
| Tellers were not ordered; and the yeas and 
iH naya were refused. A 
i i he motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
i table. 


DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 
Mr, CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask the unan- 


| imous consent of the House to make a report 
_| from the Committee of Ways and Means upon 
i the subject of the tariff, with a view to have it 
| printed, and made the special order for the third 
Monday in December next. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. ldo not object to the 
|| report being made, but I object to its considera- 
il tion being made a special order at this time. 


| 


COMINS. 


S. I hope the report will be re- } 
ceived by unanimous consent, 
Mr. RING. 1 object. 


yra 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, then, I will simply 
make the report. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Idesire to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio if he accompanies his bill by a 
written report? Is there any counter report? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. f will say to the gentle- 
man. that it is an understandi 


allow a minority report to be 
{now report simply the maj 
in writing, and ready for the 

Mr. COBB. There is no 
hend, upon the part of the m 
mittec of Ways and Means that this report should 
be made at this time, and ordered to be printed 
and there was no objection on the part of the 
majority of the committee thatthe minority should 


made at any time. 
ority report. 
press, 

objection, I appre- 


present and print their report as soon as it was ;' 


I hope itj 


ready to be submitted to the House. 
will be so understood by the ELouse. 

Mr. FLORENCE, I wish to ask a question 
oft 
be made 


ment of Congress? 
Mr. COBB. F state frankly to the gentleman | 
from Pennsylvania, that I do not think it will, 


ang 
nori 
and 

M 


I might go on give my reasons why the mi- 


be submitted this session. 
r. CAMPBI 


Shaka. 


under consideration during the session, but from 
a combination of circumstances have been una 
to report before. 

Mr. SEWARD. Triscto a question of order. 
is this debate in order? If it is not, L object to 
from New York objects to the report being made 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I move that the 
rules be suspended, to enable me to make the 
report. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would suggest | 


to the gentleman from Ohio, that he should move | 


to postpone the consideration of the bili until the 
next session, instead of making it a special order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, I wil modify my 
motion according to that suggestion, and trust to 
the action of the House next session to make it 
a special order, 

The bill was then reported, and read a first and 
second time by its title, as follows: 

«CA bill to reduce the duty on imports, and for 
other purposes.”’ 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
ther consideration of the bill be postponed unul 
be printed with the report of the majority. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ihave also sent up reso- 
lutions of inquiry addressed to the Sceretary of 
the Treasury, with a view to ascertain some 
important statistics which will have a bearing on 
the merits of the bill and of the report, when they 


shall have been presented. 1 ask that the reso- 

lutions may be adopted. | 
Mr. COBB, of Georgia. F desire to have them 

read for information, as this is the first time 1 | 


have heard of them. 

The resolutions were reported, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Scerctary of the ‘Treas 
quested to furnish a statement of the farming, planting, and 
sugar crops of the United States for 1240 and 1859, as given 
py the census, with an estimate of tle crops of 1805, in tab 
ular forme. Also, 2 statement of the number of acre 
voted to the various crops in 1840 and 1550, with an ¢ 
of fhe same for ] 
us may be nec 
se in tbe number of 
erops in 1855, and the imere 
acre, wit 
increase and dec 
sregate product of e 
tions for the enlargement of the 
abroad, as he may deem expedient. Also, to collect inform 
ation on the wool-growing interest of the United Stat 
Also, on the wool-mauulacturing interests, W 
mate and statement of the capital employed there 
1846, a i 


ury 


ti- 


mate 


to exhibit the increase and de- 
eres employed in the principal 


sin acres—product p 
ach crop—togetiter with such sug 
markets, at home 


56, desi 


edient for permanent establishment of the wool- 
interests in the United States. Also, to col- 
1 on the present condition of the cotton- 
manufacturing interest, and to make suchs tions as he 
may deem necessary £0 promote the manufacture of the 


THE CO 


í ng that there shall ; 
be a minority report, and I trust the House will | 


It is į; 


inority of the Com- | 


1e gentleman from Georgia. Will that report | 
during this week, or before the adjourn- | 


ty report bas not been and will not be prepared j; 
I will simply say in refer- | 
ence to this matter, that the Committce of Ways |, 
and Means have had this very important subject | 
ble | 


it. 
The SPEAKER. {tis not; and the gentleman | 


ĮI now move that the fur- 


the third Monday in December next, and thatit | 


be re- ; 


de- | 
adding thereto such coluams in į 
dand decreased product per : 


Ladditional columns showing the perceutage of i; 
acre—and ag- ` 


and | 
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finer fabrics in the United States, and to enjarge the market 
t Borma- 
tion on the iron manutactare ofthe United Sta als 
! the manufacture of steel; also, on the manulac 
and steel. 1 
grown and produced in the United States, with refer- 
| ence to the enlargement of the free list. Also, on the 
ather manufacture and the manufactur 
United States. 
United Stat 


Also, on the sugar growing interest in the 
sand the manufactures thercof. Also, on the 


ted States. Also, on the growth and manufacture of hemp 
and flax in the United $ 0, On the mineral, coal, 
li lead, and copper interest of the United States. 
! growth and manutactere of silk jn the United State: 
reference to the gradual domestication of this inter 
branch of manufactures. Also, on the shipping interest of 
the United States, with a statement of the tonnage em- 


| 


railway and carriage tounage. 
Further resolved, ‘That the Scereta 2 
i: requested to furnish a statement, as far as practicable, 
ate amountof Federal, State, y, county, 
: canal, and other corporation bonds, stocks, and other evi- 
i dences of debt, held iu Europe or other foreign countries, 
; on the 80th June, 1856, speciiving separately, as far 
same ean be ascertained, the amount of each of the 
| descriptions of bonds, stoeks,&c. Also, to furnish a state- 
| ment of the amount of gold 
United States Mint and branches, from 1798 to July 1, 
1856; with a statement of the entire cost of coinage since 
pnent of the Mint, including buildings, ma- 
chinery, &e. Also, an estimate of the amount of gold and 
iver coins now remaining in the United States. Also, 
old and 


yfrom 17 to July 1, 1855, 
vent wud restrain the export there! 
yant to Le establishment ot a sound, stable, and heathy 
: money ¢ PCy. 
ations of bank bills as f 
tained and established. Also, to suggest the best method 
of stinulsting and increasing the export of agricuitural aud 
other productions of the United States, with a view of pre- 
| venting tbe export of the pre 2, stocks, and 
li bonds, by requiring and making it the inte of fsoreigit 
nations to take our surplus agricultural productions, instead 
|: of making it their interest, as we now do, to take our gold 
ji to buy wheat, cotton, tobacco, &c., from other nations. 
i| Further solved, ‘That the K tary of the Treasury 
| 


under the acts passed 30th August, 1842, and dik 
; designating the number of 
i of frauds and undervaluations which have ocerrred under 
the respeetive acts. Also, to report the advantages and 
disadvant of specifie and ad valorem dunes in reierence 
to the interests of the country, and the frauds and under- 
valuations incident to the too ses or systems of duties. 
Also, to report near as practicable, the amount and pro- 
portion of unports made by American-born citizens op heir 
own aecount; and the amount imported by vitizens ot foreign 
birth, aliens, and eitizcns of other couniries. Also, to 
| inguire into and reportthe advantages and disadvantages of 
“the home-valauation system in the collection Of cuctonis, a 

adopted and practiced by the British Government, whi 


“guy, 


B 


JUN | 
y 3 e ofiren ; 
Also, te collect information on articles not į 


f leather in the | 


ployed in all foreign, lake, coasting, and river trade, and ! 


allroad, ` 
the ; 
above : 


and silver coined at the 5 


with such suggestions to | 
fas he may deem i 


and to retire the stmaaber devomin- | 
ast as gold and silver coin cau be ob- : 


be requested to report the frauds and undervalnatious in ` 


s and the wmount i 


E 


a 


Mr. CORB. I trust I shall be allowed to say 


one word. 


nanutaeture of glass, porcelain, and stone ware in the Uni- | 


‘opportunity of making theirs hereafter. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I will say to the gentleman 
that I shall make no objection to any resolution 
the minority may choose to submit, calling for 
information. : 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman from Chio has 
correctly stated what occurred in the Committee 
of Ways and Means, in reference to this report— 
that the majority should make their report, as he 
has said, and that the minority should have the 
i Bat 
what I wish to say to the House is this: I have 


; never seen these resolutions before, nor had I any 


Li 


‘ reference to its incorporation in the revenue laws of the : 


United Stu 


| Mr. COBB. I would state to the gentleman 
‘from Ohio, that I cannot consent to the introduc- 


ites. 


tion of these resolutions—as they cover a large i 


L mass of important questions—until an opportu- 
“nity shall have been presented to me of seeing 


When l see them, and get such amendments to 
i object; but at present I must object. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. ‘These resolutions call for 
information which will affect the various intcrests 
of the different sections of this country. I think 
it important that the Flouse should possess itself 
of this information, by the next session of Cou- 
i gress. As the gentleman from Georgia objects, 
ĮI move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. JONES, of Tenne 


e. SL want to inquire 
Ways and Means? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
majority of the committee 
i and report presented. 

Mr. JONES. J understand that neither of the 
members of the committee on this side of the 
House has cver seen these resolutions. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentlemen of the 
| minority know very well that there was a com- 
smon understanding between us—the majority 
having agreed to report a bill predicated vpov 
certain principles in regard to the revenue, and 
l the minority disagreeing with them in regard to 
‘the rules which should be adopted. It was well 
understood that the majority should make its 


It is a report from the 
companying the bill 


ae 


He siir ct z time it was prepared to do so, and 
nating the number of mills pro- | report at any vas prer st 


ng broadcloth in the respective periods named, with | 
stions in regard to the revenne laws as he may | 


that the minority should have time to make their 
i report. Now, we have submitted our report, and 
i offer reso 
| the subject; and Lam astonished that the gentle- 
| man from Georgia should object to these reselu- 
| tions. 


them. They have been now offered and will he | 
printed in the Globe, and we shall see them. | 


| them as [ think ought to be made, I may not 


lutions asking information in regard to | 


whether this is a report fram the Committee of | 


' Samuel A. Smith, V 


idea that any such information was to be called 
for by the majority of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. f 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman from 
Georgia has been absent for some days. I brought 
the report and resolutions te the room of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and left them there 
for the examination of all the members of the 
committee, 

Mr. COBB. I am not complaining of the 
gentleman from Ohio. F am stating to the House 


‘i my reasons for objecting to these resolutions. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. ‘The resolutions are a part 
of the report of the committee. 

Mr. COBB. I do not regard them as a part 
of the report of the committee. I had no idea 
that any resolutions were to be introduced. But L 
want the gentleman and the House to understand 
my position. When I have had an opportunity 
of secing the resolutions, and of so amending 


i them that they shall call for information bearing 


upon every branch of the subject to which they 
refer, I will not object. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to say a single 
word. I regard the resolutions as calling for one- 
sided information upon the subject. [Cries of 
“Order t°] 

The SPEAKER, 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. BENSON called for tellers on the motion 
to suspend the rules. 

'Vellers were ordered; and Messrs. Sarp and 
Waixsrow were appointed, 

The question was put; and the tellers reported 
ayes 108, noes 48. 

Mr. McMULLIN demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The ycas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 


Debate is in order only by 


, the affirmative—yeas 125, nays 56; as follows: 


YEAS — Me Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Bowie, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton, Broom, Baffinton, James H. Campbell, 
John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard 
Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode,Cox, 
Cragin. Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, 
'Nunothy Davis, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edic, 
Edwards, Emric, Etheridge, Evans, Flagler, Galloway, Gid- 
dings, Granger, Grow, Harlan, J, Morrison Harris, Harrison, 
Haven, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Ior- 
ton, Howard, Hughston, Kelly, Kelsey, Kennett, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Alexan- 
der WS. Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miler, Mill- 
ward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 


Pringle, Paryear, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, 
Robbins, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, William 
Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Stewart, Stranahan, 


Swope, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, ‘Trafton, 
Tysou, Underwood, Valk, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Wat- 
son, Weleh, Wells, Whitney, Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, 
Woodworth, and Zolicofer=125. 
AVS — Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Bel, Hendley 8. 
mett, Braneh, Burnett, Cadwalader, Carlile, Caskie, 
Hagman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craw- 
ford, Denver, Dowdell, Elliott, Snglish, Mustis, Florence, 
Foster, Thomas J. D, Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Thomas 
Ja. Harris, Herbert, Hickinan, Houston, George W. Jones, 
Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Maxwell, MeMullin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Orr, Peek, Phelps, Powell, 
Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, 
‘ liam kt. Smith, Talbott, Taylor, 
Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, and Daniel B. Wright 


Vai 


: ah. 


| 


i 
j 
| 


il 
‘| 
i 


So (ewo thirds having voted therefor) the rules 
were suspended. $ 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Sioxay WEBSTER, his Pri- 


| vate Scerctary, announcing that he had approved 


and signed bilis originating in this House, of the 
following titles: . 

An act to provide for carrying into effect the 
first article of the treaty between the United States, 
and her Majesty ihe Queen of the United King- 
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dom of Great Britain and Ireland, of the 15th 
day of June, 1836; S 

An act for the relief of Bridget Maher; 

An act to continue the pension of Mrs. Nancy 
Weatherford. 
An act granting public lands, in alternate sec- 
tions, to the State of Mississippi, to aid in the 
construction of railroads in said State, and for 

other purposes; 

An act to confirm to certain persons therein 
named, their titles to certain lots in Prairie Du 
Chien, Wisconsin; 

An act for the relief of Benjamin La Fonte, 
William Altenburg, and others; 

An act for the relief of Robert Mitchell; and 

An act to alter and amend “ An act to appro- 
priate money to remove obstructions in the Sa- 
vannah river, bclow the city of Savannah, in the 
State of Georgia,” approved March 3, 1855. 

Also, returning to this House the bill for the 
improvement of the Des Moines rapids, in the 
Mississippi river, with his objections thereto. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I understand 
that a veto message has just been sent to this 
House. I give notice that I shall call up that 
message as soon as the House has disposed of 
the business before us. 


TARIFF— AGAIN. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
revious 
utions, 

Mr. QUITMAN. Task the gentleman from 
Ohio to withdraw the demand for the previous 
question, to cnable me to submit an amendment to 
the resolutions. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will allow the gentle- 
man to offer his amendment, and then insist on 
the demand for the previous question. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Be it further resolved, That the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury be directed to report to this House, at its next session 
in December, under specitic heads, the amount of appropri- 
ations and expenditures of every kind incurred by the Gov- 
ernment annually since the 30th of June, 1825, in the con- 
struction, repair, rent, and preservation, of custom houses ; 
the cost, expense, and-maintenance, of revenue cutters and 
other vessels engaged permanently or temporarily in the 
revenue service; and the amount of all other expenditures 
incurred in, or resulting from, the-collection of the customs 
or duties On imports since the above date. 


i _I demand the 
question upon the adoption of the reso- j 


i Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Maxwell, MeMultin, 


- Mr. CAMPBELL. I willaccept that; and now 
{I call for the previous question. x 

The previous question was seconded; and the | 
main question was ordered to be put. 

The resolutions as modified were adopted. 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolutions were adopted, and | 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider oa 
the table, i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. [I offer the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That fifty thousand extra copies of the report | 
of the Committee of Ways and Means on the proposed re- 
duction of the tariff of duties, be printed for the use of the 
members of this Louse. 


The resolution, under the rules, was referred 
to the Committce on Printing. 


PRESIDENT’S VETO MESSAGE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing veto message from the President of the 
United States: ` 
To the Ilouse of Representatives; 

l retum herewith to the House of Representatives, in 
which it originated, a bill entitled “ An act for continuing | 
the improvement of the Des Moines rap in the X 
sippi river,” and submit it for reconsideration, beca it 
is, in my judwfient, liable to the objections to the prosecu- 
tion of internal improvements by the General Government, | 
set forth at length in a communicatiou addressed by me i 
to the two Houses of Congress, on the 30th day of Decem- 
ber, 1834, and in other subsequeut messages upon the same | 
subject, to which, on this occasion, I respecttuily refer. 

FRANKLIN PIERCE. 

WASHINGTON, August 11, 1856, 


The SPEAKER stated the question to bez!) 
“ Will the House, on reconsideration, agree to | 
the passage of the bill?” i 

Mr. KENNETT. I call for the previous j 
question, i 

The previous question was seconded; and the | 
main question was ordered to be put. 

_Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The Constitution 
directs that the question shall be taken by yeas 


if 
ij 
it 
| 
| 
| 


The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the aflirmative—yeas 130, nays 54; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Ball, Barbour, Barclay, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, James H. Campbell, John P. 
Campbel!, Lewis D. Campbell, Caruthers, Chaffee, Bayard 
Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, 
Cox, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Damre}l, Henry Winter 
Davis, Timothy Davis, Dean, Denver, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 
Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, 
Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Greenwood, 
Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, How- 
ard, Hughston, Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Lindley, Mace, Alex- 
ander K. Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, 
Millward, Moore, Morgan, Murray, Norton, Mordecai Oli- 
ver, Parker, Pearce, Peck, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, | 
Pettit, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, | 
Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, 
Sherman, Simmons, Sneed, Stanton, Stranahan, Swope, 
Tappan, Taylor, Thorington, Thurston, ‘todd, Trafton, 
Tyson, Underwood, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Watson, Wells, Whitney, Wiliams, | 
Wood, Woodruft, Woodworth, and Zollicofter—1350. 

NAYS—Messrs. Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S$. Bennett, 
Bocock, Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, Carlile, Caskie, j 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Crawford, Dow- 
dell, Elliott, English, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Ful- 
ler, Goode, Grow, Hickman, Houston, George W. Jones, 


McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mott, Andrew Oliver, 
Orr, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Savage, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, Wiliam Smith, William R. Smith, Spin- 
ner, Stewart, Talbott, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, 
Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—54. 

So the House, (two thirds voting in the affirm- 
ative,) on reconsideration, agreed to the passage 
of the bill. 


HARBOR OF MICHIGAN CITY. 


Mr. COLFAX. I move that the Committee 
of the Whole be discharged from the considera- | 
tion of House bill No. 91, making an appropria- 
tion of $60,000 for a harbor of refuge and com- 
merce at Michigan City, Indiana, and for the 
construction of a breakwater thereat. 

Mr. LETCHER,. I object. 

Mr. COLFAX. Imove, then, that the rales be | 
suspended, in order that the Committee of the 
Whole may be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of this bill, so that it may be put on its 
passage now. I know debate is not in order, and | 
there is a great reluctance to suspend the rules | 
during the closing period of the session for any | 
special bill out of a gencral class; but I wish to 
say that this is the only harbor appropriation 
asked for by the State of Indiana; that it is 
strongly recommended as of vital importance as 
a harbor of refuge by petitions from various im- 
portant points on the lake; and that it is indorsed 
by the joint resolutions of the Indiana Legisla- 
ture, which T hold in my band. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Is it in order to move that 
the rules be suspended, and the House resolve it- 
self into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. Not while the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana, to suspend the rules, is 
pending. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I hope the motion will be 
voted down, and the House will go into com- 
mittee on the appropriation bills. 

Mr. COLFAX. [demand the yeas and nays 
on the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the ucgative—yeas 110, nays 56; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Bowie, Bradshaw, j 
Brenton, Broom, Buninton, Lewis D. Camptell, Chaffee, ; 
Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, | 
Covode, Cullen, Cumback, Damreil, Henry Winter Davis, 
Timothy Davis, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Emrie, | 
Engtish, Evans, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Grow, Harlan, ; 
J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, Holloway, Thomas | 
R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Toward, Hugbston, Kel- 
sey, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Kunkel, Leiter, Lindley, Mace, Matteson, Smith Miller, | 
Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Nichols, Nor- 
ton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pelton, Pennington, | 
Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, Ricaud, Ritchie, 
Rivers, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, | 
Simmons, Sneed, Stanton, Swope, Tappan, Thorington, Í 
Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Valk, Wade, Walbridge, | 
Waldron, Cadwalader Č. Washburne, Ellibu B. Wash- 


burne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wells, Winslow, | 
Wood, Woodruif, and Woodworth—110. } 
NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Hendley S. Bennetts | 


Bocoek, Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, | 
Carlile, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. | 
W. Cobb, Crawford, Dowdell, Elliott, Florence, Foster, | 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Thomas L. Har | 
tis, Hickman, Houston, George W. Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, 


and nays. 


Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, Me- | 


Mullin, McQueen, Millson, Orr, Phelps, Powell, Puryear, 
Quitman, Ruffin, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Wik 
liam Smith, William R. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, 
Taylor, Trippe, Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, Williams, 
Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—a6. ° 

So the rules were not suspended, two thirds 
not voting in the affirmative. 


CLOSE OF DEBATE ON POST OFFICE APPRO- 
PRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move the usual 
resolution, that debate in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, on the Post 
Office appropriation hill, be closed within five 
minutes after its consideration shall be again re- 
sumed. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iask the gentleman when 
he proposes to take a vote on the amendment of 
the Senate to the Army bill? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. [In reply to the gentleman 
from Alabama, I will say that the vote on the 
amendment to the Army appropriation bill will 
depend on the time consumed in the Committee 
of the Whole on the Post Office appropriation bill. 
If we get the latter bill into the TFlouse before 
four o’clock, 1 then propose to take the vote on 
the Senate’s amendment to the Army appropria- 
tion bill. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. HARRISON, I ask the consent of the 
House to make a personal explanation. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
gentleman will proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HARRISON. It is ‘the first time during 
my service on this floor, that I have asked indul- 
gence for a personal explanation. I therefore 
hope that I may be excused for occupying a few 
moments in referring to a subject implicating, ag 
1 conceive, my personal honor, and the integrity 
of my political course. 

I hold in my hand a copy of the Cincinnati 
Gazette, containing what purports to be a report 
of a speech made at Dayton, Ohio, by the honor- 
able gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bur- 
LINGAME, | not now in his seat. I have refrained 
from calling the attention of the House to this 
matter, with the hope that the honorable gentle- 
man would return to his seat here, and thus 
afford me an opportunity of receiving from his 
own lips an avowal or disavowal of the language 
attributed to him in this report. The gentleman 
has been detained—necessarily I have no doubt— 
from his seat in this House. The session is 
drawing rapidly to a close, and the poisoned shaft 
hurled at me is still rankling in the public mind; , 
and I am constrained, from a sense of duty to 
myself and my constituents, to trespass upon the 
patience of the House in the absence of the gen- 
tleman. I do this with great reluctance, for F 
would mueh prefer the presence of the gentleman, 
It is not my habit to strike at the back of my 
enemy. I always ae to look an antagonist in 
the face, whether dealing in words or in blows. 
The language to which I take exception is as 
follows: 

“ The Union-savers also called on you to send a practical 
man (that means the stupidest man you can find) to Con- 
gress—a national man—a dough-tace, so that the South can 
take him by his dough nose and turn him around just whieh 
way they will, [Here hundreds of voices cried out, That’s 
Scorr Harrrson.’] Mr. Beruincame said: ‘Ihe quick 
instinet of the people relieves a man from being personal.’ 
{Three groans for Scorr Harrison were called for, and 
given by the whole assembly.) The speaker thought there 
would be few dough-face Representatives if there was not 
a dough-face constituency behind them.” 

I can scarcely believe that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts could have so far forgotten the 
courtesy which is due from one gentleman to 
another as thus to have gone out of his way to 
indorse a base charge against a member of this 
House by irresponsible persons in a crowd; and 
I trust it may yet be found that the reporter of 
his remarks has done him injustice. Butif Iam 
mistaken in this, and if the language attributed 
to the gentleman was intended, either directly or 
indirectly, to charge me, or any portion of my 
constituents, with a truckling subserviency to 
any section in this country, or any party in this 
House, I pronounce the charge, before this House 
and the country, as an infamous and unmitigated 
calumny. . 

I regret the necessity of having thus far tres- 
passed upon the time of the House, important 
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and valuable as I know it to be; and I yield the 
floor, expressing my gratitude and thanks to the 
House for the indulgence they have extended to 
me. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. I do it with a view to take up 
the Post Office appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House ac- 
cordingly resolved itsclf into the Committee: of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Gw- 
pins in the chair,) and took up for consideration 
a bill (H. R. No. 315) making appropriations for 
the service of the Post Office Department during 
the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1857. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to dispense with 
the first reading of the bill. 

Mr. FLAGLER. I object. 

The bill was read in extenso; and was then 
read by paragraphs for amendment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the commit- 
tee rise and report the bill to the House, with a 
recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

_ So the committee rose; and the Speaker hav- 
ing resumed the chair, Mr. Gippines reported 


that the Committee of the Whole on the state of j 


the Union had had under consideration the state 
of the Union generally, and particularly a bill 
(H. R. 315) making appropriations for the ser- 
vice of the Post Office Department during the 
fiscal year ending the 30th June, 1857, and had 
directed him to report the same back to the 
House, with a recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move the previous ques- 
tion on the engrossment. 

Mr. NORTON. Iask the gentleman to allow 
me to offer an amendment. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I ask the gentle- 
man to allow me to offer an amendment, simply 
a provision authorizing the Postmaster General 
to settle with certain contractors. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The bill has just passed | 


out of committee, which was the proper place 


for submitting amendments; and if gentlemen did | 


not offer them there, I, as chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, certainly must de- 
cline to withdraw the call for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. FULLER. Will the gentleman allow me 
to make a motion to go back into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

Mr. CAMPBELL declined. 

Mr. PHELPS called for tellers on seconding 
the previous question. 

Tellers were ordered: and Messrs. Pur.ps and 
Cuarrer were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes ninety-eight, noes not counted. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

‘Fhe main question was then ordered; and un- 
der its operation the bill was engrossed and read 
a third time, 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 


The previous question was seconded, and the | 
main question ordered; and under its operation | 


the bill was passed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table; which 
laiter motion was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COMINS. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, that the ight-house bill may be taken up 
and considered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw that motion, and let me move to take 
from the Speaker’s table the bill making appro- 
priations for the Army, with an amendment of 
the Senate, so that this amendment may be acted 
on, and the bill disposed of. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois., I hope the 
gentleman from Massachusetts will insist on his 
motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I only ask to have taken 
from the Speaker’s table the Army appropriation 
bill, with a single amendment from the Senate, 


j 
i! 


l 
| 


| f 
| 


thirty minutes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I would suggest to the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce that, 
before that bill gets into the Committee of the 
‘Whole on the state of the Union, he had probably 
better have debate terminated. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I make that motion to 
close debate in five minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. If the gentleman 
from Massachusetts will now withdraw his mo- 
tion to go into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, I would like,as the House is 
full, to have a vote taken on the Senate amend- 
ment to the Army bill. 

Mr. COMINS. Very well. I yield the floor. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 
153) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the year ending 30th June, 1857, 
was taken from the Speaker’s table, and the 
Senate’s amendment was reported, which was to 
strike out the following words: 


Provided, nevertheless, That no part of the military force 
of the United States berein provided for shal! be employed 
iu aid of the enforcement of the cuacunents of the aleged 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Kansas, recently 
assembled at Shawnee Mission, until Congress shall have 
enacted either that it was or was nota valid Legislative 
Assembly, chosen, in conformity with the organic law, by 
the people of the said Territory: And provided, That, until 
Congress shall have passed upon the validity of the said 
Legislative Assembly of Kansas, it shall be the duty of the 
President to use the military force in said ‘Territory to pre- 
serve the peace, suppress insurrection, repel invasion, and 
protect persons and property therein, and upon the national 
highways, in the State of Missouri or elsewhere, from un- 
lawful seizures and searches. 

And be it further provided, That the President is required 
to disarm the present organized militia of the ‘J'erritory of 
Kansas, to recall all the United States arms therein dis- 
tributed, and to prevent armed men from going into the said 
Territory to disturb the public peace or to aid in the entorce- 


| ment or resistance of real or pretended law. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Before demanding the pre- 
vious question, upon concurring in the Senate’s 
amendment, I simply ask the Clerk to read the 
second article of the amendments to the Consti- 
tution of the United States. Then, without con- 
suming the time of the House with an argument, 


| I will call the previous question. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. LI object to the reading if 
the gentleman calls the previous question. 

Mr. PHELPS. I suppose it must be out of 
order to have any clause of the Constitution of 
the United States read in this House. [Laugh- 
ter. 

he, CAMPBELL. Very well, then, I have 
the floor, and will have it readas my speech. 

The article was read, as follows: 

“A well-regulated militia being necessary to the security 
of a free State, the right of the people to keep and bear 
arms shall not be infringed.” 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Having sworn to support 
the Constitution of the United States, including 
the article which has just been read, I voted against 
this proviso, and shall now vote to strike it out. 

Mr. PENNINGTON, I ask the gentleman 
from Ohio to withdraw the demand for the pre- 
vious question, until I can offer an amendment, 
which will obviate all scruple as to the constitu- 
tionality of the provision. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, I will hear it read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided, nevertheless, and it is hereby declared, That no 


| part of the military force of the United States, for the sup- 
F port of which appropriations are made by this act, shali be 


employed in aid of the enforcement of any enactment of 
the body claiming to be the Territorial Legislature of Kan- 


į sas, until such enactment shall have been affirmed and 


approved by Congress ; but this proviso shall not be so con- 
strued as to prevent the President from employing an ade- 
quate military force, butit shall be his duty to employ such 


force to prevent the invasion of said Territory by armed | 
bands of non-residents, or any other body of non-residents j 


acting, or claiming to act, as a posse comitatus of any officer 
in said Territory, in the enforcement of any such enact- 
ments, and to protect the persons and property therein, and 
upon the national highways leading to said Territory, from 
all unlawful searches and seizures; and it shall be his fur- 
ther duty to‘take efficient measures to compel the return 
of, andto withhold all arms of, the United States, distrib- 
uted in, or to, said Territory, in pursuance of any law of 
the United States authorizing the distribution of arms to the 
States and Territories. 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I rise to a question 


| cision of the House. 


be offered. No amendment is in order except to 
the Senate’s amendment; and the amendment of 
the Senate being simply to strike out, there can- 
not possibly be any amendment in order. We 
must either recede from our amendment or insist 
upon it, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Theamendment just read, 
which the gentleman from New Jersey proposes 
to offer, does not violate either the letter or spirit 
of the Constitution; and, sir, taking into consid- 
eration the surrounding circumstances, I think it 
my duty to allow the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey to offer his amendment, upon the condition 
thal he will then renew the demand for the pre- 
vious.question. I regard this to be my duty as 
the chairman of the Committce of Ways and 
Means. The gentleman can then raise his ques- 
tion of order. ; 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The gentleman 
from Ohio states that he yiclds the floor to the 
gentleman from New Jersey, upon the condition 
that he renews the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. Now, I want to know whether the gentle- 
man has the right to withdraw the demand for 
the previous question with any such condition ? 

TheSPEAKER, The Chairhasalready stated, 
that if a gentleman withdraws the demand for the 
previous question, he must withdraw it abso- 
lutely. The Chair can recognize no condition, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The amendment of the 
gentleman from New Jerscy having been read, I 
regard it as due to gentlemen on this side of the 
House that they should have an opportunity of 
placing themselves right on the record. I took 
occasion the other day to show how far wrong 
gentlemen had gone, in the haste with which 


they passon the amendment of my colleague, 
[Mr. Suerman.] But, sir, toavoid all difficulty, 


Í move the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
nian from New Jersey. The gentleman from 
Georgia will then have an opportunity to present 
his question of order. I demand the previous 
question, : 

Mr. COBB. I now submit my question of 
order. If understood by the Chair when I be- 
fore presented it, there is no necessity for repeat- 
ing it. T submit that the only motion that is 
pending before the House is either to agree or 
disagree with the amendment of the-Senate, which 
is to strike out. Now, sir, how can. you agree 
to strike out with an amendment, er refuse to 
strike out with anamendment? You musteither 
agree or disagree with the amendment of the Sen- 
ate, and you cannot do either with anamendment. 

Mr. STANTON. I ask that the Clerk will 
read the clauses which I send up, from the 
Manual. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

“ Either House may recede from its amendment, and 
agree to the bill; or recede from their disagreement, and 
agree to the same absolutely, or with an amendinent, for 
herce the disagreements destroy one another, and the subject 
stands as before disagreement; but the House cannot recede 
from, or insist on, its own amendment With an amendment, 
for the same reason that it cannot send to the other House 
an amendment to its own act after it has passed the act. 
They may modify an amendment from the other House by 
ingrafting an amendment on it, because they have never 
assented to it; but they cannot amend their own amend- 
ment, because they have, on the question, passed it in that 
form; nor where one House has adhered to their amend- 
ment, ang the other agrees with an amendment, can the 
first House depart from the form which they have aflixed by 
adherence.” $ 

[Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as truly enrolled a bill granting a 
pension to Ansel Wilkinson; when the Speaker 
signed the’same.] 

The SPEAKER, It is perfettly clear that the 
House cannot amend its own amendment; but 
the question is, can the House amend the Senate ’s 
amendment ? 

Mr. GOBB. The amendment is to strike out, 
Can you agree to strike out with an amendment, 
or can you disagree to strike out with an amend- 
ment? This proposition of the House stands 
precisely where an-amendment would stand. _ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia 
will see that the question propounded to the 
House by the Chair is: ‘* Will the House coneur 
in the amendment of the Senate?” The gentleman 
from Ohio proposes to concur with an amend- 
ment; and that is certainly in order. 

Mr. COBB. Let us see what will be the de- 
The House will send back 
this message. The House conous in the’amend- 
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ment of the Senate to strike out by adding an | 
additional clause. Does that clause follow those 
stricken out, or does it stand as a separate and 
distinct proposition? ftis one of those questions 
to my mind which do not admit of a doubt. 
‘The difficulty arises from the fact, that the amend- 
ment of the Senate is simply to strike out. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is not pre- 
sented ‘to the House as a proposition to amend 
“its own amendment, but as a proposition to 
amend the amendment which comes from the 
Senate; and the Chair thinks that it is in order. 

Mr.SEWARD. The amendment is to some- | 
thing. Now, what is it an amendment to? I 
want.to read the amendment of the Senate, then | 
the proposition of the gentleman from Ohio, and 
whatitis that the amendmentis an amendment to. 

The portion of the Army appropriation bill 
proposed to be.stricken out by the Senate was 
read by the Clerk. 

Mr.SEWARD., That amendmentwas stricken | 
out by the Senate. It therefore constitutes no ; 
portion of the bill. Not being a part of the bill, 
can it be amended? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Instead of striking out, J | 
move to insert the amendment after the word 
“ provided.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must decide that 
motion not to be in order. Itis impossible for | 
the House to amend its own amendment. 

Mr. COBB. I understand that this proposi- | 
tion is entertained as an amendment to the Sen- | 
ate’s amendment—an amendment to the motion 
to strike out. Therefore, if this amendment is 
adopted by the Hlouse, the question will then re- 
cur on concurring with the Senate in striking out į; 
these paragraphs in the bill with this proviso, ; 
attached not to the paragraphs, but to the amend- | 
ment of the Senate to strike out. ‘Che para- ii 
graphs, as the Chair properly decided, are not || 
amendable. Nothing is amendable but the Sen- 
ate’s amendment, and there is no Senate amend- 
ment but to strike out; and if the amendment of ; 
the gentleman from Ohio is agreed to, the ques- | 
tion will recur on agreeing to the Senate ’s amend- 
ment to strike out with the following proviso. 
From that decision of the Chair I take an appeal. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. The Senate 
have stricken out a part of the bill. The gentle- 
man from Ohio proposes to amend the amend- 
ment of the Senate by striking out all but a 
single word, and inserting something else. Is it 
not competent for the Elouse to perfect the amend- 
ment before they are called on to vote on it? 

The SPEAKER, It is not competent for the 
House to amend its own amendment. 

Mr. WASHBURN. The Senate have made 
an amendment to strike out a portion of the bill. 
The House proposes to concur in the amendment, 
with an amendment to strike out a part of what 
the Senate proposes to strike out, and to insert 
something else in lieu of it. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment cannot be 
made in that form. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The House sent the bill 
to the Senate as an entire measure. ‘The Housc 
has not yet amended the bill. The Army appro- 
priation bill comes from the Senate with an 
amendment; and the question is, has the House 
the power to amend the amendment of the Senate ? 
I hold that we have the power to amend the 
amendment; and my proposition is, to amend 
that amendment by agreeing to strike out all 
after the word ‘* provided,” and in licu thereof 
to insert the words which have been sent to the 
Chair, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
question. The Army appropriation bill comes 
.from the Senate with an amendment. -The gen- 
tleman from Ohio moves to amend the amend- 
ment, and the Chair thinks the amendment is in 
order, 

Mr. HOUSTON. Herc is the languake of the | 
Manual, which has been already read: | 

“ But the House cannot recede from, or insist on its own `| 
amendment with an amendment, for the same reason that !/ 
it cannot send to the other House an amendment to itsown 
act after it has passed the act.” : 

Mr. CRAWFORD. While gentlemen on the | 
other side of the. House were discussing the point | 
of order, I would not interfere, and I am sure the | 
gentleman from Alabama will not take it unkindly | 


at 


| ginia asks to have the amendment and the bill 


! upon what the inquiry is. 


that I raise the question on him. 


dance der? Is this discuss] 
sion in order? 


The SPEAKER. The question of order is not 
debatable, the previous question having been or- 
dered. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Then I insist that the 
rule shall be enforced. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. In order to know whether 
ĮI can sustain the Chair or not, I wish to know 
whether I understand what the Chair has decided. 
If this motion prevails, is it the understanding of 
the Chair that this proposition will be appended 
to, and become a part of, the bill in lieu of the part 
stricken out? 

Mr. HOUSTON. If debate is out of order I 
object to this discussion. The gentleman from 
Georgia made the point upon me, and the Chair 
sustained him. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 
to order. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. GOODE. I wish to have read the clause 
to which this amendment is proposed as an 
amendment. | 

Mr. CRAWTORÐDÐ. I call the gentleman from 
Virginia to order. 

The SPEAKER. 


I call both the gentlemen 


The gentleman from Vir- 


read. 
sent. 

Mr. GOODE. 1 wish to have them read to 
enable me to determine how to vote, | 

The SPEAKER. They will be read before 
the gentleman is called upon to vote. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Would it be in | 
order to make an inquiry of the Chair, to cnable 
me to vote understandingly ? 


The SPEAKER. That will depend very much || 


They can be read only by general con- 


Mr. JONES, 
adopted, and then the House agree to the Senate 
amendment as amended by the House, what will | 
be the effect of it? Is not the Senate amendment | 
agreed to, and the bill passed? Can they dis- | 
agree to the Senate amendment with an amend- | 
ment? i 

The SPEAKER. The bill comes from the | 
Senate with an amendment. [tis the right of the || 
House to agree to that with an amendment. The | 
gentleman from Ohio, in pursuance of that right, 
moves to amend the amendment of the Senate. i 

Mr. JONES. Can we disagree to it with an į 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER. That is not the proposition. 
The House cannot disagree to it with an amend- 
ment. 

The question being upon the appeal, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to lay 
the appeal upon the table. 

Mr. ORR demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 1 call for the 
reading of the last paragraph of the 123d page of 
the Manual, | 

The SPEAKER. Itcan only be done by unau- 
imous consent. 

Objection was made from all parts of the Hall. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 97, nays 81; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Pennett, Benson, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, But- 
finton, James fl. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chatfee, į; 
Bayard Clarke, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, 
Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Dean, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, 
Granger, Grow, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Matte- 
son, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Milward, Mor- | 
gan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew | 
Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, ; 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tap- 
pan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, ‘Trafton, Wade, Wake- 
man, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, 
Elihu B. Washhurne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, 
Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—97. 

NAYS — Messrs, Aiken, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley S. 
Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Branch, Broom, Burnett, Cad- 
walader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Clingman, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, 
Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Elliott, English, 
Eustis, Evans, Fiorence, Foster, Greenwood, J. Morrison 


lt is this: if this amendment is | 


i 
j 
i 
i 


Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, 
George W. Jones, Kelly, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, : 
Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Sinith ` 
Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Pur- | 
year, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, San- | 
didge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William | 
Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, ` 
Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Vatk, Walker, Warner, Welly, li 


Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, 
John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—8i. 

So the appeal was laid upon the table. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine, stated, that had he 
been within the bar when his name was called, 
he would have voted in the negative. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move the pre- 
vious question. . 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The question being upon Mr. CAMPBELL’s 
amendment, Mr. Orr demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I wish to make an in- 
quiry of the Chair. If the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio should be adopted, what 
will be the action of the House upon the Senate 
amendment? . fa 

The SPEAKER. Upon concurring in the 
Senate amendment as amended. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 101, nays 84; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Barclay, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton, Buffinton, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, 
Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Dean, 
Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, 
Flagier, Galloway, Giddings, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Hol- 
loway, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, 
King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, 
Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Killian Miller, Millward, 
Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, 
Andrew Oliver, Parker, Peares, Pelton, Pemnington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, 
Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Spianer, Stanton, Stranahan, 
Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, ‘Trafton, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
burne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Welch, Wood, Woodruff, und Woodworth—J01. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 8S. Ben- 
nett, Bowie, Branch, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John 
P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Crawford, Henry 
Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Elliott, Etheridge, Eustis, 
Evans, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Puller, Goode, 
Greenwood, Haven, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, George 
W. Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Letcher, Lindley, 
Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Samuel $. Marshall, 
Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Milson, 
Orr, Peck, Phelps, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, 
Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, 
Sneed, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, Under- 
wood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Wells, Wheeler, 
Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John V. 
Wright, and Zollicoffer—84. 

So theamendment to the amendment wasagreed 

to. 
Pending the call of the roll, 
Mr. ORR stated that Mr. Kerrr had paired off 
for the balance of the scssion with Mr. Mace 
upon the question of slavery, and all sectional 
questions. 

Mr. DICKSON stated that Mr. Simmons had 
paired off with Mr. STEPHENS. 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the House had agreed to the 
amendment to the amendment, and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. 

The question recurred on concurring in the Sen- 
ate amendment as amended by the House. 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL. If the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendment, the bill will go back 
to the Senate with the amehdment to the amend- 
ment attached? 

The SPEAKER. If the House concur in the 
Senate amendment as amended, it will stand as 
follows 
_ Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask whether, 
if the louse agree to the Senate amendment, you 
do not only strike out what they strike out, but 
also strike out what you have just put in? 

The SPEAKER.” The Clerk will report the 
Senate amendment as it will stand if the House 
concur in the amendment as amended. 

The amendment was reported. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
as amended was concurred in. ; 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendment as amended was 
concurred in, and also moved to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table; which latter motion 
was agreed to. ` 

LIGHT-11OUSE BILL——AGAIN. 


Mr. COMINS. I now renew my motion that 
the rules be suspended, and that the House 
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resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, in order to take up the 
light-house bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended; and 
the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Orr 
in the chair,) and the bill(H. R. No. 451) making 
appropriations for light-houses, life-boats, buoys, 
&c.,and providing for the erection and estab- 
lishment of the same, and for other purposes, 
was taken up for consideration; 

On motion ®f Mr. COMINS, the first reading 
of the bill was dispensed with, and the Clerk 
proceeded to read it by paragraphs for amend- 
ment. 

[A message in writing was here received from 
the President of the United States, by Srpwey 
Wesster, his Private Secretary, the committce 
having informally risen for that purpose. ] 

Mr. COMINS. Under instructions of the 
Committee on Commerce I offer the following 
amendment: 

After line one hundred and forty-six, on page 7, insert: 

For compensation of two superintendents for the life 
stations on the coasts of Long Island and New Jersey, 
$3,000. 

Compensation of fifty-four stations, at $200 each per 
annum, $10,800. 

To complete the fitting of stations, old and new, on the 
coast of New Jersey, $11,500. 

T'o complete the fitting out of stations, old and new, on 
the coast of New York, $8,500. 

Contingencies, $5,000. 

This is in accordance with the recommendation 

.of the Secretary of the Treasury, and should 
have been inserted in the bill. I presume there 
will be no objection to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WALKER. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in under the head of ‘*Alabama:” 


For repairing the light-house and keeper’s dwelling, and 
fencing in the grounds attached to the same, at Choctaw 


S S 


point, near Mobile, Alabama, $2,000. 4 


-Tn the storm of 1853, this light-house was 
much damaged: the keeper’s dwelling was swept 
away. 

Mr. COMINS. Appropriations for the light- 
houses injured by ice and storms during the last 
inion are made in the annual appropriation 
biils. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, in 1853, as 
you well know, a storm prevailed along the 
whole southern coast. There was at Mobile a 
Joss, I presume, of one million dollars. The 
light-bouse was much damaged. The light-house 
dwelling was swept away, and the light-keeper, 
his wife, and three children were drowned. Since 
then the building has not been repaircd. T'he 
amount asked for is small, and I hope the amend- 
ment will be agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COMINS. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in under the head of ** Louwisiana:’’ 

For a light-house at, or near, the mouth of Amite river, 
on Lake Maurepas, Lonisiana, $6,000. $ 

The Legislature of Louisiana has petitioned for 
a light-house at, or near, the mouth of the Amite 
river, on Lake Maurepas, Louisiana. The Com- 
mittee on Commerce has not been furnished with 
a very satisfactory survey or chart of Lake Mau- 
repas. By the fifth section of this bill the Scere- 
tary of the Treasury will order a preliminary sur- 
vey. If the facts are in accordance with the state- 
ments of the petitioners, the light will be erected. 
If an adverse report is made, the appropriation 
will fall into the surplus fund. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr.SHERMAN. I move the following amend- 
ment, to come in under the head of “ Ohio:” 

For rebuilding the pier connecting the beacon light at 
Huron with the shore, $10,000. 

Mr. COMINS. I raise the point, that the 
amendment is not in order, because it is not ger- 
mane to the bill. It properly relates to river and 
harbor improvements. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Has it been 
recommended by the Light-House Board? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is recommended as ne- 
cessary by the Secretary of War. Access can- 
not be had to the beacon light unless this pier is 


rebuilt. P 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 


| The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the 


: bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move, in the following 

| paragraph, to increase the appropriation $10,000: 

| For rebuilding the beacon light at Huron, $4,580. 

| Mr. COMINS. J object to these amendments 

i ia inorder. We have passed that part of the 
iil. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendmentis notin 
order, as the committee have passed from that 
clause of the bill. 

Mr. HOWARD. I offer the following amend- 


ninety-six: 

For a light-house at Port Austin, ou Saginaw bay, $5,000. 

This has failed to receive the action of the 
| Light-House Board, by reason of my longabsence. 
i The papers were sent to me, and on account of 
| that absence upon the business of the House, I 
i was notable to present them to the Committee 
on Commerce. itis well known, that the most 
i dangerous place for navigation on that lake is at 
i the entrance of Saginaw bay. This point is the 
| only place of refuge for boats in case of a storm. 
i About twelve miles up the lake there is a light- 
! house upon an extreme point, but there is no 
| place there where boats can get in. ‘There isa 
i good harbor at the point I indicate, and it is only 
; necessary that there should be a light-house there 
| to enable boats to enter in the night time, to make 


\ 
l 
i 
i 
i 
i 
l 
j 
; 
| 


| 


‘ita good and available harbor iu case of a storm, j 
I The Committee on Commerce | 
have been liberal in their appropriations for Lake | 


i Mr. COMINS 


Erie, Lake Huron, Lake Superior, and vicinity, 


and they are unwilling to have this amendment | 


inserted. 

Mr. PECK. I move to amend the amendment 
| by increasing the sum $1,000. I have to say 
| that I fally concur in most that has fallen from 
| my colleague [Mr. Howarp] upon this subject, 
land I fully indorse what he has said in reference 
i to the necessity of this light-house. J will state 
i that this point is in my district, but the papers 
were sent to my colleague, and in consequence 
of his absence they were not Jaid before the 
Committee on Commerce or referred to the Light- 
House Board. F can assure the committee that 
i this light-house is necessary, from my own 
‘knowledge of the locality. The committee will 
see that there is no danger in adopting this 
amendment, because, by the last section of this 
‘Dill, it is left discretionary with the Secretary of 
ithe Treasury to cause examinations and pre- 
i liminary surveys to be made, to ascertain the 
necessity of these light-houses; and where, in his 
i opinion, this or any other light-house contained 
in this bill is not necessary, no action can be 
taken under this approp ‘ation, and he is required 
i to report to the next session of Congress the rea- 
son why he declines to act under it. 

Mr. COMINS. I regret that the papers were 
not submitted to the committee, but we are un- 
willing to admit the amendment now. 

Mr. PECK, by unanimous consent, withdrew 
his amendment. 

Mr. WASIIBURNE, of Minois. I move to 

: amend the amendment by decreasing the amount 

$1,000. Tam opposed to this amendment, \ 
| havea Light-House Board having full jurisdiction 
i over all these matters. All the applications and 
papers upon these subjects, referred to the Com- 
: mittee on Commerce, are by the committee sent 
ito that board for their consideration. Where 
they report favorably, the Committee on Com- 
merce usually adopt their recommendation, In 
this case there has been no reference to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and no consideration by the 
Light-Elouse Board; and therefore Tam opposed 
to any appropriation for this purpose going into 
this bill. f 

If the facts stated by the gentleman from Mich- 
: igan are true, the petitions can be presented at 
' the nextsession of Congress, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and examined by the Light- 
House Board; and then, I presume, there will be 
no objection to an appropriation for that purpose. 

I withdraw my amendment if there be no objec- 
tion. 

The question was taken on the Mr. Howarp’s 
amendment; and it was agreed to. 


| Mr. SHERMAN. Lnow offer the following 


ment, to come in after line two hundred and | 


We: 


| are to be discontinued? 


| points, and they 


amendment, to come in after line two hundred and 
ninety-six: 

_ For repairing light-house, banking in, and protecting the 
site of the light-house at Huron, Ohio, $10,000, 


Mr. W.ASHBURNE, of Ulinois. I raise a 
question of order on that amendment. {tis not 


in order at this point of the bill. The clause of 
the bill under consideration makes appropriations 


‘for the State of Michigan, and this amendment 


is for the State of Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. 
amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In order that the House 
may see that I do not ask for anything not rec- 
ommended by the Secretary, I ask to have read 
a section from his report. l was absent and could 
not bring this to the attention of the committee. 

The clause in question was read. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. [raise the point of order, 
that we have passed that portion of the bill refer- 
ring to Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. That particular point was 
raiscd, and overruled by the Chair, understand- 
ing that it had reference to a light-house on Lake 
Huron, and the committee being still engaged in 
the consideration of light-houses on that lake. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Then I make the point 
that the amendment is not germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BILLINGEIURST moved to amend the 


clause referring to portage, by inserting, before 


I am opposed to the 


| that word, the word ** the,” soas to make it read 


“the portage.’? 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. EDWARDS. I desire to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce by what 
authority itis that these light-houses on Lake Eric 
I move to amend by 
striking out the folowing paragraph of the bill: 

Src. 3. And he it further enacted, That the following 
named lights be discontinued, viz : At Silver Creek, on the 
southeast shore of Lake Erie, New York; at Barecelona, 
or Portiand;) on the southeast shore of Lake Erie, New 

ork. 

There certainly is no reason, in fact, why they 
should be discontinued. These lights are neces- 
sary, as they are at ports of refuge on these 
are required for the purpose of 
giving security to craft that navigate that lake; 
for it is well known that there are, many days of 
the season, fogs so dense that, without the aid 
of beacon-lights at these points, navigation would 
be very dangerous. Ido not understand why the 
light-houses at these points should be discon- 
tinued. 

Mr. COMINS. As several questions will arise 
about the discontinuance of several lights, I will 
answer them all at once. The Secretary of the 
Treasury, in his report of 1854, recommends that 
certain lights be discontinued. He gives his rea- 


| 


“been rendered useless by > 
| power and range of the light on the pier, 
i that ligh 


i 


; other hg 
; paratus, 0 
_ of light, in many 
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; absolutely dangerous, 


' that both of these lights shou! 
| is 


sons, and he is supported in those reasons by the 
report of the ethane inspectors, which is con- 
curred in by the Light-House Board. There is 
no harbor at Silver Creek or Barcelona. No ves- 
sels go there, and lights are not required at those 
ots. 
The lights at North Carolina, which it is also 


| proposed to discontinue, were originally designed. 


as a range to enable vessels to cross the bar at 
But the channel has changed there, and 

be not only useless, but 
as they serve to distract 
of guiding him in his course. 
Ohio, on the hill, has 

the increase of the 
making 
t both a coast and harbor light. Many 
hts have been furnished with a new ap- 
f an order which gives a sufficient range 
cases, to supersede the neces- 
sity of continuing the smaller lights in their vi- 
cinity. No light is directed to be iscontinued by 
this bill, without a good and sufficient reason 
for it. 

“Mr. EDWARDS. I desire to state that both 
these points are harbors on Lake Erie, and are 
necessary as harbors of refuge. It is necessary 
d be continued. it 
within the collection district of Chatauque 
ounty, the custom-house of which is at Dunkirk. 


ae} 


The light at Cleveland, 
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These beacon lights have been there for thirty or 
forty years,and are considered as useful by navi- 
gators on these lakes, Ae , 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I will state 
that I find that the clauses of the bill which it is 
now proposed to be stricken outare in accordance 
with the recommendation of the Light-House 
Board and inspectors. By reference to the report 
on finance, of 1854-55, I find the folowing: 

. Itis recommended that the lights at the following points 
be discontinued, viz: Silver creek, Portland harbor, (or 
Barcelona,) Port Clinton, and the light on the hilf at Cleve- 
land. There is no harbor at Silver creek or Barcelona, and 
the one at Port Clinton cannot be entered at night, nor are 
they necessary as lake coast lights.” 

Now, sir, that is the recommendation of the 
Light-House Board, made by men engaged on 
that coast who know all about the wants of the 
commerce on that coast. I hope the amendment 
will not be agreed to. 


The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. RUFFIN. I move to strike out “ at Bea- 
con Island, near Ocracoke, North Carolina.” 
Mr. Chairman, I will state that there is not one 
cent appropriated to my State in this bill; and 
not content with that, they seem disposed to take 
from us what little accommodations we Lave in 
the way of light-houses. Now, sir, I have known 
something about this Beacon Island. There has 
been a light there since my recollection. It is at 
a very dangerous point, just at the entrance of 
the sound, and 1 can see no reason why the light 
should be discontinued. I think it should be 
continued at least for one year longer, until the 
commercial men who are interested in the matter 
may have an opportunity of being heard upon 
the subject; and then, if, asthe gentleman from 
Masinelusatts says, it ought to be discontinued, 
let it be discontinued. Why, sir, I never heard 
a word of the intention to discontinue these lights 
until I saw it in this bill. I recollect, two years 
ago, a recommendation was sent here by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to discontinue the revenue 
boat at Ocracoke. The Light-House Roard, 1 be- 
lieve, recommended the discontinuance at some 
other point; but the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury fixed on Ocracoke; and when I remonstrated 
with him, and told him of his error, with his usual 
stubbornness he adhered to his determination, 
and the consequence has been, that the officers 
who are charged with the duty of collecting the 
revenue, and the Government, have been great 
sufferers, and will be in future. I hope this light 
will be continued for at least one year longer. It 
involves no expense except the oil for the lights, 
and the salary of the keeper, which is not more 
than three or four hundred dollars. 

Mr. COMINS. The lights at Beacon Island, 
near Ocracoke, North Carolina, and at Ocracoke 
channel, are wholly unnecessary. These lights 
were originally designed to serve as a range for 
crossing the bar and entering the harbor at night; 
but the frequent changes in the channel prevent 
them from answering the purpose for which they 
were intended; and to continue them would not 
oniy be a useless expense of four or five thousand 
dollars per annum, but would be calculated to 
mislead and distract the mariner, instead of guid- 
ing him. There is a coast light there, which is all 
that is required. 

The amendment was agrecd to. 

Mr. RUFFIN. I move now to strike out “at 
Ocracoke channel.” That, sir, is similarly situ- 
ated with the coast. It is situated at the bar 
leading from the ocean into thechannel. I think 
it had better be continued for one year longer. 
The same reasons which applied to striking one 
out apply to the other. If they are so danger- 
ous, Í do 
recommended to be discontinued heretofore. I 
imagine it has been years since there has been 
any change in the channel. I hope the commit- 
tee will strike it out. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Al the in- 
formation I have in regard to thesc amendments is 
contained in the report of the light-house inspect- 
ors, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


_ 7. The Ocracoke channel light-vessel and Beacon Island 
light-house were intended as a range to cross the Ocracoke 
bar at night in safety, 

«In consequence of the formation of shoals inside the 
bar, that range never has been, nor can it be now obtained. 
Bhould it be attempted tó cross the bar by bringing these 


not know why they have not been ! 


lights in a direct range, a vessel would certainly strike on 
the reef, with every chance of inevitable destruction. 

<< Itis possible thata range might be obtained by having two 
light-vessels in place of the house and one vessel; but the 
channel in which one of them would have to be moored is 
so subject to change that its continuance would, I fear, be 
of short duration. 

tt As itis generally admitted by navigators, that when defi- 
nite instructions cannot be given for the use of lights it is 
better there should be no light at all, I would recommend 
that the two lights in question be discontinued, after suffi- 
cient notice be given, and that the Ocracoke channel light- 
vessel be stationed off the northwest end of Royal shoal, 
where a light is so much needed, until the screw-pile light- 
house, for which an appropriation has been made, is 
erected.” 


Mr. WASHBURNE. Ithink the gentleman 
had better follow the suggestions as he has heard 
them read. 

Mr. RUFTIN. I cannot do it. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. These inspectors are 
to be supposed to have full knowledge on the 
subject. 

Mr. RUFFIN. Those whose interests are 
nearly concerned, the merchants and navigators 
of that place, are in their opinions opposed to 
these suggestions. 

Mr. COMINS. As the committee has refused 
to discontinue the light at Beacon Island, near 


| Ocracoke, North Carolina, it ought to be consist- 


ent,and refuse to discontinue the lightat Ocracoke 
channel, One isnecessary to the other, and both 
are destructive to the interests of the harbor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I move to strike out, under 
the head of lights to be discontinued, the light at 
the Northeast Pass of the Mississippi. I do not 
wish to embarrass the committee, yet, as I have 
some personal acquaintance with this light, I 
should, before the vote is taken, like to know the 
reasons for this provision. 

Mr. COMINS. The reasons are the same as 
have been urged in other cases of a like charac- 
ter, where lights, having been found to be unne- 


cessary and useless, have been recommended to | 


be discontinued by the Light-Housc Board. Ref- 
erence can be had to the report of the Secretar 
of the Treasury for his reasons for recommend- 
ing the discontinuance of thislight. I have many 
letters from the light-house inspectors on the 
subject; but I will not consume the time of the 
committee by having them read. I will say to 
the gentleman from Louisiana, that the Northeast 
Pass of the Mississippi is not now used at all. 

Mr. EUSTIS. There willbe no objection, then, 
to leaving the matter to the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. I therefore modify my 
motion by adding to the paragraph for the dis- 
continuance of this light the following proviso: 

Provided, The Secretary of the Treasury considers the 
same unnecessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BLISS. I offer the following amendment, 
to come in under the head of “ Ohto:” 

For building an embankment and continuing the improve- 
ment upon the west pier, at the harbor of Black river, Ohio, 
upon which the light-house is built, and for connecting the 
same with the main Jand, $10,000. 

Mr. COMINS. Is the amendment in order? 

The CHAIRMAN, It is not in order to go 
back unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COMINS. I object. 

Mr. BLISS. Then 1 offer the amendment at 
this place. This light-house stands out in the 
lake a long distance from the main land. It is 
necessary to go toit by boats at all times. In 
stormy weather it cannot be reachedat all. The 
new light-house cannot be built at that spot unless 
the old connecting pier is rebuilt. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Has this 


| matter been before the Light-House Board, and if 
so, have they made any recommendation in its | 


favor? 

Mr. BLISS. An appropriation already made 
for asimilar object was not before the Light-House 
Board, nor has this matter, but both are recom- 
mended by the proper authorities, 

I call attention to the following report of the 
Secretary of War: 


‘* As heretofore reported, the whole of the appropriation 
for this work, amounting to $5,000, was expended last 
season. This sum was totally inadequate. By far the 


idated condition, and extensive repairs are yet required to 


į place it in a proper condition. With the appropriation three 


hundred and sixty feet of new pier has been rebuilt upon 
the foundation of the old west pier, nearly the whole of 
which is planked. This was all that could be done with 


the limited amount at command, leaving much still to be 


greater part of the harbor works were in a ruinous or dilap- | 


done to that pier—a new pier-head to be built, the east pier 
having been wholly untouched. This latter pier is very 
much dilapidated, and a portion of the nortbern or outer 
end of it, three hundred feet in length, is wholly gone to a 
depth of six feet, with the exception of one detached part a 
few fect in length, which will have to be torn down.” 

Mr. COMINS. I object to the introduction of 
that amendment, upon the ground that it is not 

ermane to this portion of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. The Chair strained the rule a 
little for the benefit of the gentleman upon the 
left of the Chair, [Mr.Suermay.] This amend- 
ment is clearly out of order, inasmuch as the 
committee have passed from the section to which 
the amendment is offered. 


Mr, BUFFINTON moved to strike out section 
four, as follows: 


And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury be, and he is hereby, authorized to have a reéxamina- 
tion made (under the seventh section of the act approved 
August 3, 1854, making appropriations for light-houses,&e.,) 
of the Point of Rocks, West Port, Massachusetts, to de- 
termine whether or not the light-house authorized for that 
place is necessary to the commerce of that vicinity ; and if 
reported upon favorably and approved by bim, to use the 
appropriation heretofore made for that purpose in erecting 
a light-house and keeper’s dwelling at or near that place 5 


and to insert in lieu thereof the following: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to use the appropriation heretofore made for 
that purpose, in erecting a light-house and keeper’s dwell- 
ing ator near the Point of Rocks, West Port, Massachu- 
setts. 

A survey has already been made for a light- 
house at this point. That survey recommended 
that a light-house was necessary, and an appro- 
priation was made accordingly. My amendment 
merely authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury 
to use the appropriation already made, to save 
the time and extra expense of another survey. [ 
hope the amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. COMINS. My colleague knows that I dis- 
like to object to any amendment which he may 
deem it cxpedicnt to propose. ButI cannot con- 
sistently asscntthat the committee should agree to 
the amendment of my colleague, inasmuch as it 
would be a departure from the usual course of 
legislation, and would be doing that which the> 
facts which are before the committee, and the 
information obtained from the proper authorities, 
will not justify them in doing. Lam most de- 
cidedly in favor of a light-house at West Port, 
if one is required there. As the matter now 
stands, the Secretary is not willing to cause this 
light-house to be built. The survey and reports 
are not in favor of a light at that point, but 
adverse to it. The section, as it stands in the bill 
as reported, provides that the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall make areéxaminaiton of the Point 
of Rocks at West Port, Massachusetts, to determ- 
ine whether or not the light-house authorized 
there is necessary to the commerce of that place. 
If the survey and reportare favorable, the Secre- 
tary must, in accordance with the seventh section 
of the act passed on the 3d of August, 1854, cause 
| the appropriation to be immediately complied 
i with. If the report is adverse, it must be sub- 
mitted to the next Congress for its action. If 
the House wishes to adopt an arbitrary course 
of legislation, it will allow the amendment to pre- 
vail. If it wishes to sustain the Committee on 
Commerce, which has acted in accordance with 
the facts in the case, it will not assent to the 
amendment of my colleague. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I ask for tellers on the 
amendment. 

Tellers werc not ordered. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. COMINS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, offered the following amendment: 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That, if a good title 
cannot be obtained by the United States to Dry Point and 
Linken’s Neck, on the western side of the Damariscotta 
river, in the State of Maine, the Secretary of the Treasury 
is hereby authorized to cause another suitable site to be 
selected for a light-house appropriated for at the mouth of 
said river by the act of Congress approved August 3, 1854, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BLISS. I move the following amend- 
ment: 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the sum of 
$10,000 be appropriated to continue and improve the con- 
nection between the light-house in the mouth of Black 
river, Lake Erie, Ohio, and the main land, on the plan 
heretofore adopted and partially completed. 


I have nothing to say in addition to what I 
have already said on this question. 
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Mr. COMINS. I raise a point of order on the 
amendinent, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, on the ground that to admit the 
amcndment now offered by the gentleman would 
be, in effect, to override the rule of the commit- 
tee, which requires that amendments shall come 
in at ‘their proper place, and in their proper order. 

Mr.STEWART. Iofferthe followingamend- 
ment: 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the 
Treasury be, and be is hereby, authorized to cause an ex- 
amination to be made as to the propriety of a light-house 
on the Chesapeake bay, at James Point, at the mouth of 
Little Choptank river; and, if it shall appear to him to be 
necessary, the sum of §5,000 is hereby appropriated for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a light-house at that 
point. 

Mr. COMINS. I raise a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, and rules the amendment out of 
order. 


Mr. WHEELER. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 
Src. 7. And he it further enacted, That. there be appro- 


priated for the construction of floating lights at the mouth 
and in the channel of the harbor of New York, $50,000. 


Mr. COMINS. [raise a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order on the ground that it is not in 
proper time. 

Mr. LANE. [I offer the following amendment; 

Tor the construction of a light-house at Port Orford, 
$20,000. 

Mr. COMINS. It would give me greatpleasure 
to comply with the request of the gentleman from 
Oregon. If he supported his amendment with 
his usual coil of telegraphic tape, “ just received,” 
I might yield under his persuasive oratory. 
{Laughter.] But I must make a point of order 
on the gentleman from Oregon. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the 
point of order, and rules the amendment out of 
order. 


Mr. LANE. I think that if the gentleman 


from Massachusctts would take a moment to į 


reflect he would not raise the question of order. 
He has provided for light-houses in California. 
[Calls to “ Order !”] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. LANE. We have no light-houses in 
Oregon 

The CHAIRMAN, (interrupting.) Debate is 
not in order. 

Mr. COMINS. Imove that the committee do 
now rise, and report the bill and amendments to 
the House, with a recommendation that it do 
pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Orr reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had had under consideration the Union 
generally, and particularly the light-house bill, 
(H. R. No. 451,) and had instructed him to report 
the same back with sundry amendments, and 
with a recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. COMINS moved the previous question on 
the engrossment of the bill. 

The previous question was scconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation 
the amendments reported from the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union were agreed 
to. The bill was then ordered to be engrossed 


and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was | 


accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. COMINS moved the previous question on 
the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation 
the bill was passed. 

Mr. HOUSTON called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. COMINS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, 
transmitting a report of the Secretary of War in 
reply to a resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives, of 26th May, 1856, in relation to the Capitol 


and Post Office extension; which was referred to 


the select committee on that subject, and ordered 
to be printed. 


DISTRICT COURT IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. ORR. [ask the unanimous consent of the 
House to have taken from the Speaker’s table, 
Senate bill (No. 219) to alter the time of holding 
the district court in South Carolina. It isa bill 
of local interest merely. I have submitted it to 
the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, and I 
believe I may say the bill meets his approbation. 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken 
up for consideration, and read a first and second 
time. 

Mr. ORR. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading; 
and wasaccordingly read the third time and passed- 

Mr. ORR moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to. 


NAVAL IMPROVEMENTS. 

Mr. BENSON. The'Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs reported certain provisions as amendments 
to the Navy appropriation bill, which were ruled 
out of order. then gave notice that I should 
report them in a separate bill. I now ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to report the 

ill. 

No objection being made, 

Mr. B. reported from the Committtee on Na- 
val Affairs a bill authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to purchase additional lands adjoining cer- 
tain navy-yards thercin named, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time. 

The bill was read through. Ft authorizes the 
Secretary of the Navy to purchase certain lands 
adjoining the navy-yards at Boston, Philadelphia, 
and Washington, to erect an additional building 
at Norfolk, to increase the salary of the officer 
at the naval laboratory at New York, and to con- 
struct a new magazine at San Francisco. 

_ Mr. BENSON. I demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
amendment to this bill. 
that, under a law precisely like this, the Presi- 
dent purchased a site for a post office in the city 


of Baltimore, and when a provision making the | 


necessary appropriation to pay for it was offered 
the other day, it was maintained on the one hand 


that the contract made by the President was ab- į 


solute, and on the other hand it was held that 
Congress had the right either to ratify or reject 
it. Now, sir, to avoid all difficulty, I desire to 
submit an amendment, that none of those con- 
tracts for purchases shall be considered to be 
binding until after they shall have been ratified 
by Congress. 
The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered to be put. 
> The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, 
and read the third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. BENSON moved that the vote by which 
the bill was passed be reconsidered, and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 
LAND OFFICE AT VINCENNES, INDIANA. 
On motion of Mr. MILLER, of Indiana, the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union was discharged from the further consider- 


ation of House bill (No. 123) to continue the 
land office at Vincennes, Indiana, and to ascer- 


tain and adjust the titles to certain lands in the | 
States of Indiana and Illinois, formerly included ! 


within the Vincennes land district, and the bill 
taken up for consideration. 

Mr. MILLER moved the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. KELSEY. I move to lay the bill on the 
table. g 

The motion was disagreed to. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. . 

Mr. MILLER. Icall for the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 


I should like to offer an | 
It will be recollected | 


| 


main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the bill was passed. 3 
Mr. MILLER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. ` 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALLEN’S MAIL-BAGS. 

Mr. COVODE. I move that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be 
discharged from the further consideration of a bill 
(H.R. No. 264) authorizing and directing the 
Postmaster General to purchase, and test, Allen’s 
air and water-tight mail-bags, in order that it may 
be put on its passage. 

Mr. LETCHER. 

Mr. COVODE. I move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose indicated. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move that the House do 
now adjourn, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I understand that 
there are some gentlemen who desire to discuss 
general politics, and if the gentleman will with- 
draw the motion to adjourn, I will move that the 
rules be suspended, and the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, in order to take a recess for an even- 
ing session. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If the House is disposed 
to favor the gentleman’s motion, I will withdraw 
the motion to adjourn, but otherwise I will not. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I make the motion 
I have stated. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. [I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. How can the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio be entertained, 
pending the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Coyopr] to suspend the rules ? 

The SPEAKER. If objection be made it can- 
not be entertained. i 

Mr. JONES. I object. Speeches are filed at 
the night sessions without being delivered, and 
are afterwards published as having been delivered 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [I insist on my motion 


I object. 


; that the House do now adjourn. 


The question was taken; and the motion was 
not agreed to; there being, on a division—aycs 
54, nocs 68. 

The question then recurred upon Mr, Covopn’s 
motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. COVODE. The bill simply 
and requires the Postmaster General t 
a contract already made. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Does it make an appro- 
priation ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
it does make an appropriation. 

The question was taken; and the rules were 
not suspended, two thirds not voting in favor 
thercof. 

MILITARY LANDS IN FLORIDA. 

Mr. MAXWELL. Task the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to report from the Committee 
on Public Lands a local bill, with a view to put 
it upon its passage. It is a bill to authorize the 
sale of lands reserved for military purposes in the 
State of Florida. 

Several Members objected. 

Mr. MAXWELL. I move to suspend the 
rules. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to—ayes 56, noes 
76. 
The question was put; and the rules were not 
suspended, two thirds not voting in favor thereof. 

NORWOOD M’CLELLAND. 

Mr. SAPP. I move that the Committee of 
the Whole House be discharged from the further 
consideration of Senate bill (No. 276) for the 
relief of Norwood McClelland, master of the 
steamboat New World. 

Mr. JONES called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then put; and the rules were 
suspended, two thirds voting in favor thereof, 

The Committee of the Whole House was 
accordingly discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the bill, and it was reported to the 
House for consideration. 

The question being on ordering the bill to be 
read a third time, 


authorizes 
o carry out 


I move that the House do 
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Mr. SAPP moved the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof, the bill was ordered to a third reading, 
and was read the third time. 

Mr. SAPP moved the previous question on the 
passage of the bill. ; i 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. LETCHER. I demand the ycasand nays 
upon the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The bil was then. passed. 

Mr. SAPP moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. 


GUSTAVUS B. HORNER. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I move to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House from the 
further consideration of Senate bill No. 343, so 
that it may be put upon its passage. 

Mr. KUNKEL, (at forty minutes past four 
o’clock, p.m.) I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. J ask the gentle- 
man to withdraw that motion that I may move 
to suspend the rules. 

Mr. KUNKEL withdrew the motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, (at forty-five min- | 


utes past four o’clock, p. m.) I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 
The motion was disagreed to. 


The question was taken on Mr. Campneny’s |} 


motion, and it was agreed to. 

‘So the rules were suspended, and the House 
resolved itselfinto the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Eustis in the chair,) 
and proceeded to the consideration of the Presi- 
dent’s annual message. 

And then, on motion of Mr, CAMPBELL, (at 
ten minutes before five o’clock, p.m.,) the House 
took a recess till seven o'clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The committee resumed its session at seven 
o'clock, (Mr. Eustis in the chair,) the Presi- 
dent’s annual message, and the resolutions pro- 
posing to refer the same to the standing commit- 
tees, being under consideration. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Jn the remarks I propose to 
submit to the commitiec, E design to deviate a 
little from the common track of subjcets selected 
for discussion here. L think there isa great ques- 
tion underlying all these that we have been dis- 
cussing, not only this session, but a great many 
sessions before. [am now nearly sixty-five year 
old, and can remember very well the first election 
of Mr. Jefferson, and of all the Administrations 
down. And were it not for the fact, that while 
we are drifting along, we are not sensible of the 
changes that take place, I should be astonished at 
comparing the present state of things with what 
used to be considered the true and correet policy 
in the years 180J-02—half a century ago. 

l propose now to make a few remarks on the 
abuses of the Federal Government, and the remedies 
therefor, 

Itstrikes me, sir, that the Federal Government, 
not simply this Congress or last Congress, but 
the whole Federal Government, for a long series 
of years, has been deviating from the track 
marked out originally by our fathers. Not that 
J would hinder the present generation from im- 

roving'on the policy of former ones. Ido not 
elieve that one generation hasa right to mark 
out exactly the lines for all their successors, but 
the most ordinary sagacity can see that a change 
has been taking place in the political and moral 
Sense of the nation for many years past. We 
live not under two Governments, as people com- 
monly imagine—National and State. We live 
under one Government with two branches—the 
Federal branch, and thelocal orState branch. The 
Federal branch was intended to regulate merely 
the relations of this country with foreign nations, 
and such inter-State matters as one State alone 
could not regulate without the consent of others. 


I move that the rules be || 


i 


Anybody who has read the debates in the 
Federal Convention of 1789, will perceive that 
the first step taken was to pass two resolutions. 
The first was, that the Federal Government, or 
the Government of the United States, should be 
vested with all the requisite powers to regulate 
the foreign affairs—the relations between these 
States and other nations. 'The second was, that 
the Federal Government should regulate such 
internal affairs as concern more States than one. 
They instructed their committee to draft a Con- 
stitution accordingly. Any gentleman who will 
run over the enumerated powers of that instru- 
ment, will sce that they had both these resolu- 
tions in their eye. You can hardly name one of 
the powers vested in Congress that is not designed 
either to regulate those things which individual 
States could not regulate, or to regulate our re- 
lations with foreign countries. 

This, you see, sir, is but a small portion of the 

owers exercised by the British Parliament or the 
French Parliament. Our national Government 
! was created with these very limited powers, and 
the vast powers of internal government were left 
i to the States. It was expected by the framers of 
i the Constitution that, if the national Government 
i kept itself strictly within the sphere of its powers, 
Congress would only require to sita few weeks 
and then adjourn, whereas now it sits nearly 
| three fourths of a year at its first session, and one 
fourth at its second. 

Most of the State Legislatures sit only from 

two to four months, to regulate all the various 
internal local interests of the country. ‘These 
are constituent parts of the national Government, 
|: not other and distinct. They are like the pillars 
| that support this Capitol—they uphold the Fed- 
eral Government. They are present by their 
|i agents in the Senate, and by their people’s Repre- 
| sentatives in this House; and every act passed 
‘by Congress becomes a State law as well as a 
i national one, because passed with the consent of 
all the States, as States, in the Senate, and by the 
consent of their people in the House of Represent- 
atives. Now, sir, ow have these two branches 
of our Government, representing the same people, 
operated in practice? Is the balance preserved, 
as originally intended, between the National and 
State governments: No,sir; the Federal power 
is swallowing up the States. The national branch 
of our Government receive all the revenues from 
| duties on imports and the proceeds of the public 
‘lands. And money is power, sir. Money is 
| power in proportion to its amount. The amount 
as aunually increasing. 
Sir, whatis the amount of theserevenues? Why, 
|, Some seventy-five million dollars a year. When 
it was but thirteen or fourteen millions of dollars 
it was enough. When it was $25,000,000 it was 
| more than enough. When it is now $75,000,000 
itis all used up; for Governments, like individ- 
uals, live up to their meome. 

Yes, sir, you use it all up; and that income is 


|i the Government and corrupt the people. Every 
: department grows greater as fast as this income 
_ grows larger. But two sessions since the salaries 
‘rof the heads of departments were raised from 
|i $6,000 a year to $8,000; and at the last session 
|! the salaries of the judges of the Supreme Court 
|i to $6,500; about two or three times as much as 
|| the salaries of the State judges get for doing more 

work, and bringing to the service full as much 
talent. 

And thatis notall. Having still more moncy in 
the Treasury, this Government sends out its ex- 
: peditions to Japan, Amazon, Dead Sea, or wher- 
l! ever it pleases, for the purpose of creating offices 
i and spending money. Why, sir, at the last ses- 


| 
i 


|| have been present when it was passed—an act was 


| of the District of Columbia —a board that, as 
|| far as present appearances are concerned, is to be 
li months’ labor for one or two attorneys. But the 
j; board has answered its design, I suppose; offices 
ii were created. 


omission tocreate an office, or to expend money, 
when any possible excuse could be found for it? 


| Noneatall. And yet, sir, in the administration 


} 
i 


i was «spent in a single year was enough to break 


| of John Quincy Adams, the fact that $13,000,000 | 


worse than wasted, because it is used to corrupt | 


|i sion I find—and I am surprised, for I could not | 


| passed for the creation ofa board to codify the laws | 


| perpetual—a work that would require about six | 


i Now, I ask gentlemen to reflect for | 
jia moment, and tell me where there was ever an 


down that Administration, on the ground of ex- 
travagance! The next Administration, I believe, 


| Spent $25,000,000; and so we have gone on, al- 


most doubling the expenses with every new Ad- 
ministration, creating offices and raising sala- 
ries, until the cost and extravagance of the Gen- 
eral Government has grown out of all proportion to 
the expenditures of the State governments. Why, 
sir, I suppose the President of the United States 
getsas much salary as one half of the aggregate sal- 
aries of all the Governors of the States. Tam per- 
fectly satisfied that the administrgjión ofjustice in 
the State of New York, by the courts and officers 
of the United States judiciary, costs more money 
than the whole judiciary of the State. The mar- 
shals and other officers get such enormous sala- 
ries and fees for the business they do, that they 
actually go about the State getting up business 
to increase their per diem compensation. When- 
ever they can find any possible excuse for mak- 
ing complaint for any violation of law, no matter 
how frivolous, witnesses are called, and costs are 
multiplied to enable these marshals and deputies 
to earn fees. You pay your marshal, you pay 
your grand jurors, you pay your witnesses, you 
pay everybody in the employ of this Govern- 
ment, more than they can carn in any other busi- 
ness, and you make business for them. 

Again, sir, what is the use or necessity of the 
two great wings now going up to this Capitol? 
Why, sir, look at the committee-room now com- 
pleted in the Capitol extension. Italmost sickens 
one to see the extravagance with which it is fitted 
up—to look at the ceilings painted with all kinds 
of representations of Pagan mythology, which 
have no merit.in them except that they cost a 
good deal of money. I want to know by what 
authority €5,000 or $10,000 are expended in fit- 
ting up a single committee-room? ‘The imagery 
is behind that of the ancient Egyptians excavated 
from the ruins three thousand years old, for we 
find in them the zodiac and otheremblems illustrat- 
ing the seasons and other astronomical changes 
inthe heavens. The Government of the United 
States contrives in various ways to get rid of its 
money. It has of late hit on a plan to succeed 
rapidly in what it seems to desire. Buildings for 
court-rooms, custom-houses, and post-offices, at 
a cost each of fifty to one hundred thousand dol- 
lars, are being built in most of the large towns in 
every State, and that, too, within a stone’s throw 
from buildings crected by the States, which might 
be used just as well. All have contributed their 
shares of money to fill up the Treasury ; and there 
being no other way to obtain a division, every 
tax-payer and every locality is naturally very de- 
sirous to get its share back. My district obtained 
one of these buildings. The district of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Suivi] also obtained 
one at the same time, and, as long as the national 
Treasury is full, we all, Virginians as well as 
others, must come in for our share. 

Then, sir, another method for depleting the 
Treasury is the book resolutions so much favored 
by Congress. When the publication of a book 
is ordered we must of necessity have a large 
number of copies; for if we send to one con- 
Stituent we must to another. Yet the books 
ordered, if put up at sale, would not bring twenty- 
five cents on a dollar of the cost. Mr. Chair- 
man, in this manner the Federal Government 
manages to use up all its income. When our 
income shall amount to $150,000,000, instead of 
$75,000,000, we shall use it all up as we do our 
present income. Now, sir, what makes this vast 
expenditure so censurable is, that we do notapply 
it to the right objects, and in just proportions to 
the people; not to the aid of internal improve- 
ments, nor to all parts of the country, old States 
and new ones, in just proportions, or on sys- 
tematic principles. And yet the national Gov- 
ernment disclaims the power to make internal 
improvements. With what jealousy does that 
Government look on a system of internal im- 
provements? Appropriation bills for the purpose 
of internal improvements are vetoed. The power 
is denied as unconstitutional. 

Now, look at the States, and think of their 
scanty means. They have everything to do, and 


| nothing to do it with. They uphold the admin- 


istration of justice within their limits, found. and 
maintain schools and colleges, construct high- 
ways and canals, and preserve a good police. 


Whence do they get their means? They have to 


tax the people over again, after paying to the 
national Treasury $75,000,000. The people are 
subjected to additional taxation for the purposes 
of the State governments and all those internal | 
improvements. Now, sir, the natural fund to | 
support all governments, national and local, Fed- 
eral and State, is duties on imports. Enough is 
received yearly into the Federal Treasury to 
maintain both governments in a fair Jeffersonian | 
way, and to construct all necessary, national im- 
provements. But the General Government dis- į 
claims the power under the Constitution to make 
internal improvements, and throws it upon the 
States. The States cannot tax the people to such 
extent over again, and consequently have to run | 
into debt, and repudiate, like Mississippi and 
Illinois, from necessity no doubt, or saddle them- | 
selves with mortgages like Pennsylvania, New 
York, and Virginia, perhaps never to be paid. | 
Thus, one branch of our Government receives 
twice too much, and the other twice too little. 
Talking of the waste of the public money, gen- | 
tleman ask, why not take off all your tariff, and | 
resort to direct taxation? Because, sir, the peo- 
ple will not submit to it. The national fund for 
the support of this Government, and all other | 
Governments inthe world for young nations, such 
as ours is, is duties paid on imports. We are inj 
our infancy. We have not the necessary subdi- 
vision of labor nor the maturity of the arts to 
bear a repeal of all tariff laws in favor of foreign | 
labor and capital. We do notintend to allow our 
arts and manufactures to be swamped by the in- 
undation of foreign importations free of taxation. 
Why is this not the best policy, if the duties on 
imports are sufficient for both State and Federal 
Government? The money will be saved in the 
pockets of the people as well as if the duties were | 
imposed and the people taxed directly. | 
But what shall we all come to at this rate, when | 
it becomes necessary to sustain a great standing | 
Army and Navy? We are now insulated from | 


the great Powers of Europe. We have no Army | 
and Navy. Our Army isnot equal to a London | 
olice; and the President admits, that our Navy | 
is not ten per centum of that of Russia; but it is | 
large enough for us, because of our insulation and | 
our means of rallying, when necessary, our 
militia and privateers. Mr. Jefferson was right. | 
We can never keep up a great Army and Navy | 
except at the hazard of losing our free institu- 
tions. We do keep up, however, an army of! 
office-holders for doing very little service on very | 
large salaries. We pay twice the price paid by | 
the States for the same services; and the States | 
themselves pay twice as much as individuals have | 
to pay for the same. ! 
Now, sir, if this extravagant expenditure of 
the Federal Government is a great and growing | 
evil, what is our remedy? The idea of taking 
off all the duties upon imports, with a trifling ex- 
ception, and then resorting to direct taxation to | 
carry on the Government, is a thing so alien to | 
the common practice of the world, and the com- 
mon sense of everybody but metaphysicians, 
that no man can think the people will consent į 
to it. I remember some years ago gentlemen 
talked about abolishing the tariff, and resortin 
to direct taxation to support the Government. 
believe a distinguished gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. Calhoun) used to advocate this 
doctrine; but is there one single man of business | 
and practical habits in the country who has the | 
Jeast idea that such a scheme can ever be real- | 
jzed, at least in the present stage of our country’s 
progress? Mot one. The remedy we wantis this. 
We ought to divide the surplus revenue received from 
duties on imports, and from the sales of public lands, 
among the States. 1 think it could be done byan 
act of Congress, so that one half the net proceeds | 
should be paid over quarterly as fastas received, 
into the State Treasuries. according to their Fed- 
eral representation. If we could get that scheme 
slarted, and get it well in motion, we should find 
a reform commenced immediately. It would be 
found impracticable to enlarge the number of | 
officers to perform very little service. It would 
be found impracticable to enlarge salaries all the | 
time from year to year. i 
omy reigning in our national Government, and 
in the mean time the people would be gradually 
relieved from direct taxes under the State govern- | 
ments, which have now to be paid to support these 
governments, and make internal improvements | 


We should have econ- |! 


| itis the very extreme. 


Now, whether this division of the proceeds of ji 
the revenue should he confined to times of peace, į; 


and leave it open in time of war, would be aques- 
tion worthy of consideration. I think it should 
be made applicable only to times of peace, so 
that, if the General Government should find a 
necessity of having more revenue for unavoid- 
able and necessary wars, they could takeit. The 
effect of such a statute as that, if we could pass 
it—and we have a precedent for it in General | 
Jackson’s time—would be to puta stop to a world 
of evils which we now suffer. There is no place 
in the Gencral Government but has got to be so 
important on account of the pecuniary advant- 
ages connected with it, that it helps to create an 
excitement of party spirit all over the country. 
This country is all divided into parties simply by 
means of this very corrupting influence of the 
Treasury. A celebrated nobleman in England, 
Lord Brougham, a member of the Housc of Lords, 
in the first volume of his Political Philosophy— | 
which is in your Library—speaking of the effect 
of parties in the United States of America, says 
He says they are continued 
from one four years to another in a party squab- 
ble to sce which party shall get possession of the 
Treasury under the presidential question; and 
that it must, sooner or later, if not corrected, 
prove the downfall of the Republic. I do not 
quote him, of course, as conclusive authority; 
but only to show that our example is exciting 
the attention of the world. 

The course I have indicated would put a check 
toa good many evils. It would discourage many 


of these fillibustering operations we hear about | 


so often after more territory—more territory, sir. 


| 
| 


j able influence. over the public measures of the 
: State; and yet we never attributed to him, or his 
| administration, the policy carried out under him, 
| The canal policy was that of the people, or their 
representatives. It was expected to be so with 
i the national Government by its framers; but how 
| do we find it? So far from it, that it has now 
ceased to be a matter of much importance as to 
| the qualifications of a candidate for Congress; but 
i the great question is, whether he will support or 
i oppose the Administration. 
| We have got now into that condition with our 
| 


national Government where the balance of power 
is completely reversed, and where, instead of the 
| Legislature being looked to as the supreme power 

to originate the policy and measures of the Gov- 
| ernment, as it was when it was first constituted, 
lit is all now to be done by the Executive, and the 
f Legislative has become, if not subservient, at 
| least only secondary and auxiliary to the Execu- 
tive. “It is now-a-days considered to be very 
‘important to spend half the time in Congress 
| making Buncombe speeches and clectioneering for 
| the Presidency. Montesquieu says somewhere, 


One of the great difficulties which we have to 
combat now is the immense extent of territory 
we have at the West, and the tendency to disper- 
sion of our population all over the western world. 
Instead of building up, we are building out, and 
appropriating vast sums of money and vast quan- 
tities of Jand in the West to the making of new 
States. Would it not be as well to think a little 
of our old homestead States, and see if something 
cannot be done for them? Our great thorough- | 
fares, by railroad, from the East to the West, 
serve chiefly to empty our old States of their 
increasing population and wealth, from year to 
year, and scatter them through the western wil- 
derness; and that, in turn, makes it necessary to 
grant more lands and moneys there for railroads 
and other improvements. 

There is one doctrine of Scripture which the 


polities of this country seem to have adopted, if | 


no other; and that is, the abandonment of selfish- 
ness; for it is very difficult to conceive of anation 
which takes so little care of its homesteads—the 
old States—and is all the time looking to thencew 
States—to Kansas and New Mexico, and every 
other place, for a new State in the wilderness— 
instead of leaving them to growup by the natural 
onward course of events. So every candidate 
for the Presidency must get up a character for 
doing all he can to make new States. I have 


not time now to go further into this question, ji 


but I will state it more fully in my published 
remarks. | 

I wish now to speak of one or two other things. | 
Only see what an effect this immense receipt into 
the Treasury of the United States has upon the | 
Government itself! Why, sir, it is destroying | 
the balance of power entirely between the United i 
States and the States. The States are like so many | 
paupers, always applying to this Government for 
something or other, drumming up dormantclaims, 
and in various ways trying to draw something 
out of an overflowing Treasury. Instead of the 
States being on a perfect footing of equality and 
independence with the Government of the Union, | 


they are scen with their hats under their arms, || 


in attendance at Washington, playing second 
fiddle to this Government. 

The connection of the national Government | 
with the States is now a good deal like a partner- 
ship between thirty-one gentlemen, who should 
put their stuff into the concern, and go on swim- | 
mingly as a firm, making great profits, but re- 
fusing to make any dividends among themselves, 
and, in order to maintain their families, have to | 
run into debt, and then cheat their butchers and 
bakers out of their bills, just as Ulinois and Mis- | 


|| doubt its spirit 


| that whenever a Legislature of a country becomes 
subservient to the Executive, no matter what 
name the government goes by, itis a monarchy. 
And whenever the representatives of the people 
bere, through the agency of party, become the 
mere subservientsupporters ofan Administration, 
then, it seems to me, we are on the rapid road to 
monarchy. I believe Montesquieu says further, 
somewhere, that the British Government is a 
republic under the disguise of a monarchy; and 
fam afraid that some other Montesquieu will 
very soon have to say that Americaisa monarch 
under the disguise of a republic. ‘This evil 
springs, sir, out of the immense patronage of the 
President. 

Sir, what is the amount of this patronage ? Not 
less than $200,000,000 a year. What a tremen- 
dous corrupting influence that is! Tam not cen- 
‘suring the present Administration for all this; 
because President Pierce did not begin it; his ad- 
ministration is only one link in the chain. We have 
| been drifting for many years towards this state of 
i things. The patronage of the national Govern- 
ment corrupts the press, and corrupts the people, 
| corrupts the State governments, and corrupts the 
members of Congress. About two years ago, I 
saw an advertisement in the Union newspaper of 
i this city, that no person who voted against a cer- 
| tain bill could expect his friends to be retained 
i in any Department of the Government. A certain 
| gentieman—a member of this House, with whom 
T was well acquainted, and who had expressed 
[himself to me in strong terms against that bill, 
| turned clear round within three days, and voted 
otherwise. And1 knew all the time, that he had 
| a relative in one of the Departments at a salary 
| of $1,400. , 

But, sir, here is another thing going to show 
that the executive branch of the Federal Govern- 
ment has drifted far away from its first moorings. 
Lam not accusing any particular Administration 
oroffcer. Lam notsure but this may have begun 
under General Washington. It was, at all events, 
a great mistake. The Constitution requires that 
persons nominated for office by the President 
i shall be confirmed by the consent of the Senate. 
The Constitution does not expressly say how 
they shall be removed; but does any gentleman 
and meaning—that if we had now 
| to form a new constitution, should we require 
appointments to be confirmed by the Senate, and 
yet give the President the power of dismissal 
without the consent of the Senate? Just see 
what that construction of the Constitution, 
allowing removals by thé Executive alone, with- 
out the Senate, has lead us to. It is the moving 


sissippi had to stop payment. 
But there is poles thing that shows up the 


power of party spirit, and the great object of party 
combinations. 
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The very fact, that the President has power to 
reniove everybody from office without cause 
shown, is conclusive. proof of, his power to con- 
trol political. opinion through them and their 
friends. Itisa power which leads to that violent 
- party action which prevails everywhere in this 
country, and which has become so dangerous 
even to the Union itself. If we had adhered to 
the original, plain import of the: Constitution, 
and the President had claimed only the power of 
suspending officers until a meeting of Congress, 
and then required the consent of the Senate for 
their removal, it would have taken from party 
machinery its moving power. It would then 
have been a difficult thing to remove any officer 
except for incompetency and dereliction of duty, 
and we should have been relieved from this con- 
tinual change of office-holders every four years 
for party purposes. Whenever a new President 
ia elected, everything is changed, because that is 
what the party fought for. To the victors belong 
the spoils! 

But that is not all. The power of the President 
is not only increased by the enormous patronage 
which he exercises——and his patronage is as great, 
if not greater than that of any other one man liv- 
ing—but it is increased from another source; I 
will not call it usurpation, but a power of much 

reater magnitude than people generally imagine. 
f allude to the message power. The Constitution 
makes it the duty of the President to make a 
report or statement of the situation of the public 
affairs at the mecting of cach session of Congress, 
and to recommend such measures as he may deem 
expedient. Well, sir, there is nothing extraor- 
dinary or unusual in that. The same thing is 
done by the heads of the Government in France, 
in England, and in other Governments; but in 
those countries the messages are required to 
be brief, and confined to a simple statement of 
facts,and brief suggestion of measures, Wash- 
ington understood what was expected of him, as 
President, by the framers of the Constitution, 
and his messages were rarely more than short 
hints, brief statements, and brief suggestions. 
Bat now this power is carried to such an extent, 
that the President and the heads of the several 
Departments, who sympathize with him, act 
together in getting up a message, and not only 
give a detailed account of the condition of the 
country, and specific announcement of measures, 
but an elaborate argument upon every point, pa- 
rading a sort of party platform to be adopted. 
And what is the effect? The message goes to the 
country unanswered; and you cannot expect the 
people to keep their minds open and unbiased 
until they have an opportunity of reading the 
scattered replies from individual members of 
Congress many months afterwards. In the days 
of General Washington, the President’s message 
was always accompanied by the answer of the 
two Houses. But, now, this wholesome practice 
is discontinued, and the message power has grown 
into a great party engine over the people as well 
as the Congress. 

It seems to me that this power is too vast. It 
ought to be limited toa simple statement of facts, 
and the suggestion of measures, without argu- 
ment or comment, and always to be answered by 
the two Houses. - 

The English people have always been exceed- 
ingly jealous of this message power, and for that 
reason the House of Commons would never allow 
the King to make a long, set speech, or do more 
than to present a simple statement of facts, and 
bricf suggestion of measures. ‘They would never 
allow him, by the aid of his ministers, to make 
an elaborate argument to go to the people unan- 
swered. But in this country, the representatives 
of the people are become so subservient to the 
executive recommendations unanswered, that even 
in this House nothing can be carried, in the shape 
of an appropriation, until we ascertain whether 
it has been recommended by the Executive, or 
some of the Executive Departments. 

There should certainly be a harmonious un- 
derstanding between the Executive Departments 
and the Legislature; we want their knowledge of 
facts, and should always obtain it; we need, too, 
all the reports from the Departments accompany- 
ing the message; but those are enough. But the 
message itself should be short, and never go to the 
country unanswered by Congress, if we mean to 
preserve the power and influence of the Legisla- 


ture, and save the country from sliding into a 
monarchy, or something worse. 

But all this is trifling, compared to the patron- 
age of the Executive. It is this that creates and 

erpetuates party power, corrupting everything 
it touches; corrupts the press, the people, the Con- 
gress, the State Governments, and prostrates the 
national Legislature at the feet of the national 
Executive. It corrupts the morals even of the 
people themselves, and perverts the moral sense 
of the nation. 

Mr. CADWALADER. In a debate, which 
occurred in the first weck of January last, I 
made a few remarks in reply to some observa- 
tion of my colleague, [Mr. Broom,]} on the sub- 
ject of the Philadelphia riots of 1844. I under- 
stand that, in the course of the last week, while 
the House was in Committee of the Whole, in 
evening session, for gencral debate, my col- 
league made an elaborate rejoinder to my re- 
marks which had thus been made seven months 
before. Iwas not so fortunate as to be present 
when the speech of my colleague was delivered. 
I have looked from day to day, for a week, 
for its publication, but have not as yet had the 
pleasure of seeing it in print. This I regret, be- 
cause the present is probably the last session of 
the House for gencral debate, and the last occa- 
sion before the adjournment when I could have 
obtained an opportunity of expressing my views 
upon any parts of his speech which might have 
required notice on my part. Not having heard 
it, or had an opportu: ity of reading it, | merely 
desire that the report of our debates may, indi- 
cate the cause of my not having made a reply, if 
the speech, when published, should appear to 
have required one. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Ido not rise to 
make a speech upon general politics. If any 
gentleman present desires to make a speech, I 
have no motion to make, and will yield the floor. 

There seems to be no member who desires to 
speak on the general politics of the country, and 
I therefore propose that the committee do now 
rise, and report to the House the resolutions in- 
troduced by me at an carly part of the session, 
referring the various parts of the President’s 
annual message to their appropriate committees. 

Mr. WALKER. It seems to me that the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio ought not to 
be indorsed by the action of this committee this 
evening, for the reason that there has been a tacit 
understanding, on the part of members, that in 
these evening sessions nothing in the shape of 
business should be transacted. Inmy judgment, 
the motion made by the gentleman necessarily 
involves a matter of business. There is no 
quorum here. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will say to the gentle- 
man from Ababama, who, [ understand from his 
remarks of the other evening, to which I listened 
with pleasure, is a late convert to the present 
Administration and its proposed Democratie suc- 
cession, that I make this motion to rise and re- 
port more out of respect to the presidential office 
than to the matter contained in the message under 
consideration. Whenthe annual message was 
read in the House, it way my duty, as chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, accord- 
ing to the uniform custom, to move the usual 
resolution: referring its various portions to the 
appropriate committees of the House. I did so, 
and these resolutions are now pending, and the 
only business before the committee. ‘This is the 
first time for several months when I could, under 
the rules, make the motion to report them to the 
House. 

We are not acting to-night under the resolu- 
tion to which the gentleman has alluded. This, 
so far as any order of the House is concerned, 
may be regarded as a business session of the 
committee. Stil] I wish it understood, that I 
desire to take no advantage of any understanding 
in reference to this matter. If the gentleman 
from Alabama, acting, as I understand he does, 
in concert with the friends of the Administration, 
objects to my motion, I will not insist on it. I 
merely rise for the purpose of discharging what 
I consider to be my duty, out of respect to the 
presidential office, rather than the matter of the 
message. 

Mr. WALKER. Has the gentleman finished 
what he has to oy 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I will yield to the gentle- 


man. He can go on and make his remarks. I 
will still retain the floor. 

Mr. WALKER. It is my purpose to reply 
to the gentleman, and if he has not finished what 
he designs saying I will respectfully wait for him 
to do so. I hope I will be allowed to have the 
floor when the gentleman has finished. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. As I have already stated, 
I do not rise for the purpose of discussing polit- 
ical subjects or the merits of the resolutions. 
When f submitted the motion, that the commit- 
tee rise and report the resolutions referring the 
President’s annual message, I did so, presuming 
there was no other member who desired to be 
heard on general politics. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, I am in the 


| habit of judging men by the animus which prompts 


what they say. Ithink I cannot be misled by 
the mere suavitur in modo; and I will say that [ 
could not but be amused with the attempt made 
by the gentleman from Ohio to delude this com- 
mittee, and through the committee the country, 
with the idea, that his motion to rise and report 
the annual message of the President was_ made 
out of respect for the presidential office. I take 
it, sir, that the respeet one man has for another 
is to be ascertained by his general line of conduct; 
and I ask my friend from Ohio to put his finger 
on asingle act or vote of his at this session which 
demonstrates to the House and the country that 
he entertains for the President the respect which 
he would fain have us believe to-night? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I stated very distinctly, 
that it was out of respect to the office, and not to 
the matter of the message. The gentleman from 
Alabama knows full well, as does every member 
of this committee, that at home and here, in ref- 
erence to general politics, I have avowed myself 
the uncompromising foe of the present Adminis- 
tration. I have not carried false colors, I have 
not, thank God, voted to sustain the policy of 
this Administration. I have been its political 
enemy. I have no personal difficulty with the 
Administration, or any of its members, I believe. 
But politically, I tell the gentleman from Alaba- 
ma, I am now,,as I have Beeni from its incoming, 
its uncompromising opponent. Tts policy has 
brought much of irreparable wrong upon our 
country. You understand my position? 

Mr. WALKER. Fully. Itis precisely where 
I placed the gentleman. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have never been in any 
doubtful position in regard to it. 

Mr. WALKER. He attempts to draw a dis- 
tinction, so far as action is concerned, between 
the man and the station. Now, sir, you and I 
remember the struggle which ensued during the 
attempt to organize this House, when the Presi- 
dent’s annual message was sent in. That was 
not a thing by which the character of the man 
was to be ascertained, or by which the estima- 
tion in which he was held upon this floor as a 
man was concerned, but it was a governmental 
and official act, and, as such, if the gentleman 


| from Ohio had been governed by that distinction, 


he would not have taken the course which he 
then did. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama ought to know, and if he does not know, 
the record will show the fact, that I introduced the 
usual resolution referring this message, and giving 
it all the courtesy to which it was entitled from 
the House. But the House itsclfand the Com- 


i mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 


have up to this time refused to give it a reference; 
and the gentleman from Alabama himself makes 
objection now to that reference which is usually 
given to the annual message of the President of 
the United States. 

Mr. WALKER. That matter should be set- 
tled by the Journal, and I leave it to the record. 

Now, passing from this thing, with which I 


| have nothing to do, and coming down to the al- 


lusion he thought proper to make to myself, I 
have thisto say: when my friend from Ohio says, 
in reference to the remarks I made the other 
night, that I was a new convert to the Adminis- 
tration, I can only say that he either did not hear 
me, or, if he did hear me, he certainly heard me 
say what I never dreamed of saying. If I remem- 
ber aright, E made no allusion whatever to the 
Administration or its policy. I confined myself 
entirely to the consideration of the question, what 
line of action I should take, not only as a south- 
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ern born and a southern raised man, but as one 
who at all times would place his hands upon the 
horns of the altar of our Constitution—_as one who 
jn these dark and perilous times would make an 
effort, and an honest effort, to draw himself far 
above the whirlpool of partyism—as one who fan- 
cies he still hears the echo of the footsteps of the 
heroic fathers, as they sound along the corridor 
of time? My effort then was to place myself right 
here—to place myself right before my own peo- 
ple. I endeavored then to take a calm, clear, and 
unimpassioned view of the whole political field. 
I sought to make no sectional speech. I sought 
to avoid speaking in a censorious spirit. I think, 
if I remember what I said, I indulged in no vitu- 
peration towards northern gentlemen. I spoke 
in no boastful spirit of the character or temper of 
my own section. My effort was, as far as I could, 
to call men back to the lessons of their earlier days, 
when their love of country was fresh, and en- 
deavor to win them from mere party, in the hopeful 
spirit that they might join me in the great and 
glorious endeavor to drive from these Halls the 
dark demon of party back to his unholy den. 
If] know myself, this was the spirit and the 
only spirit which prompted me to speak that 
night. I think my acts upon this floor have 
shown—atleastI trust they have, and if they have 
not, I have done myself an unintentional injus- 
tice—I trust my acts, my general bearing, my 
votes in this House have shown, that I have not 
yet sunk into the low character of a mere parti- 
san, Itrust I have been governed by higher and 
loftier impulses. I have doubtless committed 
errors—have given hasty votes, though my name 
here and there appears upon our records, which 
in the course of time must become historical in 
our country—that here and there my name ap- 
penre indorsing this measure and that which 
ereafter may turn out to be unwise and wrong; 
yet, sir, [have endeavored to do what I believed 
for the time being was right and proper, what be- 
came me as a man, what I was called upon to do 
or say as the representative of an honest and 
enlightened constituency. Why should we taunt 
each other? Why, because the other night, after | 
I had taken a calm and deliberate survey of the | 
entire field—after I had waited weeks and months 
watching the motives of this and that leading 
man in the country, and listening to what was 
said by the supporters of these men, and the 
leaders of the parties in this House, in the hopeful 
spirit that, after noting all these demonstrations, 
1 had deliberately made up my mind to the conclu- 
sion, that not only as a southern man, but as one 
cherishing a reverence for our Federal Constitu- 
tion, E was constrained to sever my late party ! 


affiliations, and to ally myself to an antagonistic į! 


party. I ask, sir, why should that, to the mind 
of any man, open the door to anything like an | 
impeachment of motives? I think no man can 
rise in his place to-night and say, that from the 
third of last December up to this hour I have 
not been governed by parliamentary courtesy in 
the debates in which I have participated. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when [rose to-night and 
objected to the motion of the gentleman from | 
Ohio, [did not dream of being led into any debate. ; 
My reason for objecting was that these evening | 
sessions had been granted by the indulgence of | 

| 


the House for the avowed purpose of allowing 
gentlemen—to use a common phrase employed | 
by the gentleman from Ohio—to define their po- : 
sition on the presidential election. The House, | 
in granting this Indulgence, never supposed that | 
the committee would undertake to transact any- | 
thing in the form of business. Now, I take it for | 
granted that the reference of the President’s mes- | 
sage is a mere matterof form; but if the commit- 
tee be called on to vote upon his proposition, | 
either in the affirmative or negative, that votem- 
volves necessarily the transaction of business. 
And without intending—as a matter of course— 
to give offense to the gentleman from Ohio, I 
must say that itis, in my judgment, an act not 
of good faith toward the committee. For that 
reason, and for that alone, I objected. . 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iwill repeat again what 
I said a while ago, that the resolution providing 
for evening sessions, at which no business should | 
be done, terminated in the forepart of this week; | 
so that this is really—so far as the committee | 
is concerned—as much a business session of the | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union ' 


t 


as that was a business session in which we passed 
an appropriation bill amounting to some eleven 
millions of dollars. Now, I care but little about 
it; and I want gentlemen to understand that I 
have shown a disposition to treat the annual 
message of the President, as it usually has been 
treated, with that courtesy which is due to that 
official document. Therefore I propose to take 
it out of committee and have it distributed to 
committees. But if the friends, either of the 
present Administration or of the candidates whom 
they hope to elect—connected as they are by in- 
separable ligaments—do not wish this courtesy 
extended to the President, I, of course, shall not 
insist upon it. 

Mr. WALKER. This is not the first time 
that the committee or the House have been satis- 
fied of the Chesterfieldian raising and manner of | 
the gentleman from Ohio, and he knows well how | 
to use it in his political movements. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio says he is 
governed in his motion by the respect which he 
holds to the office of President—— 

Mr. CAMPBELL, (interrupting.) And in the 
discharge of my duty as chairman of the Com- | 
mittee of Ways and Means—both. 

Mr. WALKER. Twill not say that the last | 
is an afterthought. The gentleman speaks of 
those ‘‘ inseparable ligaments’’*—I think that was 
his language—which, like the Siamese twins, 
united the friends of the Administration with 
those gentlemen who, for the time being, are 
working with them, so far as the presidential 
election is concerned.. Now, I do not exactly | 
know where the gentleman plants himself. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I am against Buchanan. 

Mr. WALKER. Undoubtedly; but I doubt į 
very much whether his own colleague from the 
Ashtabula district [Mr. Groprncs] could tell us, 
if he were here, whether the gentleman is for | 
Mr. Frémont or for Mr. somebody else. How- 
ever, I will say to the gentleman, that if he ex- 
pects to make’ capital out of his conduet-—— | 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask the gentleman | 
whether the ‘* Mr. somebody celse” that he speaks 
of, is the candidate he helped to nominate at || 
Philadelphia last February? 

Mr. WALKER. Not at all; because I do not 
think my friend from Ohio has half enough con- 
servatism to take him. Now, I was about to say 


this: that if the gentleman from Ohio desires to || opt tl 
refer the message, it will be a mere matter of 


make capital against the candidate for the Presi- 
dency, against whom he is fighting, it seems to 
me that any apparent mark of disrespect to the 
Administration by those who support a candidate 
who has upheld the Administration, could be 
used by the gentleman as a weapon against the 
candidate whose defeat he desires. 

But let us pass from this mere idle talk. 1 
have this remark to make in conclusion, that I 
have not been, and am not now, an Administra- : 
tion man, I think that as far back as last March, 
or February, Í took the ground on this floor that, | 
so far as the Administration was concerned, [, | 
in my action as a member of the House, should 
be guided entirely by what I deemed to be right 
and proper; that whenever the action of the Gov- 
ernment was, in my judgment, wise and judi- 
cious, and within the purview of the Constitu- 
tion, I should indorse that action; and that! 
whatever was a departure from its principles or || 
from wise policy, I should condemn. I made at | 
that time some brief comments on the character | 
and subject-matter of the annual message, and I) 
think I then spoke of it in general terms of praise, | 
that, so far asits style was concerned, | had rarely : 
read a better State paper; that it had this singu- | 
lar merit, rarely to be found even in State docu- | 
ments—clearness of statement; that in regard to | 
constitutional questions affecting the rights of; 
the South, it was one of the ablest arguments | 

| 


ever written. But at the same time I stated dis- | 
tinctly that I was no Administration man, and | 
never expected to be an Administration man. Fj 
never have been. I ever guide myself by what! 
I believe to be correct principles and good policy. į 
When I depart from that course of action I am | 
afraid that, like the gentleman from Ohio, I will | 
be swayed by mere party bias. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Do I understand the gen- | 
tleman to say that he never expects to be an | 
Administration man? 

Mr. WALKER. I did say so. H 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, I have no doubt! 


= 


of that, because I think you will never get Mr. 
Buchanan elected. 

Mr. WALKER. May we never be inflicted 
with such an Administration as the gentleman 
would help to inaugurate ! 

Mr. CAMPBELL. May the country be spared 
from the disasters which would follow the elec- 
tion of the gentleman’s candidate standing on the 
Cincinnati platform! k 

Mr. FAULKNER. Do I understand the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, when he makes his motion, as 
indicating that these evening discussions are to 
terminate after to-night? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I stated that I would not 
make the motion if any member of the committee 
desired to discuss gencral politics; but as there 
was no member indicating such a desire, I re- 
garded it to be my duty, as chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, to ask that the 
resolutions referring the President’s annual mes- 
sage should be taken up and disposed of, 

Mr. FAULKNER. The gentleman does not 
precisely understand my question, What I asked 
was, whether these evening sessions for general 
debate were to extend beyond this evening ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Notfor general debate, so 
far as I am concerned. Itisvery likely the House 
may hold evening sessions for the purpose of legis- 
lation; but I think it is time that this rambling 
debate were closed. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I had intended to avail 
myself of some opportunity, before these even- 
ing sessions had closed, to present my views upon 
the general politics of the country; but having Just 
arrived in the city, after having traveled two hun- 
dred and sixty miles to-day, I am not in a condi- 
tion to speak this evening, and I desire only to 
say, that if no other opportunity presents itself, 
I shall, with the consent of the committee, print 
my remarks. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I wish only to remark that, 
in what l said just now as to evening sessions, I 
spoke only for myself; of course I have no power 
to speak for the House. The House may extend 
these evening sessions for debate up to Monday 
next, for anything that 1 know. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Ihave no idea of 
making a speech, nor do I wish to make any ob- 
jection to the reporting of the resolution proposed 

y the gentleman from Ohio; but I will simply re- 
mark that, if we adopt the resolutions now and 


form. All the committees have acted; they have 
discharged their duties as they have thought 
proper, and they have no time now to take up 
the annual message and consider it during the 
present session, if the message should be referred 
to them. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. [ will say, in reply to the 
argument of the gentleman from Tennessee, that 
he knows very well that the present Congress 
does not expire until the 4th of March next, and 
there are many things in that message which will 
have to be acted upon the next session. But if 
he, as a particular and devoted friend of the Pres- 
ident, does not wish to have the message referred, 
I say to him, as I said to the gentleman from 
Alabama, that I shall not insist upon the refer- 
ence, although I shall vote for it. 

Mr. JONES. So shall I vote for it; and I dis- 
tinctly announced at the outset that I had no ob- 
jection to make to the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio. But while itis true, as the gentleman 
says, that this Congress does not expire until the 
4th of March next, it is also true that the com- 
mittees expire with the present session of Con- 
gress. The gentleman knows very well that, 
at the commencement of the next session, the 
Speaker will appoint new committecs. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. But the gentleman from 
Tennessee understands the system under which 
we legislate too weil not to know, that, while the 
committees change, the business referred to them 
remains the same. It remains in the committee 
rooms as unfinished business. ran 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman from Ohio is 
mistaken again. Whatever is referred to com- 
mittees during this session falls at the close of 
the session, and must be referred again at the 
next session, to give them jurisdiction. And, 
sir, the gentleman well knows that at the open- 


i ing of another session the President will again 


communicate, by message, to the two Houses 


| of Congress; and then again will come up the 
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question of reference to the various committees 
of the House. Then, if we take up these resolu- 
tions now, and parcel out this message among 
the committees of the House, as has always been 
the custom, it will simply be a matter of form. 
Tt will only enable us to say. that we have not 
left the: message in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union until the close of the session, 
but have taken it up, and referred itto the appro- 
priate committees of the House. The gentleman 
from Ohio does not expect, nor does any gentle- 
man expect, that any committee will read in com- | 
mittee-room the portion of the message referred 
to them under these resolutions. But, neverthe- 
less, [ shall not, as I have said, interpose any 
objection to the resolutions, if the gentleman from | 
Ohio sees fit to press them. 

Messrs. GOODE and PRINGLE gave notice 
that ifthey should have no opportunity to address 
the committee, they would print remarks upon 
general topics. 

Leave was granted by the committee. 

Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Chairman, there isa part 
of the record of this Congress which has been 
made out to night by the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Simmons,] and I propose now to fur- | 
nish my part of that record, as | think it should be 
complete before this session closes. My friend 
has entertained us with a speech this evening 
which has been characterized by more than his | 
usual ingenuity. He has undertaken to demon- | 
atrate that the Government has grown extrava- 
gant and prodigal in its expenditures; that the 
have been increasing from year to year until 
they have become absolutely frightful in his esti- 
mation. Now, sir, in order to make the record 
complete, I intend to show that my friend, and 
those who are associated with him, are much more 
censurable for the expenditures than any other 
gentlemen in Congress. The appropriations have 
been passed by their votes, and upon them rests 
the responsibility. 

The first specification is, that the expenses of | 
the judiciary in the States and Territories have, 
within the last three or four years, increased to 
an amount almost incredible. The fact is so, sir. | 
The gentleman has told you the truth. He will 
recollect that, some years ago, when the present 
bill regulating the foes of marshals, clerks, and 
attorucys, was introduced into this House, I 
opposed its passage, upon the ground that it 
removed all the restraints upon excessive expend- 
iture that then existed, and the necessary result 
would be a greatly increased expenditure to carry | 
on the operations of the Federal courts. That | 
was, my prediction then, and experience has 
proved its accuracy. 

Mr. SIMMON Does the gentleman mean 
to say that I introduced it? f 

Mr. LETCHER. Ido not; but the gentleman | 
is now in the third year of his service in this |) 
House, and he has not yet set about the reform || 
of these judiciary abuses. He ought to have 
given us on this subject the benefit of his practice | 
at an earlier period; and if he had done so, we | 
would most probably have been saved from his |} 
theories to-night. i 

How is it in regard to another item of expend- | 
iture incurred during the present session of this | 
House? ‘The gentleman from New York has | 
voted to pay every man who has come here cen- | 
testing the seat of a mentber in this body. If {| 
mistake not, he has actually voted to pay per | 
diem and mileage to one contestant who did not || 
Rees to come here in accordance with any law, || 
put came here in defiance of ail law, and claimed, | 
not that he had obtained more votes than Mr. } 
‘Whitfield, but that Mr. Whitfield himself had not | 
been duly and legally clected. Mr. Reeder never | 
claimed that he was fairly elected in a contest | 
with Whitfield. He never claimed that he went |! 
before the people of Kansas under any law what- || 
ever, He claimed that he went there as a candi- | 
daté, on his own hook; and after that election, | 
which was held just one week later in the order || 
of time than the regular election, he came forward 
and asked the House to oust Mr. Whitfield—not, |! 
however, i imagine, with the remotest idea that |! 
he could raise eighty-cight men in this Hall who 
would vote to give him the seat. What idea he | 
may have had in regard to getting the money out | 
of the Treasury if he chose ta came here to spend | 
the ume ina contest, f do not know; nor do Lj 


know whether he has charged per diem up to the | 


H| all 1 thought proper. 


“voted to enlarge the one at Buffalo; he voted to 


day that Whitfield was ousted. He certainly 
was not here more than one third of the time; 
during the entire session; and it seems to methat | 
while my friend from New York is talking about 
taking care of the public money, he ought to have | 
ascertained whether he was voting pay to Reeder | 
for more time than he spent in actual attendance 
on the House.. As it stands now, what is the | 
state of the case? My friend has actually voted 
to pay him for the time he was employed in 
stumping the States of New York, Hlmois, and 
Indiana, preaching resistance to the laws of the 
land, and raising a general disturbance through- 
out the country in behalf of free Kansas. It 
does seem to me, considering his age and experi- | 
ence, that his practice is wretchedly bad. His 
theory, however, would pass muster tolerably į 
well. {Laughter.] ` 

Let me illustrate this case. Suppose, in the 
old, settled, conservative State of New York, | 
and in the district which my friend represents 
here with so much ability, some lawless, dis- | 
satisfied politician, a week after the regular | 
election had been held, and not content with 
the result, should determine to be a candidate, | 
and, at an election agreed upon by a mob, should 
receive some thousands of votes, and then come 
here to contest his right to his seat, and eighty- 
eight southern men should vote to put my friend 
out, and put the. contestant in, what would be 
thought of such an outrage? What invectives 
would he not indulge in against the southern | 
slaveholders? And how could we sustain our- Í 
selves at home, and justify our votes, in such a 
case, to our constituents? Could we explain a! 
vote which depleted the Treasury to the extentof į 
$4,000 to pay a contestant under such circum- 
stances ? Could we, with the slightest justice, set | 
up a claim to be considered economists ? i 

Let me try his practice on another point. I| 


think my friend from New York voted for all the | 


book resolutions; that he voted for printing a |i 


monstrous number of the Kansas“investigating | 
committee reports; that he has been for printing | 
an extra number of every document that came in | 
the way. If I am not mistaken, he voted for print- | 
ing the Japan expedition, at which he tooka fling 
or two to-night. [Laughter.] Was it not so?) 
He nods. Yes, sir, it was so. He frankly ac- | 
knowledges the corn. [Great laughter.] | 
Let us look at his practice again. He tells you | 
that the means of this Government ought to be | 
husbanded; that they ought not to be wasted | 
upon improper objects; that we must rely on! 
duties on imports, and the proceeds of the sales | 
of the public lands for the necessary means to | 
keep the Government in operation. AH this is | 
excellent theory; yet it strikes me that he voted 
for every solitary bill donating land to railroads | 
which has been passed at this session. Have 
you notso voted, my friend ? . 
Mr. SIMMONS. Ido not know. I voted for 


Mr. LETCHER. He voted for all he thought | 
proper! Jf he will look at the Journal he will 


find that he voted for every railroad bill that has |] 


been introduced, and therefore he considered ; 
every one eminently proper. At this rate it seems 
to me he would soon deprive us of all the lands, 
and necessarily cut the Government off from 


po 


In fact, I do not recollect anything calling for an 
expenditure of money that he has voted against! 

ell, sir, I might go on and enumeratea great 
many other things that he has voted for. I take 
these items, because they are somewhat promi- 
nent, and bring them in this way to the attention 
of the country; so that, when the Congressional 
Globe shall be sent out, the people may be enabled 
to see who it is that makes complaints about the 
expenditures, and yet votes away the people’s 
money to sustain Collins’ line, French spoliation 
bills, and their lands to build railroads. 

There is, however, another item of expendi- 
ture. How many river and harbor bills has the 
gentleman from New York voted for this session ? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have not voted for as 
many as I would like. 

Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman is ready to 
vote for “ Big Sodus” and ‘* Little Sodus,” for 
“« Nag’s Head,” and every other place that may 
be named. He thinks that all the little streams 
of the country should be widened and deepened. 
I do not know how it willbe, but L would not be 
surprised, if some of our river and harbor friends 
here should bring forward a bill to supply che 
streams with the requisite quantity of water, as 
some of them are sadly in want of it. [Great 
laughter.] There are a vast number of them that 
have not water enough, and he that can furnish 
it will, beyond all doubt, be esteemed a great 
public benefactor. We passed a bill to-day, in 
which we allowed a steamboat owner $13,000, 
because, after he had made a fair contract with the 
i Government, Providence did not furnish as much 
water for the stream as he had anticipated. 
[Laughter.] It was voted through—my friend 
from New York amongst the number of its sup- 
porters. I have never seen such a hurrah in the 
House since I have been a member of it. The 
proceedings looked more like the act of a public 
meeting than of a deliberative assembly. You 
would have thought there were no rules for the 
government of the body, It was passed amid 
“ noise and confusion” far worse than ever af- 
flicted General Cass. [Laughter. | 

Let me call attention to another fact. The 
President has tricd to stop some of these expend- 
itures. He has vetocd thee or four of the river 
and harbor bills, thus performing his duty in 
attempting to check the expenditure of the people’s 
money; and how did my friend from New York 
vote onthe vetoes? Every time against the Pres- 
ident, and for the expenditure; and, if the Pres- 
ident were to send in forty vetoes, he would vote 
against each and all of them. 

Just here permit me to notice another idea of 
my friend from New York. He told us that the 


| President wielded vast power over this House, 
and the country; that his annual message manu- 
factured public opinion, regulated public senti- 
| ment; that it rallied around him a strong body of 
friends; that it was calculated to have this effect 
| because no answer followed it; and that the peo- 


ple, therefore, only read the argument on one side 
; of the questions discussed in the message. 

Now, sir, it strikes me that answers enough, 
| such as they were, have followed the messages 
at this session. As to the power of these answers 
| to influence the minds of the people, that is 
| another question. But, sir, while the President’s 


ing court-rooms, custom-houses, and post-offices, 

all over the country; that ithad embarked in it for; 
the purpose of making a fair distribution of the: 
revenue amongst the various localities throughout | 
the Union. Did the gentleman vote against any | 
of them ? i 


e 
d 


enlarge the one at Chicago; he voted to enlarge || 
the one at Toledo; he voted to enlarge the one at 
Cleveland. {Laughter.] So faras large expendi 
tures are involved here, he has been one of the | 


. x . l; 
chief men in running them up to a high figure. ij 


| power is so great, will the gentleman explain to 
me, if his theory be true, how itis that there was 
; a majority of two thirds in each House of Con- 
| gress to overrule him in his vetoes? 


Does the. 
gentleman apprehend danger from the executive 
power in this country, when he can get, in both 
| Houses of Congress, two thirds of each body 
; who will overrule the action of the President upon 
the mere question of the expenditure’ of money 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors? If 
any one fact could go to show that the veto power 
was not a dangerous power, the history and ex- 
perience of this session would demonstrate that 
fact beyond all doubt. Let the veto power be 
upheld. If oftener exercised, the people would 
have cause to rejoice. ; r 
Well, sir, there was another thing gotten up in 


| this House, which my friend from New York 
i voted $10,000 for—and that was this roving com- 


mission which was seut lo Kansas to gather up 
material to be used inthe coming election. He voted 
for that; and after the expenditure of 410,000, 
after the time spent by that committee with iis 
clerks, its marshals, its secretaries, how much 


influence, I ask, did all their labor have over the 
minds and the votes of members of this House 
in ascertaining the legality or illegality of Whit- 
field’s election, or in settling the question as to his 
right to retain his seat upon this floor? Will 
not my friend admit that, before this committee 
went to Kansas, before they wrote one solitary 
page of that book, he would have voted to turn 
Whitfield out of his seat, as quickly as he would 
after their return? How many votes have been 
changed by the action of the committee? Does 
he imagine that a half dozen members have ever | 
read the mass of irrelevant matter collected by 
them? Has there been a solitary vote changed 
by it? If not, it certainly was a useless expendi- 
ture of money, and the gentleman must be held 
up before the country as one of the guilty parties 
who have increased the annual expenditures of 
the Government to that extent. 

But I have some curiosity to know exactly the | 
object of my friend’s speech to-night. Was it 
intended to furnish a chart to guide his party | 
friends in the coming presidential canvass? Was | 
it intended to suggest to the minds of the people 
the propriety and duty of arraigning the Presi- 
dent of the United States at the bar of the coun- 
try, and holding him and the Democratic party | 
responsible for the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment? Was it intended to enact over again the 
scenes of 1840, when deceptive and ingenious | 
cards were prepared to show the annual expend- 
itures of the Government from the time of Wash- 
ington down? Was that the object? Was that 
the intention? Did he mean to make the impres- 
sion that the Democratic party here had voted | 
the money, while he and bis friends had resisted 
their extravagance? 1 cannot very well imagine : 
what other object he could have had in view; and | 
it does scem to me, if that was the object, he 
ought, at least, when he asks the people to con- $ 
demn the President, to state that he and his party | 
friends have voted the money which makes up 
the $75,000,000 per annum. 

My friend from New York had another idca, 
which struck me as a novelty in this age of the | 
world; and that was, that the Federal Govern- 
ment should be collector of the means and money 
which should be distributed, at due intervals, to | 
the various States, to enable them to meet their | 
annual State expenditures. I take the liberty of | 
informing my friend that this is not a consoli- | 
dated Government yet, but it would become a 
consolidated Government very soon if his theory 
shall be adopted. Whenever you undertake to 
centralize power here, to turn the attention of 
the States to the Federal Government for the 
means of meeting their annual expenditures, you | 
will soon have the States as subservient—ay, 
more so—than the gentleman seems to suppose 
the representatives of the people now are to the 
executive power. You will destroy everything | 
like State independence—everything like a regard į 
for State rights and sound State policy, whenever | 
you make them even partially dependent upon 
the Federal Government for their annual means į 
of support. Does the gentleman desire to see . 
such a state of things as this bought about? ; 
Would it be a picture which would please his 
fancy, to see the great empire State coming four | 
times a year, and asking fromthe Federal Treas- | 
ury an assignment of her portion of the means | 
here collected, to enable her to pay off her annual : 
expenditures? Yet the gentleman says it must . 
come to that, or very soon the States of Virginia, 
New York, and Pennsylvania, will be in the con- | 
dition of the States of Mississippi and Ilinois— ; 
not able to pay their debts. I trast in God they 
never may be able, if their ability to do so is 
dependent upon a sacrifice of State dignity and | 
State independence. I hope to sce the States | 
ever maintain their independent position towards 
the Federai Government—maintain their rights, - 
and the cherished principles and doctrines for 
which the Democratic party has always con- | 
tended, with the spirit which has ever character- 
ized them, from the foundation of the Govern- 
ment to the present ume. 

I do not recollect that my friend from New 
York made any other point in his speech; and I 
should not have felt myself called upon to reply : 
to his remarks but for the fact that I thought . 
they were calculated to place the President and . 
the Democratic party ina false position before - 
the country. Let it go forth to the American | 


| 
l 


oa 


i houses and common highways. 


people that the Republican party—of which the 
gentleman from New York is a leader — have, 
as a general rule, voted for ull the expenditures 
of this session, and -have uniformly voted for all 
the measures which the President has vetoed. 
The President has endeavored to reduce the ex- 
penditures, while they have voted to increase į 
hem. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I will consume but little of | 
the time of the committee in reply. The view I 
intended to give is one relating to the general 
policy of this Government, comprising the oper- 
ation of all its departments, legislative, executive, 
and judicial, ftom the time of Washington down 
to the present, and thereby showing an insensi- 
ble departure from first principles—a departure 
which we are not aware of, except we measure | 
from long periods of time, and compare them with | 
one another. It was not my intention to throw | 
all the blame upon the executive department of | 
the Government; and I had no idea of speaking 
for any electioneering purposes whatever, any 


further than what I might say might possibly || 
arouse all parties of the country to a due consid- |! 


eration of the drift of the Federal branch of the | 
Government. j 
Now, sir, in respect to my own insignificant | 
partin these affairs, it is of no consequence what- | 
ever. I know that, since F have had the honor of 
a scat upon this floor, there have been many ap- ! 
propriations of large amounts made for internal | 
improvements of one kind or another, and a great | 
many for other things. I am willing to acknowl- 
edge to the gentlemen that | would not have voted | 
for many of those things which I have voted for if I | 
could accomplish the great national policy which | 
underliesit, and leave the revenue of the country, | 
all beyond the real wants of the Government, di- 
rected to its owners, the men that pay the mone 
l would have the surplus revenue beyond t 
wants of the Federal Government divided among 
the States in just proportion. 
States themselves as the partners, the owners, | 
the boss of this whole concern. The Federal | 
Government is only another agent for the people, ` 
just as the State governments are only the agents 
of the people; so the Representatives, the Pres- 
ident, and all the Departments of the Federal 
Government, are but the agents of the same 
people. ' 
Now, the gentleman says that I voted for this, 
that, and the other thing. Undoubtedly I did; 
and I will continue to vote for such things until 
I can get this radical change. Whenever the 
money shall be rightfully directed, one half to 
support the State governments, and the other 
half to the National Governmentin time of peace, 
1 will cease so to vote. I do not apprehend any 
further degeneracy or servility then to the Fede- 
ral Government on the part of the States. The 
people understand the matter too well, as they 
will show when called on by the Federal Gov 
ernment to return the money advanced to the 
States under General Jackson’s administration. 
The people know fall well themselves what to do 
with the money. Perhaps I would not go so far | 
as Adam Smith in saying, thatafter all a govern- : 
mentcomes more from the instinctive good sense of 


fe 


i 
H 
| 


the people than from the personsin office butcomes | 


nearly to that. We havea revenue of $75,000,000 ; 
a year, and whatare we to do with it? Would the 
gentleman (Mr. Lercwer] consider, that it would 
he a wise thing for us to sit here and refuse to 
vote away money, when we have got such a sur- | 
plus in the national Treasury, for the necessary ' 
improvement of rivers and harbors, and such ! 
things, even though the States themselves could : 
not make them? No,sir; as long as this system | 
of getting twice as much money into the national 

Treasury as that branch of the Government needs 


continues, I shall be for distributing it some way | 


or other. If not distributed directly into the 
hands of the State Legislatures, then I shall go 
for giving it in the next best way, even for school- 
I think the 
money would do the people more good in that 
way than to have it distributed among office- 
holders. f go upon that principle, that to the peo- 
ple who pay it into the Treasury belongs all the 
surplus. My opinion is, that the General Gov- 
crnment has the power, and ought to make all 
national improvements. I believe this was once 
admitted by the Representatives from Virginia. | 
Zut it seems there is now some skepticism there, | 


i 


{ consider the i! 


labor to ten cents per da 


ernment, 

I would have this done, not by special legisla- 
tion as now practiced, but by a general law divid- 
ing the surplus funds from quarter to quarter, 
which would be binding and conclusive, for no- 
body would dare think of repealing it. I believe 
that the States would better understand how to 
apply this money for purposes of education, and 
of internal improvements, and such other pur- 
poses as they chose, than Congress. 

But the gentleman [Mr. Lercuer] comes from 
|a State which prefers to leave her share of the 
i money in the Treasury, divided under General 


| Jackson’s administration, and run into debt for 


| the means of building railroads and canals. 
: That, it seems to me, is throwing away a great 
| practical advantage for the sake of a metaphysical 
theory. I think there is money enough raised 


i| by indirect taxation to support both branches of 
| the Government, and the people have too much 


sense to give up that system and resort to direct 
taxation. I believe that we ought to have a 
moderate tariff, by duties on imports, to encourage 
our own industry and arts, and not have the 
| currency of the country reduced, as Mr. Buch- 
anan once said, so as to bring down the price of 


Now, Mr. Chairman, Vive attempted to show 

! that the expenses of the General Government 
i have become enormous. I do not suppose that 
| the President and his Secretaries misapply or 
| steal the money, but still it seems to me that our 
; present practice is a wide departure from the 
i| original policy of Washington and Jefferson. 
i| The idea of building these two great wings to the 
Capitol would not have been tolerated one mo- 
ment in Mr. Jefferson’s day. 1 refer to these 
| things to show that the people themselves have 
been perverted and corrupted by the evils of 
party spirit—a result, you know, which General 
| Washington prophesied, in his Farewell Address. 

Mr. WRIGHT, of Mississippi. My friend 
from New York saw proper to lug in my own 
State, together with the State of [linois, when 
he was advocating the gencral policy, which he 
insists upon, that the Federal Government should 
collect the revenue, not only to be used for the 
purposes of the General Government, but that 
| 1t should absolutely collect the whole of the rev- 
enue intended to be distributed for State purposes. 
In connection with that argument, the honorable 
; gentleman from New York saw proper to state 
| that the State which I have the Koror to repre- 
: sentin parton this floor, together with the gallant 
' State of Illinois, had repudiated their debts; and 
my friend from Virginia saw proper to allude to 
the same question. Now, I wish to say to my 
‘friend from Virginia-— 
! Mr. LETCHER. I will save my friend from 
| Mississippi that part of his speech, if he will 
‘allow me to explain. 3 
: Mr. WRIGHT. I know that my friend from 
| Virginia did nothing more than quote, without 
|indorsement, the remarks of the member from 
iNew York. I wish to say, that Mississippi, in 
her conduct, has followed the precepts of Vir- 
ginia’s brightest son, Thomas Jefferson, of whom 
‘my friend from Virginia is a worthy disciple. 
Jefferson entertained an opinion which may seem 
| strange to some gentlemen, that when man came 
‘into the world he did not come precisely like a 
| terrapin, with a shell upon his back, with the 
‘burden of another generation clinging to him, 


| 
| 


| 


= but he came into the world responsible for his 


| own action, and for that alone. That was the 
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argument of Jefferson, and it was the argument 

of another of Virginia’s sons, whose brilliant | 
genius has given immortality to the name of John 
‘Taylor, of Caroline. Then, sir, Mississippi is 

following in the footsteps of illustrious prede- 

cessors; she is carrying out the teachings of dis- 

tinguished statesmen. 

But, in reference to the charge made by the 
gentleman from New York, I undertake to say 
that the State of Mississippi has never repudiated 
her debts—never! never! never! When the 
framers of the constitution of that State went 
into .convention, they had seen that the funding 
system in Europe was more mighty in oppress- 
ing the people than even the thunders of cannon 
or the point of the bayonet. They hai seen 
kings and dynasties upheld by this funding | 
system, and they had seen that all the moneyed | 
aristocracy of Europe had become -interested in 
sustaining them—in sustaining a system which 
imposed heavy burdens upon the masses of 
the people. The State of Mississippi, seeing and 
understanding this, did not, as certain States will 
do, which will after awhile repudiate their debts; | 
but she gave notice in a written form, by her 
organic law, that she would only be responsible | 
for debts or loans created in pursuance of her | 
written constitution, where it reads as follows, 
to wit: 

“That no taw shall be passed to raise a loan of money 
upon the credit of the State, or pledge the faith of the State 
for the payment or redemption of any loan or debt, unless | 
such bill be passed in the Senate or House of Representa- į 
tives, and be agreed to by a majority of the members of each 
House, and entered on their Journals, with the yeas and | 
nays taken thereon, and be referred Lo the next succceding | 
Legislature, and published for three months next previous 
the next election, in three newspapers of the State; and ! 
unless a majority of cach branch of the Legislature so | 
elected after such publication shail agree to and pass such 
Jaw ; and in such case the yeas and nays shall be taken and | 
spread upon the Journals of each House.” | 

We thus gave notice to the world that this was 
our form of government, and that the people of } 
Mississippi would never become responsible for į 
any debt which was not created in accordance 
with her constitution. Now, sir, when those | 
bonds were about being negotiated to Nicholas | 
Biddle, he took the constitution of the State, to- 
gether with the charter, submitted them to, and 
procured the advice of, such men as Danie] Web- 
ster, Robert J. Walker, and Horace Binney, who | 
gave as their opinion that, issued as they were | 
in violation of the constitution of the State, they | 
were void. Well, sir, under these circumstances | 
he purchased the bonds. It was after the United : 
States Bank of Pennsylvania, had commenced jj 
the issuance of post notes to keep grinding the | 
people a month or two longer, that he made this | 

urchase. This purchase was made to cnable | 
1im to obtain money from the capitalists of Eu- | 
rope to sustain the bank of which he was pres- | 
ident. | 

Now, it is a principle in equity that he who | 
trusts most must lose most. The world had gen- | 
eral, and Mr. Biddle had special, notice through |) 
the constitution and the charter under which the : 
bonds were issued, that the issuance and sale of | 
such bonds were void and a violation of the rights | 
of the people; for no charter authorizing the | 
issuance of such bonds was ever passed in pur- ii 
suance of the requisitions of the constitution. | 
And this fact the people have declared at the jj 
ballot-box-——not to avoid the payment of a debt, |! 

i 
| 
| 
i 


but to sustain their written form of government 
against the machinations of a moneyed aristoc- 
racy and a soulless corporation. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. With the permis- 
-sion of the gentleman from New York, I wish to 
ask whether I understood him correctly, that the 
States would never pay back the surplus which |} 
was distributed to them during General Jackson’s | 
administration? 


Mr. SIMMONS. I said they would not be | 


very likely to be called on to pay it back. 

Mr. JONES. Now, sir, lask the gentleman 
from Mississippi, and the gentleman from New | 
York can answer, if it was not a condition upon | 
which the money of the Government was de- ; 
posited with the States, that before they should 
receive it, the Legislatures should pledge the faith `: 
of the States that they would return the money 
when called for? That was the condition. Now | 
1 submit, that if the General Government was to | 
call for this money, and the States refuse to | 
pay, it would be nothing but naked repudiation, | 


which, in my opinion, Mississippi was never 
guilty of. f 

Mr. SIMMONS. [Ilinois and Mississippi 
received the money and applied it to their own 
uses, and afterwards, when the stocks fell and 
there was a scarcity of money throughout the 
country, they alleged that their agents were not 
duly authorized. I see a great many grounds of 
excuse for both States, on the ground of neces- 
sity, and of railroad stocks. I can excuse them; 
but, after’all, the example is one not to be imi- 
tated. It is not right, where money has been re- 
ceived by a State through its agents, though con- 
trary to instructions, and then used by the State, 
to refuse to refund it. I never heard of a court 
deciding, when a man consented to receive the 
benefit of what his agent had done, that he could 
plead want of authority in the agent, without 
refunding what he had received. Let that be as 
it may, what Ilinois and Mississippi did, they 
did under a strong necessity. The value of 
everything was changed, and to have made them 
pay then what they had borrowed, would have 
subjected them to great sacrifices and embarrass- 
ments, and compelled them to pay four or five 
times as much as they had agreed to pay. 

Mr. WRIGHT. If what the gentleman states 
be true, it will put my State under an obligation 
to discharge the debt. But my friend is mistaken. 
Whenever the representative ceases to act under 
the authority of his Government he ceases to be 
its agent. The power of the agents of a State is 
limited by the constitution they are sworn to 


support. The gentleman says that they received | 


the money. Who received it? The agents who 
received the money were the agents of the bank, 
and not the agents of the State 

Mr. SIMMONS. I mean to say this: I am 
opposed to a State borrowing money from men 
living abroad, three thousand miles off, and after 
it has been expended in the construction of rail- 
roads, then refusing to pay it back, on the 
ground of no power in the agent to borrow it. 
The ground taken, that the agents did not act 
according to the constitution, looks to me like 
one that could not be taken in a court of justice 
without placing the lender in statu quo. 

I wish to make another suggestion to my friend 
from Virginia, and I will then conclude. He 
seems to think he has: discovered a sovereign 
remedy against the United States receiving more 
money than it ought to receive. He sces one 
Simmons voting to build railroads and court- 
houses, &c., &c. This remedy looks to me like 
an attempt to curea man having the Asiatic chol- 
era with itch ointment. [Laughter.] The disease 
is a vital one—it is a consumption. The Federal 
Government was to receive all the funds from 


| duties on imports which are imposed by the 


power to regulate commerce with foreign nations; 
but it receives twice the amount of revenue that 
it wants, and States get none of it. 

So with the proceeds of the public lands. My 
constituents wished me to vote for a distribution 
of the public lands, or the proceeds of their sales, 
among the States, so that the old States might have 
a share as well as the new. If this were done, 
and the revenues from imports divided, one half 
among the States, it would put a stop to the other 
large expenditures I have spoken of. If we can- 
not get a portion of the public lands, we can get 
a portion of the proceeds of their sales; and we 


! may apply it to railroad purposes. We could, in 


my State, complete the only link wanting of rail- 
road connection through the Empire State, be- 


tween Quebec and New York; but we give lands | 
i! to every one of the new States, and take none 


ourselves, as though we had no right to it—as 
though we were administrators on the property 
of the old States, for the benefit of their children 
in the West. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to correct a 
statement made by the gentleman from New 


| York. The proceeds of the bonds negotiated by 
ithe commissioners went into the vaults of the 


bank, and were squandered by it. Not one dollar 
was used by the State. 

Mr. LETCHER. I shall not occupy much of 
the time of the committee in reply to the remarks 
of my friend from New York. Before replying 
to him, I desire to correct a misapprehension of 
my friend from Mississippi, [Mr. Wricut.| He 
seems to suppose that I cast some imputation on 


tion. The language employed was a mere rep~ 
etition of the position of the gentleman from New 
York, to which F was replying. 

Mr. WRIGHT. It is a full explanation, and 

I am glad that I misunderstood the gentleman. 
i Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman from New 
York says so much money ought not to be col- 
lected by this Government, and that it is for the 
| purpose of getting rid of the surplus, over and 
above what is absolutely necessary for an econom- 
ical administration, that he votes it away for cus- 
tom-houses, court-houses, &c. It strikes me that 
the Democratic party of the last House of Repre- 
sentatives proposed to reduce the revenue, and 
bring it down to the standard of an cconomical 
administration, and limit the expenditures to the 
smallest amount, and that the gentleman voted 
against it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The people will never con- 
sent to that, 

Mr.LETCHER. Thegentleman voted against 
the reduction of the revenue, and says now that 
the people will never consent to its reduction. 
He has told us to-night that so large a revenue 
as we are now collecting is corrupting the people; 
that it is one of the means which politicians use 
| for the purpose of securing power and obtaining 
i place. Can it be true, then, that the people are 
unwilling to reduce the revenue, and thus take 
away the means of corruption from the politicians? 
Are they unwilling to reduce the revenue to the 
standard of an economical government? No, sir; 
itis the politicians, like my friend from New York, 
| who are opposed to this policy. They are tariff 
| men, and reduction of the tariff is at war with 
| their principles and policy. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The gentleman does not 
understand me. What f meant was, that there 
was a misapplication of the money. Not that 
there is too much money paid into the Treasury, 
but that one branch of the Government gets all, 
H and the other none, 

Mr. LETCHER. Which gets all? 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Federal. 

Mr. LETCHER,. It is the Federal Govern- 
ment under our system which is the collector of 
the money, and the Government has no right to 
collect more from the people than is absolutely 
| Necessary to support an economical administra- 
i tion. This is the part of wisdom upon our part. 
| It is the part of duty to reduce the revenue to the 
i lowest point consistent with an economical ex- 
: penditure by the General Government. And how 
| can this be done in any other way than by re- 
ducing the duties upon imports so ag to reduce 
the amount of revenue collected ? 

But besides all this, what is the policy of the 
| gentleman from New York? He proposes to 
| have an army of agentsemployed by the General 
Government, who are to be paid for collecting 
money from the people which the Government 
does not need to pay its expenses, and which is 
| to be returned to the people again through other 
| paid agents, so that the money is to get back to 
i the people diminished by the cost of collection 
and the cost of distribution. Is that a wise pol- 
| icy? Is not the Democratie policy far better, 
| which leaves the money in the pockets of the 
people, and collects no more than is necessary 
for its purposes on strict principles of economy ? 

Mr. SIMMONS. It would be if the States had 
ithe constitutional power to collect duties upon 
| imports. My principle is, that the Government 
colieet our revenues by duties upon imports; and 
if the Government sees fit, letit go into the hands 
| of the States as agents to make internal improve- 
; ments. 

Mr. LETCHER. Let us see how that would 
Work. The gentleman’s policy is, that the rey- 
| enucs should be collected and be returned to the 
| States for purposes of internal improvement. Is 
it not far better to leave the people with the money 
„in their pockets, than to collect and return it to 
| them diminished by the costs and charges attend- 
Hing such a process? Besides, what is the limit 
lupon the Federal Government in the collection 
| of revenue? Is it not to pay the debts and pro- 
|, vide for the common defense and general welfare 
|| of the Federal Government, and not of the States? 
l 
F 


| There is the power, and there is the limitation 
|| upon its exercise; but, instead of that, the gen- 
| tleman would have this limitation stricken out, 
i and would have this to be a great central abso- 


his State. Nothing was further from my inten- |i late Government, to collect what it pleases, and 
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distribute it agit pleases. And besides that, after 
this revenue is collected, could you return it in 
the same proportions to the pockets from which 
it came? Could those who paid this revenue into 
the Government get back the pro rata share which 
they have paid? You could not return it in the 
same way; and the result would be, that you 
would collect from the people of my State, (for 
example,) and give to the people of your State 
that which is absolutely the property of my peo- 
ple, and which this Government had no right to 
demand from them. It could not be otherwise. 
{tis obliged to be so; and whenever you place 
this Federal Government in that position, I would 
not give that [snapping his finger] for the rights 
of the States. But my friend, I take it, is a regular 
old-fashioned Federalist. How is that, my friend? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Very likely. 

Mr. LETCHER. I judged so. And I judged 
so from some bills which | have seen prepared 
by him in this House, which shows that he is 
for breaking down the State authority, and over- 
viding it by the power of the Federal Govern- 
ment, 
proposes to introduce into this House, which 
gives to the Federal Government the power to 
supervise and control the railroads and turnpikes 
of the States. ; 

Mr. SIMMONS. Probably the gentleman refers 
to a bill regulating the running of trains, &c., on 
the ground that Congress has power to regulate 
commerce between the States. We cannot sup- 

ose, that if the channels of commerce are changed 

y art and inventions since the Constitution was 
formed, so that all our internal commerce is now 
carried on by railroads instead of the old-fashioned 
canals and rivers—I say we cannot suppose that 
that would change the Constitution; and the 
same principles of the Constitution which ap- 
plied to the regulation of commerce by canals 
and rivers, applies to the same commerce carried 
on by railroads. i 

Mr. LETCHER. Then the gentleman ac- 
knowledges that he has a bill which proposes to 
invest the Federal Government with power to 
supervise and control State railroads, their mode 
of running, their time of running, and everything 
of that sort, within the limits of the States. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I did not say everything, 

Mr. LETCHER. Everything of that sort, I 
said. What clause of the Federal Constitution 
gives the authority under which he claims to ex- 
ercise the power to go into the State of Virginia, 
by Government officers, and control the railroad 
interest of that State? 

Mr. SIMMONS. It has been decided by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, by Chief 
Justice Marshall, that the power of the General 
Government includes within it the power to reg- 
ulate the instruments of commerce, so far as to 
determine how vessels should be manned, &c. 
Now, then, if Congress has the power to regulate 
ecommerce among the States, that implies the 
power to regulate the instruments of commerce; 


and if the instruments of State commerce have be- | 


come railroads instead of canals and rivers—and 


the courts have decided also, that commerce means ! 


intercourse, and that they have the right to regu- 


late vessels for carrying passengers as well as | 


At this very time he has a bill which he | 


merchandise—then Congress has the power to | 


regulate commerce upon railroads. Iam unable 
to see how a new invention which brought rail- 
roads into being since the Constitution was made, 
and changed the channels and instruments of com- 
merce from canals and rivers to railroads, can 
change the Constitution. Railroads areimportant 
for transportation from State to State. They are 


not merely for the inland and purely domestic | 


commerce of Virginia and New York, but they 


are for transporting passengers and property from | 


State to State. They are our great national chan- 
nels of commerce; and I should like to know how, 


if the power of-Congress to regulate commerce | 


includes, as Chief Justice Marshall says, the 
power to regulate the instruments of it, the Gov- 
ernment can get over its power to regulate rail- 


roads? 
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Mr.LETCHER. Then I suppose it follows, 


‘as a matter of course, that every turnpike leading 


to a railroad, that is used as a wagon road for the 
transportation of anything which the gentleman 
chooses to call commerce—the trade carried on 
by individuals, either inside or outside their 
States—is to be under the control of the Federal 
Government. Then we will have Congress pre- 
scribing the rate at which six-horse wagons are 
to run per hour; prescribing the rate for carts 
drawn by mules or oxen; the breadth of the 


wheel; the width of the road; everything of that || 


sort. 

Now, I had no idea on earth that any gentle- 
man went so far. I had no notion that my friend 
from New York, as he grew older, grew worse 
in his Federalism. I had supposed that, with 
the lights before him, the scales would have long 
since fallen from his eyes. I had thought, from 
the gentleman’s frequent references to Mr. Jef- 
ferson, that he was on the high road to the great 
temple of Democracy, and that he would, sooner 
or later, become himself one of us; but I give 
him up to-night. After his theory with regard 
to the right of the Federal Government over the 
States, I have no earthly hope of him; and I 
think he is about as bad a piece of material to 
make a Democrat out of as any other piece of 
material on that side of the House. 

At half past ten o’clock, the committee rose, 
and the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuesday, August 12, 1856. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. When we adjourned yester- 
day, we lacked one of a quorum. We were 
voting by yeas and nays on the passage of the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill. Ihope there will be no objection to allowing 
us to take the vote now and passit. The House 
are out of appropriation bills, and I want to send 
one to them. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Before that is done, I wish to 
make acorrection in the bill. The salaries of the 
judges in this District were increased, but we did 
not increase the aggregate amount of appropri- 
ation. 

Mr. HUNTER. By general consent that 
change can be madc. . 

Mr. TOOMBS. The object will be attained by 
adding $5,000 to the aggregate sum for salaries of 
the judges of the District of Columbia. J ask the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to increase the 
sum appropriated, by adding $5,000, making it 
conform to the other provision. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That change 
will be made by unanimous consent. The Char 
hears no objection. The question now is on the 
passage of the bill as amended. ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. AsIexpect to voteagainst 
the passage of the bill, I will give my reason for 
doing so without occupying more than a moment 
of the time of the Senate. I will call attention 
to a portion of the bill from the nine hundred and 
ninety-first to the nine hundred and ninety-seventh 
line. There are’several other provisions similar 
to this, but the striking out of this provison alone, 
if there were none other in the bill, would com- 
pel me to vote against it. That provision reads 
as follows: 

“© Provided, however, That no part of the money hereby 
appropriated shall be expended for prosecuting or retaining 
any person or persons charged with treason, or with any other 
political offense in the ‘Territory of Kansas, for any prose- 
cutions that have been heretofore instituted for political 
offenses.” 

We know that there are at this time confined, 
in tente on the plains of Kansas, a number’ of 
persons charged with treason and constructive 


treason—— 


Mr. REID. I rise to a question of order. 


i 
; 


+ 


The yeas and nays have 


been called, and the 


| Senate has proceeded to vote, and therefore I 


submit debate at this stage is not in order. T'hè 
Senate is engaged in taking the vote properly, 
and debate is not in order. E E eee 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The ‘vote 
taken yesterday is treated as a nullity, and no 
Journal is made of it, there having been no guo- 
rum present. It comes up now as an original 
proposition, and the question is on the passage 
of the bill. The Senator from Illinois isin order. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And an ainéndment has 
been adopted this morning. I stated, when I was 
interrupted, that it was known to the country 
that there were at this time confined in tents on 
the plains of Kansas a number of persons charged 
with treason and constructive. treason, and. per- 
haps some for other political offenses, though of 
that I am not certain. It has been very generally 
admitted by the friends of the authorities in Kan- 
sas, as well as those opposed to the action there, 
that those indictments cannot stand.. It has been 
so stated here by the friends of the Administrat 
tion; and yet, when a bill is sent to the Senate 
from the House of Representatives, which pro- 
vides that the means of the Government shall not 

be used to enforce those prosecutions, that pro- 
‘vision is stricken out by the Senate—-as much as 
to say these men are to be prosecuted and përse- 
cuted—if I may use the word—for the commis- 
sion of offenses which we'all know they are not 
uilty of, which they cannot be guilty of, there 
being no war levied against the United Statés, 
and the Constitution of the United States having 
defined what treason shall be. After that provis- 
ion is stricken out I cannot consent to give m 
vote forthe bill. I will not take up time, thou A 
a great deal might be said on the subject. My 
object has been merely to state an objection, and. 
an insurmountable objection with me, to voting 
for the bill. i 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the very rea- 
son assigned by the Senator from Ilinois why 
he cannot vote for this bill is to me a reason wh 
I should vote for it, or refuse to vote for it if that 
provision was stricken out. I will state the prin- 
ciple very succinctly, because I do not wish ‘to 
prolong debate on this question. No matter 
whether these parties are guilty of treason or 
constructive treason, (and for myself I know no 
such offense against the laws of the United States,) 
no matter whether innocent or guilty, the attempt 
is here, on the part of the legislative power of'the 
nation, to interpose, by legislation, to prevent the 
adjudication in tife courts of justice oF questions 
which have arisen there. No matter on what 
occasion, I hold the principle to beso unsound, 
that under no circumstances and for no ‘purpose 
would I agree to vote for a bill containing such a 
provision. 

Mr. HALE. Iam not going to occupy more 
than a minute anda half; but I desire to say that 
I propose to take the responsibility, of voting 
against this bill and voting against all supplies to 
carry on the Government as long:as it is coupled 
with one provision that is in this bill, -which isa 
grant of $20,000 to pay the members of a Legis- 
lature which I believe is not the real Legislature 
of the land; and by voting to pay them 1t seems 
to me that I incur the responsibility of sustaining 
them. As long as that clause is in the bill I shall 
vote against any money for the Government, no 
matter what the consequences maybe. I will 
not take the responsibility of voting to pay men 
who I believe do not constitute a Legislature. 

`The question being taken by yeas‘and nays, 
resultcd—-yeas 35, nays 13; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Adams, Alien, Bayard, Beil of Tennes- 
see, Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, : Brown, 
Butler, Cass, Clay, Crittenden, Dodge, Douglas, Fitzpat- 
rick, Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, James, Jones of Towa, Mal- 
lory, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, . 
Thompson of Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, 
Weller, and Yulee—35. ` 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Collamer, Dur- 
kee, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Hale, Seward, Trun- 
bull, Wade, and Wilson—-13. f j 


So the bill was passed. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills,;which had heretofore re- 
ceived the signature of the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives: 
‘An act for the relief of Charles Stearns; 
1: An act for the relief. of. Daniel Doland; and 
An act granting a pension to Ansel Wilkinson. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the | 
Senate acommunication from the President of the 
United: States, in compliance with the resolution 
of the Senate of the 3d of March, 1855, request- 
ing information relative to the proceedings of the 
commissioners for the adjustment ofclaims under 
the convention with Great Britain of the 8th of 
February, 1853, transmitting a report from the 
Secretary of State on the subject. ; 

Mr. MASON. At the last session the Senate, | 
jn anticipation of that report coming in, made an 
order to print the usual number of copies for the 
use of the Senate. I ask now for the printing of 
five hundred copies in addition for the use of the 
Department of State. I offer the following res- 
olution for that purpose: 

Resolned, That in addition to the usual number of copies 
of the report of the commissioners for the adjustment of 
claims wider the convention of February 8, 1853, between 
he United States and Great Britain, and documents con- 
ected therewith, ordered to be printed for the use of the 
Senate, there be printed five hundred copies for the use of 
the Department of State. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro lempore laid before the | 
Senate a report of the Court of Claims, made in | 
pursuance of law, of the decision of that court in 
favor of the claim of Thomas Rhodes and Jere- 
miah Anstill, accompanied by a bill for their 
relief; which, on motion of Mr. Bropueap, was 
referred to the Committee- on Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolu- 
tions which was considered by unanimous con- | 
sent, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That the Court of Claims be requested to re- 
turn to the Senate the bill, and the papers connected with 
it, in the case of the claim of the administrator of Francis 
Burt. 
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MEMORIALS. 


Mr. YULEE presented the memorials of Rob- | 
ert Harrison and Letitia Humphreys, praying | 
for the allowance of their claims under the 9th 
article of the Florida treaty of 1819; which were 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- 


merce, to whom was referred the petition of J. || 
Hosford Smith, reported a bill (S. No. 448) for | 
hisrelief; which was read, and passed toa second | 
reading. e 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
189) making appropriations for the naval service 
forthe yearending the 30th of June, 1857, reported 
it without amendment, and gave notice that he 
should ask for its consideration at one o’clock, 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on For; 
vign Relations, to whom was referred the me- 
norial of James Morrow, for services in the | 
Japan expedition as astronomer, submitted a! 
report, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 449) for the | 
relief of Dr. James Morrow; which was read, and | 
passed to a second reading. 

Mr. REID, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, who were instructed by a resolution of 
the Senate to inquire into the expediency of 
granting indemnity to the widow of William Gay, | 
Jate Shawnee Indian agent, reported a bill (S. No. | 
450) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Gay; which was | 
read, and passed to a second reading. i 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. ! 

A message from the House of Representatives, | 
by Mr. CuLLom, their Clerk, announced thatthcy | 
had passed the following bills of the Senate, | 
without amendment: i 

An act (S. No. 276) for the relief of Norwood || 
McClelland, master of the steamboat New World; | 

| 
An act (S. No, 419) to alter the time of holding | 
| 


the district court in South Carolina, and for other | 
purposes, i! 
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| Hardin atthe time, from what is now 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills; which were read 
twice by their titles, and referred, as indicated 
below: 

An act (H. R. No. 123) to continue the land 
offices at Vincennes, Indiana, and to ascertain 
and adjust the titles to certain lands in the States 
of Indiana and Illinois, formerly included within 
the Vincennes land district—to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

An act (H. R. No. 451) making appropriations 
for light-houses, light-boats, buoys, &c., and 
providing for the erection and establishment of 
the same, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce ` 

An act (H. R. No. 567) authorizing the Seere- 
tary of the Navy to purchase additional grounds 
adjoining certain navy-yards therein named, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

COLONEL JOHN HARDIN. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I desire to call up for 
consideration the motion to reconsider the vote 
rejecting the bill for the relief of the heirs of 
Colonel John Hardin. The bill was rejected; 
but at my instance the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. Hunter] was good enough to move a re- 
consideration. The subject has remained in that 
condition since. I hope it will be disposed of. 
I make a motion to tale it up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the question 
was stated to be on the motion to reconsider the 
vote refusing to pass the bill (H. R. No. 272) 
for the relief of the heirs of the late Colonel John 
Hardin. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. If I supposed the Sen- 
ate had understood the facts of this case, I should 
not trouble them with any motion for reconsid- 
eration, nor with the remark which I am now 
about to make. My only object is to make the 


| ease understood, 


Colonel John Hardin was a man distinguished 
in the early history of this country for his intel- 
ligence and energy of character. In 1791, Gen- 
eral Wilkinson, being in command of the little 
army of the United States employed in the West, 
where Indian hostilities were apprehended very 
seriously, ata tire when the Aidan were in 
sufficient force to create alarm for the safety of 
the whole West, appealed in a critical moment to 
Colonel John Hardin to convey a message to the 
hostile Indians to endeavor to bring them -into 
some negotiation for peace. He was sent for to 
Kentucky, and upon his summons he attended 
General Wilkinson at Fort ‘Washington, where 
Cincinnati now stands. It was understood to be 
a difficult and dangerous office that he had to per- 
form. ‘he Indians had given every indication 
of hostility, and were known to intend hostile 
movements upon the settlers, and it was doubted 


| whether any forces of the United States, in that 


partof thecountry, were able to meet them. This 
was the genera] condition of the country. We 
can hardly now, with our great population and 
great prosperity, realize that at such a recent time 
this could have becn the condition of things; but 
so it was in the year 1792. Indian depredations 
were made to the very heart of Kentucky, reach- 
ing were I now livegat the seat of government. 
Houses were destroyed, prisoners taken, and 
men and women killed. i 
It was in this hour of peril that Hardin was 
summoned by General Wilkinson, He desired 
him to go among the Indians. All this is attested 
by cotemporancous letters written by Colonel 
Cincinnati, 

to his family, which he had just left behind; and 


l| evidence more unquestionable; I suppose, could 


hardiy be presented. I will not read all these 
letters, though they are interesting, relating to a 
time gone by, and of the greatest interest. They 
show the character of this old soldier—piety 
and bravery so strangely mixed up in the char- 
acter of the frontiersman. These are letters 
written from Hardin to his family in Kentucky, 
in the first of which he says: 
“Porr WASHINGTON, April 28, 1792. 

_“ My very pear Love: ‘This is to inform you that [ar- 
rived safe at this place yesterday, at one o’clock. lamin 
good health, through mercy, and E hope this will find you 
and our dear little ones in health and in good spirits, looking 


to God, through Jesus, for protection and favor. Iam not 
certain what time i shall set out for the Indian towns, as 
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the dispatches that the General sent forward have not vet 


/ returned, and he waits their return before J set off. Neither 


has the General and I come on certain terms, but he is very 
anxious Í shall go. The Indians have killed several per- 
sons in this quarter lately, and Jeave behind them war- 
clubs, which denotes their intention is war. But let not 
this give you any uneasiness, as I have nota donbt but £ 
shall meet with good treatment, as the speech and belt that 
L shall take, if I go, is from the President of the United 
tates. ` 


That is his first letter. In the second letter, 
which is dated May 10, of which I will read 
only an extract, he says: 


* I have no doubt but the Indians are holding a council ; 
and if that is the case some Indians are expected in with 
them, but perhaps may not be these ten days; and until 
their return,! cannot leave this. General Wilkinson hag 
promised me a guinea a day from the day I left home until 
T return; but this is not an object with me that would 
cause me to detain or keep at a distance from you. Iam 
sincerely anxious to be with you, my dear, and my little 
ones, (oh, give iny love to them all,) and tell them I will 
return as soon as I can, and I hope Providence wil! prove 
kind and restore me once more to you and them.” * x» 
& I have sent you a further sum of money to enable you to 
pay Mr. Robert Tobin for his horse, and to defray all other 
necessary expenses you may probably be at until 1 return; 
and should the same prove not sufficient you will write to 
General James Wilkinson, who has promised to furnish 
you with what money you may stand in need of until T re- 
turn; and should [ fall a sacrifice in this important attempt, 
the General has promised me to be your steady friend, and 
that your yearly supply from the Government shail not be 
less than $200 during your natural life.”’ 


This letter bears date from General Wilkin- 
son’s camp, on the 10th May, 1792. He went on 
that expedition, and perished by the hands of the 
Indians. Congress, in the year 1793, a year after 
he had fallen a sacrifice, passed an act, granting 
to his widow and children, five or six in number, 
$450 for seven years, beginning from July, 1792, 
the time I presume when he was killed. That 
was paid. It was for the wife and to his chil- 
dren, some five or six in number. What I have 
read shows beyond doubt that a promise was 
made that the wife’s yearly supply from the Gov- 
ernment should never be less than $200 a year 
during her natural life. Is this promise esiab- 
lished to the satisfaction of the Senate? I have 
read the evidence in the cotemporaneous letter 
of her husband the moment he is starting out. 
In this letter he tells her ‘the compensation to 
me is nothing; I would not go for that; but the 
General has promised that as long as you live 
you shall have a supply from the Government of 
at least $200 a year.” There is nut a Senator I 
think who will doubt that this promise was made. 
Now, how has it been fulfilled? A year after- 
wards, Congress, without having, fromanything I 
can learn, any knowledge of this specific promise, 
made a provision for Mrs. Hardin and her chil- 
dren of $450 a year, for seven years from July, 
1792. How is thatto becounted? How far has 
it been a satisfaction of this promise, that the 
widow should have $200 a year at least for her 
support during life? Without going into any 
arguments on the division of this money among 
the widow and her five or six children, to whom 
it was as much granted as to her, I beg leave to 
read the act: 

“Whereas, Colonel John Hardin and Major Alexander 
Trueman, while employed in carrying messages of peace 
to the hostile Indians, were killed by said Indians, 

“ Be it enacted, §c., That $450 per annum, for seven years, 
be ailowed to the widow and orphan children of the said 
Colonel John Hardin, and the sum of $300 per annum, for 


the same term of seven years, to the orphan children of the 
said Major Alexander Trueman, to commence on the Ist 


| day of July, 1792, and to be paid half yearly, at the Treas- 


ury, to the said widow, and to the guardians of the said 
orphan children, or to their Jegal attorneys. 

“ Approved February 27, 1793.” 

Trueman was another man employed in similar 
services, and who also perished, but not with 
Hardin. That $450 per annum for the seven 
years I am willing should be computed so as to 
make her the recipient of $200 a year, and, there- 
fore, is a satisfaction for that term of seven years 
of her $200. a year. Thatexpired in 1799. Since 
that time she has never received one cent, and she 
lived to the year 1829, a period of exactly thirty 
years, during which she received nothing under 
the promise to allow her at least an annuity of 
$200 per annum during her natural life. There 
was a subsequent grant, to which I will call the 
attention of the Senate for a moment. It was. 
passed at the expiration of the pension for seven 
years, which brought it down to 1799. Itis: 

“ Be it enacted, §c., That there shall be annually paid to 
the guardians, respectively, of the sons and daughters of 
the late Colonel John Hardin, deceased, and to the guardian 
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of the daughter of the late Major Alexander :‘Trueman; 
deceased, for each son and daughter, aforesaid, the sum of 
$100, until they shall have, respectively, attained the age 
of twenty-one years; to be applied by the said severat 
guardians to the suitable education of the said sons, and to 
the use of the said daughters. 

« Approved May 14, 1800. 


This 1s a grant of $100 a year to the children, 
„and nothing at all to the widow. All that was 
granted to her by the act of 1793 was a part ofa 
common fund of $450, for seven years, with her 
children. There has been no performance of the 
contract; not a dollar has been paid to her under 
this promise of $200 annuity, from the year 1799 
down to this day. In July, 1799, the pension of 
$450 to the family expired, and since that time 
nota cent has been granted to her. 

This, sir; is the case. Gentlemen have seen 
@ supposed summing up, in which the first grant 
of $450, and the subsequent grant of $100 a year 
to each of the children, to be paid to their guar- 
dians, are considered as satisfaction, or in place 
of the annuity. Ts that a fulfillment of the obli- 
gation of the Government? Would it be a respect- 
able plea for an individual—would it have the 
color of law or the color of justice for a nation 
or individual to set itup? Here is a plain, dis- 
unct obligation, not for the children, but for the 
wife. General Wilkinson promised it to encour- 
age him to this expedition, and he said to him: 
«Think not of your wife; she shall have a pro- 
vision for her; she shall have at least $200 a year 


from the Government as long as she lives if you || 


fall in this undertaking.” his is the case, and 
I will not occupy the time of the Senate with it. 
Upon the question, whether a bill which came 
from the other House, which allows her $1,800, 
should be passed, it was negatived by the Senate, 
after a motion I made to increase the sum had 
also been defeated. A reconsideration was moved 
on the rejection of the bill, and it is on thatrecon- 
sideration the Senate is called on to vote. I leave 
to your sense of justice and right the bill. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. _I believe the hour has 
arrived for the consideration of the bill (S. No. 
81) to provide for the payment of claims of citi- 
zens of Georgia and Alabama. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the 
special order for this hour—twelve o'clock. ` 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope we shall allow the 
reconsideration to be voted upon. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK, Į will not interpose 
any difficulty to the further consideration of it if 
nothing further is to be said; butif the discussion 
is to go on I mustask for the consideration of the 
special order at this hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no 
objection the Chair will state the question on re- 
considering the vote rejecting the bill for the relief 
of the heirs of the late Colonel John Hardin. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
now is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. WELLER. I shall be compelled to repeat 
the statement I made before in regard to this 
bill. 

Mr. CLAY. I trust it will be postponed. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. This hour has been 
appointed for the special order. 

r. WELLER, 


it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The special 
order is the bill (S. No. 81) to provide for the 
examination of the payment of certain claims of 
citizens of Georgia and Alabama on account of 
losses sustained by depredations of the Creek 
Indians. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I should be very glad 
if I could have a vote on my bill. I move to post- 
pone the prior orders. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Kentucky asks the Senate to postpone the 
special order, for the purpose of proceeding with 
the bill (H, R. No. 272) which has been recon- 
sidered. 

Mr.*IVERSON. What will be the effect 
of the motion if it should prevail? To what 
time will the special order be postponed? If it 
be a general postponement of the special order, 
I shall object; but if it be only a special post- 
ponement for fifteen minutes, I shall have no ob- 
jection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in the 
power of the Senate to postpone the special order 
to any hour they think proper. 


i do not propose to discuss |! 


cA 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. I dislike very much 
to interfere with any request made by the distin- 
guished Senator from Kentucky, especially as he 


| has intimated that his health is not very good. I 


assure him it cannot be worse than mine. I have 
come here to-day at great inconvenience, for the 
purpose. of attending to the bill which is the 
special order. It has been here for the last three 
years. It has been overruled until I really think 


pit is due to my State and the parties who are in- 


terested that the subject should have a hearing. 
I do not design that it shall occupy the attention 
of the Senate long. I am inclined to think that, 
after the thorough discussion had on a former 
day, it will occupy but a short time, and after it 
is disposed of I will aid the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky in getting up his bill. : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. We could have dis- 
posed of the bill long ago, if gentlemen would 
take the vote. Let the vote be taken on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
Senator from Kentucky submit a motion? 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. No, sir. I did submit | 


a motion before. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate 
voted down that motion. 


CLINTON GUARDS, OF MICHIGAN. 

Mr. CASS. I desire to ask the Senate to take 
up a bill, which, if there be the slightest objec- 
tion to it, I will allow it to go over. It is for the 
payment of a company of militia who served in 
Michigan nearly twenty years ago, and by some 
oversight were not paid. The bill states its object. 
It is the bill (S. No. 404) for the relief of the 
officers and privates of tle Clinton Guards, in 
the county of Macomb, in the State of Michigan. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Michigan moves to postpone the special 
order for the purpose of taking up this bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read a second time, and considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to direct the proper 
accounting officers to settle the accounts of a 
company of Michigan militia, known as the Clin- 
ton Guards, for services rendered when ordered 
into the service of the United States by the Gov- 


| ernor of Michigan, on a requisition of the United: 


States marshal, for the maintenance of the neutral 

obligations and laws of the United States, in the 
ear 1838, at the like rates as similar services 
ave heretofore been audited to be paid. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 
this claim has lain over for eig 
was it not paid at once? 

Mr. CASS. The accounts were sent on a few 
years ago, but were neglected. I think five com- 
panies were ordered into service, Four of them 
have been paid. In this case 
If the honorable Senator will observe the word- 
ing of the bill, he will see that unless they bring 

roof to the Auditor that they were ordered out 
Ey the Government of the United States, and 
actually enrolled in the service, they are not to 
be paid. It authorizes an examination, and that 
is all. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

NATHANIEL HAYWARD. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Jask the consent of the Sen- 
ate to take up a bill (S. No. 414) for a constitu- 
ent of mine. I have not been able to attend for 
some time until this morning. 
any debate I shall consent to have it passed over. 
I hope the Senate will.accommodate me in taking 


I should like to know why 
hteen years? Why 


it up. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I will say to my hon- 
orable friend, that I have yielded time after time, 
and now I have only got an hour, and that has 
been set especially apart for my bill. I trust my 
friend will not interfere with it. Itis an important 
bill to my constituents, and was sct for to-day. 
The time is precious. I have yielded ten minutes 
of the hour already, and I hope the Senate will 
proceed to the consideration of the bill, and dis- 
pose of it. Skat hs 

Mr. TOUCEY. As this bill will not take five 
minutes, I hope he Senator from Alabama will 
allow me to have it considered. 

Mr. CLAY. I will say we have a thousand 
constituents interested in our bill, but the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut has only one in his claim. 


ator from Connecticut insist on hia motion ? 


he rolls were lost. | 


If it gives rise to | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 


. Mr. TOUCEY. E must insist‘on my motion. 
I have not been able to be here-for, four weeks" 
past. The petitioner, in’ this case, is a man of 
inventive. genius, who madea discovery of the 


highest.benefit to the world, which his neceasitiég: > 


compelled him to part with before he obtained his 
patent, and from which others have become rich, - 
and are rolling in wealth and luxury, while this 
man has really had no benefit from the improve- 
ment. {hope the Senate will take it up,and I 
think it will pass without difficulty, pls 

_Mr. FITZPATRICK., From the indications 
given. of the character of the bill by what the 
gentleman says, I fear that if we take it up it will 
lead to discussion, and thus deprive those whom 
I represent and for whom my bill provides, and 
who are a numerous class of sufferers, from a 
hearing to-day, which is equivalent to a defeat of. 
the whole bill, It is an ungracious task not to 
veld to the requests of honorable Senators, and 
I have always done it; but I, myself,am seriously 
indisposed, and came here to-day on account of 
my great anxiety to have this bill considered this 
morning. We have only about three quarters of 
an hour left for its consideration. If the gentle- 
man will withdraw his motion and let my bill be 
considered, f do not think it will occupy time, 
and at the proper moment I will give any aid thatis 
is necessary to help him in getting up his bill.. ` 

Mr. TOUCEY. If I were able to be here I 
would withdraw the motion, but the bill might 
have been passed during this brief ‘discussion, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Connecticut moves to. postpone the special 
order, for the purpose of taking up the bill for the 
relief of Nathaniel Hayward. . 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read a second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

It proposes to grant to Nathaniel Hayward, his 
heirs, administrators, and assigns, for the term 
of seven years, the full and exclusive right of 
making, constructing, using, and vending to 
others to be used, his improvement in the mode 
of preparing caoutchouc, or India rubber, for the 
manufacturing of various articles in which that 
substance is used; adescription of which improve- , 
ment is given in a schedule or specification, dated 
November 23, 1838, signed by Hayward, and 
filed in the Patent Office; and this grant is not to 
be held invalid for the reason that the invention 
has been described in a book printed in any other 
than the English language. All persons and cor- 
porations who have, since the expiration of the 
former patent, and prior to the Ist of May, 1856, 
in good faith, set up works and commenced and 
actually carried on the business of manufacturing 
India rubber goods, according to the invention, 
are to enjoy the right to use the invention in the 
prosecution of their business, notwithstanding the 
provisions of this patent; but this privilege is not 
to be enjoyed by any person or corporations who 
had, by themselves, or by persons under whom 
they claim, orto whose business they succeeded, 
set up works, or commenced or carried on, under 
any name or firm, the business of manufacturing 
under the invention, prior to the expiration of the 
former patent, or to any persons who had in- 
fringed upon it by manufacturing goods without 
the license of the patentee. 

Mr. HUNTER. Itis not my purpose to say 
anything, but I cannot vote for a bill for the 
renewal of patents. T rise to ask for the yeas 
and nays on the bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. J cannot vote for 
the bill as at present advised. If I understand 
from the reading of the bill, this gentleman, Mr. 
Hayward, obtained a patent.a great many years 
ago, and disposed of that patent. He sold his 
patent, just as every other man has a right to sell 
his patent, as is done every day; and after having 
sold his patent twenty or thirty years ago, he 
comes here now and asks to have it revived. It 
is the most extraordinary legislation I ever heard. 
of. Why did he not keep his patent? The 
country. gave it to him, and guarantied it to him, 
and he chose to sell it. . It has been made public, 
and every one hasaright to use it; and he comes 
here at this late day, and asks the Government 
to transfer to him the exclusive privilege of man- 
ufacturing this article. I cannot vote for such a 
bill. It is extraordinary legislation. 


aes 
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“Mr. TOUCEY. I will not debate it; I will 
simply say that the bill has received the favor- 

‘able report of the Committees on Patents of both 
Houses, and, that the inventor was obliged to dis- 
pose of his right before he could obtain his patent, 
from pecuniary necessities; so that while the 
world. has been benefited, all the benefit he 
received amounted to but $1,000 or $1,100. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment.. i 

Mr. CLAY. With a view of testing the sense 
of the Senate I move to lay the bill on the table, 
and ask for the yeas and nays on the motion. 

. Mr. BENJAMIN. I suggest to my friend from 
Alabama to ask forthe yeas and nays on the 
passage of the bill. : 

“Mr.CLAY. Very well; I withdraw the mo- 
tion, if the bill will not be debated. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time. On its 
passage, . : 

Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
‘yeas 26, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ailen, Bell of New Hampshire, Benja- 
min, Bigler, Bright, Brown, Cass, Collamer, Dodge, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Harlan, Houston, James, 
Jones of lowa, Pratt, Seward, Stuart, Thomson of New 
Jersey, Toucey, Wade, Wilson, and Wright—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, 
Biggs, Butler, Clay, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Hunter, 
Iverson, Jones of Tennessee, Pearce, Reid, Slidell, Thomp- 
son of Kentucky, Toombs, Trumbull, Weller, and Yulee— 


682, 
So the bill was passed. 
CREEK SPOLIATIONS. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK called for the special 
order, being the bill (S. No. 81) to provide for 
the examination and payment of claims of citizens 
of Georgia and Alabama for depredations com- 
mitted by the Creek Indians; and its considera- 
tion was resumed by the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

When the bill was pending, on Friday, August 
1, it was amended by striking out all after the 
enacting clause, and inserting the following: 

_ That the sum of $349,120 37 be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to pay the several sums awarded by the 
commissioners, Pease and Smith, appointed under the sec- 
ond section of the act of Congress of March 3, 1837, to in- 
guire into the depredations committed by the Seminole and 
Creek Indians on the property of citizens of Florida, Geor- 
gia, and Alabama, deducting any payments already made 
to claimants embraced in the report of said commissioners ; 
and that such appropriation and payment be confined to the 
award of said commissioners of the depredations committed 
in what is called the second period in the report of said 
commissioners y Provided, That nothing herein contained 


shall be construed to warrant the allowance or payment of 


any sum which the Secretary of the Treasury and the At- 
torney General shall not deem just and reasonable. 

The question was on the following amendment 
offered by Mr. Yuuee: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That three commis- 
sionets be appointed by the President, with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to investigate the claims of the class 
specified in the act of March 3, 1837, which were not acted 
upon in the former commission, and that the report of said 
commission, when their duty shall have been completed, be 
reported to Congress 

Mr. CLAY. I think lam prepared to show 
that this claim is sustained by the highest obli- 
gations which can control the action of the Senate, 
that the Government of the United States is 
under a solemn pledge to discharge the amount 
of the claim; but I do not propose to debate the 
bill, and will not do so, unless some opposition 
isshown. If so, I shall ask to be heard in its 
defense. 

Mr. YULEE. To prevent embarrassment, I 
withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. | Itis not my purpose to make 
a speech on this claim, Ido not desire to delay 
the bill, but I shall not vote for it. I rise merely 
for the purpose of reading an extract from the 
opinion of Attorney General Butler, on this ques- 
tion, to show that the principle which I laid down 
as having regulated the practice of the United 
States Government in regard to such cases, was 
the true ‘principle. Into the merits of the claim 

_ itself, 1 shall not enter. I know there is no time 
to debate it at length. Itis not my purpose to 
Illich {shall vote against 


aut by speaking against it. 
it becatise I donot think it isa meritorious claim. 
In regard to this very claim Mr. Attorney General 
Butler saig: = 


„< The principles which have governed the legislation of 
Congress in former Indian wars, and to which you have 


“general rule, that a nation is not bound to make good to its 


alluded, were no doubt founded on the well-established 


citizens the losses they may sustain by the depredation of 
their propertyin war. ` 

“ To isis rule, however, the usage of modern times has 
introduced ah important exception; anditis now considered 
the duty of the Government, when it has the requisite ability, 
to make compensation. for private property destroyed by the 
enemy, whenever such property has been attacked and 
destroyed in consequence of its having been used or occu- 
pied for military purposes. This latter principle has been 
repeatedly acted upon by our own Government. The ‘act 
to authorize the payment for property lost, captured, or 
destroyed by the enemy, while in the military service of the 
United States, and for other purposes,’ approved April 9, 
1816, and referred to in your letter, proceeded on it. 

“The ninth section provides that the owners of houses 
occupied by any officer for the military service of the United 
States, and destroyed by the enemy during the late war 
with Great Britain, shall be paid the value of said house, 
< provided, it shall appear that suchoccupation was the cause 
of the destruction? ` : 

«The same principle was recognized in several special 
laws subsequently passed for the relief of particular indi- 
viduals. The reason for excepting cases of this sort from 
the general rule evidently is, because the property in ques- 
tion has been made, by the act of the Government, a pecu- 
liar object of hostile aitack, so as to expose it, above the 
property of other citizens of the nation, to the special 
depredations of the enemy.’ 


Mr. Whittlesey, in his report, in which was 
embodied that letter, says: 

«The committee are not able to see the force of the argu- 
ment, that, because the land in Florida will be brought into 
the market asa part of the public domain, therefore, the 
people of Florida have any claims superior to the people of 
Georgia and Alabama; nor are they able to discriminate 
between the destruction of property in the present war, 
and the losses that the inhabitants in Michigan, Indiana, 
illinois, and in other places, suffered during the war of 
1812, and other hostile movements of the Indians.?? 

I believe I could’ show that it does not come 
within the principle of the intercourse act; butas | 
I said before, I will not delay the bill by speak- | 
ing. i 

Mr. CLAY. Reluctant as I am to trespass | 
upon the attention of the Senateat this late period | 
of the session, I feel constrained to offer a few 
remarks in reply to what has fallen from the 
Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Hunrer.] 

To those who have read the report of the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] in favor of this 
bill, it may seem a work of supererogation to 
endeavor to add anything in its support. Inas- 
much, however, as many of my constituents are 
deeply interested in its passage, as the Legislature 
of my State has memorialized Congress on their 
behalf, and as I am instructed to use my best 
exertions to secure the accomplishment of their 
wishes, my silence might appear inexcusable 
neglect or indifference to their rights. 

If I could get the attention of Senators, and 
secure a calm and thorough examination of the 
nature and history of this claim, I should not 
apprehend any difficulty in passing this bill. It 
is entitled to more of their respectful considera- 
tion than any private claim which I have met 
with in this body. The claim is not stale from 
lapse of time, or questionable from the contra- 
dictory evidence on which it rests. It is not 
urged by moneyed capitalists, or claim-jobbers, 
or hired agents, with the expectation of realizing 
wealth by its allowance. It is not-supy orted by 
ex parte testimony of the memorialists or their ! 
friends. It is free from all those circumstances | 
of discredit, or doubt and distrust, which charac- 
terize a large majority of the claims which are 
brought under our review.. Petitions for indem- 
nity were offered immediately after the injury 
was inflicted, when the desolating fire of the 
savage had scarcely been extinguished, or the 
blood of his victims had dried upon the hearth- 
stone. So great was the sympathy, and so 
general the conviction of the justice of these 
claims against this Government, in the States 
where they originated, that the Legislatures of 
those States have repeatedly memorialized Con- 
gress in behalf of the sufferers. And even before 
those Legislatures had indorsed these claims, or 
they had been attested by the Federal officers who 
investigated them, or the voice of the petitioners 
had reached the ears of Congress, the Chief | 
Executive of the United States, a man whose 
Instinctive sense of justice, and whose sagacious 
judgment on all questions of public policy and of 
human rights, needed not the aid of legal lore, 
or the authority of publicists} in attaining right 
conclusions— Andrew Jackson— recommended 
the indemnity sought in this bill. Surely, sir, a | 
claim recommended by the Legislatures of two 
sovereign States, and by the highest functionary 


of the United States, and by. the first man of his 


age, should receive some: attention and -some |” 


consideration from this body. And when, super- 
added to such recommendations, we have not 


only the undisputed testimony of many disinter- 


ested witnesses on behalf of the claimants, but 
the corroborating testimony of several witnessés 
selected and brought forward by the Government, 
establishing beyond controversy every material 
allegation of the petitioners and memorialists, it 
is strange that a deaf ear has been so long turned 
to.the sufferers. 

I think this Government is bound by the high- 
est moral, legal, and constitutional obligations to 
pay those claims. I intend to submit three pro- 
positions, which seem to me incontestable, and 
will endeavor to show that upon one of them 
these claims may be supported. ` si 

This Government is bound to pay such claims as 
are for private property taken for the public service 
by the civil or military agents of the United States. 
The Constitution declares that private property 


shall not be taken for public use without just- 


compensation. No one will deny our obligation 
to pay for what the Government took for its own 
service. It appears by the report of the agents 
of the Government, Messrs. Pease and Smith, 
that $25,000 are due to certain claimants for pro- 
perty taken from them, for the support:and sub- 
sistence of the army, whichis proven by the tes- 
timony of officers of the army themselves... 

I lay down this further proposition: the Govern- 
ment is bound to protect the persons of tis citizens, 
and to preserve their property, as far as practicable. 
This is a cardinal principle of all civilized Gov- 
ernments, and, indeed, is the main ground of sup- 
port of the social fabric. While I concede that 
the Government is not the insurer of the property 
of its citizens, yet I maintain that it is its duty to 
prevent the destruction of private property as far 
as practicable. This was conceded by Mr. 
Whittlesey, in his report, from which the Sena- 
tor from Virginia [Mr. Hunrer] read. Mr. W. 
says: “ The committee admit ‘ that the Govern- 
ment of the United States is bound to protect the 
citizens of Alabama in their persons, and to pre- 


serve their property,’ to the fullest extent that’. 
any Government. is bound to its citizens; but it - 


does not follow from thence that'the Government 
becomes the insurer of the property of such citi- 
zens. 

A necessary corollary of this principle is, that 
if the Government fail to preserve the property 
of its citizens, or prevent their loss of property, 
when entirely practicable, and when urged and 
entreated to do so, it should afford indemnity. 
And if it not merely permit, but cause the de- 
struction of the property of its citizens, it is under 
the highest obligation to repair their losses. Such 
is the case now before the Senate, as history | 
attests. 

By the treaty of Indian Springs in 1825, and 
the treaty of 1826 with the Creek tribe of Indians, 
they ceded all their lands within the State of 
Georgia to the United States, and agreed to re~- 
move from that State within eight months. And 
whither were they required to remove? Not 
beyond the Mississippi, not beyond the limits of 
any State of the Union, not into territory of the 
United States, or into a wilderness as yet unset- 
tiled by white men. No, sir, but within the nar- `~ 
row bounds of the Territory of that tribe in 
Alabama, were all the Creeks of that State and 
of Georgia concentrated. Georgia was relicved 
of that incubus upon her energies at the expense 
of Alabama. A State of maturer years, of larger 
population, and of greater territorial extent, was ` 
aided in the earlier development of her resources 
by retarding the settlement, growth, and improve- 
ment of Alabama. 

By the treaty of 1832, the same Creek tribe 
ceded all their lands in Alabama to the United 
States, reserving certain sections and half sections 
of land to their chiefs and the heads of families, 
with the privilege of selling the same under the 
supervision of their agent, and with the approval 
of the President. By that treaty they were per- 
mitted to go beyond the Mississippi, or stay in 
Alabama, as they might elect. Soon after the pur- 
chase of this territory from the Creeks, white 


| men were.invited to enter and settle it; and the 


public domain acquired by that treaty within the 
nation was advertised for sale, and’soldin the 
year 1834. Duririg the year 1835, the Creeks, 
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by the sale of their territory to the United States, 
and of their reservations to individual citizens, 
were divested of every foot of land within the 
limits of Alabama, and deprived of all‘means of 
subsistence, save by the precarious fortune of the 
chase. White men, invited by the Federal Gov- 
ernment, and induced by its bounties, had taken 
possession of the land, and‘were appropriating its 
fruits; and the red men dwelt as trespassers, or 
as mere tenants at sufferance upon the soil they 
had alienated. Game and the spontaneous fruits 
of the earth were insufficient for their subsistence, 
and they -weré impelled by their necessities, no 
less than by their savage nature, to plunder and 
pillage the white settlers. The whites saw that 
they were to be preyed upon by the Indians so 
long as they remained in their midst, and knew 
that they could not long live together in peace 
and harmony. The settlers, individually and col- 
lectively, by private and public communications 
to the Government, importuned the removal of 
the Indians, portrayed their pitiable and despe- 
rate condition—lawless, homeless, without crops 
or stock, pinched by hunger and menaced by 
starvation, and deprived of all their accustomed 
resources for supplying their natural wants—and 
expressed their apprehensions that, unless the 
Federal arm was speedily interposed for their re- 
lief, they would fall victims to the rapacity of their 
savage neighbors. The Governors of Alabama 
and Georgia seconded these appeals to the Fed- 
eral Government, for the relief and protection of 
the settlers, in frequent communications to the 
War Department, stating the discontented and 
unsettled condition of the Creeks, and requesting 
military aid to keep them in subjection. Similar 
communications were made by the Indian agent, 
Colonel Hogan, and by Captain Page and Lieu- 
tenant McGrabb, United States officers at Fort 
Mitchell. But, notwithstanding all the entreaties 
of the settlers and importunities' of the Governors 
of the States of Alabama and Georgia, and of the 
agents of the United States, both military and civil, 
this Government declined to remove them. Sir, | 
the Indians even went beyond the original limits 
of their own Territory, and were ranging at large 
as vagrants throughout the State; two thousand 
five hundred of them, at one time, being congre- 
gated within the limits of a single county, in the 

tate of Alabama, beyond their original domain. 
This, too, was called to the attention of the Fed- 
eral Executive by the Governor of that State, 
who urged that he should be permitted to remove 
them at the Government expense. This was 
refused. 

At that time, and for some years before, there | 
was a small body of United States troops sta- 
tioned at Fort Mitchell, for the protection of the 
white inhabitants. They served to keep the 
Indians in check, and to restrain them from hos- 
tilities; but on the breaking out of the Seminole 
war in Florida, in January, 1836, this body of 
United States troops was removed. Thus the 
Federal arm, which had been extended for the 
protection of the citizens of Alabama, and for the | 
suppression of hostilities by the Creeks, was 
withdrawn, and the only means for their defense 
was taken from them. Nor did the Government | 
stop with withdrawing her own troops. After 
removing the United States troops, against the 
advice of the Indian agent and officers of the 
United States Army, and against the remonstrance 
of the Governor of Alabama, the Federal Exec- 
utive called upon the State of Alabama to furnish | 
a regiment of men for the defense of the people 
of Florida; and that regiment was furnished by 
volunteers. Not only did this Government with- | 
draw her own troops, and make a draft on Ala- | 
bama for a regiment for the defense of Florida, | 
but the Federal Executive refused to let us defend | 
ourselves against the Indians placed by the United 
States in our midst. General Scott, who had 
been in command in the Creek country, seeing 
the helpless condition of the white citizens, and 
apprehending hostilities from the indians, made 
a requisition on the Governor of Alabama fora 
regiment’ to act as a corps of observation. The 
regiment was promptly raised, and rendezvoused | 
in the neighborhood of the Indians. An appeal | 
was made to the Federal Executive to furnish 


for the protection of the inhabitants. This also 
was refused; and the regiment was disbanded by 


order of the Federal Executive, Thus, by the 
action of the General Government, every means, 
either Federal or State, for the protection of the 
people of that Territory, was withdrawn or with- 


eld. í : 

While these Indians were being divested of 
the means of subsistence under the eyes, and 
with the consent and encouragement of the Gov- 
ernment—while the fears of the whites in their 
midst were growing daily, and their appeals for 
protection were becoming louder and more ur- 
gent, the small number of United States soldiers 
stationed in the neighborhood were transferred 
to Florida to subdue the Seminoles, and the regi- 
ment of Alabama volunteers raised by General 
Scott’s order to supply the place of those soldiers, 
was refused arms and disbanded by the Govern- 
ment. Thus, at the most inauspicious time for 
the safety of the citizens of Alabama, when their 
condition was most critical and dangerous, every 
guarantee for their protection was withdrawn or 
withheld, and that horde of thieves, robbers, and 
murderers was left unguarded and unrestrained 
—yea, turned loose to prey upon a feeble and 
helpless people. 

Thus, the relief so anxiously and earnestly 
sought for was. refused. The Governor of Alabama 
was denied arms, and even the use of volunteers 
for the defense of the people; and according to 
the predictions of the settlers, the civil and mil- 
itary agents of the United States, and the Gov- 
ernors of Georgiaand Alabama, and the expect- 
ations of all who knew the true condition of the 
Creeks, they began, in May, 1836, to’ wrest by 
force what they had previousty taken by stealth 
—the property of the whites. The few who 
ventured to resist were killed, and buried in the 
ruins of their burning dwellings; while the many 
fled with their families beyond the limits of the 
nation to places of security and repose, leavin 


i their property behind. The citizen soldiery o 


Alabama and Georgia, together with a small body 
of regulars, were soon assembled near the scence of 
bloodshed, who, aided and assisted by about two 
thousand friendly Creek warriors, soon captured 


la large majority of the hostiles, and drove the 


remainder into the hammocks of Florida. In 
the mean time, the stock, the corn and wheat in 
the cribs, the bacon and beef in the smoke-houses, 


| as well as the growing crops, and other property 


of the absent settlers, were either consumed and 
destroyed by our troops, the friendly Indians, or 
the hostiles. 
found themselves stripped of all their annual pro- 
visions, their fields of grain destroyed, their 
cattle and horses killed or carried off, their houses 
pillaged, and nothing but their bare dwellings, 
empty barns, and wasted fields remaining.# Such 
is a plainand unvarnished history of the grounds 
on which this claim is rested. 

Every fact detailed by me is attested not only 
by the settlers, but by disinterested witnesses, 
and even by the agents of the Federal Govern- 
ment. Indeed, there is nothing, I believe, that I 
have stated that is questioned or doubted. 

Now, Mr. President, I ask whether the Gov- | 
ernment hag discharged its obligation by pro-! 
tecting the property and lives of the people of | 
Alabama? Did it prevent, as far as practicable, | 


| the loss of property by my constituents? On the || 
contrary, may I not assert that the Government | 
i refused to prevent the losses which it might have |) 


revented, or to grant protection it could have 
afforded, when necded and invoked? May I not 


allege that the Government, by its own conduct, | 
caused the disasters, distresses, and losses which | 


were incurred? It is a principle of common law, | 
that if a man permit a dog accustomed to worry- 
ing sheep to roam at large, and he destroys my 
sheep, the owner is responsible to me, in an ac- 
tion on the case, for damages. But ifhe turn his 
dog into my sheep-fold, whereby T incur loss, he 
is responsible not only for actual but vindictive 
damages or smart-money. Laskif this is notan 
analogous case between the Federal Government 
and the citizens of Alabama? The Government, by 
its treaties, threw all the Creek Indians of Geor- 
gia upon Alabama, not only authorized, but by 


its policy encouraged the Indians in disposing of | 
all their lands, and all their means of subsist- 


ence—indeed, endeavored, avowedly, to starve 
them into-emigration—and yet refused to remove 
them; and when admonished of our-danger, time 
and again, by public and private authorities, and 


On the return of the settlers they | 


by its. own civil and military agents 
tended. ‘an arm for-our protection; 
withdrew the United States troops a 
critical period, and disbanded a-regiment of Al: 
bama volunteers summoned ‘there for the defen 
of our people. a eae 

But, sir, have said that the Government is. 
bound to discharge: this debt by. coistitutional:< 
and legal obligations, I have referred to the con” ; 
stitutional obligation, which is for the payment.” 
of property taken for the publ use. F come 
now to the legal obligation.” And this brings me 
to my third proposition: that’ this Government is 
bound to pay such of these claims as ithas by its legis< 
lation pledged itself to discharge. "This, I presume, 
will not be disputed; ‘but it will be:conterided: az 
‘it has been hitherto, that the Government as- 
sumed no such pledge. ` Before. recurring to the 
act in which that pledge is given, I’ will'read’ to 
the Senate the recommendation of General Jack- 
ron. He, with a full knowledge of ‘what I have 
detailed, in December, 1836, in his annual ies- 
sage, called the attention of Congress to ‘these 
losses in the following words: eee 

“On the unexpected breaking out of hostilities in Flor- 
ida, Alabama, and Georgia, it became necessary, in. some 
cases, to take the property of individuais for publič ‘use. 


Provision shouid be made by law for indemnifying the 
owners.?? 


Here is a positive recommendation of indemnity 
for $25,000 of the amount which we claim. He” 
says further: . ty, 


“And I will also respectfully suggest whether some pro- 
vision may not be made, consistently with the principles of 
our Government, for the relief of the sufférers. by Indian, 
depredations, or by the operations of our troops; ` x 


Here is a persuasive appeal and: indirect recom- 
mendation in favor of the payment of claims aris- 
ing from the depredations of friendly or hostile 
Indians, and of our own troops. ‘ 

Congress, in accordance with this recommenda- 
tion, by the second section of the act approved. 
March 3, 1837, entitled “ An act making appro- 
priations for the cutrent expenses of the Indian 
department,’’ &c., enacted: 


«That the sum of $5,000 be, and is hereby, appropriated 
to enable the President of the United States by suitable 
agents to inquire what depredations were committed by the 
Seminole and Creek Indians on the property of citizens of 
|| Florida, Georgia, and Alabama, immediately before. the 
commencement of actual hostilities on the part of-said rei 
spective tribes of Indians; what amount of. depredations 
were committed during the pendency of said. hostilities y 
what portion of the Creek tribe were engaged in such hos- 
tilities, and what depredations have been ‘committed by a 
remnant of said tribe, supposed to be’ friendly, and: a part, : 
of whom were actually employed: against the Seminoles,” 
since the removal of the main body of them west. ofthe, 
Mississippi; and that the President report the information 
so acquired to Congress.at its next session: Provided, Noth- 
ing hereinbefore contained shall be so construed as to'sub~ 
ject the United States to pay for depredations not provided 
for by the act of April 9, 1816, and, the acts amendatory, 
thereto, nor by acts regulating the intercourse between the 
Indian tribes and the United States.?? 


For what purpose was this act passed?: To 
delude the sufferers with false and treacherous 
proffers of relief? To inspire hopes in order to 


|| disappoint them? To magnify the injuries of the 


settlers by superinducing the trouble and expense 
of time and money requisite to establish their 
losses before the commissioners? No, sir; I am 
unwilling to impeach the characters of those who 
framed and adopted that act, by supposing that 
they designed doing anything so unjust, so base, 
and so crucl. The purpose of the act is patent _ 
| on its face, and truly expresses the feelings and - 


I| intentions towards the sufferers. Prompted by a 


sense of justice, no less than of sympathy towards 
an injured people, Congress passe: that act with 
a view to their relief. ‘Why inquire what depre- 
dations were committed by the Creek Indians? 
Why expend $5,000 in that investigation? Why 
: summon witnesses, and institute a searching ex- 
i| umination to ascertain the true losses, if Congress 
il did not mean to repair them? The only infer- 
|, ence from the recommendation of the Executive 
i and the acts of the legislative branch of the Gov- 
ernment, is an intention to indemnify the suffer- 
lers to the extent of their losses when clearly 
| established by competent testimony. Such is not 
only the natural and necessary implication, but 
i| no other can be drawn withoutimputing deliber- 
i! atebad faith. It was a solemn legislative pledge, 
|! accordant with the executive recommendations. 
il pay the value of the property proven to have been | 
|i lost or destroyed by the Indians or our troo 
i If any one desires further evidence of this ple 


, proviso, 


course acis. 
which had been provided for by the act of 1816 
and. Indian intercourse acts. . The act of 1816, 
which was passed to provide indemnity for certain | 
losses of citizens during the preceding war with | 
Great Britain, was functus officio, and obsolete; 
and the Indian intercourse acts in force in 1837 
applied to the Indians west of the Mississippi, and 
AA not embracë those in Alabama. Congress cer- || 
tainly knew that these acts were without vitality 
or effect in respect to the depredations committed | 
in 1836, in Alabama, by the Creek Indians. | 
Hence, in assuming to pay for such depredations 
as were provided for by the acts regulating the 
intercourse between the Indian tribes and the 
United States, Congress pledged the Government 
to the satisfaction of all claims that would be 
satisfied had they been created in the Indian 
country. The Congress of 1837 either intended 
this much, or it stultified itself, or attempted to 
practice a fraud upon the sufferers by Indian 
depredations. One of these hypotheses is un- 
uestionably true, and the others false; and as 
the only one consistent with the integrity and 
intelligence of the Federal Legislature is the one 
I assume, I believe it to be correct. Why, then, 
will you not do the people of Alabama the justice, 
pursuant to the act of 1837, which would be 
accorded to the people of Arkansas, Missouri, 
and Iowa, under the intercourse act of 1834? 
Because, says the Senator from Virginia, the | 
intercourse acts were intended to apply to Indian į 
country or territory where the Indians and the 
United States have exclusive jurisdiction, and | 
not to any State; for never has the Government | 
made itself responsible for depredations commit- 
- ted within the limits of any State. 
In the first place, this argument impeaches the 
intelligence or integrity of the framers of the act 
of 1837; for itimplies either ignorance on their 


were committed during war? 
Jackson recommended payment for the losses by 
Indian depredations during hostilities; and was 
not the act of 1837 passed in conformity with this 
recommendation? How disparaging the reflec- 
tion on Congress, as well as insulting to the 
sufferers, after subjecting. them to the expense 
and trouble of appearing with witnesses before 
the commissioners to prove their losses, to refuse 
them indemnity on the ground that they occurred 
during hostilities, and deny any obligation of 
payment imposed by the act of 1837, because the 
Indian intercourse act provided for those depre- 
dations only committed in peace. Will you mock 
the hopes, or rather disappoint the just expecta- 
tions of these men, by saying “ This was a mere 
hoax for our amusement, though at yourexpense; 
we have paltered in a double sense in order that 
we might defer you, and apparently conform to 
the executive recommendation; but we never 
intended to pay you, for we have never paid for 
Indian depredations committed in war, and we 


; never will??? Will you defeat the intention and 


spirit of the act of 1837 by a rigid adherence to 


| its letter? ‘Will you “ keep the word of promise 


to the ear, but break it to the hope ?” 

It may be urged that the commissioners report- 
ed that none of the claims came within the pro- 
visions of the Indian intercourse acts. If so, I 
reply, that in that respect their report was extra- 
official and extra-limitary to the act of 1837, un- 
der which they acted. Neither do they state 
their reason for that opinion. Whether because 
the depredations were committed during war, 
by a tribe not in amity with the United States, 
or in a section of country not embraced by these 
acts, they do not state. If on either of these 
grounds, I have endeavored to show it docs not 
preclude the sufferers from the relief recommend- 
ed by General Jackson, and contemplated by the 
act of 1837. 

But, sir, I take issue with those who allege 
that the Creeks, in 1836, were not in amity, but 
at war with the United States. I admit that 
General Jackson spoke of the depredations being 
committed during hostilities, that Congress adopt- 


part of the import of the intercourse acts, or of 
the geography of Alabama and the Indian coun- 
try, or an intention to elude an apparent obliga- 
tion by a mere equivoke. In the second place, 
the argument is without foundationin fact. The 
intercourse acts were not intended to provide for 
depredations within Indian territory only, and 
never within States. On the contrary, the inter- 
course act of 1834, like all preceding ones, prom- | 
ised to pay for depredations of Indians, under 
certain circumstances or upon certain conditions, 
committed not only in Indian country, but in any 
of the States. Under that act, should a part of 
any of the Indian tribes in amity with the United 
States, now living on the borders of Arkansas, 
Missouri, or lowa, enter either of these States, 
and steal or destroy the property of citizens of the | 
United States, this Government would be bound | 
to reimburse their losses. 

Why, then, I repeat, will you not mete out to 
the people of Alabama that indemnity which, | 
under liké circumstances, you would be bound ta 
offer to the people of those States bordering on the 
Indian country? You have placed them on the | 
same footing by the act of 1837, and declared to | 
them, in effect, that you would pay any claim for 
Indian depredations in Alabama which you would 
be bound to pay in Missouri, by the act of 1834. 
Have they forfeited their claim to indemnity by 
violating any of the conditions on which it was | 
promised by the act of 1834? Did they seek, or 
attempt to obtain private satisfaction or revenge, | 
or fail to present hae claims in three years? If 
80, it hus never been proven or alleged. 

Perhaps it may be said not to come within the 
provisions of the intercourse act, because that | 
applies to tribes in amity with the United States, 
and the Creeks were not in amity, but at war; |! 
and that their depredations were committed || 
during war. If that be true, then, let me ask, || 
why did Congress pass the act in 1837 to which | 
I have alluded? Why make an illusive promise 
and a treacherous proffer of indemnity? Why 
inquire into the depredations committed during 


| 
| 
| 
| 


ed the same language, and the commissioners re- 
ported that they believed that a majority of the 
Creeks were engaged in hostilities, although they 
say that intelligent men in the nation said the 
depredations were committed by but few, against 
the will of the main body of the tribe. Itis true 
that acts of hostility were committed in the spring 
of 1836 by some of the Creeks, and hence the 
use of the expression, ‘ during hostilities,” in 
the message of the President, the act of Congress, 
and the report of the commissioners. But hostile 
acts of a minority of the Creeks against the 
will of the chiefs, the council,and the majority 
of the tribe, do not prove that there was war. 
I deny that the Creek tribe was at war with the 
United States, or can be said to have been engaged 
in hostilities against the whites. establish 
my position, I shall state facts against opinions, 
and evidence against assertions. 

War, we are told by all publicists, is carried 
on by the public authority. Nations are said to 
be at war when a state of hostilities exists by the 
public authority, and according to its order. I 
know of no reason why this definition should 
not apply to savage as well as civilized nations. 
: Tested by this rule, no one can allege that this 
wasa war. The Indian council never declared 
war, or authorized these depredations, or any act 
of hostility. On the contrary, the council ex- 
pressly repudiated the action of these marauders. 
The head chief of the nation, and the principal 
chiefs, were in amity with the United States, and 


actually engaged on our side, and with us in the 
suppression of hostilitics, and in the arrest of 


; these marauders. The Creek nation, according 


to the census of 1833, (which may be found in 
the report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 


twenty-one thousand. The Lower Creeks com- 
posed only about one third, the Upper Creeks 
about two thirds, of this number. It is a fact not 
disputed, that the Upper Creeks were not engaged 


hostilities, as well as before and after hostilities, 


in any hostilities whatever. On the contrary, 
there never was any depredation committed, ora 


have continued so until this day. They were | 


which I hold in my hand,) numbered about ! 


were but four thousand warriors in the entire 
nation of Upper and Lower Creeks. Of these, 
two thousand warriors, under Opothle-Yo-holo 
and Jim Boy, were actually codperating, through- 
out this period of hostilities, with the United 
States troops under the command of General 
Jesup. On the other hand, there were never more 
than seven hundred warriors among the Lower 
Creeks who were found to participate in any hos- 
tilities. No battle was fought, or even a skirmish 
had, with the hostiles—no blow was given them, 
or gun fired at them, by our troops. Before our 
men were assembled in arms, the marauders mur- 
dered some few whites, who probably resisted 
their robberies; but as soon as our troops were 
marshaled in their vicinity, they either came in 
! and surrendered, or were taken prisoners without 
resistance. 

How can it be truly said that was a war with 
the Creek Indians, in which four fifths of the tribe 
were our allies; in which, according to the report 
of the United States agent, Mr. Crawford, less 
than one fifth of the tribe were engaged in hostile 
acts; in which the council of the nation and the 
principal chiefs were our friends; and in which 
no battle was fought, or gun fired at our enemy ? 
It was correctly asserted by the chiefs that there 
was only an irruption or foray upon the whites, 
committed by a few of the tribe to satiate their 
hunger, or to gratify their love of plunder. 

Suppose, at this day, a small portion of this 
same tribe, without the consent of the majority, 
j| and against the orders of their council and head 
| men—say less than one fifth of the tribe—should 
pass from their homes, west. of Arkansas, into 
that State, and there steal or destroy the property 
| of her citizens; would you hesitate to repair their 
| losses? Would you excuse the Government from 
doing so by saying it was a war, because some 
murders were committed, and the marauders were 
captured or driven off by an armed force? The 
Indian intercourse acts provide satisfaction for 
murders as well for thefts and robberies; and if 
we will not take the tales suggested by the fears 
of the timid, or the love of the marvelous, as 
history, this outbreak of a part of the Creeks in 
1836 cannot be adjudged a war. 

But the Government itself has conceded there 
was no war. In 1850, while a bill was pending 
in this body, proposing to deduct from the Creek 
annuities this sum of $349,000 to liquidate these 
claims, the Creek Indian delegation, then in 
Washington cily, protested against il, on the 
| ground that four fifths of the tribe were friendly, 
rand were engaged with us in the suppression of 
| hostilities, and that it would be unjust to punish 
| our friends for the acts of a few whom they could 
not restrain, What did Congress do? Why, 
i| Sir, conceding the truth of that statement, Con- 
|| gress refused to pass the bill. If this wasa war, 
why has not this Government exacted indemnity 
for my constituents, as it has for other people, 
under similar circumstances, in all our wars? If 
it was a war, why was no treaty of peace made, or 
even proposed? This Government has formed 
several treaties with that tribe since 1836, but has 
never exacted or asked indemnity for our losses, 
|| which it could hot have failed to do on any other 
i ground than that this was no war. The Creek 
chiefs, in their protest, said these depredations 
were committed by a few mauraders, against the 
i consent of the council, against the consent of 
| four fifths of the nation, and the consent of every 
head chief in the nation; and the Government, by 
its course, has admitted the truth of these asser- 
tions. Indeed, by the treaty of 1838 with this 
tribe of Indians, the United States agreed to pay 
to them, and invest for them in the aggregate, 
$400,000, in satisfaction for their ‘claims for 
property and improvements abandoned or lost in 
consequence of their emigration west of the Mis- 
sissippi.”? And in the same treaty, the United 
States agreed to give $10,000 in stock animals, in 
i consideration.of the suffering condition of about two 
thousand five hundred of the Creek nation whowere 
| removed as hostiles, und not provided for in the treaty, 
and the representation of the chiefs of the nation that 


if 


I 
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them to commit depredations upon their neighbors. 

If this was a war, why did this Government 
remunerate the Creek nation for their losses oc- 
casioned by it? If a war, why superadd to the 
bounty of $400,000, given the main body of the 
tribe, the further sum of $10,000 to about twenty- 
five hundred Creeks, represented as hostiles, to 
prevent their depredations upon their own breth- 
ren and neighbors? If a war, why indemnify 
our enemy for losses incurred, and secure him 
against hypothetical injuries from his own sub- 
jects or citizens? Ifa war, by what rule of pub- 
lic morality can we justify such generosity 
towards our foes, while denying reparation for 
injuries inflicted by them upon our own citizens ? 
If a war, this Government surely cannot refuse 
reparation for the losses of its own citizens, since 
it has indemnified their enemies for their losses, 
although the aggressors! Those who maintain 
that it was a war, utter the bitterest reproach 
against the Government. They accuse it of pro- 
tecting its enemies, and rewarding them for the į 
injuries tone its own citizens. 

If, as I maintain, it was no war, why, I repeat, 
are we not entitled to the provisions of the In- 
dian intercourse acts, like the people of Arkan- | 
sas and Missouri—we, by virtue of the act of 
1837, as they are by the act of 1834? Their | 
claims to protection against, and to indemnity 
for, Indian depredations, are no stronger than 
ours. If they rely on the pledges of the Gov- 
ernment, so do we. If they rely on acts of Con- 
gress, so do we. And, if the obligations’ of 
the Government, self-imposed by legislative acts, 
can be increased by extraneous circumstances, 
those presented by me add tenfold strength to 
our claims. 

If this Government were not bound by its own 
law to reimburse our losses—if we had no claim 
to the relief promised by the intercourse acts—if 
war had actually existed with the Creeks, yet I 
maintain that the Government is bound, by its 
past policy, no less than by principles of natural 
equity and common justice, to render to usa fair 
return for our lost property. 

The past policy of the Government has been 
to pay its citizens for all property taken for, or 
lost or destroyed in the public use, as illustrated 
in the act of 1816, and also to pay for all prop- 
erty lost by the depredations of friendly Indians, 
as illustrated in the intercourse acts. Now, the 
commissioners allow nothing for cattle, corn, 
bacon, or any material for subsistence of the 
United States troops, taken in the country where | 
these Indians were, of which no account was 
taken by the United States officers at the time. 
Neither do they allow anything for the depreda- 
tions of friendly Indians, or of hostiles, sepa- 
rately, or, indecd, distinguish between them. 
The question which party, the hostile or friendly, 
took or destroyed the property lost by the set~ 
tlers, seems not to have occurred to them, or to 
have been mooted; they offer no evidence and 
express no opinion on this point. The only evi- 
dence which I have been able to find raises, at 
least, a strong presumption, that most of the prop- 
erty lost was taken, consumed, or destroyed by 


the friendly warriors. There were from twelve 
hundred to fifteen hundred friendly Indians under 
Opothle-Yohola, and from five hundred to six hun- 
dred under Jim Boy, taken into the service of the | 
United States, who acted as a pioncer force, 
scouring the country in advance of the United | 
They were without provisions, | 


of every movable piece of furniture that they 
valued as useful or ornamental, and destroyed 


eee 


weakness, skulked about in the deep forégts by 
day, killing what they could eat or carry off, and 
entered the open fields and dwellings by night, 
to destroy and desolate, these friendly Indians, 
greatly exceeding the former in numbers, sus- 
tained by the United States troops, conscious of 
their strength and safety, and rejoicing in the 
license to take what they found, traversed the 


| fields and highways, and entered the farm-yards, 
and pastures, and dwellings of the absent tenants, 


scattering fire-brands, arrows, and death on every 
hand. 

Such is the testimony of Colonel Hogan, Gen- 
eral Woodward, Major Collins, Colonel McLe- 
more, Quartermaster Miller, Sirange, Torrence, 
and others, in the book which I have before me. 
Inasmuch as the friendly Indian warriors were 
subsisted like the hostiles, as the former exceeded 
the latter by three to one, as the former had a 


| wider range and greater field of plunder, and as we 


have testimony to establish immense ravages by 


| them, | maintain that they destroyed more prop- 
There j 
is no evidence taken by the commissioners and | 


erty of the whites than did the hostiles. 


nothing in their report to negative this conclusion, 
but much to sustain it. 
Now, the act of 1816 provided payment for 


property impressed or taken by public authority | 
| for the use or subsistence of the Army, whether 


the same was consumed in the use, or lost or 
destroyed while in the possession of the army. The 
intercourse acts provide payment for property 
taken, stolen, or destroyed by Indians in amity with 
the United States, provided the citizen does not 
seek private satisfaction or revenge, and prefers 
his claim to the Government in three years. 
Why is not the Government bound, both by 


| the letter and the spirit of those acts, to pay for 
| properly used or destroyed by its own rmy or 


friendly Indian warriors? Mr. Whittlesey re- 
plies, because the Government never authorized 
any wanton aggression on the property of the 
white s€itlers, and that, when wantonly com- 
mitted, the aggrieved party must seek redress from 
the soldiers or Indians ! ‘This has been truly and 
indignantly denounced by the sufferers as adding 
insult to injury. What authority or power had 
the claimants to demand or obtain restitution? 


To what legal tribunal could they appeal for | 


redress? How could they distinguish and iden- 
tify the depredators from other soldiers or war- 
riors? Where could they have pursued and over- 
taken them with civil process? Could they 
have brought actions against the United States 
troops collectively by descriptions of the com- 
panics, or against the whole tribe of Indians? 
The remedy has not been pointed out by the 
sapient counselor of the claimants; and all must 
concede that the suggestion is as absurd as in- 
sulting. 

According to the testimony of Colonel Hogan, 
the United States emigrating agent, sustained by 
several others, he was directed to subsist the Indians 
as he best could, and they were promised any property 
they could take, which did not belong either to the 
whites or the friendly Indians. But they were not 
advised how to distinguish the property of the 


hostiles from that of the whites; and they were | 


not at all scrupulous or careful in discriminating. 
They construed their license to be, to take what 
they could get. They did so; and what they 
could not take and use they destroyed. The 
Government gave them no other mode of sub- 


| sistence, and they were compelled to pillage by 


their necessities, as well as tempted by their 


license. The same is true in a less degree of the 
United States troops. The petitions of Bennett, 


l and others, and the testimony of Colonel Hogan, 
| General Woodward, Colonel McLemore, Major 


Collins, Major Torrence, and Quartermaster C. 
E. W. Miller, and others, to be found in Execu- 
tive document No. 127, Twenty-Fifth Congress, 
offered ample proof of these facts. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, I recur to my 
three propositions, which, I think, are true and 
incontrovertible, and amply sustained by the tes- 
timony to which I have referred. © This Govern- 
ment is bound to pay for property taken for the public 
service. By the testimony of the civil and mil- 
itary officers of the Government, approved as 
sufficient by the commissioners, it is established 
that property to the amount of $25,000 was taken 


} 


for the use and‘ subsistence of the Arm 
United States. J 


This Government is bound to protect the lives and 


destruction of property when it-might have prë- 
vented it, and, @ fortiori, if it refuse when impor- 
tuned to protect where it could have done so, and: 
even cause by its action or its passiveness that 
destruction, it should repair the loss. That. the 
Government might have prevented the outbreak 
and depredations of marauding Indians will: 
scarcely be denied. That by crowding all the 
tribes, which had occupied ‘broad domains in 
Georgia and Alabama, within narrow limits in 
the latter State; by divestin 
land and means of living, and yet allowing them 

to remain as tenants at sufferance among. the 

whites whom the Government invited and in- 
luced to settle the Territory; by refusing to feed 

ihe Indians, or to remove them beyond the Mis- 
sissippi, when admonished of their starving con- 
dition by its own civil and military officers; by’ 
declining to send” United States troops there to 

check and restrain the Indians from violence, or 
to authorize the Governor of Alabama to furnish 

volunteers for that purpose, and by even removing 
the regular soldiers and disbanding the volunteer 
corps raised by order of General Scott—that by 

these acts of omission and commission, the Gov- 

ernment made the settlers vicarious victims of its 

willful neglect or bad policy, appears to me un- 
questionable. 

That the Government is bound to pay those claims 
which it has, by legislation, pledged itself to discharge 
| is certainly true, unless it be independent of its 
laws, and of all moral obligations. That by the 
act of 1837, it agreed to.pay such claims as came 
within the spirit of the act of 1816, or the Indian 
intercourse acts, cannot be denied without im- 

uting to the Congress of 1837 ignorance of the 

import of those acts or deliberate bad faith. And 

that those claims do come within one of those 

acts, and are for property taken for the public 
service, or destroyed by an Indian tribe in amity 
with the United States, is sustained not only by 
the testimony of disinterested witnesses for the 
claimants, but by the Indian agent and_other 
civil and military officers of the United States, 
and by the admission of the Government in 
making no treaty of peace with the Creeks after 
the disturbances of 1836,in demanding no indem- 
nity of them for their destruction of property y: 
and in paying them, under the treaty of 1838, 

$400,000 for their property lost by those disturb- 


i| ances, and giving $10,000 to the twenty-five hun- 


dred hostiles to keep them from committing dep-* 
redations on their Indian neighbors, 

Will this Government longer deny bare justice 
to its own citizens, and refuse to fulfill its own 
pledges? I hope not. I fondly trust, sir, that 
it will vindicate it own honor, no less than the 
rights of my constituents, by paying its proper 
debts, and satisfying their just demands. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. {hope the vote will be 
taken; the subject has been fully discussed. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I shall not delay the Senate. 
I must express my regret that my friend from 
Virginia should have this bill postponed from 
time to time, and then make a point not in the 
case. No Senator has contended that the rule 
amongst civilized nations is to pay for injuries in 
war, though the report shows that the usage In 
that réspect is against principle. The point is, 
was there war? As I showed in a former argu- 
ment, our practice has been to make the Indians 
pay for such spoliations, even in war. The duty 
of all Governments is to protect the citizens from 
all sovereigns. If these Indians were sovereign, 
the Government of the United States would be : 
compelled to do that, unless. the public safety 
would not allow it. As I showed on a former 
occasion, you went to war with Mexico because 
| she would not pay your citizens what she owed 
them. In this case, as the Senator from Alabama 
has said, there was no war; and there is’ another 
fact showing that there was none—there has been 
no treaty of peace. The acts were not committed 
| during the war, and therefore the depredations of 


of the Indian intercourse act, according to the 
uniform practice of the Government. . It is the 
duty of the Government, even in regard to.inde-. 
i pendent sovereignties, when it can do.so, to make 


these Indians are within the principles and spint: 
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y of the : 


property of its citizens, and to prevent the: loss: of” : 
either, as far as is practicable. And if it permit the 


them of all their * 
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the enemy pay our citizens for damages done to 
us; especially in the time of peace. 

Mr. HUNTER. I referred to the report of 
Mr, Whittlesey for the purpose of showing that 
the. practice of the Government. has been as I 
stated it to be. This was either war, or not war. 
fit was war, on this practice of the Government, 
‘we are not bound to compensate for the injuries 
committed by the Indians at that time. If it was 
not war, they can only claim under the principles 
of the Indian intercourse act, and I say that act 
does not cover this case. I did not-go into.that 
question, because I did not wish to occupy time, 
and delay the Senate. The friends of the meas- 
ure, however, have spoken upon it. The inter- 

acourse act applies only to the Indians in the Ter- 
“ritories of the United States, where they are under 
the. control of the Government of the United 
States. Here they were not under the control of 
the Government of the United States. À 

Mr. CLAY. . Will my friend answer me this 
question: why did Congress pledge itself, in the 
language of the act, to pay, provided the claim 
should be brought within the spirit of the Indian 
intercourse act? Why make that promise? It 
must either have deliberately designed to defraud 
the people of Alabama and Georgia, or it must 
have stultified itself, or else it designed in good 
faith to pay them if they could be brought within 
the spirit of the intercourse acts. ` 

Mr. HUNTER. Thatis another point brought 
into this case. Í have not commented on that 
act, nor have I time now to do so; but it does not 
follow that because Congress appoints a commis- 
sion to examine cases, it is therefore bound to 
pay them. Congress may wish to get all the in- 
formation, reserving an opinion on the obligation 
in which the Government may be placed, until 
that information is furnished. “But, as I said be- 
fore, I do not wish to delay the vote; I am will- 
ing, as far as I am concerned, that the question 
shall be taken on the speeches of the friends of 
the measure. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, as amended; 
and the amendment made as in Committee of the 
‘Whole was concurred in, 

Mr. HALE. [desire to vote understandingly. 
As the friends of the bill have told us that it 
comes within the intercourse law, I should like 
to know why, if so, it has not been referred to 
the Court of Claims? 

Mr. TOOMBS. It does not come within the 
letter of the intercourse law, which applies only 
to Territories, and not to States; burl sey it is 
precisely within the spirit of thatlaw. Of course 
the claims would have gone to the court, if they 
were within the terms of the law. . 
` Mr. CLAY. It comes within the spirit, and 
not the letter, and hence itis an equitable, and 
not a legal claim. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time. On its 
passage, 

Mr. WELLER called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 21, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bell of Tennessec, 
Biggs, Brown, Clay, Mtzpatrick, Foot, Geyer, Harlan, 
Houston, Iverson, Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Pearce, Reid, 


co, Bebastian, Seward, Toombs, Weller, and Yulee—21. 


NAYS—Messrs. Bayard; Bell of New Hampshire, Ben- 
jamin, Cass, Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Foster, 
date, Hunter, Mason, Pratt, Slidell, Stuart, ‘Thompson of 
Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, Trumbull, Wade, 
and Wilson—20. 


So the bill was passed. 


Mr. IVERSON. The title of the bill ought to 
be amended by striking out the words, *‘ exam- 
fnation and settlement,” and inserting ‘* pay- 
ment,” as the claims have already been settled 
and liquidated. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the title, 
as amended, is ‘‘ A bill to provide for the pay- 
ment of certain claims of citizens of Georgia 
and Alabama on account of losses sustained by 
depredations of the Creek Indians.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A. message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. CorLom, their Clerk, announced that the 
Elouse had passed a bill for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Gustavus B. Horner, deceased; 

A, joint resolution for extending the time to 
creditors of Texas to present their claims; and 

A joint resolution giving increased compensa- 


tion to all laborers in the employment of the 
executive and legislative departments of the Gov- 
ernment, in the city of Washington. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. WELLER. I move now to take up the 
bill (S. No. 186) to authorize and facilitate the 
construction of a railroad and magnetic telegraph 
through the Territories of the United States from 
the Mississippi river to the Pacific ocean. 

Mr. HUNTER. On that motion I must call 
for the yeasand nays. I wish to get up the naval 
appropriation bill. I think we ought to go on 
with that. : 

Mr. WELLER. That bill will pass any how; 
there is no danger of that._ 

The yeas and nays were ordered. _ 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Believing that there is no 
time to perfect this bill I shall vote against taking 
it up. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 24, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bell of Tennessee, Bigler, 
Cass, Clay, Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Fuster, Geyer, 
Harlan, Iverson, James, Jones of Iowa, Jones of Tennes- 
see, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, Weller, 
and Wright—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bell of New Hampshire, Biggs, 
Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Collamer, Douglas, Hale, 
Houston, Hunter, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Reid, 
Slidell, Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, and Ywlee—21. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is 
now before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move that the bill lie on 
the table, and on that motion I ask for the yeas 
and nays. I make the motion asa test question. 
If there be a majority against laying it on the 
table we can go on with it; but if there be a ma- 
jority for laying it on the table we get rid of it. 

Mr. WELLER, The Senator from Virginia 
of course has a right to make a motion to lay the 
bill on the table. I do not wish to keep it before 
the Senate if there is a majority against it; and, 
therefore, if I can have a test vote on the motion 
to lay it on the table, I shall effect the object I 
desire. There is no sort of propriety in sontin- 
uing the discussion of a bill before the Senate if 
it cannot pass. If this is a test vote, I desire it 
to be so understood. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 25, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bell of New Hampshire, Ben- 
jamin, Biggs, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Clay, Doug- 
las, Fessenden, Fitzpatrick, Hale, Houston, H unter, Iver- 
son, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Reid, Slidell, Thompson of 
Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, and Yulee— 


Se 

NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bell of Tennessee, Big- 
ler, Cass, Dodge, Durkee, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Har- 
lan, James, Jones of Iowa, Jones of Tennessee, Pratt, 
Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, Weiler, and 
Wright—23, 


So the bill was ordered to He on the table. i 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 189) making appropriations 
for the naval service for the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1857. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Committee on Finance 
have no amendments to propose; indeed, they 
desire, if it can be done, to pass the billas it stands. 
There is a necessity for its immediate passage. 
‘The appropriation for the pay of the Navy is ex- 
hausted, and a ship has just returned, and there 
is no money to pay the officers and men. I think 
it would be better to have this bill go through as 
it is, and let the Committee on Naval Affairs 
append their amendments to another bill, which 
I understand is to come up. It will be, however, | 
for the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs to say which course he prefers. 

Mr. MALLORY. I offer the first amendment 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs, to come in 
before the appropriation for contingent expenses: 

That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and instructed to purchase from Benjamin F. 
Sands the right to use his metallic specimen tube in vesseis 
of the Navy, revenue service, and coast survey : Provided, 
The cost thereof shall not exceed the sum of $1,500. 

Mr. HUNTER. I should like to hear some 
explanation of this. 

Mr. MALLORY. There is a specimen tube 
or apparatus for ordinary navigation soundings | 
which is being used by the Navy, by the coast 
survey, and by the revenue vessels of the Gov- 


ernment. The Committee on Naval Affairs, to. 
whom application was made by various boards 
of trade and underwriters throughout the United 
States, have applied to the Departments of the 
Government, and received in response from the 
coast survey, that this apparatus which they 
are using is worth $800 to the national vessels 
engaged. in the coast survey, and for: one year, 
to the vessels of the Navy, a hundred dollars. 
The Committee on Naval Affairs have estimated 
the value of this invention for fourteen years, 
and propose to give an aggregate sum of $1,500 
for the whole, allowing nothing to the inventor 
for the use of his apparatus for ordinary naviga- 
tion and commercial purposes, but confining it 
strictly to the vessels of the Government, pay- 
ing no more than the Government officers say it 
is worth to them, authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to buy the use of it perpetually for that 
sum of money. ; 

Mr. HUNTER. If I understand this amend- 
ment, it is a scheme to ingraft on an appropria- 
tion bill a proposition to reward an inventor. 
This is not the only inventor, I believe, whose 
application is before the Naval Committee. 1 
submit to the chairman of the committee whether 
it is not best to reserve these cases for separate 
and private bills, instead of attaching them to the 
appropriation bills.. If this goes on, probably 
others will go on. 

Mr. MALLORY. The Senate cannot regard 
this as the reward of a private inventor, but the 
proposition is to purchase for the United States 
the right to use an apparatus which now belongs 
to the inventor alone. The Government is using 
it now, and the Department says it is worth so 
much to them, and that is the sum which the 
Naval Committee have fixed. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is it patented? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PRATT. If I understand the matter, the 
United States are now using this invention, and 
are paying so much per year for the use of it. 
The Naval Committee propose to pay for the whole 
fourteen years, during which the patent will 
exist, the amount which the Government would 
pay during that period if they paid annually as 
they are now doing. It is manifest, that, looking 
to it simply as a question of patent right, the 
United States have the right to use the patent by 
paying the patentee, They are now paying that 
patentee $100 a year. The committce propose 
for the whole term of his patent, fourteen years, 
to pay him $1,500. It seems to me, that on the 
score of economy the present plan is preferable. 

Mr. MALLORY. y friend from Maryland 
is mistaken in the facts. The Government is 
paying nothing for the use of the instrument. It 

has never given the inventor anything. The of- 
ficers of the Government say the use of the instru- 
ment is worth to them so much money. 

Mr. STUART. I should like to understand 
from the chairman, if the Government of the 
United States has a right to use this invention 
without paying for it, or is it now using it with- 
out paying for it? > 
, Mr. MALLORY. The Government is using 
it now. 

“Mr. STUART. Without paying for it? 

Mr. MALLORY. Certainly; the Government 
has never paid the inventor'a dollar. He has 
made some of these tubes for the Government, 
and they have been of great service. They have 
been tricd in the coast survey, as an experiment, 
and found very useful. The estimate of the value 
of them to the coast survey alone is $800. They 
have been tried inthe vessels of the revenue sgr- 
vice, and found very useful, though we do not 
include their value there in this amount. They 
have been tried in the Navy, and the bureau of 


| hydrography estimates the value of them there 


at $100 a year. They have not yet come into 
general use, because the inventor has made very 
few, but it is intended to use them, and the value 
is estimated. The Government has never yet 
paid a dollar to the inventor. 

Mr. STUART. ‘It seems to me that this mat- 
ter is in too crude a shape to call on Congress to 
pay agross sum for the use of it. As I first 
understood the proposition, it was to pay a pat- 
entee a sum for the use of a patented invention, ~ 
which the Government was prepared to use toits 
fullest.extent. : 

Mr. MALLORY. That is it. 
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Mr. STUART. The statement made by the 
chairman, in response to my inquiry, does not 
bear out that proposition. Weare now told that 
there are but few of these articles made, and the 
Government is only in a partial use of them, 
and to how great an extent they may be used 
depends upon future action. IT think we had 
better wait until the proper officers determine to 
what extent they will use them. Then, 1 agree 
with the Senator from Maryland that, on the 
score of economy, it is much better to pay annu- 
ally than to pay a sum in gross. In the first 
place, although it is not a large item, there is 
interest on the money; and then there is a hazard 
that, in the courts of justice, the patent may be 
set aside.” The article may be declared not to be 
aioe matter in the hands of this man. 
All patents are subject to investigation in the 
jedictal tribunals. T think that, at this time, we 
should not agree to this proposition. 

Mr. MALLORY. The Senator from Mich- 
igan knows that the Government has from time 
to time paid various sums for numerous patents— 
for thegyse of the percussion cap for example. 
That was a perfected patent. Thisisa perfected 

atent, and the Government is now using it and 
as never paid for it. ‘This is only to pay what 
the Government officers have said it is worth to 
them—precisely as has been done in similar cases 
heretofore. 
cussing it. 

The question being taken, it appeared, on a 

division, that there was not a quorum voting. 


Mr. BROWN and others called for thegyeas. 
and nays. 

Mr. MALLORY. Rather than detain the S#h- 
ate by having the yeas and nays, I withdraw the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That cannot 
be done without the consent of the Senate. The 
Chair hears no objection, and the amendment will 
be considered as, withdrawn. ' 

Mr, MALLORY. Ihave another amendment. 

Mr. BIGGS. Hasit been ascertained by the 
Chair that a quorum is not present? IH there is 
nota quorum of the Senate here, I shall object 
to the transaction of business. Itisa bad pre- 
cedent to legislate without a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call for 
the yeas and nays was withdrawn. 

r, HALE. There was not a quorum on the 
division. 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
doubt a quorum present. 

Mr. MALLORY. The next amendment of the 
committee is to insert, after the appropriation for 
contingent expenses of the Navy: 


There is no 


That the commmuander and officers of the late surveying 
and exploring’ expedition to the China seas and Behring’s 
straits, and the commander and officers of the late survey- 
ing and exploring expedition to the La Plata and its trib- 
utaries, shalt each receive the same pay annually, while 
employed on said service, that was received by the com- 
mander and officers of the exploring expedition under Com- 
mander Wilkes while performing similar duty; and the 
warrant and petty officers and seamen, the same pay as was 
allowed to the warrant and petty officers and seamen of 
the Arctic expedition, by the act of the 3lst of August, 
1802. 

‘Mr. HUNTER. I ask the Senator from Flor- 
ida if this is the usual allowance? 

Mr.MALLORY. Precisely. Theamendment 
is in accordance with the terms of previous amend- 
ments to naval appropriation bills in regard to the 
expedition under Commander Wilkes, and the 
Arctic expedition under Lieutenant De Haven. I 
will say, in explanation, that the Behring’s straits 
expedition visited many of the most important 
whaling grounds, and made very important addi- 
tions to our geographical knowledge of the Arctic 
seas, and many highly valuable charts. The ex- 
pedition to La Plata and its tributaries consisted 
of one vessel, which was employed there for some 
four or five years, and has very materially added 
to our commercial intercourse with the countries 
in that region. The committee thought it proper 
also, on the petitions of the parties concerned, to 
allow the usual allowance to the expeditions re- 
cently in search of Sir John Franklin, namely: 
Dr. Kane’s expedition, consisting of the Advance 
and Rescue, and that under Lieutenant Hartsteine. 
These are the last Arctic expeditions, I presume, 
which the country will ever have. If the prece- 
dent had not been set of compensating officers for 
extraordinary services under such circumstances, 


I will not delay the Senate by dis- 


I should refuse to allow it; but I think it would 
not be gracious to refuse this pittance now to men 
who have rendered valuable services, and who 
have returned to the United States, many of them 
with broken constitutions, and others crippled 
from exposure. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Is this only to give them 
extra pay while they were actually employed on 
the expedition, or is It to continue while they may 
be preparing the results for publication ? 

Mr. MALLORY. The words are, ‘during 
the time they were employed on said service.” 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Does that include the time 
after their return, when they have been or may 
be engaged in making reports? 

Mr. MALLORY. I should think not. Iam 
aware-that a construction of that kind has been 
heretofore given in one or two cases, but I have 
endeavored so to frame the amendment as to 
exclude it here. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I should like to inquire 
further of the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, whether these commanders, since their 
return, have been preparing the results of. their 
expeditions, ang whether we are to have another 
book concern? , 

Mr. MALLORY. The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania cannot understand me as saying an 
such thing, for I have said nothing of the kind. 


I must express the earnest hope that we shali not | 
Ido not anticipate any such || 


have what he fears. 
thing. 

Mr. HALE, It is a very ungracious office to 
oppose an allowance of this sort, and-I do it with 
great reluctance; but I must vote against this 
amendment, and I propose very briefly to state 
my reasons. Some twenty-one years ago we 
raised the pay of the various officers of our Navy 
higher than the officers of the same grades. were 
paid in the world—higher than the French, Eng- 
lish, or Russian navy. The Legislature at that 
time was only worked up to that high standard 
by one of the most stringent provisions which 
could possibly be made, that the pay allowed by 
that act should be in full of allowances and com- 
pensation of every kind, excepting traveling fees 
when on courts-martial. That is the law, but 
it has been totally disregarded ever since it was 
passed. It was immediately administered by the 
Executive, so as to make enormous allowances 
to naval officers in the face of that law, for houses 
and furniture, which have been continued down 
to the present day. 

Another practice has grown up. The officer 
becomes, from ill health, or from some other 
reason, incompetent or unwilling to perform his 
duty at sea, and he has some little comfortable 
place provided for him at home, down here at the 
navy-yard experimenting on gunnery, or at the 
naval depot for charts, or residing at Cambridge 
College, star-gazing and getting up a nautical 
almanac; and as a compensation for not going to 
sea, but staying at home in these comfortable 
little houses on shore, they have come in and 
asked for additional extravagant compensation, 
which they have got stuck into some appropria- 
tion bill, until now you cannot find out whata 
man’s pay is by looking at the Navy Register, 
but you must look through all the Navy appro- 
priation bills. . 

Then we got upagreat pageant, and sent Com- 
modore Perry to Japan, in consequence of which 
he has got out a big picture-book—a better present 
to children than Mother Goose’s Melodies, I 
admit—a splendid picture-book. For doing this, 
Congress voted him $20,000, and one thousand 
copies of the book. If Commodore Perry did 
anything else but get up a picture-book, I am 
uninformed of it. 

So in the case of every expedition that goes 
out. They get extra compensation, until finall 
it has come to be part of the regular system. 
have always been opposed to the whole of it, in 
the other House ane here. I was opposed to 
naying Mr. Dahigreen extra compensation, and 
| made some remarks against it eight or ten years 
ago, but I could: not get the ear of the Senate. 
Agents outside could come in and whisper things 
in genilemen’s ears, and they would not hear a 
man on the floor. The result was, the appropri- 
ation passed. So it has been going on—nautical 
almanacs, gunnery, naval depots, and everything 
else, with extra compensation continually. Ihave 
uniformly voted against all such prepositions, 


and T shall vote against this. J /shall simply ask 
for the yeas and nays'upon it. 0o PAROS ES 

Mr. MALLORY. I am unwilling to-allow the: 
remarks of the Senator from New Hampshire to: ` 
pass without notice, although I know hes a 
peculiar friend of the Navy, as he has arinouncedl’ 

eretofore, and undoubtedly exhibits his. frien 
ship on this occasion: re eee 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. DEE 

„Mr. MALLORY. I ‘should’ be- opposed. to: 
giving extra pay to officers ynder these circum- 
stances on any other principle, buf that their- ` 
pay, when it was fixed at the time to which the 
Senator refers, was fixed on a definite basis with 
reference to the duties they had to perform, the 
responsibilities thrown upon them, and: the ex-"*" 
penses to be incurred: in the performance’ of those 
duties. Now, if these parties can come’ before 
Congress and show that, by being sent on a 
special service, not particularly naval, they. have 
incurred very great additional expenses which 
the country ought not to require them to bear out 
of a limited salary, I do not see on what ground 
this proposition can be opposed. That is the 
position on which I stand in reference to it. | 

The Senator from New Hampshire is mistakew 
when he supposes that the officers of the Navy . 
are paid extravagantly. I doubt whether the 
least extravagant man in his State could. main- 
tain an ordinary family on the pay of a lieuten- 
antin the Navy. I deny that the naval officers 
of the United States are paid more than the offi- 
cers of Russia, France, or England. The lower 
grades are paid more, but there is no comparison 
between the pay of the higher grade;:and the 
average pay of our service is much less than of: 
theirs. PENT 

But, in relation to the point before us-——the 
Behring’s straits expedition. An answer has 
been received from the Navy Department to a 
resolution offered by the Senator from New 
York, [Mr. Suwandi stating the results of that 
expedition. It isa commercial matter. It was’ 
found that the whaling interests of the United 
States, were going to the sea of Okhotz, the 
Japanese straits, Fox’s bay, and the China seas. 
It was seen that we had no charts of those seas; 
that we relied altogether on English and Russian 
charts, which our whaleman coming home re~ 
ported to be very imperfect. Congress thought 
proper to send out these expeditions in 1852, and 
$100,000 was appropriated. The expedition ‘has 
returned after a most industrious search, with a 
greater amount of knowledge on these subjects 
than any country has heretofore acquired. « 

Our charts have been confined to our own coasts, 
We have always been, up to this moment, using 
French, English, and Russian charts. We owe 
it to ourselves, we owe it to foreign countries, to 
contribute our quota of charts to the navigation 
of the ocean. e have never done so before. 
In the prosecution of these inquiries, this expedi- 
tion has visited those seas. Its results have rec- 
tified many important errors as to headlands, 
capes, islands, and. guano positions, and other 
interesting positions for our whalemen. They 
have pointed out new whaling grounds. They 
have added more to the knowledge of the country 
than other expeditions have done. In doing this. s. 
they have been subjected to extraordinary ex- 
penses, and they came home in debt. The under 
officers were called upon to do the duties of higher 
grades, and were denominated in the higher grade, 
Midshipmen were removed from the steerage into 
the ward-room, but were still midshipmen. On 
foreign stations, and wherever they went, they. 
did the duties and extended the courtesies of offi- 
cers of the ward-room on the limited pay of mid- 
shipmen. These were not their only extraordi- 
nary expenses. On this very expedition one 
gentleman was absent from a‘ship to survey the 
coast of Japan for five hundred miles at a town, 
and on several occasions ran the risk of his life. 

All of them came home in debt, in consequence 
of the extraordinary expenses they had to'sus- 
tain. If this were an original idea, I should 
perhaps be opposed to it, but we paid it in the 
case of Captain Wilkes’s expedition, which was 
nothing in comparison with this in interest and 
exposure, y 
n the exploration of La Plata and its tribu- 
taries, one vessel was engaged under the icome: 
mand of Commander Page. He has rent ba 
very important information to our knowledge of: 
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that country—information which the inhabitants 
there themselves did not possess. He explored 
one river for eight hundred miles, which the in- 
habitants onits border-did not know the existence 
of—a river fertile in resources and navigable for 
steamboats. He has brought back valuable in- 
formation, on which a treaty of commerce and 
navigation is to be based. i 
Mr HALE. The chairman has taken issue 
with'me on a statement of fact, and. I want to 
know how that is.” I stated that the naval bill 
of 1835 paid to the officers of the American Navy 
higher salaries than are received by officers of the | 
same grade in any navy in the world. I under- 
“stand the chairman to deny that fact. i 

Mr. MALLORY. I will come to that; but 
before [ do, I wish to say a word more of Com- 
mander Page and the La Plata expedition. On 
one occasion, he had to be absent from his ship 
six months at a time in open boats. During this 
time, he had. to make purchases out of his own 
pocket, being away from the rations of the ship. 
All-his men came back.in debt. 

We all know the sufferings of the men of Dr. 
Kane in the Arctic expedition. They were over 
eighty days travelling over a field of ice. Many 
of the men, as the surgeon testifies, have come 
back frost-bitten and with the seeds of scurvy in 
their system, which can hardly be eradicated. 
‘We have only followed precedents, and are giving 
the precise compensation which was given in other 
similar cases. 

A word now in relation to the issue of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire. He says the bill to 
which he referred increased the pay of the Navy 
of every grade beyond that of those grades in 
other services. I take issue with him, and I ask 


| is graduated accordingly; but according to the i 


all the officers.in our vessels, from the commo- 
dore commanding a squadron down to a mid- 
shipman, are to be allowed, while in active em- 
ployment and receiving the highest rates of pay 
for their grade, an additional sum because they 
are exposed sometimes to perform higher duties, 
and therefore think they are required to make 
a little better appearance than in the grade to 
which they belong, it is a very bad principle, 
and does not afford, in my judgment, any suffi- 
cient reason for increase of pay. I do not ap- 
prove the principle, that all the officers on board 
our vessels are to set themselves up as gentlemen 
who are sent out for the purpose, as a part of 
their duty, of dispensing hospitalities to the peo- ; 
ple of other countries who may happen to visit 
the vessel. Sometimes the commander ofa vessel 
is expõsed to something of that kind. `The com- 
mander of a squadron of course is, and his pay 


argument of the chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, this necessity begins with the 
commodore, and goes down through all the ranks | 
of officers on board the vessel, toga midshipman. | 
I think we had better not act with reference to | 
the expectation that any such duties are to be 
performed. The pay that is now given to these 
officers is either enough or not enough. If it is 
enough, we need not raise it; if it is not, raise 
the pay of all officers, and not be granting these 
gratuities. 

Nor do I hold it to be a correct principle, that 
because an officer has rendered distinguished ser- 
vices, whether scientific or otherwise, therefore 
he is to be compensated by an increase of pay for 
the time when he was engaged. It is the duty 


him to refer to the law, and show it. Itisnotso. 
We increased the lower grades of the Navy, but 
when we come to the higher grades we find a} 
decrease. The British admiral is the highest 
officer in the English service; and a captain is the 
highest in our service. It was stated here the 
other day, in discussion on this subject, that they 
were equal in rank. If so, the British admiral 
tied ten times the pay of the American captain. 

is daily pay for his table aloné is $15. Table- 
money it is called there. There is no comparison 
between the pay of the higher grades of the British 
navy and our own. I concede to the Senator 
from New Hampshire that in the lower grades 
the pay of our service is more. 

r. HALE. I made a statement which is 
literally true, or was truc at the time to which I 
referred. I have not looked at the matter lately, 

abut I once took occasion to examine the Britifh 
Register, and the Frenchand Russian Registers, 
and I found that the pay of midshipmen, the pay 
of lieutenants, and the pay of captains, in our 
service, by the bill of 1835, was made higher than 
the pay of a midshipman, a lieutenant, or a cap- 
tain, in any navy in the world. That they have 
higher grades, and pay them higher, I do not 
deny, and never did; but the pay of a post-| 
captain, by the bill of 1835, was higher than the 
pay of a post-captain in the Russian, French, or 
any other navy, The same is true of a lieutenant 
anda midshipman. That those navies had higher 
prades, which were paid higher, I never denied; 
ut I say the pay of the same grades was higher 
by that bill than of any navy in the world. 

Mr. MALLORY. ‘There is no real issue be- 
tween the Senator and myself. The pay is pro- 
portionate to the duties, and responsibilities, and 
expenses. An American captain commanding a | 
fleet has all the responsibilities thrown upon him, 
and all the duties to be performed, that are per- 
formed and incurred by the highest naval admiral 
of England or France. Is his pay equal to theirs? 
It is not one tenth. Our lieutenants exercise 
much higher functions, and incur greater respons- 
ibilities and expenses, than theirs. We cannot, 
therefore, draw a comparison between the pay 
without one between the labor. 
` Mr. FESSENDEN, Movements of this de- | 


! in my judgment. I do not know that I made any 


scription are, I think, rather productive of injury | 
than good. Two reasons are given for the pro- j 
posed-amendment. One is, that while on this 
service, these officers, who were not incommand 
particularly, were exposed to greater expenses, 
and in fact were frequently appointed to dis- || 
@ charge the duties of higher grades, and were |! 
ee to ee according >and dispense hospi- 
tes. Now, af we establish the principle, that | 
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; may properly be charged to him. 


; cers of the squadron for extra numbers of that | 


of every officer to perform the orders of the Depart- ; 
ment as well as he can, and if he adds to our stock 
of science, lct him be rewarded by the reputation || 
which he achieves, and the standing which he 
acquires *imong the people of his country, and 
those who have supervision of his conduct, and 
not come in here with a demand for money when- | 
ever an expedition returns, on the ground of faith- | 
ful service, or exposure to hardship. Theirs is | 
a life of hardship. They take it, and seek it, and 
ought to be proud of the opportunity to meet and | 
conquer difficulties, and not come to Congress, 
whenever an expedition returns, with an applica- 
tion for an increase of pay while engaged in a 
particolar kind of service, because they have be- 

aved creditably to themselves and the country. 
Lt is a very poor principle to establish for the con- 
sideration and guidance of naval men. 

Another argument is, an alleged exposure to 
increased expenses in the ordinary line of duty, by | 
being sent out on short expeditions, and obliged | 
to supply clothing for their boats’ crew, and other 
expenses of alike character, If there isanything || 
of that sort, bring in a bill to pay them their extra 
expenses, and make them keep and render an 
account. I do notwish any of the officers to pay 
these things out of their own pockets. I am| 
willing that the Government should pay, but let 
us know what we are paying, and know what it |; 
is for, and not act on a gencral statement, that | 
an officer has been obliged to perform duty above 
his grade a few days while in command of a boats’ | 
crew, and has done his duty extremely well; so: 
that for the whole time of an expedition—two or | 
three years—we must be called on tomakea gen- 
eral increase of pay of all the officers. 

I am disposed to be as liberal as anybody in 
such matters; but this does not look well to me. 
I did not approve the gratuity of $20,000 to Com- | 
modore Perry. If he was exposed to extraor- 
dinary expenses, he ought to have been paid; but 
the idea of making a money appropriation in that | 
way to a commander of a squadron, was not right |! 
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opposition to it, but I shouid never vote for such | 
an appropriation, if I understood myself, under | 
such circumstances. i 

J have a word more to say to enlighten my 
friend from New Hampshire, [Mr. Harg.}) He 
spoke of voting, among other things which Com- 
modore Perry received, a thousand copies of his 
work. Now, sir, that ought not to be charged 
to Commodore Perry’s account, but the $20,000 
ay p We had ap- | 
plications before us from one, at least, of the offi- | 


i 
i 
} 


work, on 


ork, on the ground of having contributed to the 
scientific 


articles; but it was well understood 


distinctly expressed, that in giving the one thou- 
sand copies to Commodore Perry, we gave them 
to him not for his own use, to be placed in a book- 
store and sold, but to be distributed among the 
officers and_other persons who composed his 
squadron. It was a large squadron, comprising 
many officers, and a thousand copies were given 
Commodore Perry with the express idea that 
they should be so distributed; and if he were to 
undertake to sell a single copy, I should consider 
him doing an act dishonorable to him as a man 
and an officer. 

Mr. SEWARD. It is proper I should say, in 
defense of Commodore Perry, that it was well 
understood at: the time, I think—it was by my- 
self, at all events—when that question was before 
the Senate, that the one thousand copies were 
given for the purpose of distribution, as the hon- 
orable Senator from Maine has said, among per- 
sons who were connected with the Japan expe- 
dition, scientific men, officers of merit who had 
performed extraordinary services; and that Com- 
modore Perry employs and uses all those,gopies, 
notforany gain to himself, but in the wait was 
contemplated they should be used. 

Inregard to the question whichis now before the 
Senate, I wish that such questions might be con- 
sidered as cconomical questions, and treated in that 
way, without unnecessarily throwing discredit 
on the objects or achievements of these expedi- 
tions. I can very well see that the honorable 
Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hauz,] whe 
objects to the amendment, might be opposed on 
good®conomical grounds, and upon grounds of 
prigciple, to enlarging the pay or giving extra pay 
to any person connected with the service; but, at 
the same time, that does not render it necessary 
to undervalue the objects of the expeditions or 
the achievements they have made. For one, while 
I shall not fail to endeavor to exercise a rigid 


| : 
| economy, as far as may depend on my vote in 


regard to publications of the results of these ex- 
peditions and the payment of persons engaged 
in them, I must defend the policy of those explo- 
rations as of vast importance. We have only to 
reflect that we are now a Power of the Pacific 
ocean, the greatest of all the oceans. The Pacific 
ocean is the least explored of all the oceans which 
bear the trade of the world. If we look north or 
south, east cr west, we are practically the only 


| real Power there is that dwells upon the Pacific 


ocean. There is nothing north of us, and there 
is no civilized maritime Power that can be con- 
sidered really such in Spanish America. On the 
other side of the world are the feeble nations of 
Asia. The trade of the Pacific ocean is the trade 
and commerce of the world. That has always 
been so, and is to continue to be so. The Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain, as well as the other 
European States, is seeking to obtain a monopoly 


| of this commerce. 


It certainly was not unwise in us to send an 
expedition to Japan to open the trade of Japan 
to ourselves and to the world. It was not wise 
to leave ita monopoly to Holland. It has not 
been unwise for us to open the trade of China. 
China and Japan are rapidly coming into the con- 
dition of the Mohammedan States; and if we are 
not there to maintain our interests, and to extend 
our commerce, we shall be excluded, and it will 
fall into the hands of other maritime Powers. 
For the attainment of these objects it is necessary 
that the Pacific ocean should be explored more 
thoroughly than it has ever yet been explored. 
We are thirty or forty or fifty years behind in our 
knowledge of the shores, rocks, islands, and ob- 
structions to navigation in the proper channels of 
the Pacific ocean, what we have on the Atlantic 
ocean. The world is behind on that subject. The 
charts used are very old. The European charis 
are thirty or forty or fifty years old. These 
expeditions have enabled us to make new charts 
on an extensive scale, and so far will be very 
useful. Our whale ships, in which we excel all 
other nations, by the use of these charis and oar 


increasing trade between our Pacific ports and 


the Oriental markets, require them for the same 
reason. 

Tam not prepared to say, that it is wise and 
necessary to continue the precedent which was 
set in regard to Captain Wilkes’s expedition. 


That was an expedition for which I am-:not re- 
sponsible, as I was not here, and had not an 
sand ii opportunity to vote. 


I can well conceive that 
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Tam quite willing to discriminate in regard to 
expeditions, and maintain the importance and 
expediency of the expeditions themselves. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The amendment proposes to 
allow extraordinary compensation. No reason 
is given for it, that I know of, by the chairman 
of the committee, except that there is precedent 
for the allowance. Itis proposed to give them, 
I believe, what was given on a former occasion. 
Task the chairman if this is on the recommenda- | 
tion of the Department ? 

Mr. MALLORY. No, sir. | 

Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator from Florida | 
says there was no reason but precedent. 

Mr.MALLORY. No, sir; I gave the reasons. 

Mr. TOOMBS. ‘I heard what the Senator said, 
but I did not consider them reasons. The only 
reason is precedent. 

Mr. MALLORY. I said, that if this were an 
original matter I should not vote for it; but I said 
this appropriation was advocated by the com- 
mittee in consequence of these men having been 
sent on this special duty, which they could not 
perform without extraordinary expenses that 
were not taken into consideration when their | 
salaries were fixed. They all came back in debt | 
in consequence of being sent to these distant 
places; and they incurred expenses which Con- 
gress did not design when they fixed the salaries. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Has the Navy Department 
recommended it? 

Mr. MALLORY. I do not know that the 
Department has recommended the appropriation. 
‘The committee has not applied for a recommenda- | 
tion. It would not weigh with me on a matter | 
of this kind whether the Departmentrecommended 
it or not. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Tonly asked the question. 

Mr. MALLORY. That is the answer. 

Mr. TOOMBS. [I think it would be of impòrt- 
anceif the benefit of the public service was in view, 
and notajob. It is impossible for the Senate to 
say what the services are unless we get proper | 
information from the Secretary of the Navy. He 
is at the head of the naval service, and is the proper 

erson to determine whether the duty discharged | 
by a portion of our Navy was done under such 
circumstances as to entitle them to a greater com- 
pensation than they received. I do not think 
there is any appropriate information in the Naval 
Committee to enable them to doit more than | 
anybody else, but there is in the Secretary of the | 
Navy. Itis his business to understand the whole 
thing. 

Now, in regard to the precedent of Wilkes, I 
recollect very well the historical account of that 
matter. It seems the history of his expedition is 
to run to eternity. It will outlive the Govern- 
ment itself. Itis not done yet; but the officer is! 
still going on with his books. We have been | 
paying him an appropriation from year to year; | 
and are we done with it? i 

Mr. PEARCE. Not quite. 

Mr. TOOMBS. And I suppose never will be | 
as long as you pay him. I suppose he will be į 
there when the last tramp sounds fixing up that 
exploration. No doubt isis a good place, and 
why should he quit it as long as he can get paid? | 

j 
| 
| 


He went under these circumstances: many offi- 
ecrs of the Government wanted the place, and he 
almost got into a difficulty at one time with some 
officers who sought it. He went on the ordinary | 
duties ofaseaman, such as the seamen ofall nations | 


have done in all ages of the world—nothing could 
be more directly in the line of his duty. What 
the Senator now calls a reason is, that this expe- 
dition was not contemplated when Congress fixed 
the salary. Surely not. I presume Congress did 
not look to any particular expedition, from here 
to the Mediterranean, or even from here to Cali- 
fornia, but fixed what was thought to be a fair 
compensation to officers of the Navy for doing 
the duties of seamen everywhere. “That was 
looked to; and the Senator from New Hampshire 
has properly stated one fact that cannot be gotten 
over—our officers of the same grade are paid 
higher than any others in the world. The per- 
sons engaged 1n that expedition, without doing 
anything more than seamen’s duties in the line 
of seamen’s duties, sailing over the world, making 
discoveries if they came acrogs any, I believe re- 
ceived double pay; and itis proposed to give it to 
these people also. F should like to know how the 
fact stands, because, as these amendments are 
presented, we cannot tell what they do mean. I 
should like to know what the pay is. It is said, 
“ the same pay” as was allowed to Wilkes’s ex- 
pedition. What was it? The Naval Committee 
have that information; but I have not got it. “ 

Mr. MALLORY. The officers who were 
passed midshipmen, and were called upon to do 
the deck duty of lieutenant, received the pay of 
passed midshipmen, but performed the duties of 
lieutenant. 


Mr. TOOMBS. ‘What did Captain Wilkes re- i! 


ceive? He was a lieutenant then. What did he 
receive? 

Mr. MALLORY. Double pay under the act. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That is the fact I wanted to 
get at, that this amendment gives a parcel of of- 
ficers double pay. I recollect a few years ago, 
when I was in the other branch of Congress, there 
was a little amendment stuck on the Naval appro- 
priation bill to pay the officers who were on duty 
off the California coast the same as the soldiers 
There was no reason for it. The soldiers’ ex- 
penses were greatly increased on land, but the 
sailors were not in the slightest degree affected 
by that, for they were found on board their ships. 
I think that drew above a million of dollars from 
the ‘Treasury by about four lines of an amend- 
ment at midnight introduced on an appropriation 
bill. This is of the same character, because, as 
I stated, nobody can tell what you are paying, 
and I should like to know whether it does not in- 
clude Dr. Kane’s Arctic expedition? 

Mr. MALLORY. ‘There isan amendment for 
that. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I understood those men were 
sent out by a citizen of New York, and his liber- 
ality, I have heard, greatly lauded for paying the 
expedition except the vessel and a few men fur- 
nished by the Government. Men volunteered, 
it was said, with great alacrity; and nobody was 
sent who did not volunteer. It was understood 
to be at the expense of Mr. Grinnell, of New 
York. I should like to know if we are going to 
give double pay to his men? 1 am inquiring for 
information where I ought to get it. 

Now, as to the La Plata expedition; the La 
Plata was discovered by Spaniards, and was 
settled three hundred years ago. ‘These officers 
might not have known of it. I have read a num- 
ber of these books of discoveries. They are 
bringing in large volumes of facts taught to 
school boys twenty-five years ago to my knowl- 
edge, and I presume they learn them now. They 
were grand discoveries with these people who 
wentoutexploring, because they enlightened their 
ignorance, but they were discoveries only where 
there was ignorance. The La Plata river is well 
understood. It is not dangerous seas; it is not 
distant lands. There have been a batch of re- 
publics there for many years, and we have treaties 
of amity and commerce with them. We have 
found out who they are. They are very good 
treaties, and were ratified by the Senate. We 
know the La Plata river well. The English have 
gone up it in a man-of-war nine hundred or twelve 
hundred miles! Whaggrand discoveries! They 
are discoveries to people who are ignorant. The 
La Piata river has been known for three hundred 
years, and has been fully understood from the 
foot of the Andes to the ocean, and all these 
streams are understood. We are paying extra 


to men for going there, one of the cheapest coun- 
tries of the world. They are very indifferent 


| scamen 
| negotiators, and if those negotiations have cost 


; straits have been discovered a long time. 


compensation! ‘These particular men have gone. 
up some particular river they never heard. of be=. 
fore; but children had got it in the geographies ° 
of the country, and I have no doubt, if they were: 
taught properly at. Annapolis, it would not have; 
been so wonderful to them. 

As to the Behring’s straits expedition, have 
they made any new discoveries there? No doubt 
they got a book full of. snakes and- ice-fields, | 
like Gilliss’s book of Chili. He brings a book 
with pictures of insects of that country, one very 
well known with a large and intelligent popula- 
tion, and you made a book which cost $160,000 
to give himreputation. This is another of those 
jobs to give reputation to these people, and put 
money in their pockets. There is nothing else 
init. The sailors of Cape Cod have been going 
through Behring’s straits and catching whales 
there for twenty-five years. They have succeeded 


in running off everybody else by their skill, and ` 


industry, and enterprise. This amendment. in- 
cludes those who explored the China seas. ‘The 
China seas are as old as the world... As long as 
navigation has existed they have been known. It 
is truc we have forgotten much of the knowledge 
of the ancients, and very much they have gut in 
those countries that we have not.. There isa 
state of enlightenment in many of those countries 
that really far exceeds some places in this coun- 
try. You may take China, and even Hindostan, 
and so far as what is generally considered evi- 
dence of education is concerned, there are more 
persons in both.those countries who can read 
than in any part of America. That is the best 
information we have got. We are in the habit’ 
of considering them barbarians, and they consider’ 
us barbarians. Sin : 
The English Navy have no coast survey, but 
they get their surveys done for much less money 
than we do. Every British ship, when it goes ° 
into a harbor to refit, puts the officers to surveying 
the harbor; but here we must have bureaus an 
jobs for everything. We have never tried these. 
men on sea under the new system, and I do not 
think you would find the same results under this 
system as we had in the last war. These are 
not the men who covered your flag with glory 
then. They are a different class of men. ‘The 
seaman is liable to go everywhere his country 
sends him oh a ship. That has been the duty of 
in all countries. Sometimes they are 


them extra trouble, as in the case of Commodore 
Perry, they are allowed money. I think that was 
legitimate and proper, but they do not show here 
any extraordinary expenses incurred. A British 


| admiral oftentimes makes treaties; and when in 


such cases expenses are incurred, and new respons- 


| ibilities are created, it is very fair and proper to 


pay for them. I supported Perry’s compensation 
on that basis, because that was a special case, and 
an exceptional case for exceptional duty. Here 
we are paying for nothing but the regular busi- 


! ness of seamen. Why do you not put in the 
Japan expedition, and all the officers and seamen s 


there? I believe they have never been paid ex- 
cepting the commanding officer, and that was for 
special and, I think, sufficient reasons. They 
were in the China seas, but these were in the 
China seas and Behring’s straits. Behring’s 
They 
were known on the maps at least, when I wasa 
boy, and very well understood. All these so- 
called contributions to human knowledge are gen- 
erally not of the slightest value; and I do not 
believe, that in all our expeditions we have made 
the slightest contribution of the least value to 
human knowledge, and but little to trade. 

As to the results expected by the Senate 
New York and others from the Japan trade, 


‘consider it of no more value than the trade of a: 
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tribe of-Indians or Africans. It has produced 
nothing, and will not. The mistake of the Sen- | 
ator arises from this: anciently the western world 
was erigaged in fighting—they were half savage; 
and the eastern world went to work and mant- 
' factured silks and other articlés. Having a mo- 
nopoly, anda very dense population not given to 
wars, they had the trade of the world, because 
they ‘supplied the world with things which other 
people din not make. But the moment you erected 
a Steam engine, you transferred the great com- 
mercial power of the world from the Eastern to 
the Western hemisphere. In China’ they can 
now make silks cheaper than anywhere else, and 
other, manufactures by hand cheaper than any- 
body else; but they haye not the appliances of 
modern science. Even in this country, as new 
as we are, you will find this change. Thirty 
years ago, if you look at our tables, you will find 
we imported largely from China cotton goods; 
now every ship that goes out of Boston takes out 
some of our goods to China. Why? The intel- 
ligence and intellect of the country, aided by 
machinery, have overrode all the advantages of 
dense population, and all the advantages of man- 
ipulation. ‘The trade of the East is nonsense, . 
and has been for the last two hundred years one 
of the most inconsiderable trades. The trade of 
the China seas is not half equal to the trade of 
some ports of America. I could select particular 
commodities of our trade with Great Britain, 
larger than’ the entire exports of China, and 
- Japan, and all the eastern seas. The world has 


become civilized. The tide has rolled on to the 
West. The East no longer manufactures and sells 


to you, but you manufacture and sell to them. 

r. PEARCE. This has been a very dis- 
cursive debate, and I do not propose to follow 
gentlemen in their various excursions, but I want 
to guard against an admission which might per- 
haps be gathered from what has fallen in debate, 
and particularly from the gentleman from Geor- 
gia, who I think disparages the merits of several 
of these expeditions. 

Now, in regard to the expedition of Captain 
Wilkes. He discovered fifteen hundred miles of 
coast, and was exposed to greft hardships and 
extraordinary perils. He surveyed more than 
one hundred islands unknown to commerce— 
scarcely known to navigation—the perils of sur- 
veying which were extremely great, because the 
whole coast was unknown, and scattered here 
and there in very many places with reefs which 
made it exceedingly dangerous. I know, from 
thé testimony of those who were with him, and 
were not particularly friendly to him, that he 
conducted that expedition with singular knowl- 
edge. I know tiat he did a vast deal of work 
himself. We have the proofs of what I say in 
the results of the expedition. We have more 
than one hundred charts, esteemed so valuable 
by our commercial marine, that they are in large 
demand. ‘They are sold for their cost in our 
custom-houses; and I know the first edition, 
which was quite a large one, has been entirely 
exhausted, and we have been compelled to re- 
print them for the use of practical men who know 
nothing about science. ` 

Mr. TOOMBS. Has anybody printed them 
but this Government? 

` Mr. PEARCE. No, sir, and nobody can print 
them but the Government, because nobody can 
make money by them. The Government has 
the copper plates and the Government prints 
them and sells them at cost. There is no induce- 
ment for anybody to enter into competition with 
the Government. The factof their value is shown 
» by the other fact which I have mentioned, that 
they are bought up by the commercial marine, 
and the first edition has been exhausted. They 
have paid money into the Treasury, because the 
- money paid for them has gone into the Treasury 
of the United States. So much for that. 

I think these expeditions have produced good 
fruits. I have no doubt the expedition of Mr. 

Rodgers will prove to be equally valuable; and I 
1ave no doubt that the expedition of Lieutenant 
Page is a meritorious one, and will be valuable. 
I think, so far from having merely explored that 
which everybody knew before, he has found 
unlnown ground. He has gone up a river not | 
known to navigation at all—I think the Salado— | 
for seven hundred-miles. Much has been known 
of the La Plata itself; but there has béen great 


ignorance of its tributaries, and this gentleman 
has dispelled a great deal of that ignorance. 

Now, in regard to the publications of the ex- 
ploring expedition to which my friend from Geot- 
gia alluded, so much has been said heretofore, 
that I have not asked a dollar these two years; 
and I have at this moment a most unpleasant 
controversy on my hands because I will not ask 
for more money. Jam firmly resolved to com- 
ply with my promise made two years ago; and 
hether I cut short or not, I shall ask for no 
more money. The work shall be finished so far 
as I can finish it with the appropriations made 
by Congress. If I were to detail to the Senate 
the great trouble 1 have had about it, I think 
I should have the reputation of extraordinary 
patience and zeal in the public service. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. You should have extra 
pay. [Laughter.] i 

Mr. PEARCE. Ido not know whether I could 
not set up a claim for double compensation my- 
self. [Laughter.] However, passing from that, 
it might be supposed from all this, that I favor 
this extra pay. Iam sorry to say Ido not. I 
have seen so much of this disposition to demand, | 
#r services a little beyond the customary and 
ordinary, some further and other compensation, 
that I have come to the conclusion to vote against 
these appropriations. I am sorry I have to do 
it; but it is so very difficult to discriminate be- | 
tween cases of extraordinary merit and extraordi- 
nary hardship for which we might allow some 
compensation, and those which come between 
mere ordinary service and those other extraordi- 
nary ones, that it seems to me the only safe rule | 
is to confine these gentlemen to their regular pay, | 
unless some case of such peculiar and extraordi- | 
nary hardship shall be shown as to justify our | 
giving extra pay. On the whole, I shall be obliged | 
to record my vote against this amendment, though | 
regretting that I am compelled to do so. 

r. MALLORY. Ido not wish to prolong 
the discussion, but having introduced the amend- | 


ment, it is due to the committee that it should be || 


understood. This is an amendment to give the 

officers of the La Plata and Behring’s straits ex- | 
peditions the extra pay given to Captain Wilkes, | 
given to Herndon, given to Gibbon, and in accord- 

ance with precedent. The Senator from Georgia | 
supposes thatis the only ground on which itstands. | 
I expressly disclaimed that, and said if I had been | 
here when the precedent was established, I should | 
have voted against it entirely. But the Senator 

from Georgia, to disprove the right of these peti- 

tioners, has informed us that the La Plata was 

known three hundred years ago, and Behring’s 

straits penetrated by Cape Cod men, and that the 

Chinese seas are an old subject. He says these 

men have not added a single iota to our stock of | 
geographical knowledge. ‘That is his opinion, | 
and probably he has not investigated the subject. 
I have. I have taken the trouble to look at some 
of the results of the Behring’s straits expedition, | 
and to that I will now refer. I have before me a! 
letter from the Secretary of the Navy relating to ; 
it, in which he compliments the expedition for | 
their diligence, and says: 
. “ The duties of the expedition have been faithfully and | 
skillfully performed, and were of an exposed and trying 
nature.?? 

In answer to a resolution proposed here by the 
Senator from New York, the Secretary of the Nav 
has entered somewhat into details as to the result | 
of these survys. In reply to the misconception | 
of the Senator from Georgia, that the expedi 
has not really added to the stock of our geograph- 
ical knowledge, I will say to him, that this expe- | 
dition sailed over very large supposed islands laid | 
down on the British and Russian charts, and they | 
have, therefore, disproved the existence of land | 
in the open sea which has been supposed to exist | 
ever since those charts were published. 

I will say further, that it has discovered an 
island never previously discovered, in which | 
there are magnificent harbors for the largest sized | 
men of war, perfectly sheltered—islands that are | 


inhabited by people altogether unknown, and | 
lying almost directly in @he track of our trade ! 
between Japan and San Francisco—islands which i 
it will become this Government to take possession | 
ofas coal depots or naval rendezvous. It has! 
added much to our meteorological information in | 


establishing the laws of the typhoons that sweep | 
over the Pacific, and has surveyed particularly | 


ition |] 


t 
Wy 
| 


the sea of Okhotsk, the great whaling ground, and 
penetrated the Arctic sea further than any Rus- 
sian explorations or others have gone before, and 
disproved the existence of land laid down by 
Russian charts of the polar sea. 

T cannot, sir, undertake to detail the hundred. 
cases of useful knowledge added to our geograph- 
ical information and science by this expedition, - 
It is hot proposed to make a book. The com- 
mander of that expedition is not a man of that 
kind, I do not know that he has had any peti- 
tion here; his officers have. The committee have 
not come forward and asked the Senate to give 
an additional sum without knowing what it is. I 
have made a calculation of the precise sum which 
these men will get. Under the act of 1852 the 
seamen will get double pay, and the officers the 
pay of the grade they actually performed, and 
two dollars a day more. That 1s the effect of the 
amendment. ve 

In relation to the La Plata expedition, carried 
on by the single ship of Captain Page, the Sen- 
ator from Georgia throws it into ridicule. As I 
said, the people who live on the La Plata them- 
selves thank him, and laud him in the highest 
terms as the greatest discoverer in the world. If 
he has not added to the information of the Sen- 
ator from Georgia, he has very much increased 
the stock of knowledge of the inhabitants of the 
La Plata and its tributaries. They have been 
vastly enlightened, very much iniproved, and they 
are under high obligations to our Government for 
sending Captain Page there. The Senator from 
Georgia says that is a very cheap country. In 
that he is mistaken. There is no comparison 
between the expenses of living there now and 
what they were years ago. He may suppose 
beef is cheaper in the Brazils than here, because 
i it was formerly so. I can inform the Senator, 
that any expedition that goes there now will have 
to pay as much for beef as in the city of Wash- 
ington. It is so now, but was not formerly, and 
no officer on the expedition came away without 
being in debt. f 

I advocate the payment of this increased pay, 
not because these men have performed duties 
which in establishing their salaries were not con- 
templated, (for we do expect our officers to know ` 
something of hydrography, and perform surveys 
in the routine of their duty,) but I take the ground 
that they have incurred a degree of expense that 
Congress never contemplated in fixing the sal- 
aries. The passed midshipmen who performed 
this duty receive $780 a year, and many of them 
are thirty years of age, and have families. I put 
it to Senators here, if, living in the country any- 
where, and dividing their families, the head of the 
family going to sea, thatis an extravagant allow- 
ance. A lieutenant gets $1,500 a year, with a 
divided family. It has been supposed that they 
get exorbitant pay; but I hold it is exceedingly 
small now, when the price of almost every article 
has increased fifty per cent. since the pay was 
established. Now, when a British officer per- 
forms useful work of this kind, he is promoted. 
That is what he gets immediately. There is no 


|| law, no usage, forbidding his promotion. The 


practice of the British Government is, when a 
; man comes home from an expedition of this kind, 
having faithfully performed his duties to the satis- 
faction of his country, to give him a higher grade 


|| andincreased pay, by promotion. We do not do 


it, but simply give temporary pay. 1 will not 
discuss the measure longer. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Being a member of the Com- 
| mittee on Naval Affairs, it may be expected that 
TI should support the amendment. I do notconeur 
with the majority of the committee in the recom- 
mendation which they have made. I see nothing 
in this service of such a character as to entitle the 
officers and men to extra compensation; and my 
i practice is, when a false precedent has been estab- 
lished, instead of pursuing it to its consummation, 
at once to recede. I think there was a mistake 
in relation to the expedition of Wilkes. Perhaps, 
however, the officers and men employed in that 
expedition were exposed to greater hardships, 
and rendered greater_services, and were better 
entitled to extra compensation, than the gentlemen 
now sought to be provided for by this amend- 
ment. I should have said nothing on this subject, 
except, as I repeat, being a member of the com- 
mittee, it might be supposed I gavę. my sanction 
to the report.” I did not. Sys RE 
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Mr. CLAY. I wish to offer an amendmentto 
the amendment of the committee; after the words 
“ La Plata and its tributaries,’’-to insert, “and 
the officers of he late Japan expedition under 
Commodore Perry,” so'as to give them the same 
pay proposed to be given to the officers of other 
expeditions. ; ; 

Mr. MALLORY. I will ask my friend from 
Alabama to offer that as a separate amendment 
without tackingit to this. Letus have the ques- 
tion on the amendment ‘of the Committee, and 
then take it on the other by itself. 

Mr. CLAY. I object to that. If these men 
are to be paid, I think the officers in the Japan 
expedition, under Commodore Perry, ought to 
be paid too. So far as I can learn, they rendered 
about the same kind of service and as much ser- 
vice as those who surveyed the La Plata. Atall 
events, they incurred as great expense and cer- 
tainly greater danger; and if we may trust the 
book of Commodore Perry himself, they were 
engaged in the survey of Loo Choo and other 
islands, and the Bay of Jeddo and others, and I 
cannot see any reason for discrimination against 
them. You paid Commodore Perry, as I under- 
stand, $20,000, and gave him a thousand copies 
of the work of his, worth forty dollars a copy, 
which, in the aggregate, amounts to $40,000. 
Here you will have paid him $60,000 for his ser- 
vices. You have ignored the existence of any 
other officer in that expedition. They have never 
received a cent of compensation, while Commo- 
dore Perry has been lionized and munificently 
rewarded. , 

Mr. FESSENDEN” I explained that it was 
expressly stated by the committee who recom- 
mended furnishing that thousand copies to Com- 
modore Perry, that they were not for his own 
use, but for distribution among his naval officers. 

Mr. CLAY. Iask the Senator whether the 
law under which he received them so declared. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It does not so declare. 
Wicd CLAY. Then there is no obligation on 

nim. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is not to be presumed 
that an officer of as high honor as Commodore 
Perry will put into his own pocket what was 
designed for others. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Permit me to make a single 
remark on that point. Commodore Perry, in 

` conjunction with the ag lated, is about issuing 
a compendium of this book on a smaller scale. 
He thinks himself fairly entitled to any advan- 
tage which may be legitimately derived from the 
great mental labor and time he has devoted to the 
preparation of this book. I think, and I believe 


gentlemen will concur with me in’ the opinion Ij 


am about to express, that there is nothing in the 
slightest degree improper in Commodore Perry’s 
deriving any peculiar advantage from that source. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I did not refer at all to 

` any publication Commodore Perry may have on 
hand in connection with other people, but simply 
the thousand copies of the book published by 
Congress which were furnished to him. 

Mr. SLIDELL. 1 merely state this fact to 
avoid misapprehension. The Appletons are pub- 
lishing a book on a smaller scale, which contains 
all the materials of the expedition, and I presume 
some illustrations, and that is for his own profit. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, 
objection to that. 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. There is something | 


very curious to my mind in the sentiments evolved 
in this debate by many Senators. I ama mem- 
ber of the Committee on Naval Affairs, and gave 
my very hearty concurrence to the amendment 
offered by the chairman, and I thought I was 
better grounded in doing that than honorable 
Senators who oppose the proposition seem pre- 
pared to admit. I thought I was pursuing en- 
tirely the precedent which had been set in the case 
of Commander Wilkes.and his brother officers 
and seamen in his exploring expedition, and was 


further fortified by the double pay which had been |! 


given to the officers and soldiers of the army in 
California, and the officers and seamen of the 
Navy. I do not remember, although I was a 
member of Congress at the time, that any serious 
opposition was interposed to that allowance, and 
I cannot call to mind that there was any debate 
on the subject, ‘It is true the honorable Senator 
from Georgia has attempted to discriminate be- 
tween the extra allowance made for the Jand 


I suppose there is no | 


‘the Senator discriminates? 


| resources to American commerce. 


‘interest in exploring the river Amazon to know | 


‘do not know but that some day or other, accord- Í 


Service in California and that made to the officers 
and seamen of the Navy. He thinks it is wholly 
inadmissible for the naval ‘service, on the very 
ground on which the compensation was given to 
the land service in California, because he says 
provisions were high on land, and the officers 
and soldiers had to pay large ‘prices for subsist- 
ence. Did notthe same reason apply to the naval 
service? I should like to know on what ground 


Mr. TOOMBS. The compensation of the sol- 
diers was increased in California because it wasan 
expensive country at that time, and they had to 
expend five dollars for every one they got; but that 
reason did not apply to the sailors because none 
went on shore except for a night or deserted, and 
therefore those expenses did not apply to them. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I understand the 
sailors were almost as much on shore as the lands- 
men; their vessels were moored ina harbor al- 
most all the time, unless when they were sent to 
explore harbors or fight the Mexicans. 

r. TOOMBS. ‘There were but two ships, 
and one of them never landed a man. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. They are frequently 
driven to land for supplies, and then Jack is-at 
liberty, under certain regulations, to go ashore, 
and for anything he can buy on land he must pay 
double price, as well as the officers and soldiers 
of the land service. The naval officers there ecr- 
tainly came within the principle on which'com- | 
pensation was allowed to the military officers. 
There is no difference between the two services. H 
Both stand on the same foundation. What has | 
struck me as a little singular is, that gentlemen 
allowed that to be passed without trouble, but 


when we come to compensate more perilous and | 
more arduous services in these exploring expedi- 
tions, say we will confine our bounty and libe- 
rality to services in war, and are disposed to 
allow nothing beyond ordinary compensation to 
the officers and ‘soldiers in: these expeditions, 
which add not only to the circle of geographical 
and other knowledge, but extend the boundaries 
of commerce, and add new resources to our 
country and to the world. I have not looked 
closely into the value of these expeditions; I have 
only noticed the outline of them, and I consider 
them of the greatest importance not ouly to our | 
own commerce, but to the world. j 

The honorable Senator from Georgia has a very 
happy faculty, sometimes of burlesquing prop- 


ositions of this sort. He says the explorations 
of the La Plata and its tributaries have made no į 
addition to geographical knowledge, because they 
were known to schoolboys; and from the time of 
the discovery of South America it was known 
that these rivers flowed down from the Andes to 
the ocean. So it was; and we had then more or 
less laid down on our maps; but who knew any: 
thing about the character of these rivers, the ob- 
structions that existed, the sources of trade and 
natural productions, and the branches of any of | 
them far up from their mouths? 

Mr. TOOMBS, Sir Charles Holcomb, in a | 
British man-of-war, went nine hundred miles up | 
the La Plata, three years ago. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. How many miles 
is it from Buenos Ayres to the ocean? One hun- 
dred and fifty miles. It is almost a sea up to that 
point. At particular seasons of the year the main 
river has been navigated, and no doubt is. I ree 
member reading a very interesting account of the | 
Paraguay, and it opened not only new resources | 
of trade and products, but showed the natives | 
how to get them to market, and opened new 


Mr. TOOMBS. {can tell the Senator that we 
sent two ministers to that very country who made 
a treaty which we ratified two years ago. They | 
went up that river. | 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. This was an ex- 
ploring expedition up that river, and I know that | 
was the first time it was known to navigation, | 
and it was made available. Whether Lieutenant | 
Page made that discovery or not, I do not know. | 
I refer to it only as an example of the new lights | 
shed on the resources of countries in which we | 
have a deep interest. We supposed we had an į 


what sources of wealth were there for the com- 
merce of this country. Soof the LaPlata. These | 


‘during their long service, 


expeditions are founded on a liberal policy. We į 


ing to the ‘ideas of the honorable: Senato 
‘Georgia, We may annex‘all these 

La Plata; and when these ideas ‘are’ 
common, we should ‘get all ‘the info 
can about those countriés.. We shoul 
Ing ploneer Companies there to‘explore and mak 
settlements, and give the natives a good të per 
and disposition for the proposed “annexati 
[Laughter.] “In ‘this view there ‘is great impdrt- 
ance and propriety-in exploratioris of the: Amazon 
and La Plata. The Amazon, partictilarly, is ‘of: 
great interest. The country which ‘it waters 't 
almost a continent in itself. “I do not tow know 
any books in which the same information canbe 
had in the form of an account of'a traveler, as ia 
given in our exploration of the Amazén. 

But, sir, T rose to‘inquire howit is that gentlë~ . 
men are so sternly opposed to this ‘allowarce’to 
the officers concerned in this expedition, which 
was in the utmost peril for months, who ‘made 
no opposition to the extra pay to tHe officers 
and soldiers engaged'in land service on the Pa- 
cific during the Mexican war. I insist there is 
no distinction in the principle between them 
except this: one was for service performed in'k 
war by the result of which we acquired ‘Califor- 
nia by paying for it; and the other is an‘addition 
to the pay of officers and seamen who exposed 
their lives in this expedition, whose privations 
were infinitely greater. The persons who ‘served 
in California could get supplies at ‘a certaine- 
price; but these men had to ‘suffer for the want - 
of supplies. They penetrated into iinknown 
regions far beyond the Japan seas; and, as the 
honorable Senator from Florida has ‘stated, tor- 
rected charts, and enlarged the bounds ‘of the 
knowledge of the people living on those shores 
themselves. They penetrated through fields of 
ice to a higher latitude ‘than any navigator is 
known to have ever proceeded inthe world be- 
fore, These officers have one ¢onsolation, one 
gratification, one reward—the honor ‘and glory 
they may expect to derive from their conduct in 
the history of the enterprises and discoveries of 
this country in unknown portions of the globe. 
They have done more. They have opened new - 
seas for our whaling vessels, brought to light, 

I may say, a new world, in these hyperborean 
regions, which not onlyadds to the boundaries 
of physical science, but adds to the resources of 
all the nations of the globe, and more particularly 
to our own. eee ie 

Now, why will you stop here and say you will 
indulge this liberal feeling no further; these‘gen- 
tlemen may rest on the laurels and glory they 
have acquired; but if they had gore`on to con- 
quer some province, and had taken possession of 
it in the name of the United States, and annexed 
it to our country, or wé were disposed to annex 
it, they would be entitled to great reward. ‘I 
know Lonorable gentlemen say we have made a 
bad precedent, and it is time to stop it; but I 
trust the Senate will not be disposed to stop at 
the point indicated here, and cut out these intrepid 
men. Some of them have lost their lives; others 
lost their health, and are never expected to re- 
cover. All have come home in debt. 

I think some of the members of the Senate are 
under the impression that the Committee on 
Naval Affairs have perpetrated all these atrocities 
of liberality, and have set up these bad precedents. 
Tam not certain that the Senator who now sits 
in the chair [Mr. Mason] had not some hand in 
the compensation and rewards meted out to Com 
modore Perry; but I am not disposed to impugn 
the policy—I think it was right. Nor am #dis- 
posed to deny extra pay to the officers and sea-.. 
men in Commodore Perry’s squadron in those 
seas, exposed to a new class of diseases, alto- 
gether belonging to that climate. Some of thein 

ave their healths permanently impaired in conse- 
quence of it. Ido not think they are entitled to 
the same consideration as the men of the expedi- 
tions which penetrated into the northern seas. 
Still, I have no objection to making them compen- 
sation for the exposure and privations underwent 
I believe they were 
away and almost unknown to the world for two . 
or three years. They discovered no new land, 
but made most valuable and important surveys, 


‘and afforded the means of extending our com- 


merce to that part of the globe, What may be 
the result of opening our trade with China and 
Japan, I know not. T have notso far'deqiainted 


as 
oath 


® briefly, so far as my knowledge extends, and I 
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myself. “with the prospects of commerce with 
those countries as to be able to pronounce an 
opinion on it; but I think the Senate can never 
suffer anything by extending liberal pay and 
compensation to our intrepid mariners on such 
expeditions as. these. 
i. HUNTER. I think the debate on this 
question shows that it ought to have been brought 
up as a separate measure, and not on an appropri- 
ation bill. If we are to go into this system of be- 
stowing extraordinary rewards on persons who 
have served in exploring expeditions, we ought 
to put it on some principle; we ought soto act ag 
to define what expeditions are to attract extraor- 
dinary rewards hereafter— whether it is every 
expedition that goes out to survey seas or make 
charts or soundings, or only those that undergo 
‘extraordinary peril. So far as these expeditions 
are concerned, I believe they will turn out to be 
highly honorable to American enterprise. I be- 
lieve they were conducted by accomplished men. 
I know something about Captain Page and I 
have'seen something of Commodore Rodgers. I 
believe both of them are men who will add to the 
sum of knowledge on these subjects, and will 
probably illustrate the American name. But I 
am unwilling to undertake to put such a system as 
thison an appropriation bill. We cannot now 
limit it as it ought to be limited. We cannot say 
now where the line is to be drawn between those 
| surveying expeditions which are exploring expe- 
ditions of extraordinary difficulty, and those 
which are to beranked with the ordinary service 
of the Navy. Some of them subject’ those who 
engage in them to no more hazard, no more hard- 
ship, than the ordinary service, while there may 
be others which do subject them to extraordinary 
evils. f say we cannot undertake, with the time 
eft us on this bill, to discriminate. We find that | 
amendments are to be offered to include the off- 
cers of every expedition which can by any sort 
of construction, forced or not, be brought within | 
the definition of an exploring expedition. We 
shall have on it Perry’s expedition, and Dr. 
Kane’s expedition, and Ido not know how man 
other surveying expeditione undertaken by ofi- 
cers of the Navy. Many of them, as I said be- 
fore, subject the persons engaged in them to no 
more hazards or difficulties than ordinary service 
in the Navy. In some of them the service is per- 
formed in the ordinary routine of the Navy, and 
I wish the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, who knows the urgency and importance 
of passing this bill, will consent to bring in this 
measure as a separate bill. It is suggested by 
the Senator from California, that this service ts | 
always sought by officers. ‘They are anxious to 
obtain it; they like it. I think if we are going to 
give them extra rewards, we ought to do it on 
some principle. 

Mr. MALLORY. The amendment now before 
the Senate, on which my friend from Alabama 
refuses to take a separate vote, is to include Com- 
modore Perry’s expedition. 1 will ask the hon- 
orable Senator from Alabama, if he has made 
any estimate of what we shall have to pay under 
his amendment, if adopted. 

Mr. CLAY. I have not made any estimate, 
and I do not think that ought to be the subject of 
consideration. If you are prepared to pay the 
officers of every other expedition, I do not see | 
why these should be excluded. 


Mr: MALLORY. Iwill tell my friend very 


have taken some little pains to make it accurate 
on his subject; Commodore Perry made no charts, | 
made no surveys, departed in no respect from his 
mission as Minister to Japan, except to. sound 
the heads of his ships going up to the Bay of 
Seddo for his own safety, and, I believe, made a | 
chart of Simoda and Hakodadi—the two ports | 
which, under the treaty, we have a right to use. 

The expedition of Rogers has surveyed exten- 
sively those very seas. 1 will not go into the 
labor performed by the La Plata and Behring’s 
straits expeditions. 
will receive under this amendment is, the Behr- | 


The amount of money they jj 


for these vessels, $1,798,214—and for what? Have 
I not shown that the duties they performed were 
“entirely different? Certainly they do not stand 
onthe same ground. Itis not for extraordinary 
perils incurred, which the officers cheerfully em- 
brace. It is not for performing extra duty, as I 
have shown. These men, however, were called 
on to perform a duty never contemplated, and to 
incur very heavy extraordinary expenses which 
they are not able to meet, and which Perry’s offi- 
cers and men did not incur. The matter was 
before the committee, and we have taken pains to 
investigate and find out how much these nine ves- 
sels will receive by this amendment, including the 
marines on board, and it will be $1,798,214. Add 
that to our little appropriation of $85,000, and 
what becomes of it? . 

Mr. CLAY. The Senator’s exposition only 
shows, at best, the folly of this mode of compen- 
sating officers. He has notstated to my satisfac- 
tion any reason why the officers of the Japan 
expedition should be excluded from this extra 
| pay. The book of Commodore Perry, which we 
have published, represents that they were engaged 
in surveys and explorations during all the time. 
“We all know they were exposed somewhat to 
injuries from foreign enemies, and to diseases 
during their long stay in the Japanese seas, more 
than the men engaged in the exploration of the 
La Plata, and 1 cannot see why we should make 
fish of some and flesh of others. I want to pay 
all alike, or none any. The Senate and the other 
branch of Congress thought the services of Com- 
modore Perry worth $20,000 in money, and 
$40,000 in books. If his services were worth 
that amount, why, I ask, should we not pay his 
officers and men? Ido not see why we should 
appropriate to him all the money and all the honor 
of that expedition without including the officers 
engaged with him, codperating for the same end- 
I trust my amendment will prevail., 

Mr. ALLEN called for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment to theamendment, and they were 
ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 6, nays 
36; as follows: 

m EAN Mesire: Brodhead, Clay, Geyer, Hate, Pratt, and 
oomDs-—6. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Bell of New 
Hampshire, Bell of Tennessee, Biggs, Bigler, Brown, But- 
ler, Cass, Collamer, Crittenden, Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Fish, Foster, Hanan, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Jones of 
Towa, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Reid, Sebastian, Seward, 
Slidell, Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, Trumbull, Wade, 
Weller, Wright, and Yulee—36. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected, 

The question recurred on the amendment of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs offered by Mr. MaL- 
LORY. 

The yeas and nays being taken, resulted as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell of Tennessee, Bigler, Collamer, 
Fish, Foster, Mallory, Seward, T'hoinson of New Jersey, 
Wade, and Wright—10. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Bell of New 
Hampshire, Benjamin, Biggs, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, 
Butler, Clay, Crittenden, Dodge, Fessenden, Geyer, Hale, 
Harlan, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Jones of Iowa, Mason, 


Pearce, Pratt, Reid, Sebastian, Stuart, Toombs, Trumbull, 
Weller, and Yulee—31. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MALLORY. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs is, after the ap- 
propriation for naval contingencies, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to publish the charts 
and report of the explorations of the La Plata river, and all 
the charts and reports of the surveys of the Behring’s straits 
expedition, $26,286, 

This is in accordance with the estimate which 
T hold in my hand from the Secretary of the Navy 
to enable him to publish these charts. 

Mr. HALE. Į would ask the chairman of the 
committee whether this sum will cover the whole 
expense of the work, or whether it is only the 
beginning ? 

Mr. MALLORY. Tf have here the estimate, 
| which seems to contemplate every item. Itis 
the sum mentioned in the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Does it cover all of it? 


ing’s Straits expedition $57,000, and the La Plata 
expedition $28,000, making $85,000 for both to- 
gether—oflicers and crew. The Senator from Ala- 
bama proposes to annex to thatan amendment to 
inelude the officers who were with Commodore 
Perry. That would give them $1,798,214. He pro- 
poses to add to this little appropriation of $85,000 


Mr. MALLORY. It covers the report of the 
surveys and charts. 

Mr. HUNTER. This amendment is right. 
These are the fruits of the expedition. The charts 
ought to be published. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MALLORY. The next amendment of the 


committee is, to insert after the amendment just 
adopted— 

That each purser attached to a sloop of war, or other 
vessel smuiler than a frigate, shall be authorized toappoint a 
clerk, in lieu of the steward heretofore allowed, sulject to 
the approval of the commanding officer of such vessel. 
Such clerk shall have the privileges allowed to the clerk of 
the commanding officer, and his compensation shall be the 
same as that allowed now by law to midshipmen. x 

This is a very small matter. Itis an additional 
expense of $40. per year to procure a_purser’s 
clerk instead of a purser’s steward.. By doing 
so, and allowing him to live in the steerage with 


‘the midshipmen, we can obtain a man of educa- 


tion and talents to go, instead of a steward, who 
is taken from the crew. It is recommended by 
the Secretary of the Navy, and the purser’s 
bureau. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MALLORY. I have one more amend- 
ment, to come in after the appropriation for the 
San Francisco navy-yard: 

For constructing powder magazine at San Francisco, 
$119,302 11. 

This is in accordance with an estimate of the 
Navy Department. At San Francisco there is 
now no deposit of powder for the Navy. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. ‘The Committee on Fi- 
nance have instructed me to offer an amendment, 
in pursuance of estimates heretofore made, to 
come in after the appropriation for contingencies 
of the Navy: 

And provided further, That the compensation to the 
clerk of the commandant at Philadelphia shalt be the same 
as those at Boston and Norfolk, which shal} be paid for the 
last and present fiscal year as estimated and appropriated. 

I have here the letter of the Department recom- 
mending this proposition. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment as an additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That in lieu of the compensa- 
tion now paid to the Navy agent at San Francisco, Califor- 
nia, that officer shal] hereafter receive the yearly compen- 
sation of $6,000; and that the compensation of the naval 
officer at that port shall hereafter be $6,000, in licu ofthe 
compensation now paid to this officer. 

I desire to state that this will not inerease the 
expenses of the Government. My object is to 
equalize the compensation of these officers. Some- 
how, I know not in what way, the salary of the 
naval officer is fixed by law at $8,000. In my 
judgment that is too much. The salary of the 
navy agent is fixed by law at $4,000. So that 
this proposition is to take from the one and give 
to the other, and make each of them $6,000. 

Mr. MALLORY. There is no sort of simi- 
larity between the duty performed by the two. 
The duties of a naval officer of the customs call 
on him to be at his office every day from nine to 
four. I suppose the navy agent has very little 
to do in comparison, and I presume that was the 
cause of the discrepancy in the salaries. 

Mr. WELLER. The navy agent is constantly 
employed. He is a purser at the navy-yard at 
San Francisco, on Mare Island. 

Mr. MALLORY. If he is a purser. 

Mr. WELLER. He is not a purser in the 
Navy; but he performs the duty. I have here a 
letter of the Secretary of the Navy, in which he 
says: 

“I find that the pay of the navy agent is much lower than 
that given to other public officers at San Francisco, whose 
duties are neither more arduous nor responsible. The 
naval officer of the customs is allowed $8,000. The navy 
agent, however, who discharges the duties of both navy 
agentand purser, through whose hands all the public money 
touching naval matters passes, is allowed a salary of only 
$4,000. Under these circumstances, my opinion is, a salary 
of $6,000 would be a reasonable compensation to the navy 
agent at San Francisco.’? 

This has no reference to the naval officers but, 
believing myself $6,000 enough for the naval offi- 


| cer, I have moved to reduce that, so as to make 


it, as I conceive, uniform, and a fair rate of com- 
pensation. 

Mr. PEARCE. The naval officer to whom the 
Senator from California alludes isan officer of the 
customs. I do not see why we should, in this 
bill, undertake to reduce the salary of officers of 
the customs; nor do I see what propriety there 
can be ina comparison between the salary of an 


j officer of the customs and a person employed in 


the Navy Department. 1 think we are in danger 
of confounding in this bill matters which ought 
to. be kept separate. ` 


vae 
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Mr. WELLER. iknow, as wellastheSénator 
from Maryland, that one of these officers belongs 
to the customs and the other to the Navy proper; 
but the object I had in view, in putting the pro- 
vision in this bill, was to. show upon its face that 
we did not: propose to increase the expenditure 
of the Government. The object was to equalize 
the salaries, and supersede the necessity of moving 
on a custom-house bill to reduce the salary of the 
naval officer to $6,000. I do not think any of 
these officers there, except the collector of-cus- 


toms, ought to have over $6,000; and there are’ 


some. who receive more than that. 
Mr. SEWARD. If I have any correct idea on 
. this subject, the Navy agents everywhere are paid 
less than the naval officers. 
at this port; I think it is true in the port of New 
York; and I think it ought to beso. If we adopt 
this precedent in this case, we shall, at the next 
session of Congress, be asked to increase the pay 
of Navy agents all over the United States, or 
else reduce the naval officer to the scale which the 


honorable Senator from California thinks proper 


to adopt here. 

Mr. MALLORY. The Navy agents at the 
navy-yards in the southern portion of the country 
—l know itis so in my own State—receive $2,000 
a year. I should suppose that double that at San 
Francisco, §4,000—which he gets now—would 
be sufficient. 

Mr. WELLER. What does the naval officer 
there get? 

Mr. MALLORY. There is no naval officer 
there. Naval officers are only at the large cus- 
tom-houses. As the Senator from New York 
observes, if you increase the salary of this agent 
to $6,000, and give others only $2,000, there will 
be a good reason for an increase of the others. 

Mr. PEARCE, I am under the impression 
that the salary of the naval officer is nota fixed 
compensation, but depends upon fees, and $8,000 
is the limit, the maximum beyond which he can- 
not go. His salary isa shifting one, and I do 
not see any propriety in fixing it at $6,000, and 
making it permanent, independent of fees. 

Mr. WELLER. I understand that theye are 
no fees in San Francisco, but this officer has a 
fixed salary. 

Mr. PEARCE. My impression is that the 
naval officers are paid by fees. Collectors are, 
and their salary is according to the service. 
the business of the office brings them up to $6,000, 
they get it. That is the maximum. So with 
naval officers. 

Mr. WELLER. In thedischarge of my duties, 
I have been compelled very frequently to move 
to increase the salarics and pay of officers, and 
this is the first instance, I believe, when I have 
moved to reduce one; and I have discovered that 
there is no disposition on the part of the Senate 
to reduce. They can do as they please. My 
object is to equalize. Lask for the yeas and nays 
on the amendment. 

Mr. TOOMBS. If the Senator wants to re- 
form, let him divide the amendment so as to have 
the amendment first taken on reducing the one, 
and then on raising the other. He wants to ad- 
just them to his satisfaction. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. WELLER. I hope I shall be allowed to 
have the yeas and nays. I want the record on 
the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HALE. lask fora division of the amend- 


ment, It is toputup one, and put down another. | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. En the opinion 


of the Chair the amendment is susceptible of | 


division. 

Mr. HUNTER. I was disposed to go for the 
proposition as long as it would cost the Govern- 
ment nothing, as the Senator from California, 
who is more conversant wiih the duties of these 
officers than we can be, was willing to equalize 
them; but if the proposition is to be divided, and 
we are to add to the one salary and leave the 
other as it is, I cannot vote for it. I think, if 
it is to be divided, he had better withdraw it. If 
the two be put together, I will vote for the prop- 
osition, as I am willing to distribute the money 
according to his opinion; but I will not increase. 
the one without diminishing the other. 

Mr. PRATT. There is a difficulty, which 
was suggested by my colleague, and which seems 
to me to be insuperable to attaining the object for 


I think that is true j 


If | 


which this amendment is offered. The naval 
officer receives fees. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
salary. ; 
_ Mr. PRATT. He receives fees, with a lim- 
itation that they shall not exceed a certain 
amount. s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question 
will be taken. on the first branch of the amend- 
ment, on which the yeas and nays are ordered, 
és ee the salary of the navy agent to 

5000. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 12, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Biggs, Bigler, Brodhead, 
Brown, Butler, Clay, Dodge, Iverson, Jones of Lowa, and 

oY — 1x, 


NAYS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Benjamin, 
Bright, Cass, Collamer, Crittenden, Durkee, Fessenden, 


I believe this one receives a 


' Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Hale, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, 


Pratt, Reid, Seward, Slidell, Stuart, Thomson of New Jer- 
sey, Toombs, Trumbull, Wisou, Wright, and Yulee—27. 


So the first part of the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the remaining branch ofthe amendment. 

Mr. YULEE. 
sent, it be withdrawn. 

Mr. WELLER. My object is to equalize the 
officers. The Senate have decided. not to do it, 
and I wish to withdraw the other portion of the 
amendment. 

Mr. SEWARD, The honorable Senator will 
not be able to withdraw the argument which 
he made, in which he admitted that the officers 
received too much. 

Mr. WELLER. The argument will stand on 
the record, but Lask that the amendment be taken 
away. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope we shall take the 
question. The Senator from California wishes 
to equalize them. One receives $4,000, and now 
let us bring down the other to an equality with 
him. 

Mr. WELLER. The Senate refused to equal- 
ize, without increasing expense. The argument 
may stand on the record; but I have no disposi- 
tion to strike at the salary of this officer, who is 
a very efficient officer, I believe. 

Mr. HALE, and others. Let us have the vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment is withdrawn. 

Mr. PEARCE. I move to strike out the clause: 


For Stevens’s war steamer, $86,717 84. 


This steamer was authorized to be built fourteen 
years ago. A contract was made in 1842, upon the 
assurance then made to the House of Represent- 
atives, of which I was at that time a member, of 
something very new and wonderful in the art of 
maritime war and harbor defense, discovered by 
Mr. Stevens. We authorized a contract for the 
construction of this steamer for harbor defense, 
and limited the expenditure to the average cost 
of the steamers Mississippi and Missouri, which 
was about five hundred and eighty-seven thousand 
dollars. Five hundred thousand dollars has been 
appropriated and paid; but the steamer has not 
been constructed to this day, and comparatively 
but little progress has been made in her construc- 
tion. No pians have ever been submitted to the 
Navy Department, Within the last few months, 
the chief naval constructor at the head of the 
bureau of construction has seen the vessel in her 
present condition. She is now in a dock which 
has been excavated for the purpose of building 
her in. I believe her rigs are up, and a part of 
the ceiling iron is in, and a part of her boilers and 
engines are in; but she is very far from approach- 
ing completion. 

This sum of $86,717 84 is the balance of the 
amount named in the contract made in 1842, not 
to be paid now, as I have understood from the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, but to be reserved until the 
completion of the vessel; yet I have ascertained 
that, to complete the vessel, it will be necessary 
that we shall make a further appropriation in ad- 
dition to the $500,000 already appropriated, and, 
as far as I know, expended, of $800,000, though 
we know not the plans. No plan has ever been 
deposited in the Navy Department. When com- 
pleted, we shall have a vessel, according to the 
statement which has been made, which I do not 
rely upon, however, four hundred and fifteen feet 
long, with a draft of at least twenty feet, which 
is altogether too much for harbor defense. Such 


NAL GLOBE. 


I suggest that, by general con- 


a vessel ought to be.used in shallow water aswell: 
as in deep waters. “She will’ be of. five thousand. 
eight hundred and forty tons, and of-a calculated 
horse-power of eight thousand six hundred 3 
twenty-four, with ten large: boilers and. nine en- 
gines, and it is proposed. that -her sides exposed 
to shot, shall be six and three quarter. inches ` 
thick. That is all we know. She cannot be con- 
structed for the sum to which her cost. was ori- 
ginally limited. I know the Secretary of the Navy. 
is altogether unwilling to recommend the appro- 
priation of the additional sum necessary to com- 
plete it, and, as I said before, no plan has ever 
Wen submitted to the Department and obtained 
his approval. Weare “ buyinga pig in a poke;” 
we are making an experiment upon harbor-ma- 
rine architecture, which so far has borne no fruits. 

I think we ought, before we go a step further, and 
appropriate another dollar for this vessel, to have 
a thorough report from the Navy Department of 
what it is to be whenwompleted, if, indeed, it is 
known by anybody what it is to be. j 

I understand we have paid heretofore, out of 
the appropriation of $500,000, the cost of all the 
materials and all the labor, charged at full rates, 
with an addition of one third of the cost of the 
material used. Why that one third beyond the 
additional cost of the material used should have 
been paid, l do not know. [ cannot conceive, 
unless it were as compensation to Mr. Stevens for 
his skill. He has an immense dock excavated, in 
which the vessel is building. Mr. Stevens, as the 
Secretary of the Navy informs me, has changed 
his plan in the course of these fourteen years, 
which seems very likely. : : 

Mr. SEWARD. Is the honorable Senator in- 
formed that Mr. Stevens is dead? ~ 

Mr. PEARCE. Iam aware of that. But the 
last. information we had was in March, before his 
death, $o not know that there are any fixed 
plans of ascertained value, which there is anybody 
ready to carry out. I think we had better sus- 
pend appropriations until we get further inform- 
ation. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to know whether the 
Senator from Maryland stated the ‘amount here- 
tofore appropriated for this iron steamer? 

Mr. PEARCE. Five hundred thousand dol- 
ars. - : 
Mr. WELLER. What is its condition now, 
and how long will it take to complete it, in all 
probability ? oes al 

Mr. PEARCE, Nobody knows. The Depart- 
ment has no information, and has not been able 
to get information. The chief constructor called 
for it, and all he received was a very short letter, 
from which I extracted the statements | made to 
the Senate of the length, breadth, draft of water, 
and horse power, A part of the appropriation 
was made fourteen years ago, and a part four 
years ago. 

Mr. WELLER. I think we have paid quite 
enough for this experiment which is likely to fail. 
If Mr. Stevens could accomplish the object he 
originally had in view, there is no doubt it would 
| have superseded the necessity of our fortifica- 
tions; it would have proved an invulnerable forti- 
fication in itself; but I never had any confidence 
in the result of this experiment. 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. [think there 
is some mistake in reference to this matter. I 
think some Senators do not understand. exactly 
the condition of the vessel. There is no doubt 
; at all that the vessel will cost a great deal more 
than the sum contracted for with the Government 
by Mr. Stevens, which was about $587,000. I 
believe $590,000 has been paid; butif this vessel 
docs not answer all the conditions of the contract, 
the Government is not obliged to take it, and Mr. 
Stevens will have to refund to the Government of 
| the United States every dollar advanced. 
| Mr. WELLER. What security is there for 
i that? 
| Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. I know that 
| the security given is equal to more than four 
| times the amount advanced; and I can say with 
| perfect safety on this floor, that the property left 
i by Mr. Stevens, who died a few months ago, is 
certainly over three millions of dollars, all of 
! which will be appropriated to the completion of 
| this steamer. That she will be a failure is a very 
great mistake. I lave no doubt atall that she 


i will be the greatest vessel on the face..of the 
i waters, and will be able to comply with-every 


ing’sum.of the contract made. between the Gov- 


ernment of the United States and Mr. Stevens, . 
shall be appropriated; but that money will not be: 
the Secretary of the Navy until he is: 


‘paid “by. the i 
satisfied. with the completion of the work, and 
the vessel. is turned ‘over to. the Government. of 
the United States, after having been subjected to 
‘séme severe trials to test whether she is shot and 


shell proof, and whether she will be able to resist, | 
as Lam very ‘confident she will~I was going to’ 


say all‘the navies in the world. 
"Mr. WELLER. I ought to have stated Mfat 
I had a conversation last summer with Mr. Ste- 
‘yens on this subject, and I put to him the question, 
in case we were involved in a war, (and I appre- 
hended there was some danger of it at the time,) 
how long would it take him to complete this 
vessel? and his answer was, eight months, with 
‘a sufficient sum of money. He said that if there 
was a pressing necessity, in eight months he 
could have his vessel fully equipped. 

Mr. SEWARD. I hope this appropriation 
will not be struck out, I believe it will be recol- 
lected by yourself, sir, and many other gentlemen 
who are here, chat, while it is true the Senate 
had very little information on the subject, when 
the last appropriation was made, it was made at 
the ‘instance of Commodore Stockton, who was 
then a member of the Senate, but is no longer 
among us, and whose great reputation and skill 
as‘a naval officer, and high experience in the 


constriction of naval engines, are known to the. 


whole. country, and I may say to the world. He 
was satisfied that this was to be a successful 
experiment; that it was necessarily conducted 
with great caution, and not without a very con- 
siderable lapse of time, and that the bip was in 
every respect to be built with so m care, so 
much labor, so much attention, that the prosecu- 
tion of the work must necessarily be very slow; 
but he vouched, and ventured his whole character 
for the voucher, that this would turn out to be 
‘what Mr. Stevens préjected. And what is it 
that Mr. Stevens projected? It is nothing more 
nor less than a single vessel made of such dimen- 
sions, of such strength, of such capacity, of such 
power, and of such efficiency, that it could resist 
the attack of any flect that could reach the bay 
of New York. No matter how many guns it 
would carry, no matter by what skill it might be 
navigated, this single vessel, driven in amongst 
‘the fleet, capable of going everywhere, and being 
itself impenetrable, and having all its officers and 
crew protected against the casualties of battle, 
would answer for the purposes of defense; if so, 
it will supersede all fortifications. 

Now, I do not know thai the experiment is a 
wise and judicious one; I should be utterly un- 
able,if the plan were submitted to me, to determ- 
ine on that point; but I do know that the best 
‘guarantees in the world of the success of this ex- 
periment—the guarantee first of the character and 
fame of Mr. Stevens as a great engineer, unsur- 
passed in this country by his achievements, and 
also the voucher of Commodore Stockton, on 
whose reputation I have already commented. 
We have the evidence that the work is in the 
course of prosecution as rapidly as is expedient 
and necessary. If it shall be successful, the cost 
is nothing—not merely moderate, but it is nothing 
~~it is economy. If it shall fail, the Government 
lose nothing by the experiment, because there is 
an estate of $3,000,000 pledged, as well as the 
reputation of the inventor, to the success of the 
experiment. What is at hazard now? Only 
$86,000, which has been already contracted for, 
and for which this inventor holds the faith of the 
Government, and his representatives are willing 
to take that as the contract specifies—I think, upon 
the condition only that he shall turn out this 
vessel to the Government, and that she shall prove 
to be what the Government demands and what 
he promised. I see no hazard in it, and I hope, 


‘therefore, Senators will say that the recommend- | 


ation is right, and should be passed. I suppose 


there may be somewhat less of information on li 


this subject than we should otherwise have, if it 
had not beén for the death of this inventor during 
this year, only two or three.months since. With 
a large estate, and. with many interests and 
‘many carés on their hands, it is possible his 
representatives Have not had time to bring the 


“génidition of the contract. made by Mr. Stevens: 
All that is asked now is, that $87,000, the remain-: 


{ 


August 12. 


‘subject before the Senate in tHe manner in which 
‘it would have been if the circumstances were dif-. 
ferent. a ; wo 

_Mr. PEARCE. I do not believe at all in this 
system of harbor defense by floating batteries. I 
think that, when we are to build ships at a cost 
of over a million ofdollars, we should-send them 
to séa—that is their element. Their march should 
be on the mountain wave; their home on the deep. 
For the defense of our harbors we want stone 
fortresses, which all experience, and especially 
recent experience, has proved to be the very 
best material with which to repel a hostile fleet. 
Let us construct them where necessary; let 
us not be buying pigs in pokes; let us not be 
making empirical attempts to defend harbors by 
things of which we know nothing, except that a 
great deal was promised fourteen years ago, and. 
nothing has been redeemed. It is enough for me 
to know that this appropriation, made fourteen 
years ago, has resulted in nothing but a huge 
iron hulk, which has not been completed, and, as 
I have stated upon official information, cannot be 
completed without an addition of $800,000 to the 
sum within which the expenditure was to be tim- 
ited by the terms of the original Jaw and the con- 
tract. Before we give any more money to it, 1 
desire that the Navy Department should have the 
opportunity of obtaining all the information which 
can be obtained in regard to it, that they may 
have a plan, that they may know what it is we 
are doing, that we shall not go on blindly for 
fourteen years more, after having gone on blindly 
for fourteen years heretofore. 

Mr. PRATT. Iam unwilling that we should 
now stop in this experiment, asit has been called. 
l dare say the Senator from New York has said 
everything that I desire to say, though I had not 
the good fortune to hear him. I recollect being 
present when this appropriation was passed some 
four years ago. I know that I voted for it. It 
was a provision introduced here by Commodore 
Stockton, who stated that he had seen the inven- 
tion of Mr. Stevens, and that he himself was con- 
vinced that by it he would succeed in building 
a vessel for harbor defense which would be im- 
penetrable to cannon balls of the largest kind. I 
understand further that some months since an 
experiment was made with a completed section of 
this vessel. This gendeman informs me that he 
was present when cannon of the largest caliber 
were fired at twenty yards’ distance, at a section 
of the vessel, and that they had no effect at all 
upon the section of the vessel upon which they 
| were fired. The balls were flattened, and fell to 
the ground. Of course a vessel of this construc- 
tion must be entirely cannon-proof. 

But, sir, the difliculty is this: we have already 
entered on this experiment; we agreed to appro- 
priate $586,000, and Mr. Stevens agreed to build 


; such a vessel to answer the purposes which were 


stipulated, with the condition that this moncy 
should be refunded unless the experiment proved 
successful. We have made the experiment to the 
extent of $500,000. Now, the proposition which 
ismade by my honorable colleague is, that we shall 
abandon the contract we have made. Then all 
the $500,000 which we have expended towards 
this contract we are to lose. 
to forfeit the bond of Stevens which he has given 
to us, and which my friend from New Jersey 
says is entirely adequate; because, now, if you 


| refuse to make the appropriation, it is a forfeiture 


of. the bond, and you will never get back the 
$500,000 you have already expended, and which 
ae gas stipulated to pay you if the experiment 
ails. 

It seems to me we ought not to stop here. If 
the vessel wiH answer the purpose which it was 
stated it would answer, I think the money never 
could be better expended for any purpose by this 
Government, There are many around me—my 
venerable friend from Michigan, [Mr. Cass]— 
who says this is another of our experiments. 
Yes, sir, it is, and it is an experiment which has 
never been made before by this or any other Gov- 
ernment. Ihave never known an inventor come 
to the Government and say: “Agree to make an 
appropriation; let me make the ship, andif I do 
not succeed, here is security that you will have 
the money back.” I have known cases where 
bond and security have been given before, of 
course, but I have never known that the money 


could be got back, because there has been never 


We are of course | 


z3 


“before a proposition that it should be returned in 


the event of a failure. Here, however, if the ex- 
periment fails, and we perform the contract on 
our part, we have the capacity to get it back if 
we choose. . : . : 
But again, my honorable colleague supposes 


the true plan would be, to have the ÑN: avy Depart- 


‘ment and official officers of the Government.'to 
examine it, and report as to whether this experi- | 
‘ment is likely to succeed. I submit to my friend 
and colleague, that that. would be impossible, 
because it Is an invention on the part of Mr. Ste- 
vens which he is not to promulge to the world. 
Its utility to us as a Government would be lost 
if it were made. known, because other Govern- 
ments, as soon as it was known, would adopt it 
for their defense as well as we for ours. Itisan 
invention upon his part—a thing which he is not 
to promulge to anybody. He is to make it for 
this Government. If it be successful, it will be 
immensely valuable to the Government. If not, 
the Government will lose nothing; but the mode 
of construction isa secret. It is not-what he ever 
agreed with the Government that he would let us 
know. He did not stipulate to tell us and all the 
world the guo modo in which the object was to be 
accomplished. It is being built within a place 
entirely inaccessible to anybody except his own 
agents. Itseemsto me, that we can never acquire 
the information in the mode which my colleague 
suggests; and the striking out now of this provis- 
ion Is a determination upon the part of our Gov- 
ernment, that we will obtain an experiment in” 
which we have already expended $500,000. 
Mr. MALLORY. Tf shall vote against the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland, andI 
wish to give a reason for so doing. Ever since 
steam was applied asa motor to move vessels, 
the proposition to build a vessel for the defense 
of harbors having a direct entrance from the sea, 
has been discussed by every leading officer of 
our Navy, and I believe by some of the principal 
officers of the French and English navies. The 
proposition was to defend a harbor accessible by 
a direct passage from the sea against vessels pro- 
pelled by steam. The man who above all others 
was presented to the American'public as the most 
likely to bring such an experiment to a successful 
issue was Mr. Stevens. The man to whom we 
would look to bring such a movement forward 
was Commodore Stockton. Both these conditions 
here combined, Commodore Stockton examined 
the plan of Mr. Stevens, and became convinced of 
the feasibility and practicability of defending New 
York harbor, by a movable steam battery, against 
any vessels entering that harbor. We have pro- 
gressed two. thirds towards the completion of this 
work; and are we to stop nowand have the shell of 
the work on our hands in this experiment? I 
conceve it as an experiment; but I think we can 
better appropriate the balance of the money to 
the approval of an experiment morc untenable, 
and a humbug, than leave the idea of defending 


-harbors in this way to be continually presented 


to the public. Itis now conceded that, entering 
New York with steamers propelled at the rate of 
twelve knots an hour, the fortifications there 
cannot defend the harbor. 

Mr. PEARCE. It is not conceded. That may 
be a mistake. 

Mr. MALLORY. It may not be conceded by 
the Senator from Maryland; but it is conceded b 
some of the leading engineers of the country. It 
has been ably discussed, and I think demonstrated 
that the harbor of New York is not defensible by 
any fortification there now. : 

Mr, PEARCE. Then you want other fortifi- 
cations. 

Mr. MALLORY. The fortifications there now 
are useless against fast steamers in consequence 
of the direct entrance from the sea, and hence a 
movable steam battery is requisite to complete 
the fortifications. I saw a letter from Mr. Ste- 
vens a short time before his death. His plans 
had somewhat enlarged by experience in the con- 
struction of the vessel. _He was governed some- 
what by the greater caliber of guns and greater 
weight of shot now used in naval armaments. 
When he first commenced the construction of his 
battery, scarcely any guns over forty-eight pound- 
ers were used in any ship of war. He contem- 
plated putting nine inches solid thickness in. his 
vessel; but he had to increase the size of theship, 
the length, and the motive power. His plans 
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underwent alteration; and with that alteration his 
conviction of success. became stronger, and the 
prarticabiity of his plan undoubted. In fact, 

ew York harbor will be impregnable with it, 
and is indefensible without it. At the time of 
Mr. Stevens’s death no doubt remained on his 
mind, as is shown by letters in my possession, 
that he could give invulnerability to a movable 
steam battery in the water, employing steam, 
moving at ten knots an hour, not only in the har- 
bor between the land, but progressing short dis- 
tances to sea, and in fact rendering New York 
perfectly defensible against all means of entrance. 

I think my honorable friend from Maryland 
will find, when he comes to look into the discus- 
sion of the defense of New York, this idea sug- 
gested; that one of the ships of Britain or France 
coming into any of our commercial ports, where 
merchantmen most do congregate, could easily 
take two of our merchantmen, and lash one to 
each side, filled with cotton, or other merchan- 
dise, making bulk-heads of them, and thus freel 
pass a fort perfectly invulnerable. They can tash 
shields to them, like the tow-boats on the Mis- 
sissippi, which have power, but not speed, and 
go as fast with these shields as without them, as 
the locomotive goes as fast with a fly on the 
wheel. In this way, ships entering New York 
harbor, with the winds, making ten miles an hour, 
could not be assailed from Fort Lafayette with 


more than one shot from each casemate; and if 


the honorable Senator will examine the records 
of the practice of all our fortifications where it is 
allowed to fire seventy-five shots a yearata fixed 
target, he will find that in the calmest and stillest 
day, with all the appliances for secure target 
firing, they scarcely ever, at five eighths of a mile, 
hit the target. 
- Mr. PEARCE. I have, within the last two 
er three months, seen a target struck at three 
souris of a mile, within eighteen inches of the 
center, here, at the navy-yard, in Washington. 
Mr. MALLORY. This is the exception to 
the rule. ‘The rule is as I have stated, as the 
register of the firing will show; and I examined 
the one at Fort Hamilton myself. You will find 
she entries on the register: ‘a little abeves” “a 
litle below; “a little to the right;’’ ‘a little to 
the left,” etc. 
ideas, in reply to my friend from Maryland, to 
show why I shall vote against this motion to 


strike out the appropriation. 1 do not undertake | 


to say that I am entirely satisfied Mr. Stevens 
will succeed. I know he was satisfied of it; I 
know he was convinced of it; and he devoted a 
lifetime to such investigation. If we should suc- 
ceed, the appropriations we have given to this 
object will be nothing in comparison with the 
great results we shall effect. Other nations have 
not tried it, Great Britain and France have never 
attempted experiments of this kind. They are 
iooking to us with a great deal of interest; and I 


confess, after progressing as far as we have pro- | 


gressed, the remnant of the money would be 
wisely expended even in proving the matter un- 
tenable, and forever abandoning the experiment. 

Mr. WELLER. I felt disposed at first to 
vote for striking out, but I discover that the Sen- 
ator from Maryland is attempting to eviscerate 
a bill reported by my friend from Virginia. 
feel under obligations to stand by the Senator 
from Virginia in maintaining the bill as he re- 
ported it. 


Now I may be allowed to make another remark. | 


I believe Mr. Stevens has been subjected to a 
series of delays at the Navy Department. Since 
he hag been building this ship, the Navy Depart- 
ment has passed through the hands of eight dif- 
ferent-persons, and every new Sceretary of the 
Navy that came into power had some new ideas 
in regard to the construction of the steamship. 
He was compelled to change his original contract 
under the demands or direction of the Secretary 
of the Navy three or four times. 


ried additional force and power for their shelis 
and balls, they required him to change the con- 
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L have merely thrown ovt these | 


[| 


Whenever a | 
new discovery was made in projectiles that car- | 
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the improvements which had been made in these 
projectiles up to that time. I believe when he 
was here this summer, there had been a great 
many improvements made in the prosecution of 
the war between Great Britain and Russia, and 
he was required to change his contract again, and 
make the vessel bomb and shell proof against all 
the inventions up to the present time. Now, I 
feel disposed to stand by my friend from Virginia, 
who, Lam sure, would not recommend anything 
to the Senate that the public interest did not de- 
mand. 

Mr. HUNTER. I will say in regard to this 
item, that our attention was called to it in the 
Finance Committee, and our leaving it in was to 
depend on certain information which the Senator 
from Maryland was to get from the Department. 
The information was received after the bill was 
reported, and convinced me, as well as himself, 
that for the present the item ought to go out. I 
confess, however, that this is one of the few 
things of this sort for which Lever voted. I voted 
in the House of Representatives for it originally. 


I recollect distinctly that Mr. Calhoun told me ! 


he knew this man well, that he was the only in- 
ventor he ever saw in whose genius he would be 
willing to vote so much money with confidence. 
I recollect the last time I saw Mr. Stevens I told 
him I was afraid the result of his experiment 
would not be such as to induce us to repeat it. 
He said I need not fear for the result, for he was 
sure he should succeed; that he had completed a 
certain portion of the side of his ship and had 
exposed it to the most severe fire that could be 
directed to it, and that the balls had crumbled and 
shattered which were fired upon it. Under all 
these circumstances I have never made opposition 
toituntil now, nor am I disposed now to ie more 
than strike this clause out until we can ascer- 
tain in what mode the vessel is to be concluded, 
as Mr. Stevens is dead, and whether we are 
likely to be remunerated for the great additional 
expenditure which we are told must be incurred. 
I had no idea, until my friend from Maryland re- 
ceived this information, that it would require 
$800,000 more. 1f it does, I think we ought to 
suspend it until we ascertain the particulars. 
This is a mere residue, I understand, of the ori- 
ginal appropriation reserved in the hands of the 
Department, by way of security, to be paid when 
the contract should be performed, according to 
the terms of the original agreement. I am not 
disposed to embark the Government in a further 
expenditure until the competent officers are satis- 
fied that we are likely to be compensated for it; 
for T have no idea that this Government, if they 
had expended a milion or a million and a half 
dollars, would exact it from the heirs of Mr. 
Stevens. 

Mr. BELL, of ‘Tennessee. I want to know 
from the honorable Senator from Virginia how 
this appropriation came in the bill? 

Mr. HUNTER. It came from the House. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. On what authority ? 

Mr. HUNTER. According to estimate, 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Of what Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. HUNTER. The Navy Department. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I should like to 
know on*what source the information is based. 

Mr. PEARCE. These estimates were sent to 
Congress at the beginning of the session in De- 
cember last. In March, the Secretary, having his 
attention called to it, sent the chief constructor, 
Mr. Lenthall, to New York to see what was the 
condition of the ship, and to get some knowledge 
of the plan. The only knowledge of the plan he 
could get was what I have stated—a paper a few 
inches long, giving the depth, breadth, and other 
items I mentioned. As for the plan of the boat, 
the Navy Department has never been in posses- 
sion of it; and the plan has never been changed 
by the Navy Department except in consequence 
of the Secretary making this remark, as I under- 
stand from him, to Mr. Stevens, that he should 
expect it not only shell-proof and shot-proof 


tract, so as'to-make the ship impenetrable to all 


against guns made at the time of the contract, 
and he has varied his plan——— Ore 
Mr. WELLER. Task the Senator if thatis 


| Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 


Mr. PEARCE. Thatis my motion. 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. And no responsi- 
| bility on the part of the committee? a 

Mr. PEARCE. No; I takeitall. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Then I shouldlike 

to know whether these $800,000 must be ad- 
vanced by the Government before the work pro- 
ceeds, and why not ask for the appropriation at 
| once? , 
Mr. PEARCE. That is more than I can tell. 
| I only know the Department say it will: take 
| $800,000, and the Secretery told Mr. Stevens, 
| that if he wanted that money. he should not ex- 
| pectit from him, but should go to Congress: .. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I understand that 
Mr. Stevens undertook to comply with his con- 
i tract originally made with the Government for a 
certain stipulated sum of money appropriated by 
| the Government, and if he went beyond that he 
| was to apply his own funds, and if any additions 
| were made to the work, or any alterations of the 
contract by the Government, the Government 
| was to be responsible. Then the question resolves 
itself into this: whether or not the Government, 
having appropriated already, as 1 understand ° 
from my friend from Maryland, $500,000, we 
shall now appropriate this additional $86,000. to 
| see whether there is anything inthe invention of 
| Mr. Stevens? : f 

Mr. PEARCE. Itis to result in $800,000. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee.. Ifthe Government 
chooses to appropriate that for the use of this 
floating battery when it is completed they can 
take it, and if not, not. That is what I under- 
stand. The question is raised now, whether, on 
this application foran appropriation of. $86,000, 
you will fling away the $500,000 already appro- 
priated, and say you want no more of these ex- 
periments, although the estate of Mr. Stevens is 
| responsible and Jiable for the continuation of this 
| work. If it should meet the expectations of the 
| Government, the money will have been well 
i spent. Now, why should we stop short? We 
have the opinion of my friend from Maryland; 
| but he will hardly undertake to set up his theory 
| of harbor defenses as altogether correct, and ac- 
cording to the opinions of the most scientifiemen 
of the age. I donot know, however: how that 
is, because I have had no consultations on this 
subject. I am in favor of fortresses upon the 
shore, and I do not see why they should not be 
made efficient. I concur with the honorable Sen- 
ator from Maryland in the main as to them; but 
after we have expended so much money, and 
made a contract with Mr. Stevens, who is admit- 
ted to have been a most extraordinary man in 
connection with this subject, L think §86,000 
ought not to stop us at this stage of the experi- 
ment. We ought at least to appropriate this 
amount. If we never derive any benefit from it, 
it is gone of course; and unless there is no pros- 
pect, according to the opinions of scientific men, 
that this is a great and useful invention, and may 
be made practical in the defense of New York or 
any other harbor, I think we ought not to hesi- 
tate in making this last approprianon 

Mr. MASON. Ilearnfrom my colleague, who 
has charge of the finances, that the honorable 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Pearce] was depu- 
ted to get information on this subject, and there- 
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fore L apply to the Senator from Maryland to 
iform me on one point. Asfaras I have under- 
stood thesubject from the debate, the Government 
entered into a contract with Mr. Stevens to build 
this steamship for a stipulated sum, $586,000, of 
which stipulated stm there remains to be paid the 
amount le proposes to strike from this bill, not 
tobe paid immediately, but to be paid when the 
sbip.is submitted to the Government, and ready | 
for service. “1 understand that a further stipula- 
tion of the contract-is that, if the ship should not 
be found to comply with the terms of the contract, 
thatis to say, to be available as asteam-battery, 
the contractor is to refund the money. I under- 
stand these to be the terms of the contract. 

Mr. PEARCE. I understand that to be sos I 
have not seen the contract, but presume it to be so. 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. I can say | 
of my own knowledge, that is the contract. 

Mr. MASON, And the money is to be re- || 
funded if the ship does not comply with the terms 
of the engagement. 

“Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MASON. I learn from the honorable 
Senator from Maryland, that the Government has 
already paid to the contractor $500,000 upon the 
terms of the contract, and what is now proposed 
to be paid is the residue of the stipulated sum 
under the contract. Now, Mr. President, from 
my experience in the affairs of this world, it is 
very seldom indeed that anything is received from 
securities; but if we refuse on our part to comply 
with this contract, it is certain nothing will be 
recovered. The slightest excusc—the very least 
impediment the Government throws in the way, 
will discharge the contractor from all obligations. 
Whether this ship will turn out to be what the 


contract proposed or not, E do not know; but it |! 


ig very certain that, if we refuse to appropriate 
the money which the contract calls for, we shall 
never be reimbursed if the experiment turns out 
to be a failure. [am informed that the $86,000 
which the Senator proposes to strike out is part 
of the original sum stipulated inthe contract, and 
that, although we appropriate it now, it is not to 
be paid until the results are ascertained. Then, 
{ submit to the Senate, as a question of economy, 
without knowing anything about the probable 
results of the engagement, whetherit would not be 
better to appropriate the money, which is a part 
of the original contract price, which is not to be 
paid until the resull is ascertained, than to refuse 
it, and give to the representatives ofthe contractor, 
who l understand is dead, a plea which will hold | 


| 
i 


| appropriated again $19,400. 
| priated $20,800, and last year $20,880, and this 


pecuniary views, but as a matter of high reputa- 
tion. think he had genius, and practical capa- 


! city, and knowledge to carry out the experiment: 


! on which he entered, and I am, for my own part, 
| disposed to sustain that experiment to the utmost 
| limits to which faith can go. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have listened to this debate; 
‘and the whole range of -it, I think, has eluci- 
į dated very clearly the idea of my veteran friend 
; from Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] who was somewhat 
| familiar with shipping during the war of 1812. 
I concur in his legal views entirely, and shall vote 
| with him. 

Mr. PEARCE. T shail not trouble the Senate 
further. Iam certain there is no member of the 
Senate present who will live long enough to see 
the end of this experiment, so that none of ua 
will be able to establish our prophetic characters. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MALLORY. I move to strike out the 


į following: 


For preparing the American Nautical Almanac, $25,- 
732 64. 

If I can have the ear of the Senate for a mo- 
ment I will give a reason for thisamendment. If 
it is in order I will substitute the following: 


That the Secretary of the Navy cause the Nautical Al- 
manae to be prepared at the Washington Observatory. 


Twill say to the Senate, who have not watched 
the Nautical Almanac perhaps as I have done, in 
connection with other naval matters, that the 
appropriations for it commenced in 1850. In 1849, 
on an appropriation bill, we made a provision that 
an officer should be detailed to report on the Nau- 
| tical Almanac. In 1850 we appropriated $12,850, 
jand that prepared it. In 1852 we appropriated 
$12,850, and that prepared it. In 1852 we appro- 
priated $19,400, and that prepared it. In 1853 we 


year we are called upon to appropriate $25,732. 
Jt has gone on, therefore, from an appropriation 
of $12,850 to double that, over $25,000. I know 
no reason why the Nautical Almanac cannot be 
repared at the Observatory. We are paying 
arge, extravagant sums for instruments, and have 
detailed there an entire corps of mathematicians. 
We have twelve professors of mathematics in 
the Navy, six at the Observatory, and six at the 
Academy, besides a host of scientific officers 
doing duty there. I see no reason why the Sec- 
fae of the Navy should not order it to be done 
| there, 


before a jury to refuse to reimburse the Govern- 
ment, if the experiment should fail? 


Mr. BAYARD. As l understand it, this re- |! 


commendation comes from the Navy Depart- 
ment, and has been adopted by the committee of 
the House. If there was reason on the part of 
the Government for abandoning the contract and 
refusing to make the appropriation, 1 presume 
the Secretary of the Navy would have informed 
the House, That would be in the fine of his 
duty. Why should he not have done so? If 
there was any reason for us to pause in the pay- į 
meut of the money, would not the Secretary of 
the Navy have so reported to Congress? For 
one, 1 can say E entertain precisely the same 
opinion of the late Robert L. Stevens as Mr. 
Calhoun did. E think he has had few, ifany, 
equals in this country in his occupation. He 
was a man not only of genius, but of practic 
character; and for my own part, { belicve that, if 
the thing can be accomplished, there is no man 
who has ever lived in this country more ce 
tain to accomplish it—no man who was a man of 
genius with less of mere theory in his character 
and- his intellect. His character gives me con- 
fidence that what he undertook will be accom- 
plished. 

When you look to the result, if it can be ac- 
complished,.is it not worth more than the hazard 
of breaking the contract by refusing to appro- 
priate $96,000? If you can secure a means of 
defense like this (without entering into tbe ques- 
lion. of the power of fi bat es to resist a 
vessel) w tive in future in your 
country ‘to the greatest city of the Union, and ij 

d to other cities—for, if you once establish it, 


exposed to attack—-I think. the experiment is of | 
great importance. “] think the gentleman who 


engaged-in the experiment engaged in it with no 


Mr. PEARCE. Before making this transfer 
‘of the Nautical Almanac to the Observatory, 
i gentlemen should show that they have some one 
i there who is competent to conduct it. I have 
: witnessed for some time a tendency in this Ob- 
| servatory to extend its arms, like some huge 
i Briarens, all around, and to grasp at everything. 
If it docs arrogate to itself all the merit and all 
the science of the country, it seems to me that it 
is not entitled to such credit; indeed, it may be 


that scientific reputation which some gentlemen 
seem to be seeking to secure for it. Atall events, 
nothing has been done by its head, or any of its 
arms, entitling it to supersede an establishment 
over which is already a gentleman practically 
conversant with, and competent to, this work, 
which, I venture to say, Mr. Maury, at this 
time, is not; although I admit his cleverness in 
many respects. 1 sec no reason for transferring 
it from a competent man who is discharging his 
duty, not only with accuracy and fidelity to us, 
but in such a manner as to earn the applause of 
scientific men everywhere, in order to give it to 
another establishment which we may, in this very 
manner, be teaching to claim all the merit and all 
the science of the country. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Will my friend 


Mr. PEARCE. No, sir; I fear I shall get into 
a still further difficulty. I hope the gentleman will 
spare me. I really forgot the interest he had taken 
in the Observatory. ‘ft should have said nothing 


' eitie ue 7 H about the Observatory at all, but for this proposi- | 
it will be applicable to all the cities of the Union |! tion, which looks very much like an attempt to! 


grasp everything. Not content to leave the im- 


portant duty of the Nautical Almanac where itis ;j 
well performed, and would not cost a cent more, | 


In 1854 we appro- | 


doubted whether, with its force of professors, | 

lieutenants, and extra officers of every sort and | 
Nits ee z | 

description, it is really conferring on the country 


i 


know not how much printing it has ever 

year of wind charts and sailing directions; thoug’ 

not much, I believe, of astronomical observations. 
It has, as the Senator from Florida says, hosts 
of professors and attachés of every sort and 
description engaged on wind and current charts. 
I should be glad if any gentleman could explain 
one of these to me, and show its practical appli- 
cation, notwithstanding all the talk about it. It 
really seems to me, sir, this institution is becom- 
ing overgrown. Whatever its merits may be, it 
is unfortunate that there has been so much 
claimed for it. Nothing is more hazardous than 
afalse reputation; and I think it will be for the 
true interest of the Observatory, and those con- 


Í nected with it, instead of heaping upon it, as 


proposed, business that can be better done else- 
“where, to leave it as much opportunity as possi- 
ble to perform its legitimate duties, which seem 
now to be somewhat overlooked. : 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I object to any- 
thing which occurs in the casual explanation of 
the views to which Senators may give utterance, 
that may do injustice to gentlemen connected 
either with the Almanac at Cambridge, or with 
the Observatory at Washington. J think we 
are in danger of having some injustice done to the 
well-merited reputation of both the distinguished 
mathematician of the Navy, who has charge of the 
Almanac at Cambridge, and Mr. Maury, who is 
at the head of the Observatory. It is very easy 
to perceive the gentlemen differ widely in their 
sentiments. I suggest now to my honorable 
friend from Florida, whether, with regard to the 
subject of the Almanac, we had hetter not defer 
it to another session. I believe that is not recom- 
mended by the committee; and Thope he will not 
persist in his proposition now suddenly, without 
any investigation, without the committee coming 
to any conclusion on the subject, to change the 
course of procedure in relation to the Nautical 
Almanac, and place it in the hands of the Observ- 
atory, when one distinguished Senator (compe- 
tent to be a judge, I admit,) says there is no 
ability and capacity there—— 

Mr. WELLER. He did not say that. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. He said there was 
no competency in the Observatory. 

Mr. PEARCE. I do not say there is no ability 
there; but I say the requisite ability is not to be 
found in the head of that establishment, though 
| he is a very clever man. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Now, I hope the 
Senator from Florida will really withdraw his 


| motion. 


Mr. MALLORY. This is a very harmless 
amendment. I moved to strike out these three 
lines, and I had no idea it contained the germ of 
which we have seen the growth here. ‘There is 
no ground for dispute between my honorable 
friend from Maryland and myself, for in much 
that he has said Í entirely concur; and heis mis- 
taken ifhe supposes I would attempt here to in- 


| stitute a comparison between the relative capacity 


of the officers of the Naval Observatory and those 
having charge of the Nautical Almanac. I pass 
no judgment on the abilities of Mr. Maury and 
Mr. Davis. They are both men of eminent sei~ 
ence, and I hope they are both competent to pre- 
pare a Nautical Almanac; and I believe there are 
several other gentlemen in the Navy competent 
to perform this or any other duty, and that Mr. 


| Maury or Mr. Davis does not engross the science 


of the Navy. I have watched the Nautical Al- 
manac. I have seen it grow up from $12,000 to 


| $25,000 a year, and I do not care whether the 
| country assigns it to Boston or Washington, It 


will be done at either place; but I look at the 
expense. I will not discuss it, but I will not 
withdraw it, but I shall ask for the yeas and nays 
or a division upon it. 

Mr. WILSON. Ishould like to ask the Sena- 
tor from Florida one question. If hig amend- 
ment prevails, will it reduce the expense of pre- 

aring the almanac? 


Mr. MALLORY. I presume, if the ameng- 
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ment prevails, the officer at the head of it will 
continue. 1 should hope he would not be re- 
moved from the charge. I presume Mr. Davis 
would be continued; but instead of using a private 
observatory, and private computers, and private 
observers, who are getting extra compensation 
from us, we should employ professors of mathe- 
matics in the Navy, and our naval officers, di- 
rectly from their studies at Annapolis Academy, 
fresh from astronomical observations, who would 
perform the duty at a decreased expense. This 
would seem to be natural, because it would be 
employing officers already receiving salaries from 
the Government. j 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator from Florida 
says he has watched the Nautical Almanac, and 
seen the increased expenditure. I should like to 
know whether he has made any inquiry to learn 
the cause which led to the increased expense? 
We ought to have some further information than 
the mere fact of increased ag Sees for that may 
be capable of explanation. oes he know how 
it has originated—whether extravagance or other 
cause led to the increascd appropriations? 

Mr. MALLORY. I have not and did not 
deem it necessary. I made no charge of extrav- 
agance. I presume the expenditure of $25,000 is 
legitimate and proper, and I presume if it was 
$00,000 the gentleman in charge would satisfy 
the Senate and the Department that the expenses 
were legitimate and proper. The more the sum 
is increased, the more the reason is for taking it 
from private computers, and putting it in the 
hands of those already paid out of the national 
Treasury for doing similar work.. We have a 
corps for that purpose, and numerous persons to 
doit. Ifit cannot be done at all in the Navy, 
that isanother thing. I am confident it can, and 
do not say so without having made some inquiry 
on the subject; and I believe if the Senate will 
adopt the amendment assigning the duty here, 
and keeping the same officer in charge, the ex- 

enses will be decreased. Thatis the sole object. 

Mr. BAYARD. It seems to me that, when 
esiimates come here from the Department, you 
must suppose the Secretary competent for the 
performance of his duties; and if there was any 
change necessary in the system under which the 
Nautical Almanac is prepared, he would give us 
some information; but it seems to me that, without 
some more light than we now have, the change 
ought not to be made. I am opposed to the 
amendment, and I see no reason for it. 

Mr. HALE. This Nautical Almanac is an old 
acquaintance of mine, and I confess I am not at 
all pleased with the manner in which it grew up 
at Cambridge. ‘This work was assigned to Mr. 
Davis, several years ago. He was then a lieu- 
tenant in the Navy. The Secretary came in year 
after year, and asked for an additional appropria- 
tion of the sum of $3,000 per year for this Nau- 
tical Almanac. The Senate voted it down, and 
refused to make the appropriation. This was 
done year after year, upon direct and decided 
votes; but by and by, when we came to look at 
the book of receipts and expenditures of the Gen- 
eral Government, it appeared that, notwithstand- 
ing these votes of Congress refusing this appropri- 
auon, it was paid, and not only paid for one year, 
but went back, and was paid to him for back years, 
though Congress had, by an express voie, re- 
fused to pay himatall. A call was made by the 
Senate to know on what authority this $3,000 had 
been paid to Mr. Davis; and the Secretary of the 
Navy sent in answer that it had been paid by 
virtue of the appropriations and the estimate for 
the year. It appeared that, in the estimates for 
the Navy Department, the Secretary had estima- 
ted $3,000 a year, and the gross amount was 
added up. Congress appropriated the gross 
amount which he asked, but refused to make the 
specific appropriation for this officer. Then the 
Secretary of the Navy submitted it to the Comp- 
troller to know whether, there being an estimate 
for $3,000, and Congress having given him the 
whole amount he asked for, that authorized the 

ayment of the money; and the Comptroller, I 
bee, who held his otlice for about nine months, 
said it would; and upon that authority, in the 
face of a direct vote of Congress, year after year 
$3,000 was paid to this officer. 

That is the beginning of this nautical almanac 
business. lt was said to be a very useful thing 
for commerce, and the captains of our merchant 


service; but I should like to know if there has 
been a single nautical almanac sold, or any-de- 
| mand for it, in the merchant service? 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator will look at 
the estimate, he will find a full explanation of the 
cause. It is there said, *‘ The work is gradually 
growing into use; the number sold is greater 
every yéar.”’ 

Mr. HALE. Itdoes not say how much greater. 
It may be one last year, and two this. 

Mr, WILSON. "Three hundred and more of 
the books were applied for which could not be 
supplied. í 

Mr. HALE. The number of the Nautical Al- 
manac is one thousand four hundred. It has 
come into existence in this way, as will appear 
by the published reports. That I will show; but 
the Senator from Maryland shakes his head. 

Mr. PEARCE. Ido not. 

Mr. HUNTER. I can read further from this 
estimate; or will the Senator go on? 

Mr. HALE. Ihavenotanychoice. I would 
rather hear the Senator than myself at any time. 

Mr. HUNTER. The report says: 


“J have also applied for the means of publishing new 
editions of the almanac as required. The work is gradually 
growing into use; the number sold is greater every year. 
i Itis impossible to foresee the demand, aud therefore it must 
be supplied as created. JT introduced this subject in my last 
report, and have had occasion to bring it to the notice of 
the Department more than once during the year. A second 
| edition for 1856 has been issued under your authority ; still 
it has been necessary to refuse repeated orders, one of 
which was for three hundred copies. i 

“T respectfully suggest, in the first place, that it is very 
desirable to keep our almanac constantly in the market, to 
prevent the necessity of resorting to the republication of 
the British ; and, in the second place, that any money ex- 
pended in this way is constantly returned into the Treasury, 
care being taken not to allow the new editions to overrun 
the demand.” 


Mr. HALE. Iam glad to hear it; but now 
the question is, whether there is any necessity for 
this being done at a private establishment, when 
we have an establishment of our own, where it 
| can be done at much less cost. Į never knew-the 
reason or occasion why, when we had this depot 
of charts and as fine a set of instruments as there | 
are in the world at our own Observatory, we need | 
| go to the expense of having a private establish- 
ment at Cambridge to do this work, which ought 
to be done here. I am glad to hear the remarks | 
of the Senator from Florida, for I am no great | 
friend of the Observatory. This is a naval en- 
gagement in which I should like to see both beat; 


beat first, which has grown up illegitimately, and 

then, if there is anything wrong in the National 

Observatory, correct it; but it seems to me there 

is an inconsistency in our course. When we 

have a royal observatory, and officers of the | 
Navy paid to do this work, we should go there 

for it, and not to a private establishment at Cam- 

bridge, and hire private individuals to do this ; 
duty which it is intimated our own scientific | 
corps cannot do. If the appropriation for making 

this almanac in Cambridge is to be continued on | 
the ground intimated by the Senator from Mary- | 
land, that our own scientific men are not compe- | 
tent to do it, let it be known; and if that be the | 
fact I think itwill be manifest that the late retiring 

naval board did not do their whole duty. If we 

have men in this scientific corps who are not com- } 
petent to do the duty assigned them, I hope this 

thing will be stopped. I am against all these pri- 

vate jobs. Iam against going to private places to 

have public business done, when we have proper 
public places where it ought to be done. Why not 

go down to Boston, in some private ship-yard, to | 
build a ship, instead of taking it to our own navy- 

yards?) Why not go to some other places than | 
the national armories for the manufacture of our 
guns and ordnance, instead of going to the public | 
places we have established for the manufacture 
| of such things? If we have got this Observatory | 
| here, and men todo the work, let them do it, unless | 
| they are incompetent, and if they are incompe- | 
tent, let us break up the whole thing. I hope the 

amendment wiil prevail. 

Mr. PEARCE. I am very much obliged to! 

i the Senator for this thrice-told tale. He. has | 
| given it to us at least , 
| Mr. SLIDELL. May I be permitted to state 
i 


{ 
{ 
f 
i 
i 
j 


that the chairman of the Committee on Naval | 
Affairs has been called home by the sudden indis- |; 


į Dut I should like to see the one at Cambridge | 


consulted with: the other imembers -of-the%com:- 

| mittee, and with their assent l-am prepared to 
withdraw the amendment. Ido nöt think the - 
Senate is sufficiently informed. on this Subjects! ; 

Mr. PEARCE. ‘I am satisfied. HERG 

The bill was reported tothe Senate asamendedy 
and the amendments -mađe as in Committee of: 
the Whole were concurred in.’ ceo ae 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. | I rise to‘male an 
explanation for the information of thë parties 
concerned, why I did not move an. amendment 
which I was authorized to do by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. I do not feel myself bound, 
unless the committee, under the present circum-. 
stances, require me to move it. It is tomake an 
appropriation for the purpose of buying the great 
circle-protractor, invented. by Professor. Chauve- 
net. I will not offer it now with the temper and. 
disposition I find manifested by the Senate, until: 
I see some different dispositions ‘prevailing’ on 
questions of that description. CEL ES a 

Mr. SLIDELL. It is very evident that no 
amendment of the sort can be added to this bill. 
It will be an idle consumption of time. + 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. That is my own 
| opinion. At this time the Senate is not prepared 
to act as I would wish. 

Mr. PRATT. I think it is only evident that 
improper amendments will not pass; but the one 
suggested by the Senator from ‘Tennessee will, L 
i think, meet with favor. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I should like to 
know if the honorable Senator from. Virginia 
has any information he relies upon that we are 
to have a billin which the Senate can be left at 
liberty to take some time in the consideration of, 
and to exercise a proper discretion, when we 
shall not be hedged around by the difficulties 
which now exist to offering an amendment to a 
general appropriation bill? I understood him to 
say there was to be a miscellaneous bill. >- 

Mr. HUNTER. There is a miscellaneous or 
civil appropriation bill coming up. I understood 
that the House was going to send up an addi- 
tional navy bill. Ido not know how true it is, 
and I cannot answer. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I have seen that 
it is useless to offer the amendment now; and I 
make this explanation to those who may take an 
interest in it. : s% 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time. The bill ` 
was read the third time, and passed. 


NEW FORTIFICATIONS. 


Mr. WELLER. I move that the Senate take 
up bill (S. No. 130) providing for the construc- 
tion of new fortifications. It was under discus- 
sion. four or five weeks ago, and has laid on our, 
table ever since. Iam anxious to have the bill 
disposed of. It is reported from the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STUART. There is a bill reported from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs very important 
to constituents of mine, which I know the Senate 
will pass without discussion, and which I hope 
the Senate will take up. 

Mr. WELLER. I was desirous of getting up 
this bill, so that it would come up to-morrow as 
the unfinished business. I have no idea that it 
will consume more than two or three hours. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope not, because I want 
to bring in the miscellaneous or civil bill then, 
and I hope we shall finish it. 

Mr. WELLER. I find the Senator from Vir- 
| ginia always in my way. I am now represent- 
‘ing the Committee on Military Affairs. I con- 
sider these additional fortifications necessary for 
the defense of the country, and I shall insist on 
| that bill being disposed of. I do not know thata 
bill becomes of less importance because it does 
i not come from the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded, asin Committee ofthe Whole, to consider 


lf the bill. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I ask leave to 
submit the following resolution, and have action 
on it now: 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Commerce inquire inio 
the expediency of making an appropriation for the-con-: 


| position of a member of his family, and he has 


| requested me te take charge of this bill? I have 


| 


struction ofa huilding at Nashville, Tennessee, fora custom. 
house, post office; and United States court-rooms. : 


That is in discharge of a duty [have hereto 
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fore. omitted to: pe 
ön now.. : a 

Mr. DOUGLAS, That proposition- has been 
reported. on favorably, together with one for aj 
building at Springfield, linois, fora United States 
court-room and post office. 
“Mri BELLI, of Tennessee. 
amendment, and add: 

- And abuilding for the same purposes-at Springfield, LHi- 
nois. . . 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and.agreed to. y 
“Mr, CLAY. L moye that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. L[-will:ask the Senate to | 
indulge me with a:short executive session. It 
will nottake more than a few minutes. 
Mae PRATT. The motion to adjourn has pre- 
eedence. : 

“Mr, CLAY... I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. PRATT. Imove that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Has not my motion the 
precedence ? . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
for adjournment has precedence. 

Mr WELLER. I desire to ask whether my | 
fortification bill will. come up to-morrow, attwelve 
o’clock, or one o'clock. Is there more than one 
hour now devoted to morning business ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There are two 
Kours-now, and it.will come up at one, o’clock. 
The question is on the adjournment. 

_ ‘The: motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


rform;.and-I-want itto be-acted | 


I-will accept the 


1 


The motion 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuuspay, August 12, 1856. 


The House met at eleven o’elock,a.m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Danie Warpno. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the an- | 
nual statement of the Secretary of the Interior of | 
the expenditure for contingoncies in his Depart- 
ment to the close of the year ending June 30, | 
1855; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to-be printed. 


GUSTAVUS B. HORNER. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I move that the | 
rules of the House be suspended for the purpose 
of discharging the Committee of the Whole House 
from the further consideration of TLouse bill (No. | 
343) for the relief of the logal representatives of | 
Gustavus D. Horner, deccased. 

The billwas read. It directs the proper account: | 
ing officers of the Treasury to settle the account 
of Gustavus B. Llorner, deceased, as a surgeon’s i 
mate of the general hospital of the Army of the | 
United States during the revolutionary war, and ; 
to allow his Jegal representatives compensation | 
equal to five years’ full pay of a captain of infan- | 
tryin the service of the United States on conti- 
nental establishment, without interest, (which i 
five years’ full pay is the commutation for his | 
half pay for life,) to be paid to the legal repre- ' 
sentatives of Gustavus B. Horner out of any | 
money het otherwise appropriated. 

From the report it appears that the petitioners | 
ave the legal representatives of Dr. Gustavus B. 
Horner, and represent that the said Gustavus B. 
Horner was a surgeon’s mate in the revolutionary 
army, and that he served till the end of the war, | 
and they claim commutation of five years’ full 
pay in lieu of half pay for life, as justly due to 
them for his service as surgeon’s mate; and they. 
rest their claim on the promise made by Congress | 
on the 2ist of October, 1780, the 17th of January, | 
1781, andtby the act of March, 1783. 

lt was-proved that Dr. Horner wasa surgeon’s | 
mate of the general hospital of the middle district | 
by:commission from the Continental Congress, | 
dated in 1778;.that he was in actual service for | 
about four years, and until the autumnof 1782, and | 
after the French forces had returned to the north | 
from the surrender of the enemy at Yorktown, | 
in Virginia. It is probable that he was notagain į 
engaged in active service during the few remain- | 
ing. months of the war which elapsed after that | 
period; butit appears, from the evidence filed with | 
the petition, that. he did not, after the aforemen- | 
tioneu ac l servies, resign his commission, but | 


only retired as a aupérnamerstv, ready for ser- li 


vice whenever he should be required; for, in-ad- 
dition to the other parol evidence, it appears that 
he held his commission till the end of the war; 
and the commission itself, left by him among his 
papers, is now produced by the petitioners. And 
as evidence of the view in which the Legislature 
of Maryland, of which State he was a citizen, 
and in whose line he served, regarded“his ser- 
vices, they also file a copy of a resolution of the 
General Assembly of that State, allowing to his 
widow a pension for her life equal to the half pay 
of a surgeon’s mate, in consideration of the rev- 
olationary services of her husband in the line of 
that State. i 
Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to ask a question. 
We passed a bill the other day, which I under- 
stand has become a law, providing pensions for 


| all the officers who served to the end of the Rev- 


olution, including surgeons’ mates. Now, I de- 
sire to know why itis that, after providing in a 
general law for this class of officers, it is now 
proposed to legislate specially in this particular 
case? i 

Mr. SMITH. I will say to the gentleman 
from Alabama, that if he had listened to the read- 
ing of the report he would have discovered that 
Dr. Horner served in the army regularly until the 
surrender of Yorktown, After that time he oc- 
cupied the position of supernumerary. The At- 
torney General has decided that he was entitled 
to full pay until the close of the war. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Is this debate in order?" 
If it is not, I object to its proceeding. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire merely to under- 
stand the bill. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Virginia one additional question, not to debate it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. It is not in order at this 
stage of the proceedings, and I object. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ï do not wish to debate; I 
merely wish to make an inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. Inquiries are in the nature 
of debate, and not in order except by unanimous 
consent, 

The question was put on suspending the rules; 
and there were—ayes 70, noes 41—no quorum. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. MILLSON 
and McCarry were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 97, noes 37, 

So the rules were suspended, two thirds having 
voted therefor. 

Mr. SMITH. I offer the following amend- 
ment, and call for the previous question: 

Strike out the words, “his legal representatives com- 


{| pensation equal to five years’ full pay of a captain of 


intimtry in the service of the United States on continental 
establishment, without interest, (which five years? full pay 
is the ecomunutation for his half pay for life.) to be paid to 
the legal represeutatives ot the said Gustavus B. Horner, 
out of any money not otherwise appropriated 57? and in lieu 
thereof insert the following : 

tn the settlement of said account, the half pay of a 
hospital pi tian, or surgeon on continental establishment, 


from the close of the revolutionary war “until his death, if | 


that occurred before the 3d day of March, 1826, but if he 
died after that time, then up to the 3d day of March, 1826, 
and deducting therefrom any commutation that may have 
been received by said surgeon’s mate, or his representatives, 
under the resolution of the 23d of March, 1783, and pay to 
the legal representatives of the said Gustavus B. Horner, 
deceased, out of any money not otherwise appropriated, 
the amount, without interest, that may be so ascertained to 
be due for his half pay for life. 


The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 


The amendment was agreed to; and the billas | 


amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 

Mr. SMITH. Ical for the previous question 
on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. HAVEN. I call for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MILLSON. I move to lay the whole sub- 
ject on the table. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
disagreed to. 

The question was taken on the passage of the 
bill, and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
90, nays 78; as follows: } 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Barclay, Bell, Benson, Billing- 
hurst, Bowie, Bradshaw, Burnett, John P. Campbell, Uar- 
lile, Caruthers, Caskie, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Claw- 
son, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cullen, Timothy Davis, Den- 


Elliott, Emrie, Evans, Florence, Thomas J. 
D. Fuller, Galloway, Gilbert, Goode, Harrison, Herbert, 
‘Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B, Horton, Hughston, Kelly, 
Kennett, Lindley, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Matteson, 
Killian Miller, Millward, Morrill, Mott, Nichols; Mordecai 
Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pelton, Pike, Porter, Ricaud; Ritchie, 
Rivers, Ruffin, Sabin, Sandidge, Sapp, Savage, Seward, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, Spin- 
ner, Stanton, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Tappan, Taylor, 
Todd, Trafton, Trippe, Vail, Valk, Wakeman, Walker, 
Warner, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellinu B. Wash 
burne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Watson, Welch, Wells, 
Whitey, Williams, Woodruff, and John V. Wright—90. 
NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Barbour, Henry Bennett, Hend- 

ley S, Bennett, Bliss, Branch, Buffinton, James H. Camp- 
belt, Lewis D. ‘Campbell, Chaffee, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cragin, Crawford, Cumback, 
Damrell, Dean, Dick, Dodd, Dowdell, Durfee, Edie, Ed- 
wards, English, Flagler, Giddings, Granger, Greenwood, 
Grow, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Ha- 
ven, Hickman, Holloway, Houston, Kelsey, Knapp, Knight, 
Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Mar- 
shall, McCarty, McQueen, Smith Miller, Milison, Morgan, 
Murray, Norton, Orr, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, 
Powell, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Quitman, Roberts, 
Rust, Sage, Sherman, Simmons, Sneed, Stranahan, Wade, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Wheeler, Winslow, Wood, Wood- 
worth, and Daniel B. Wright—78. 

So the bill was passed, 

Pending the call, - 

Mr. EDIE said that his colleague, Mr. Rogi- 
son, was confined to his room by illness. 

Mr. SMITH moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dicxins, their Secretary, notifying the 
House that the Senate had passed the bill mak- 
ing appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1857, with sundry 
amendments; and a joint resolution (S. R. No. 
| 38) respecting the distribution of certain public 
documents; in which he was directed to ask the 
concurrence of the House. 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL 
APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
bill making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment, for the year ending the 30th of June, 1857, 
with the amendments of the Senate thereto, be 
taken from the Speaker’s table, and referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

There being no objection, the bill and amend- 
ments were taken up, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

The SPEAKER stated that reports were in 
order from the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I am 
directed by the Committee on Public Lands to 
report back a bill (H.R, No. 14) for the benefit 
of the Pacifice Railroad Company, incorporated 
by the State of Missouri, with an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute. As the question is 
one of vast importonce, involving the interest of 
every section of the country, I hope attention will 
be paid to the reading of the substitute. 

Mr. WOOD. How does the bill get here? 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the call on committees for reporis. The 
gentleman makes a report from the Committce 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. WOOD. A special committee was created 
by this House for the purpose of investigating 
this subject of railroad and telegraphic commu- 
nication with the Pacific ocean. For three months 
they have devoted their attention to that subject, 
and are now, and have been for weeks, ready to 
report. About this bill of the gentleman from 
Michigan we know nothing; while those proposed 
by the majority and minorities of the special com- 
mittee have been before the House in print and 
open to examination. I ask that the select coms 
mittee be allowed to report. D 

The SPEAKER. The report is in order, and 
the Clerk will read the substitute proposed by 
the committee. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. In order that an op- 
portunity may be afforded to examine this bill 
and substitute, I move that the rules be suspend- 
ed, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, for the purpose of going on with the 
i appropriation bills. 


ver, Dickson, 


1856. ; 


. The SPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Mich- 
igan is entitled to the floor... The motion will be 
in order after the substitute is read. 

The substitute was read. ~ 

Pending the reading, - 

Mr. ORR said: I did not hear exactly the way 
in which this bill was reported. I desire now to 
notify the Chair, so that I may not lose my right 
before the reading is finished, that I raise a 
question of order. ne 

The SPEAKER. The question of order will 
be received by the Chair‘after the bill has been 
read to the. House. 

Mr. ORR. . My question has reference to the 
reception of the bill from the committee. 

The Clerk then finished the reading of the sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I move to recommit the 
bill to the Committee on Public Lands; and pend- 
ing that motion, I move the previous question 
upon its engrossment and third reading. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been read twice. 
` Mr. ORR. Ido not understand that the bill 
has been, in fact, read. I understood that the 
Clerk was reading the bill for the first time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
question, and then give the floor to the gentleman 
from South Carolina. The gentleman from Mich- 
igan reports from the Committee on Public 
Lands, that committee having been regularl 
called, the bill the title of which has been read, 
with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. ORR. What was the nature of the ori- 
ginal bill? 

The SPEAKER. It was a bill for the benefit 
of the Pacific Railroad Company, incorporated 
by the State of Missouri. The substitute has 
been read. The gentleman from Michigan now 
moves to recommit the bill, and calls the previous 
question upon its engrossment and third reading. 
‘The question is first upon the amendment, and 
then upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and 
read a third time. The gentleman from Georgia 
submitted a motion that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ORR, The question of order which I 
desire to make upon the bill is one which must 
be decided before the motion of the gentleman 
from Michigan is entertained. That is the rea- 
son why I rose in my place while the reading was 
proceeding, 

The point of order which I raise is this: that 
some two or three monthsago the House, by vote, 
raised a select committee who were charged with 
the consideration of the subject of a railroad, or 
railroads, to the Pacific; that the creation of that 
select committee, by the authority of the House, 
invested them alone with authority upon the 
subject of the Pacific railroad; and that now the 
Committee on Public Lands have no. right to sub- 
mit a report upon that subject so long as the select 
committee continues its organization. It has not 
been discharged from the consideration of that 
subject by any vote or‘order of the House; and 
whilst they have the matter in charge, by order 
of the House, itis not competent for any other 
committee to reportupon the same subject-matter. |! 
That is the first point. 

The next pointis this: that the amendment 
proposea by the Committee on Public Lands is 
an illegitimate amendment to the original bill, for 

the reason that that is a specific bill for an appro- 
priation to a particular road—a private bill, if I 
may so term it; while the Committee on Public 
Lands have, by their substitute, enlarged that bill 
so as to make it general in its operation. That 
committee have no further authority or power 
upon the question than the House itself would 
have; and if it would not be in order in the House 
to add to the Missouri road three or four other 
roads, it cannot be in order when that recom- 
mendation comes from acommittee of this House. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would inquire of 
the gentleman from Michigan who reported this 
bill in what manner this subject has been referred 
to the Cominittee on Public Lands? 
Mr. WALBRIDGE. In answer to the sug- 
gestions of the gentleman from South Carolina 
The SPEAKER. It is unnecessary to reply 
to the gentleman from South Carolina. The gen- 
tleman will inform the Chair in what manner the 


subject has been referred to his committee? 
Mr. WALBRIDGE. At an early period of i! 


this session several-petitions were presented to 
this House asking Congress to provide for the 
construction of a railroad fromthe Atlantic States 
to the Pacific ocean. These petitions were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. The 
gentleman from Missouri upon my left [Mr: 
Kennett] presented a bill to this House for the 
benefit: of the Missouri and Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, chartered by the State of Missouri, witha 
right under their charter to construct a railroad 
to the Pacific ocean. ‘That. bill was referred to 
the Committee:on Public Lands, and that is the 
bill which the committee have now reported back 
with a substitute, which has just been read. 

Mr. DENVER. I desire to make one remark 
in reference to this bill. I deem it due to myself 
to say, that the substitute as read is substantially 
the bill agreed upon by the sélect committee of 
which I am chairman. I have been endeavoring 
for a month to report that bill to the House, but 
have not been able to do it as yet. The substi- 
tute just read is that bill, with a few clerical errors 
corrected. 

Mr. ORR. I desire to inquire of the gentleman 
from Michigan, whether those petitions and bills 
to which he alludes were not referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands prior to the raising of the 
select committee by the House; and if there have 
been any bills and petitions upon this subject re- 
ferred to that committee since the raising of that 
select committee ? 

Mr. EVANS. I desire to call the attention of 
my friend from California to one fact in reference 
to this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Debate upon the merits of 
the bill cannot be entertained until the question 
of order is disposed of. 

Mr. ORR. I desire the facts to come out before 
the Chair makes. its decision. 

The SPEAKER. It appears, from the bill re- 
ported by the committee, that it was, so far as 
the Chair recollects, previous to the formation of 
the select committee, that these matters were. re- 
ported to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ORR. Were there any other memorials 
sent to that committee after the organization of 
the select committce ? 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I will answer the gen- 
tleman with all candor, that, according to my 
recollection, the petitions and bill were all re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. That 
committee has never been discharged from the 
consideration of that question. 

The SPEAKER. On the question of order 
raised by the gentleman from South Carolina, 
the Chair is of opinion that it is competent, from 
the facts which appear, for the Committee on 
Public Lands to report this bill. The fact, thata 
select committee has been formed, to which a 
specific proposition has been referred, does not 
discharge the Committee on Public Lands from 
the consideration of what was properly referred 
to that committee. So far as the recollection of ; 


l the Chair goes, the proposition referred to the 


select commiltee, of which the gentleman from 
California is chairman, was a specific bill, intro- 
duced by him, and on his motion referred to that | 
committee. That reference did not embrace the 
general subject any more than that general sub- 
ject was embraced by the bill and_petitions re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands 

-Mr.ORR. Well, then, I raise a second point, 
that the substitute is not germane to the original 
bill. The original bill was for the benefit of a 
particular company, and this substitute is for the 
benefit of several companies. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is very clear that 
the substitute comes within the precedents of this 
session. It has been decided in a number of 
cases, and sustained on appeal, that, where a 
proposition for one road is properly before the 
House, it may be amended by adding proposi- 
tions for other roads. ‘The question has been so 
decided, and the decision sustained on appeal, 
in this session; and there are innumerable pre- 
cedents in every session of the House to sustain 
that decision. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. The Chair alludes 
to a precedent. I think the question was raised 
as to railroads for the State of Alabama, was it 


not? seit 

The SPEAKER. It has been raised ina great 
number of cases, and the decision has been in 
every case sustained. ~ 


received the sanction’ of a Majority of that com’ 
mittee. 5 a Toe = pE 
Mr. WALBRIDGE. Fwish tò hswér that 
now. 5 
The SPEAKER. That is-nót in’ the 
information of the Chair. « The Cheir-can oniy 
presume—it being reported by a member of a 
committee as a report of that committee--thatit 
is a report of that commiltée. ` ` Tag miaa 
Mr. WALBRIDGE.: -With the permissi 
the House, I would: like to answer that propo- 
sition. J-wish to say- tothe- ‘Housé;ithat there 
was a meeting of the Committeen Publi ‘ds 
at which all the members had bcen notified: to 
attend. A quorum not attending at that meeting 
it was adjourned. to the next morning; ‘ahd: then 
there was one more thana quorum, and: by the 
unanimous: vote of that: quorum—with one ex 
ception—I was instructed to report this bills“ 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama. There isa question 
of fact at issue now. I deny that 1 was notified: 
to attend that meeting of the committee. 
The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) Fhe. gentle- 
man from Alabama is not in order. wate 
Mr. ORR. I desire to inquire of the gentleman 
i from Michigan, whether the members Who failed 
to attend at the evening meeting were notified to:at- 
tend the morning meeting, where the migority of 
a 


the committee directed this:bill to: be. reporte 
Mr. SEWARD. | I rise toà question ‘of order.: 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. . It is:-not:in 

order to inquire as to: what transpired. in com- 


mittee. ai 
The SPEAKER, A question of orderis raised 
by the gentleman from South Carolia based on 
facts, information of which is:not within the pos- 
session of the Chair; and the gentleman. from 
Michigan is desirous of responding to the inquiry 
of the gentleman from South Carolina. . 
Mr. SEWARD., That isthe very point T want 
to make, whether any member of the House can 
subject members of committees to interrogations 
as to what transpired in their committee rooms? ` 
The SPEAKER. Clearly not; but it is com- 
petent for the gentleman from South Carolina;.to- 
address the Chair, on a question before: the 
House. : é Pet 5 inte S 
Mr. ORR. With a view to. eliciting facts to 
see whether the report be properly here. I[tcan- 
not be doubted atall. I desire to inquire. of the 
gentleman from Missouri whether the: members 
of the committee who failed to attend the preced- 
ing night were notified of the meeting next morn- 


ing? : 

‘Mr. WALBRIDGE. Protesting against the 
right of that member, or any other member of the 
House, to inquire by what authority F report a 
bill, when I say I report it from the Committee 
on Public Lands—protesting against that being 
any of his business—{i am ready to answer. 

Mr. RUST. Is this debatable? ` i 

The SPEAKER. His not debatable; but the 
| gentleman from Missouri asks leave to respond 
to the interrogatory of the gentleman from South 
Carolina. 3 a 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I said; when‘on the floor 
before, that every member of the committee was 
notified to attend the meeting in theevening. A 
quorum of the committee attended in the evening; 
but it was late, and we did not take up the ques- 
tion, but adjourned to the committee room at nine 
| in the morning. We met there at nine or half 
i past nine o'clock. Six members of the commit- 
tee were present, and orderéd nie to report this 
bill. 

Mr. ORR. There is one other point. The 
gentleman says this morning meeting was an 
| adjourned meeting. It is proper that the facts of 
this case should come. out. 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) The Chait 
will decide the question of order raised by the 
gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. ORR. Let me present this question, Mr.. 
Speaker. It was ordered to be reported at an’ 
| adjourned meeting of the committee—=- «| 


| he SPEAKER. There is no question bef 
| the House, and it is notin order: for thi gel 
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man from South Carolina at this time to address | 
the-Chair.on any question. - \ 

Mr. ORR.. I have raised a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South 
Carolina has raised a question of order, which 
the.Chair has not yet decided. 

Mr. ORR. Before the Chair decide the ques- 
tion of order, it is necessary that all the facts 
should: come out bearing on this adjourned meet- | 
ing in the morning, as to whether it was prop- 
erly authorized. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide the 
uestion. _ A question is raised by the gentleman 
rom South Carolina, whether the meeting of the 

committee.was or was notauthorized? From the 
facts now. before the House, it appears that the 
Committee.on Public Lands, acting by a quorum, 
instructed the gentleman from Michigan to report 
this bill; and it is not competent for the Chair to 
discredit the report of the gentleman who reports 
it from that committee. 

Mr. ORR. J appeal from the decision: of the 
Chair, and thet appeal is debatable. : . 

Mr. PHELPS. I would inquire whether the 
revious question had not been been demanded 
y the gonteman from Michigan ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michi- 
gan called the previous question; but the gentle- 
man from South Carolina having previously 
suggested a desire to make a point of order, the 
Chair considered the point of order precedent to 
the call for the previous question. 

Mr. ORR. I desire, with a view that the 
House may come to acorrect conclusion and judg- 
ment with regard to the question as to whether 
the report was properly authorized, that the gen- 
deman from Michigan will say whether the 
meeting of the preceding evening to which he re- 
fers was held in the committee-room or in a pri- 
vate room in the city? 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. 
bill is properly reported from the Committee on 
Public Lands,and Iam not going to be catechised 
further in reference to it. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Mathe. I rise to a 
question of order. The previous question was 
called by the gentleman from Michigan, and I sub- 
mit that no debate is in order. I object to any 
further debate. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that, 
inasmuch as the gentleman from South Carolina 
had previously notified the Chair, during the 
reading of the bill, that he should waive the 
question of order until the reading of the bill 
should have been concluded, it is competent 
for the Chair to entertain the question of order ag | 
a precedent question, and he therefore rules that | 
the appeal is debatable. ‘The gentleman from i 
South Carolina is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ORR. Ido not think this report from the 
Committce on Public Lands ought to be received | 
by the House, because, according to the facts de- | 
veloped, there were but six members of the com- 
mittee present. It is true, that is a quorum; but į 
when I desired to draw out the additional facts, | 
the giving of further information was objected to. 
I shall assume that the meeting of the committee 
which was held in the evening and adjourned to | 
the next morning, was notheld in the committee i 
room or in the Capi®l. It may have been held at 
the private rocm of one of the members of the com- 
mittee; it may have been held in the room of the 
chairman ofthe committee. Iassume that it was | 
so held, the gentleman from Michigan declining 
to give information on the subject. Now, I ask 
whether the action of that adjourned meeting— 
the absentees not having been notified of it—can 
be considered as binding the majority of the com- 
mittee? I think, under the circumstances, this 
House is not bound to receive the report as it is | 
presented. 

Mr. RUST. 
table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the | 
question, The gentleman from South Carolina ‘| 
(Mr. Orn] objects to the reception of the report j} 
presented by the gentleman from Michigan from | 
the Committee on Public Lands. Upon the facts | 
presented, the Chair decides that the report was | 
authorized by the committee, and that it may be | 

received at this time. From this decision the | 
gentleman from South Carolina takes an appeal. | 


+ 


i 
} 
| 
1 


I move to lay the appeal on the 


I have stated that this || 


The gentleman from Arkansas. moves that the 


appeal be laid-on the table... The question is upon 
the latter motion. -n 
Mr: MAXWELL. I wish to ask the Speaker 
whether the fact, that there was no quorum pres- 
ent atthe meeting of the committee first held, 
would influence the decision of the Chair? 


The SPEAKER. The decision of the Chair 
is based upon the fact, that the report was ordered 
to be made at a meeting of the committee at which 
a quorum was present.. Hag : 

The question was taken on Mr. Rust’s motion; 
and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 134, 
nays 35; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Albright, Ball, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Bocock, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, James H. Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Chaffee, Bayard 
Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Colfax, Comins, 
Covode, Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, Henry Winter 
Davis, Timothy Davis, Dean, Denver, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, 

rfee, Etheridge, Evans, Flagler, Florence, Giddings, Gil- 
bert, Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Harlan, Thomas L. 
Harris, Harrison, Herbert, Hickman, Hoffman, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Hughston; Kelly, 
Kelsey, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Lake, 
Leiter, Lindley, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Samuel 8. 
Marshall, Matteson, Maxwell, McCarty, Smith Miller, 
Miltson, Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 
Nicholas, Norton, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Phelps, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Puryear, Ready, Rivers, Rob- 
bins, Roberts, Rust, Sabin, Sandidge, Sapp, Scott, Sher- 
man, William R. Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Strana- 
han, Swope, Tappan, Taylor, Thorington, Thurston, Traf- 
ton, Trippe, T'yson, Underwood, Valk, Wade; Wakeman, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Walker, Cadwalader C. Washburne, 
Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Watson, 
Welch, Wells, Whitney, Williams, Woodruff, Woodworth, 
and Zollicoffer—3 34. 

NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, 
Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Caskie, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Graige, Crawford, Dowdell, 
Elliott, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Houston, George W. 
Jones, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, McMullin, McQueen, 
Orr, Powell, Quitman, Ricaud, Ruffin, Savage, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, Vail, Warner, Wheeler, 
John V. Wright—35. 


So the appeal was laid on the table. 


The question then recurred on seconding the 
deraand for the previous question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Would it be in order to move 
to postpone the further consideration of this bill 
until the first Monday in December? 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the pre- 
vious question cuts off a motion to postpone. 

Several Mempers. Then vote down the de- 
mand for the previous question. 

Mr. ORR called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. MeMuLLIN 
and Punviancr were appointed. 

The question was en and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 55, noes 76. . 

So the previous question was not seconded. 

Mr. ORR. I now move that the further con- 
sideration of this bill be postponed until the 
second Monday in December next, and that it be 
printed. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE demanded the yeas and 
nays upon the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE, Does not the motion I 
made some time since, that the bill and amend- 
ment be recommitted, take precedence of the 
motion to postpone? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to recommit 
does not take precedence of a motion to postpone 
to a day certain. 

Mr. WOODWORTH. Before the question is 
taken, I desire to say a word. i 

Mr. LETCHER. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order, but must be 
confined to the question of postponement. 

Mr. WOODWORTH. Mr. Speaker, a special 
committee, consisting of thirteen members of this 
House, have had this subject under considera- 
tion. They have bestowed on it much labor and 
attention, and three weeks ago perfected a bill to 
be reported to the House. The majority cor- 
dially supported it as a measure promotive of vast 
benefit to the country. It has, in their opinion, 
all the checks and guards necessary to secure the 
public against fraud under its provisions, should 
it become a law. Now, I ask the gentleman from 
Michigan whether the substitute he has reported 
is a copy of the bill of the special committee? 

Mr. WHEELER. Is discussion in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to debate 
the merits. of the bill. ; 

Mr. WHEELER. That is what the gentle- 
man is doing, and I object. 


Wood » and J 


f 


The question was taken on Mr. Orr’s motion, 
and there were—yeas 89, nays 88; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs: Aiken, Allison, Ball, Barclay, Barks- 
dale, Bell, Bliss, Bocock, Bowie, Bradshaw, Branch, Bur- 
nett, Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, 
Clawson, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W, Cobb, Craige, 
Crawford, Cullen, Cumback, Henry Winter. Davis; Dick, 
Dowdell, Edie, English, Etheridge, Faulkner, Flagler, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Galloway, Goode, Grow, Harlan; J. 
Morrison Harris, Hickman, Holloway, Valentine B. Hor- 
ton, Houston, George W. Jones, Kidwell, Knight, Knox, 
Kunkel, Letcher, Lumpkin, Maxwell, McQueen, Killian 
Miller, Millson, Moore, Norton, Andrew-. Oliver, ‘Orr, 
Pearce, Peck, Perry, Powell, Purviance, Puryear, Quit- 
man, Ready, Ricaud, Robbins, Roberts, Ruffin, Savage, 
Scott, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, ` 
Sneed, Spinner, Stewart, Thurston, Todd, Trippe, Under- 
wood, Vail, Wade, Walker, Watkins, Wheeler, Winslow, 
Wood, John V. Wright, and Zollicofter—89. 

NAYS— Messrs. Albright, Barbour, Henry Bennett, 
Billinghurst, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, Jobn P. Camp- 
bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Caruthers, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Damrell, Timothy Davis, 
Dean, Denver, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edwards, Elliott, 

. Evans, Florence, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Greenwood, 
Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Herbert, Thomas R. Horton, 
Howard, Hughston, Kelly, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knowl- 
ton, Lake, Leiter, Lindley, Mace, Samuel S. Marshall, 
Matteson, McCarty, Millward, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, 
Parker, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Phelps, Pike, Richard- 
son, Ritchie, Rivers, Rust, Sabin, Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, 
Seward, Stanton, Stranahan, Swope, Tappan, Taylor, 
Thorington, Trafton, Valk, Wakeman, Walbridge, Cad- 
walader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washbum, Watson, Welch, Wells, Whitney, “Williams, r 
Woodruff, and Woodworth—88. A . 

The SPEAKER voted in the negative; and the 
question was decided in the negative. 

So Mr. Orr’s motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE.: What-is-the condition 
of the bill? ies 

The SPEAKER. Themotion to recommit is 
pending, and the bill will be the first business in 
order when ‘the Committeesson; Public Lands is 
scalledz 7 
ENROLLED’ BILLS. 


Mro PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had examined 
and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act for the relief of Norwood McClelland, 
master of the steamboat New World; and 

An act to alter the time of holding the district 
court in South Carolina, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, for the purpose of taking up the mail 
steamer appro riation bill. 

Mr. CARLILE, Is it in order to assign rea- 
sons why the House should not go into commit- 
tee at this time? 

The SPEAKER. It'is not. 


LABORERS IN EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS, 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I ask leave to report, 
from the Committee of Ways and Means,a joint 
resolution giving an increased compensation to 
all laborers in the employment of the Executive 
Departments of the Government in the city of 
Washington. It ought to pass before the appro- 
priation bills. With a word of explanation, | am 
sure there will be no objection to it. It will re- 
quire but a moment to pass the resolution. 

Mr. PHELPS. Iwithdraw my motion for that 
purpose. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. What becomes of 
the Pacific railroad bill? 

The SPEAKER. The House has passed from 
its consideration by general consent. The motion 
to recommit is pending, and the bill will be the 
first question in order when the Committee on 
Public Lands is called. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. 
amendment be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


There being no objection, Mr. Cosg reported 
the joint resolution, the title of which has been 
already stated, and it was read a first and second 
time. 

The joint resolution directs that, instead of the 
compensation now allowed to the laborers in the 
Executive Departments of the Government, in the 
city of Washington, they shall receivean annual- 
salary each of $576, after the Ist July, 1856. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I desire to state to 
the House, that it was in 1853 or 1854, I think, 
that a provision of law was passed giving to labor- 
ers a salaries were $480 twenty per cent, 


I move that the billand 


upon thatamount. Under the construction placed 


1856. a 
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upon that law, it was held. not to apply to the 
laborers in the Executive Departments. ‘The object 
of this joint resolution is simply to put the labor- 
ers in the Executive Departments upon the same 
footing as other laborers—giving them the ben- 
efit of twenty per cent. upon the salary of $480. 
That is the whole of the bill, and I call the pre- 
vious question. oy ; 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask the gentle- 
man from Georgia to withdraw his call for a mo- 
ment, The bill provides that the compensation 
shall be $576 per annum. I would, if permitted, 
“move to strike out that sum, and insert $600. 
The difference is very small; and ther it will be 
fifty. dollars a month, and the payment will be 
much casier. 

Mr. COBB. I will allow that amendment to 
be offered, and then call the previous question. 
The committee, I have no doubt, would have so 
reported, but they desired to put this resolution 
upon the twenty per cent. increase. I approve of 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
and I call the previous question. 

Mr. A. K. MARSHALL. I desire to ask a 
question of the gentleman from Georgia. Does 
not the amendment of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee extend only to the laborers in the Executive 
Departments? If so, it places their compensation 
beyond that of the laborers in the other depart- 
ments, 

Mr. JONES, I will modify my amendment, 
then, to make it apply also to the laborers in the 
legislative departments. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof, the amendment was agreed to, 
and the joint resolution was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. 

- Being engrossed it was read the third time. 


Mr. COBB moved the previous question on the | 


passage of the joint resolution. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thercof, the joint resolution was passed. 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed, and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. COBB. I move to amend the title so that 
it shall read: 

A bill giving increased compensation to the 
laborers in the employ of the executive and legis- 
lative departments of the Government, in the 
city of Washington. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the title, 
as amended, was adopted. 


TEXAS CREDITORS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I ask the unani< 

mous consent of the House to be allowed to re- 
ort from the Committee of Ways and Means a 

joint resolution extending the time within which 
the creditors of Texas are required to present 
their claims at the Treasury Department. It isa 
bill unanimously agreed to by the committee, 
upon, the recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to know whether 
the regular order of business is not the report from 
the Committee on Public Lands, in reference to 
the Pacific railroad ? 

The SPEAKER. That is the regular order of 
business; but the gentleman from Maryland is 
enticed to submit a motion, The gentleman will 
state hig motion. 

Mr. DAVIS. Task the unanimous consent of 
the House to report a joint resolution, extending 
the time within which the creditors of Texas are 
required to present their claims, with a view to 
put it upon its passage. 
move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
resclution may be read. 

The resolution was read. It extends the time 
within which Texas creditors must present their 
claims to the Treasury Department, s 
and provides that those claims which are not pre- 
sented within such time may be presented to the 
government of Texas, and, upon being paid by 
that government, the amount so paid shall be 
refunded to Texas by the United States, upon 
the presentation of the certificates here. 

No objection being made, Mr. Davis reported 


I ask that the 


the joint resolution; which was read 
second time, as 

Mr. DAVIS. I move the previous question. 

Mr. LETCHER.. There is no objection, as I j 
understand. It isa bfi which ought to pass. | 

The previous question was seconded, and the | 
main question ordered; and under its operation 
the resolution was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAVIS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed, and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
submitting additional estimates for the completion 
of the custom-house at Norfolk, Virginia; which 
was referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I move to suspend the rules; 
and I wish to say one word to the House as to | 
my object. It is well known to every member, 
that during almost the entire session privileged 
questions have overridden all private claims. I 
therefore, now, on behalf of private claimants, 
ask that the rules be suspended, and that the 
|| House resolve itself into a Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and take | 
up and pass all those bills to which there is no 
| objection, beginning at the head of the Calendar, 
and passing on through it. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended; and the 
House resolved itself into a Committee of the 
Whole House, (Mr. Purxrs in the chair,) and } 
proceeded to the consideration of the bills on the 
Private Calendar, to which there was no objec- 
tion. 


A bill (H. R. No. 104) to enable the United 
States to make use of the solar compass in the | 
public surveys. [Objected to by Mr. Caruize.] | 
; A bill authorizing the legal representatives of | 
Manuel Gonzales Moro to enter certain lands in į 
Missouri. | 

The bill authorizes the legal representatives of | 
Manuel Gonzales Moro to enter, without pay- | 
ment, atany land office in the State of Missouri, | 
in such quantities, agreeably to the United States | 
| surveys, as the claimants may desire, a quantity 
| of land subject to private entry, not exceeding 
| seven thousand and fifty-six arpents of land, in 
‘lieu of, and in compensation for, a claim of that | 
i quantity allowed to them by the board of com- i 
| missioners appointed for the final adjustment of | 


a first and 


$ 


If objection is made, I |} 


| 


ixty days, į 


| private land claims in the State of Missouri, and | 
confirmed to them by ‘* An act confirming claims 
to land in the State of Missouri, and for other 
purposes,” approved July 4, 1836. And the | 
register and receiver of the land offices aforesaid ; 
shall receive the proper applications and proofs, | 
and Shall issue the necessary certificate or certifi- | 
cates; on return of which to the General Land | 
Office, with proof sufficient, in the opinion of the 5 
Secretary of the Interior, to establish the right of : 
the claimants as such legal representatives, a | 
patent or patents shall issue as in other cases, | 

The report states that the said Moro, of St. : 
Louis, Missouri, had a valid grant and concession | 
from the Spanish authorities authorized to make | 
| such concession in Upper Louisiana prior to the | 
| treaty by which that country was ceded by the 
| Goveriiment of Spain to that of France, for a: 
| league square of land, or seven thousand and i 
| fifty-six arpents. This was among the claims 
reported upon favorably for confirmation by the | 
recorder of land titles, and the two commission- | 
ers associated with him, under the act of July 9, 
| 1832; and under the operation of another act: 
| e confirming claims to lands in the State of Mis- 
souri,” of July 4, 1836, the said claim was con- 
| firmed. It appears, however, that this claim had : 
never been surveyed and located under the Spanish | 
authorities. The Commissioner of the Generali 
Land Office has decided that he has not the power, 
under existing law, to issue a certificate of loca-. 
tion and patent in such a case, and that Congress | 
alone can afford relief. 

Mr. KENNETT moved to amend, by limiting 
the lands upon which the claimants are at liberty 


~ 


| think itis pro 


to enter, to. those. the price of, 
exceed $1 25 per acre. A 
The amendment was agreed to.. 
The bill, asamended, was then laid aside 
reported to the House. EE ie oe 
A bill (H. R. No. 295) for the relief of Jc 
Richards, of Berks county, Pennsylvania. 
jected to by Mr. Carte.) og BS A 
A bill (H. R. No. 243) for the relief of George 
K. McGunnegle, surviving. partner: of. the- late 
firm of Hill & McGunnegle, of St. Louis, Misz 
souri, aLI a 3 
The bill provides: that $2,288 67 be appro- 
priated, to be paid to George K. McGunnegle, 
surviving partner of the late firm of Hill & Me~ 
Gunnegle, of St. Louis, Missouri, in full for. furs 
nishing and transporting supplies to the Ilinois 
militia, in the Black Hawk war. che 
Mr. QUITMAN moved “a substitute for: the. 
bill, providing that the same amount*be paid:to 
the heirs and assigns of the said McGunnegle..:: 
Mr.. LETCHER. I move to amend by insert- 
ing the words, ‘‘and pay said sum to the firm of 
Hill & McGunnegle, or their assigns.” J under- 
stand that both partners are living, and I dô not 
per to provide for payment to ‘only 


one of them. £ ra 
Mr. QUITMAN. We were informed thatthe 
partnership had ceased by the death of onc of the 
partners. However, I do not object to the. gen- 
tleman’s amendment. I accept it as the modifi- 
cation of my amendment. : ; 
Mr. DICK. Testimony was-beforé the commit- 
tee that the firm has assigned over toMeGunnegle;' 
for his use and benefit. < : herd ae 
Mr. LETCHER. If that be the state of the 
case, then my amendment will not affect the bill. 
The money is to be payable to the firm or its as- 
signs, and of course, if he is the assignee; it will 
go to McGunnegle. : Be 
Mr. DICK. Ido not object to theamendment.: 
The amendment, as modified, was agreed to: 
The bill, as amended, was laid aside to be 
reported to the House. 


A bill (Ħ. R. No. 260) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Thomas Gordon, de- 
ceased. : 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury. 
to pay to the legal representatives. of Thomas, 
Gordon, deceased, out of any money in thë Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, nineteen (and 
eighteen ninetieths dollars, with. interest, at the: 


j rate of six per centum per annum, from the 5th’ 


of April, 1781, being in full for a certificate given: 
by Timotlhiy: Pickering, quartermaster general, to 
the said Thomas Gordon, deceased, for nineteen 
and eighteen ninetieths dollars, and interest, and 
bearing date the 29th of July, 1782. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. : 


A bill (H. R. No. 269) for the relief of the 
sureties of the late Lieutenant Charles B. Jarvis 
United States Army. i 

The bill directs the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury to credit and allow the sum of 
$3,698 37, in the accounts of Lieutenant Charles 
3. Jarvis, deceased, and late acting assistant com- 
ry of subsistence for disbursements made 
on his passage to California, and for transporta- 
tion on his arrival there, tHe vouchers. for, the 
same having been lost or stolen after-his-deathin 
California. EE play has 

The report shows that Lieutenant Jarvis. served 
with credit in the war with Mexico, and was 
brevetted for meritorious services; that he came 
out of that war in greatly impaired health; that 
in December, 1848, stillin infirm health, he sailed 
with hiscommand for California, via Cape Horn, 
where he arrived May 1, 1849. Before sailing 
for California, he received from the Government, 
as assistant commissary of subsistence, the sum 
of $3,050, and fromthe qyaartermaster’s depart- 
ment $2,063 37, for the faithful disbursement of 
which the claimants were sureties, On the 9th 
day of June, 1849, Lieutenant Jarvis died at 
Senoma, in California. No account. was ever 
rendered to the Government by Lieutenant Jar- 
vis, from the day of his sailing from New York: 
to the date of his death, though it was his duty 
to have done so.quarterly, and, at the time of his- 
death, he was debited with the whole amount 
advanced to him; but, by a subsequent -account- 
ing by Lieutenant D, R. Jones, itappearsithat he. 
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paid ‘over-to said Jones, at Sutter’s fort, the sum 
of $2,020, nine days before his death. - 

The bill was: lard aside to be reported to the 
House. f / 

A bill (H. R. No. 254) for therelief of the heirs 
of the late Samuel R. Thurston, Delegate from 
Oregon. [Objected to by Mr. Lercuer.] 

‘A bill (H. R. No. 275) for the relief of Captain 
Thomas Ap Catesby Jones. 

“The bill ‘directs ‘the proper accounting officer 
of ‘the ‘Treasury to pay to Captain Thomas Ap 
Catesby Jones, the sum of $900 in full for moneys 
paid by him to Hall, McAllister & Co., as coun- 
sel fée upon: the trial of Black, and five others, 
for mutiny, before the general naval court mar- 
fial: on board of the ‘sloop of war Warren, in 
October, 1849. 

The report setting forth the grounds of the 
claim ‘was read. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. ; 


‘A bill (H. R. No. 278) for the relief of Mrs. 
A. W. Angus, widow of the latè Captain Samuel 
Angus, United States Navy. [Objected to by 
Mr. McMuium.] 

A bill (H. R. No. 281) for the relief of Betsey 
Nash. 

The bill authorizes the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to place the name of Betsey Nash, of Stock- 
bridge, in the county of Madison, State of New 
York, upon the list of half-pay pensioners, as 
the widow of Doctor Sylvester Nash, at-the rate 
of twenty-two dollars per month, to commence 
from the Ist of January, 1831, and to continue 
for ten 

The 
House. 

A bill (H. R. No. 283) for the relief of Evelina 
Porter, widow of the late Commodore David Por- 
ter, of the United States Navy. . [Objected to by 
Mr. Morgan.) 

A bill (H; R. No. 298) for the relief of the owner 
and crew of the fishing schooner Florilla. [Ob- 
jected to by Mr. Caruixe.] 

A bill (H. R. No. 300) forthe relief of Joshua 
Knowles, junior, and others, owners of the 
schooner Garnet, of Truro. [Objected to by Mr. 
Canuiie,] 


An act (S. No. 140) for the relief of the owners 
of the fishing schooners Brandywine, Forrester, 
Grampus, Ursula, Stephen ©, Phillips, and Union. 
[Objected to by Mr. Ganie] 


A bill (H. R. No. 325) for the relief of Isaac 
Adams. 

Mr. WALKER. What has become of the 
reports on the Calendar from the Court of Claims? 

The CHAIRMAN, They are adverse re- 
ports, and therefore are objected to. The Court 
of Claims reports adversely to the memorialists, 
and therefore the Chair considers the reports as 
objected to, and proceeds to the consideration of 
other bills. 

Mr. WALKER. I wish to submit a question 
to the Chair—whether, in the case of adverse re- 
ports by the Court of Claims, itis not competent 
to move a billas an amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair remarks that 
the committee has pfdceeded to consider bills on 
the Private Calendar. In those cases. which the 
Chair has directed the Clerk to omit, there are no 
bills, and therefore there is nothing to be consid- 
ered but the report. Under the law of Congress 
they are to be considered in Committee of the 
Whole House, but not on objection day. 

Mr. WALKER. Will the Chair allow me to 
make a suggestion? It seems to me that the Chair 
is in error in holding that adverse reports by the 
Court of Claims are tantamount to objections 
made in committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama does not apprehend the point. There is 
no bill in any of these cases; therefore there is 
nothitig to be considered.. A bill has to originate 
somewhere, 

Mr. GREENWOOD. The adverse reports 
have been made by the court. 

The CHAIRMAN, Yes; 
made by-the Court of Claims, 
mittee òf- Claims. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Fennessee. Is it in order to 
move to lay aside those reports, to be reported to 


ears, 
bil was laid aside to bẹ reported to the 


they have been 
not by the Com- 


z i 
the House with the recommendation that the 
report of the Court of Claims be concurred in? | 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 
committee can take no cognizance of these reports: | 


A bill (H. R. No. 325) for the relief of Isaac | 
Adams. . [Objected to by Mr. CapwatapEn.] 


A bill. (C. C. No. 3) for the relief of James M. 
Lindsay. : 

The bill confirms to James M. Lindsay, of the 
State of Alabama, his title to fractional section 
twenty-one, township six, range five, west of the 
Alabama river, except the south half of the south- 
east quarter and the south half of the southwest 
quarter of said section, the same being the part ofa | 
reservation made to Samuel and David Hale, Creek 
Indians, by the treaty of August 9, 1814, between 
the United States and the hostile Creeks; pro- 
vided, that this act shall be construed to vest in 
the said Lindsay only the reversionary interest 
of the United States, and not to prejudice the 
rights of bona fide claimants other than the United 
States. s 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 


A bill (C. C. No. 4) for the relief of Salvador 
Accardi. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Salvador Accardi upon the roll 
of invalid pensioners, at the rate of six dollars 
per month, commiencing from the 14th of March, 
1854, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 


A bill (C. C. No. 6) for the relief of William 
H. Chase. 

The bill directs the accounting officers of the 
Treasury to pass to the credit of William H. 
Chase, a major in the Army, in the settlement of | 
his accounts, the sum of $812 50, being for the 
amount heretofore disallowed him in licu of quar- 
ters and fucl in the years 1838 and 1839, and the 
further sum of $150 for money paid by him to Dr. 
Wedderburn, of the Navy, for medical services; 
and the further sum of $130 for money paid by 
him for the hire of a vessel to convey him, in the 
course of his duty, from Key West to Havana, 
in 1845, amounting in all to $1,092 50. 

The Committee of Claims reported an amend- 
ment to strike out the item of $150 to be paid to 
Dr. Wedderburn. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to amend 
further by reducing the aggregate amount $150, 
to correspond with the amendment just made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was then laid aside to be 
reported to the House. 


A bill (C. C. No. 2) for the relief of Asbury 
Dickins. [Objected to by Mr. Jonxs, of Ten- 
nessee. | 

A bill (C. C. No. 8) for the relief of Michael 
Nourse. [Objected ta by Mr. Wasneurnu, of 
Ilinois.] 


A bill (C. C. No. 5) for the relief of John 
Robb. [Objected to by Mr. Wasuzurye, of 
Minois.] 


A bill (H. R. No. 333) for the relief of Collins 
Boomer. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay Collins Boomer $1,000, in full payment 
for the sloop and provisions captured from him 
in 1813 by the British, in consequence of his | 
employment of the sloop in the conveyance of 
American troops upon the river St. Lawrence. 

Mr. CARLILE. I object. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw his objection. The bill was unani- 
mously reported by the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. CARLILE. It seems that this claim ori- | 
ginated some forty years ago, and I think it is 
very strange that it has never been paid before, | 
if it was due him. | 

Mr. GILBERT. It does not appear from the | 
| report that the claim has ever been pressed before | 
| Congress until now. 

Mr. CARLILE. Very well. I will withdraw 
my objection. 

The bill was laid aside 
| House. 


A resolution to pay William Cooper the sum 


> to be reported to the | 
7 I 


i of $400, for his services as laborer at the Capitol 


during the Thirty-First and Thirty-Second Con- 
gresses. 

_ it appears from the report that Cooper, in addi- 
tion to labor for which he received compensation, 
performed other labor about the Capitol during 
the Thirty-First and. Thirty-Second Congresses, 
for which the sum of $100 per session has been 
paid for like services during other sessions of 
Congress. 

The resolution was laid aside, to be reported 
to the House. 

A bill (H. R. No. 339) for the relief of J. H. ... 
F. Thornton, Lawrence Taliaferro, and Hay T.. 
Taliaferro, sureties of D. M. F. Thornton, late 
a purser in the Navy of the United States. [Ob- 
jected to by Mr. Jones, of Tennessee. ] 

A bill (H. R. No. 340) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Joseph Nourse, deceased. 
[Objected to by Mr. Greenwoop.] 

A bill (H. R. No. 342) to allow the legal rep- 
resentatives of Samuel Jones, of the eleventh Vir- 
ginia regiment on continental establishment, five 
years’ full pay as a captain of infantry, in liew of 
half pay for life. [Objected to by Mr. Jones, of 
Tennessee. ] 


A bill (H. R. No. 336)-for the relief of Rans- 
dell Pegg. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to Ransdell Pegg $108 50 out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, being 
the amount of difference of pay received by him 
as a watchman at the east wing of the Patent 
Office, and that received by the other watchman 
of said building, from the 23d of July, 1849, to 
Ist of October, 1850. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. : 

A bill (H. R. No. 349) for the relief of An- 
drew A, II. Knox and Joseph A. Campbell, or 
their heirs and legal representatives. 

Mr. SANDIDGE. I ask that that bill may be 
passed over informally. 

It was so ordered. 

An act (S. No. 240) to confirm the title of 
Henry Volcker to a certain tract of land in the 
Territory of New Mexico. 

Mr. SANDIDGE. Upon the request of the 
Delegate from New Mexico I objected to that bill 
upon a former occasion, and I make the same 
objection now. 

An act (S. No. 191) for the relief of Cezaire 
Wallace, òf the parish of Bossier, and State of 
Louisiana. 

The bill provides that Cezaire Wallace be con- 
firmed in his claim to the two tracts of land, each 
containing six hundred and forty acres, lying in 
the State of Louisiana, and within the limits of 
the late neutral territory, which gaid claims were 
founded on inhabitation and cultivation, and 
reported for confirmation by the register and re- 
ceiver of the southwestern district of Louisiana 
in their report, dated November 1, 1824, in con- 
formity to the provisions of the act of Congress, 
approved March 3, 1823, and the act suppiement- 
ary thereto, approved May 26, 1824; which 
claims are numbered, respectively, thirty-four 
and fifty-six, and embraced in the third’ class 
of the report; that the confirmation made by the 
act shall not be construed to extend further than 
to a relinguishment of. title on the part of the 
United States; and the claims so confirmed shalt 
be located under the direction of the register and 
receiver of the proper land office, in conformity 
with the legal subdivisions of the public surveys, 


|, so far as practicable, and shall inelude-the im- 


provements of the claimant; that upon the loca- 
ton, as herein provided, such register shall for- 
ward certificates thereof to the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, who, upon the receipt 
thereof, shall cause patents to be issued to the 
said Cezaire Wallace for the lands so located; 
provided, the same does not exceed the quantity 
hereby confirmed. f 

The Committee on Private Land Claims re- 
ported the following amendment: 

Add to the proviso the following: And if its location as 
herein confirmed should interfere with any bona fide pre- 
emption claim, or other adverse valid right, the same to 
the extent of such confliction may be located on any publie 
land of the district.to which there may be no existing pre- 
emption or other valid claim, under such regulations as 
may be prescribed by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office: 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

An act (S. No. 241) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of John Morrison and Charles 
Ginn. Reported with an amendment. 

Mr. SANDIDGE. Task that this bill may 
be passed by informally. 

No objection being made, it was passed by. 


An act (S. No..194) for the relief of Joseph 
Smith. 

The bill authorizes Joseph Smith to locate, 
free of cost, one hundred and sixty acres of land, 
according to the legal subdivisions, on any of the 
public lands. of the United States subject to pri- 
vate entry, in lieu of a location made by said 
Smith on the west half of the southwest quarter 
of section twenty-five, and the east half of the 
southwest quarter of section twenty-six, in town- 
ship seven south, of range fifteen. west, in the 
Kalamazoo land district, in the State of Michigan, 
as assignee of military land warrant No. 5599, 
and which location was canceled by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office. And it 
directs the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, upon the receipt of the certificate of loca- 
tion from the register of the proper land office, to 
issue a patent to the said Joseph Smith for the 
lands so located. 

On the 28th day of April, 1849, a bounty land 
warrant was issued to William Hill,a private in 
Captain Wittenmeyer’s company, in the first 
regiment of Michigan volunteers, in the war with 
Mexico. Prior to the issuing of the said war- 
rant, to wit, on the 2d of August, 1848, the said 
William Hill departed this life, leaving no wife 
or children, or relatives, as appears from the cer- 
tificate of the judge of the probate court for Cass 
county, Michigan; that said Hill, at the time of 
his decease, was indebted for expenses incurred 
during his last sickness in the sum of about one 
hundred and twenty dollars, and left no personal 
property for the payment of the said indebtedness. 


On the 5th day of October, 1848, one Charles S. j 


Clowes was duly appointed administrator of the 
estate of the said Hill, who, on the 15th of De- 
cember, 1849, as such administrator, and under 
the order of the probate judge, sold and assigned 
the said warrant to the petitioner, Joseph Smith, 
and applied the money thus realized to the liqui- 
dation of the indebtedness of the said Hill, and 
expenses of administration; that said warrant 
was located by the said Smith upon the west half 
of the southwest quarter of section twenty-five, 
and east half of the southeast quarter of section 
twenty-six, in township seven south, of range 
fifteen west, in the Kalamazoo land district, in the 
State of Michigan, which location was canceled 
by order of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, in May, 1851, on the ground that the war- 
rant issued after the death of said Hill. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would inquire 
whether the first part of the? report states when 
this man entered the service. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report does not state 
the length of time of service, or when he entered 
the service. 

Mr. JONES. I have no doubt that the claimant 
rendered the service, but the point I wish to get 
at is this: under the general law, if a soldier die 
before the warrant issues, and leave no widow or 
children, brothers or sisters, I believe the warrant 
js void, under the act of the Mexican service. 
But if this man entered the service after February, 
1847, then this warrant, though issued after his 
death, would, in my opinion, belong to his heirs 
general, or to his creditors; because the law was 
in existence at that time, and offered this bounty 
of one hundred and sixty acres of land as an in- 
ducement to persons to enlist in that war, and 
therein differs from the acts of 1850 and 1855, which 
gave a mere gratuity or bounty for services before 
rendered. ‘hose laws confined the bounty to 
the soldier himself, his widow and minor children. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 


A bill (H. R. No. 38) granting one hundred 
and sixty acres of land to Richard Smith, of Co- 
shocton county, Ohio, for his services in the ex- 
pedition against the Rickaree Indians. [Objected 
to by Mr. Quirman.] 

An act (S. No. 159) for the relief of James 
Harrington. ; 


| 
| 


| part of December, 1854, he presented three drafts 


-all its contents sunk, and the said Lieutenant J. 


| aggregate of the drafts referred to, to wit: $2,450. 


| grant what the memorial of the said Todd prays 


| for the reason that he appears to have taken every |, 


i 
h 


Mr. LETCHER called for the reading of the 
report. 
The. CHAIRMAN. No report accompanies 
il. ; 
Mr. LETCHER. Then I object. 


An act (S. No. 158) for the relief of Dempsey 
Pittman. > 

The bill directs the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury, under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of War, to audit and settle the account of 
Dempsey Pittman against the United States, for 
his military services in’ Florida, in 1838, and pay 
him such compensation and allowances as may be 
found to be justly due him, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: pro- 
vided, that the amount shall in no case exceed the || 
pay of a colonel of infantry for five months. 

‘The report of the Senate Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs was read. 

he bill was laid aside to be reported to the 

House. 

A bill (H. R. No. 357) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of William. Austin, deceased. 
[Objected to by Mr. Lercuer.]} 


A bill (H. R. No. 11) for the relief of J. W. 
Todd, a lieutenant of ordnance in the United 
States Army. 

The bill directs the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury to give credit to J. W. Todd, a 
lieutenant of ordnance in the United States Army, 
in the sum of $2,450, the same being the amount || 
placed in his hands by the United States, and 
charged to him asa disbursing officer, which was 
irrecoverably lost whilst in his charge and cus- 
tody, by the burning and sinking of the steam- 
boat Gipscy, on the Mississippi river, between 
Baton Rouge and New Orleans, on the 7th of 
December, 1854. 

The Committee on Military Affairs reported 
an amendment, to strike out the second section, 
as follows: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That there be paid 
to the said Todd, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $150, the value of his 
money, clothing, and other effects Jost by the burning and 
sinking of said vessel. i 

From the report, which was read, it appears 
that Lieutenant Todd was in command of the 
Baton Rouge arsenal; that it was a part of his 
duty to collect, at various times, war warrants 
issued in his favor in virtue of requisitions made |} 
by him on the ordnance department; that to col- |! 
leet those warrants he had to present them to the | 
sub-treasurer at New Orleans; that in the early 


to the sub-treasurer aforesaid, amounting to 
$2,450; that in returning to Baton Rouge on the 
steamer Gipsey he deposited his funds in the safe 
of the steamer, in charge of the chief clerk; that 
at four o’clock on the morning of the 7th of De- 
cember, 1854, the steamer was burned, some 
twelve or fourteen passengers lost, the safe with 


W. Todd barely escaping with his life, losing 
all of his baggage, besides the public funds de- | 
posited in the safe aforesaid, amounting to the 


The bill referred to the committee proposes to 


for, namely: a credit on the account of the said 
Todd of the amount of the public funds lost which 
stand charged against him, as well as an allow- |j 
ance of the amount of his loss by reason of the 
destruction of his baggage. The committee rec- 
ommend the allowance of a credit to Lieutenant 
Todd of theamount of public money lost by him, 


and because the loss was the result of unavoid- 
able accident; but the committee do notconceive | 
that Lieutenant Todd has any claim upon the 


: : . i 
possible precaution for the safety of the money, || 
i 

| 


| reported to the House. 


| to be paid shall not exceed $663 78, with interest 


Government for the destruction of his private jj 
baggage. i 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill, as f 
amended, was laid aside tọ be reported to the ji 
House. | 
A bill (H. R. No. 338) for the relief of George |; 
Schellinger. The bill requires the Secretary of | 
the Treasury to pay, out of any money in the | 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
of $284 25, in full for damages sustained by him 
by reason of destruction of property by the Army || 
of the United States during the Black Hawk war. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would remark 


i 
it 
i 


H 
|i 


that thè bill'is defective in naming no péi : 
whom the amount-is to be paid. “If there be no! 
objection, an amendment will be made; 
the name which appears in-the title of the bilki 
The amendment was agreed to. bps 
The bill, as antended, was laid aside t 


An act (S. No. 63) to authorize and direct the 4 
settlement of the account of the Bank of the State” 
of Missouri for money advanced for the subsist 


ence and transportation of volunteers. =; : 

The bill directs the proper accounting offiders 
of the Treasury Depaitment to audit the account: 
of the Bank of the State of Missouri against the’ 


| United States, for money advanced. in, 1846. for- 


subsistence and transportation of certain 


me, 


patios of volunteers, which, by order of General” 


. P. Gaines, assembled at St. Louis; Missouri, 
in May and June of that year, with the'vyiew of 
being mustered into the service of the’ United 
States, in the same manner as if the said. com-,” 
panies had been regularly received into the ser= 
vice, and the payment of the balance which may. 
be found to be due to the said bank, with interesi 
thereupon; provided that the amount authori: 


from the 1st of June, 1846, and that the account. 
be sustained by such vouchers as are required iri 
similar cases. : 
Mr. LETCHER. I move to amend by strik* 
ing out the interest wherever it occurs in the bill. 
Mr. KENNETT. I hope the gentleman will’ 
not insist upon his amendment. ° aN ees 
Mr. LETCHER. I do insist upon it, Twill 
not consent to pay interest uponany claim against : 
the Government. If interest be allowed, J shall.’ 
object to the bill. i PAIO ae 
Mr. KENNETT. Well, sir, it willbe better 
to have the principal without the interést than not 
to have anything at all. I hope, therefore, the 
amendment will be agreed to. i 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill, as amended, was laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House. , 
A bill (H, R. No. 359) increasing the pension: 
of George W. Torrence. f 
The bill increases the pension allowed to: 
George W. Torrence, by the act approved, July. 
17, 1854, to forty dollars per month, commencing 
from the date of the beginning of his. present: 
pension, in consideration of his great disability, 
by reason of wounds receivedat the National 
Bridge, Mexico, on the 9th of September, 1847. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported’ to the 
House. ‘ : . 
An act (S. No..137) for the relief of Amos B: 
Eaton, a commissary of subsistence in the United 
States Army. etd 
The bill directs the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury to allow and credit to Amos B. 
Eaton, a commissary of subsistence in the United 
States Army, the sum of $1,137 79, the amount 
paid by him to William Sibley, William H. 
Spencer, and A. Herbert, who were clerks in the 
United States commissary department, for ser- 
vices rendered by them as auctioneers in the sales 
of certain damaged and surplussubsistence stores 
at Brazos Island, Texas, and at Monterey, Mex» 
ico, in 1847 and 1848. 
The bill was laid aside to- be reported: to: the 
House. s ae 
An act (S. No. 184) for the relief of Samuel 


| Forrest. 


The bill directs the accounting officers.of the 
Treasury to allow to Samuel Forrest two and a 
half per cent. upon the amount of military contri- 
butions received by him while acting as purser to 


| the United States ship Ohio, on the coast of the 


Pacific, during the Mexican war, and that. the’ 
same be paid out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated; the said allowance to 
be in full compensation for all extra services, ex 
penses, and losses, during the period aforesaid, 
according to the spirit of the act of March 3, 1849, 
“ to provide for the settlement of accounts of 
public officers and others who may have received 
moneys arising from military contributions, or 
otherwise, in Mexico.’’ mais 
The bill was laid aside tobe reported tothe” 
House. ny 
An act for the relief of Mrs. Agatha O’BHén,’ 
widow of Brevet Major J. P.J. O'Brien, Jae of 
the United States Army. ao 


PiL 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


August 12, 


J he: bill direets:the Secretary of. the “Treasury: 
to` pay, out of any money in the Treasury not | 
otherwise appropriated, to Mrs. Agatha O’Brien, 

widow'of Brevet Major J. P. J. O’Brien, such 
sums of money as may be found due to her late 
husband, ‘as captain of artiller#, from the 31st of 


December, 1849, when he was last paid, to the |, 


31st of March, 1850, the day of his death. 

The Committee on Military Affairs reported 
the bill with the following amendment, as an ad- 
- ditional section: A 
i Sec..Q.-And be it further enacted, That the proper ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury audit and settle the 
accounts of the late Major J. P. J. O’Brien, of the United 
States Army, upon the principles of equity and justice. 

The memorialist states “ that her late husband 
‘Was assistant quartermaster United States Army, 
from {847 to the time of his death, and, as such, 
disbursed large sums of public money at various 
places, particularly at Camargo, Mexico, and Indi- 
anola, ‘Texas; that while actually in the perform- 
ance of his duties” * * * ‘he was seized with | 
cholera and died after a few hours’ illness, at In- 
dianola, on March 31, 1850, necessarily leaving 
his accounts in a very unsettled condition. Upon 
a sétilement of his accounts at the ‘Treasury, a 
balance of about seven hundred dollars stands 
charged against him, while his pay and emolu- 
ments, for the quarter ending on the day he died, 
are, to his credit, $335 50. 

Mr, LETCHER. IfI understand the report, 
there is due to J. P. J. O’Brien, on the books of 
the United States, a balance of some four hun- 
dred dollars; and the bill provides that an allow- 
ance shall be paid to his widow. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a balance due 
from him, upon the books of the De artment, of 
some seven hundred dollars, and the Bin proposes | 
to pay to his widow the amount of his pay and 
emoluments from the 3d of December, 1849, 
when he was last paid, to the Ist day of March, 
1850, the day of his death. 

Mr. LETCHER. What is to be done with 
the book account in the mean time? Does the 
committee make any recommendation upon that 
subject? 

r. WILLIAMS. The amendment directs 
the accounting officer of the Treasury to settle 
his accounts. ~ 

Mr. LETCHER. I would inquire if the scc- 
ond section is intended to cause the account to be 
balanced upon the books? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then I prefer to say so in- 
stead of going through this round about way of 
doing so. I move to amend by striking out the 


amendment reported by the committee—the sec- 


ond section—and inserting the following in lieu 
thereof: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the proper ac- 
counting officer of the ‘Treasury balance the account of the 
late Major J, P. J. O'Brien, on the books of the United 
States, and pay over to the memorialist the balance that 
may be due Major J. P. J. O'Brien for his services. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed | 


The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported to 
the House.. 

A bill (S. No. 360) to reimburse the State of 
Vermont the expenses incurred by her in paying 
her militia, called out in 1838 and 1839 to preserve 
the neutrality of the country. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to the State of Vermont, out of any moneys H 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $4,009 18, the same being the amount ex- | 

ended by said State in paying and subsisting | 
kor militia, called out to preserve the neutrality | 
of the United States, then involved in the troubles 
on the Canada frontier. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I ask that the reading of | 
the report, which is a lengthy one, may be dis- | 
pensed with. The Committee on Military Affairs | 
were unanimous in reporting this bill, being sat- | 


isfied that the sum of $4,009 18 was expended by |) 
the State of Vermont for the purposes stated in| 


the bill, 
The reading of the report was dispensed with, | 
and the bill was laid aside to be reported to the | 
ouse. 


An act directing payment to George P. Marsh | 


H ability pension is all the husband would’ have |! 


to the Ottoman Porte. {Objected to by Mr. 
| WHEELER. ] 

A bill for the relief of William Hunter, chief 
clerk of the Department of State. (Objected t 
by Mr. Hveusrow.] : 

A bill for the relief of Peter Parker, late secre- 
tary of legation at Canton, China. [Objected to 
by Mr. Orr.] 

A bill for the relief of Stephen H. Weems, late 
consul at Guatemala. [Objected to by Mr. 
Lercurr J 

A bill for the relief of George W. Lippitt. 
[Objected to by Mr. Lercuer.] 

An act (H. R. No. 365) for the relief of Charles 
L. Denman. 

The bill authorizes the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to Charles L. Denman $200, in full 
consideration of alike sum by him advanced to 
the Pacific Mail Company, for the passage of two 
American citizens from heels. in Mexico, to 
San Francisco, California, and to be paid out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 

riated. 
P The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

A bill (H. R. No. 366) for the relief of Rebec- 
ca Smith. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Rebecca Smith on the roll of 
revolutionary pensions for the State of Georgia, 
under the act of July 7, 1838, and the other acts 
subsequent thereto, continuing the benefits of said 
acts to the recipients thereof, and pay her a pen- 
sion, at the rate of $100 a year, under said act, 
during her natural life. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

A bill (H. R. No. 367) for the relief of Mary 
B. Winship, widow of Oscar F. Winship. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Mary B. Winship, widow of 
the late Major Oscar F, Winship, deceased, on 
the pension roll at the rate of fifty dollars a 
month, from the 13th day of December, 1855, for 
and during her natural life. 

The report was read. 

Mr. McMULLIN. It seems to me that the 
distinction between the amounts to be paid in this 
bill and that in the last is too great. As far as I 
can see, the principle is precisely the same. 1 
would gue of the gentleman who reported the 
bill, whether he will not consent to an amend- 
ment reducing the amount? 

Mr. OLIVER, of New York. What amend- 
ment does the gentleman propose? 

Mr. McMULLIN. Well, sir, the last bill pro- 
vided a pension of only $100 a year, and this for 
a pension of $50 per month. Ë cannot see the || 
distinction between the two cases. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. F would inquire 
what rank this Winshipheld, J understand that 
his rank was that of captain, and that his pension 
under the gencral law would have been only |} 
twenty dollars per month. I think the full dis- 


received under the general law. 

Mr.McMULLIN. Upon the statement of my | 
friend from Tennessee, I will move to strike out | 
“fifty dollars,” and insert ‘twenty dollars.”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be re- 
ported to the Flouse. 

A bill (H. R. No. 368) for the relief of Ursula 
E. Cobb, widow of Charles Cobb. 

The bill requires the Secretary of the Interior | 
to place the name of Ursula E. Cobb, widow of |! 
the late Charles Cobb, a gunner in the naval l! 
service of the United States, upon the list of || 


The bill directs the Secretary of the Intérior to 
place the name of Albro Tripp upon the invali 


j pension roll at the rate.of twenty dollars per 


month, in lieu of the pension to which he is 
entitled under the law of Congress approved 
August 3, 1854, to commence on the Ist of De- 


cember, 1855, to continue during his natural life. : 


The bill was laid aside to be reported. to the 

House. ae 
A bill (H. R. No. 369) for the relief of Mary 

Ann Clark. i 
The bill and report were read. 


Mr. LETCHER. If discase were contracted * 


in Mexico, the surgeon of the army who had 
charge of this claimant’s husband could certify 
the fact. 


Mr, OLIVER. He was taken ill with this, 


disease in Mexico, and it grew upon him after 
he left the service. 
try and died, and his widow has had no oppor- 
tunity to get the certificate of the surgeon. 
Mr. LETCHER. Others are required-to pro- 
duce a certificate, and I do not sée why this case 
should be an exception. I object to the bill. . | 


A bill (H. R. No. 371) for the relief of Dolly l 


Empson. : 
The bill directs that the name of Dolly Empson, 


of the State of Tennessee, widow of Jacob Emp-, 


son, deceased, a private in the war of 1812,-shall 
be placed on the pension roll; and that. she be 
allowed and paid, by the proper officer. of the 
Government, such pension as is now allowed by 
law to the widows of soldiers who were. killed 
in battle, or died in the service of wounds received 
in battle, or of disease contracted in the service 
in the line of their duty, or who died at any time 
after being discharged of wounds received, or of 
disease contracted, while in the service and in the 
line of their duty, to commence on the Ist of 


| January, 1856. 
The Bal was laid aside-to: be reported to the 
| House. cs è 


A bill (H. R. No. 372) for the relief of Lyman 
Cook ; 


The bill directs that the name of Lyman N. 
Cook be placed on the pension roll of the United 
States, and that he receive an annual pension of 
$22 50 per month, during his natural life, to be 
pad to him out of the Treasúry of the United 

tates. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 


An act (S. No. 210) to increase the pension of 
Alpheus T. Palmer, late a lieutenant in the ninth 
regiment United States infantry. l 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to pay to Alpheus T. Palmer, late a lieutenant in 
the ninth regiment United States infantry, a pen- 
sion at the rate of thirty dollars per month; in- 
stead of the pension of seventeen dollars per 
month, which he has heretofore received., 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 


An act (S. No. 208) for the relief of Betsey 
Whipple. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Betsey Whipple, widow of 
Stephen Whipple, late a pensioner of the United 
States, upon the roll of pensioners, and pay to 
her annually, during her widowhood, the sum of 


| ninety-six dollars, to commence on the Bth of 


June, 1853. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

Mr. SNEED. I move that the committee rise: 
‘With the consent of the committee, I desire to 


| State my reasons for making the motion. © There 


those pensioners who are allowed pensions by 
the act entitled “An act for the more equitable į; 
administration of the Navy pension fund,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1837, and to allow her, as the |: 
widow of Cobb, a pension, agreeable to the pro- || 
visions of said act, and that her pension com- |! 
menec on the 9th of May, 1853. | 

| 

| 


The bill was-laid aside to be reported to the l 
House. | 
| Mr. MeMULLIN moved that the committee | | 
| rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. | 


for judicial services rendered by him, under, the 
act of August 11, 1848; while minister resident! 


A bill (H. R. No. 369) for the relief of Albro | 
Tripp. j 


, is a bill which was, at an early day of the ses- 


sion, placed upon the calendar of the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. Itis a 


| bill to liquidate the unadjusted contracts of the 
i Tennessee river improvements. 


It is really a 
private bill, and involves a case of very great 


; hardship. It was reported long before these bills 


which we are now acting upon; and I desire, 
when we get into the House, to call it up for con- 
sideration. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

An act (S. No. 115) granting a pension to 
Samuel B. Porter, a soldier in the late war with 
Great Britain. : 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 


He was taken into the coun-. 


t856. 
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place the name of Samuel B..Porter on the list | 
of invalid pensioners of the United States, and | 
pay him a pension at the rate of six. dollars per 
month, commencing on the Ist of January, 1853, 
and to continue during his natural life; provided, 
that if, at any time. hereafter, he shall prove to 
the satisfaction of the Commissioner of Pensions 
that he is totally disabled in consequence of the 
inj uy alleged to have been received in the battle 
of Plattsburg during the late war with Great 
Britain, then his pension, by this act granted, 
shall be increased to eight dollars per month; 
said increase to date from the completion of the 
proof of such increased disability. 

The report, which was read, sets forth that the | 
petitioner enlisted in the United States infantry, 
in January, 1814, for during the war. In the 
battle of Plattsburg, while engaged in the de- |i 
fense of the bastion of the middle or principal 
fort, the upper floor, on which he was stationed, | 
was torn up by an eighteen or twenty-four pound 
shot, and he was thrown some ten or twelve feet | 
to the lower floor, receiving severe wounds in his 
right arm and elbow, from which he has never 
recovered. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 
` An act (S. No. 206) increasing the pension of | 
Albert Hart. 

The bill instructs the Secretary of the Interior |] 
to increase the pension of Albert Hart to sixteen | 
dollars per month, ‘and pay him at the rate of | 
sixteen dollars per month from the Ist January, | 
1854, during his natural life. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

An act (S. No. 212) to increase the pension of 
Amaziah Goodwin, of the State of Maine. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
< pay to Amaziah Goodwin, of Maine, ten dollars 
per month, instead of six dollars per month, now 
payable to him as an invalid pensioner of the 

nited States. This increase to take effect from 
and after the 1st January, 1852, and to continue 
during his natural life. ` 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the | 
House. 

An act (S. No. 246) granting a pension to Mrs. | 
Olivia W. Cannon, widow of Joseph S. Cannon, 
late a midshipman in the United States Navy, 
now deceased. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
pay to Mrs. Olivia W. Cannon, widow of Joseph 
5. Cannon, late a midshipman in the United 
States Navy, now deceased, a sum equal to five | 
years’ half pay of her deccased husband’s grade | 
in the Navy, estimated according to his pay for |! 
active sea service, under act of March 2, 1835; į 
provided, that said half-pay pension shall be paid |) 
from any money appropriated, or to be approz 
priated, to pay the half-pay pensions of widows 
and orphans of the Navy, and that no sale, trans- | 
fer, or mortgage of the whole or any part of the 
sum granted by the act, made prior to the taking 
effect thereof, shall be valid. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

A bill (H. R. No. 374) for the relief of Claib@tn 
Vaughn. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to | 
place the name of Claiborn Vaughn on the roll ; 
of invalid pensions for the State of Georgia, at the | 
rate of six dollars per month, to commence on 
the 4th of December, 1855, and to continue during {| 
his natural life. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

A bill (H. R. No. 375) for the relief of George 
Bond. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
lace the name of George Bond on the roll of 
invalid pensions for the State of Georgia, at the 
rate of eight dollars per month, to commence on 
the 4th of December, 1855, and to continue during ! 
his natural life. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 

House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved that the | 
committee rise. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, demanded | 
tellers. 


i 


. 


@ A bill (H. R. No. 376) for the benefit of Rob- 


| continue during his natural life. 


ji place the name of Robinson 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Wasu- 
BURNE of Illinois, and Evans were appointed. 


The question was. taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 5, noes J17. 
So the committee refused. to-rise. 


ert S. Wimberly. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Robert S. "Wimberly, of. the 
State of Georgia, upon the roll of invalid pen- 
sions, at eight dollars per month, from the Ist of 
December, 1855, to continue during his natural 
life. - ; 

Mr. FOSTER. [offer the following amend- 
ment to the bill: 


Add as follows: ` 

And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the 
Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to issue, or cause to 
be issued, by the proper officer, to the said Robert S. Wim- 
berly, a bounty land warrant for one hundred and sixty 
acres of land in the same way as though he had established 
his claim under the laws now in force upon that subject. 


Mr. LETCHER. If the gentleman insists on 
the amendment, I must object to the bill. 

Mr. FOSTER. Then I withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

A bill (H. R. No. 378) for the relief of Richard 
I. Murray. 

The bill directs that the name of Richard I. 
Murray be placed on the roll of invalid pensions, 


at the rate of eight dollars per month, to com- || 


mence on the Ist day of December, 1855, and to 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 


An act (S. No. 207) for the relief of Levi C. 
Harris. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Levi C. Harris, of the State of 

ississippi, upon the roll of invalid pensioners, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of ninety-six 
dollars per annum, from the Ist of December, 
1854, during his natural life. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 


An act (S. No. 209) restoring Joshua Mercer 
to the roll of invalid pensioners. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
restore the name of Joshua Mercer to the list of 
invalid pensioners, and pay him at the rate of 
eight dollars per month, from the Ist of January, 
1852, during his natural life. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

An act (S. No. 201) granting a pension to 
Nathaniel Mothershead, of Missouri. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Wathaniel Mothershead, of 
Missouri, upon the roll of invalid pensioners of 
the United States, and pay to him a pension at 
the rate of eight dollars per month, from the Ist 
of January, 1850, during his natural life. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

Anact (S. No. 247) granting a pension to Mor- 
ris Powers. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to | 
place the name of Morris Powers on the list of |; 
invalid pensioners of the United States, and pay 
him eight dollars per month from the Ist of Jan- 
uary, 1856, during his natural life. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally, and a message 
was received from the Senate, by Aspury Dick- 
ins, their Secretary, informing the House that 
the Senate had passed a bill of the House (H. 
R. No. 189) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the year ending the 30th of June, | 
1857, with amendments, in which he was directed 
to ask the concurrence of the House. 

The committee resumed its session, and again 
proceeded to the consideration of bills upon the 
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oe a ee 
eight dollars permonth, ftom the 3d 
1850, during his life. 7 oh 
Mr. WRIGHT, of Mississippi. 1 mov 
the committee rise. E a 
The motion was not agreed to... Z 
Mr. LETCHER. I would inquire when ‘the 
pension in the last.case read commence : 
ain CHAIRMAN. On the. 3d of D 
1850. . EERENS 3 
Mr. LETCHER. I would inquire why it zoe 
back so far? I propose to. amend the bill by - 
making the increase commence in December, 
1855—the beginning of this session of ‘Congress. 
Mr. PIKE. It was a mistake: it should have 
read 1855. : : 
The amendment was agreed to; and. the bill, 
as amended, was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. $ ree 
A bill (H. R. No. 380) for the relief. of John 
Campbell. eee Ee Pe 
The bill increases the pension of John. Camp- 
bell from four to eight dollars per. month, such 
increase to commence on the Ist of December, 
1855. i oh 
The bill was laid aside to be reported, to the 
House. ee 
Mr. GIDDINGS. In order that we may have 
a quorum for the passage of these 'bills, I move'that 
‘the committee do now rise. t i 
The motion was agreed to. 
So the committee rose; and the Speaker ħaving 
resumed the chair, Mr. PueLrs reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House had: had under 
| consideration the Private Calendar, and had di- 
rected him to report to the House forty-six bills, 
some with and some without amendments, with 
a recommendation that they do pass. 000 =? 
Mr.GIDDINGS. I now move to take up the 
bills that have passed without objection and with- 
out amendment, and to pass them in the aggre- 


ate. ob 
g Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I propose, if it 
meet the approbation of the House,‘that the 
House concur with the report of the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. PHELPS. I suggest a modification of 
that proposition. If there are any bills on which 
gentlemen desire a separate vote, let them be 
| indicated. . : 

Mr. SAGE. Task a separate vote on bill No. 
367, for the relief of Mary B. Winship. 97) 

Mr. MILLSON. We got into serious difi- 
culty at thelast session by not having the titles 
of bills read. Í 

Mr. McMULLIN. Asa separate vote is de- 
manded by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Sace,] on bill No. 367, I shall object to the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Tennessee. I am 
perfectly willing that the vote on all be taken en 
masse. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Mixuson] asks that the bills be read 
by their titles. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
six o’clock, and. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia insists, as he has a right, that the bills be 
read by their titles. 

Mr. MILLSON. I desiré to say one word. 
At the last session, in consequence of bills nat 
| being read by their titles, a bill was reported as 
having passed which never had passed the com- 
mittee at all. pated 

Mr. McMULLIN, (at thirty-five minutes past 
five o’clock, p.m.) I move thatthe House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I will withdraw my objec- 
l tion to the proposition of the gentleman from 


It is now near 


li Tennessee. 


The bills were then read by their tides, and 
| those upon which a separate vote was not asked 
| were acted on en masse., The amendments re- 
| ported by the Committee of the Whole House 
| were agreed to, the bills carried through their 
several necessary stages, and finally passed. The 
following are the bills passed: 


A bill (H. R. No. 379) for the relief of Robin- 
son Gammon. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
i ammon, of 
of Oxford, and State of Maine, | 
f invalid pensioners, at the rate of | 


| 


bury, county 
upon the roll o 


Rox- |} 


A bill (H. R. No. 224) authorizing the legal 
representatives of Manuel Gonzales Mero. to 
i enter certain lands in Missouri;. ore 
i Abill (H. R. No. 243) for the relief of George 
i K. McGunnegle, surviving partner of the late frm 
‘of Hill & McGunnegle, of St. Louis, Missouri; 
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legal representatives of Thomas Gordon, de- 
ceased; > o l i | 
A bill (H. R. No. 269) for the relief of the sure- 
ties of the late Lieutenant Charles E. Jarvis, Uni- | 
ted Staves Army; ` i 
A bill (H.R. No. 275) for the relief of Captain | 
Thomas Ap Catesby Jones: f 
`A bill (H. R. No, 281) for the relief of Betsey 
ashy 
“A bill (C. O: No. 3) for the relief of James M. 
Lindsayyo 0 ote. 
A bil (C. C. No.4) for the rélief of Salvador 
ceardiy i>: . 
JA bill (C, C, No. 6) for the relief of William 
H. Chase; ` : 
CA bill (H.R. No. 333) for the relief of Collins | 
Boomer; - : l 
JA resolution to pay William Cooper the sum } 
of four hundred dollars for his services as laborer 
at the Capitol during the Thirty-First and Thirty- 
Second. Congresses; 7 
A bill (TIR. No. 336) for the relief of Ransdell 
Pegg; 
-. Anact (S.No. 240) to confirm the title of Henry 
Volcker to a certain tract of land in the Territory 
of New Mexico;. ..: 
An ace-(S. No. 191) forthe relief of Cezaire 
Wallace, of the parish ‘of Bossier, and State of | 


Louisiana; : 

An act (S. No..194) for the relief of Joseph 
Smith; .... 

- An act (S. No. 158) for the relief of Dempsey 


Pitman; 

A bill (H. R. No. 11) for the relief of J. W. 
Todd, a lieutenant of ordnance in the United 
States Army; 

A bill (H. R. No. 358) for the relief of George 

Schellenger; 
_ An act (S. No. 63) to authorize and direct the 
settlement of the account of the Bank of the State 
of Missoyri for money advanced for the subsist- 
ence and transportation of volunteers; 

A bill (H, R. No. 359) increasing the pension 
of George W. Torrence; 

An act (S. No. 137) for the relief of Amos B. 
Eaton, & commissary of subsistence in the Uni- 
ted States Army; 

An act (S. No. 184) for the relief of Samuel 
Forrest; 

A bill (EI. R. No. 364) for the relief of George 
W. Lippitt; 

A. bill (EL. R. No. 365) for the relief of Charles 
S. Denman; 

A bill (H. R. No. 366) for the relief of Rebovca 

mith; 

A bill (ET. R, No. 367) for the relief of Mary 
B. Winship, widow of Oscar F. Winship; 

A bill (HI. R. No. 368) for the relief of Ursula 
E. Cobb, widow of Charles Cobb; 

A bill (H. R. No. 369) for the relief of Albro 

ripp; 

A bin (H.R. No, 3 
Ann Clark; ; 

A. bill (HI. R. No. 371) for the relief of Dolly 
Empson; 

A bill (EL. R. No, 372) for the relief of Lyman 
N. Cook; 

. An act (S, No. 710) to increase the pension of 
Alpheus T. Palmer, late a quartermaster in the 
ninth regiment United States infantry; 

An act (S. No. 208) for the relief of Betsey 
Whipple; 

An act (S. No, 215) granting a pension to Sam- 
uel B. Porter, a soldier in the late war with Great 
Britain; 

An act (S. No. 206) increasing the pension of 
Albert Hart; ! 

An act (S. No, 212) to increase the pension of | 

: Amaziah Goodwin, of the State of Maine; f 

An act (S. No. 246) granting a pension to Mrs. | 
Olivia W. Cannon, widow of Joseph S. Cannon, 
late a midshipman in the United States Navy, 
now deceaség; 

_A bill (H. R. No. 374) for the relief of Clai- | 

born Vaughn; ! 

$ A pil CL R. No. 375) for the relief of George | 
ond; 

A bill (H: R. 
ert S. Wimberly; 

A bill (H. R.N 
I. Murray; 

An act (S.No. 207) for the relief of Levi C. | 
Harris; ; ‘ ; 


70) for the relief of Mary 


| 
| 
| 
i 
i 


No. 376) for the benefit of Rob- 


©. 378) for the relief of Richard 


. ‘ . p i 
|| a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- | 


i| amendment, that the pension be reduced from 


A bill-CH.. R. No. 380) for the relief of John 
Campbell; - ; : 

The question was then on the bill of the House 
(No. 360) to reimburse the State of Vermont the 
expenses incurred by her in paying her militia, 
called out in 1838 and 1839 to preserve the neu- 
trality of the country, upon which Mr. GREEN- 
woop had demanded a separate vote. 


Mr. GREENWOOD. I offer the following 
amendment: 

Provided, That the reimbursement to the State of Ver- 
mont hereby authorized to be made, shall not be so con- 
strued as to authorize the allowance of bounty land to the 
militia so ealed out in said State in the years 1838 and 
1839 to preserve the neutrality of the country. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I hope that 
amendment will not be adopted. It will be seen | 
that it will have the effect of changing the existing | 
bounty land law. Task for no special legislation 
in behalf of Vermont, and I object to any inter- 
polanon in this bill which discriminates against 
her, and changes the construction of the present 
law. Ifany citizens of Vermont are entitled to 
bounty land. under the present laws, certainly I 
do not think this House will be disposed to de- 
prive them of it by such an amendment as this. | 
lt will not be contended, I suppose, by the gen- | 
tleman from Arkansas, [Mr. GREENWOOD, ] under 
his construction of the bounty land acts, that, if 
the General Government had paid the amount 
due to Vermont seventecn or cighteen years ago, 
some of these citizens, called out in the emer- 
gency to which the bill under consideration re- 
fers, would not be entitled to bounty land. Well, 
sir, because the Government has delayed the 
payment of a just debt seventeen or eightecn 
years, they are not now any the less entitled to 
it. Edo not know what construction the Depart- 
ment might put upon it; but 1 object decidedly to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas | 
being placed upon this bill, and trust the House 
will vote it dawn, 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I am very far from 
wishing to deprive these men of any rights they 
may have under existing laws. Nor do I think 
my amendment will bear that construction. 'The 
bill proposes to reimburse the State of Vermont 
the expenses incurred by her in paying her militia, 
ealled out in 1838 and 1839 to preserve the neu- 
trality of the country. Vo show that I do not 
intend to deprive these men of any rights they 
may have under existing laws, I will modify m 
amendment by adding these words: “ unless i 
ready entitled by law.” 

Mr. MORRILL. I object decidedly to any 
such amendment being interpolated upon this 
bill, 

Mr. GREENWOOD. The amendment pro- 
vides that this militia shall not be construed to 
be entitled to bounty land, unless entitled to it 
under a former law. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I say this: we ought to put | 
Vermont on the same footing as Maine and other | 
States. I call for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. 1 call for the yeas and 
nays on the amendment. 

Lhe yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 


ingly read the third time and passed. 
MARY B. WINSHIP. 
A bill (H. R. No. 367) for the relief of Mary 
B. Winship, widow of Oscar F. Winship. 
The SPEAKER. This bill is reported from 
the Committee of the Whole House, with an 


fifty to twenty dollars per month, to commence 
on the 13th day of December, 1855: 

Mr. HAVEN. I knew Major Winship per- 
sonally when he was alive; and I know histor- | 


rejected, and that the not unreasonable pension of 
fifty dollars per month will be given to his widow. 
I call for the previous question: 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. i 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move to recommit the 
bul. j : 

The SPEAKER, The motion is not in order 
pending. the order for the previous question. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
of the Committee of the Whole House was dis- 
agrecd to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being’engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 

r. GIDDINGS. I call for the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. McMULLEN. | I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. ee 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
disagreed to. f 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put; and under 
the operation thereof the bill was passed. 

Mr. GIDDINGS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table; which latter motion was agreed to. |. 

Mr. FLORENCE... I move to reconsider the 
vote by which all the bills reported from the com- 
mittee, and upon which the vote was taken in 
gross, be reconsidered; and I also move that the 
motion to reconsider be. laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, the 
bill (H. R. No. 189) making appropriations for 
the support of the Navy for the year ending the ` 
30th of June, 1857, with the Senate amendments 
thereto, was taken from the Speaker’s table, and 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


ISAAC- ADAMS. 


Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. On several ob- 
jection days a bill has been passed over, to which 
there is slight objection. It is House bill (No, 
325) for the relief of Isaac Adams. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to discharge the 


| Committee of the Whole from the further con- 


sideration of that bill, and to put it upon its pas- 
sage. 
Mr. CLINGMAN, I object. I do not Jike 
to pass these patent cases in this way. 

Ar. SMITH. I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I demand the yeas and 
nays upon that motion. f 

Mr. ORR. {í move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The yeas and nays were refused upon the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules. 

Mr, MACE. I move the that House do now 
adjourn; and upon that motion I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

T'he question was then taken on Mr. Smuru’s 
motion, and the rules were suspended, two thirds 
voting in favor thereof. 

The Committee of the Whole was accordingly 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill for the relief of Isaac Adams; and it was re- 
ported to the House for consideration. 

The bill provides that the letters patent granted 


| to Isaac Adams on the 14th of October, 1830, for 
| new and useful im 


y provements in printing ma- 
chinery, called the power printing press, and also 
the letters patent granted to Isaac Adams in 
March, 1836, for additional improvements, be 
renewed, revived, and extended from the passage 
of this act to the 2d day of March, 1865, for the 
benefit of said Adams, his heirs, and legal repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. SMITH. I have only one word to say in 
reference to this bill. It is recommended by 
nearly all the prominent printers in the United 
States. There is an inaccuracy in the bill which 
I desire to have corrected. I move to strike out 
t: 1865,” and insert in lieu thereof “1864.” I call 
the previous question. 

Mr. ALBRIGHT. Į move that the bill be laid 


ically that his services were very valuable and 
very gallant. I hope the amendment will be || 


on the table. m 
The motion was not agreed tò. i 
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The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was ordered to -be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 

Mr. SMITH moved:the previous question on 
the passage of the.bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. ALBRIGHT called the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

_ Mr. STANTON moved that the House ad- 
ourn. 

Mr. CLINGMAN called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. McQuEEN 
and Woopnurr were appointed. 

The House divided, and the tellers reported— 
ayes 70, noes 42. 

So the motion was agreed to; and thereupon 
(at ten minutes pastsix o’clock, p. m.) the House 
adjourned till to-morrow, at eleven o’clock, a. m. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, August 13, 1856. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the President of the 
United States, transmitting a report from the 
Secretary of State, with accompanying docu- 
ments, in answer to a resolution of the Senate of 
Monday last in relation to the deliberations of 
the late congress of plenipotentiaries in Paris on 
the subject of privateering. 

Mr. MASON. Thatis a reply to a call by the 
Senate made on Monday on my motion for cor- 
respondence between the Secretary of State and 
the French Minister, touching the propositions in | 
reference to the establishment of neutral relations 
between the Governments of Europe and this 
country. It is a correspondence of very great 
interest, and I move that five thousand copies of | 
it be printed in addition to the usual number, of 
which five hundred shall be for the use of the | 
Department of State for transmission to our vari- 
ous representatives abroad. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before 
the Senate a message received from the President 


of the United States, transmitting, in compliance || 


with a resolution of the Senate of the 7th instant, | 
in relation to the refusal of the Government of | 
Honduras to receive a commercial agent from | 
this country, a report from the Secretary of State, 
and documents accompanying it. 

Mr. WELLER. This communication is in 
answer to a call made by a resolution which I 
presented a few days ago. I desire to have it 
printed. . It will disclose the fact, that the Pres- 
ident of the State of Honduras has recently pub- 
lished a decree prohibiting all North Americans 
from going into Honduras, unless they bring | 
with them capital as merchants, or have some 
trade, either being mechanics or merchants. The || 
prohibition is against no other people but the | 
people of the United States. Imove thatthe com- | 
munication be laid on the table, and printed. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before 
the Senate a report of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, communicating, in compliance with a res- 
olution of the Senate, information in relation to 
the site for a post office and court-house in the 
city of New York; which, on motion of Mr. 
Sewarp, was referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the en- 
rolled bill for the relief of Norwood McClelland, 
master of the steamboat New World; and the 
enrolled bill to alter the time for holding the dis- 
trict court in South Carolina, and for other pur- 
poses. 

LIEUTENANT W. A. BARTLETT. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I desire to call atten- 


tion to a matter which is embraced in the resolu- 
tion which I now present: 


the matter of the memorial of Washington Allon Bartlett, 
late a lieutenant in the Navy of the United States, com- 
plaining of the action had under the act of Congress entitled 
‘An act to promote the efficiency of the Navy,” approved 
ébruary 28, 1855, nothing appears which impeacies his | 
promptness aud efficiency as an officer of the Navy, or 
impugns his character as a gentleman. ` 
I do not ask for the consideration of the reso- 
lution now. I perceive, in the New York Herald 
of the llth instant, some very severe strictures 
on the character of Lieutenant Bartlett, touching 
the report made by the Naval Committee of the 
Senate, which report, the Herald states, has the 
intention to condemn, or does condemn, Mr. 


Bartlett. I desire now tocall on the Senator from 
Tennessee, [Mr. BeLL,] who made. the report, 
to explain, as he may see proper, what. was the 
course and conduct of the committee in relation 
to Mr. Bartlett. 
Mr. MALLORY. The resolution lies over. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa. 1 do not ask for the 
consideration of the resolution now, but I desire 
the Senator from Tennessee to make an explana- 
tion. $ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The consid- 
į eration of the resolution is objected to, and there- 
| fore it cannot come up now. 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Unless it is objected 
| to, and I hope it will not be, I desire to say, and i 
I think Iam called upon to say, as the member 
of the committee who made the report 
Mr. MALLORY. I object to any discussion. 
If the debate goes on, I shall mingle in it. 
| _ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolu- 
| tion must lie over under the rules; objection being 
made to its consideration at this time. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. No. 
451) making appropriations for light-houses, 
light-boats, buoys, &c., and providing for the 
erection and establishment of the same, and for 
other purposes, reported it, with an amendment. 

He also moved that the Committee on Com- 
i merce be discharged from the further consider- 
| ation of the resolution of the Legislature of New 


, York, in relation to buildings erected by the Gov- 


f ernment upon the quarantine grounds; which | 
was agreed to. 

| Mr. TOOMBS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, moved that the committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the 
petition of G. W. Brown and others, detained in 
custody in Kansas on charges of treason. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PUGH subsequently desired to be heard 
in connection with that report, but he was ruled 
out of order. 

Mr. TOOMBS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
| No. 215) to authorize the circuit court of the 
District of Columbia to decree the sale of real 
estate in certain cases, reported it without amend- 
ment. : 

Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Public | 
Lands, to whom the subject wasreferred, reported | 
a joint resolution (S. No. 39) relative to sections 
sixteen and thirty-six, in Minnesota Territory; 
which was read, and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. | 
201) making appropriations for the civil expenses 
of the Government for the year ending 30th of 
June, 1857, reported it with amendments, and į 
gave notice that he should ask for its considera- | 
tion to-morrow. 

JOSEPH S. RUTH. 


Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on the 
Library, to whom was. referred the memorial of 
Harriet L. B. Ruth, reported the following reso- | 
lution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate pay out of 
the contingent fund of the Senate to Harriet L. B. Ruth, | 
mother of Joseph S. Ruth, deceased, the sum of $2,504, in | 
full for the services of Joseph 8. Ruth, in preparing for pub- 
lication the observations on terrestrial magnetism, made at į 
the observatory at the Girard College, and published under | 
the orders of the Senate of the ilth and 12th of February, 
A. D. 1845. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask the Senate to act on 
this resolution at once, as it is to pay money out | 
of the contingent fund for services rendered under | 
the order of the Senate. If the Senate will agree | 
to act on it now, I will make a brief statement of 


i 
| 
| 
| 
i 


ResoWwed, That in the proceedings before the Senate in 


| 


the case, which will not occupy five minutes. 


Mr. MASON, 


tion, because it ig 


must object to, its.eonsidera- 
, l my. duty to:move- for am execs 
utive session. z a 3 3 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The consid» 
eration of the resolution being objecte ith 
over, under the rules. x SEn 

WEST DRINKWATER AND OTHER 

Mr. PUGH asked, and by unanimous & 
obtained, leave to withdraw the mation made } 
him on the 7th instant, to. reconsider the vote on 
passing the bill (H. R. No. 205) for the relief of 


est Drinkwater and others. 
FRANCIS BURT. 


Mr. BUTLER. T moveto reconsider the vote 
adopttng the resolution passed yesterday ,referrin 
the papers in the case of the administrator of 
Francis Burt to the Courtof Claims.. ‘I find:that 
the papers are on file in the House of Represent- 
atives, and not in the Senate. forge 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to; and. 
leave was given to withdraw the papers. ‘ 


HOUSE RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


The House joint resolutions, extending. the 
time for the creditors. of Texas to present their 
claims, and giving increased compensation to all 
laborers in the employment of the executive and 
legislative departments of the Government, in 
ihe city of Washington, were read twice-by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. MASON. I move to.postponeall previous 
orders, for the purpose of proceeding to the con 
sideration of executive business. eas 

Mr. SLIDELL. I trust the Senator: from 
Virginia will allow me to offer a resolution,.to 
which [ hope there will be no objection, providing 
that, at four o’clock to-day, we proceed to the 
consideration of private bills from the House of 
Representatives, that will not lead to debate. I 
think we can dispose of twenty or thirty of them 
if we fix that time for their consideration. If 
that be done, I shal] sustain the motion of the 
Senator from Virginia. = ; 

Mr. MASON. If I retain my right to the 
floor, I have no objection to allowing the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Louisiana to be inter- 
posed. SG 

Mr. ADAMS. Thope theresolution of the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana will be unanimously adopted. 

Mr. SLIDELL. My resolution is, that at 
four o’clock to-day the Senate. proceéd to consider 
private bills from the House of Representatives, 
which will not give rise to debate. | p 

Mr. MASON. Ithink it would be better not 
to present that proposition until the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance shall be presents I 
insist on my motion for an executive session. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Then I shall be under the 
necessity of opposing the motion of the Senator 
from Virginia. 

Mr. MASON called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. WELLER. In my judgment the state 
of our executive business will not require more 
than one other executive session, and we can 
just as well have it on Saturday as now. I do 
not see the necessity for going into executive 
session more than once again this week; and, in 
my judgment, it had better: be postponed until 
Saturday. I shall, therefore, oppose the motion. 

Mr. SEWARD. Weare all aware that there 
is very important business in executive session; 
and I am quite willing to consent to the motion 
with a desire to go into executive session, and 
get through with the business there to-day. Any 
other executive session that may be required will 
be for supplemental business hereafter, which.can 
be very easily disposed.of. I wish, however, to 
state that, if it should be the pleasure of the Sen- 
ate not to go into executive session, I shall adhere 
to my notice to call up at twelve o’clock to-day, 
for consideration, the veto of the Des Moines 
rapids improvement bill. For myself, 1 think it 
would be best to go into executive session now; 
and I shall ask an early hour for that bill. 

Mr. MASON. I desire to say, in reply te 
what fell from the Senator from California, that 
I thinkall Senators will agree that, fromthe con= 
dition of the public business, as shown when wa 
were in executive session before, it will probably 
occupy more than one or two hours to dispose of 
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it’ 
by-one o'clock; and, so far.as 1 am concerned, I 
shall afford every facility for doing so, if the 
Senate will go.into executive session.: ` 

_» Mr. ADAMS. It is well known that, on the 
last night of the session, we have hours and hours 
when the conflict is going on between the com- 
mittees of conference, as we are to presume will 
be'the case again, when we have nothing in the 
world to do, and we may devote almost the whole 
night to’ the transaction of executive business. I 
think we can take that course this session; I 
shall therefore vote against this motion. f 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 20, nays 12; as follows: 

. YEAS — Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Biggs, Bigler, “Bright, 
Brown, Butler, Cass, Dodge, Foot, Foster, Mason, Sebas- 
tian, Seward, Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, Thomson 
of New Jersey, Toombs, Wilson, and Wright—20. 

` NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Benjamin, Geyer, Jones of 
Towa, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Pugh, Slide, Trum- 
bull, Wade, Weller, and Yulee—12. 

The Senate accordingly proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business; and after three 
hours and a half spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


, A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Cuxtom, their Clerk, announced that the 
had passed the following bills of the Senate with 
amendments: 

S. No. 63. A bill to authorize and direct a set- 
tlement of the accounts of the Bank of the State 
of Missouri for money advanced for the subsist- 
ence and transportation of volunteers; 

S. No. 191. A bill for the relief of Cozaire 
Wallace, of the parish of Bossier, State of Lou- 
isiana; and 

S. No, 203. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Agatha 
O’Brien, widow of Brevet Major J. P. J. O’Brien. 

Also, that they had passed the following bills 
of the Senate: 

S.No. 137. An act for the relief of Amos B. 
Eaton, a commissary of subsistence in the United 


States Army; 

‘S.No, 158. An act for the relief of Dempsey 
Pittman; 

S. No. 184. An act for the relief of Samuel 
Forrest; 

S. No. 194. An act for the relief of Joseph 


Smith; 

S. No. 201. An act granting a pension to 
Nathaniel Mothershead, of Missouri; 

S. No. 206. An act increasing the pension of 
Albert Hart; 

S. No. 207. An act for the relief of Levi C. 
Harris; 

S. No, 208. An act for the relief of Betsey 
Whipple; 

S. No. 209. An act restoring Joshua Mercer 
to the roll of invalid pensioners; 

S. No.210. An act to increase the pension of 
Alpheus T. Palmer, late a lieutenant in the ninth 
regiment United States infantry; 

S. No. 212. An act to increase the pension of 
Amaziah Goodwin, of the State of Maine; 

3. No. 215. An act granting a pension to 
Samuel B. Porter, a soldier in the late war with 
Great Britain; 

S. No. 246. Anact granting a pension to Mrs, 
Olivia W. Cannon, widow of Joseph L. Cannon, 
late a midshipman in the United States Navy, 
now deceased; and 

S. No. 247. An act granting a pension to 
Morris Powers. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills; which were read 
twice by their titles, and referred ag indicated 
below: 

H. R. No. 11. An act for the relief of J. W. 
Todd, a lieutenant of ordnance in the United 
States Army—to the Committee on Pensions; 

H. R. No. 260. An act for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Thomas Gordon, deceased— 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims; 

H. R: No. 269. An act for the relief of the 
sureties of the late Licutenant Charles E. Jarvis, 
United States Army—to the Committee on 
Claims; 

H, R. No.243. An act forthe relief of George K. 
McGunnegle, surviving partner of the late firm 
of Hill and McGunnegle, of St. Louis, Missouri 
~to the Committee “on Claims; - 


H. R. No. 275. An act for the relief of Cap- 


Thope we shall be enabled to dispose of it {| 


tain Thomas Ap Catesby Jones—to the Com- | 


mittee on Claims; . 

H. R. No. 281. An act for the relief of Betsey 
Nash—to the Committee on Pensions; T4 

H. R. No. 333. An act for the relief of Collins 
Boomer—to the Committee on Claims; 

H. R. No. 336. An act for the relief of Rans- 
dell Pegg—to the Committee on Claims; 

H. R. No. 358. An act for the relief of George 
Schellinger—to the Committee on Claims; 

H. R. No. 359. An act increasing the pension 
of George W. Torrence—to the Committee on 
Pensions; 

H. R. No. 360. An act to reimburse the State 
of Vermont the expenses incurred by her in | 
paying her militia called out in 1838 and 1839 to | 
preserve the neutrality of the country—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs; 

H. R. No. 365. An act for the relief of Charles 
L. Denman—to the Committee on Claims. 

H. R. No. 366. Anact for the relief of Re- 
becca Smith—to the Committee on Pensions; 

H. R. No. 367. Anact for the relief of Mary 
B. Winship, widow of Oscar F. Winship—to the 
Committee on Pensions; 

H. R. No. 368. Anact for the relief of Ursula 
E. Cobb, widow of Charles Cobb—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions; $ 

H. R. No. 369. An act for the relief of Albro ] 
Tripp—to the Committee on Pensions; 

H. R. No. 371. An act for the relief of Dolly 
Empson—to the Committee on Pensions; 

H.R. No. 372. An actfor the relief of Lyman 
N. Cook—to the Committee on Pensions; 

H. R. No. 374. An act for the relief of Clai- 
born Vaughn—to the Committee on Pensions; 

H. R. No. 375. An act for the relief of George 
Bond—to the Committee on Pensions; 

FL. R. No. 376. An act for the reliof of Rob- 
ert S. Wimberly—to the Committee on Pensions; 

H. R. No. 378. Anact for the relief of Rich- 
ard I. Murray, a soldier in the Seminole war of | 
1818—to the Committee on Pensions; 

H. R. No. 379. An act for the relief of Rob- 
inson Gammon—to the Committee on Pensions; 

H. R. No. 380. An act for the relief of John 
Campbell—to the Committee on Pensions; 

An act for the relief of Isaac Adams—to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office; 

H.R. No. 3. An act for the relief of James 
M. Lindsay—to the Committee on Claims; 

H.R. No. 4. An act for the relief of Salva- 
dor Accardi—to the Committee on Claims; 

TY. R. No.6. An act for the relief of William 
H. Chase—to the Committee on Claims; and 

An act authorizing the legal representatives of 
Manuel Gonzales Moro to enter certain lands in 
Missouri—to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 


GUSTAVUS B. HORNER, 


The message also announced that the House 
had passed a bill for the relicf of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Gustavus B. Horner, deccased. It 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I desire to have this bill 
put on its passage now. It provides that the 
neirs of Dr. Horner shall be allowed to receive | 
his half pay for life, as a surgeon of the revolu- 
tionary war. A bill has been three times passed 
in the Senate, at different. periods, granting him 
his commutation pay. The reason he did not! 
receive that pay was, that after the services of the f 
Army were through, in 1781, he went home as a 
supernumerary, waiting orders, before the proc- 
lamation of peace. The resolution of 1780, which 
allowed the half pay for life to the officers, took 
effect if they served to the close of the war, and 
that has been construed to mean until the proc- 
lamation of peace in 1783. After the actual ser- 
vices were over, and really for the benefit of the 
country, he went home as a supernumerary wait- 
ing orders, and therefore his case does not come 
strictly within the resolution, and he did not | 
receive his commutation pay. There have been 

assed three times in the Senate bills granting 
iim his commutation pay, but they have failed in 
the House. Now, the House have passed this 
bill and sent it here. 

The bill of the House is the same in substance | 
as the bills which the Senate have passed hereto- 
fore, exceptin this respect: having provided gen- 
erally by another measure that these officers shall 
receive half pay for life in lieu of the commu- | 


| 


tation, they have passed this bill granting to his 
heirs the half pay during his life. “The case has 
been so repeatedly before the Senate, so fully 
considered, and so often passed upon, that-it is 
thought the Senate ought not to be troubled fur- 
ther in relation to it, but pass this bill at ‘once. 
Those gentlemen who are in favor of passing the 
general bill, allowing the half pay for life in lieu 
of commutation, ought to vote for this ‘bill, and 
those who have not made up their minds that 
half pay for life should be granted, should go for 
allowing these heirs the commutation pay. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. i requires 
unanimous consent to consider the bil now. > 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I must object. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I object; but ! will state that, 
whatever may be the reason for this payment 
not having been made, the Senator from Ver- 
mont has not given the true one, for the case he 
states is within the letter of the provision. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill can- 
not be considered to-day, objection being made. 


BANK OF MISSOURI. 


The bill (S. No. 63) to authorize and direct the 
settlement of the account of the Bank of the State 
of Missouri, for money advanced for the sub- 
sistence and transportation of volunteers, was 
referred, with the amendment of the House, to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. i 


CEZAIRE WALLACE. 


The bill (S. No. 91) for the relief of Cezaire 
Wallace, of the parish of Bossier, State of Lou- 
isiana, was returned from the House of Repre- 
sentatives with an amendment. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I hope the amendment will 
be concurred in. I have examined it. The bill 
is to confirm a private land title. There is no 
necessity for tekerenes. Let the amendment be 
read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any 
objection to the consideration of the amendment? 
The Chair hears none. The amendmentis, after 
the word “confirmed,” to add: 

And if its location should interfere with any valid 
emption claim, the same, to the extent of such confiic 
may be located on any public land of the district to which 
there may be no existing preémption or other valid chaim, 


under such regulations as may be prescribed by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I hope that amendment will 
not be concurred in without some examination. 
If the man has got no right, I do not intend to give 
him a float. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The Senator is mistaken. 
The bill confirms his title to.certain lands in what 
is called disputed territory. That Jand was con- 
firmed to him by Texas. This bill provides for 
the confirmation of his location; but it provides 
that the preémptors who have gone in in the 
interval, who have taken part of his land, may 
remain, and authorizes him to take an equal 
quantity in some other part of the district, not 
interfering with valid preémptioners. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Ifhe has the title, let him roust 
the preémptors. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. He is satisfied with this. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Of course he is satisfied to 
take our land. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The preémptors pay for 
their lands—why force him to come in conflict 
with other private claims? 

The amendment was concurred in. 


MRS. AGATHA O'BRIEN. 


The bil (S. No. 203) for the relief of Mrs. 
Agatha O’Brien, widow of Brevet Major J. P. J. 
O’Brien, with the amendment of the House; was, 
on motion of Mr. WELLER, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The bill (H. R. No. 153) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army for the year 
ending 30th June, 1857, with the action of the 
House on the Senate amendment, was, on motion 
of Mr. Hunter, referred to the Committee on 
Finance. ; 

NAVY APPROPRIATION BILE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Curiom, their Clerk, announced that the 
House disagreed to the first and third amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 189) making 
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appropriations for the naval service for the year 
ending June 30, 1857, and agreed. to the second 
amendment of the Senate with an amendment. 
On motion of Mr. Hunrmr, the Senate insisted 
on their first and third amendments, disagreed 
to the House amendment to their second amend- 
ment, and asked foraconference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses. Messrs. HUNTER, 
Max.ory, and Fisu were appointed the commit- 
tee of conference on the part of the Senate. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The special 
arder is the bill (S. No. 146) making provision 
to compensate agents for paying pensions, and 
prescribing the time and manner of settling their 
‘accounts. 

Mr WELLER. I move its postponement for 
the purpose of proceeding to the consideration of 
the bill (S. No. 130) making appropriations for 
new fortifications. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope not. We have 
had this bill up two or three times, and it was 
agreed last week that it should be the special 
order for to-day. It will not take long to dispose 
of it. Ido not think anybody wants to discuss 


H 
Mr. IVERSON. I should like to move an 
amendment to the motion of the Senator from 
. California to postpone the prior order, not for 


the purpose of taking up the fortification bill, but | 


for the purpose of taking up and passing a bill 
reported from the Committee on Finance to reg- 
ulate the pay of members of Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first 
question will be on postponing the special order, 
which is the bill stated by the Chair, S. No. 146. 
a Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope that will not be 

one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
of priority of business will come up afterwards. 

Mr, HUNTER. 
pone for one bill and not for the other. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will first state the question on postponing. 

Mr. WELLER. The bill to which the Sen- 
ator from Georgia alludes is a special order. I 
made a motion to postpone the prior orders for 
the purpose of taking up the bill I indicated. I 
apprehend that will be the first question put to 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
double motion. The Senator from Georgia is in 
favor of postponing the special order; but not to 
take up the bill indicated by the Senator from 
California. 

Mr. IVERSON. 
division of the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly. 
qhe first question is on postponing the special 
order. 

The motion was agreed to; there being, on a 
division—ayes 21, noes 15. 

Mr. WELLER. I move to proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (S. No. 130) making ap- 
propriations for certain new fortifications. 

Mr. IVERSON. I hope that motion will not 

revail, but that the Senate will agree, in lieu of 
it, to take up the bill to regulate the compensa- 
tion of members of Congress. I do not propose 
to discuss the bill, though at one time I was dis- 
posed to go intoa full discussion of it; but I trust 
the Senate will take up that bill and act on it. I 
have good reason to believe that, if the Senate 
should pass the bill to-day, we shall be able to 
finish it at this session of Congress. Every Sen- 
ator is interested in it, and itis important that we 
should act on it to-day, because, if we do not 
pass it at this session, it will not take effect next 
session. 

Mr. WELLER, I understand the Senator 
from Georgia desires to take up something in 
which we are particularly interested. I suppose 
there is nobody interested in the increase of com- 
pensation except Senators. I propose to take up 
a billin which the whole community is interested. 
We are deeply interested in putting the nation in 
a proper state of defense. Fortifications are in- 
dispensably necessary to accomplish that object. 
The Senator proposes that- I should forego this 
bill, in order to take up one which directly affects 
our pay. As he puis It on personal account, and 
every Senator is interested, in all probability the 
may vote me down, and therefore I shall take it 


I have aright to ask for a. 


I might be willing to post- | 


That is a | 


; whether they shali be elected before or after that time, and 


graciously, and hope the Senate will consume as 
ittle time as possible on the compensation bill, 
Mr. IVERSON. The fortification bill will 
pass, as a matter of course. ; 
_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question | 
is on the motion of the Senator from California 
to take up the bill S. No. 130. — 
Mr. WELLER... I withdraw my motion. 
_Mr. IVERSON. - Now I move to take up the 
bill (S. No. 398) to regulate the compensation of 
members of Congress. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


_ Mr. SLIDELL. I gave notice early this morn- 
ing, that I intended to offer a resolution to de- 
vote an hour or two this afternoon, commencing 
at four o’clock, to the consideration of private 
bills from the House. That evidently cannot be 
done to-day. I now hope the Senate will consent | 
to devote from half past eleven o’clock to one 
o’clock to-morrow to the consideration of private 
bills from the House, and I offer a resolution to | 
that effect: 

Resolved, That the Senate will proceed to morrow, at 
half past eleven o’clock until one o'clock, to the consid- 
eration of private bills from the House of Representatives 
that will not give rise to debate. 

Mr. SEWARD. I hope the Senate will not 
adopt that resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will remark that it is necessary, under the rules, 
to give one day’s notice before such a change can 
be. made. 

Mr.SLIDELL. I desire to give notice that, to- 
morrow morning, at twelve o’clock, I will ask the 
Senate to take up the President’s message vetoing 
the Des Moines rapids bill, and shall ask the 
Scnate to consider and determine that subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Louisiana will be re- 
garded as a notice that he will make his motion | 
to-morrow. 


IOWA SENATORSHIP. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa. If the Senator from 


Georgia gives me his consent, Í will move to take || 
from the files the resolution of the Senate of the |! 


State of Iowa, relative to the seat of my col- į 
league, (Mr. Harxan,] and have it referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary without any remark. 

Mr. HARLAN. I prefer, if that subject be 
taken up, that it be made the special order for an 
earl 


to debate. There is a bill before the Senate—the 
one taken up on the motion of the Senator from 
Georgia. 

Mr. HALE. [I object to everything else. j 


PAY OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 


The Senate procecded, as in Committee of the 
W hole, to consider the bill (S. No. 398) to regu- 
late the compensation of members of Congress, 
which was reported from the Committee on Fi- | 
nance, with an amendment to strike out all after | 
the enacting clause, and insert the following sub- | 
stitute: 

That the compensation of each Senator, Representa- 
tive, and Delegate shall be £2,500 per annum, to commence | 
from and after the date of the adjournment of the present | 


| 
i 
H 
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session of Congress, the first payment to be made pro rata at ij 


the next session of Congress, and monthly during the ses- 
sion until its close. The pay of the members of each future | 
Congress shall commence on the 4th March, of each year, | 


they shall receive the pro rata amount, together with their 
mileage, which may be due at the commencement of the 
session, and the residue in monthly payments until the 
close of the sessiou. But, if a member shail die during the 
recess, the said pro rata pay may go to his heirs until the 
commencement of the next session, after which it may be 
paid on proper requisition ; and if during the session, then 
such pay shall cease on the day of the choice of his succes- 
sor, who shall receive his mileage and the residue of the 
pay to which his predecessor would have been entitled. i 
And each Senator, Representative, and Delegate shall also | 
be allowed at each annual session of Congress eight dollars 
for every twenty miles of the estimated distance by the į 
most usual route from his place of residence to the seat of 
Congress, at the commencement dnd end of every such | 


session, When such estimated distance does not exceed |! 


twelve hundred and fifty miles; and where it exceeds | 
twelve hundred and fifty miles, he shall be allowed six 
doliars for every twenty miles, 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That the President of } 
the Senate pro tempore, when there is no Vice President, 
or when the Vice Presidentshall exercise the office of Presio 
dent of the United States, and the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, shall be entitled to receive such addition to 
the annual compensation and milenge allowed by the first 


The Chair | 


day. Ht 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 


will not entertain the proposition, if it is to lead | 


section of this act, ag-will, in the aggregate, equal the pay’. - 
of the Vice President; and in case of the termporary absence 
of the Vice President, the President of the Senate pro ‘tems 
pore shall be entitled to receive ten dollars per diem in-ad 


} 


titled under the first section of this act. : 


Sec. 3. And be il further enacted, Phat if any books shall © 
hereafter be distributed to members of Congress -by a resolts- 
tion of either or both Houses of Congress, the price given Tor; 
the same shail be deducted from the compensation herein 
| provided by law forthe said member or members: Provided,” 
however, That this shall not extend to books ordered -to ‘be 
printed during the Congress for which the saidemember 
shall have been elected. a2 
| Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That‘all acts and parts 

of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this ‘act be, and“ 
the same are hereby, repeated. aes 

Mr. IVERSON. As I stated to the Senate, I‘ 
do not rise to discuss this bill. The condition of* 
my voice is such as to render it impossible for 
me to do so, if I were desirous of it; but I appre- 
hend the Senate has made up its mind on this 
question. Every Senator can vote intelligently, 
| without advice or instruction. I think it impor- 
tant, if we act on this bill at all, that we should 
act promptly, in order that it may go to the House 
of Representatives and receive their sanction. As 
I stated, when I was up before, if the Senate pass ` 
the bill now, the concurrence of the other. branch: 
may be received. Itis important to pass it now, 
if the bill is to take effect at the next session; and; 
if not passed now, it will not take effect until after 
the 4th of March next. I hope the Senate will 
vote on the bill without any elaborate discussion. 

Mr. WELLER. I believe this bill increases 
the compensation of every Senator and member 
of the House of Representatives, except those 
| who happen to live upon the Pacific. ; It reduces 
the compensation of the Senators and members 
from California, and of the Delegates of the Ter- 
ritories of Oregon and Washington. Iknownot 
on what principle my friend from Virginia {Mr. 
| Hunter] has arranged this provision; but Iam 
| very certain that it was the design to increase the 
pay of members of Congress. We have all felt 
the necessity of that. I have found it utterly im- 
‘possible to live on the pay allowed tome; but you 
| propose in this bill to diminish that; so that I 
want it understood by the Senate and the country 
that it increases very much the compensation of 
everybody in the Senate Chamber except the 
humble man who now addresses you. ; 
i Mr. HALE. I desire the humble man who - 
just addressed the Senate to be kind enough tò- 
; tell us, under the existing law, what his mileage 

is? nee L . 

Mr. WELLER. My mileage is $5,400, and 
I trust it may never be necessary for the Senator 
to ask me that again. [Laughter.] It is some- - 
what invidious for the Senator to getup here, and 
propound questions of that sort; but I have no 
objection to answer. There may be-a fraction 
i over; it may be $5,425. The answer ought to 
| be sufficiently explicit for the purpose for which 
i the Senator designed it. 

Mr. HALE. I cannot think it is invidious to 
ask the question of the Senator, when he makes 
the proffer of himself asan example. I certainly 
should not have done it, if he had not made a 
proffer; and of course I disclaim any intention of 
being invidious. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Iam sensible, Mr. Pres- 
| ident, that the Senate may be in the condition 
| suggested by the Senator from Georgia—every 
man’s mind may be made up. That, however, is 
not exactly my condition, and I will. not.occupy 
the Senate a long time, if gentlemen will give me 
their attention for a few minutes. 

In the first place, Iam perfectly satisfied that 
i the pay of members of Congress should be in- 
creased. All are well aware of reasons enough 
why that should be done; but I have one reason 
on my mind particularly, and that is, that Con- 
gress has increased the pay of the heads of the 
Departments, of the clerks, of foreign ministers, 
of the judiciary, of their workmen, their own 

ages, and clerks, and officers in the Army and 
Navy, and every part of the Government; but 
there seems to have been a sort of shrinking from 
apportioning their own pay in the same way. I 
hardly think that creditable. _ 

Mr. WELLER. If my friend from Vermont 
will allow me, I wish simply to show the effect 
of this measure on the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. His present pay, including mileage, is 
$1,932, and under this bill he will get $2,932, a 
difference of a thousand dollars in his pocket. 


dition to the annual compensation to which he'may.be CBee 
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ol Mr. HALE, The Senator: has not put it quite 

so high as LT really do get.: L get more than that, 
and would. vote for this bill if it doubled it. 
[Laughter] eee E 

Mr. WELLER. Will the Senator be good 
enough to tell me what he does get? i 

Mr. COLLAMER. The main question is in į 
what:manner the pay shall be increased. T shall | 
propose, before I sit down, to move, as a substi- 
‘tute for-this bill, a proposition which I formerly 
presented, and which has been printed, that the 
members of Congress of each House shall ge- 
ceive twenty-five per cent. in addition to what | 
they are now entitled to, for their attendance, 
leaving the mileage to stand as it is, and not in- 
terfering with it. I wish to be heard for a very 
few minutes to state my reasons for entertaining 
this proposition. 

In relation to mileage, about which much has 
been said, I think the bill proposed by the com- 
mittee does not essentially interfere with it. It 
leaves it the same for one thousand two hundred 
and fifty miles that it is now. That will cover 

. the greater part of us. There are not many who 
g beyond that distance, and those who do go 
eyond it will be affected by a reduction of one 
fourth. The undertaking to interfere to this lim- | 
ited extent with the mileage is hardly worth | 
talking of, It is not.a matter of much conse- 
quence. The truth is, that those gentlemen who 
come from a very great distance have something | 
more to sacrifice than the mere difference of ex- 
pense in coming. Men who go so far from home 
must entirely lose sight of any supervision of | 
ther business. They must, if they have fami- 
lies, and especially young families, necessarily 
bring them with them. Those who live within | 
three hundred, or four hundred, or five hundred 
miles, with our present facilities of communica- 
tion, may reach home, and especially on receiv- 
ing telegraphic notice, in a few hours. In this 
view of the case, inasmuch as we cannot make a | 
difference in the mode of paying for the attend- | 
ance of gentlemen who come a great distance, the ! 
‘better way is to leave the mileage as it stands, 
unless we enter into the whole subject, and do 
much more with it even than the measure pro- 
posed by the committee would indicate. I there- 
fore pass over the question of mileage. - 

My proposition is a very brief one. While I 
agree that something should be done on this 
subject, I think no violent measure should be | 
taken. The oceasion does not call forit. Then 
what is the proper manner of making an increase? 
My proposition is simply, that there shall be au 
addition of twenty-five per cent. to the present | 


pay for dailyattendance. Like that best, because | 
itis undisguised —it is unqualified. It is what | 
every man can understand—what the whole com- 
munity can see. In the next place, I prefer that | 
course, because it seems to me that the experience | 
of ourown political history would decidedly in- 
dicate that that is the more satisfactory method, | 
The old pay of members of Congress was six | 
dollars a day. In 1815 or in 1816, there was a | 
plan adopted allowing a salary of §1,500, in lieu | 
of the per diem. 

One argument is urged in favor of a salary to 
which I will briefly advert. It issaid that, while | 
you are paid by the day for attendance, there is | 
an inducement to members to extend the session 
unnecessarily, in order to obtain their per diem, | 
and that if a salary were given there would be no 
inducement of this kind. Mr. President, it is 
impossible to escape the question in that way, 
because the same inducement which would now | 
Operate on men to lengthen the session and } 
increase their per diem allowance, would, if they | 
were paid a salary, induce them to shorten the | 
session at the public expense; so that they might 
pocket the salary and do nothing. We do not! 
escape the private interest which may operate on | 
men’s minds in the least by such a change; and if | 
by it the sessions are made short, they will be 
made short by neglecting the public business, 
That was the very objection which was made to | 
the salary bill of 1816. It was that, instead of | 
paying members by the day, you paid them a | 
salary to induce theim to neglect business and go | 
home. That was one of the great and leading | 
objections, 

Bat, sir, if it be true that the fair and honest 
purpose is to shorten the’ sessions of Congress, 
and if you think they are lengthened in conse- 
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quence of men being paid by the day, how sim- 
ple isthe answer! If men stay in Congress be- 
yond the time which the public interest require 
to get eight dollars a day, the way of curing the 
evilis very simple—give them six dollars. Every 
man of ordinary discernment would say at once, 
if you really acknowledge that meubers stay 
there unnecessarily to get their per diem pay, 
reduce it. No man will believe that, while we 
propose giving a round salary of something like 
a thousand dollarsin addition to the present pay, 
our honest purpose is to really shorten the ses- 
sions, when wè can shorten them so much more 
affectually by reducing the pay.. We cannot 
therefore escape in that way. No man will be- 
lieve in the sincere purpose of effecting that de- 
sign in such a manner when the other mode would 
more suitably effect it. We may as well come 
up to the question fairly, and say we ought to 
have an increase of pay because we need it. 

Another reason why I think this is the better 
way, is this: in 1816, when that salary was fixed 
it was so entirely dissatisfactory to the country, 
that it was repealed by the next Congress as 
soon as it could be, and a per diem was again 
adopted, They raised the pay bythe day at that 
time, from six dollars to eight dollars. They 
raised it thirty-three per cent. Nobody com- 
plained of that. It went on, and it has gone on 
ever since for forty years. No objection was 
made to raising the pay in that way. There 
were two objections to that bill. One was that 
it was retroactive,and went into effect for the 
benefit of the members who passed it. But the 
main objection was, that it fixed a salary, instead 
of paying gentlemen in Congress by the day, for 
the time they spent in the public service, 


I think this lesson should teach us something. | 


Inasmuch as, since the organization of the Gov- 


ernment, the money has been paid by the day, I} 


think that is the way which experience has shown 
is most satisfactory. 
therefore, I prefer simply to say, that this per 
diem allowance should be raised twenty-five per 
cent. [f gentlemen prefer thirty-three or fifty per 
cent., or anything of that kind, let them propose 


it; but I wish it to be distinctly understood, that | 


I am in favor of increasing the pay because I 
think itis just and right todo so. The people 
of my own State, as well as of others, have raised 
the pay of all their departments within three or 
four years, even the Legislature, thirty-three per 


cent. The necessity of raising our pay is clear; | 


but as to the manner of raising it, and the extent 
of doing it, I think the method which I have 
suggested is altogether more satisfactory. 

Mr. PRATT. Personally, I do not care one 
fig whether this bill passes or not. I think the 
compensation of members of Congress is much 
too low, and shall therefore vote, under certain 
circumstances, with great pleasure, for the 
passage of the bill; but that will depend on an 
extraneous matter, which I now want to state, 
and to get the views of the other side of the 
Chamber in reference to it. 

Past history on this subject, to which the Sen- 
ator from Vermont has referred, admonishes us 
that this was made a topic of discussion in the 
political canvass which then, as now, was ap- 
proaching. 
is to be made by either party a political hobby in 
the canvass, I do not think the money we are to 
get is worth the trouble of meeting this question 
when we go before the people in the presidential 
canvass. I am informed that all on the other 
side of the Chamber are going for it. If so, there 
can be no difficulty about it; but that is what I 
wanted to ascertain. There are three parties in 
the country, each represented in this Chamber. 
If we all know it isa matter of right that there 
should be increased compensation, let us go to- 


gether, and then neither can complain; and if we | 


do not go together, and either of the parties goes 
against it, I shall go against it. 
Mr. IVERSON. I propose to offer an amend- 


ment for the purpose of obviating the objection. 


raised by the Senator from California. ` I can 
well appreciate his reasons why a large compen- 
sation should be given to those Senators and 
Representatives, who live at a very great distance, 
as stated by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr, COLLAMER, I wish to send my amend- 
ment to the Chair. 

Mr. IVERSON. I wish to present mine. 


I desire to retain it; and, ; 


Now, sir, if the passage of this bill | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. . The first ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of the com- 
mittee, unless there be an amendment offered to 
it. 
Mr.BUTLER. Tunderstand the Senator from 
Vermont to offer his proposition as an amend- 
ment to the amendment, to which, of course, the 
Senator from Georgia cannot offer his now. ~ 

Mr. IVERSON. [ask that mine be read for 
information. 

Mr. Cottamer’s amendment is: 


That, after the present session of Congress, the members 
of the Senate and House of Representatives shall receive 
for their attendance at the sessions of Congress twenty-five. 
per cent., in additien to what they by law are now entitled 
to receive for attendance. 


The amendment of Mr. Iverson was read. for 
information. It is: 


Provided, That no Senator, Representative, or Delegute, 
shall receive less than the aggregate amount of per diem 
and mileage now allowed by law. ` 


Mr. BUTLER. I do not care whether you 
adopt the mode proposed by the Senator from 
Vermont, or the other. 1 prefer the bill which I 
originally introduced to either; that is, to give. 
$3,000 salary, and twenty cents for every mile 
traveled. That would equalize the compensation 
about as well as any other. mode. . The commit- 
tee have thought proper to substitute $2,500. I 
acquiesce. I am not one of those who would be 
willing to diminish the allowance of gentlemen 
coming from a very remote distance; for I agree 
to the remarks and sentiments expresséd by others 
on that point. They must bring their families 
here, and subject themselves to inconvenience. 
Perhaps in this view their relations to the capital 
might induce them, in some measure, to be bound 
more closely to something like the associations 
of a distant capital than they otherwise would be. 

But now let me make a remark: to the Senator 
from Vermont. He says, to get rid of the diffi- 
culty of having long sessions, you should put the 
per diem down to six dollars a day. I introduced 
my bill for the very purpose of making a just 
compensation to such persons as ought to serve 
in Congress. If you were to reduce the pay to 
three dollars a day, or one dollar a day, you 
would have members of Congress; but who would 
be your members? You would make an aristoc- 
racy of wealth. Wealthy men would be very 
glad to come for one, two, or three, or six dollars; 
or if you did not have that class of men, you 
would havs needy adventurers who would put 
their hand up to the elbow into the Treasury to 
make money by their seats here. Either needy 
adventurers would be here,or wealthy men. That 
would be the result, if you reduced the allow- 
ance. 

Now, sir, the best thing you can adopt by way 
of inducing persons of moderate fortune to come 
to Congress, is to compensate them; and there 
is no other power to make the compensation but 
Congress itself, for the Constitution has left it to 
Congress to regulate its own compensation. So 
grossly Inadequate is the compensation now, that 
l have not conversed with aman, I have scarcely 
seen a single newspaper, that does not at once 
admit that some change ought to take place. The 
common clerks about this House get more money 
than we do. We have increased the pay of 
judges, we have increased the pay of clerks, we 
have increased the pay of the heads of Depart- 
ments, we have increased the pay of everybody 
else, but we are afraid to do justice to ourselves, 
under the Constitution, when the duty is imposed 
on us, and nobody else can do it. If we are 
afraid to do it because we may offend popular 
opinion, weare afraid to do our duty when justice 
demands it of us. 

I do not know that the question of compensa- 
tion, one way or the other, would regulate me in 
coming to the Senate; but, whilst F am here, I 
know it was the intendment of my forefathers 
that I should have, at least, a reasonable com- 
pensation for the privations of my separation 
from home and business, and what 1 now get is 
nota reasonable compensation. Lo be sure, I 
might take a small room, and live by merel 
eating, drinking, and sleeping; but I do not thin 
that was the meaning. I must see my friends 
and constituents when they come here; and that 
is not the way of giving them a very hospitable 
reception.. Mere naked compensation is all Lask, 
and we-know this is not adequate compensation. 

We know, Mr. President, it has been.said, 
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that in consequence of the inadequacy of the pay, 
members of Congress.have resorted to shifts. 
Yes, sir, some of them, if you believe the news- 

apers, would not. take $10,000 for their seats. 

hey make more out of their naked seats than 
they would any other way.. So it has been said; 
Ido not know how truly. Ido not undertake to 
say it is true, but that imputation has been made, 
and we all know it has been made. I say, reg- 
ulate the pay so that a reasonable man with a 
tolerable fortune can come here, and barely be 
compensated for his privations. That is what I 
ask. I do not care which mode you take, except 
that I want one to shorten the sessions. š 
_ Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, it was my 
intention to let this subject pass without any 
remark; but after the manner in which it has been 
treated by the honorable Senator from Maryland, 
[Mr. Pritt] should seem to be wanting in 


frankness if ] should not express my views. I 
shall do so very briefly. 
No interest of my own is affected by it. Ft 


has been, from the beginning of my publie life 
to this day, my settled rule, one to which I have 
always adhered, never to take an office where 
the emoluments were to be regarded as com- 
pensation for whatever of public duty I might 
perform; in other words, to accept no trust in 
which the expenditure which I should make 
would not exceed theamount that E should receive. 
So in my case the question always is, whether 
I can afford to take an office tendered to me, 
and not what I can make out of it. ‘Thatis the 
consideration on which I act now. Iknow no 
reason why this subject ought not to be con- 
sidered by every Senator for himself, and determ- 
ined upon his own convictions without argument 
on the part of others; certainly I shall address 
none to any one to persuade him to vote for this 
bill, for I am not going to vote for it myself. I 
shall address no arguments to any one to induce 
him to vote against it, or prejudice the public 
mind against it, if a majority shall think it is 
right and just to passit; nor shall | ever raise any 
question upon the ae It is so delicate a 
one, that I do not feel that it would be right, 
manly, and honorable, to make difficulties out of 
it. The Senator from Maryland, and all others, 


may feel assured that I should feel as reluctant f 0 
| sible, and that would be for the best interests of 


as they to see the public mind arrested and di- 
verted from great public issues by a question of | 
this kind. YT ought, however, to say, that in the 
public estimation there are two evils attending 
the labors of Congress. One is that of long 
sessions; the other is the absenteeism of mem- 
bers of Congress. This bill ought to have been 
wisely framed, I think, with reference to what 
is the true policy of the country on those two 
subjects, 

Now, in regard to long sessions of Congress, 
it may be said this bill will have the tendency to 
shorten them. I think so, too; but lam not of 
» the opinion that long sessions of Congress are an 
evil. Onthe other hand, f think that it is to the 
jnterest of a confederacy like this that represent- 
atives from all its parts should be together for || 
consultation upon its affairs as large a portion of 


the time as possible. In the first place, Congress |; 


ought to be here to watch the Executive Admin- 


istration with jealousy. Secondly, there are, |; 


amongst so many States as these, difficulties oc- 
curring such as necessarily oceur in other large 
States. These differences, in all confederacics, 
must be either talked out or fought out. The 
European system and eastern system has been to 


fight out difficulties and troubles. Ours is to} p 


talk them out. Congress is the ficld where that 
labor. is to be performed. I have, therefore, no 
objection to long sessions of Congress. In re- 
gard to’ the other question, I think it would be 
wise, in regulating our compensation, to take care 
that the measure should be adopted so as to secure 
the attendance of members of Congress as effect- 
ually as possible in’their. places, because the 
absenteeism from either House is in itself anin- 
convenience of which the’ public have a right to 


complain, whenever it is unnecessary. At the | 


ist 


i reside at a great distance from the Capitol. 


i 
long 


| like the Senator from New York. 
i the principle is adopted in our Constitution to 


same time, members of Congress, no more than 
other persons, can control accidents. It is very 
certain that members cannot be here all the time, 
neglecting their familiesin sickness orin difficulty, 
and neglecting their private affairs. Fcould wish, 
however, thatthe bill before us was better adapted 
to prevent unnecessary neglect of the duty of at- 
tendance on our debates. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The principle of this Govern- 
ment, as established in the Constitution, is, that 
the members of the two Houses of Congress shall 
be paid, and the rule ought to be a just compen- 
sation. Certainly, none would require, if paid at 
all, that they should be paid less than their actual 
expenses. ftis universally ceded that the pres- 
ent rate of compensation does not do this, and 
therefore it is proper that it should be raised. 
Three thousand dollars is the highest amount 
named. I #refer the original bill, for F think that 
would come nearer paying the reasonable expenses 
of members of Congress. 

I differ with the Senator from New York as to 
sessions, A great many gentlemen would 
come into the public service, provided they were 
not required to stay here so long. It is not every 
gentleman who may be sent here that can afford 
to have public offices that do not pay expenses, 
t all events 
meet that very difficulty. ` 
There was another dificulty. 


The members 


| of the British Parliament get nothing, and the 


framers of the Constitution saw that two evils 
grew out of that. In the first place, it shut out 
poor men and sent in jobbers; and then, if poor 
men got there, it corrupted them. Our Constitu- 
tion went on a different principle, and that is to 
pay a fair and just compensation. 

1 think long sessions are very great evils, and 
I think the compensation had better be paid in 
the shape of salary than in any other way, 
because the payment of members of Congress is 
the smallest portion of our legislative expenses. 


| Our printing amounts to $2,000,060 a year. 


Various other items amount to a great deal. I 
say that the people who come here todo the 
legislative business of this limited Government 


| ought to get a fair and reasonable compensation 


for their expenses, and go home as soon as pos- 


the country. Therefore I shall vote for the bill. 
Mr. WILSON. I shall vote for the bill as re- 
ported by the committee, allowing $2,500 salary 
to members of Congress. I regret, however, that 
the committce have changed the mileage. The 
change docs not affect me; it docs not aifect most 
members; but it does affect those members who 
As 
stated by the Senator from Vermont, there are 
many inconveniences which those members suffer, 
which we do not, who can go to our homes in 


| twenty-four or forty-eight hours. Ishould prefer 


to leave the mileage as it now stands, and let 
members of Congress who reside at a distance, 
or on the Pacific coast, have the same mileage 
which they have now. Then you will not reduce 
the pay. 

Mr. IVERSON. I have sent up an amend- 
ment to the Chair which obviates that difliculty. 

Mr. WILSON. I did not so understand it; 
but Lam very glad the proposition has been made, 
if it does obviate the difficulty. The Senator 
from South Carolina has suggested that one of 
the evils of low pay is, that members of Congress 
make “shifts.” I shall vote for the increase of 
ay, but I shall not vote for it with the hope of 
remedying that evil. By the increase of pay we 
shall not prevent corrupt men from being cor- 
rupt. If there be men in the Congress, in either 
House, who are corrupt, who have the reputa- 
tion of being corrupt in the publie mind, in my 


| judgment they are men to whom this increase of 


pay is of no consequence. I do not believe this 
will have much effect in that respect, but I believe 
itto be right that we should raise the pay of mem- 
bers of Congress. 

The Senator from Maryland has suggested that 


this may be used as a: political question.” I 
there is no man in the Senate; and né mah in th 
Congress, who will resort to that small same d 
politics.: Edo. not believe any party can make. 
anything ‘at this time, when ‘we are spending 
$75,000,000 annually to carry-on this Govern 
ment, by opposing the payment ofa reasonable 
compensation to members of Congress: If anys: 
body undertakes that. small game, I believe: he 
will be frowned down: by the: good ‘sense of the: 
people. I shall vote for this allowance of $2,900.: 
| I think it a reasonable compensation. I shail. 
vote very cheerfully for ‘it, and if there Is: any 
personal responsibility that is to-attach to any of: 
us for making this change, I am willing to take 
my full share of the responsibility. ee 
dby the. - 


Mr. HUNTER.. The bill as propose 
| Committee on Finance will add tothe annual 


expense of this body for pay, taking the average” 
of the two sessions, about fifty thousand dollars 
ayear. The subject was one of some difficulty: 
for, whilst we felt that the members who lived at: 
a great distance should be allowed, on accountof 
their living at a distance, a larger compensation 
than those who are near, it was also felt that 
i there ought to be some proportion, that. the dis- 
| parity in the present mode of compensating mem=: 
bers was too large, some getting perhaps threes, i 
or even four times as much as. others. The Com 
mittee on Finance sought, therefore, to adopt: 
some principle which would enable the more dis- 
| tant members to get increased compensation, in: 
| consideration of th ater distance at which they’ 
| live, not on the ig Hat it costs them so much 
| more to travel, but? ict of their living” 
at such a distance really creates inconveniences | 
which entitle them to increased pay. . They pro+ 
| posed, then, in order to meet this, that there’ 
| should be a deduction of mileage from forty to 
i thirty cents per mile on all distances over twelve. 
‘hundred and fifty miles. On examining the table: 
which was made out in reference to the. com~ . 
| pensation of each member, it was found: that it 
i seemed to operate tolerably equal. .{t raised ally. 
| under twelve hundred and fifty. miles $1,000, and ` 
| it increased those over that, with the exception of © 
my friend from California, (and that case will be: 
remedied by the amendment of the Senator from 
| Georgia.) “Those who live at a greater distance: 
{are not increased so much absolutely; but still, 
on looking at the table, 1 think it will: be found 
| that the relative amount which members will 
| receive under the proposed scheme is something 
like what is just and equitable. It makes an. 
allowance in favor of those who live at a distance 
| far beyond any increase in the expense of travel, 
| but to meet a consideration, which is a fair and 
| just onc, that members who live.so far from the 
| scat of Government cannot return to their homes 
| or attend to their business, I think now it will 
` be found that some members receive. more than 
double as much as others; but still, taken as ai 
whole, if any member will examine ‘thelist, i, 
think he will find, if he takes into consideration, 
ithe question of distance, this: scheme- operates. 
| tolerably fairly. Perhaps no scheme could operate 
| more so. A ine e iaa 
| As to the other question, whether it would not, 
i be better to allow more, I. shall notenter into it. 
| It struck us as being probably the best practica- 
ble arrangement that could be. made with refer-. 
i ence to existing affairs. It would give members 
| more pay than they now receive, and under: a 


i system which will operate rather. more equally 
than the present compensation. That itiş per- 
| fect, or may not be amended, no: one, will, sity. 
| In regard to the objection urged by the Senator 
from Vermont, that the per diem would operate 
| better than the principle of-salary, I can only say 
| that, so far as I was able to consult members,. 
the contrary opinion generally prevailed. They. 
seemed to think it would. be. better to give a sal- 


rary. hed 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I aminclined tosup- 
ort this measure; but I would prefer very.mi 
if it-were limited. T conpider it important &s 
Lexperiment; and I should Hke very much 
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cal effect of it-upon the legislation. of 
jantrys and the attendance of members in 
eats. in. giving the necessary consideration 
public measures. If the operation of this bill 
~ eould belimited to two Congresses after the pres- 
~ ent one, I should be better satisfied with it. We 
should then have the benefit of experience, and 
judgment of the public, to guide Congress at 
close of the term of its-operation in deciding 
hether it had been a beneficial. measure or not. 
s$ it. is limited, it is very difficult. to. repeal 
ch an ériactment’as this willbe; but I perceive 
atthe ‘sense of the. Senate, from indications 
ound me, is not favorable to any limitation, 
and I will not propose:any amendment. : 
~The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
_is.on thé amendment offered by the Senator from 
“Georgia to the amendment of the committee, to 
“add to the first section: 

Provided, That no Senator, Representative, or Delegate 


; shall receive lèss than the aggregate amount of per diem 
‘and mileage now allowed by law. 


_ ‘The amendment was agreed to. 


:Mr. PUGH. I move to strike out the third 
section, It seems to be unjustifiable. It is in 
effect that a majority may compel a minority to 
buy books, It provides, that whenever a reso- 
‘dution shall pass Congress to buy books for mem- 
bers, it’ shall be. deducted out of their pay. I 
think those who do not wish to havebooks should 
“not be compelled to: pay for them. I do not un- 
derstand where Congress gets the right to make 
‘aman buy books. I move to strike out that sec- 
tion, and Í wish to say a word in explanation of 
my vote, 
I'shall vote against the amendmentof the coni- 
mittee, and if the amendment be adopted I shall 
“yote against the bill; for although Senators here 
generally may agree—andJ distrust not their sin- 
cerity—that this is a fair mure, objections will 
be made to it by-others in thé country, and there 
will be just as much trouble from adopting the 
“amendment of the committee as any other prop- 
-osition. Jam satisfied the compensation pro- 
«wided by it will not pay the expenses of members 
Of. Congress in the style in which they ought to 
“dive; but, if. T am: compelled to undergo abuse 
from the outsiders on account of voting for it, I 
“want to vote for enough. T want to have the sat- 
Ifaction of either getting full pay, or not having 
` abuse. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary 
“will read the section proposed to be stricken out. 
The Secretary Fead it, as follows; 
Suc, 3, And be it further enacted, That if any book shall 
Aereatter be distributed to members of Congreas by a reso- 
lution of either or both Houses of Congress the price given 


for the same shall be deducted from the compensation 


herein provided by law for the said member or members : 
Provided, however, That this shall not extend to documents 
ordered to be printed during the Congress for which the 
said member shall have been elected. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio that it only proposes to deduct 
them ‘in the event of the books being distributed 
and ‘actually. given. If he thinks that is not 
specific enough, let him add, “and be taken by 
members.’? 

Mr. PUGH, Lam opposed to the whole affair. 
‘The Senator can have that amendment made, if 
he chooses. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to amend the section 
before the question is taken on striking it out, by 
inserting after ‘distributed to,” the words, ‘and 
received by.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
now is on striking out the section as amended. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish to call attention 
to the third section. “I'he effectis very manifest. 
There are in the Senate some half a dozen new 
members, perhaps more—-f do not know how 
“many. They have received no books whatever. 
‘The usual practice of Congress has been to fur- 
‘Nish the new members with books. Some are 
Very necessary to them; and if this section be 
‘adopted, it will only operate upon the new mem- 
bers who have come into Cohgress. I believe in 
the other House they have passed a resolution 
furnishing ‘new members. with certain books. 
‘There has been, no doubt, great abuse on that 
subject; but. there are some books which -it is 
absolutely necessar „Haw. members should have; 


‘and if they ke not furnished, they have to pur- 


be purchased; nobody but. the. Government has 


chase them themselves, if they can be purchased, | 
but some of. them-are not in market, and cannot 
them. Some‘of them relate to the history-of the |} | 
country, and the congressional debates, Ft- is 
very difficult to get them. I have been unable |i 
myself to purchase some volumes of the Con- 
gressional Globe; and unless they are distributed 
by Congress, they cannot be obtained at all by 
the new members.. ‘The effect of this third sec- 
tion, if these books shall be hereafter distributed, 
will be to take the amount out of the pay of some 
half dozen persons. It would not affect, I sup- 

ose, more than that. I have not made a calcu- 
ation, but I suppose not more than ten could be 
affected by it. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator may attain his 
object by adding a proviso. I was under the im- 
pression it would not extend to this session. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It says “hereafter.” 

Mr. HUNTER. You can add a proviso that 
it shall not apply to this session of Ongress, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ishall certainly not make 
any motion to furnish new members with books, 
Older members of the Senate may, ig. they think 
proper, offer their propositions. I wish’ to call 
attention to the fact, that the effect of the section 
is to charge to the.new members, who have come 
in this Senate, any books which they may be 
voted. 

Mr. HALE. Itdoes not apply to this session. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir, it does. 

Mr. BROWN. I will move a proviso that it 
shall not apply to members of the present Con- 

Tess, 
. Mr. HALE. It does not apply to the present 
session. If you-look at it you find that the bill 
does not take effect until after the close of the 
present session. | 

Mr. BROWN. Buatif there is any doubtabout 
it, put all on an equality. 

Mr. HALE. ‘There is no doubt; it does not 
affect the present session. - . 

Mr. COLLAMER. We have not passed any 
resolution at the present session giving new mem- 
bers any books. 

Mr. BROWN. We will do it. 

Mr. COLLLAMER. I do not know that. 

Mr. STUART. This difficulty can be relieved 
by an amendment to this section in this way: 

Provided, This section shall not apply to members of the 
present Congress. 

I move that amendment. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- 
ator from Ohio accept the modification ? 

Mr. PUGH. If a resolution for books is 
offered, it will be casy to put this proviso in that, 
and therefore it appears to me we had better strike 
out the section. The proviso will give an oppor- 
tunity to all persons to say to members of Con- 
gress, you voted to give yourselves books. 

Mr. STUART. I have a right to move to 
amend this section before the question is taken 
on striking it out. I move, as an addition to this 
section, these words: 


Provided, This section shall not apply to members of 
the present Congress, 


Mr. BAYARD. If that amendment be agreed 
to, I shall necessarily have to vote against the 
whole bil. I think this abuse has grown to an 
enormous extent. Gentlemen talk about books 
being necessary. Why, sir, they are not taken. i 
A great change of members takes place, espe- i 
cially in the other House, to the extent of nearly 
half the members every second session, and a 
great change also takes place in this body. The 
result is an expense of §1.500 for each member 
of Congress for books which are not taken. I 
have no objection to furnishing books that are 
necessary; but the original scheme was a bad one 
in itself. There was no necessity for furnishing | 
members of Congress with these books. Why | 
not establish a documentary library room for each 
House of Congress? Thatisall you want. That 
is what is capable of being done b legislation. į 
That is what the members want. Place in that 
library half a dozen sets of every document | 
which ig printed. Provide a librarian to take 
charge of it, distinct from the law library, and | 
the congressional library. Thatis allthat would | 
be advisable for purposes of legislation. But 
here your members are changing very often, and 
you provide them books ‘that are never used, 


the mileage will be left as it now is, and that 
shall merely pass the proposition to increas 
pa 


They never become practically. useful, because of 
the short. time they are in Congress; there- is 
-only a casual reference to them now-and: then; 
H ‘you provide a documentary library, members 
will have access to books for all requisite pur- 


poses of legislation. Theabuse has becomealarm- 


ing, in my judgment. Iam not opposed to.high 


compensation, but I am opposed, as T stated the 
other day, to. public plunder under any: cover 
whatever. I do not object to a joint resolution 
of the two. Houses furnishing members of the 
existing Congress—a custom which has existed 
heretofore—to the extent to which the books are 
in print, provided the custom is stopped hereaf- 
ter. It ought to be stopped; but if this practice 
is to go on hereafter, under the operation of this 
bill, į will vote against the bill, though I think it 
ought otherwise to pass. : 

Mr. WADE. This subject seems to lead toan 
endless debate; and in order to test the question, 


I move to lay the bill and amendments onthe 


table. 

Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 7, nays 39, as follows: o 

YEAS—Messrs. Dodge, Fessenden, Harlan, Pugh, Sew- 
ard, Thompson of Kentucky, and Wade—-7. woot 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell of New Hampshire, 
Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, ‘Butler, 
Cass, Clay, Collamer, Durkee, Fish, Foot, Toster, Geyer, 
Hale, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, James, Jones of Towa, 


Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, 
*roombs, ‘Trumbull, 


Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, 
Weller, Wilson, Wright, and Yulee—39, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Michi- 
gan to the third section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
now is onthe motion of the Senator from Ohio to 
strike out the third section as amended. 

Mr. PUGH. As the Senate has adopted the 
other amendment, I have no idea that my motion 
will prevail, although I should prefer it." I with- 
draw the motion. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
now is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont, [Mr. CoLLAMER,] to strike out all of 
the amendment recommended by the Committee 
on Finance after the word “that,” and insert: 

After the present session of Congress the members of 
the Senate and House of Representatives shall receive, for 
their attendance at the sessions of Congress, twenty-five per 
centum in addition to what they by law are entitled to 
receive for attendanee. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I have some amendments 
to offer to the bill of the committee, but I presume 
they can be offered if this amendment should be 
adopted, D j 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bilean 
be perfected before the question is taken on the 
substitute. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I have several amend- 
ments to offer. I move to strike out of the bill 
everything which changes the present system for 
the payment of mileage. I know no reason for 
any change in that. No satisfactory reason, it 
appears to me, has been suggested; and the 
amount of the bill is merely this: to increase the 
pay and mileage of members who live near the 
seat of Government, and leave those who live at 
a distance unaffected. If there is to be any sys- 
tem adopted on this subject, it seems to me it 
ought to be a general one. The increase of the 
pay of members of Congress, for attendance, 

rings the comparative remuneration of the mem- 
bers from different sections of the Confederacy 
nearer to an equality; but the proposition to 
increase the pay for aitendance, arid diminish the 
pay for mileage, in point of fact is equivalent to 
passing a law to increase the pay of those who 

ive close by, and diminish the pay of those who 
live at a distance from, the seat of (Government, 
From the time this system of mileage has been 
established, it has ever beén considered as an 
indemnity—and, under all the circumstances, a 
totally inadequate one—for the privationsimposed 
on those who live at a distance from the seat of 
Government. I. see“no reason for changing it. 
It seems to me entirely invidious. I hope. that 


{pr-attendance, 


Mr: BAYARD. | 1L differ from the ‘honora le - 
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Senator from Louisiana on this question of mile- 
age; although I admit, unhesitatingly, that mem- 
bers attending Congress from a distance ought 
to receive a greater amount than those who are 
nearer at hand: there is at present too great a dis- 
proportion in the amounts. I admit there is a 
disconnection from a man’s home, especially 
when the sessions are long, not equally injurious 
to him who is near, as tō him who is remote. 
But ee system of mileage was framed 
when this Union did not extend more than two 
thousand five hundred miles, and the same sys- 
tem has been suffered to stand when its extent 
has gone much further. If 1 had known this bill 
was to come up to-day, I would have offered an 
amendment which I think would be satisfactory 
on the subject of mileage. Ata former session 
I made a calculation to show what effect the 
change, which [ then proposed, would make. It 
was to allow forty cents a mile for the first one 
thousand miles; thirty-five cents forall exccedihg 
one thousand, and not more than two thousand 
miles. trirty cents for exceeding two thousand, 
and twenty-five cents for distances exceeding 
three thousand miles. I found that rate of mile- 
age, with the salary now proposed, $2,500, 
would diminish the pay of no member, except 
those from California; that it would increase the 
pay of every member, with some little variation 
in the rate of increase, living within five thousand 
miles, and then it would have a contrary effect. 
I think that is the operation of the present bill. 
It is true there may be, in the present bill, some 
difficulty in construction. Ido not know exactly 
how to read that part of it which says that ‘ each 
Senator and Representative shall be allowed, at 
an annual session of Congress, eight dollars for 
every twenty miles of the estimated distance by 
the most usual route from his place of residence 
to the seat of Congress, at the commencement 
and end of every such session, when such esti- 
mated distance does not exceed one thousand two 
hundred and fifty miles; and were it exceeds one 
thousand two hundred and fifty miles, he shall be 
allowed six dollars for every twenty miles.” 

Ido not know what the effect of that will be on 
distant members, unless the construction be that 
he is entitled to his present mileage for one thou- 
sand two hundred and fifty miles, and six dollars 
for every twenty miles exceeding one thousand 
twohundredand fifty, That construction may be 
given to it, and I am willing to read it so that it 
shall be given; and then 1 am very sure it will 
not even diminish the pay of the members from 
California. 

Now, what is the state of pay arising out of a 
system of mileage adopted forty years ago? 
Why, sir, the members from California receive 
$7,000 year, and the Senators from Maryland 
and myself, who reside nearer, receive only $1,500 
a year. The inequality is great. There is a 
measure In all things. 1 concede unhesitatingly 
that gentlemen who reside at a distance ought to 
receive more than those who reside nearer. I do 
not desire to reduce them to any extent, but I 
think the ratio ought to be changed in reference 
to the system of mileage, so as to increase the 
pay of those who reside nearer more than of 
those who live remote. If this bill receives the 
construction, which I think it may receive, of 
allowing eight dollars for every twenty miles 
under one thousand two hundred and fifty miles, 
and six dollars for twenty miles over that, I am 
satisfied it will not reduce the pay of a single 
member of Congress. As to its effect on those 
whose pay it increases, I will state my own case, 
as I am one of those who live near. It will make 
my pay $2,600 a year, and leave that of the 
Senators from California $7,000 a year. T think 
the difference between the two is very great; but 
as it stands now, no man can come here without 
a positive sacrifice in a pecuniary point of view. 
If he has a fortune, of course that will enable him 
to come; butif he resides at a distance, and is 
enabled to get mileage and pay to the amount of 
$7,000, it may be different. 1 think the bill is, 
on the whole, wisely framed, and I am not dis- 
posed to interfere with it; but I do not think the 
present system of mileage ought to stand with 
the increased compensation, ‘because then the 
effect will be to make the pay of members of 
Congress as distant as California $8,000 a year, 
or over. 


Mr. BUTLER. I will make one remark, and 


| but one, to my friend from Delaware, who is | 
i generally very exact in his knowledge of things 
| and correct in his conclusions. I would rather | 
| take $2,600 living in Delaware, where I could | 
hear from my family every day, with little haz- 
j ard of life in going ‘there, than I would live in 
| California, and go across the ocean, with all the 
risks and all the privations incident to such a 
eparation. I say it without the least hesitation. 

Mr. WELLER. I have been somewhat sur- 
| prised that the Senator from Delaware should 
make complaint of the compensation allowed 
under the present law to Senators and Represent- 
atives of California. The Senator seems to for- 
get that we are compelled to travel some twenty- 

ve days on the ocean, with all the dangers and 
hazards incident to the ocean. He forgets that 
whilst we are here we can have no connection, 
no correspondence short of a month, with our 
families. If a man has a family, as is the case 
with myself, I am either compelled to be separated 
from that family, or bring them with me, and 
subject them not only to the hazards of the ocean, 
buta passage through a mostinhospitable climate. 
Now, here stands the Senator from Delaware. 
He can go home in six hours. He attends to 
his professional business, and attends to the 
courts regularly. | 

Mr. BAYARD. No,sir. 

Mr. WELLER. He does not allow his pub- 
lic business to interfere. 

Mr. BAYARD. I beg pardon. The state- 
ment of the Senator is incorrect. It does inter- 
fere, and 1 do not and cannot attend to practice 
in the.courts regularly. I can safely say that 
the amount I have sacrificed in my profession, is 
much more than my pay, since Ihave been here. 

Mr. WELLER. I only inferred that from 
the fact that the Senator is very often absent. 

Mr. BAYARD. I say my sacrifice is decid- | 
edly more than my pay, and I do not think any 
man can come here without it. 

Mr. WELLER. Iam coming to the conclu- 
sion of the Senator from Delaware, that this bill 
is for the benefit particularly of those who live in 
the vicinity of the Capitol. There is not a Sena- 
‘tor on this floor but myself, except the Senator 
from Texas, who cannot reach his home in five 
days. It takes the Senator from Texas twelve | 
| daysto gettohishome, It takesme from twenty- 
i five to thirty davs; so that, as I said before, a 
Senator coming from that distant coast is com- | 
pelled to surrender, not only his profession, but 
all his private business. If money had been 
my object, Í could make in five days, in Califor- j 
nia as much as [ could make here by a whole 
year’s public service; so that I think the Senator 
; from Delaware selected a very bad point to make 
‘complaint about. He can go to his home if he 
chooses on Friday afternoon, and be back again 
on Monday, and resume his seat in the Senate, 
and can hear from his family every day. They 
are not subjected to the dangers of a sea voyage. | 
: They are not compelled to pass through the 
| tropics. If there be anything the matter with 
i them he can hear every day by telegraph. Yet 
‘he complains. I thank my friend from South 
t Carolina for what he said, and I have no doubt 
‘he is sincere init. lam sure, if I had the choice, 
i I would prefer taking the position of the Senator | 
| from South Carolina, and sending him out to 
| California, so far as the country is concerned; 
| but ofcourse E prefer California, because it is a 
| much superior place to live in to South Carolina. 
: Mr. MASON. I would submit to the Senate 
| that thisisa very disagreeable, though necessary 
| 
| 
| 


duty in which we are engaged; and being disa- 

greeable and being necessary, let us vote our 
| opinions without any debate. [Agrecd, agreed.] | 
| Mr. BAYARD. I will not let any Senator! 
‘misrepresent me on this floor, though uninten- 
! tionally, which I have no doubt the Senator from } 
| California did. J made no complaint of the Sen- | 
‘ator from California. I meant nothing personal | 
| to anybody, but he chooses to make his remarks į 
| personal tome. I cannot understand the reason | 
| for that. So far from being personal, I stated that, 
| 
| 


by the clause which I offered ata previous ses- 
sion of Congress, (and I submitted Tt to the then | 
colleague of the Senator from California, and he | 


H 


! 
| approved of it,) a difference of about $300 or | 


$400 was made in the pay of the Senators from | 
California, and those were the only members it i 
reduced. I thought, as 1 stated before, and I 


Gentlemen may have their own individual 
tastes; I am not speaking of whether they would 
rather travel twenty-five days on the ocean, and 
receive $7,000 a year, or not. I admit it breaks 
up a man’s business. I think he ought to be paid, 
and I think $7,000 a year is afair compensation, 
come from what quarter he may. I suppose the 
expense of going and returning does not exceed. 
$1,000. I donot speak of it in reference to the 
Senators from California, or from any other par- 
ticular portion of the country; but I think their 
compensation is sufficient. Under the amend- 
ment now proposed, you will increase the pay of 
the Senators from California to over eight thou- 
sand dollars a year. I think that is going too far. 
That is all I said, and all I meant to say. I am 
satisfied to let it stand as itis; and I think this 
bill will let it stand nearly as it is, with the 
construction which I said Í was willing to give 
it, and if the words do not bear it, let them be 
made more clear. That construction is, that for 
a distance of over twelve hundred and fifty miles 
they should receive six dollars for every twenty 
miles of travel, and for twelve hundred and fifty 
miles eight dollars. I am perfectly satisfied that 
would effect no variation of the slightest moment 
in their pay. 

I do not know why the Senator from California 
should suppose I had any personal reference to 
members from that State. Not at all. I was 
looking to the whole thing as a general system. 
I think still the disproportion, arising from the 
fact that the Union has been extended so much 
beyond what it was at the time when the ratio 
was originally. fijged, has become too great. I 
admitted, in the beginning, that there ought to be 
a disproportion—a very considerable dispropor- 
tions but there is a limit to all things, and thatis 
the reason why I think the committee adopted 
this rule, and [think they have adopted a reason- 
able one 

Mr. BENJAMIN. In my judgment, any pro- 
vision regulating the compensation of members 
of Congress which touches the mileage will 
defeat the bill, Iam just as confident of it as I 
am that I am now addressing the Senate, It never 
can pass, and it never ought to pass. The prin- 
ciple upon which that mileage has been allowed 
is one too just and too equitable to admit of dis- 
turbance when properly presented to the vote of 
Congress. To my individual case, it is a matter 
of very little importance; but I speak of it, know- 
ing the feelings on that subject, and knowing the 
existing inconvenience and losses to which gen- 
tlemen living at a distance are subjeeted. Here 
is my friend from Delaware. [It is always, of 
course, invidious to refer to particular examples; 
but my friend is within reach of his courts. He 
can attend all the courts. He can attend to his 
private business; and when his suprenie court is 
in session, he can go home and preserve his 
clients, and continue in the practice of the pro- 
fession, with some limitation—something less 
than before; but still he preserves ‘and controls 
his private business, whilst other gentlemen are 
kept far away from their families for periods of 
seven, eight, and nine months. 

Now, when gentlemen who live near the seat 
of Government think the remuneration allowed 
to them is insufficient for their sapport, to which 
l agree, and desire to raise it, they are not satis- 
fied with raising it without at the same time 
endeavoring to diminish the mileage allowed by 
law to gentlemen at a distance. There is no 
necessary connection between the two proposi- 
tions; they ave entirely independent. If gentle- 
men who live near the seat of Government think 
the pay of members ought to be increased, as I 
think it ought to be, let it be increased; but where 
is the connection between the increase of the pay 
for attendance and the diminution of the mileage 
of members? How these two propositions de- 
pend on each other I cannot conceive. I know 
no reason why this is brought into the bill at all. 
it does not appear to me to be connected with the 
other subject. The bill, as it stands, gives less 
mileage to a man who lives sixteen hundied miles 
from the seat of Government than to one who 
lives twelve hundred and fifty miles. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore... The question 
is on.the amendment of the Senator from Louis- 
jana to strike out the words: 

And each' Senator, Representative, and. Delegate . shall 
alsó he allowed at each annual session of Congress, eight 
dollars for every twenty miles of the estimated distance by 
the most usual route from his residence to the seat of Con- 
gross; at the commencement and end of every such session, 
when such estimated distance does not exceed twelve hun- 
dred and fifty miles,.and where it exceeds twelve hundred 
and fifty miles: he shall be. allowed six dollars for every 
twenty miles: Provided, No Senator, Representative, or 
Delegate shall receive iess than the aggregate amount of 
the per diem and mileage now allowed by law. 


Mr. BAYARD. 1 should have preferred to 
have the clause read in this way: ‘and for a dis- 
tance ‘which exceeds twelve hundred and fifty 
miles, six dollars.” Iam satisfied that will reduce 

«nobody. My object is not to reduce at all. 

Mr: PRATT. The mileage of eight dollars 
for twenty miles, as I have always understood, 
was originally fixed, not only in reference to those 
elements which have already been referred to, but 
in reference to another which hasalways governed 
the vote of the representatives of Maryland in | 
both branches of the National Legislature in re- 

ard to all attempts to alter the mileage; and that 
is this: it was supposed that the more distant 
members were interested in having the seat of 
Government fixed and established, and they would 
be those most opposed to changing it. It was 
supposed, for example, that a man coming from 
California, and receiving hiseight dollars for every 
twenty miles, would at any rate not be desirous of 
having the Capitol removed nearer to himself for 
any interested purposes. That isthe motive which 
has heretofore governed the people of Maryland 
and Virginia against voting for any interference 
with mileage, and I hope my friends from Virginia 
will vote with us of Maryland for the proposition 
of my friend from Louisiana. 

The amendment was agreedgto; there being on 
a division—ayes 22, noes 15.7%: - 

The PRESIDENT pe tempore. The question 
is on the proposition of the Senator from Vermont 
to strike out all after the word “that ” in the 
amendment of the committee as amended, and 
insert: 

“After the present session of Congress the members of the 
Senate and House of Representatives shall receive for their 
attendance at the sessions of Congress, twenty-five per 


eentuin in addition to what they are by law now entitled to 
receive for attendance. 


Mr. GEYER. ‘Will it be in order to move to 
amend the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEYER. I move to strike ont “ twenty- 
five” and insert ‘fifty’ percent. I propose the 
sum of twelve dollars per day, which will be the 
compensation allowed if my amendment shall 
prevail, which will approach very nearly the 
average amount to be paid annually by a salary 
of $2,500 a year. ‘The average compensation of 
members attending the two sessions will be about 
ae or $2,300 for cach, at twelve dollars per 

ay. I prefer that mode of compensation to a 
salary. It will be found, when it comes to be re- 
duced to practice, attended with a great many 
other inconveniences. Among others, I will name 
that of contested seats. You propose to give a 
salary of $2,500 to every member, and pay it 
monthly—that is, it is to commence on the 4th of 
March, and he is entitled to draw by the month, 
I suppose, orat least, at the commencement of the 
session, he may draw the entire compensation for 
the eight intervening months. I will suppose the 
case of a contested election. A member comes 


fivedays. Heisto receive his compensation, when 
he is not entitled to a seat, as a necessary conse- 
quence of the law; and the member who obtains 
the seat by a vote of the Senate or House, in the 
case of a contested election, can be compensated 
in no way whatever, because this will not provide 
a compensation for him. 

This annual compensation is supposed to be a 
remedy to provide against what are called long 
sessions. Now, sir, as was said by the honor- | 
able Senator from Vermont, if there is a member 
of the Senate or House of Representatives who 
will stay here.one day longer for eight dollars a 
day, if you give him a salary of $2,500, the same | 
man will stay at home all the time and attend to i 


his own business. . } must say, that the result of | 


my observation has been that there is absenteeism 


i| may be called together in extra session. 
and. serves but one, or two, or three, or four, or | 


enough under the present system. It would -be 
a salutary provision in the law, when we. shall 
appoint a compensation per dicm, to require the 
members to make out their own accounts, and 
make their own charges as a point of honor, to 
draw their per diem when they shall be in attend- 
ance, and not leave it to the Clerk to make out 
the accounts. I think an annual compensation 
will be no remedy for the existing mischiefs. I 
refer, therefore, a per diem compensation, and 
fave moved an addition of fifty per cent. to the 
resent amount of compensation received by mem- 
Lers, because it will equal very nearly the amount 
propored to be given as the average annual sum 
y the committee. g 

There is another thing that is not provided for 
in this bill. You have mileage for the regular ses- 
sions, and none for an extra session. 

Mr. BUTLER. My bill provided for an extra 
session, 

Mr.GEYER. The bill of the honorable Sen- 
ator from South Carolina provided for an extra 
session. Ido not know whether the provision 
that has been stricken out would allow mileage 
for the extra session; but if you pay members by 
the year, and the public exigencies should require 
an extra session, there would be no sort of induce- 
ment to attend it. Those, if there be any such, 
who are disposed to prolong the session for eight 
dollars a day, would stay away from the extra 
session when they were to get no compensation. 
I think we had better adhere to the system to 
which we are accustomed, until we shall provide 
in the details of a bill all the provisions necessary 
on a subject of so much importance. f 

Mr. PRATT. Does not my friend from Mis- 
souri sce that, if there be a class of Senators or 
Representatives who come within the categor 
he has mentioned, we should legislate very much 
better without their presence at all? Ifthe effect 
of compensating members by paying salaries 
would be to produce the result that those who 
have no sense of public duty operating on them 
would stay away altogether, I think we should 
be much better off. 

Mr. GEYER. The honorable Senator will 
not understand me as supposing that Senators 
would stay away because they would be receiv- 
ing compensation whether they attended here or 
not; but I am answering an objection on the 
other side. It is urged now, as a reason for the 
change, that there are members who prolong the 
session because of the eight dollars a day. Tsay, 
if there be any such in either Flouse of Congress, 
you will introduce a greater evil by affording 
them an apology to themselves for remaining 
away altogether. The Senator from Maryland 
says there is no injury from abscntceism, because 
we are better without them than with them. Sir, 
several times during the present session, when 
absenteeism has prevailed to a very considerable 
extent, the business of the Senate has been 
arrested for the want of a quorum; and it hap- 
pens very frequently that, in the midst of the 
day, in the transaction of business here, we are 
without a quorum. 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish to say to the Senator 
from Missouri, in regard to extra sessions, that 
there’ is a law now in existence which prevents 
mileage for extra sessions convened on the 4th 
of March. 

Mr. BUTLER, But there may be an extra 
session besides that. I preferred the bill which I 
originally introduced, for it contained this clause. 
In the event of war, or the probability of it, we 
There 
is no provision made for it in the proposition of 
a committee. I made this provision in my 

ill; 

And for every extra session his compensation shall be the 
same as provided by law. 

There may be extra sessions besides those called 
on the 4th of March. 

Mr. HUNTER, For those extra sessions 
mileage is allowed under the existing law. 

Mr. BUTLER. Not by your bill, forit is 
taken away. 

Mr. HUNTER. This bill only repeals so much 
of the law as is inconsistent with it; butif thatis 
to be put in I have no objection. 

The amendment of Mr. Geyer to the amend- 
ment of Mr. Cottamer was rejected; and the 
original amendment of Mr.. Cottamer was 
rejected. : 


Mr. BUTLER. I move the following amend- - 
ment at the end of the first section: : 

And for every extra session his compensation shall be the 
same as now provided by law. y 

“Mr. HUNTER. It is obvious that, if you take 
the scheme of a salary yon cannotadopt the pres- 
ent compensation which is one mixed of per diem 
and mileage.. What the Senator wants, I appre=: 
hend, is to allow the same mileage at an extra’: 
session. : : 

Mr. BUTLER. I will explain. The amend-: 
ment is nothing more nor less than this: that if the 
President should call us, by his proclamation in 
extra session, we should get the mileage and per: 
diem we get now. 

Mr. HUNTER. Besides the $2,500? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir. 

Mr. HUNTER. But this provides for $2,500, 
beginning on the 4th of March, and, therefore, 
there ought to be no allowance for per diem, 
There may be an allowance for mileage at extra 
sessions other than those called on the 4th of. 
March. We have a law for those now existing. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, I will modify it that the 
mileage shall be the same for extra sessions as 
now allowed by law. I offer this amendment: 

And for every extra session his mileage shall be the 
same as now provided by law. 

Mr. HALE. By the existing law, mileage is 
paid now for every extra session, except one called: 
on the 4th of March, immediately after the regular’ 
adjournment of Congress, so that the law in fact 
is just as the Senator wants it. ë 

Mr. BUTLER. Suppose we are called in ex- 
tra session, in contemplation of war, or anything 
of that kind? 

Mr. HALE. The existing law provides for 
the payment of it then. : 
Mr. BUTLER. This bill repeals that law. 

Mr. PRATT. The last section of this bill re- 
peals all other laws. 

Mr. HALE. Inconsistent with this. 

Mr. PRATT. But itis inconsistent. 

Mr. BROWN. It will do no harm. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I have an amendment 
which is necessary, by having the last clause of 
the first section stricken out. The bill now re- 
peals all mileage, I think. In the fourth line, at 
the top of page two, after the words ‘shall be,’? 
l propose to insert: ‘in addition to the mileage 
now allowed by law.’”* 

Mr. HUNTER. That is unnecessary, in con- 
sequence of an amendment already made. 

r. BENJAMIN. The section will thenread : 


That the compensation of each member, &c., shall be, 
in addition to the mileage now allowed by law, $2,500, &c. 

Mr. HUNTER. In regard to mileage, there 
is this Jaw in existence, which it seems to mé 
makes unnecessary the amendment offered by the 
Senator from South Carolina: i 

€ That the act entitled ‘An act to amend an act entitled 
“ An act allowing compensation to members of the Senate 
and members of the House of Representatives of the 
United States, and to the Delegates of Territories, and re- 
pealing ali other laws on that subject,” ? shall apply to Sen- 
ators and members of the House of Representatives and 
Delegates from the Territories at all extra sessions of 
Congress or the Senate convencd within ten days after the 
adjournment of a regular session.” 

This act gives mileage to all sessions convened 
more than ten days after the adjournment. The 
act passed at the preceding session, I think, pro- 
hibits mileage where an extra session is convened 
on the 4th of March; so that the existing law 
seems to me to effect the purpose of the Senator 
from South Carolina, f 
_ Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Virginia is 
in error; because that existing law would give 
both per diem and mileage. This bill abolishes 
the per diem and substitutes $2,500 salary. It 
makes a clean business of the whole thing—pay 
and mileage both for regular and extra sessions. 

The amendment of the Committee on Finance, 
as amended, was agreed to; the bill was reported 
to the Senate as amended; and the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole were con- 
curred in. The bill wasordered to be engrossed 
for athird reading; and it was read the third time. 

Mr. GEYER and Mr. HARLAN called for 
the yeas and nays on its passage; and they were 
ordered. : i k 

Mr. BAYARD. I shall, with great reluctance, 
be compelled to vote against this bill; and Ido.so. 
in consequence of the amendment offered. by the 
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Senator from Louisiana. I have endeavored to 
give some attention to the question of the differ- 
ence between the pay of members of different 
sections. I do not wish to reduce the pay of any 
member of Congress; but as I stated Pebre, the 
present system of mileage was adopted when your 
country did not extend beyond three thousand 
miles at the most. The ratio of difference was 
xot then too great. Since the country has become 
extended it has made the difference too great in 
proportion to the time occupied in transit from 
one place to another, in my judgment, and of 
course every man must go on his own judgment; 
and therefore, as that principle is adopted I must 
necessarily vote against the bill, and only for that 
reason. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yceas 35, nays 11; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Belt 
of Tennessee, Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, 
Brown, Butler, Clay, Dodge, Durkee, Fish, Foster, Hale, 
Houston, Hunter, Iverson, James, Jones of Iowa, Mallory, 
Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, 
Thomson of New Jersey, Trumbull, Weller, Wilson, 
Wright, and Yulee—35, 

NAYS — Messrs. Bayard, Cass, Collamer, Fessenden, 
Foot, Geyer, Harlan, Pugh, Seward, Thompson of Ken- 
tucky, and Wade—1il. 


So the bill was passed. 
MRS. MARY GAY. 


On motion of Mr, STUART, the bill (S. No. 
450) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Gay, was read 
the second time, and considered as in Committce 
ef the Whole. 

It provides for the payment to Mrs. Mary 
Gay, widow of the late William Gay, Indian 
agent for the Shawnees in Kansas Territory, who 
was killed while in the discharge of his official 
duties, the sum of $2,000 as indemnity to cover 
his salary, the amount of money of which he 
was robbed, and the expenses of the widow and 
family in returning to their home in the State of 
Michigan. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I desire to know whether 
that bill was reported from any committee? 

Mr. STUART. Yes, sir; from the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Let the report be read. 

Mr. STUART. I do not know that that there 
is any written report; but J can state the facts in 
amoment. Mr. Gay was the agent of the Shaw- 
nee and Wyandot Indians. 

Mr, COLLAMER. Was he nota new appoint- 
ment? 

Mr. STUART. Yes, sir, he was appointed 
this session, 
his duties. 

Mr. COLLAMER. How killed? 

Mr. STUART. He was met on the highway 
and shot by three or four individuals, and conse~ 
quently his wife was compelled to return to the 
State of Michigan. He was robbed also. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Was he shot because he 
and others had a fight? 

Mr. STUART. I do not understand it to be 
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Mr. COLLAMER. Was it a political quar- 
rel? 

Mr. STUART. The papers state the facts, 
His son, who was present, makes an affidavit 
which is among the papers. He says these men 
asked him some questions, and shot him three or 
four times. 

Mr. COLLAMER. What questions? 

Mr. STUART. That he does not tell, and of 


course I cannot state. 


He was killed in the discharge of | 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 


amendment. 

Mr. COLLAMER. 
this man was killed or shotin Kansas. He was 
appointed by the President this year, and went 
out and was shot by the people who were marau- 
ding about Kansas. They questioned and drove 
him up to tell who he was. 


them he was a Democrat. That was not suffi- 
cient for them; they pushed him further, and 
desired to know what he thought on the subject 
of whether Kansas ought to be a free or slave 
State. He said, if left to himself he supposed it 
ought to be a free State; and thereupon they shot 
him. That is all there is about this case. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish some provision 
made for the people who have been murdered in 


‘There is no question that | 


He told them who | 
he was, and where he came from. They wanted |! 
to know to what party he belonged. He told | 


ja general provision. 
i should be provided for more than other 
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Kansas in consequence of their political charac- 
ter on one side or the other; but there should be 
Why Mr. Gay’s family 
péople’s 


| families, Ido not know. Why should not the 


committee report a general bill? I do not care 
whether they be killed on one side or the other, 
for the point I am on now—— 

Mr, BUTLER. Ido not want to kill either 
side. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Nor leither. The mere 
fact that a man has been killed, in my estimation 
constitutes no reason for providing for his family. 
Gentlemen say he is a public officer. Well, sir, 
there is no reason why, if a public officer be 
murdered, his family should be provided for more 
than other people’s on that account. If it was 
in the discharge of his duty, and there was a 
military character devolved in him, there would 
be some propriety in it; but the fact that a man 
is in office, and while inofficeis shot by men who 
do not like his political character, does not con- 
stitute any reason why his family should be pro- 
vided for, no matter on what side he is. I can- 
not see that there is any. principle which has been 
stated which will justify provisions for that 
family more than other poor families, the heads 
of which have been murdered in Kansas. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 


| third reading; was read the third time, and passed. 


CALIFORNIA LAND DISTRICTS. 


Mr. WELLER. I intended to move to take 
up the fortification bill this evening. I am very 
anxious to have it disposed of. 

Several Senarors. Take it up to-morrow. 

Mr. WELLER. But J have a bill which has 
been lying on the table for some time, that was 
recommended by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. The Legislature of the State of Cali- 
fornia have passed resolutions instructing me in 
favor of it. The Commissioner of the General 
Land Office was not willing to recommend land 
offices until surveys there, when completed, 
should show there was a necessity for establish- 


; ing them, The bill proposes to establish an office 


in Humboldt and one in Tulare county. Those 
persons residing in Humboldt, Trinity, and Shasta 
counties, are compelled to go down by the ocean 
to San Franciseo, and then traverse the bay of 
San Francisco up to Benicia, in order to get out 
their preémption papers, at an expense of from 
one hundred and fifty to two hundred dollars to 
ect to the land office. The object of this bill is 
simply to remedy that. I make the motion to 
take up the bill. 

Mr. PRATT. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wepnespay, August 13, 1856. 


The House met at eleven o'clock, a.m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Danren Warno. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. BALL. I find that my name is published 
in the National Intelligencer this morning as 
having voted in favor of postponing the consid- 
eration of the Pacific railroad bill yesterday. L 
also find, on reference to the Journal, that the 
Clerk has me so recorded. I voted on the other 
side, and desire to have the Journal so corrected. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal will be cor- 
rected. It does not change the result. 


ISAAC ADAMS. 

The SPEAKER stated the business first in 
order to be on the passage of a bill (H. R. No. 
325) for the relief of Isaac Adams, on which the 
main question was yesterday ordered, and on 
which the yeas and nays were also ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 106, nays 66; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Barbour, Barclay, Ben- 
son, Billinghurst, Bishop, Dowie, Bradshaw, Broom, Bufiin~ 
ton, James HU. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Comins, Covode, 
Cragin, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, 
Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, 
Faulkner, Flagler, Henry M. Falter, Gilbert, Green- 
wood, Grow, Herbert, Hiekman, Thomas R. Horton, Val- 
entine B. Horton, Hughston, Kennett, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Knowlton, Leiter, Alexander K., Marshall, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, Matteson, Killian Miller, Millward, Morgan, Morrill, 


Eustis, 


Mott, Murray, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, 
Orr, Parker, Pearce, Peck, Pelton, Perry, Phelps, Pike, 
Porter, Purviance, Richardson, Robbins, Rust, Sabin, Sage, 
Sandidge, Seward, Samuel A. Smith, William R. Smith, 
Spinner, Stewart, Swope, ‘Talbott, Tappan, Thorington, 
Thurston, Trafton, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Wal- 
bridge, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Israet Washburn, Watkins, Watson, Wells, Whitney, Wil- 
liams, Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, Daniel B. Wright, 
John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—106. 

NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Ball, Henry Bennett, Bliss, 
Bocock, Boyce, Branch, Brenton, Burnett, Cadwalader, 
John P. Campbell, Clingman, Colfax, Cox, Cyige, Cullen, 
Cumback, Davidson, Day, Dean, Emrie, Etheridge, Thomas 
J. D. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Goode, Harlan, Thomas 
L. Harris, Hoifman, Holloway, Houston, Howard, George 
W. Jones, Knox, Lake, Letcher, Mace, McCarty, Me- 
Queen, Millson, Norton, Pennington, Powell, Pringle, Pur- 
year, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, Ruffin, 
Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Wiliam Smith, Sneed, 
Stanton, Taylor, Todd, Trippe, Wade, Waldron, Warner, 
Wheeler, and Winslow—66. 


So the bill was passed. 


Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed, and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Dicnins, its Secretary, notifying the House 
that the Senate had passed a bill (H. R. No. 205) 
for the relief of West Drinkwater and others. 

Mr. ORR called for the regular order of busi- 
ness. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. ORR. Is not the bill reported yesterday 
from the Committee on Public Lands the first 
business in order ? 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the calling of committees for reports. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to report from the 
Committee of Ways and Means House bill No. 
189—the naval appropriation bill; and House bill 
No. 202~the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill, with the action of the com- 
mittee on the amendments of the Senate. 

There being no objection, House bill (No. 189) 
making appropriations for the naval service for the 
year ending June 30, 1857, with the amendments 
of the Senate thereto, was reported back. 

The Committee of Ways and Means. recom- 
mend the House to concur in the second amend- 
ment of the Senate with an amendment, and to 
non-concur in the first and third amendments of 
the Senate. 2 

_ Mr. CAMPBELL moved the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The first amendment of the Senate, in which 
the Committee of Ways and Means recommended 
anon-concurrence, was reported, as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to publish the charts 
and report of the exploration of La Plata river, and the 
charts and report of the surveys of the Behring’s straits 
expedition, $26,286. 

The amendment of the Senate was non-con- 
curred in. 


Second amendment: 

That each purser attached to a sloop of war or other 
vessel smaller than a frigate, shall be authorized to appoint 
a clerk in licu. of the steward heretofore. alowed, subject to 
the approval of the commanding officer of such vessel; and 
such clerk shall have the privileges allowed to the clerk of 
the commanding officer, and bis yearly compensation shall 
be the same as that now allowed by law to midshipmen:s 
And provided further, That the compensation of the clerk 
of the commandant at Philadelphia shall be the same as 
those at Boston and New Vork, which shall be paid for the 
last and present fiscal year as estimated and appropriated. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended to strike out all aber the word be,” in 
the fourteenth line, and insert “ $400.’’ So that 
the amendment as amended will only authorize 
the purser attached to a sloop of war, &c., to ap- 
point a clerk, in lieu of a steward, at a salary of 
$400. 
> The amendment to the Senate amendment was 
agreed to. 

The amendment of the Senate as amended was 
concurred in. 

Third amendment: 

In page 8, after line five, insert: ‘ 

For constructing a powder magazine at San Franciseo 
119,302 1h 5, 
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The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence. 
. The amendment was non-concurred in. 
Myr CAMPBELL, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the votes by which the House had passed 
upon the Senate’s amendments, and also moved 
today the motion to reconsider on the table; which 
Jatter motion was-agreed to. 


amendments of the Senate, some with, and some 
without, amendment, and non-concur in others. 

Mr. STANTON. Does my colleague pro- 
pose that these amendments shall be disposed 
of without being considered in Committee of the 
Whole? . 

, Mr. CAMPBELL. I have asked the unani- 
mous consent of the House for that purpose. 

Mr. STANTON. I object. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to suspend the 
rules. 

. Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, called for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The ‘question was taken on Mr. CAMPBRELL’s 
motion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
101, nays 88; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Barclay, Hendley S. Bennett, 
Bowie; Branch, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, James H, 
Canipbell, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, 
Caruthers, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson, R. W. Cobb, Comins, Cox, Craige, Davidson, 
Henry Winter Davis, Day, Denver, Dowdell, Durfee, Edi 
wards, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Flor- 
ence, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Greenwood, 
J. Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Herbert, 
Hickman, Hoffman, Houston, George W. Jones, Kennett, 
Kidwell, Letcher Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Mar- 
shall, Humphre: Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, 
MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millward, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quit- 
gan Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, 
: andidge. avage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, 
William Smith, Wiliam R. Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Swope, 
Talbott, Taylor, Thurston, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, 
Vail, Valk, Walker, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, 
Williams, Winslow, Wood, Daniel B. Wright, John V. 
Wright, and Zollicoffer—101, 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Bocock, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton, Buffinton, Clawson, Colfax, Covode, 
Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, 'Timothy Davis, Dean, 
Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Edie, Emrie, Flagter, Galloway, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Goode, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughs- 
ton, Kelsey, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, 
Matteson, McCarty, Killian Milter, Millson, Morgan, Mor- 
xül, Mott, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pen- 
nington, Perry, Petit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, 
Robbins, Roberts, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, 
Spinner, Stanton, Tappan, Thorington, Todd, ‘Uratton, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Warner, Cadwal- 
ader Č. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Wash- 
burn, Watson, Welch, Woodruff, and Woodworth—88. 


So the House refused to suspend the rules for 
the purpose indicated. 

Pending the above call, 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, said: Mr. Speaker, I 
am. requested to state that my colleague, Mr. 
Crawrorp, who is prevented by illness from at- 
tendance on the session of the House, has paired 
off with Mr. SABIN. : 

Mr. NICHOLS stated that he had paired off 
with Mr, Srerpuens, who was indisposed, and 
had to leave the Hall. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the bill making 
appropriations for the executive, legislative, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1857, with the amend- 
ments.of the. Senate thereto, be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 


‘Mr. CAMPBELL. I now move the usual 
resolution, that all debate in the Committee of the 
Whole.on the state of the Union. on the bill and 
amendments of the Senate be closed within five 
minutes after their consideration shall be resumed. 

The resolution was adopted. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. Zi 

Mr. BENSON... Lask the. gentleman. to with- 
draw his motion until 1 report back from the 


Committee on. Naval Affairs the Senate bill to: 
promote the efficiency of the Navy. 
Mr.:CAMPBELL.. I cannot withdraw my: 
motio# The gentleman voted against consider- 
ing in the House the Senate amendmerits to the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 


“bul. 


The question was. taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. : 

The House accordingly resolved itself into-the 
Committee of the Whole on the state ofthe Union, 
(Mr. Wasupurn, of Maine, in the chait} 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that the committee take up and proceed to the 
consideration of the amendments of the Senate to 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the committee 
proceeded to consider the said amendments. 


First amendment of the Senate: 

Insert as follows: 

o mepr charged with the disbursements of the Senate, 
$ Chief clerk, §2,500. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence in the | 
amendment with an amendment to strike out the 
words, ‘‘ officer charged with the disbursements 
of the Senate, $480.” 

The amendment of the Committee of Ways 
and Means was agreed to; and then the Senate 
amendment as amended was concurred in. 


Second amendment: 

Insert in clause making appropriations for the expenses. 
of the Senate: 

Clerk of the Committee on Finance, 81,850. 

Clerk of printing records, $1,669 02. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence in the 
amendment with an amendment to strike out the 
words, “ clerk of printing records, $1,669 02.” | 

The amendment of the Committee of Ways 
and Means was agreed to; and the amendment of 
the Senate as amended was concurred in. j 


Third amendment: 

Strike out, in the paragraph ‘for compensation. of the 
officers, clerks, messengers, and others, receiving an 
annual salary in the service of the Senate, viz., &c., 
$69,484, the words $69,484,” and in lieu thereof insert 
375,983 02.9 

Mr. CAMPBELL. In order to make the 
amendment of the Senate accord with those al- 
ready adopted, I move to strike out “ $15,983,” | 
and in lieu thereof insert ‘ $73,834.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


{to; and the Senate amendment as amended was 


concurred in. 
Fourth amendment: 


Strike out, in the paragraph ‘f for Congressional Globe, 
and binding the same, $3,000,” the words ‘ $3,000,” and in 


licu thereof insert “ $72,651.°? i 


The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence in the 
amendment. 

The amendment was non-concurred in, 


Mr. FLAGLER. I would inquire whether 
the Committee of Ways and Means have recom- 
mended a concurrence in the appropriation of 
$12,000 for stationery for Senators? It gives the 


Senators four or five times more stationery than | 


members of this House receive. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The paragraph referred ; 


to is not an amendment of the Senate, but a por- 
tion of the bill as sent by this House to the Sen- 
ate. 


Fifth amendment: 

Page 3, line seventeen. Strike out $8,000,” and insert 
“including the usual extra compensation to the reporters 
of the Senate, $10,400 ;? so as to make the clause read: 

For reporting proceedings, including the usual extra com- 
pensation to the reporters of the Senate, $10,400. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Sixth amendment: 


Add to the clause “For clerks. to committees, pages, 
police, horses, and carry-alls, $27,460,” the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That the amount estimated for compensation 
of the elerks to the Committees on Finance and Printing 
be deducted therefrom. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways 


and Means recommend a non-coneurrence. 
‘The amendment was.non-coneurred-in. 


Seventh amendment: 
Strike out the following clause: $ 
For books voted to the members of the House ọf:Repre- 

sentatives by the resolution of said House of July 7, 1856; 

$182,765 85. l i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways- 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Imovea pro forma amend- 
ment. I hope the amendment of the Senate, to: 
strike out this clause, will be adopted. It is now: 
well understood that a large fraud is to be perpe=' 
trated upon. the ‘Freasury under this amendment, 
but not for the benefit of those to whom the books: 
are voted. It has beén reported in the newspapers: 
of the country that the members of the House of 
Representatives have voted in the neighborhood: 
of thirteen hundred dollars’ worth of books. to 
each new member. Now, sir, that is not true. 
The value of the books thus voted can in no event 
exceed five or six hundred dollars; and F have: 
been informed this morning that the books which. 
have been voted to members can. actually be. 
bought for three hundred dollars, while the amount: 
charged to the Treasury for the same will be some 
thirteen hundred dollars—amounting in all to. 
$182,765 85. A few men outside of this House: 
are to reap the benefit of this fraud to the extent 
of at least ninety thousand dollars. I wish this 
matter understood; and while gentlemen upon the 
opposite side of the House are exclaiming-against. . 
the large expenditures of this Government, twish 
to see who they are who will vote for-such an 
appropriation as is contemplated in this amend« 
ment. I trust the amendment of the Senate will 
be concurred in, and the provision stricken out, 

Mr. PHELPS. I oppose the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, for the purpose 
of stating the condition of this matter; and in con- 
nection with it, I shall refer to the action of this. 
House upon another subject—I refer to the dis» 
tribution of books ordered by this House, upon a: 
recorded vote, costing $75,000. That was the 
work of Dr. Kane. I was opposed to it; and 
when it passed this House, directing that amount’ 
to be expended, the book was not published, and 
perhaps wag not written. : PEER, 

Subsequently this House passed a joint réso- 
lution, upon which we had another recorded vote, 
directing the usual books to be distributed to the 
new members of this Congress. That joint reso- 
lution went to the Senate, and has been returned: 
by them with certain amendments proposed to it, 
by which a reduced number of books will be dis~ 
tributed in the event thatthe House concur in the 
amendment of the Senate. I understand that the 
amendment of the Senate was adopted, because 
we proposed, by the resolution we passed, to dis- 
tribute to the new members of this. House, books 
the editions of which have long: since been exs 
hausted. Of one of those books—the American 
State Papers—only one edition of one thousand. 
five hundred copies was ever printed. 

Subsequently another resolution, simply. a 
House resolution, was passed, directing ihat 
books, to the same extent as had been given to 
members of former Congresses, should be dis- 
tributed to the new members of this House; and. 
when we had under consideration the amend- 
ment which is now in question, it was suggested 
that, instead of placing the amount of $250,000 in 
the contingent fund of the House, to'be expended: 
by the Clerk for the purposes therein named, we. 
should appropriate this amount of money, naming 
it, for the purpose of purchasing books for the 
new members of this House, in pursuance of the 
resolution adopted in July last. I proposed that, 
feeling it to be my duty, as a member of* the 
Committee of Ways and Means, to carry out 
the will of this House as expressed to'us: by its 
resolution. The Committee of Ways.and Means 
now recommend a non-concurrencein the amend- 
ment of the Senate, because a resolution had 
already been passed directing these books to be 
distributed, and they feel it to be their duty to 
carry out the will of the House. 

I do not know what the particular amendment 
is which is proposed by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, but.the proper time to have opposed the 
matter now under consideration was when the 
resolution was before the House. Wehad notat 
that time the presence of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania:to assist those who were opposed 
to the Yesolution to defeat it. ;. : 

Mr: HICKMAN. ` When the :resolution:to 
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which the gentleman alludes was. passed I was 
not here. If I had been present I should have 
voted against the resolution. I withdraw my 
amendment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to restore the 
words struck out by the Senate, and to attach to 
them the following proviso: 

Provided, That any member of the House who may be 
unwilling to receive said books may give notice of the same 
to the Clerk of the House of Representatives, who shall re- 
tain said hooks to which such member may be entitled, and 
report the facts at the commencement of the next session 
of Congress. 

I offer that proviso, in order that those consci- 
entious gentlemen who make speeches against 
book resolutions, and who are yet in the habit of 
receiving the books under them, may have an 
opportunity of exhibiting their conscientious- 
ness. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Iraisca question of order. 
The proviso offered by the gentleman from Ohio 
is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds the 
amendment in order, as it is to restore the text, 
together with a proviso. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I admit that this is an 
unusual proviso, such as I have never hitherto 
known attached to such a proposition. But in 
past Congresses [have heard these conscientious 
gentlemen make very large speeches in reference 
to the distribution of books, but when the books 
have been offered them, their conscientious seru- 
ples have fled, and they received the books, It 
has becn even said that some of them have sold 
the books, but I do not know that to be the fact. 
Now, sir, I shall not discuss this proviso further. 
I merely offered it so as to provide the means by 
which gentlemen may make a public exhibition 
of their virtue in the matter. They can leave the 
books with the Clerk, for the benefit of those 
members who may be voted them hereafter. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Mysimple object in making 
the remarks Which I did make, on the matter now 
before the House, was, for the purpose of al- 
lowing the fact to be distinctly known, that the 
benefit of this vote does not inure to the new 
members of the present House of Representatives. 
It is supposed now by the country, that, under 
the resolution which has been adopted by this 
House, each new member will receive books to 
the value of nearly thirteen hundred dollars. If 
such an impression as that exists, I wish to dis- 
pel it, and to state distinctly, that the books 
voted to members by this resolution, are bought, 
and can at any time be bought in this market, 
for a sum not exceeding $600; and I understood 
this morning, from good authority, that they 
can be bought for'$300; that this resolution will 
inure to the benefit of persons outside of this 
Jouse to an amount not less than $90,000; and 
that, while the Treasury is to be robbed, the 
proceeds of the robbery do not pass into the 

ockets of the new members of this House, but 
into the pockets of other persons. Now, Iam un- 
willing to adopt the suggestion of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and prefer that the House 
should concur in the amendment of the Senate, 
for the reasons which I have given. 

The question being on Mr. CamPBELL’S pro- 
viso 
Mr. CAMPBELL called for tellers. . 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Does the Chair hold 
the amendment to be in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds it to be 
in order. 

Mr. COBB. How does it come in? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Senate proposes to 
amend the bill by striking out a certain portion 
of the text. The Committee of Ways and Means 
recommend a non-concurrence with the amend- 
ment of the Senate. The gentleman from Ohio 
moves to amend the amendment by inserting the 


words which were originally contained, together | 
to understand how the matter stands. 


with a proviso. The Chair holds an amendment 


` to the Senate amendment to be in order. 


Mr. COBB. The Chair holds it to be in order 
to disagree with the Senate amendment, and then 


to amend our own original bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that the 


proposition of the gentleman from Ohio to amend | 


the amendment of the Senate is in order, on the 
ground that you may perfect an amendment before 
you are called upon to vote whether you will con- 
cur or non-concur in it. 


Mr. COBB. The Chair will permit mc. Sup- 


| to tell me. 


pose this goes bask to the Senate, and the Senate 
concur in the amendment of the House, then the 
clause will stand stricken out with an amendment 
—that is, the words to which the provisaq, is at- 
tached will not be in the bill, and the proviso will 
be. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. In the case which the gen- 
tleman supposes, the question would be whether 


the Senate would concur in the proposition of 


the House, as the House has now amended it. 
Mr. SNEED. I rise to a question of order. 
The Chair has decided this proposition to be in 
order on a question of order raised by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Hrcxman,] and 
no appeal was taken. Subsequent to that decision 
of the Chair the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
CampseL.] called for tellers, and the House has 
taken action. I submit that it is too late now 


| for the gentleman from Georgia to raise the same 


question, and then to appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
question of order taken by the gentleman from 

ennessee. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not understand how 
the question is to be put. I should like the Chair 
The rule is, that you may concur in 
the Senate’s amendment with an amendment. 
[Calls to order.] Iam in order. Is the question 
here as I understand it? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I object to this. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire the Chair to state 


| what is the question as the committee is to un- 
! derstand it. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already 


stated the question as he understands it. The |! 


Senate has agreed to an amendment to the bill by 
striking out a portion of the text. The gentle- 
man from Ohio proposes, before the committee 
shall be called upon to vote on concurring in that 


! amendment, to amend it; and the chair holds that 
the House hasa right to do so, and therefore rules j 


the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio in 
order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understand the Chair de- 
cides that you may disagree to the Senate’s amend- 
ment with the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides thus: 
that you may amend the amendment of the Sen- 
ate. Such has been the practice of the House in 
committee and out of committee. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Inever heard such a decision 
in committee in my life. 

Mr. EDIE. In case the appeal is not sustained, 


‘what will be the first question before the ¢om- 


mittee ? 


The CHAIRMAN. On agreeing to the amend- | 


ment of the gentleman from Ohio to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senate. 


Mr. EDIE. Then I will vote for sustaining |, 


the decision of the Chair. 
Mr. MILLER, of Indiana, called for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered. 
Mr. COBB, of Georgia. 
cided this question of order, sustaining the decis- 
ion of the Chair. Iwill, therefore, withdraw my 
appeal from the decision of the Chau. 


The question then recurred upon the amend- | 


ment to the Senate’s amendment. 


Mr. WASELBURNE, of Illinois, demanded j 
: tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Wiystow 
and Dopp were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 90, noes 38. 

So the amendment was adopted. 


The question was then on the amendment of į 


the Senate as amended. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move to strike out the lat- 
ter clause of that amendment. It has.gone tothe 
country that we have voted to the new members 
$1,300 worth of books each. Iwant the country 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia is notn order; the com- 
mitice having adopted what he proposes to strike 
out. 

Mr. FLAGLER. I move the following amend- 
ment to that just adopted: 


Provided, also, That no more than one copy of Tickey’s 
Constitution shall be allowed to each member and Delegate 
of this House, and that at a cost not exceeding sixty cents 
per copy. 

Mr. EDIE. Irisetoa question of order. The 


The House have de- | 


amendment of the gentleman from Ohio having 
i| been adopted, I submit that no further amend- 
|| ment is in order. 
: The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides tha 
the amendment of the gentleman from New York, 
is in order. i 

| Mr. FLAGLER. The amendment I have of- 
i fered ought, in my judgment, to receive the ap- 
| probation of this Fouse. During the last Con- 
| gress, one hundred and sixty copies of Hickey’s 
Constitution were purchased for, and distributed 
in, each congressional district of the United 
States. The resolution was advocated on the 
ground that it would be of great advantage to 
the country to disseminate as far as possible 
among the people a knowledge of our Constitu- 
tion. [athe discharge of his duty, each member 
of the last Congress, so far as I know, distrib- 
uted in his district the copics to which he was 
entitled. I know that such was the case in my 
district. It is proposed now, that, in so far as 
there are new members here, the districts repre- 
| sented by them shall have the benefit of another 
distribution of this work. I protest against an 
such measure of inequality among members. 

; conceive there is no justice in the provision that, 
rabies : 

| because a district has not changed its Represent- 
| ative, it shall not have these books, while those 
| districts which have changed their Represent- 
| atives in this House, shall have them. This new 
| and unequal distribution can be advocated only 
i 
j} 
| 
! 
H 
i 


on the ground that the constituencies of new 
members on this floor are either more worthy or 
more ignorant than those represented by mem- 
bers of the last Congress. [admit neither; and 
my amendment is to do away with this inequal- 
ity. I also desire that this work shall be fur- 
nished ata fair price. Under this book resolution, 
a clerk in the Senate receives an income fully 
equal to that of the President of the United States: 
and I am opposed to that. 

Mr. LEITER. Is not this the same proposi- 
tion offered in committee some days since, and 
| voted down? 

Mr. FLAGLER. The gentleman can answer 
that question for himself as well as I can. 

Mr. LEITER. Then I say it is the same 
amendment; and I raise the question of order 
that we cannot amend our own proposition. We 
|, have, as a House, already agreed to a certain pro- 
' vision in that bill, and it is incompetent for us to 
| offer an amendment to what has been already 
| agreed to. 
| The CHAIRMAN. 
| point of order. 
| 
i 
i 


The Chair overrules the 


i Mr. GALLOWAY. I will say a few words 
| in reply to the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
'Fracrer.] He agues that not more than a 
|| single copy of Hickey’s Constitution ought to be 
allowed each new member, as a distribution of one 
|) hundred and sixty copies to each district was made 
ii atthelastsession of Congress. I voted againstthe 
| resolution providing books for members; but, in 
my judgment, that part of the resolution which 
provides for a distribution of Hickey’s Constitu- 
tion is the wisest and most justifiable. A general 
and judicious distribution of those heretofore 
given may have been made in his district. I have 
no evidence, however, that the district which I 
represent has been supplied. Judging from the 
anxiety, indicated by many requests, I conclude 
that a new distribution would be eminently bene- 
ficial. Admitting the allegation that the copies 
of this work given two years since were fully 
and fairly distributed, it. must be conceded that 
‘the wants of an increased and changed popula- 
tion will justify a new distribution. 

Mr. FLAGLER. I want the gentleman to 
‘bear in mind that the population of my district 
i! has also increased. 
| Mr. GALLOWAY. That may be so; but 
‘whether they have advanced equally in kuowl- 
‘edge with my constituents, may admit of an 
honest doubt. There.is another view of the sub- 
| ject, Those who may be benefited. by my dis- 
tribution of these books, constitute a class of 
| people differing in political sentiment from those 
‘who have received the kind consideration and 
i favor of my predecessor. I ask, is it not but just 
that those constituents who sympathize with me 
f in sentiment should receive the benefit of so valu- 
able a work? 

These are the only books given to us that can 
be digtzibuted with great advantage, There is a 


| 
| 
j; 
i 


i 
i 
| 
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preat demand for them. They contain valuable 
information. “No member needs or wishes more 
than’ oneof them. Even if one ‘hundred and 


sixty additional copies of Hickey’s Constitution | 


are.distributed to each congressional district, it 
must be manifest that a small proportion of the 
people canbe accommodated; and yet the few 
who may receive, if faithful to the laudable design 
contemplated in the distribution of the work, may 
be instrumental in circulating a species of inform- 
ation which cannot be otherwise obtained, and 
which is much needed at the present crisis of 
political sentiment. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
or propriety, that any one district sho 


Is there any reason, justice, 
uld have 


more ‘copies. than another? Is not my district | 


entitled to as many as the gentleman’s district? 
The CHAIRMAN, Debate is exhausted. 
Mr. SNEED. I came here as a new member, 
and those to whom I may distribute these books 
may not have been benefited by the distribution 
of my predecessor. 
_ Mr. HICKMAN. Suppose the amendment of 
the gentleman from Ohio is adopted: how then 
will the Senate’s amendment stand? What will 
be the effect of the gentleman’s amendment? 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio has been adopted: and the 
effect of it is this: the original text stands, with 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 
The question was taken on Mr. FLAGLER’S 
amendment; and it was disagreed to. 


Mr. WALKER offered the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: 

And provided further, ‘hat any member of the present 
House who may have been a member of any previous Con- 
gress, and who has received his books, may, if he thinks 

roper, cither return the books or the cost of the same to the 
Herk Of the House, who shail report the same at the next 
session. 

Mr, SMITH, of Virginia. I would inquire of 
the Chair, what all the provisoes amount to if 
they are adopted ? 

‘he CHAIRMAN. The provisoes will be a 
part of the amendment of the House. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I ask my colleague 
to accept the following proviso as a part of his 
amendment, and then I will vote for it: 

Provided, That the Government shall pay the expense of 
transporting the books to members, and of bringing them 
back again. 

Mr. WALKER. accept the modification as 
a part of my amendment. 

Mr, CRAIGE. J desire to say a wor 
position to that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted upon 
the amendment. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN offered the following amend- 
ment: 

“ind provided, That for such books asare out of print, or 
are considered hy the member as but of little or no value, 
such new member may select other books uf a publie char- 
acter, which relate to either the legislative, judicial, or cx- 
ecutive departments of the Government, or to the history 
or politics of toe country, of a cost in the aggregate not to 
exceed that of the books he decliues to recive, 

Mr. HICKMAN. 1 call for tellers upon the 
amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. SHERMAN 
and Cutten were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes thirty-five, noes not counted, 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


. Mr. HICKMAN. I move to amend by add- 
ing the following proviso: 
Provided, ‘hat the books sh 
publishers of the same, 
The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. WADE. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

Provided, That for 
House with books, 
fund of this House 
of this House with the amount of money by him 
paid for said books, and no more ; and the said Clerk shall 
keep an accurate account of the money by him so actually 
Paid; and return such account to this House, with the name 
Ofthe person or persons to whom such money may have 
been by him paid. 

Tam in favor of furnishing new members with 
the same books as the new members of former 
Congresses have been furnished with s and Iam 
in favor of stopping any abuses which may have 
existed in the purchase of books. I am opposed 
to putting this. matter wholly into the hands of 


d in op- 


all be purchased of the 


the supply of the new members of this 
the accounting oflicers of the contingent 


actually 


are hereby required to credit the Clerk | 


the Clerk of this House, as it È rumored that he 
is to make by’this operation more than twenty 
or thirty thousand dollars. If these books can 
be pusghased for one half the price that has been 
heretofore charged for them, there is no reason 
why the Clerk should be permitted to credit him- 
self for anything more than he pays for them. 

Mr. TRIPPE. The operation of this amend- 
ment is formally to demand that the Clerk shall 
produce vouchers for his expenditures. I appre- 
hend that there is already a provision connected 
with all expenditures of money. $ 

Mr. WADE. The Clerk furnishes vouchers 
for books; but,as I understand it, he charges for 
the books at the actual original cost price, when 
he gets them at one half or one third of that 
amount. 

Mr. TRIPPE. Thisamendment doesnot make 
the matter more stringent upon the Clerk than it 
already is. The amendment conveys an insinu- 
ation which I am unwiltmg to convey by way of 
an amendment to this appropriation. I may 
remark, by the way, that I am totally opposed 
to this whole book matter from beginning to end. 
But if we are going to do it, and if we are never 
going to stop it, then do not goand put on a general 
appropriation bill that which is a direct insult to 
your Clerk; that which amounts to nothing less 
than the insinuation that he is dishonest; that 
which would amount to nothing in law; which, 
were he a dishonest Clerk, would not be worth a 
snap of the finger; which, were he honest, would 
be unnecessary; and which would be rendered to- 
tally nugatory by the provisions of former laws 
asto the appropriation ofmoney. It is in precise 
terms intimating that the Clerk is going to cheat, 
and that you will put the law stronger upon him 
by reénacting it. 

Mr. WADE. If the Clerk is honest in his | 
action, it puts no stigma upon him atall; but I 
donot understand that it is a stigma on an officer 
of the House. 

Mr. TRIPPE. Ido not say that the gentle- 
man from Ohio intends that. I do not believe he 
does; but that will be the effect. The statute 
now requires the Clerk to present vouchers for 
his expenditures; and the adoption of this amend- 
ment would only be reënacting an already exist- 
ing law. 

The question was taken; and Mr. Wapr’s 
amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to amend theamend- 
ment by increasing the appropriation five dollars. 

The CHAIRMAN. he amendment has 
already been adopted by the committee, and the 
gentleman’s amendment is therefore not in order. 

Mr. STANTON, Then I propose the follow- 


ing proviso: 
D 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall interfere 
with the control of the House over its own contingent fund. 


I desire to say but a word or two on this 
amendment. I was not present when the book 
resolution was adopted. If I had been I proba- 
bly should have voted against it. As itis, I am 
entitled to the benefit of it. But, for myself, so 
far as the question is concerned as to whether the 
proposition shall ultimately prevail or not, I do i 
not care a sixpence. But it seems to me that 
this contest between the House and Senate in- 
volves the dignity of this House, which it 
should maintain at all hazards, and in every ex- 
tremity. This is the first instance in which I; 
have noticed an attempt on the part of one branch | 
of Congress to interfere with the control of the 
contingent fund appropriated for the use of the 
other branch of Congress. 

Now, how do we stand? The House passes 
a resolution for the purchase of books for its | 
members, and it appropriates the money to pay 


for them out of its own contingent fund; and now 
the Senate takes upon itsclf to say that we shall 


not oa vend the money in the way we propose to 

expend it. If the House wish to preserve the 

least shadow of importance—the least shadow of | 
dignity—to being considered as an element of this 
Government at all, then it must rebuke such an 
assault as that upon its privileges. I hold, asa 
member of the House, that in any question in- 
volving appropriations for the public service of 
the country, whenever there is a controversy 
between the two branches of Congress, the sense 
of the House should always prevail. ‘This is an j| 


inherent privilege of the immediate Represent- |i 


{| atives of the people—the only just tribunal for 


levying and disbursing the revenues of the coun- 
try. How isit? Is it true that the two gentle- 
men who represent Florida in the other branch 
of Congress should have an equal voice in the 
levying, assessment, and distribution of the rev- 
enues of the country with the thirty-five members 
on this floor from the State of New York? ` Is it 
so, sir? On all other questions of general legis- 
lation not connected with the revenues of the 
country, on questions affecting the relative power 
of the States and General Government, the Senate 
is entitled to equal consideration with this House. 
But the principle of this Government, that rey- 
enue bills shall originate in this House, is a prin- 
ciple established by the British Parliament, from 
Whom we borrowed it; and the practice of the 
House of Commons is not to tolerate any inter- 
ference by the other branch with the rights and 
powers of the popular branch of the Legislature. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Ohio 
is, I think, mistaken in his facts, and if so, all of 
his declamation must fall to the ground. The 
item of $250,000, as originally reported by the 
Committee of Ways and Means—the miscella- 
neous item—was that which first included the 
money to pay for the books; but it was so mod- 
ified by the House, that the item for books was 
separated from the others going to make up. the 


priation to itself. Hence, his assertion; that the 
Senate had attempted improperly to interfere 
with the contingent fund of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, does not apply, and is not strictly cor- 
recl; for though this book item may be under 
the head of contingencies of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, yet, in truth, it was nota contingency 
as it stood in the bill from the House. Thisitem 
the Senate has seen fit to strike out, and therein 
it has exercised precisely that jurisdiction which, 
as a coérdinate branch of this legislative body, 
it hasa right to exercise. I resisted, while on 
the Committee of Ways and Means, a ropri- 
ations of this character put in the bil by the 
Senate. Ido not know that there was ever an 
issue between us in relation to books—probably 
there was not; but whenever the Senate attempted 
to ingraft on an appropriation bill an item to come 
out of their contingent fund, or out of any other 
fund, which the Committee of Ways and Means 
regarded as improper, we resisted it. 

Sir, the gentleman has lost sight of the great 
question involved, which is, is this appropriation 
proper and right? Jf it is an appropriation that 
should be made, let it be agreed to; but if it is 
not, itis the duty of the Senate, as it is the duty 
of every other member of either branch of Con- 
gress who so believes, to oppose it. It would be 
truly a strange doctrine, if this House should see 
fit to make an appropriation (I do not care what 
it is, or what the amount may be) which the 
Senate deemed improper, that the Senate should 
not interrupt it at all. It would bea strange doc- 
trine to maintain that, however the House may 
err in regard to an appropriation inserted in a bill, 
the Senate must not touch that appropriation, be- 
cause the House put it there. Whata monstrous 
absurdity! Would we agree that the Senate 
should put in this appropriation bill what they 
please, and are we not to be at liberty to strike 
1t out? Whoever heard before now of such doc- 
trine being advanced or advocated in the House 
of Representatives of an American Congress, as 
that one House cannot check or arrest the waste, 
profligacy, or corruption of the other? We have 
equal powers on the subject of appropriations; 
and while I agree with the gentleman from. Ohio 
in what he said in regard to the origination of 
revenue bills, yet, under the Constitution, the 
Senate has a right to strike out, or add to, (both 
as to amounts and items,) appropriations of the 
House; and the House kas a right to amend, to 
change, to strike out, to modify, at its pleasure, 
the Senate’s amendments 

I did not intend to interfere in this discussion. 
T have had as much to do with these books as I 
care to have. I regard the practice as all wrong, 
and I have always resisted it; but the thing is so 


| perfectly mixed up by the rulings of the Chair, 


and the amendments that have been adopted 
that it will require a special committee ta tell 
what we havé done. Perhaps the ‘select com- 
mittee on.the Pacific railroad had better take’ 
these amendments that have been incorporated 


sum of $250,000, and was made a distinct appro- - 
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in accordance with the erroneous decisions of the 
Chair, together with the original text of the 
House bill, which he rules has been restored, 
and tell us how it stands, for it will require a 
select committee to straighten it out. But, sir, I 
protest against the doctrine of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Sranron,] that the Senate have 
nothing to do with appropriations which we 
may choose to make, under the head of contin- 
gent, or in any other way. 

Mr. STANTON. I will withdraw my amend- 
ment, and move to amend by adding a proviso, 
that none of the Senate’s contingent fund shall 
be appropriated for the purchase of books. Mr. 
Chairman, I am perfectly aware that the practice 
of the two Houses of Congress has been very 
much in accordance with the theory laid down 
by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hous- 
ron.] Tam aware, too, that, under the practice 
which has prevailed for the last twenty years, 
this House is rapidly dwindling into perfect 
insignificance as a coordinate branch of this 
Government. 


A Memser. I rise to a question of order. | 


I think the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio is not in order. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
question of order. 
Mr. MORGAN. I move to amend by adding 
a proviso, that Hickey’s Constitution shall not 
be purchased, unless it can be obtained at a cost 
not exceeding sixty cents per copy. Now, sir, 
gentlemen talk about personal matters, and say 
they are entitled to this number of boofs. Sir, 
they might just as well say that they are entitled to 
thatnumber of copies of the Patent Office reports. 
Mr. CUMBACK. [rise to a question of order. 
The gentleman is not discussing his amendment. 
Mr. MORGAN. Well, sir, I will come di- 
rectly to theamendment. Every gentleman who 
knows anything about the cost of making books 
knows that these books can be manufactured for 
forty or forty-five cents per copy. Every mem- 
ber knows that the price is extravagant. Again, 
sir, I know of no reason under heaven why the 
constituents of any man in this Tall should re- 
ceive by distribution more books than my con- 
stituents recelve, 
been represented by two Representatives for the 
last thirty-five years, while the Representative of 
another district is changed every Congress. Now, 


sir, why should the people of one district receive ! 


more books than the people of another? Tam 
willing that the same books should be given to 
the new members that have usually been given. 
But, so far as the distribution of books is con- 
cerned, I say that the constituents of no gentle- 
man are entitled to more books than my con- 
stituents. 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 

Mr. LEITER. As Iunderstand it, if the House 
agrees to the amendment as amended, there will 
be nothing left but the proviso which we have 
` adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in 
order; there is no motion before the committee, 

Mr. LEITER. I only ask the question of the 
Chair. 

Mr. TRIPPE. I desire to know what will be 
the effect as the matter now stands, if the House 
refuses to concur in the amendment of the Senate? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 
Senate will be disagreed to; that will be the effect. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. If we concur in the Son- 
ate’s amendment as amended, do we not strike 
out the whole thing? 

Mr. HICKMAN. I object to debate. 

Mr. FLAGLER. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WALBRIDGE 
and Hickman were appointed. 


The question was taken; and the tellers re- ! 


ported—ayes 75, noes 42. 

So the Senate amendment as amended was 
concurred in, 

Eighth amendment of the Senate: 

Insert under head of “ Library of Congress,” as follows: 

For expense of procuring proper apparatus for warming 
said library, and providing fuel for the same, $5,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence in the 
amendment, 

The amendment was concurred in. 


The Chair sustains the 


There is one district which has | 
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Ninth amendment: 


_ For maintaining the botanic garden and green-houses, 
ineluding pay of horticulturist and assistants, under the di- 
rection of the Library Committee of Congress, $5,000. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Tenth amendment: 


And the appropriation “ to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
prOpriation for printing of the second session of the Thirty- 
‘Third Congress,” contained in the act of 15th May, 1856, 
shali be construed by the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury to include the cost of paper necessary for said printing. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Eleventh amendment: 


To reimburse the consular agent of the United States 
at the Island of St. Thomas, for that amount expended by 
him, by orders of this Government, in landing and storing 
the cargo of the bark Amelia, of New York, 'and other 
expenses incident thereto, Jaden with arms and munitions 
of war, which were seized by order of the Governmentand 
carried into said island, and there landed, $4,850, to be 
disbursed under the direction of the Secretary of State. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee recom- 
mend a non-concurrence. 


The amendment was non-concurred in. 
Twelfth amendment: 


For compensation to surgeons at Panama, for care and 
protessioual attendance on citizens of the United States 
who were wounded during the riots at Panama on or about 
the 15th day of April last, as certified to the Department of 
State by Thomas W. Ward, consul of the United States at 
that place, 81,000, to be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Thirteenth amendment: 

To enable the Seerctary of State to procure copies of Dr. 
Kohl’s maps of the continent and islands of America, the 
sum of 6.000, which shall be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of State, in such manner as he may deem 
best for that object. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence. 

Mr. CADWALADER. I think that this rec- 
ommendation of the Committee of Ways and 
Means has originated in mistake, or has, per- 
haps, arisen from the want of a full understanding 
as to the facts. The proposed appropriation is 
for a purpose which has been fully investigated 
by the Committee on Foreign Affairs of this 
House, who had agreed upon a report recom- 
mending a joint resolution appropriating to this 
object a larger sum than that appropriated bythe 
Senate’s amendment. This is really a matter of 
great national importance. An eminent geo- 


| grapher, Dr. Kohl, has, during the last six years, 


collected about one thousand historiographical 
maps of the American continent and islands. The 
manner in which they have been collected from 
various sources is explained in the report pre- 
pared, as I have mentioned, by the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. Such a collection would have 
saved our Government, in times past, great ex- 
pense, and perhaps might have prevented some 
errors in the course of her policy. Instead of an 
extortionate demand for a copy of those maps, 
this distinguished gentleman desires merely a 
sufficient sum to defray the expense of clerk hire 


for making and depositing complete duplicates of | 


those invaluable maps in the Department of State. 
His object is not emolument, but the advancement 
of geographical science. 

The gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. PEN- 
nineTon,] the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, will confirm what I have said. 
He was, as I have already stated, prepared to 
presenta full and detailed report upon the subject. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. it is scarcely neces- 
sary for me to add anything to what has been 
said by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, in ex- 
planation of the purpose of the amendment, for 


| he has clearly and correctly stated all the mate- 


rial facts in relation to it. It will be recollected, 


| that some time since the House adopted a resolu- 


tion instructing the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
to inquire into the expediency of enlarging the 
collection of historiographical maps in the De- 
partment of State, and to report such measures 
as they should deem advisable for that purpose. 


i| The committee were shortly afterwards informed 


that Dr. Kohl, a German geographer of high 
character, now in this city, of whom the gentle- 


Se 
man from Pennsylvania has spoken in terms of 
just commendation, has in his possession here, a 
large and valuable collection of interesting maps, 
such as are contemplated by the resolution. These 
maps, which may be confidently relied on as ac- 
curate copies of the originals, have been collected 
by Dr. Kohl, con amore, during many years, with 
great labor and research, and at very consider- 
able expense, in various parts of Europe, and, 
for the most part, from obscure sources, and pri- 
vate collections, discoverable only by the curious, 
and inaccessible except to the savan and scholar. 

Professor Bache, the Superintendent of the 
Coast Survey, in his forthcoming report for the 
year 1855, says that Dr. Kohl has thus ‘ made 
the most admirable collection of maps of dis- 
covery on the western continent, compiled from 
various sources, and presenting the subject in 
the most systematic manner, with a series of his 
own, showing, by striking and original methods, 
the results of successive voyages, travels, and 
expeditions, by sca and land;”’ and then he adds 
that he has availed himself of Dr. Kohl’s visit to 
the United States, “ to obtain from him a report 
of a most interesting character, which will be 
published in connection with the archives of the 
coast survey.” 

This collection of Dr, Kohl has been recom- 
mended to public attention, or favorably noticed, 
| in numerous scientific publications. Iwill give 
a brief reference to them only, for the informa- 
| tion of the curious: 

1. In the biography of Dr. Kohl, in the Ger- 
man Conversacions Lexicon of Broolshaas, (last 
ediiion,) vol. 9, page 99. 

2. Ina letter of Humboldt to the Geographical 
Society of Paris, to be found in a publication of 
the society, vol. 7, page 273, (1854.) 

3. In a report of the Geographical Society of 
Paris—same volume, page 436. 

4. Ina report of the Geogra hical Society of 
London by Lord Ellesmere, to be found in a pub- 
lication of the society, August, 1854. 

5. In variousreports of the Geographical Soci- 
| ety of Berlin, by Carl Ritter, from 1853 to 1856. 
| 6. In areport of the Historical Society of New 
| York, of December, 1854. 
| 7. In various notices by the press of New 
| York, of a lecture delivered by Dr. Kohl to the 
| Historical Society of New York, in December, 
| 1854. 

The committee were gratified to learn, from 
an interview with Dr. Kohl, not only that he is 
| quite willing that a duplicate of his collection 
shall be made and deposited in the State Depart- 
| ment for the use of the Government, but that he 
will cheerfully superintend the execution of the 
| work and its arrangement in an analytical and 
chronological order, to make it the more complete 
| and useful. His own collection is accompanied 
by copious manuscript references and explana- 
i tions which it would be well to secure. 
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| purposes of the Government. X . 

| But the case is different as to this hemisphere. 
l Many maps of various sections of the. coast 
land interior parts of North and South America 
| which, if extant, would be extremely useful, are 
| already lost beyond the hope of recovery; others 
| will soon disappear if means are not adopted to 
į rescue them from oblivion; some are now known 
‘only to antiquaries; some exist only in manu- 
; script; and others, printed and engraved, are to be 
| found only bound up in books of travel, histories 
! of limited local interest, or publications of a more 
| fugitive character, and in a wholly detached form. 
| Many of these works are almost obsolete; and 
i unless the maps shall be collected and placed in 
|a single and safe depository, they will soon, for 
| all practical purposes, be utterly unavailable. In 
| the mean time, as occasions for reference arise, 
li the requisite search and investigation, if possible 
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St all, will not be practicable. within the period | : 


necessary to meet the publie exigency. 

. In the numerous cases in which the Govern- 
ment may be required to act upon questions re- 
lating to. its present, past, or future external or 
internal boundaries, or upon the relations of ingu- 
lar to. continental America, it will, of course, be 
ofthe utmost importance that the primary inves- 
tigation shall be as ample and complete as possi- 
ble; for otherwise it may be ignorant of its just 
rights till too'late to assert them, or may advance 
claims in the outset: of national action, which 
may not in the end-be found tenable. 

~ As the amendment under consideration pro- 
poses the only action deemed advisable by the 
committee, I have thus presented their views 
on the: subject, and there I leave it. I should 
have reported a resolution to the same effect as |, 
the amendment, in pursuance of the instructions 
of the committee, if I could have obtained the 
floor for the purpose some time since. 

I feel quite sure that, under the circumstances, 
my: friend, the chairman of the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means, will not persist in urging a 
non-coneurrence with the Senate in its amend- | 
ment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. It is due to the 
Committee. of Ways and Means that I should 
say that we had no information whatever touch- 
ing the matter of this work—no estimates, no 
recommendation, no report from any committee 
before us; and consequently being left entirely in 
the dark upon the subject, we felt constrained to 
recommend anon-concurrence in the amendment, 
If the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, upon the representations made by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania and the gentleman 
from New Jersey, think that this work is neces- 
sary and proper, I do not feel bound to make any 
serious opposition. 

Mr. PE NINGTON. Ishould take blame to 
myself for not looking to this matter before the 
Committee of Ways and Means, if I had known, 
before the committee made their report that the 
Senate had attached this amendment to the bill 
now under consideration. I supposed it had been 
attached to another appropriation bill not yet sent 
from the Senate, and therefore, gave myself no 
trouble. to wait upon the committee—intending to 
do so, however, when the bill to which I sup- 
posed the amendment was attached should come 
to the Fouse. There is in the possession of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate, 
and I have seen, a letter from the Secretary of 
State strongly urging the propriety of this ap- 
propriation. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I move to reduce the amount 
one thousand dollars. I move the amendment 
merely to enable me to make an inquiry of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania or the gentleman 
from New Jersey. I wish to know in what con- 
dition these maps are now? Are they printed 
maps, or are you paying the man who has made 
them for the mere use of his maps? 

Mr. PENNINGTON. They are now in man- 
uscript to a very large extent. They have been 
copied by Dr. Kohl from maps which he has 
found in the shelved archives and dusty corners 
of all parts of Europe, and rescued from the ob- 
livion and destruction to which they had been 
consigned. All that is now desired and proposed 
to be done, is to procure copies of those maps for 
the State Department, leaving the proprietor to 
retain the collection. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I do not desire to embarrass 
this matter at all, but I wish the House to know 
the facts in reference to it; and I deem it my 
duty, as a representative of the committee of this 
House which has much to do with the printin 
ofemaps, and other matters, to see that the House 
knows these facts. 

_ Mr. PENNINGTON. The House need give 
itself no trouble upon the point suggested by the | 
gentleman from Ohio. There is no purpose enter- | 
tained to ask that the maps shall be published. 
The objectis simply to supply the State Depart- 
ment with these important means of ascertaining 
and defending our own boundaries and territorial | 
rights, and to possess itself of geographical facts : 
and evidence which may be of incalculable value | 
both in our domestic and foreign relations. i 

Mr, NICHOLS, by-unanimous consent, with- | 

drew his amendment, i 


The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 


Fourteenth and fifteenth amendments: 


Amend the clause relating to the contingent-expenses-of 
the Department of the Interior, viz: “For books, station- 
ery, furniture, library, books, maps, and other contingen- 
cies, $4,700, by striking out the words, “library, books, 
maps,” and by inserting after the wordt: contingencies,” 
the words “and for books and maps for the library.” 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways 
-and Means recommend a concurrence. in those 
amendments. . ji E 

The amendments were concurred in. 


Sixteenth amendment: 


In the clause making appropriations for the laborers, &c. 
employed in the War Department, strike out “ five,” and 
insert “ four ;?? so as to make the compensation of such 
laborers $480, instead of $580, per annum. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Seventeenth amendment: 


Diminish the appropriation for the compensation of chief 
of bureau of navy-yards and docks, and the civil engineer, 
clerks, messengers, and laborers employed in his office, from 
$16,900 to 815,900. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence therein. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Eighteenth amendment: 

Strike out “ 827,900,” and insert in lien thereof “429,400, 
in the clause in reference to the United States mint at Phil- 
adelphia, viz: “ For salaries of the director, treasurer, as- 
sayer, melter and refiner, chief coiner, and engraver, assist- 
ant assayer, assistant melter and refiner, and seven clerks, 
$27,900,” and add to said clause the following: 

And from and after the 30th of June, 1856, the salary 
of the said director of the mint shall be $4,000 per annum, 
and that of the treasurer thereof $3,000 per annum. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Nineteenth amendment: 
Strike out the following proviso : . f 
Provided, That hereafter, said compensation, mileage, and 
contingencies, shall not exceed the sum previously appro- 
priated therefor. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Twentieth amendment: 

Strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That the money hereby appropriated shall not 
be drawn from the ‘Treasury, or any part thereof, and the 
same or any part thereof shall not be paid out of any other 
appropriation made by Congress, until all criminal prosecu- 
tions now pending in any court of the Territory of Kansas 
against any person or persons charged with treason against 
the United States, and all criminal prosecutions by inform- 
ation or indictment against any person or persons for any 
alleged violation or disregard whatever of the professed 
laws of a body of men who assembled at Shawnee Mission, 
in said ‘Territory, claiming to be the Legislative Assembly 
of the said ‘Territory, shall be dismissed by the court, and 
every person who is or may be restrained of his liberty by 
reason of any of said prosecutions shall be released from 
confinement. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend concurrence in the Sen- 
ate’s amendment. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. 
amendment: 


Provided, That no part of the money appropriated by 
this act for the Territory of Kansas shall be drawn from the 
| Treasury, or paid out of any other appropriation made by 

Congress, until every person charged with treason against 
the United States, or other offense, founded upon any par- 
ticipation of such person in the formation of the constitu- 
tion known as the Topeka constitution, or any measure 
preparatory thereto, or in pursuance thereof, orin the body 
claiming to be the Legislature of said Territory convened 
at Topeka, or any measure preparatory thereto, or in pur- 
suance thereof, or any violation or disregard whatever of 
any enactment of the alleged Legislative Assembly of said 
Territory, recently assembled at Shawnee Mission, shall be 
released from confinement, and discharged from further 
prosecution therefor. But nothing contained in this proviso 
shall be so construed as to prevent the indictment, arrest, 
prosecution, punishment, or detention, in or by any court 
of the United States in said Territory, of any person who 
shall have violated any provision of any act of Congress in 
the commission of any offense against person or property 
in said Territory. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I raise the question of order, 
that the amendment is not in order. The ques- 


I offer the following 


| tion before the committee is, I understand, on 


concurring with the Senate’s amendment, (in 
which the Committee of Ways and Means rec- 
ommend a concurrence,) which is to strike out 
the proviso. This proposition is, I understand, 
to substitute it for the other. If, then, this 
amendment should be adopted, we will have a 
proviso without anything on which to rest it. 


‘he CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed, 


i and also remembers, that but a few days ago the |! fidence in it, I assure you. 


same question was.before the House, and it was 
decided to be in order. The Chair, therefore, 
holds the amendment to be in order. . 
. Mr. PENNINGTON. It is not my purpose, 
Mr. Chairman, to debate this amendment. We 
have: passed. the stage of argument. Action— 
firm, persistent, and decisive action—is what is 


| now demanded. We have no time for more, if, 


-indeed, more were needed. All the grave ques- 


{ tions involved in the amendment, in all its bear- 
| ings, have been fully and elaborately discussed 


here, and happily, I trust, for the right, are well 
understood throughout the length and breadth of 
the country. 

T hold, sir, that the body calling itself the Ter- 
ritorial Legislature of Kansas, lately convened at 
Shawnee Mission, was a spurious and fraudu- 
lent assembly, imposed by lawless and wicked 
‘invaders; that its enactments are nullities, and 
that they ought to be so regarded and declared in 
the interests of truth, liberty, and justice. I hold 
that every effort to enforce these enactments is 
an abetment of wrong, usurpation, and tyranny. 
I hold that all the indictments and arrests for 
treason in that Territory are so many acts of bald 
persecution. I hold that the whole course of 
action of the usurped authority in Kansas and 
of the national Administration, in regard to 
it, has been directed to the encouragement and 
maintenance of a reign of terror. in that Ferri- 
tory, with the avowed vurrose of making it a 
slave State in defiance of the will of its people, 
and of the principle of self-government, falsely 
attributeg to the Kansas-Nebraska act, and that 
| rapine, arson, and murder are allowed to stalk 
abroad undisturbed as a part of a premeditated 
and odious system of oppression and intimida- 
tion. With that end in view, I hold that the 
officers appointed by the President, and holding 
their commissions at his will, have flagrantly 
and corruptly prostituted their places and powers 
in furtherance of these outrages. Sir, all these 
things, and more, are proved in the documents 
before the House, and accessible to all of us. 
Not one of them can be truthfully gainsayed. 
Will this House make itself a party to such in- 
famous fraud and tyranny? If so, let it reject the 
amendment, and consent to an unconditional ap~ 
propriation of the means to sustain them. For 
one, sir, I will never agree to it. No, sir, never. 

Mr. LETCHER. It seems to me, Mr. Chair- 
man, that this is rather an extraordinary prop- 
osition to-be offered as an amendment. The 
gentleman states that this is a mere bogus Legis- 
Jature in Kansas, and that itis absurd to talk 
about treason in connection with the violation of 
the laws passed by such a legislative body. Well, 
now, if this be so—if it be so plain that no treason 
has been committed by these parties, that no 
violation of any legal enactment has taken place, 
then it seems to me that it is not necessary for 
Congress to legislate for the purpose of discharg- 
| ing the parties from imprisonment, or relieving 
| them from punishment. If no law has been vio- 
lated, they will be discharged whenever this 
matter comes to trial. If a law has been violated, 
if these men have attempted to subvert the Gov- 
ernment, if they have disregarded the laws of the 
land, then it seems to me that they ought to be 
| punished, and that this Huse. is very poorly 
employed in seeking to nullify the laws by its 
legislative enactment, to screen them. 

Sir, if these laws are void, why have not these 
| gentlemen come forward and passed a bill repeal- 
ing them? Why is it, that, instead of presenting 
a bill to repeal them, and to declare them void, 
they come forward here with a proviso of this 
sort annexed to anappropriation bill, which pre- 
sents no distinct issue on which this House can 
vote, and settle and decide the question? Sir, I 
should like to know of the gentleman from New 
Jersey, whether he and his friends are afraid of 
the courts of the country? 

Mr. PENNINGTON. Iam afraid of the courts 
lof the Territory of Kansas. That I have no 
| hesitation in saying. 

Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman is afraid of 
the courts of the Territory of Kansas, and the 
‘gentleman and his friends are also afraid of the 
t eriminal court in this District; for it has been but 
/@short time since that court was assailed by 


| gentlemen on the other side of the House. 


Mr. PENNINGTON. I have very little con- 
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Mr. LETCHER. Ihave no doubt about that. 
I take it that the gentleman has no confidence in 
any criminal court in this District or in Kansas. 
He has no confidence in their decisions where 
the parties, as in Kansas, have been regularly 
indicted and brought up for trial. j 

Mr. PENNINGTON. Will the gentleman 
from Virginia allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. LETCHER. Certainly. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I ask my friend from 
Virginia whether he really holds or belicves that 
any person has been guilty of treason within the 
limits of the Territory of Kansas? 

Mr. LETCHER. 
been; and, sir, in regard to that matter, I say 
here, that when parties in Kansas have provided 
themselves with arms and ammunition, and are 
solemnly sworn under oath ‘to subvert the 
Government,” there has been treason. That is 


my answer to the gentleman; and he will not | 


2 

Peen sworn to carry out their purpose, even if the 
Government were to be subverted by it. Now, 
if that be so, and if they have incurred these ob- 
ligations under the leaders of that body, then 
they have been guilty of misconduct in reference 
to a law of the land which now stands unrepealed 
on the statute-kook, for which they ought to be 

unished. That is my view of it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The debate, I 
believe, is exhausted upon this amendment; and 
I will not ask the gentleman from New Jersey 
to withdraw his amendment, for the purpose of 
enabling me to say afew words upon the subject. 
Tam willing that the committee shall vote upon 
the amendment without further debate. When 
the bill is brought into the House, I shall have 
the opportunity, without violating any rule, of 
saying a few words upon the subject. I, there- 
fore, ‘hope that the vote will be taken at once. 
But, with the permission of the committee, I will 


say that I am satisfied that no man will be prose- | 


cuted, or punished for treason, now imprisoned, 
or under arrest, in Kansas. That is all I have 
to say now. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask the 
gentleman by what authority he makes the asser- 
tion? 

Mr. CAMPBELL., I say more. I take the 
responsibility of saying that I know it, 

Mr. KUNKEL. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio how he knows it? How has he become 
the recipient of information that has been denied 
to every gentleman on this side of the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. 
the amendment. 

* Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Sapp and 
Barciay were appointed. 

‘The question was taken on Mr. Penniveron’s 
amendment; and the tellers reported—ayes 91, 
noes 73. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to! 

[At this point the committee rose informally; 
and the Speaker having resumed the Chair, a mes- 
sage was receivedggrom the Scuate, by Asbury 
Diexins, their Secfetary, notifying the House 
that the Senate insisted on its amendments to 


the Navy appropriation bill, disagreed to by the 
House, and disagreed to the amendment of the 


House to one of said amendments, and asked 
for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses; and had appointed Messrs, Hun- 
TER, MALLORY, and Fisa, managers of said con- 
ference on its part.] 

Mr. GROW. I offer the following amendment 
to the amendment: 

Add as follows: 

And no prosecutions shall hereafter be commenced for 
any of the acts above specified.” 

Mr. TRIPPE. 1 would inquire whether an 
amendment to add, after the Senate have stricken 
out, isin order? It places the committee in the 
most singular predicament, one it cannot be put 
into under any parliamentary rules. This House 
made an amendment that the laws of Kansas 
should not be executed. I state it in brief. 

Mr. EDIE. Discussion is not in order, and I 
raise the point on the gentleman from Georgia. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is stating 


I believe that there has i 


retend to deny that these parties in Kansas have ! 


Task for tellers upon | ar 
ii assemble and petition the Governmentfor a redress 


i 
$ 


li 
| 


| 
| 


į 


Í 


|! Mr. TRIPPE. [ do not design to make an 
| argument against the policy of these amendments, 
| but merely to state my question of order. This 
| House made an amendment that the laws of 
! Kansas should not be executed. The Senate 
| struck out that amendment. 

offered to the amendment of the Senate; it says 
that the laws of Kansas shall not be executed. 
Those who vote for that amendment vote that 
the laws of Kansas shall not be executed; and 
those who vote to disagree to the Scnate’s amend- 
ment as amended vote that the laws of Kansas 


member votes that the laws of Kansas shall not 
i be executed. 
ment as amended, we vote that the laws of Kan- 
sas shall not be executed, and we vote to the 
same effect when we vote against concurring in 
the Senate’s amendment as amended. 


House cannot be placed in such a position. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair overrules the 
| point of order. 
| Mr. GROW. I have -offered the amendment 
i for the purpose of saying afew words on the 
| civil and judicial proceedings in Kansas. The 


| gentleman from Virginia says, that we take the 


i ground, that there are no valid laws in that Terri- | 
| tory—if so, there can be no offenses committed; | 


an he asks, why, then, the necessity for these 
: provisoes ? 

! The Kansas investigating committee, whose 
! duty it was, under the order of the House, to in- 
| quire into the validity of the elections held in that 
| Territory, report that all the members of the 
| Legislative Assembly, except one, were elected 
| by illegal votes, polled by non-residents. 
| election was controlled b 
i from Missouri. The Shawnee Assembly was 
therefore a usurpation of legislative power, 
forced upon the bona fide inhabitants by fraud and 
violence, and its enactments could have no bind- 
ing force as valid law. But the President has 


of the bayonetif necessary, and Judge Lecompte 


extra judicial decision. 

I will not stop now to comment on the character 
of the enactments of this pretended Legislature, 
which are themselves, in oppression and wrong, a 
disgrace to the civilization of the age. Criminal 
prosecutions have been instituted and bills found 
i by the grand jury for treason, under the direction 
of the court, against men who have committed no 
| offense, save that they desired to rid themselves of 
| this usurpation and despotism, and to peaceably 


‘ of grievances. In the case of Arkansas, General 
Jackson decided that the people of a ‘Verritory 
possessed the right peaceably to assemble at any 
time, with or without alaw of Congress, or the 
Territorial Legislature, and form a State consti- 
tution, and present their petition, accompanied by 
said constitution, to Congress. Yet, for doing 
this in the Territory of Kansas, men are in irons 
to-day, charged with treason, when the Consti- 


J tution declares that treason against the United | 
States shall consist only invert acts: ** In levying ` 
war against them, or in adhering to their enemics, | 
These men having | 
violated no law, are held in custody, waiting a į 
re a judge who has || 
In the United States : 
courts, jurors not being drawn from a pannel, as į 
in most if not all the State courts, the marshal : 


And | 


aoe 


giving them aid and comfort. 
‘trial by a packed jury, befo 


decided the case in advance. 


summons whom he pleases for each court. 
the marshal to pack the jury for the trial of these 


property of un r 
persons and seize their papers and effects. 


tap 


his country. : we 
itis now proclaimed (by whatauthority. know 
not) that these prosecutions are to be dismissed 


j 
i 
i 
] 


persons clothed with the authority to 


g 


liberate 


An amendment is i 


: Now, | 
under the parliamentary Jaw, I hold that this | 


The | 
armed bodies of men | 


declared that they must be enforced at the point ; 


decided upon their validity in advance by an | 


Under the laws of the country there are but two , 


| 
{ 
| 
| 


| shall not be executed. So, in either case, every || 


If we vote to concur in the amend- | 


men, is the same who summoned his posse to burn | 
the houses of peacable citizens; and who permits | 
them to destroy, without legal process, the: i ; 
offending citizens; to search their :| but leaves him the rest of his salary. You do 
We, 
declare, by the provisoes of this bill, that no | 
citizen charged with treason in said Territory is ; 
io be prosecuted by the President or any of bis : 

pointees, for doing only what he has the right ; 
| to do under the guarantees of the Constitution of ! 


jin this republican land, 


these men—the President of the United States and 
Judge Lecompte. The latter is not authorized 
to communicate with Congress, only.in the way 
provided for all citizens of the. country... And 
there is but one way provided by the Consti- 
tution in which the President can communicate 
with this House, and that is by message. -Any 
other mode of attempting to influence the action 
of this House, is a breach of its privilege, and 
should be received like any other outside rumor. 
Sir, it is not for the House to change its proposed 
action by any rumors ceming from such a source. 
_ The declaration that these men will be liberated 
is an admission that they ought to be. Let the 
act be done, then. All we ask is security for ita 
performance, and that we have in the provisoes 
that we have attached to the appropriations in 
this bill, out of which these prosecutions, if pro- 
ceeded with, must be paid. And shall we release 
it on any vague rumor, or even the word of the 
men who have it in their power to perform the 
act? When performed, these provisoes become 
inoperative, and are therefore harmless, save as. 
a guarantee that justice shall be done. Shall we 
longer trust the rights of American citizens, rely- 
ing upon us for protection, and who are exclu- 
sively under our jurisdiction, without any guar- 
antee for the future, to officials who violate every 
principle of civil liberty? Thisis the only means 
left to this House in order to save the freemen. of 
Kansas, who have violated no law, from the 
packed juries, and the power of a judge who has 
brought disgrace upon American jurisprudence, 
and added another name to the list of the world’s 
atrocious judges. A specific restriction on the 
mode of expending a specific appropriation is not 
revolutionary, for similar ones are inserted in 
almost every appropriation bill that passes Con- 
gress. There can be no doubt of our right, or 
constitutional power, to withhold these appropri- 
ations for Kansas entirely; and if so, we'tan of 
course grant them on such conditions as we think 
proper. Thatis all that we have done, or pro- 
pose to do; and when the Senate denies that we 
can put a specific condition to an appropriation 
for a specific object, it is time the House vindi- 
cated its rights asa coérdinate branch of the Gov- 
ernment. We declare that we will vote no money 
to support a usurpation upon any portion of the 
American people, or to pay a Legislature elected 
by fraud and violence, or to enforce any..of these 
spurious laws, especially when they prevent, by 
severe penalties, freedom of speech and of the 
press, and violate every principle of civil liberty. 

Mr, DAVIS, of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, 
this discussion has, I think, come to a point 
where gentlemen ought to make up their minds 
what they are going todo. I agree with gentle- 
men that the prosecutions in Kansas ought not 
to proceed. Constructive treason is a scandal 
I agree with gentle- 
men that there is not a shadow of foundation for 
indictments for treason, if the opinion and state- 
ment of Judge Lecompte be correetly reported in 
the papers. It embodies the very evil which the 
Constitution has, if he be right, vainly tried to 
avert. Lagree with this side of the House that, 
in a case of revolutionary necessity, they have a 
right to arrest the appropriations, for the conduct 
of the judicial departments of the Government 
as well as of any others; but we have not reached 
that point where a revolutionary remedy is jus- 
tifiable, and therefore this. amendment is. not 
proper; and it is childish in the extreme, and 
cannot accomplish the purpose gentlemen have 
in view. It is only teasing, worrying, and futile. 
Your judge is there. Does this. remove him? 
Your sheriff is there. Does this deprive him.of 
his power? The power to summona posse 18 In 
him. Does this arrest it? Your clerk is there. 
Can he not enter the indictment? This amend- 
ment strips him of his fee for that particular act, 


nothing but strike down the miserable fee toa 
sarticular officer for rendering a particular service. 
Į say, then, with all respect, that the amendment 
is mere child’s play. If gentlemen mean to create 
revolution, let them apply the vigorous remedy 
of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Dunn, | who, 
when he strikes, strikes at the roots; let them 
arrest the wheels of Government. If they are 
willing to take that responsibility for the accom- 
plishment of what they know will be accom- 
plished. by. the progress of time, and by the lack 
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of nerve that presides at the head of the Govern- 
ment, then’ they are the worst architects of ruin 
that-this country has ever seen. 

lt now. seems quite certain there will be no 
further prosecution of these indictments for trea- 
son. This Administration has tried the temper 
of the country till itis at the verge of civil war. 
It has played out its game of rule or ruin; and | 
now, after months of imprisonment, it is about 
to: turn free its victims, with no more knowledge 
than it has all along had. The pressure of the 
presidoritia! contest, the necessities of party power, 
rave driven the. Administration to arrest a course 
of misrule, which they have hitherto denied tobe 
misrule, which the ambition of party power 
initiated, but which now threatens to ruin those 
who began it. Perhaps it could not safely be 
done before the Cincinnati Convention! The pros- 
écution of those indictments is of itself ground of 
impeachment; the levying of war against the 
United States is alone treason; the assuming to 
make a State government with a view of asking 
admission by Congress cannot be treasonable, nor 
any act leading to it; and constructive treason is 
unknownto ourlaws. The continuing those pros- 
ecutions, knowing the grounds to be unfounded | 
and impossible, is a grave offense; the final dis- 
mission, under political stress of weather, is a 
confession of the original error, and should recoil 
with ruin on the Administration. This amend- 
ment is futileand needless; but the thing it seeks 
to accomplish must be done. If donc, the Ad- 
ministration pleads guilty: if it be not done, the 

eople will render the same verdict, That is all 

have to say. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Grow’s 
amendment; and it was not agreed to. 


Mr. KUNKEL. I move to amend by adding 
the following words: 


And flat there shall be no further prosecutions for politi- 
cal offenses heretofore committed in said Territory. 


The amendment of the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. Pennineton] referred to pending 
prosecutions; and by way of inducing the House 
to reject it, the gentleman from Ohio, the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
made the astounding announcement that he knew 
these prosecutions for treason against the enact- 
ments of the usurped authority m Kansas would 
not be carried to their consummation. I desire to 
know whether the knowledge of the gentleman 

‘oes to the extent that no new prosecutions will 
fereafter be commenced for alleged violations of 
the pretended laws of Kansas? But how does the 

entleman from Ohio come by this knowledge ? 

ho has authorized him to say to this House 
and the country that these proceedings will be 
stayed? How has he received this grave informa- 
tion, denied toall those with whom he usually acts? 
How, when, and whence, does this information 
come? Idemand to know. I respect the gentle- 
man from Ohio, Mr. Chairman, and have been 
willing to act under his lead; but he must not ask 
me to act upon knowledge resting solely in his 
own bosom, and for which I could give no response 
tomy constituents. I will not vote upon the decla- 
ration of the gentleman from Ohio. I, too, must 
know. I, too, represent one hundred thousand of 
the freemen of this country, just as does the gen- 
tleman from Ohio; and holding myself as the hum- 
blest member upon this floor, I claim my right to 
know, when Iam called upon to vote, whence this 
information, given to us in such authoritative way | 
is derived, and how far it may be relied on. 
Why, sir, how is this? But yesterday this Ad- 
ministration stood forth to the world, declaring in | 
this House, in the Senate, by the President, that 
the shameless usurpation in Kansas was a valid 
Legislature, and its enactments were to be enforced 
though every free-State man should hang high as 
Haman. What has occurred to produce a pause— 
a doubt—a reconsideration? 
laws to be enforced and traitors hung? I want 
light. Is it the penitence of this dying Adminis- 
tration for its wrongs to the people of Kansas? or | 
38 it the base fear of the Democratic party trem- 
bling under the guilt which foreshadows its doom? 


Why are not these |j 


i ij prosecutions, or to resort to any other means for 
Let this House and the country know the facts. | 
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and practiced upon them, it now stands before the 
country with a nolle prosegui in its hands for all 
political offenders in the Territory of Kansas, 
why, then, sir, it is quailing before the gathering 
| indignation of the country, and the gallant free- 
State men of Kansas will owe their lives and lib- 
erties, not to the justice or the mercy of the Admin- 
istration, but to the firmness of the majority of 
this House and their northern constituencies. 
> Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. It is well known 
that I have had no sympathy with the present 
Administration. Ihave had none with the party 
which has brought this great wrong upon the 
country, through the repeal of the Missouri pro- 
hibition. I said a few moments since, in refer- 
| ence to the proposition of the gentleman from 
New Jersey, [Mr. Pennineron,} that I knew, or 
nad good reasons to believe, as I now repeat, 
that those men arrested in Kansas under a charge 
of treason for violation of the laws of what is 
termed the ‘* bogus Legislature,” would not be 
prosecuted to punishment. But, Mr. Chairman, 
eloquent as may be the appeal of my friend from 
Pennsylvania, and cogent as may be the reasons 
urged, let me say that I never have, and, so help 
me God, I never will, violate a confidence reposed 
in me, TI only say that I have reasons to justify 
what I have said. Mr. Chairman, this is an cx- 
traordinary provision of legislation attached to 
an appropriation bill, in violation of the uniform 
usages, in violation of Jaw, and in violation of 
our rules. At the head of the Ways and Means 
Committee, I am unwilling to put in jeopardy the 
;measures which are necessary to carry on this 
Government, under circumstances such as now 
exist, 

I know the delicacy of my position. 
j its responsibility, 


I know 
And, knowing it, I dare to 
meetit. Sir, this Congress has not discharged 
its duty. If there are fraudulent laws on the 
i statute-books of the Territory of Kansas, why 
has nota proposition been made to repeal them? 
| Why has not my friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Kowxer,| at an early part of the session, intro- 
| duced a bill to repeal them? Why has the Judi- 
sary Committee not proposed measures in behalf 
of those imprisoned? Now, at the close of the 
session, we find gentlemen talking eloquently 
about those fraudulent laws, and other wrongs, 
which should have been remedied, and endeay- 
oring to ingraft their provisoes on appropriation 
bills. The appropriation of $280,000 for mem- 
bers’ books has been run through, however, in 
a few minutes, without any effort to restrict it by 
| these provisions; but when it comes to provide 
for the pay of witnesses who have been honestly 
summoned before the court in Kansas, or to pro- 
vide for the payment of the marshals who may 
have honestly and faithfully performed their ser- 
| vices, we_are to withhold from them their ay, 
and repudiate the obligations of the General Gov- 
ernment. l tell gentlemen, if they insist upon 
their provisoes to all these bills under such cir- 
cumstances, they endanger the success of the ap- 
propriation bills, and will raise such a whirlwind 
of indignation among the industrial masses, whose 
interests depend upon the success of the Govern- 
ment, as has been unknown in the history of our 
| past. 

The question wag taken on Mr. Kunxen’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 

The question recurred on the Senate amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LETCHER. I propose to add, at the close 
of the section, “that nothing herein contained 
shall be so construed as to authorize the President 
of the United States to discontinue any pending 
| prosecutions.” This isa matter, Mr. Chairman, 
of more than ordinary importance and interest, 
f not only to the legislative branch of the Govern- 
| ment, but to the country. It is of the first im- 
| portance that the legislative branch should know, 
if the fact be so, that a certain line of policy has 
been adopted, and that that line of policy is to be 
carried out. 

If it has been determined by any competent 
authority under this Government to dismiss these 


the purpose of screening these parties, and of 


They cannot remain long concealed. If, after all 
that this Administration has so solemnly said and |i 
done on the Kansas question—if, after allits threat- |! 
enings and slaughter breathed against free-State || 
men, and the merciless cruelties it has allowed | 


| preventing them from being brought to punish- 


ment, then, it seems to me, itis not only the right 
of the Elouse to know the fact, but it is the right 
of the country to know it. Whence comes this 
proposition? Ky what authority is the announce- 


ment made en this floor? Give us the facts; and 
we can then judge whether or not it'comes from 
a party who has the proper authority to make it. 

Now, I hold that neither the President of the 
United States, nor any officer of the Government 
at the capital, has the right to interfere with 
prosecutions which have been originated under 
the authority of the courts, either in the ‘States 
or Territories of this Union. Whenever these 
courts have acted—whenever their judgment has 
been pronounced—then the pardoning power is 
given to the President of the United States, and 

then it is for the President to interfere, and, by the 
| exercise of this power, discharge the party, wf he 
i believe him to have been improperly convicted. 
But I hold that there is no power, except in the 
| court itself in which these prosecutions origin- 
ated, to discharge the parties from these prosecu- 
tions before the trial occurs. If the attorney for 
the United States shall choose to present a nolle 
| prosequi and the judge of that court shall approve 
| of that nolle prosequi, then let it be so entered, as 
| the judgment of the éourt, and let the parties be 
discharged. : 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I desire to ask the gen- 
| tleman from Virginia, whether he denies to the 
President, in the present condition of the prose- 
cutions in Kansas, the power to order the dis- 
charge of the persons now in custody on a charge 
of treason, under the pardoning power vested in 
him? 

Mr. LETCHER. I do deny, most emphatic- 
ally, that the President has a right to discharge 
parties carged with crime in Kansas, any more 
| than he has the right to discharge them in the 
Commonwealth of Virginia. I deny it distinctly 
and flatly; and I imagine it would bother the gen- 
| tleman from New Jersey to find a decision in this 
country which would establish such a doctrine as 
| he contends for. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I will quote both the 
authority and action of Mr. Jefferson against the 
gentleman from Virginia. The great apostle of 
Democracy ought to be regarded asgood authority 
on this point by the gentleman from Virginia and 
his party. 

Mr. LETCHER. The President can pardon 
| whenever judgment ishad. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. And so he may before 
judgment; or he may order a nolle prosequi in such 
cases as those to which the amendment applies. 
Such is the express decision of the Supreme 
Court. Pardons have been frequently granted 
before judgment, not only in this country but in 
England; and Mr. Jefferson, during his Presi- 
dency, directed nolle prosequi to be entered in the 
celebrated treason cases in the gentleman’s own 
State. President Pierce has done the same thing 
in cases of indictment for a violation of the neu- 
trality laws. * 

Mr. LETCHER. What I desire to know is 
this: where this declaration comes from, and by 
what authority it is made. It strikes me that, 
ifitis made through an organ of this House—the 
head of the Committee of Ways and Means— 
i charged with action on this bill, it is tte right of 
every member on this floor, who is called upon 
to vote on bills coming through that channel, 
to be informed of the facts gabich are to control 
his own action. That is a ne of it. If it 
were a confidential communication, not intended 
to be made known, then, I take it, my friend 
: from Ohio ought not to have made reference to it 
on this floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
cation. 

Mr. LETCHER. Iunderstand this: that the 
gentleman has received a communication confi- 
dentially, from some reliable source,and in such a 
shape as justifies him in declaring to this House 
that these prosecutions are at an end. Now, 
where did that information come from? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I said that my belief was, 
that these prosecutions would not be carried on. 
Several Memerers. You said you knew it. 

Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman not only 
said that he knew it, but that he would not be- 
tray confidence, and let the House have the ben- 
efit of his knowledge. 

Mr, STANTON. I desire to say a word upon 
the extraordinary aspect which the question be- 
fore the committee has assumed. There can be 
no question, I presume, that, if the executive 
promises are to be relied on, these prosecutions 


I spoke of no communi- 
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are to be dismissed; but, sir, I have no faith in 
the promises made at the other end of the avenue, 
and I will not legislate upon any such promises. 
I hope the House will pass the amendment in its 
present form. Mr. Chairman, the question before 
the House is purely one of legislative discretion. 
There is no revolution init, There is no prop- 
osition to stop the wheels of Government. It is 
simply the ordinary discretion in controlling the 
appropriation of money—a discretion which every 
Congress exercises. 
may be subject to t 


sirable. 
But, sir, so far from its being revolutionary, it is 
not even anything extraordinary. It is simply, 
that certain appropriations of money shall not be 
made for a particular purpose, if these prosecu- 
tions are continued. If the President has stopped 
them, then the proviso will amount to nothing, 
and can do no harm, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Suppose this pro- 
viso is inserted, and Congress refuses to make 
this appropriation for the expenses of the Terri- 
torial Legislature of Kansas, and that Legislature, 
when it meets, should levy atax upon the people 
of Kansas to defray these expenses, how would 
you remedy that? 


Mr. STANTON. The people would remedy 


it by refusing to pay the taxes. This bill pro- 


hibits the President from using the military forces | 


of the country in executing any of the acts passed 
by that body, and the taxes could not be collected 
because the enactment would be void. That 
body of men can impose no valid obligation upon 
any citizen of Kansas. 

jut, Mr. Chairman, my colleague, [Mr. Camp- 


BELL,] in his concluding argument, is to say what | 
he has to say upon the subject of this proviso į 


after the previous question shall have been called 
in the House. Now, sir, it is scarcely fair, when 
the House has acted upon the proviso in com- 


mittee, that he should make his speech in the | 
House when all opportunity of reply has been | 


cut off. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I trust that, if it is the 


intention of a majority of this House to sustain ; 
this proviso under any contingency, and at any || 
I hope no one will | 
vote for it now who does not intend to stand by | 


hazard, they will do it now. 


it to the bitter end. Let us take our positions 


distinctly. For one, I am for adhering to this | 
proviso, regardless of consequences. If the Senate | 
chooses to persist in their disagreement to it, to | 


the defeat of the bill, let them do it, and take the 
responsibility. And, sir, if my colleague [Mr. 


CAMPBELL] votes against this proviso, let him ; 


take care that he has not to stem a heavier torrent 
than he has invoked for us. Sir, I am greatly 
mistaken if the people are not prepared to sustain 
the hands of those in this House who go for 
granting hot one dollar for continuing these pros- 
ecutions, whatever may be the consequences. 


The amendment to the amendment was not: 


agreed to. ; 

Mr. ORR. I move to amend, by adding the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That this.agt shall not be construed to author- 


ize Congress in interfering in the administration of justice | 


in the Territory. 


Mr. Chairman, while I have no official inform- |; 
ation to communicate to the House, I have but | 
little doubt that the supposition thrown out by | 


the gentleman from Ohio is correct. I do not 
concur in the opinion expressed by the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Lercuer,] that the Presi 
dent has no right to control the prosecutions in 
the Territories for violations of the laws of the 
United States. I think that question was settled 
in the treason trials during the administration of 
Mr. Jefferson. The power was then exercised, 
and has been subsequently by other Administra- 
tions. But, sir, it is a monstrous assumption for 


the legislative department of the Government to | 


undertake to direct how prosecutions may be 
commenced, and when, and how, they shall be 
ignored. 

Now, sir, those parties who have been pre- 
sented by the grand jury in Kansas were guilty 
of a grave offense there—unloyalty to the laws 
of their country; and the grand jury, in the dis- 
cretion confided to them, have indicted them; they 
have been arrested and are imprisoned; but pend- 


| 
i 


mitted under the Constitution of the United States 


—and treason is defined there very distinctly—he | 
has full authority to direct his subaltern officers ! 
I do | 


in the Territory to enter nolle prosequis. 
not know whether there has been treason com- 
mitted or not. I have not had the opportunity 
of examining minutely the testimony; but so far 
as it has come to my knowledge, I do not believe 
the parties had proceeded far enough to consti- 
tute the offense of treason against the United 
States, although they were on the verge of that 
offense; and if they had not been arrested, the 
offense in a few days, or weeks at most, would 
have been consummated. The grand jury in 
Kansas, however, took, as they had the right, a | 
different view from this of the facts, and presented 
those parties for treason. 
the President is satisfied that the offense of trea- 
son has not been committed, I have no doubt 
that he has the authority abstractly, and from pre- 
cedent, to order that nolle prosequis shall be en- 
tered. Butin so doing, I do not by any means 
admit the sequence stated by the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania, [Mr. KuxreL,] that it will be a! 


virtual declaration that the laws of Kansas arg 
invalid. No such thing. Such action will no! 
at all invalidate the position taken by the Execu- 


tive, that the laws of Kansas are valid and bind- | 


ing, and must be obeyed. These prosecutions 


| originate under the laws of the United States, and 


not undegany territorial laws; and how can the 
abandonment of the prosecutions be construed 
to invalidate the laws passed by the territorial 
government of Kansas? So that, if the President 
has exercised this power, the gentleman has mis- 


taken its interpretation when he argues that it} 


involves any such admission by the President | 
as he has stated. But if gentlemen are very soli- | 
citous to know what instructions have been given | 
by the President to his subaltern officers in Kan- | 
sas, let them offer a resolution calling on him for ; 
such information, and they will doubtless receive 
from him a prompt response. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwould inquire of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, what law or pro- 
vision of law it is against which these men are 
alleged to have committed treason? 

Mr. ORR. I have not investigated the subject 


closely, but have stated already that these indict- | 


ments were drawn under the laws of the United 
States. There are general laws of the United 
States defining and punishing the crime of trea- 
son, and these indictments have been framed 
under those laws. 


Mr. GALLOWAY. 


Mr. Chairman, we are 


| asked by the other side, why we have not at an 


earlier day moved measures for the abolition of the 
obnoxious laws of the usurping Legislature of | 
Kansas? In reply, I will state that this House has | 
passed substantial measures for the abrogation of í 
those laws. 
diana [Mr. Dunn] provided for the inaugura- 
tion of a new government in that Territory, and 
the virtual abolition of those infamous laws; but į 
not one of the Opposition voted for that pacific į 
measure. Yet we are asked why we have not ! 
moved in this matter? We have moved and en- 
ergetically acted for the relief of the oppressed in 
Kansas, and have in every effort met a stubborn 


and stern resistance from the friends of the Ad- 
ministration. But will the gentlemen of the other | 
side promise to concur in any action for the re- | 


demption of the oppressed and imprisoned in that 
Territory? Do they pretend to sympathize with 
those who have been crushed and confined for 


loving freedom too ardently? No, sir, they teil |} 
us they will not vote for any law making void the | 
usurpations of that mock Legislature of Kansas. || 
Mr. Chairman, we are now reduced to thei; 

| 

1 

i 


hard alternative of the present proceeding. 
have been driven by this Administration to take 
our position on the appropriation bills—and there 
erect our fortress of freedom. 
method for protecting not onl 
people of Kansas, but the rights of the people | 
whom we represent. They sent us here to vote | 
appropriations of money from the Treasury for 
the support of an honest Government; but thus 
would scorn and repudiate us if we voted a single 
dime to establish a reign of terror and of tyranny. | 
As the representatives of our people we should 


But, as I remarked, if |! 


The bill of the gentleman from In- f 


We jj 


There is no other | 
the rights of the | 
j 


dn maaniaga aaen ERe T 


tT T = 
| fully reflect their sentiments; and what are they? 
Sir, they are those of opposition to the -usurpa- 
tion which has taken place in Kansas, and to 
| thoseacts of eruelty which have soiled the civili- 
zation of our age, and obscured the luster of our 
national glory. 

Sir, it comes with a very bad grace from our 
opponents, to ask us why we have not proposed 
measures for the settlement of this digisulty, 
when again and again they have persistently 
voted against all remedial measures. But it is 
| Said now, that the interrogatory, “Why have you 
not proposed a bill to repeal the obnoxious 
laws??? comes from one of our own side. I care 
not, even if the taunting inquiry comes from one 
of our own company. Ina controversy between 
freedom and tyranny I am ready to sacrifice even 
the dearest friend or colleague, rather than be 
| false tothe strongly expressed will of my constit- 
uents, and to the clear voice of humanity and of 
freedom. 

We are told that the President, or somebody 
else, contemplates a suspension of these pretended 
Kansas laws, and the release of those sweltering 
in prison. Are we to be content with the prom- 
ises of this covenant-breaking Administration? 
Why has not the President mercifully interposed 
to stay the desolations of cruelty? He has not 
| done so; and shall we—can we trust him for the 
future? Has he not taken his usual rest and 
recreations, although his ears have again and 
again been saluted with the mournful tale of the 
| wrongs and outrages perpetrated upon the inno- 
cent and unoffending on the plains of Kansas? 
Has he not exhibited a strange insensibility of 
jl feeling,whilst horrid crime has stalked unrebuked 
|| upon American soil? Domitian amused himself 
|i with killing flies while his people groaned; and 
Nero fiddled while Rome was burning. Has not 
our country furnished a parallel in the coldgheart- 
less indifference of our Executive? We are told 
that these prosecutions are to be suspended. We 
have no reliable information- of that fact. Weare 
oppressed with anxiety in this crisis of our na- 
| tional affairs; and yet we are told that there is 
| a remedy which cannot, in this hour of our great 
i| necessity, be given, We are asked by my col- 
|| league to believe that there is some to us un- 
|i known, invisible power to suspend the further 
‘| execution of these Kansas laws, and take from 
i| prison those bold brave men who have been in- 
j| carcerated for daring to be freemen. If there be 


i 
j 


| 
li 


| such power, why has it not been exercised be- 
'i fore? Why has the President in this day of trib- 
‘ulation coolly looked down from his throne of 
l| power, and refused to aid the representatives ofthe 
people, who have been earnestly struggling to give 
li safety and comfort to our fellow-countrymen in 
| Kansas? Why has he fanned, when he might 
|| have repressed, the flames of angry controversy ? 
|| Why has he struck with dismay the national 
heart, and surrendered our own American men 
and women to be prosecuted, pillaged, and mur- 
dered, when he might at any moment have saved 
our nation from the disgrace which has been 
inflicted upon it, and preserved the people of Kan- 
sas from the unspeakable calamities which have 
fallen upon them. Ah, Mr. Chairman, the doors 
| of the prison-house will be opened, and the cap- 
i tives will be set free; but deliverance will come, 
because there isa higher intelligence than that 
which graces the presidential mansion—an intelli- 
gence which will confound the stupidity and evil 
counsels which have recently and lamentably 
prevailed in the administration of our Govern- 
ment. : 7 P 
| Mr. ORR, by unanimous consent, withdrew his 
i amendment. 
i Mr. H.MARSHALL. I offeranamendment 
pro forma, to insert, asan addendum to the section 
under consideration, the words: “this restriction 
shall terminate on the 4th of March next.” 

I want an opportunity to submit one or two 
observations only, in view of the facts that have 
il just transpired. I want to say that the friends 
of the Union—the lovers of peace—can breathe 
freer and deeper now than for months past. The 
spectacle presented by those parties which esteem 
themselves the great parties of this country, is 
novel, striking, and wonderful. Their great 
sectional quarrel seems to have been somehow 
adjusted, and the news comes to us under such 
auspices as to deserve, as it will no doubt attract, 
‘instant oublic attention. I thought {foresaw 
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how this:question was coming toa point when, 
a few days ‘since, the Republicans failed to 
screw their courage to the point of adding the 
restoration of the Missouri compromise to. the 
supply: bill, when it was offered by the member 
from Taliana, {Mr: Dunn.] That measure then 
received in this Chamber only forty-five votes to 
one hundred and:ten against it! That was the 
only point on which the Republican party was 
originally. built; and that time was the only time 
the Republicans had a chance to bring the meas- 
ure forward imposingly, or with a chance of 
effecting anyreal purpose theyentertained. They 
would not vote forthe Missouri restoration; but 
in this bill they did bring forward a proviso, 
which suggests, if it does not boldly require, an 
act of amnesty for treasonable offenses, their 
people are charged with having committed pend- 
ang the dispute in Kansas. Acts of amnesty, 
Sir, are the subsequents to a surrender of the 
points in controversy. While I am astonished, 
In this. instance, at the quarter from which the 
proposition comes for the act of amnesty, I am 
gratified to hear that General Pierce and his ad- 
visers have determined to extend it. In the con- 
fidential communication to the chairman of Ways 
and Means, which he positively refuses to dis- 
olose, Mr. Pierce 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The gentleman 
from Kentucky has no authority for using that 
language- 

Mr. MARSHALL. Thegentleman from Ohio, 
who is the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, said he dared aver that he knew the 
Kansas prosecutions would not be persisted in, 
and that he knew it (as I infer) confidentially, for 
he emphasized the declaration that he never dis- 
closed a confidential communication, and yet he || 
did know it. Now, I may say the only reliable 
sourcefrom which I believe the honorable mem- 
ber could derive such information, so as to state || 
it here positively, is the President. That he pro- | 
cured it from the Executive is inferential; for as |! 
he does not say where or how he came to such 
knowledge, I have the undoubted right to infer 
that, as the knowledge is indisputable, he pro- 
cured it from the highest source, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I may have been more 
credulous than the gentleman, and may have 
relied on authority to which he would give no 
weight. 

Mr. MARSHALL. So he may, Mr. Chair- 
man, so he may; and I give the gentleman the 
fall benefit of his partial retraxit. Yet, we hear 
from the gentleman, whose position here is in 
peculiar relation to the House and the Govern- | 


ment, that he knows the friends for whose safety i 


the Republicans have been so solicitous will not 
be hurt, and that they are not in any great danger. 
The northern gentlemen are, no doubt, comforted 
by this information; and surely those who have 
been the especial champions of southern rights 
must feel a glow of pride at the glorious conclu- 
sion of their labors in the Kansas affair? The 
fellows who went to Kansas to make her “ free 
Kansas,” and who established the Topeka con- 


stitution in defiance of the Government, are all to |] 


be let off there by the Administration, and we are 
not to have any restoration of the Missouri com- 
promise put on the statute-book here! May we 
not, from the North and the South, ery out 
“ Bureka”? © Bureka!” 
have settled the grand dispute. We are now 
ready to go onward. Let the country mark it | 
well, Mr. Chairman, this is “a felicitous day” 

in the calendar. I hope the country will now be 

ready to do its duty to itself. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. It is not my intention to | 
occupy the five minutes allotted by the rules of 
the House. lonly rise, firstly, to congratulate the | 
country that the Representatives of the people of | 
these United States are once more able to make 
their voice potent at the other end of the ‘avenue. 
Sir, I thank my God that he has permitted me to 
see the time when the people, the rightful depos- 
Haries of power, assert their rights, when their ! 


Representatives on this floor stand firmly in their | 


position until the Administration quails before | 
them. € : 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mar- || 
SHALL] and my colleague [Mr. CAMPBELL] have || 
imputed to the Republicans a want of action on | 
this subject at an earlier day. Sir, early in the |} 
session we passed a bill for theadmission of Kan- 


j me with the previous question. 


We have found it. We | 
ji order. 
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sas into the Union, which would have put this 
controversy at rest had the Senate united in our 
efforts. More recently we passed the bill re- 
storing the Missouri prohibition of slavery, to 
which my friend from Kentucky alludes, and 
which he says we were unwilling to vote for. 
We stood up to it too strongly for the Opposition, 
and for him, for he voted against us, if my mem- 
ory serves me, and we passed it, although he and 
the Administration party voted against it. It |} 
was sent to the Senate, and there it lies on their 
table. They have not deigned to consider it. 
My colleague speaks without proper authority, 
when he says we have not legislated upon this 
question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 1 said that the 
House had not legislated in the early part of the 
session, and had failed to do its duty. A few 
days ago, my colleague united with us in taking 
up the bill to which he refers. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. My colleague undertook to 
find fault with the friends of freedom here, be- 
‘cause we had not legislated upon this subject at 
an earlier day. We did so at the earliest day 
permitted by the circumstances which surrounded 
us, and my colleague voted with us. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Of course I did. 

a Mr. GIDDINGS. I would be glad if he pre- 
Rented a different spectacle to-day than what he 
does. . 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I am willing to let the 
| spectacle I pret go before the country in com- 
parison with my colleague’s, i 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I hope my collague will 
Keep cool. If ke will not, ¥ willl 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I am perfectly cool. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. The country will judge 
where my colleague is, when they see him stand- | 
ing with the Opposition, and acting with the Op- 
position, in every movement of this day. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will my colleague permit 
me to say that, but a moment ago—— | 

Mr. GIDDINGS. My colleague will bear in 
mind that, when | have desired to express my 
Sentiments on former occasions, he has gagged 
He has threat- 
ened to do the same thing when this bill comes 
in the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will my colleague allow 
me ? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. If my colleague will not 
call the previous question on these amendments 
when we get into the House, but will give me one 
hour. ; 

Mr. CAMPBELL. One hour or ten hours, 
here or elsewhere; and, if my colleague will yield |} 
to me for a moment, l will say that, during seven 
long years of service in this Hall, 1 have never 
| refused to yield him the floor when T had it, but 
he has repeatedly refused me the same courtesy. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. My colleague had batter 
keep cool. He must remember that when, as head 
iof the Committee of Ways and Means, and | 
when, acting in opposition to the majority of this | 
House, he has had the privilege of the floor, he | 
| has called the previous question, and permitted | 
no man to be heard in reply to his attacks upon | 
i the Republican party. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ihave always allowed my} 
colleague to be heard, and never made an attack | 
pon the Republican party. 


Mr. GALLOWAY. 


I call my colleagues to 


j Mr. GIDDINGS. I do not’ misrepresent my 
! colleague. I speak of historical facts; the record 
| shows them. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. If there is to be any con- 
| flict between my colleague and myself, it must 
| be on fair and equal terms, here, or elsewhere. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. My friend should leave out 
the +“ elsewhere,” when speaking to me. {Great | 
laughter.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Oh, no; I mean of course 
|in debate. My colleague and I are both peace 
| men. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. My only intention, when I 
rose, was to set gentlemen right, and remind the 
country that this House has sent to the Senate a 
bill to admit Kansas into the Union, which 
would have put this whole controversy at rest if 
agreed to by that body. They refused to agree 
to this bill, and we then ‘sent them a bill to reor- 
ganize the Territory and to restore the Missourt 


prohibition, and they refused to act on that. My | 


colleague knew these facts when he made the in- 
sinuation to-day, that we had failed to legislate 
upon this question at an early day, and attempted 
to justify his opposition to our amendments of 
this bill, by charging us with dereliction of duty 
on this subject. 
The question was take upon Mr. MarsHALu’s 
amendment; and it was not agreed to. 
Mr.CRAIGE. I move that the committee rise, 
for the purpose of enabling me to offer a resolu 
tion, which I think the committee will concur 
with me ought to pass. ` 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. Itis not in order to give notice of 
a resolution here. 
Mr. CRAIGE. 
information. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. It is notin order to pror 
ose to rise for that purpose. [Cries of “ Hear 
it!?? Hear it !?] 
The resolution was read; and is as follows: 
Resolved, That the President of the United States ha 
requested to furnish this House with all the information in 
his possession in regard to the dismissal of the prosecutions 
for treason in Kansas Territory, if such dismissal has been 
ordered. 
The question was taken; and the committee 
refused to rise. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I offer the follow- 
ing amendment: 
Provided, That nothing hereby enacted shall be so con- 


strued as to prevent future prosecutions for treason in 
Kansas. 


The bill which is now under consideration, is 
a bill providing for the expenses of the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial departments of the 
Government. That being the object of the bill, 
and that bill being absolutely necessary for the 
preservation of the Government, I say that it is 
the duty of Congress to pass it. I go further, I 
say that we have no right to make these appro- 
priation bills the foundation for metamorphosin 
this body into a court of appeal or of revision. 
say that this House has no right whatsoever to 
impose conditions, and thus arrogate to them- 
selves the duties of another branch of this Gov- 
ernment. Do gentlemen not perceive that when 
they undertake, by means of these bills, to get rid 
of prosecutions In Kansas, they are actually 
claiming the right to exercise judicial functions? 
Do they not also see, that when they claim the 
right to make these bills the means of getting 
rid of these judicial inquiries there, they are cast- 
ing a reflection upon themselves and upon the 
courts of the country, that persons implicated in 
crimes in this community are not able to obtain 
a fair and impartial trial? Gentlemen may say 
that that is not to be obtained in Kansas; but 
then they know well the various precautions 
that the law interposes for the purpose of getting 
rid of partiality. They have, as a last appeal, 
the Supreme Court of the United States—the 
highest tribunal in the country, and perhaps the 
most impartial, learned, and able in the world. 

Task gentlemen on this floor whether, if the peo- 
ple of Kansas submit to inconvenience and expense 
and oppression—as the gentlentan from Pennsyl- 
vania says—in defending themselves in the subor- 
dinate courts, they cannot, for the sake of the 
country, bear these inconveniences and o pres- 
sions, afd take the revision of the Supreme Court? 
Isthegentleman afraid to trust the Supreme Court? 
I presume not, Yet such is the necessary con- 
sequence, if this course be persisted in, hile I 
deny to this House the power of attaching these 
conditions to appropriation bills, I at the same 
time except to any interference by the Executive 
with the action of this body. And I take occa- 
sion to express my profound regret, if it is so, 
that the Executive of the United States has under- 
took to influence the action of this body by the 
promu gation of any purpose he may entertain. 

ut I do not believe—and I say it here in the face 
of the country—that the President of the United 
States would stoop—I may say officially—to in- 
fluence the action of this body in regard to the 
duties confided to it. 

Mr. CUMBACK. Mr. Chairman, I desire 
that the amendment just offered by the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Smitn,] and upon which he 
has submitted. a few. remarks, may be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Provided, That. nothing hereby enacted shall be.so.con- 
strued as-to prevent future prosecutions for treaion in 
Kansas. 


I ask that it may be read for 


1856, 


__ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


Mr. CUMBACK. Mr. Chairman, the other | 
side of the House seems to be divided in opinion 
. as to these prosecutions, and a disposition is 

‘manifested by some to take to themselves credit 
that these indictments for.treason there are now 
to be nol. prossed. ; 
` Several Memsers. Who are they? 

Mr. CUMBACK. Tunderstood the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] to say that in 

is— : 

Mr. ORR. `The gentleman misunderstood me 
entirely, I did not express any opinion on the 
point at all.” . 
> Mr. CUMBACK. I understood the gentle- 
man [Mr. gan] to say that perhaps the President 
now entertained some doubt as to whether trea- 
‘son had been committed by the men who formed 
the free-State constitution in Kansas. 

Mr. ORR. Idid not express my opinion as 
coming from the President. 
= Mr. CUMBACK. Well, I so understood the 

entleman from South Carolina; and understood 

im further to say that he had doubts whether 
treason had ever been committed by these men 
now in prison there charged with that crime. 

Mr. ORR, I did, so far as I myself was con- 
cerned. I have not investigated the testimony 
closely; but so far as I have investigated I do not 
believe that treason, according to the Constitu- 
tion, has been committed. 

Mr. CUMBACK. Well, that is a hopeful 
indication, and I doubt not that others on the 
same side of the House will soon, if not now, be | 
of the same opinion. Be that as it may, enough 
has transpired in this debate to-day, to let us 
know that the President of the United States has 
suddenly become awaked on this subject, but not 
until those gallant men, who dared to maintain 
their rights, and defend the cause of freedom, 
and resist usurpation and outrages, have for four 
long months been confined in prison and with 
chains, some in tents, sweltering under the burn- 
ing sun, guarded by soldiers and a posse composed 
of non-resiflent hirelings. “These men thus con- 
fined, subjected to the taunts and insults of bitter 
enemies, deprived of every comfort, will no doubt 
be fully consoled when they learn that, during all 
this long time, the President has been looking dil- 
igently after their interest, and the hint is to-day 
dropped, that he will at the end conclude—I know 
not how soon—that they have been confined with- 
‘out any cause whatever. This will not avail him 
and his political friends now, while I confess I 
am rejoiced to hear that these men are to be re~ 
leased. 

Sir, he knew all the facts before these prosecu- 
tions were commenced: yea, more; he incited and 
brought about these prosecutions by his special 
message of the 24th of January, on Kansas af- 
fairs, where he takes the express grounds that 
the attempt to organize the government in Kan- 
sas under the free-State constitution made at To- 
peka, would be ‘* treasonable insurrection,” and 
would be treated accordingly by the Executive. 
For that message, and for that position then as- 
sumed by him, and afterwards embodied in his 
proclamation, he has received the congratulations | 
and hearty commendations of his political friends 
on this floor, and throughout the country. What 
change has come over his spirit, that thus induces 
him to take the back track and overturn the mon- 
stroug doctrines contained in his own official 
papers? 

hat meant the high-sounding words but a 
few months ago uttered in the other end of the 
Capitol by the leader of the Administration party, 
that its policy would be to require submission to 
the laws and constituted authorities in Kansas, 
“to reduce to subjection those who resist them, 
and to punish rebellion and treason?” What, sir, 
has so suddenly brought this party, that talked 
ao vauntingly of “ subjection,” to such a sudden 
halt? Sir, the question suggests the answer. It 
is the scathing indignation of the people, that is 
borne to us on every breeze from all sections of 
the outraged but not yet subjected North, that 
has done this; and I am glad to sce that it will 
do the work, and relieve these men. 

At this point the amendment of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr, Smrrx] is unfortunate. What 
does it mean? We are about to stop supplies for 
that Territory until these prosecutions are dis- 
missed; but the géntleman from Virginia wishes 
to provide that nothing in our proceedings shall i 


| determine whether these parties were or were not 


‘belongs to so grave a question. 


| to scttlc, as to the propriety or impropriety of the 


be so construed as to prevent future prosecutions, 
I regard that as significant, when taken. in: con- 
nection with the hints that the President intends 
to dismiss these cases, whether our amendments 
prevail or not. Sir, it reminds me of the man 
who, when about to die, remembered that he had 
a long-standing difficulty with his neighbor, and 
had him called to his bed to make terms of peace 
with him. The neighbor came, and all was for- 
given, and peace made; but as the neighbor started 
out of the door to leave his sick friend, he was 
called back, and the sick man says, ‘* See here, 
neighbor, if I die, this arrangement is to stand; 
but if I get well, matters are to stand as they did 
before.” [Laughter.] So with the President and 
the Democratic party in their dying bed: they 
propose to make peace with the people by dis- 
missing these prosecutions at this late day; but 
the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia 
plainly says that, if they survive November, and 
elect their candidate for the Presideney, this dying 
arrangement is’ to be null and void; but if they 
die at that time, it is to stand. 

On those conditions I think the dismissals will 
be permanent. [Applause.] 

The question was taken on Mr. Smirn’s amend- 
ment, and it was rejected. 


Mr. SEWARD. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

{It not being the intention of this Congress to express 
any opinion in reference to the guilt of persons charged 
with treason in Kansas, leaving the question to be scttled 
by the judicial authority of the country. 

As the #mpression may be attempted to be cre- 
ated, Mr. Chairman, that the South desires the 
conviction of persons charged with treason in 
Kansas, right or wrong, I take the liberty of say- 
ing that no such fecling, as far as I know, is en- 
tertained by the southern people. And I state here, 
sir, that ifthe question had been presented fairly 
to the southern people, so as that the legal prin- 
ciples involved might have been investigated, to 


guilty of treason, there is not a man at the South 
with a heart so base as to have rendered a judg- 
ment improperly against these people. I do not 
hesitate to say that I have always—in the language | 
of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] 
—entertained doubt as to whether the offense of | 
treason had been committed or not; and whenever | 
that issue is presented to me I will come up and | 
meet it with a sense of the responsibility which 


Mr. CARLILE. ill the german from | 
Georgia allow me to ask him a guestion? 

Mr. SEWARD. No, sir; I did not come here 
to be catechised. [Laughter.] I say it is a legal 
question which does not belong to this Congress to 
settle. Itis a question which belongs to the courts | 


action of the grand juries of Kansas in bringing 
these indictments, and not to the great Demo- 
cratic party, or to the party to which I belong, 
which party is represented by myself in the ex- 
ression of my opinions; for I do not know that 
[belong to any other party, and have not for! 
five years. But I protest against the South being 
held responsible at all in this issue. 1 do not 
deny the power of the President to investigate 
these matters. If he believes that the crimes | 
with which these parties are charged have not | 
been committed, let him stop the prosecutions, |i 
and bring, as far as possible, peace to this dis- 
tracted country; but I do say that the delay to 
form an opinion up to this time is, in my humble 
judgment, in most decidedly bad taste. [Cries 
of “ Good !”’ and “ Hear, hear!’’] i 
But, again, I do not approve of the efforts of , 
gentlemen on the Republican side of the House | 
to attach an amendment of this kind to an. 
appropriation bill I think it is wrong; and the 
only credit I can give the gentlemen 1s, for the 
boldness of the proposition. For one, if these | 
propositions must be ingrafted upon all our | 
money bills, I am for defeating the bills, and i 
letting the Government go. [Cries of “Agreed!”] ; 
I will not submit, under threats of this sort, to 
swallow what I do not approve, or stop the sup- 
plies of Government. will not be trammeled 
by any such threats. If gentlemen on the Re- | 
publican side of the House wish to test the 
strength of the Government by legislation of 
this kind, letthem doit. If the President truckles 


to it, I never shall, be the consequences what they | 


may. The country must judge whi 
House is responsible. Talali take care ; 
own individual responsibility upon this sulječt: 
Sir, there is such a variety of ‘opinions, į 
olitical questions that 1 hardly know. whe 
celong. lLaugliter:] I only know- that Ts 
ive my vote for Buchanan, and thats as 
can go. [Great laughter |<. > Sone j 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. This is’a very 
important bill, and it ought ‘to “be acted upon 
speedily. This one exciting topic contained in 
the amendment of the Senate has perhaps been 
as fully discussed as would be profitable. ‘There . 
is but one other interesting amendment from the 
Senate, and that was very fully discussed somé 
time since, namely, the book amendment; and T 
now propose, therefore, for the purpose ofinsur- 
ing a speedyaction upon the bill, to move that the 
committee rise, for the purpose of going into the 
House and terminating this five-imnutes débate, 
I make that motion. a ; 
Mr. MATTESON demanded tellers upon the 
motion. . 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. ELarnis, of 
Ilinois, and Suerman, were appointed. ` : 
The question was taken; and the tellers’ re~ 
ported—ayes 86, noes 49. cos 
The motion was agreed to. ; 


So the committee rose; and the Speaker having . 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasusuan, of Maine, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, had 
the Union generally under consideration, and 
particularly the Senate amendments to the bill 
making appropriations for the legislative; exec~ 
utive, and judicial departments of the Govern~ 
ment, and had come to no resolution thereon. © 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. PIKE, from the Committee orf 
Bills, reported that the committee had EXEM 
and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 


An act granting a pension to Morris Powers; 

An act granting a pension to Mrs. Olivia W. 
Cannon, widow of Joseph S. Cannon, late a mid- 
shipman in the United States Navy, now deceased; 

An act granting a pension to Samuel B. Porter, 
a soldier in the late war with Great Britain; ... | 

An act to increase the pension of Amaziah 
Goodwin, of the State of Maine; s Ppi i 

An act to increase the pension’ of: Alpheus T. 
Palmer, late a lieutenant in. the ninth regiment 
United States infantry; : : 

An act restoring Joshua Mercer to the roll of 
invalid pensioners; 

An act for the relief of Betsey ‘Whipple; 

An act for the relief of Levi C. Harris; 

An act increasing the pension of Albert Harts 

An act granting a pension to Nathaniel Mothers- 
head, of Missouri; 

An act for the relief of Joseph Smith; 

An act for the relief of Samuel Forrest; ; 

An act for the relief of Dempsey Pittman; and 

An act for the relief of Amos. B. Eaton, a 
commissary of subsistence in the United States 
Army. 

CLOSE OF THE FIVE-MINUTE DEBATE. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Lask the ‘upan- 
imous consent of the House to offer’a resolution 
that the five-minute debate in the Committee of 
the Whole on the Senate’s amendments to the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill, be closed when their consideration. shall be 
again resumed. : 

Objection was made. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to suspend the 
rules for the purpose stated. 

The question was taken; and the rules. were 
suspended—two thirds voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I call for the previous 
question on the adoption of the resolution. 

The previous question was -seconded, and the 
main question or ered;'and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. T move that the rules be 
suspended, and the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I hope the gentleman. will 
withdraw his motion to let me offer aresolution. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I cannot. eee 

The motion was agreed to. $ 


fai as: 


dingly resolved. itself into th 
he W hole on the state ofthe Union, | 
i; of Maine, in the chair) => 
stion was on Mr. Sewarp’s 

ng taken, said amendment 


o erthe f lowing amendment: 
ing herein contaitied shall be ‘so 


he Senate amendment as amended was then 
seoncurred ine > + eae 

Twenty-first amendment: 

Irisert; under the head of “ Kansas Territory,” as follows : 
-For conipensation and mileage of the members of the 
Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and contingent ex- 
| penses of the Assembly, $20,000. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. - The Committee of Ways 
‘and. Means recommend a non-concurrence in the 
‘amendment; that is, that. no appropriation. be 
` “wnade'for the Legislative Assembly of Kansas. 
Mr, COBB, of Georgia. The recommendation 
¿for non-concurrence was. carried by a tie vote in 
the committee. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. But the chairman of the 
committee was ‘entitled. to’ a vote, and gave it 
against concurring with the Senate. 

cy Mr. COBB. . I wish it to be known that a 
portion of the committee were in favor of a 
“concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in., 
Twenty-second amendment: 

Strike out, “ For salary of the circuit judge of California, 
$4,500 5? and insert in lieu thereof: 

: Fo ompensation of the judge of the circuit court of 
‘Caleitaia, 436,000; and for compensation of the judge of 
¢ court for the southern district of California, 
nd the. salaries of said judges shall be at these 
ectively for the present fiscal year, and annually 
thereafter. 

The CHAIRMAN.. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Twenty-third and twenty-fourth amendments: 


From the clause i:t“ Wor salaries for. the chief justice of 

the District of Columbia, the associate judges, and the judge 
(of the criminal court, ang the orphans’ court, $11,700,” 
strike out $11,700,” and insert in lieu thereof “ $16,700,” 
„and add thereto the folowing: 
. And from and after the 30th of June, 1856, the salary of 
‘the chief justice of the circuit court of the District of Co- 
fumbia shall be $3,750 per annum ; the salaries of the asso- 
ciate judges, and the judge of the criminal court of said 
“District, shall be $3,500 per annum, to be paid quarterly ; 
and the salary of the judge of the orphans’ court of the 
District of Columbia, shall hereafter be $2,500 per annum, 
payable quarterly. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence. 
The amendments were non-concurred in. 


Twenty-fifth amendment: 


From the clause, “ For salaries of three judges of the 
Court of Claims, the solicitor, assistant solicitor, clerk, aud 
assistant. clerks and messengers thereof, $25,300,” strike 
out $25,300,” and invert in lieu thereof $27,000,” 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence in that 


amendment, with an amendment, which is to in- | 


sert, after the words ‘assistant solicitor,” the 
wards “and deputy.’? 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 
The amendment as amended was then con- 
curred in. 


Twenty-sixth amendment: 

Insert after the clause, as just amended, the words: 

To purchase a library.tor the use of the judges and soli- 
citor, $2,500. k 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


‘Twenty-seventh, twenty-eighth, and twenty- 


ninth amendments: | 


x Amend the clause, “ For salaries of nine supervising and 
fifty local inspectors, appointed under act 30th August, 1852, 
for the better protection of the lives of passengers by steam- 
boats, with traveling and other expenses incurred by them, 
$80,000, by striking out “nine”? and inserting im lieu 
thereof“ ten; inserting two” after the word “fifty,” 


where it first occurs; and inserting “six” after the word 
“eighty.?? 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend anon-concurrence in those 


amendments. 


Mr. PENNINGTON ot] 
amendment to the Senate amendment Sea 
> Provided; however, That no“ part of the-same shall be 
‘expended: for arresting, prosecuting, punishing, or devain- 
ing, any person charged with treason or other offense found- } 
ed upon any participation of such person. in the formation 
‘of the constitution known as the Topeka constitution, or 
measures preparatory thereto, or in pursuance thereof, or in 
Ahe body claiming to be the Legislature of said Territory, 
convened at Topeka, or any measure preparatory thereto, 
or in pursuance thereof; or any violation or disregard what- 
ever of any enactment of the alleged Legislative Assembly 
of said Territory recently assembled at Shawnee Mission; 
but nothing contained in this proviso shall be so construed 
as to prevent the indictment, arrest, prosecution, punish- 
ment, or detention, in or by any court of the United States 
in said Territory, ofany person who shall have violated any 
provision of any act of Congress, in the commission of any 
offense against person or property in said Territory. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. The Senate amendment as amended was con- 
curred in. . “ 


Thirty-first amendment: 


For printing and publishing one thousand copies of the 
papers of James Madison, now in the archives of the State 
Department, under the direction and control of the Joint 
Committee on the Library of Congress, $6,000. 


Mr. NICHOLS. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by adding the following proviso: 

Provided, That said work shall be printedipy the public 
printer, and that no more shall be paid forsaid printing than 
the amount authorized by the laws regulating public print- 
ing. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. |! 


Thirty-second amendment: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
War be authorized to employ, in addition to those now 
allowed by law, one clerk of class four, in the office of the 
colonel of topographical engineers,and to take one clerk from 
class two, and add one to class four, in his office; that the 
Secretary ofthe Interior be authorized to employ in his office 
one clerk ofclass four, in addition to those now allowed by 
Jaw, and temporarily, one clerk of class two, to take charge 
of the census returns; thatthe Secretary of the Treasury be 
authorized to employ one clerk of class three, in the office of 
the Fifth Auditor, and to take one clerk from class three, and 
add one to class four, in the office of the Register ; and such 
sum as may be necessary to carry into effect the provisions 
of this section, to the 30th of June, 1857, is hereby appro- 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriata, 

Mr.C PBELL, of Ohio. The Committee 
of Ways and Means recommend a concurrence 
in that amendment, with the following amend- 
ments: 

After the words “ Fifth Auditor,” insert “ and to take one 
clerk from class two, and add one clerk to class three, in 
the office of the First Comptroller ; and to add at the end 
of the section: “to enable the Secretary of War to employ 
temporary clerks in the otlice of the Quartermaster Gen- 
eral, on bounty land service, $5,000, and that the same is 
hereby also appropriated.” 


Theamendments to the amendment were agreed 


Toffer the following 


to. 
The Senate amendment as amended was con- 
curred in. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ways 
and Means have recommended a non-concurrence | 
in the other amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. BENSON. Yes; but I think that we will 
all agree in the amendment giving to the Marine 
Band four dollars a month more than they now 
have. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I propose that, with the 
exception of the amendment indicated by the 
gentleman from Maine, the thirty-fifth, a vote be 
taken on the whole of the other amendments, in 
which the Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mend a non-concurrence. 

There being no objection, the question was so 
taken; and the other amendments were non-con- 
curred in, 

The question recurred on the thirty-fifth amend- 
ment, in which the Committee of Ways and 
Means recommended a non-concurrence, as fol- 
lows: 

And be it further enacted, That the pay of the marines in 
the service of the United States who compose the corps of 
musicians known as the Marine Band, stationed at the navy- 
yard in Washington. city, be and the same is hereby in- |i 
creased at the rate of four dollars per month; commencing 
on the Ist of May last, and to continue as long as they shall 


i insert. 


perform, by order of the Beeretary of the Navy, or other 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Í 
do now rise. re 
The motion ‘was agreed to, = : ; 
the committee rose; and the Speak er having 
esumed the. chair, Mr.. Wasusurn, of Me ne, 
eported that the Committee of the WH ) 
; e of the Union had had under consider- 
generally, and. par- 
; e Senate: to House 
bilt (No:202) making appropriations for the Je- 
gislative, executive, and judicial departments of 
the Government, for the year ending June 30, 
1857; and had directed him to: report a concir- 
rence in some, a concurrence in others with amend- 
ments, and a non-concurrence in others of such 
amendments. i ’ 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia: -I -rise. to a- point: of 
order, in order that I may not be precluded from 
it. I desire to make a point of order on one of 
the amendments reported by the. Committee ‘of 
the Whole on the state of the Union; they have 
reported an amendment there which. is notin 
order, and which the Chair cannot entertain: . T 
state it now, in order that I may not be declared 
to be too late. ; : 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio... 1 desire to under- 
stand what the point of order-is, made by the 
gentleman from Georgia, before I move the: pre- 
vious question, an SNe 

Mr. COBB. The point of order which T intend 
to submit is this: an amendment came from the 
Senate striking out a portion of the bill as it went 
from the House to the Senate. The Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union reported 
a concurrence in the Senate amendment, withan 
amendment. The amendment which they re- 
port, is to add a proviso to the original matter 
stricken out by the Senate. Now, Mr. Speaker, - 
the point of order made the other day was not 
the same as this. If it were precisely the same I 
would not now raise the point, because I. would 
not ask the Chair or the House to overrule its 
former decision.. The point on which the Chair 
then based its decision, was, (and the Journal.so 
shows,) that it was a motion to strike out and 
But this is not a motion to insert matter 
in lieu of that which is stricken out, but to do . 
that which the Speaker decided the other day 
could not be done—to amend the original matter 
by adding ona proviso. That is the point of 
order which I submit. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will rule on the 
question when the House shall have reached the 
amendment. 

Mr. COBB. I merely submit it now in order 
that the gentleman from Ohio may know. what 
the point of order is. ; oP ne 

The question being on concurring in the report 
of the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, on the Senate amendments to House 
bill No. 202, 

_ Mr. CAMPBELL moved the 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. With a view to enable 
members to see in print the amendments proposed 
in this bill, which are important, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. f 

Mr. GROW. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
allow me to appeal to him to withdraw the mo- 
tion to adjourn, and let me ask the House to take 
up the ordinary territorial business reported by 
the Committee of the Whole on the state ‘of the 
Union? The Delegates from the Territories are 
very anxious it should be disposed of. ae 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will withdraw the mo- 
tion. My object is to have the vote taker on the 
amendments to-morrow morning... - : 

Mr. GROW. I hope consent will be given to 
take up the territorial business, and let the House 
act uponit. 

Mr. ORR. When? 

Mr. GROW. Atthis time. 

Mr. LETCHER. F object. 

Mr. GROW. One of the bills is for libraries 
for the Territories. a 

Mr. LETCHER. I object to libraries for the 
Territories. © i come 

Mr. GROW. Is it notin order 
pension of the rules? 


move that 1 


previous. ques- 


to-move a BUS- 
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The SPEAKER. It is not, inasmuch as the 
House has ordered the main question. 


THE PROSECUTIONS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. EUSTIS. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House what action has 
been taken or decided upon by the Executive in connection 
with the prosecutions instituted against any parties impli- 
cated in the disturbances in the Territory of Kansas. 

Mr. LETCHER. I propose to amend that 
by adding ‘‘ and his reasons therefor.” 

Mr. EUSTIS. If the gentleman will tell me 
that the President has done it, I will accept that 
modification. 

Mr. LETCHER. I do not know anything 
about it. 

Mr. EUSTIS. If any gentleman will state 
here, thatthe President has taken any such action 
upon the subject, then I have no objection to the 
modification. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
the resolution. 

Mr. DICK. I ask the consent of the House 
to take up from the Speaker’s table, Senate bill 
No. 291, to provide for the improvement of the 
harbor of Georgetown, District of Columbia, in 
order that it may be referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LETCHER, Mr. PHELPS and others, 
objected. 

Mr. PHELPS. As objection is made to the 
introduction of the resolution of the gentleman 
from Louisiana, [Mr.Eusris,] I give notice thatno 
other business out of order can be done. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I understand that the 
main question has been ordered on the bill 
which has been reported from the Committee of 
the Whole, and as the transaction of any other 
business is objected to, I move that the House 
adjourn. 2 

Phe motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
fifteen minutes past four o’clock) the House ad- 
journed until to-morrow at eleven o’clock, a. m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, August 14, 1856. 


Prayer by the Rev. Daninn, Waroo, Chaplain 
of the House of Representatives. 


The Journal of yesterday was read. 
CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. HARLAN. I desire to hear re-read that 
portion of the Journal relating to the motion of 
my colleague in regard to the protest of the Senate 
of Iowa. f 

The Secretary read, as follows: - 


“On motion of Mr. Jones, of Iowa, 

“ Ordered, That the credentials of the Hon. James HAR- 
ran, of Iowa, with the resolutions of the Senate of Iowa 
relative to his election as a Senator from that State, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary.” 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. 
was not made. 

Mr. HALE, Itwas objected to, and the Chair 
said it could not be entertained. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With the per- 
mission of the Senate, that clause will be stricken 
from the Journal. The motion to refer was not 
in order at the time when it was made; and it was 
objected to. The Chair hears no objection to 
correcting the Journal by striking out that clause. 


PAY OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. HUNTER. I ask, by general consent, 
that a verbal correction be made in the bill to 
regulate the compensation of members of Con- 
gress, by striking out the words, ‘on proper 
requisition,’’ which are surplusage, and add after 
the word “die,” the words, *‘ or his term expire;”’ 
so as to make the same provisions apply to cases 
of death and expiration of a term. 

There being no objection, the amendments 
were agreed to. 


132 


I object to the reception of 


That order 


| extinct, and it, with several portraits, passed into the pos- 


in Parliament, and died for them in the field.” 


| portraits of many of the illustrious men of that | 


| therefore, especially when the peculiar style of 


PORTRAIT OF JOHN HAMPDEN. 


Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, I have received 
a letter from the late Minister of the United States 
at the Court of London, inclosing a letter to him 
from Mr. John MacGregor, who is well known 
as a great siatist, and as Secretary of the Board 
of Trade of England. This gentleman desires to 
present to Congress a portrait of John Hampden, 
the great champion of civil liberty. I ask that 
the letter may be read; after which I shall submit 
a resolution to the Senate. 

The Secretary read the letter, as follows: 


ATHEN£UM Crus, 19th March, 1856. 


My pear SIR: Your having been so kind as to forward 
the portrait of the patriot Hampden, to be presented from 
me to the Congress of the United States, F think it proper 
for me to say something of the facts, as far as I have ascer- 
tained them, as to its authenticity. 

it was formerly in the possession of Sir Richard Ellis, of 
Buckinghamshire. His family, in the male line, became 


session of collateral heirs, and one of those, almost fifteen 
years ago, on repairing und altering his house, gave the 
old portraits to a decorator and gilder, of the name of 
Westby, to sell. Westby was, at the same time, employed 
by me in decorating and gilding my house in which F lived 
in Lowndes Square, and in which our mutual friend, Lady 
Talbot de Malahide, now resides. From Westby I bought 
Sir John Lely’s portrait of Lord William Russell, and this 
portrait of Hampden, attributed to Vandyck, in his earliest 
and more finished manner. Houbraken engraved from it 
his portrait of Hampden, for his Jarge historical collection. 
I send you this engraved portrait. Houbraken was a some- 
what harsh engraver, and took libertics with the costumes, 
though he generally preserved the likeness. In this en- 
graving it will be observed that every feature, the moustache 
and hair, are strikingly correct, the coloring making the 
only difference. ‘Chere is an ivory bust, very like, taken 
from it, at the seat of the Ear! of Buckinghamshire. There 
was a fine marble bust, from the painting at Stowe, betore 
the magnificent collection of the duke was sold in lots a 
few years ago. ‘Chat bust had on the pedestal the following 
inscription : g 

* Joun HAMPDEN.— With great courage and consummate 
abilities he began a noble opposition to an arbitrary court, 
in defense of the liberties of his country; supported them 


It is known that, at an early period, Hampden, disgusted 
with the despotism of the King and the Church, contem- 
plated settling in America. He, his cousin Cromwell, and 
several others, had actually embarked in the ‘Thames, and 
were prevented from departing by Charles I. It would ap- 
pear, by the following extract from the history of New Eng- 
land, by Jedediah Morse, D. D., and the Rev. Elijah Parish, 
that Hampden had previously becn in America, when about 
twenty-eight years of age: ? 

Jn the spring of 1623, Massasoit fell sick, and sent intel- 
ligence of it to the Governor, who immediately sent Mr. 
Winslow and Mr. John Hampden (the same man who 
afterwards distinguished himself by his opposition to the 
arbitrary and unjust demands of Charles i.) to pay him a 
visit. ‘They carried with them presents, and some cordials 
for his relief. Their visit and presents were very consola- 
tory to the venerable chief, and were the means of his re- 
covery. In return for their kindness, he informed them of 
a dangerous conspiracy among the neighboring Indians, the 
object of which was the total extinction of the English. By 
means of this timely discovery, and the consequent spirited 
exertions of the Governor, whose wise plans were executed 
by the brave Captain Standish, the colony was once more 
saved from destruction.’? : 

‘These circumstances not only associate the name of 
Hampden with America, but with the origin and rise of her 
political, civil, and religious liberties. It was these histor- 
ical facts, and the honest interest which I take in your mag- 
nificent country, that suggested to me presenting the por- 
trait of the great patriot to your national Congress. 

Wishing, with all sincerity, your safe arrival and happy 
meeting with your friends, and assuring you that I shall, 
through life, retain the warmest recollection of the happy 
and instructive times I have had the pleasure of enjoying 


your society, 
Believe me, faithfully yours, J. MACGREGOR. 


The Hon. James BUCHANAN, $c., Se. Sc. 


Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, it will be per- 
ceived by the Senate, from Mr. MacGregor’stetier, 
that the portrait which he now offers us is attrib- | 
uted to the pencil of Vandyck, the greatest portrait 
painter known after Titian. Vandyck died in Eng- 
land, in the year 1641, after having painted the 


period. It is not at all unreasonable to suppose, 


the portrait is observed, thatitis really his work. 
If it be not, however, it can be ascribed to no 
source less distinguished than Sir Peter Lely, 
who went to England in 1641, and succeeded | 
Vandyck in reputation and in business. Whether | 
it be the one or the other, the portrait is of value, | 
and special value, from the great fame and repu- i 


tation of either the one or the other artist, and 
to no other can it be attributed. Sir Peter Lely 
painted in the style of Vandyck. It is possible, 
therefore, it may be his work, and notthatof Van- 
dyck. But, as I cannot discover the cypher which 
it was the custom of Sir Peter to put on all his 
portraits, I conclude, as Mr. MacGregor states, 
that this picture is by Vandyck. Ithasallthe ease 
and grace of his style—the figure has his favorite 
attitude, and the picture is every way worthy of 
him. Be that as it may, it is valuable as the work 
of agreatartist. [tisstill more valuable onaccount 
of the great historical interest which attaches to 
the name of John Hampden—the purest of all 
the patriots and champions of freedom in Eng- 
land, who offered up his life in defense of popu- 
lar rights, against royal and despotic prerogative. 
It derives a further. interest from the incidents 
mentioned by Morse, and quoted in Mr. Mac- 
Gregor’s letter, which connect Hampden with an 
important event in the early history of one of the 
States of our Union. I suppose that, taking into 
consideration all these things, the reputation of 
the artist, the value of the portrait itself as a work 
of art, the historical interest of the personage 
whom it represents, and, I will add, the character 
of Mr. MacGregor himself as a distinguished 
statist, a man of high reputation generally: and: 
what naturally enough touches us still more, a 
very liberal friend of our country, there will be 
no hesitation in accepting it, with a proper appre- 
ciation of the gift. 

The Committee on the Library think the Pres- 
ident’s house is the most appropriate place in 
which to put this portrait. tusk Icave to intro- 
duce a joint resolution for that purpose. 

Leave was granted by unanimous consent to 
introduce the joint resolution (S. No. 40) ac- 
cepting the portrait of John Hampden, presented 
to Congress by John MacGregor; and it was 
read twice by its title, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It is: 

Resolved, §c., That the portrait of John Hampden, pre- 
sented to Congress by John MacGregor, be accepted, and 
the Joint Committee on the Library be directed to cause the 
same to be properly framed, and placed in the Executive 
Mansion. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. STUART presented the petition of Mary 
Gay, widow of William Gay, late Indian agent 
in the Territory of Kansas, praying that provis- 
ion may be made for her support, in considera- 
tion of the murder of her husband by armed men, 
while in the discharge of the duties of his office; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, a bill for 
her relief having already been passed. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the petition of 
Lindsay Muse, assistant messenger in the Navy 
Department, praying for an increase of his com~ 
pensation; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BIGGS presented the memorial of William 
McKenney, praying that the act of July 27, 
1854, for the relief of the widows and orphans 
of the officers and seamen of the United States 
schooner Grampus, lost at sea, may be so con- 
strued as to extend relief to him; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BENJAMIN presented the petition of 
Joseph S. Bossier, praying for payment for losses 
caused by the seizure of the brig Seraphim and 
cargo by the Government of Colombia; which 
was referred to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. SLIDELL presented the petition of L. A. 
Latil, praying a pension on account of disability 
incurred while master armorer at Baton Rouge; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
315) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post Office Department during the fiscal year 
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Au 


jendment. | 
Mr. STUART, from the Committee on Public 


Lands, reported a bill (S. No. 451) for the exten- || 


sion of the preémption privilege in the Territories 
of Kansas and Nebraska,and for other purposes; 
which was read, and passed to a second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R. No. 123) to continue 
the land offices at Vincennes, Indiana, and to as- 
certain and adjust the titles to certain landsin the 
States of Indiana and Ilinois, formerly included 
within the Vincennes land district, reported it 
without amendment. is 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. No. 63) to authorize and direct the settle- 
ment of the account of the State of Missouri for 
money advanced for the subsistence and trans- 
portation of volunteers, recommends that the 
Senate concur in the amendment, which was to 
strike out the provision allowing interest. 

The amendment was concurred in. i 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee. on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the following 
House bills, reported them without amendment: 

An act (No. 196) for the relief of Antoine Ro- | 
bedeau; 

An act (No. 282) for the relief of Edmund 
Mitchell; 

An act (No. 359) increasing the pension of 
George W. Torrence; 

An act (No. 368) for the relief of Ursula E. 
Cobb, widow of Charles Cobb; 
© An act (No. 373) for the relief of John Con- 
nolly, latea private in company A, sixth infantry, 
United States Army; 

An act (No. 377) for the relief of Abner Dick- 
son, a soldier in the war of 1812; 

An act (No. 468) increasing the pension of 
Panik Waldo, of Onondaga county, New York; 
an 
5 An act (No. 472) for the relief of Lewis Hem- 

ert. 

Mr. DURKEE, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Ramsey & Carmick, sub- 
mitted a report, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to whom was referred the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. No. 203) for the relief of Mrs. Agatha O’Brien, 
widow of Brevet Major J. P. J. O’Brien, late of | 
the. United States Army, recommend that the 
Senate reject the amendment, as it would destroy 
the bill. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Mr. BRODTIEAD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred a bill communi- 
cated to the Senate by the Court of Claims, on the 
28th of July, for the relief of Henry and Frederick 
W. Meyer, merchants of the city of New York, 
with the opinion of the court, reported the bill 
without amendment, and submitted a report; 
which was ordered to be printed, 

The bill was réad, and passed to a second 
reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill from the Court of Claims, | 
for the relief of James Beatty’s personal repre- | 
sentative, with the opinion of the court, reported 
the bill without amendment, and submitted a 
report; which was ordered to be printed. 

The bill was read, and passed to a second | 
reading. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (5. 
No. 336) for the relief of John Rogers, reported 
it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (S. No. 78) to provide for the satisfaction of 
Choctaw reservations, under the nineteenth arti- 
cle of the treaty of Dancing Rabbit creek, of | 
September, 1830; which was agreed to. 

Mr. TOOMBS, from the Committee on the | 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (5. No. 
462) to provide for holding the courts of the} 
United States in the State of California, in case ! 
of sickness or gisability of the judges of the dis- | 
trict courts, reported it with an amendment. 


Mr. BENJAMIN, from the Committce on 
Private Land Claims, to whom was referred the 


tain lands in Missouri, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 260) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Thomas Gordon, deceased, reported 


it without amendment. 
BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BENJAMIN asked, and “by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to bring in a bill (S. No. 
454) to confirm the title of Benjamin E. Edwards 
to a certain tract of land in the Territory of New 
Mexico; which was read a first and second time 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

Mr. BENJAMIN presented papers relating to 
the claim of Benjamin E. Edwards; which were 
referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. JONES, of Iowa, it was 


Ordered, That Pierre Menard and Louis Vallejo have 
leave to withdraw their petition and papers. 


On motion of Mr. MASON, it was 


Ordered, That the claim of the legal representatives of 
James Le Caze, surviving partner of Le Caze & Mallet, be 
referred to the Court of Ciaims. 

On motion of Mr. BELL, of Tennessee, it was 


Ordered, That the adverse report of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, on the petition of J. P. Milton, be recommit- 
ted to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


J. F. DOOLEY. 


Mr. CASS submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be allowed and paid to J. F. Dooley 
the sum of $100 per annum, in addition to the amount now 
received by him, making in the whole $1,200 per annum. 


IOWA SENATORSHIP. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I ask the Senate to 
take up the protest of the Senate of Iowa, in rela- 
tion to the election’ of my colleague, and refer it 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BAYARD. 
report upon itat this session, 

r. JONES, of Iowa. I do not ask the com- 
mittee to report on itat once. 

Mr. BAYARD. Then I have no objection. 

Mr. HARLAN. I desire tọ have a division 
on that question, and have the vote first put on 
taking up the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
will be on taking up the papers referred to. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARLAN. Í ask that their consideration 
be made the special order for twelve o’clock to- 
morrow. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ido not care what the Sen- 
ate may do between twelve and one o’clock; but 
I hope it will not be in the way of the appropri- 
ation bills at one o’clock. 

Mr. BAYARD. I wish to know whether the 
motion of the Senator from Iowa is to consider 
the question, and pass upon it to-morrow, or 
merely to determine upon the reference to-mor- 
row? Ido not suppose the subject ought to be 
disposed of without reference to the, Committee 
on the Judiciary; but it is now too late in the 
session for them to act upon it with the present 
pressure of business upon us in the Senate. I 
do not know what the object of making it a spe- 


| cial order is. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa. 
referred, 

Mr. BAYARD. I am speaking of the Sen- 
ator’s colleague, [Mr. HarLax.] Idesire to know 


1 only ask to have it 


| whether his object is to have the question dis- 


posed of by the Senate to-morrow, without any 
action of the committee, or to have it referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary? If the Senator 
from Iowa desires to have the question disposed 
of to-morrow, of course, as it is a matter involv- 
ing his personal interests, I shall not oppose that 
course, though I think it more regular to refer it 
to a committee. 1 will follow his wishes in that 
respect, 

Mr. HARLAN. Mr. President, my object in 
asking that this subject may be made the special 
order for to-morrow is, that I may be enabled to 
present all the papers and statutory provisions 


I do not see how we are to 


i 


of the State of Iowa, which will bear upon the 
final settlement of this question. Ft has been 
raised without any consultation with me, and 
with but a few minutes’ notice, and I am not now 
prepared with all the papers and books which I 
desire. I wish time to collect them, and present 
them in connection with the protest of the Senate 
of Iowa. 

Mr. BAYARD. I would suggest to the’ Sen- 
ator from Towa, that that can be done without 
making: it a.special order for to-morrow Of 
course the committee would not act without hear- 
ing all the Senator had to say,and all the papers 
he wished to communicate. _ 

Mr. SEWARD. Allow me to suggest that 
the consideration of the motion of reference be 
postponed until to-morrow, at twelve o’clock,and 
be made the special order for that time, when the 
honorable Senator from Iowa [Mr. Harran] can 
submit what papers he desires to present. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ihave no objection to that. 

Mr. BUTLER. That course 1s perfectly un- 
necessary. I suppose it was my duty, if I had 
been in the Chamber at the time when the papers 
were placed upon file, to ask for their reference. 
That seems to be the general impression; but I 
do not like to interfere with such matters. The 
gentleman from Jowa can present his papers at 
the next session, and have them referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. I take it for grant- 
ed that the case will be considéred at the next 
session. It cannot be considered at this session. 

Mr. FOOT. 1 desire to suggest that this is a 
question of privilege, involving the right of a 
member to a seat here; and as a question of priv- 
ilege it takes precedence of all ordinary questions 
in this body; therefore it takes no higher posi- 
tion and no greater precedence by making it the 
special order, than it already has as a question 
of privilege under the parliamentary law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so 
understands. Does the Senator from Iowa insist 
upon his motion ? 

Mr. HARLAN. Ido. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion 
is to postpone this subject until to-morrow, and 
make it the special order for twelve o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ie COMMITTEE BUSINESS. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I present, and ask for the 
immediate consideration of a resolution similar 
to that passed two years ago, which will relieve 
all the committees of the Senate of the unnecessa- 
ry trouble of making reports on matters not passed 
upon. It is to continue the business to the next 
session in the same state in which it will be when 
we adjourn: 

Resolved, That all subjects before the Senate, at the close 
of the present session, including those before committees, 
shall be continued to the next session, and shall be pro- 
ceeded with in the same manner as if no adjournment of 
the Senate had taken place; and the papers which have 
been referred to the committees, and may be in their posses- 
sion at tie close of the session, shall be returned informally 
to the Secretary, and by him restored to the eommittees, 
when appointed at the next session. 

A : ; 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


PAGES’ EXTRA COMPENSATION. 


_ Mr. STUART submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: £ 

. Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate, to cach of the pages in the service of the Sen- 
ate, the usual compensation allowed them at the close of 
the session, after deducting therefrom the amount they may 
have received under the joint resolution, approved July 
20, 1854. 

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 


_ Mr. PEARCE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be request- 
ed to comniinieate to the Senate in December next, are- 
port from the superintendent of weights and Measures, 
showing the number and kind of standards and of bal- 
ances made and distributed to States and custom-houses, 
and the legislation of the different States in relation to the 


| standard weights and measures. 


COMMERCIAL STATISTICS. 

Mr. SLIDELL submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to report upon the expediency of printing, in quarto form, 
five thousand copies of the message of the President tothe 
House of Representatives on commercial statistics, with the 
accompanying documents, for the use of the Senate. 


1856. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I am instructed, by the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office, to 
report back the bill (H.R, No. 325) for the relief 
of Isaac Adams, with a recommendation that it 
pass, and to request immediate action upon it. I 
presume there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I do not like the extension of 
patents in this way. That is the difficulty. If 
it was anything else I would not object. 

Mr. ALLEN, I object to the consideration of 
the bill now. . z 

Mr. FESSENDEN subsequently said: I ask 
now that the bill which I reportgd this morning 
may be taken up. The Senator from Rhode 
Island is willing to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. SLIDELL. [understand the bill is for 
the renewal of the patent, and I feel constrained 
to make an objection. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
importance, and I think 
tion to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It requires 
unanimous consent to consider the bill now. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I am acting under instruc- 
tions, and feel constrained to object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill can- 
not be now considered, objection being made. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Yesterday I gave notice of a 
resolution to proceed to the consideration, at 
half past eleven o'clock to-day, of bills on the 
Private Calendar which have passed the House 
of Representatives, and which will not give rise 
to debate. I understood the Chair to intimate 
that that amounted to a suspension of the rules, | 
and for that reason was not acted on yesterday. 
1 hope the Senate will now consent to devote an 
hour or two to the consideration of these bills. 
I desire to say to the Senator from Maine, in rela- 
tion to the bill which he wished to consider, a 
few moments since, and to which I thought it my 
duty to interpose objection, that I shall be obliged 
to vote against that bill, as against all other ex- 
tensions of patents; but I shall not discuss it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will receive morning business until the expiration 
of the morning hour. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE RESOLUTIONS, 


Mr. BELL, of New Hampshire. I wish to 
present resolutions of the Legislature of the State 
of New Hampshire, in relation to the repeal of 
the Missouri compromise, the disturbances in 
Kansas, and the recent assault made upon a Sen- 
ator on the floor of this House. 
be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions. 

Mr. BELL, of New Hampshire. I move that 
the resolutions lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. CLAY. I object to the printing of those 
resolutions. 

Mr. TOOMBS, and others. Let them go. 

Mr. BUTLER. When were those resolutions | 
passed by the New Hampshire Legislature? Let 
the Secretary look at the date. 

The SECRETARY. They were approved by 
the Governor July 12, 1856. 

Mr. BUTLER. Task, then, whetherit is manly 
to bring in those resolutions at this time, when 
itis known that we cannot consider and denounce 
them? 

Mr. BELL, of New Hampshire. In answer to 
the Senator, I will remark, these resolutions were 
received on the adjournment of the Legislature 
of New Hampshire within some two or three ! 
weeks past—not more than that—and the Senate | 
all know what the pressure of business has been 
during that time. J] might mention another cir- 


It is a matter of pressing 
there will be no opposi- 


Task that they || 


cumstance, if it were worth while to mention it; 


and that is, the condition of my health has been |! 


such that I could barely attend here, and I have 
not felt that 1 could partake in the business of | 
the Senate. ae 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on printing the resolutions, ` i 
Mr. SEWARD called for the yeas and nays. | 
Mr. MASON. Are they to be printed, as a | 
matter of course, under the rule? E 
Mr. WELLER. I think the rule requires it. | 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis not re- | 
quired by the rule. A majority can order the | 
printing. | 


Mr. MASON. I suggest to the Senator from 


Alabama, who makes objection, that, be their 
character what it may, the resolutions come from 
one of the States, and Iam not aware of an in- 
stance where the Senate has refused to print res- 
olutions from a State Legislature. 
į Should be very carefuland guarded in the courtesy 
we extend to a State, whatever the conduct of the 
authorities for the time being of that State may 


be. 

- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will 
remark that resolutions froma State Legislature, 
under the rule, do not necessarily go to the Com- 
mittee on Printing; but it is in the power of the 
ag to say whether they will or will not print 
them. ; 
Mr. TOOMBS. { hope they will be printed. 
lt seems these Free-Soil gentlemen are in a bad 
humor in New Hampshire. They want a quar- 
rel. What they say does not hurt anybody. I 
think we ought to see their resolutions in print, 
and let them scold as much as they please. It 
will not hurt anybody, and is not likely to do so. 
I hope the objection ‘will be withdrawn. 

Mr. CLAY. Notwithstanding the infamous 
and insulting character of the resolutions, [Mr. 
Toomss. That is their fault.jand though I would 
have felt ashamed of myself to present such reso- 
lutions, if my State could have degraded itself so 
far as to adopt them, I will withdraw the objec- 
tion at the instance of my friend. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to 
print will be made. 

Mr. BELL, of New Hampshire. Iwas about 
one a remark in reply to what has been 
said—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
has been decided. 

Mr. BELL, of New Hampshire. I have far- 
ther resolutions from the State of New Hamp- 
shire; and I ask for their reading. 

Mr. WELLER. 1 move to dispense with their 
reading. It is an unnecessary consumption of 
time. 

Mr. BELL, of New Hampshire. They are in 
response to certain resolutions of the State of 
Arkansas, which have been communicated to the 
State of New Hampshire by the Executive of that 
State, and they relate to the same general subject 
| of the repeal of the Missouri compromise. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- 
ator ask for the reading? 


The question 


long, and T ask that they be read. 


be read. 
The Secretary read the resolutions. 


they lie on the table, and be printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ENLARGEMENT OF THE CAPITOL. 
Mr. IVERSON. I desire to present a resolu- 
tion of inquiry, which I ask the Senate to act 


upon at once: 
Resolved, That the memorial and papers of C. B. Cluskey, 


| the plan projected by him, for the “ enlargement of the 
Capitol,” and presented on the Ist day of December, 1650, 


; tember previous, (which plan was approved, and its adop- 


from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings; and that said committee examine and 
compare his design for a cast-iron dome over the rotunda, 
with associate subordinate featurcs ou the wings, as shown 


form; also, how far the design of Mr. Cluskey is embodied 


pensation, if any, should be allowed him for being the first 
to devise and recommend the improvement of the dome by 
one of cast-iron, of increased architectural proportions and 
harmony of design, as described in his report on the public 
i buildings here in 1849: (see report No. 90 of the Committee 
on Publie Buildings and Grounds, Thirtieth Congress, 
econd session.) % 

| I desire the resolution to go to the Committee 
on Public Buildings at the present session; and 
| ask them now to act on it or not, as they please. 
Mr. CASS. I have not the slightest objection; 
but there is an assertion of fact In the resolution 
of which I know nothing. It is, that this man 

| was the first to propose the plan. — : 
Mr. IVERSON. That is to be inquired into 
by the committee. 

| “Mr. CASS, 


or not. 


I think we | 


Mr. BELL, of New Hampshire. They are not | 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They must | 


Mr. BELL, of New Hampshire. I move that | 


architect and civil engineer, asking to be compensated for | 


in pursuance of the Senate’s resolution of the 25th of Sep- | 


tion recommended by the examining architects,) be taken į 


on said plan, with the plan on which the dome is proposed j; 
! to be erected, and report their relative cost and adaptation | 
to the whole structure in its present extended length and || 


and about to be used in the proposed plan; and what com- | 


ft seems to me the resolution į 
states a fact and I do not know whether itis true i 


committee., i 

Mr. SEWARD. I desire to hear the indicative 
portion of that resolution read, and I want to 
know whether I commit myself to any assertion 
of fact by the recital? ; 

Mr. CASS. Why not let the memorial be 
simply referred? E 

Mr. SEWARD. The Senator's objection ig 
met by inserting the words ‘as he alleges” after 
“ projected by him.” 

r. IVERSON. Ihave no objection to that 

modification. 

The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 


ADAMS’S PRINTING PRESS. 


On motion of Mr. FESSENDEN, the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 325) for the relief of 
Isaac Adams. 

Under its provisions, the letters patent granted 
to Isaac Adams on the 14th of October, 1830, 
for new and useful improvements in thé printing 
machine called the power printing press, and also: 
the letters patent granted to him on the 9d of 
March, 1836, for additional improvements in the 
power printing press, will be renewed and ex- 
tended, for a term commencing with the date of 
the passage of the act, and ending on the 2d of. 
March, 1865, for the benefit of A ams, his heirs: 
and legal representatives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. SLIDELL. 
{| table. 

Mr. BIGLER. It is a perfectly meritorious 
bill, and called for by all the parties interested. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is 
; not debatable. : ui 
The motion was not agreed to: : 
| The bill was ordered to a third ‘reading, 
i| was read the third time. : 
|  Onits passage, Mr. SLIDELL called for the 
yeas and nays; and they were ordered. : 

Mr. BUTLER. DoT understand that this bill 
proposes to extend the patent fourteen years 
longer? 

Several Senarors. Seven years. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. As this is a bill for the 
renewal of a patent, I will in a very few words 
explain it to the satisfaction of the Senate. The 
bill proposes to renew a patent which was granted 
| to Mr. Adams as the inventor of the power print- 
| ing-press, which is used for the printing of fine 
| work—books. Mr. Adams has beet in the en- 
joyment of a patent for the ordinary term, and 
has not realized a sufficient remuneration. Mr. 
Adams makes all hismachines himself. He isa 
i} machinist; he has never charged anything for 
his patent. He merely charges the ordinary 
remuneration for his work as a machinist, and 
ilis the only man in the country who makes the 
ii machine at the present time. e has never sold 
|| the right to make it, because others cannot do it 
|! as well as himself. I hold in my hand a list of 


I move that the bill lie on the 


‘and 


ii those persons who have recommended that the 
patent be renewed to him. This list is made up 
| of all the leading, principal publishers of books 
who buy the presses of him, and the publishers 
of newspapers who use his presses in the prin- 
cipal cities of the United States, North and South. 
It has the names of Gales & Seaton; Mr. Hoe, of 
New York, the inventor of the cylinder press; 
the Harpers, and all the principal, publishers of 
New York, Boston, Cincinnati, Washington, 
| Baltimore, and several other cities. They say it 
is for the great advantage of the trade itself that 
the construction of the machine shall be con- 
Í tinued in the hands of Mr. Adams. He is an 
i| admirable machinist. He charges nothing for 
| the patent, and makes such machines as nobody 
|| else can make without his experience. He merely. 


‘| charges a reasonable profit on the work he does, 
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The publishers—those who use the machines 
themselves—are exceedingly anxious this patent 
should be renewed for the benefitof the country. 
Under these circumstances, I think no gentleman 
ean object to the renewal of the patent. The 
committee were unanimous upon it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Here is another 
case of renewals. I desire to know whether it is 
intended that Congress shall become a mere board 
of examiners to determine whether patents shall 
be renewed or not? Why does not Mr. Adams 

o where the law directs him? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. He has been there. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. And been rejected? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. No; his patent has been 
renewed there. He has had one term under the 
law. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
an additional term? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes,sir; and I stated the 
reason. Although he has had it for twenty-one 

ears, he has not been remunerated, because he 
las been acting merely as a machinist, making 
his machines, and charging only a reasonable 
profit for his labor. He comes here sustained by 
the whole class of men in the United States who 
use his machines; and they say thatit is for their 
interest as purchasers and printers that the con- 
struction should be continued in the hands of Mr. 
Adams himself. The good of the country re- 
quires it. : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I understand it 
perfectly, I think. This gentleman has had his 
patent, and the exclusive right to manufacture 
these printing-presses for twenty-one years, and 
he comes here and asks now that we shall give 
him seven additional years; and the argument is 
simply, that he has never made anything out of 
the patent. Why? 

r. FESSENDEN. Not so. He has not 
been sufficiently remunerated. He has done the 
work, and only received the ordinary profit of a 
machinist. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope the Sen- 
ator will let me state the case, and then he can 
reply to me if he chooses. I understood the Sen- 
ator to say that he had not been sufficiently re- 
munerated—that he was the only manufacturer of 
these presses—that he had never sold to anybody 
else the right to manufacture them. Then he has 
a monopoly, and has had it for twenty-one years; 
he will not allow you or me or anybody else to 
manufacture these presses. He holds the power 
in his own hands, and has held it there for twen- 
ty-one years, and comes here and asks an addi- 
tional seven years. Why did he not sell his 
patent? Evidently because he thought it more 
profitable to himself to retain the exclusive con- 
trol of it, and to deny the right to any other man 


Then you want 


to manufacture a press of this kind. He keeps it į 
to himself, thinking that the safest and best; and | 


having had it twenty-one years he asks us to 
extend it seven years more. You had better give 
a life estate to him and his children at once. As 
for the recommendation of publishers, however 
high and valuable they may be, it may be to 


their interest, because they may have the ma- | 


chines, and may be satisfied with them; and he 
says, “I will not charge you anything for the 
paient if you will not allow any other man in the 

nited States to manufacture the presses.” Itis, 
in my judgment, the most absolute monopoly I 
ever heard of before. I suggest to the Senate 


now that it would be better to decide this question i} 
at once, whether we are to become the mere de- : 
terminers of the question of the extension of | 


atents, or are to leave it where the law has left 
it?) He has had his monopoly for twenty-one 
years, and I see no reason why he should want 
more, 

Mr. BROWN. Iam not going to discuss the 
question, but simply to indorse the statement of 
my colleague on the committee, the Senator from 
Maine. I am as much opposed ordinarily to 
extending patents by law as the Senator from 


Tennessee; but this is one of those extraordinary | 


cases where even the parties having adverse in- 
terests come forward and ask for the extension. 
If there were any protests from publishers any- 
where against the extension of this patent, I 
would pee to. their opposition; but when the 
parties haying adverse interests, if there be any 
such interests, come forward and ask for the ex- 
tension, [ do not see why itshould not be granted. 


There can be no harmful monopoly in this. Why 
do they ask it? Because they get these machines 
more perfect and at less price from the inventor 
han they possibly can from anybody else, there- 
fore they want him to be in a position where he 
can keep up his manufactory, and supply them 
with the machines they want upon better terms, 

uicker, and cheaper than anybody else. For 
these reasons I shall vote for the bill. 

-The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 29, nays 16; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, 
Bigler, Bright, Brown, Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Dodge, 
Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Harlan, Houston, 
James, Jones of Iowa, Mason, Pratt, Seward, Stuart, 
Thomson “of New Jersey, Wade, Weller, Wilson, Wright, 
and Yulee—29, 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, Clay, Crit- 
tenden, Douglas, Evans, Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, Jones of 
Tennessee, Mallory, Pugh, Reid, Slidell, and Toombs—16. 


So the bill was passed. 
LAND DISTRICTS IN CALIFORNIA. 


On motion of Mr. WELLER, the bill (S. No. 
445) to create an additional land district in the 
State of California was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. WELLER. There has been a substitute 
for the bill prepared by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, which I present. It is to 
strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 

That so much of the public lands in the State of Califor- 
nia as lie north of the fifth standard parallel north of Monte 
Diablo mountain, and north of the nearest township line 
thereof, extended to the sea-coast in the surveys made from 
the Humboldt meridian, to be hereafter determined by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, be, and the same 
is hereby, constituted a separate land district, to be called 
the Humboldt district, the land office for which shall be 
established at Uniontown, in said State. 

Sec. 2. That so much of the public lands in said State as 
lie between the third and eighth standard lines south of the 
Monte Diablo base linc, and east of the coast range of 
mountains, shall forin an additional district, to be called the 
Lake Tulare district, the west boundary of which shall 
hereafter be established on the township lines nearest. the 
summit of the coast range, pursuant to instructions from 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office ; and the land 
office for such district shall be first established at the town 
of Visalia, in Tulare county ; both of which above-named 
offices shall be subject to removal by the President, from 
time to time, whenever, in his opinion, it may be deemed 
expedient. 

Sec. 3. That the President be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to appoint, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, or during the recess thereof, and until the end of its 
next session attersuch appointment, a register and receiver 
for cither or both of these districts, which such officers shall 
be required to reside at the sites of said oflices, whose com- 
pensation shalt be the same as that allowed other land oti- 
eers in Catifornia, and who shall be subject to the same acts 
and penalties as are, or may be, prescribed by law as to 
other land officers of the United States. 

3 4. That any locations or sales of land in either of 
} the districts of land now subject to sale at Marysville, Be- 
nicia, or Los Angelos, after the passage of this act, and 
before the receipt by the land officers thereat of instructions 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office under 
this act, shall be as good and valid in law as if this act had 

n passed. 
That to meet the expenses of carrying this act 
{| into effeet, the following sums, or so much thereof as may 
IÍ be necessary, be, and the same are bereby, appropriated : 
ij For salaries of the register and receiver herein authorized 
to be appointed, $12,000; for tract and other books, reut of 
otlice, (not to exceed $50 per month each,) office furniture, 
iron safe, and other proper and necessary incidental ex- 
| penses authorized by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. The bill was 
| reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
| ment made as in Committee of the Whole was 
|| concurred in. The bill was ordered to be en- 
| grossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
l| and passed. On motion of Mr. WELLER, the title 


if was amended so as to read * A bill to create two 


| additional land districts in California.’’ 


} DES MOINES RAPIDS VETO. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Inow move to take 


toed by the President of the United States. 
Mr. SLIDELL. I hope the Senator from Jowa 


tion which I offered this morning to devote an 
hour or an hour and a half to the consideration 
of private bills of the House. Ishall have no 
objection after that. A 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. We can do that after 
this bill shall be disposed of. 
be nothing to do but take the vote in this case. 
| There is to be no debate about it. An appropri- 
ation has been made to open the mouth of the 
Mississippi river, and I wantto have these rapids 
in the same river cleared out, in order that we 
may get our produce through from above. 


up the Des Moines rapids improvement bill, ve- | 


will consent to the consideration of the resolu- ; 


I think there will ; 
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Mr. SEWARD. I hope the Senator, will agree 
to take up this vetoed bill, I gave notice yester- 
day and the day before that I should insist on its 
consideration. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senators will agree to 
give way at one o’clock, I have no objection. It 
is indispensable to have an appropriation bill 
under consideration at one o’clock—the miscella- 
neous or civil bill. 

Mr. SEWARD. There will be no debate on 
the part of the friends of the bill. 

r. HUNTER. If there is an understanding 
to lay it'down at one o’clock, I shall not object 
to taking it up. 

Mr. SEWARD. The friends of the bill will 
be able to get through with it at or before one 
o’clock, so far as they are concerned. 

Mr. HUNTER. Í cannot vote for taking it 
up. > 
The motion was agreed to; there being, ona 
division—ayes 2], noes 13. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is, whether the bill for the improvement of the 
Des Moines rapids, in the Mississippi river, shall 
pass, the President’s objections to the contrary 
notwithstanding. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
as required by the Constitution, resulted—yeas 
32, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Benjamin, Bigler, Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Crit- 
tenden, Dodge, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, 
Foster, Geyer, Hale, Harlan, James, Jones of Iowa, Jones 
of Tennessee, Pratt, Pugh, Seward, Stuart, Thomson of 
New Jersey, Trumbull, Wade, Weller, Wilson, and 
Wright—32. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Biggs, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, 
Butler, Clay, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, 
Mallory, Mason, Reid, Toombs, and Yulee—17. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Two thirds 
of the Senate not having voted for the passage 
of the bill, the President’s objection to the con- 
trary notwithstanding, it does not pass. 


PUBLISHING DEBATES. , 


Mr. BROWN. LI introduced a resolution a few 
mornings ago, which lays over, there being objec- 
tion to it, to compensate the editors of the Intel- 
ligencer, Union, and Sentinel, for publishing the 
debates of the Senate. I now ask that it be 
taken up, and considered. 

Mr. BAYARD. Is it in order to move the 
reference of that resolution to the Committee on. 
Printing? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first ques- 
tion will be on taking it up. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being, on 
a division—ayes 16, noes 22. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ADAMS. I renew the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana, to postpone all prior orders, 
with a view of taking up the ITouse private bills 
which lead to no debate. It isimportant that they 
be disposed of now. 

Mr. HUNTER. ĮI am bound to oppose the 
motion. If the Senate will take up and dispose 
of the civil or miscellaneous appropriation bill 
to-day, Í shall not object to taking two hours for 
private bills to-morrow; but it is important that 
this should be acted on at once. I hope the Sen- 
ate will not put aside the appropriation bills for 
private bills. I hope the motion will be with- 
drawn, so as to allow us to go on with the mis- 
cellaneous appropriation bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam not disposed to interfere 
with the regular order of business. The hour 
has not yet arrived for the special order. 

Mr. SLIDELL. By two o’clock we can get 
through almost all the House private bills. I 
hope the Senator from Mississippi will insist on 
his motion. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iinsist on the motion with the 
understanding, that at one o’clock the Senator 
from Virginia will call up his bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. I am willing to let the pri- 
vate bills go on till one o’clock. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Say two o’clock. 

Mr. HUNTER. I must object to that. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. To-morrow is private bill 
day, and we can then insist on them. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iwill not be in the way to- 
morrow, if the Senate will allow me to finish the 
civil appropriation bill to-day. Isubmita motion 
to take up the bill II. R. No. 201. es 

Mr. SLIDELL. DoI understand the chair- 
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man of the Committee on Finance to say that 
to-morrow he will interpose no objection to the 
consideration of the Private Calendar? 

Mr. HUNTER. I will interpose no objection 
for two or three hours to-morrow, if the appro- 
priation bill be disposed of to-day. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Very well. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Cutiom, their Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker had signed a number of enrolled bills. 
ee President pro tempore signed them as fol- 

ows: 

An act for the relicf of Amos B. Eaton, acom- 
missary of subsistence in the United States Army; 

An act for the relief of West Drinkwater and 
others; 

An act for the relief of Dempsey Pittman; 

An act for the relief of Samuel Forrest; 

An act for the relief of Joseph Smith; 

An act granting a pension to Nathaniel Moth- 
ershead, of Missouri; 

An act increasing the pension of Albert Hart; 

An act for the relief of Levi C. Harris; 

An act for the relief of Betsey Whipple; 

An act for restoring Joshua Mercer to the roll 
of invalid pensioners; 

An act to increase the pension of Alpheus T. 
Palmer, late a lieutenant in the ninth regiment of 
United States infantry; 

An act to increase the pension of Amaziah 
Goodwin, of the State of Maine; 

An act granting a pension to Samuel B. Porter, 
a soldier in the late war with Great Britain; 

An act granting a pension to Morris Powers; 

An act granting a pension to Mrs, Olivia W. 
Cannon, widow of Joseph S. Cannon, late a mid- 
shipman of the United States Navy, now de- 
ceased. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Cunzom, their Clerk, announced that the 
House insisted on their disagreement to the first 
and third amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. No 189) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the year ending 30th of June, 
1857, and on thejr amendment to the second 
amendment of thé Senate; that the House agreed 
to the conference asked by the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses, and appointed 
Mr. Puers of Missouri, Mr. Benson of Maine, 
and Mr. Srnananan of New York, the com- 
mittee of conference on their part. | 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 
sider the bill (J1. R. No. 201) making appropri- 
ations for certain civil expenses of the Govern- || 
ment for the year ending the 30th of June, 1857, | 
which was reported from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, with amendments. 

The first amendment of the committee was in 
the appropriations for the coast survey, to strike 
out the word ‘ correct,” and insert connects”? 
so that the clause will read: 

For running a line to connect the triangulation on the 
Atlantic coast with that on the Guif of Mexico, across the | 
Florida peninsula, 315,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. Thatisa mere verbalamend- | 
ment. : 
The amendment was agreed to. i 
The next amendment of the committee was to | 
insert, after the clause making an appropriation | 
for a building in Baltimore for the United States 
Gourts: 


And the further sum of $267,000 to enable the President H 
to purchase the lot and repair the building thereon, condi- |} 
tionally purchased by him of the Merchants? Exchange Com- ti 
pany fora post office, in the said city of Baltimore. i 

i 


Mr. PEARCE. This.amendment is designed | 
to carry out the provisions of a law passed at the |! 
last session. That law authorized the President | 
to select sites for a court-house and for a post |} 
office, and to make contracts, if he found any such |. 
sites with suitable buildings on them, which con- |! 
tracts, however, were to be conditional, and sub- |! 
mitted to Congress for approval. The President | 
accordingly took considerable pains to execute 
with judgment and fidelity the duty thus assigned 
to him. He went to the city of Baltimore, and 
examined himself in person two proposed sites. 
He determined to selcet this site for a post office, 


v 


/ 
i 
H 
i 


being the one in which the post office has been 
kept for the last five years. It is known as the | 
Exchange Building. 

The President contracted to purchase this 
building, which was erected a’ number of years 
since by a company of merchants of Baltimore, 
at a very large expense—~at a cost, I believe, of 
about halfa million of dollars. It is built in the 
most substantial manner. This part of the build- 
ing, which adjoins the custom-house, is intended 
for the post office, and contains one of the finest 
rotundas in the United States, making it the most 
convenient place imaginable for persons having 
business with the post office, for the reccipt and 
delivery of letters, or otherwise. It has every 
convenience, also, for the access of the mails. J 
believe the site to be entirely satisfactory to the 
great mass of the people of Baltimore. I supose 
it would be impossible to select any site which 
would be equally satisfactory to every one resid- 
ing in the city. Somebody must be at a distance 
from the post office, and that somebody will de- 
sire to have the post office brought a little nearer 
to him. 

This site is in the center of the business of the 
city. It is near to the shipping; it adjoins the 
custom-house; it is centrally situated as to the 
city at large. Ithink, according to Poppleton’s 
map, it is as near to the center of the city as any 
other point that could be selected. Besides, my 
own opinion of that matter—and I have been long 
familiar with the city of Baltimore, quite as fa- 
miliar as one of my colleagues in the other House 
who dissents from me in this particular—I have 
the opinion of the First Branch of the City 
Council, which was unanimously passed, res- 
olutions approving the site, which, as they are 
very short, I beg leave to read them: 


«Mr. Kirk, from the committee of conference on the 
post office location, submitted the following report and res- 
olution, which were read: 

“The joint committce of conference, upon the subject 
of the location of the proposed new post office by the Gen- 
eral Government, have had the same under consideration, 
and beg leave to report, that by the act of Congress, the 
subject of selecting a suitable site for a post office was 
confided to the President of the United States, doubtless 
in full confidence that he would perform the duty with 
strict and impartial regard to the public interests. It is true, 
Congress retained the right to appropriate, by subsequent 
legislation, the money necessary to carry out the purpose 
in view; but it cannot be supposed that they ever designed 
to retain the power of annulling an act they had asked the 


an ornament to the city. I talked with the P 
ident on the subject, and he said that his duty, 
under the law, was to provide ample and sufficient 
accommodations for the public, in a suitable Toca- 
tion, ina building adapted to all its purposes, and 
that he had no right to consider the question of 
embellishing the city by an ornamental building. 
T confess I could not see anything with which” 
to find fault in the declaration of the Presidént. 
This is a handsome building; it isa’ suitable 
building, as I will show the Senate presently; 
and I know no objection to it, except that which 
seenis to me to spring from the ordinary motives 
of men who desire to have everything made a 
little more convenient to themselves, without re> 
gard to its general inconvenience.’ A memorial 
was drawn up and left at the Exchange rooms, 


(and signed by something like one hundred and 


forty of the very first firms in the city--such fen 
as Mr. John Hopkins, Messrs. Brune & Sons, 
Birckhead & Co., William Wilson & Sons—men 
who have a very large business correspondence, 
and whose interests in the post office are quite as 
great as of any other equal number of citizens, 
and probably much greater. I have received, alsa, 
numerous letters from individuals well known 
to me as business men —as men of integrity and 
character, who all urge the adoption of this 
measure. 

I will not trouble the Senate for a long time; 
but there is one letter more which I desire to 
read. I have heard it stated that this. building 
was dilapidated; I have heard it said it was ina 
disreputable neighborhood. In regard to the latter 
charge, allow me to say, it is searcely-a stone’s 
throw from the residence of the late Robert Gil- 
mor; that the house of Mr: Robert Oliver was 
less than a square’s distance of it; and adjoining 
to it had lived Mr. William Pinckney and Mr. 
Chief Justice Taney for many years. Within a 
short distance, on the other side of the street, lived 
Mr. Purviance, late a judge of our county court— 
a most respectable gentleman of affluence, and a 
number of others that I might mention, who con- 
stitute the very élite of our society. It is a rep- 
utable, and not a disreputable ‘neighborhood. 
Now, in regard to the dilapidation, here is a letter 
from two architects of established reputation, as 
I well know. ae 

Here Mr. P. read a letter from Mr. Neilson, 
| the architect, in which, after describing the build= 


President to perform, and which, in the exercise of his 


honest judgment, he had performed. To refuse now an 
appropriation upon any other than the propriety of the ex- 
penditure itself, would be to wrest the power of Congress, 
intended to be exercised for a wholly different purpose, 
froin its legitimate object, and pervert it to the improper 
one, of affixing a stigma upon the President. If this be so, 
and we believe the true object and purpose of the act, as 
before stated, cannot be denied, then it would be unbecom- 


| ing the dignity of the councils to take any action tending 
to produce incidentally and improperly an end which ought 


to be attained directly, if at all. 

“ But the committee further think that the subject ought 
not tobe moved in by the council upon another ground. In 
any selection whatever, it is obviously impossible to please 
everybody, and to any site there will always be found some 
active and industrious opponents. Jt would, therefore, be 
hazardous in the councils to pass resolutions, which must 
be supposed to express the general sentiment of the com- 
munity, uuless they are assured by indisputable evidence 
that such general sentiment exists; the committee think 
that past events, with reference to the subject. do not show 
such a state of public opinion. The post office has occupied 
its present location for five years, without the smallest ex- 
pression of dissatisfaction on the part of the public ; and it 


| is believed that it might have remained there through all 


future time, with general approbation, if the late act of 
Congress had not presented the opportunity of making sale 
to the Government of some one of the various sites pre- 
sented. The former general acquiescence on the part of 
the public, and the present indifference manifested by our 
citizens, would seem conclusively to indicate that the dis- 
position of the subject had better be left uninterfered with 
where the law has placed it. They therefore think no action 
should be taken by the authorities of Baltimore, and they 
therefore ask the adoption of the following resolution: 
“SAMUEL KIRK, 
“JOSHUA H. HYNES, 
* JOSEPH SIMMS, 
First Branch. 
“F. E. B. HINTZE, 
tE Second Branch. | 
& Resolved, That the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the subject.?? 


y passed by 
the First Branch of the City Council, which is the 
popular branch. Counter resolutions were passed 

y the other Branch, whether unanimously or not į 
I do not know. ‘They have seemed to contem- | 
plate the possibility of a very large appropriation 
from Congress for the erection, in some other 


These resolutions were unanimously 


ing, &c., he estimated the ground alone as worth 
at least $150,000, being within $100,000 of the 
whole sum to be appropriated; and states that the 
buildings are worth the whole amount proposed 
to be paid. 

I will not further consume the time of the Sen- 
ate. I have stated that the measure has been 
approved by the most popular Branch of the City 
Council, and by a large number of the most emi- 
nent and respectable merchants of the city of Bal 
timore. Here is the evidence of competent archi- 
tects; and I know enough of the matter myself to 
state, that every word said by these persons is 
true. I hope there will be no objection to making 
the appropriation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was a 
verbal one, to strike out the word “ building,” 
and insert “ buildings.” f 

The amendment was agreed to. 

i The next amendment was, after the clause for 
| the marine hospital at Natchez, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase for 
the United States the lot in the rear of the marine hospital 
at Mobile, Alabama, $6,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is in pursuance of the 
recommendation of the Secretary to enlarge the 
lot. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
| The next was to insert, after the item just 
| adopted: 

For completing the marine hospital at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
; $86,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is the estimate. Origin- 
ally, $50,000 were appropriated for the hospital 
‘and site. It required $36,000 for the site alone, 
and the Secretary said he could not complete the 
hospital for a less amount than this. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next was to insert, after the last.amend= 
ment: 


place, of a new and magnificent building, to be 


For improving Battery and Washington siteets; androadđ- 
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way Q. P. around the custom-house, at San Francisco, Cali- 
fornia, $13,401 30. i k 
"Mr. HUNTER. These are certain improve- 
ments recommended by Major Towers, who is 
the superintendent there. Herecommended rather 
more than this; but he said it was indispensable 
to do this much, and the committee adopted the 
amount named in the clause, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Whe next amendment. of the committee was to 
strikeout the following proviso attached to the 
appropriation of $300,000 for continuing the New 
Orleans custom-house: 

Provided, That it shall not be lawful, after the 15th day 
of November, in the year 1856, for any officer in commis- 
sonin the military service of the United States to have 
charge of, or'to be employed as assistant superintendent, or 
architect in the construction of the building for which this 
appropriation is made ; nor for any other custom-house, or 
marme hospital, mint, post-office, court-house, Capitol 
extension, or other public buildings, exccpt such as pertain 
to the military defense of the United States : And provided 
further, That from and after the said 15th day of November, 
1856, the general. supervision of the construction of the 
Capitol and, Post Office extensions shall be transferred from 
the Secretary of War to the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. PEARCE. I regret very much the intro- 
duction of this provision into the pill, and I trust 
the Senate will not assent to. it. I can see no 
‘motive for withdrawing from the superintendence 
of great Government structures a body of offi- 
cers who are, generally speaking, exceedingl 
well qualified to conduct such operations. e 
know how admirably they are educated at West 
Point. We know that those who graduate high- 
est are familiar with engineering. It is their 
proficiency in that branch of education, as in 
others, which gives them their position. In the 
pereat of their profession as engincers, they 

ecome practically familiar with works of con- 
struction. ‘They are accustomed to the enforce- 
ment of rule, of order, of economy in the super- 
intendence of such operations. The Government 
has already their services for the annual pay 
which they receive, according to the commissions 
they hold. What reason can be given why an 
officer who has. exerted himself to the utmost in 
the severest school of study and discipline that 
we know of, who has become accomplished in 
whatever pertains to the direction of works of 
this sort, should be displaced to give way to a civil 
architect or builder—we know not whom—gene- 
rally, however, a political appointee, and often, as 
we have had experience enough in this very case 
to know, a very improper one? Why should we 
incur what must be admitted to bea needless ex- 
pense unless some valid reason can begivenfor the 
proposed exclusion of the corps? Who does not 
recollect that, in 1852, and 1853, there were great 
clamors about the manner in which the extension 
of the Capitol was going on? Who does not 
know there were loud complaints about the solid- 
ity of the sub-structure? It was even said that 
it would tumble down before it was entirely up— 
that it would not last half the ordinary time of 
great buildings. It was, to furnish a new figure 
of speech, “‘rising to ruins,” as was once said of 
another Government edifice,which, however, still 
stands. Committees and members of Congress 
themselves, assisted by architects and builders, 
went to work upon the walls with crow-bars and 
picks, to see if they had been properly laid. The 
architect was required to put larger stones on 
them and make various alterations, in order to 
give solidity to the structure. This was under 
one of the civil superintendents—a gentleman 
appointed, too, upon the recommendation of the 
President of the United States, Mr. Fillmore, and, 
no doubt, with entire confidence in his capacity 
and fidelity. We know what clamors there were 
not only about the want of solidity of the struc- 
ture, which seemed to be a very great point with 
Congress, but about infidelities in contracts. We 
know that the superintendent was charged with 
being tainted with corruption in contracts; that 
he was charged with levying black mail, taking 
receipts for one sum when he paid out another; 
and we know that, under these circumstances, he 
resigned his office and quitthe work. 

It was to guard against that very state of things 
that the superintendence of an officer of engineers 
was introduced. We have had no complaint as 
to solidity since then; but, on the contrary, the 
great complaint now made in the House of Rep- 
resentatives is, that it is too solid. “Well, sir, 
this is a great building—the greatest in this 


-while 1 mention a few of the errors into which 


country—which is to represent the magnificence 
of the nation; which was intended also to be 
(what I am very glad to say we are reminded of 
ina recent letter of the Secretary of War, because | 
it has a significance which is agréeable to me).a 
type of the perpetuity of the Union; and now 
the complaint is, that it is erected with too great 
solidity—-with superfluous strength, under the 
superintendence of an officer of engineers. 

ir, there can scarcely be such a thing as too 
great solidity. The Capitol of a great nation like 4 
this ought to be of the utmost solidity which is 
attainable. It ought not only to be solid, but mag- 
nificent, so that it should in every respect corre- 
spond with the greatness of the nation, with the 
liberality of the people, and with the wealth of 
the people. There is no nation on the face of 
the earth, if you consider the diffusion of wealth 
among them, to be compared with our own; not 
one that is so prosperous, and individually 
comfortable and thrifty as the people of this 
country. The money which is to be expended 
in this work is not to be wrung from the hard 
and small earnings of sordid, because down- 
trodden poverty. It is not in this way our rev- 
enues are furnished. They are yielded out of 
the superabundance of the millions of this coun- 
try, and out of that overflowing revenue which 
scems to pour spontaneously into the coffers of 
Government, so easily is it collected, arid so little 
does any one fecl his contributions. Such a 
building as this ought to be solid, and it is so. 
Since this civil superintendency ceased, we have 
had no complaint of solidity, and no whisper of 
black mail Rene levied, or of contracts being 
tainted with corruption. The honest and vigilant 
superintendence which we have secured by the 
change is perhaps the real cause of the new 
charges now made; for individuals who have 
been turned out of the service, and justly turned | 
out, as I suppose, are understood to be here, in- 
spiring gentlemen with a distrust of the officer 
of engineers now in charge of those buildings. 
They have put into the minds of members mis- 
taken ideas in regard to specific operations. I 
must beg the Senate to have patience with me 


members either of this or of the other House 
have fallen, as I believe, under the influence of 
interested misrepreseutauion. 

The officer of engineers who is charged with 
the construction of the extension of the Capitol, 
is also charged with the construction of the aque- 
duct, and [have scen two very grave, specific 
charges made against him, for which there is not 
a particle of foundation, For example, I saw it 
stated in the speech of an honorable member of 
the other House, that Captain Meigs had esti- 
mated for the earth-work of the aqueduct at ten 
cents a cubic yard. That is a mistake entirely. 
He estimated for it at twenty cents a cubic yard, 
with one fifth added for contingencies, which 
makes twenty-four cents in all. He made two 
contracts, one of which was eighteen cents the 
cubic yard, for what is called the graduation, cut- 
ting down, and filling up, and twenty-five cents 
for digging the culvert pits, a more laborious op- 
eration. The average of the two is under his 
estimate, and so it was with the other contract; 
and yet we have been gravely told that his esti- 
mate was ten cents a cubic yard; and it has been 
supposed that he made that estimate while know- 
ing in advance that the expenditure would be 
vastly greater. There is enough in this statement 
to throw that allegation to the winds. 

Then it was said his estimate for brick-work 
was twelve dollars a thousand, including the price 
of the brick, while the actual cost of the same 
was fifty-seven doilars a thousand—another most 
egregious mistake. The estimate was fourteen 
dollars, with one fifth added for margin, making 
a total of $16 80. The actual cost of the brick- 
work is about seventeen dollars per thousand, 
avery small difference between the estimate and 
the real cost. The earth-work and brick-work 
make up almost the whole of the construction of 
an aqueduct. Here, in these two important 
items, we find at once the mistake which has 
been made by gentlemen, who are urging the 
charge of false, or, at least, very erroneous esti- 
mates, which I have shown to be total mistakes. 

So, too, in regard to the construction of -the 
Capitol. When Captain Meigs was detailed by 
the Secretary of War to superintend the con- 


| exquisitely beautiful style, 


struction of this edifice—-Congress. entertaining 
great distrust as to the insuficient manner in 
which the work had been executed under a civil- 
ian, whether an engineer, or mere builder, I do 
not know, but I suppose the latter—he found that 
the ashlar work was only nine inches deep. He 
thought this entirely too shallow for a great 
building like this, as I have no doubt it was, in 
view of the permanent solidity which Congress 
seemed so earnestly to desire. He determined 
that it should be at Jeast eighteen inches thick, 
and with the approbation of the Executive having 
control of the matter, and after submission to 
Congress, and by theirexplicitsanction, the proper 
change, was. made. That, it has been said, has 
greatly increased the expense. No doubt it has 


| increased the expense; but in a question of econ- 


omy we are not to consider the mere cheapness 


| of what we have done. The very cheapest article 


in the result of the outlay, be the 


in price may, , 
because it may be utterly 


most extravagant; 


| worthless, and the money paid for it will thus be 


thrown away. Economy consists in using the 
proper materials adapted to the desired end, and 
paying only a fair and reasonable compensation 
for them. That purpose Captain Meigs has 
accomplished. He made the ashlar work thicker, 
to be sure; but the increased expense is not large 
comparatively. The windows occupy a consid- 
erable space—the pilasters, also—and the ashlar 
work fills up the intervals between them. So 
that the increase of expense in this case, is by 
no means in proportion to the exterior walls, 
Two very grave charges are made against the 
superintendent on other grounds which I desire 
to notice. One is the expenditure for statuary on 
the pediment of the Capitol. We must bear in 
mind all along that this was intended to bea great 
building. It was so intended when the construc- 
tion of the old Capitol was authorized in the time 
of General Washington. The commissioners of 


- the building at that day were compelled to write 


to Europe to procure the services of competent 
artists. In their letter, I think to one of the offi- 
cials of Paris, they state that it was the design of 
the Government to erect a great building, and that 
we had not artists in this country to execute the 
ornamental portions, and they therefore asked to 
have such engaged for this purpose in France. 
Capelano, Causici, and Gevelot, and others, 
came over accordingly. We paid their expenses 


| in coming and salaries while here, for I think they 


made no contract by the job, but were paid in 
proportion to time. "We agreed also to pay their 
expenses back, and did pay their expenses back, 
though some of them thought proper, after getting 
the money, to remain with us, very wisely per- 
haps. There was no special authority given by 
Congress for the execution of statuary, but this 
was under the general provision for the building 
to which it is as almost as necessary as the other 
ornamental sculpture. Gentlemen who go into 
the rotunda will see the relievos executed by Cap- 
elano, Causici, and Gevelot, of William Penn, 
and Boone, andSmith. All these were executed 
under the general authority for the construction 
of this edifice, asa necessary part of that orna- 
menation which is inseparable from a design of 
the sort. No competent architect would dream 
of putting up a building of this magnitude and 
for its purpose, without having such ornaments, 


į which are considered to be indispensable to the 


general style of such works. ‘There was no spe- 
cial appropriation or authority of Congress for 
them. They were put up asa part of a general 
design. We have such figures on the tympanum 
of the Capitol over the eastern portico, which 
were put there in John Quincy Adams’s time by 
Persico. 

The superintendent very properly thought, 
under these circumstances, it was a part of the 
general design to put up statuary on the pediment 
of the Capitol, and he ia charged with great ex- 
travagance in that. What has he done? He has 
contracted to expend $46,000 on the pediment 
of the north wing of the Capitol for statuary; 
and what does he get for this—because you must 
always come back to that when you consider 
the economy of the thing? He gets twelve 
statues executed by an American artist and 
one of the best living, Crawford —of the most 
and, so far as we can 


| judge from such of them as are finished, of ad- 


| mirable execution. 


Now, is that extravagance ?* 
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portico, and they cost $24,000. We have the 
statues of Peace and. War in the niches of the 
eastern portico, and’ they cost $20,000, making 
$44,000 for four figures, executed by an artist 
not to be compared with Mr. Crawford; and yet 
from Mr. Crawford, who stands at the very héead 
of his profession, we get twelve figures for only 
$46,000. Why, sir, it is an extraordinary econ- 
omy, rather than extravagance or mismanage- 
Went. 

Then another great complaint is, that a vast 
sum of money is expended in certain doors of the 
Capitol. Well, sir, it is true that these doors 
cost a sum Which seems large to those who are 
uninformed of such matters; but let us consider 
whether they cost more than such ornaménts 
ought to cost, and have cost elsewhere, and 
whether they are not appropriate ornaments for 
a building such as I have said this was designed 
to be. Doors might have been made of deal, or 
mahogany, at a very trifling cost; but would it 
have become the people of the United States, or 
the Legislature of the United States, to disfigure 
such a building as this by mean materials, which 
the poorest nation on earth would reject, and 
nothing but the most niggardly economy would 
employ? No, sir; the architect thought properly, 
thal we were entitled to have in this great building 
such doors as would compare in taste and beauty 
with any to be found in the great buildings of 
the Old Word. We know what art, and taste, 
and skill have wrought on the doors of the Church 
of the Madeleine, in Paris, on those of the Glypto- 
thek, at Munich, and those still more celebrated 

ates of the Baptistery, in Florence, executed in 

ronze by the brothers Ghiberti, of which Michael 
Angelo said that they were worthy to be the 
gates of Paradise. Captain Meigs thought there 
was no impropriety, but a manifest propriety, in 
having richly embellished doors for our Capitol, 
only three of them—an exterior one for each 
wing, and one for the interior of the House of 
Representatives, of that same material, bronze, 
ornamented in the highest style of the art known 
at this period, by an American genius. He 
employed the same Mr. Crawford to make the 
designs for these doors. They are to be thirteen 
feet ten inches high, and six and one half in 
breadth, and contain eight panels, each panel filled 
with beautiful designs, and all of historic interest, 
and of touching interest, because they preserve 
some of the most beautiful and glorious scenes of 
our Revolution. Forexample, one represents the 
battle of Lexington; another the baitle of Bunker 
Hill; a third represents the charge upon the bas- 
tion at Yorktown; and another, Gencral Wash- 
ington taking leave of the army at the close of the 
" Revolution. Sir, these are scenes and incidents 
which ought to be perpetuated; which no Amer- 
ican ought to have obliterated from his memory, 
and which he should desire to have presented in 
the most noble, beautiful, and imperishable form. 
The superintendent has undertaken to have that 
done. i 
they will present to the citizen of the United 
States a reminescence which I am sure no man 
would desire ever to have banished from his mind. 
They will be presented too in the highest style 
of art, which will reflect honor on the genius and 
skillof the artist who designed them, to all time, 
I trust. These doors cost some thirteen or four- 
teen thousand dollars each; a very large sum, 
gentlemen may say, but I believe it is a very. 
small sum in comparison with what other such 
doors have cost. For example: the great gates 
at the Baptistery at Florence, I understand were 


about thirty years in being executed, and the | 
artists of that day lived like princes. They were jj 
the companions of dukes and nobles, and must | 


have kept up a considerabie style of living. I 
do not know what they were paid; but if they 
were paid only as we pay our messengers, for the 
time they were engaged, they would have cost 
five times as much as these doors cost. 


Now, sir, in regard to the extravagance of all |! 


this, we must look at what we have done in other 


respects, in thé way 


Take, for example, th 
We have given for 


$12,000 a piece. 


hese paintings $10,000 or 


He has put these scenes into bronze, and | 


of embellishment, and see |i 
whether these doors have not been really cheap. | 
e paintings in the Rotunda. |; 


Here is a door that is as large |} 


ble canvass, but made in imperishable bronze— 


the designs for them, the models for them being | 


first made in plaster, in the highest style of art, 
and with all the efforts of genius and sitill neces- 
sary in finishing the finest and ‘most perfect 
statues. They are elaborated after they are cast, 
with the greatest delicacy, and with great: pa- 
tience, for of course the casting must be some- 
what rough when it comes from the molds. They 
are chiseled and filed over and over until they 
are made as smooth as a statue. One of these 
doors as large as the pictures costs but one or two 
thousand dollars more than one of those pictures. 
Is that extravagance? I fancy that gentlemen 


| who have abused Captain Meigs for what he has 


done in this respect, have not considered what 
has been done heretofore, and are perhaps alto- 
gether unaware of the proper estimates and costs 
of all these matters. One thing, however, is 
very certain. These expenses have not been en- 
tered into by the superintendent on his own mo- 
tion alone. He has had the authority of the 
Executive, to whom you entrusted this whole 


business, to whom you confided authority over 
all the details, and to whom you must have con- | 


fided them, for Congress could not undertake to 
superintend all these details themselves. This 
is manifestly the most inappropriate body in 
the world to undertake any such thing. 


Now, there are other points which have been | 


made the subject of unfavorable comment, upon 
which I might detain the Senate much longer, 
but I do not think proper to do so. I have 
thought that if I pointed out some few instances 
in which extravagance has’ been charged, and 
satisfied the Senate, as I trust I have, that there 
has been no such extravagance, we shall not find 
a disposition to remove these meritorious and 
capable men from the service in which they are 
so useful, to which they have been educated b 
the Government, and in which, therefore, it 
would seem so proper to employ them. But 
another point has been made, resting on a single 
fact, which has been greatly misunderstood, and 
which I will endeavor, in a few moments, to ex- 
plain to the Senate. 

I saw it stated by a highly respectable gentle- 
man, who no doubt thought he was falling into 
no error in so Stating, that the stone work on the 
Post Oftice in this city was costing a vast deal 
more than it ought to; that there was extraor- 
divary labor given to finishing the stone with 


| which that building was being erected. This 
‘gentleman mentions that he casually went to a 


place on or near Judiciary square, where the 
workmen were cutting granite by day labor, and 
there he saw a stone about seven feet eight inches 


i high, three fect six inches wide, and two feet | 


broad, which a workman was cutting over and 


| over again, and which was to cost about one 


hundred and sixty-five dollars! Now, sir, he did 
not inquire quite farenough. He seemed to sup- 
ose that this stone was finished in the manner 
in which all the others were to be finished. Not 
so; the fact is, that the particular stone which he 
happened to observe, was intended as a pillar to 
support the arcade of the post office at the place 
of letter delivery. It was a pillar—a prominent 
object—a thing to be finished with a greater de- 
gree of delicacy perhans than any other stone in 
the building not intended for the same or a sim- 
Har use. 
known to workmen, and the price of this labo 
unquestionably added in due proportion to th 
cost of the stone. It did not, however, cost as 


much as he stated, because there was error both į 


in his calculation and in the basis of it. He did 


not consider that all of the three sides were fin- | 


cents. 

Very great mistakes have been made in regard 
to the cutting of the stone altogether, and in regard 
to the price of it. 1 
cutter in this city had undertaken to cut granite 


as one of those paintings, not put upon perisha: | 


lt was smoothed off in the nicest way | 


| 
t 
I saw it stated that a stone- | 


H 


i tion. 


7 a Tt is a. well-understood 
contrivance with contractors and bidders :to put 
one part of the bid low to cover the extravagance 


of another part. 

In another of Captain Meigs’s contracts, similar 
to Mr. Emery’s sccond contract, Captain Meigs 
gave for the granite forty cents per cubic foot; 
while the cutting cost, by the day, from: ‘twelve 
to twenty cents per superficial foot—in every 
respect a much better bargain for the Government: 
And so we find, when any special object is com- 
plained of as costing too much, that it was intended 
for a purpose which required greater finish than 


i the rest, and that this, instead of being regarded 


as the exception, is taken as the rule; and extrav- 
agance is accordingly assumed. 

Without going further into the subject, allow 
me to say in conclusion, that, inasmuch as this 
subject has been made a matter of investigation 
in the House of Representatives, and as a long 
series of inquiries has been submitted to the 
superintendent, the answers to which, making a 
book of two hundred pages, have been prepared 
and sent to the committee very lately; afd inas- 
much as there cannot possibly have been any 
consideration of the other side, and only one side 
has been heard, the side of accusation, the side of 
interest, the side of speculation, the side of job- 
bers, those people whose hands are soiled, (as 
they are apt to be when a Government contract is 
the thing to be made profitable,) it is not fair ot 
common justice, in the Congress of the United 
States, to make a decision which will involve the 
character of honorable men of professional pride 
and merit, until the matter has been’ probed to 
the bottom, and until everything which can be 
said in defense, as well as all that can be artfully 

ot up in accusation, has been heard. Now, sir, 
f trust the Senate of the United States will at 
least refuse to enter into this business of persecti- 
tion until both sides have been fairly heard. l` 
have said nothing of Captain Bowman’s manage- 
ment of his work on the Treasury building, be- 
cause Iam not informed in regard to that. ‘But I 
have heard him so highly commended as an officer 
of ability and honor, that I doubt not he can be 
readily vindicated. Nor have I said anything of 
Mr. Walter, the architect of the Capitol, whose 
artistic taste and skill are so universally admitted, 
because I believe no attack has been made on 
him. And with this, I leave the matter for the 
present. $ 

Mr. HALE. I wish to ask the Senator from 
Maryland a singlo question which I want tò put, 
(Mr. Pearce. If I can answer it, I will-} and 
that is, what is the change that has been made 
by the present Secretary of War, on the coming 
in of this Administration, on the plan of the 
building of the Senate and House Chambers of 
the new Capitol. 

Mr. PEARCE. If the Senator desires to under- 


i stand precisely the character of the change, I do 


not know that I can give him such an answer as 
may be exactly accurate; but there are one ortwo 
other things I should like to state in that connec- 
When the present Executive came into 
power, it was determined, in consequence of the 
complaints which I have mentioned, to put an 
officer of engineers in charge of the superintend- 
eivce of the building. I have a book before me, 
and happen to recollect a passage which I saw 
this morning, and which F will read as bearing 
on this matter. This is from Ferguson’s Hand- 
Book of Architecture: a 

* Construction has been shown to be the chief. ain- and 
object of the engineer. With him it is afl.in all. Fo con- 
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struct scientifically, and at the same time economically, is { 
the beginning and end of his endeavors. Itis far otherwise 
with the architect. Construction ought to be his handmaid, 
useful to assist him in: carrying out his design, but never his 
mistress, controlling him in carrying out his plans.?? 

‘I do-not doubt that the association of Captain 
Meigs as superintendent, with Mr. Walter as 
architect, has been very beneficial. 

The business of the architect is ornament; the 
business of the engineer is construction, solidity, 
adaptation, and proper enconomy in management. 
‘When the present Executive came into office 
under all this clamor of insolidity, of construc- 
tion, of extravagance in expenditure, of fraud and 
corruption in expenditure, he determined to place 
an officer of engineers in charge. It was at the 
earnest solicitation of the Secretary of the Interior 
himself that the matter was transferred from his 
Department to the Secretary of War; and from 
personal reasons, which—without any disrespect 
to him—may be supposed to have existed; and 
also because, when an engineer was putin charge, 
it seemed to be better to place him under the War 
Department, to whose orders he was generally 
subject. A commission was appointed to con- 
sider the propriety ofmaking the changes proposed 
by Captain Meigs in the interior arrangement of 
the building—to secure halls suitable for public 
debate and legislation—he having been called upon 
by the Executive, on being placed in charge of 
the building, to report upon the adaptation of the 
building as first designed for that purpose. His 
statement of the principles which guided him in 
devising new plans, with drawings of the plans 
themselves, were submitted to the consideration 
of gentlemen of well known science and reputa- 
tation in the country. They approved of the 
alterations proposed by the engineer; and after | 
their full consideration, the changes of the plan 
were approved and determined on by the Execu- | 
tive. It may be supposed that there was a viola- | 
tion of propriety in changing a plan which had 
been determined upon by a former Execu tive; but 
T beg leave to remark that Mr. Fillmore, although | 
he had approved Mr. Walter’s pian, had never | 

iven an official sanction to it. There was to be | 

ound no drawing which he had indorsed with 


he said, and replied in. the same tone, and I 
heard him distinctly; and I believe, so far as 
acoustic principles are concerned, these chambers 
will prove to be a triumph. In regard to the 
other matter I do not profess to haveany knowl- 
edge, and I trust in those who have. Iwill not 
set up my uninformed judgment against theirs. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave not heard a word of the 
complaints spoken of by the Senator from Mary- 
land. I have heard of no charges of corrup- 
tion; and, therefore, I shall not be governed in 
my vote by any of the considerations thrown 
out by the honorable Senator from Maryland. I 
have not a word to say against the ornaments or 
against the statuary. I will only say, that if the 
Statuary we are to have, is not to be better than 
what we have had, the further off from the Cap- 
itol it is, the better I shall like it. Iam never in 
favor of mobs; but if there ever shall be a mob in 
the city of Washington, I hope the first thing 
they do will be to break down the statuary on 
the eastern portico—Columbus, the Indian, the 
dog, and the whole concern—let it all go. 

But, sir, I remember a contest which was car- 
ried on in this body, and in Congress, for years, 
in which I took one side, and I mean to stick to 
it now. That side finally prevailed in our na- 
tional armories, and I hope it will prevail in regard 
to our national Capitol; and that is, to introduce 
the healthful change of letting mechanics work 
under civil instead of military superintendents, 
That principle governed me and governed a ma- 
jority of both Houses in relation to our national 
armories. I believed it was wise then, and I 
believe it is wise now; and 1 do not know any 
sort of reason why we should require mechanics 
to work under matey superintendents. 

Mr. PEARCE. Does the gentleman know of 
any complaints of mechanics? 

Mr. HALE. Isaid at the outset that I had not 
heard any complaints from anybody in relation 
to the subject-matter on which the Senator from 
Maryland had spoken, and therefore 1 would say 
nothing about it. Since that question has been 
put to me, I will say that there has been a single 
mechanic, whose name I do not know, who has 


his appobation, so as to make the thing conelu- 
sive. The President considered with much de- 
liberation whether, under all the circumstances, 
he had a right to make any changes; but, finding 
there had been no official approval by his prede- į 
cessor, he concluded he had a right to make such | 
changes as he thought proper. The changes, 
therefore, were made by which these chambers 
will have no exterior windows. They will be 
lighted from above, and will be supplied with no 
other light except as it may find way through | 
the doors. But there is no fear ofa deficiency of | 
light. 

Mr. HALE. How about air? 

Mr. PEARCE. The air is to be supphed on 
principles which scientifc men say will furnish it 
better than any mere supply of air from the exte- | 
rior through the windows. I doubt whether we 
are competent to consider that subject. For my | 
own part, I think it is safer that those who are in- |! 
experts, should rely on the judgment of those who 
are experts. If in our common sense we should | 
undertake to throw aside the teachings of learning | 
and science on this subject, we should probah] 
find that we were only lundering from one diffi- 
culty intoagreater onc. But letany one stand near 
that window on a hot day, with the sun shining, | 
and fecl the warmth that comes in, and then go | 
in front of the wall of the fire-place, and perceive 
the difference of temperature, and let him exam- | 
ine the thermometer which hangs there, and the | 
one which hangs back of your seat, sir, and see | 


that there are several degress of difference, and | 


he will find perhaps there is not so much motive i 


in letting in exterior air by large windows, as we || 


might otherwise suppose. As I believe, the | 
British Parliament Houses are supplied with air | 
in this mode; and my friend from New Hamp- į 
Shire [Mr. BELL] says it works admirably. The | 
acoustics of the Houses of Parliament have i 
proved to be a failure. It is impossible for any | 
one to say whether they will prove a failure én i] 
this case or not; but this much I will say, that, į 
taking greatinterestin this subject, | wentthrough 
one of these chambers the other day, which is 
now filled with scaffolding. I stood at one end, | 
and sent a man to the other, and spoke to him in; 


| 
il 
ʻi 
i 
ji 


| country who 


skill, science, 
without the superintendence of the Department 


an ordinary tone of voice. Ele heard me distinctly | 


spoken to me. He suggested this inquiry: “ what 


necessity is there for the mechanics here, doing 
mechanics’ work for the Government of the Uni- 
ted States, being subjected to military superintend- 
ence??? I would not have mentioned it if the 
question had not been asked me; because I did 
not know the man’s name, and do not know it 
now. Ithink the Senate, to be consistent with 
the action they have taken in relation to the 
national armories, ought to agree to this provision 
of the House. The business of the national 
armorics—the manufacture of arms—would sccm 
with greater propricty to require military super- 
intendence. It seems to me that the building of 
the Capitol may be carried on by the mechanical 
skill, taste, science, and education of the coun- 
try, without the superintendence of the Army. 
By adhering to this pro vision of the House, and 
coinciding with their action, we pass no censure 
upon anybody. We do not pass a judgment on 


il any of the charges of fraud which have been made ; 


but we simply say that the building of these ad- 
ditions is not the appropriate subject of military 
superintendence, and that the mechanics of the 
are here employed may proceed to 
do this work, as they do all other work in the 
country, under civil superintendence. 

Sir, the United States, when they have under- 


|i taken architectural or artistic efforts, whether in 


the way of sculpture or pain ting, or of construct- 
ing buildings or ships, have not generally been 
more successful than private enterprise has been 
in the same departments. I think we need not 
go out of the city of Washington to find collec- 
tions of statuary—of paintings certainly—vastly 
execeding in merit those of the United States. 
Better taste is displayed by private individuals; 
and not only better taste, but greater skill, in 
erecting buildings and constructing ships—war 
ships — by private enterprise, without military 
superintendence, than by the United States, when 
they undertake to do the same work. F think it 
is an Impeachment of the mechanical interest in 
this country to say they cannot furnish sufficient 
and intellect, to do this work, 


of War. 
Besides, though I know but little of the history 


of this matter, I remember that not long ago we 
were building at the Little Falls of the Potomac 
a very expensive and splendid bridge. twas to 
be perfectly solid and excellent. It was put under 
the superintendence of some officer in the military 
department, in the ordnance or engineer corps; 
and the first report we had was that his bri ge 
was at the bottom of the stream. Before he got 
it built, it fell, and the Government was under the 
expense of removing a structure which had been 
begun by the science of the military department. 
It found itself at the bottom of the stream which 
it was intended to bridge, and we had to go on 
with a second experiment. That was one of the 
experiments which we tried with the superintend- 
ence of the Army. 

It is said that, under the old management, com- 
plants were made about the durability and safety 
of the foundation of the Capitol. If I remember 
rightly—the Senator from Maryland ean cor- 
roborate me if I am wrong—we ordered an in- 
vestigation, and the investigation was had by the 
officers of the Army. The commission sent to 
examine these foundations made a very thorough 
and minute examination of the foundations put 
in by Mr. Strong, I think, and report that they 
were all sound, and that rumors prejudicial to 
them were unfounded. 

Mr. PEARCE. I think the report was, that 
the sills would answer with certain alterationa 
and amendments. 

Mr.HALE. Ofcourse. What use would there 
have been to have a commission to examine them, 
if they did not report that some alterations were 
necessary? I remember the report, for I was a 
member of the body at the time; and it was, that 
these were unfounded, and the foundations were 
sufficient. J do not know enough about archi- 
tecture, or acoustics, or artistic skill, to judge 
of the propriety of the change which was made 
when this building was transferred from the last 
Administration to the present; but I know thatit 
struck me unpleasantly. It struck me that if we 
wanted to breathe the air which God gave to us to 
breathe, we had better take it as He sends it from 
His heavens, rather than pump it out of the cellar 
by steam-engines. What would the Senator 
from Maryland have done if the boiler had burst 
right in the midst of his eloquence. {Laughter.] 
We should have been deprived ôf the benefit of 
it. The wind would have given out upon which 
the Senator spoke, if he relied on the steam-engine 
to pump it out of the cellar instead of taking it as 
it comes from the heavens through windows. I 
confess that the thing has always struck me un- 
favorably. I have thought that when the Infinite 
Creator of the world made the air for us to 
breathe, and spread it all around us, we had better 
take it the way He sends it to us. I think He 
understands the way to send it to us quite as well 
as the Secretary of War, who believes it had 
better be pumped up out of the cellar by a steam- 
engine. I may be mistaken, for, as I have said, 
I have not skill, taste, or talent enough to say 
that the Secretary’s plan is not better than the 
original one of the Maker of heaven and earth, 
But, aside from that, I contend that the House 
of Representatives have done exactly right; and 
I hope that having, after long controversy, after 
a painful struggle of years, come to the conclu- 
sion that it was not necessary to have a military 
superintendent for mechanics to work under in 
the armories, we shall not depart from it now in 
the case of building this Capitol. ; 

Mr. PEARCE. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is a lawyer, and I do not know that itis any 
reproach to the profession to say, that there is in 
his profession a facility of changing sides, which 
does not lose anything in his person, 1 dare say 
he thinks consistency is a jewel, and that he isa 
very consistent man; but | recollect that the day 
before yesterday he told us in reference to a cer- 
tain work called the Nautical Almanac, that there 
Was ‘ho reason in the world for having it done in 
private establishments, when we had public estab- 
lishments to which we could resort. He was 
then for going to the regular officer, at the head 
of the Government establishment, for that work; 
and he wanted to know—that was one of his illus- 
trations which I did not answer then because I 
was cut off—whether we ran all around to get our 
cannon, when we had armories at which they 
could be got. 

Mr. HALE. Arms, not cannon. 
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Mr. PEARCE. We do buy special arms occa- 
sionally, but we find it to our interest to manu- 
facture for ourselves in general. As to cannon, 
we have no foundery in the United States, except 
the experimental one of Lieutenant Dahlgren, 
at the navy-yard here. The Senator then was 
an advocate of the employment of those persons 
regularly devoted to the service of the Govern- 
mentin these things, A few days ago he thought 
we ought not to build ships in our navy-yards, 
but give employment in this line to private con- 
tractors, which isa great mistake, by-the-by, and 
Tthink the experience of the next few months 
will conclusively show the mistake. We have 
tried that experiment, with what advantage the 
country will soon see. I will stake any reputa- 
tion I may have for common sense, that the eyes 
of those who talk about old fogy constructors in 
the service of the Government, will be opened in 
a short time. 

Now the Senator seems to think that we ought 
not to have any military superintendence, but 
should return to the exploded’ system of civil 
supervision. Ihave heard no good reason as- 
signed for it. He has not evidenced any com- 
plaint but the single representation of a man 
unknown, who wanted to know why they should 
have military instead of civil superintendents. 
Well, sir, we have a military man superintending, 
but we have no military superintendence in the 
proper sense of the word. There is no enforce- 
ment of military discipline, no enforcement of 
military respect, or of military habits—nothing 
at all but the enforcement of that sort of disci- 
pline which ought to prevail, and does prevail, in 
every well-regulated civil establishment. All this 
clamor about military superintendence has no 
other foundation than the fact, that an officer of 
engineers performs the same duties required of a 
civilian. 

As to ventilation: The gentleman is facetious 
about blowing up, and all that; but I am informed, 
and I have no doubt itis true, that the plan of 
ventilation which is adopted in the wings of the 
Capitol, has not only been successful in the 
Houses of Parliament, as I mentioned before, but 
has been introduced successfully, and is being 
introduced wherever they have the means of doing 
it, into a class of buildings which, perhaps, are 
constructed with more attention to fitness and 
right rule than any in the country;—I mean the 
insane asylums, where ventilation is an important 
thing. In a number of those asylums, the very 
same plan of ventilation proposed here has been 
introduced. I think that is good evidence of its 
practicability and advantages. 

While I am up, I will make a correction of 
another erroneous statement on this subject, 
which I intended before to notice, but forgot to 
do so. An honorable gentleman of the other 
House, no doubt on information which he be- 


lieved satisfactory, stated that the present super- | 


intendent had added .two hundred columns to 
those in the original plan of this building. I have 
ascertained the fact to be, that, so far from having 
added two hundred columns, he has largely re- 
duced the number of columns. There were, in 
the original plan, ninety-six columns estimated 
for the great porticos, but they were to have 
wooden roofs and plaster ceilings. These he 
thought were inappropriate, as every architect, 
I presume, would think. He thought the roofs 
ought to be of metal, and the ceilings of marble, 


and it was so determined; and as the ceilings | 


were to be made of marble, it was deemed neces- 
sary to put up two more columns on each eastern 
portico, to sustain the additional weight; so that 


the exterior columns have been increased from } 


ninety-six to one hundred, it is true, but then 
there has been a reduction of sixty columns in 
the interior of the building. Thus, instead of 
there having been an addition of two hundred 
columns to the whole building, there has been 
actually a diminution of fifty-six. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. There is one view of the 
subject which I beg leave to present in addition 
to those so well stated by the Senator from Mary- 
land. The proposition which comes from the 
House is aimed principally at two gentlemen now 
in the public service, Captain Meigs, who has 
charge of the Capitol extension, and Captain 
Bowman, a citizen of Pennsylvania, and constit- 
uent of mine, who has charge of all the custom- 
houses, marine hospitals, post offices, and other 


public buildings throughout the country, under 
the direction of the Treasury Department. The 
House of Representatives recently raised a com- | 
mittee for the purpose of investigating the pro- 
ceedings of Captain Bowman, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury; and without 
laying the testimony before the House, without 
completing that investigation, they rendered judg- 
ment and endeavored to turn him out of office by 
this provision. That is the proposition as it comes 
to us from the House. 

Now, sir, I venture to say there is nothing in 
that investigation which touches either the in- 
tegrity of the Secretary of the Treasury or of 
Captain Bowman, who has charge of the differ- 
ent public structures under that Department. He 
has been for twenty or thirty years in the public 
service. He is as high-minded and true a man, 
as competent an engineer, and as competent a 
mechanic too, permit me to inform the Senator 
from New Hampshire, as ever worea hat. There 
is nothing in the testimony which has been eli- 
cited before that committee which he would with- 
hold from the public for a moment. Is it right 
to arraign a public officer, and before his defense 
is put in, ay, before half the testimony is re- 
ceived, to render judgment against him and turn 
him out of office? It is clearly unjust. Captain 
Bowman, by a regulation of the military service, 
can enter Into no controversy of this kind; yet 
they are investigating his conduct and proceed- 
ing against him before a committee of the House 
of Representatives, and propose to turn him out | 
of office, when they dare not submit the testi- 
mony which they have already taken. ‘That in- 
vestigation, I believe, was commenced for polit- 
ical purposes. It will end in the triumphant vin- | 
dication, not only of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, but of Captain Bowman and the other offi- 
cers having charge of the construction of these | 
buildings. This is the view of the subject which 
I took the floor to present. 

Now, sir, what shall we gain by this change ? 
These buildings are being constructed. It is pro- 
posed to turn out of office, without allegations, 
without charges, or at any rate without charges 
that are proved, those entrusted with thcir super- 
intendence. No gentleman on this floor has 
undertaken to make a charge against either the 
head of the War Department, or the Treasury 
Department, or against any officer having the 


3 


superintendence of these public buildings under | 
The buildings are half up. | 


those Departments. 
Under such circumstances it is proposed to put 
in their places new men unacquainted with the 

proccedings up to this time, who must learn the 

busimess over again. You cannot get a man from 

civil life to take Captain Meigs’s place for Jess į 
than ten thousand dollars a year, and ‘‘ stealings”’ 
besides. 

A Srenaror. How much are they? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I do not know; but they 
are considerable whenever you let out work of | 
this kind to private jobbers. Captain Meigs has 
nothing but his pay and emolumentsas an officer 
of the Army. 
you would be obliged to pay another individual. 
‘The work on the Capitol has been successfully 
prosecuted under Captain Meigs, and the other 
structures have been successfully prosccuted 
under Captain Bowman, so far as I know. 

Then what do we gain by making this change? 
Nothing whatever. The Senator from New 
Hampshire informs us that mechanics ought to 
be employed under mechanics. Why, sir, they | 
never objected to this. Some gentleman came to 
him about it, whose name was not mentioned, | 
and that is the only one. I have not heard of 
mechanics’ complaints. They have sent no me- 
morial here. They are entirely satisfied. The 
work is going on. Why should we make this | 
rude change on mere rumor, and that rumor got ! 
up by interested persons for the purpose of dis- | 
missing these faithful officers, so that they may 
get their places, on charges made for political 
purposes in the House of Representatives? I 
hope the amendment proposed by the Committee 
on Finance will prevail, and that this clause in 


| 
the bill of the House of Representatives will be | 
i 


stricken out. 

Mr. PEARCE. I beg the Senate to indulge 
me for a single moment, while I make a reply 
which I had intended making, but which escaped 
me before, (as I took no notes,) to the Senator 


He docs not get one fifth what jj 


from New Hampshire. He.spoke about the free 
air of heaven which God had given us, and 
wanted to know why we could not take it-as-he 
had given it tous? Well, sir, when we take it 
as God has given it to us, we must take it under 
the conditions with which He has given it to us. 
We must take it, not ina house built-with hands, 
but in that only house which he has furnished— 
the surface of the broad earth, with its.carpet of. 
green, and canopy of blue, and glittering of stars. 

If we are to take the air only as. Heaven gives it 
to us, we must desert the Capitol. If not, if we 
will sit here, we must obviate by artificial means 
the inconveniences to which all human structuresi 
j are able. Heaven, which sends the warmth of 
| summer, decrees also the cold rigors of winter. 
| Would the Senator have us sit here without fur- 

naces or fireplaces to dispel these rigors, because 
; nature ordains them, and. we must take them as 
they were sent? Heaven gives us air, the Senator 
says, and therefore our Senate Chamber must be 
supplied with it only through windows in the 
walls. Does Providence make the windows any 
more than the walls? 

This sort of talk is unworthy of the Senator, 
land disparages himself, because his intellect is 
above all such puerilities. When we occupy a 
great house like this, and filled with such assem- 
blies as are usually found here, we must guard 
i against the ill effects of confined and heated air, 
and supply ample ventilation by the best known 
| means. This must be supplied otherwise than 
through windows which we know to be insuffi- 
cient in summer, and which, if open in winter, 
would freeze out of us all these fancies, that the 
|| provisions of nature must be accepted without 
attempting to ameliorate them. : 

Mr. HALE. I will not detain the Senate; but 
| I want to say a word in answer to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, because the tenor of his 
remarks leads me to believe that he thought I 
wished to put myself in the attitude of attacking 
Captain Meigs or Captain Bowman. I disclaim 
it entirely. Captain Meigs I have seen once or 
twice; but if I ever heard Captain Bowman’s 
i name until it was spoken by the Senator from 
| Pennsylvania, it entirely escaped me. I did not 
know there was such a man on the face of the 
earth, though I may possibly have heard his 
| name. I disclaim entirely any purpose of attack- 
i ing them, and do not want any such issue. 

Now as to my friend from Maryland. I can 
never deal with him in a matter of rhetoric; he 
always beats me decidedly in that; and no doubt 
it was a very weak allusion which I made; but 
let me tell an anecdote. The late chief justice 
| Parker, of Massachusetts, said he did not know = 
but one thing on earth which was more foolishthan 


|| Masonry, and that was anti-masonry. [Laughter.] 


I will give up my suggestion; for the free air was 
weak; but I certainly think the answer to it goes 
to the comparative, if not the superlative degree. 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I shall vote 
against the amendment offered by the committee, 
and I shall do iton general principles. It seems 
| to me that the policy recently adopted in Con- 
| gress is to put the whole power of this Govern- 
ment under the control of the War Department. 
| We cannot improve a harbor or river, we cannot 
propose a railway to the Pacific, we cannot even 
propose a wagon road to the Pacific, without 
| putting it under the control of the War Depart- 
iment. That Department, it seems, wields nearly 
the whole of the Government, and it loses none 
| of the power intrusted to it, under the adminis- 
tration of the gentleman who now administers it. 
The House of Representatives propose to take 
the public buildings from the War Department, 
| and place them under the control of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior. If Senators will look to the 
law establishing the Department of the Interior, 
they will see that, by a just interpretation of the 
provisions of that law, that Department should 
have the construction and care of the public 
buildings of the country. h à 

I join in no denunciations against Captain 
Meigs, or any other officer detailed by the Secre- 
tary of War to superintend the construction of 
public buildings. I shall act upon general prin- 
ciples of public. policy—principles that I shall 
adhere to at all times. Iam opposed to increas-, 
ing the already too great powers of the. War 
Department, and I am decidedly opposed to” 
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military superintendence. I-would put the public 

buildings and the improvements of harbors under 

the. control: of the Department of the Interior, 
- and under the direction of civilians. 

Sir, t have here a letter written: by Mr, Buch- 
anan on the 12th of July, 1842, in which the 
same doctrine that the House of Representatives 
-has sustained is maintained; and I hope the Sen- 
ator front Maryland, whe has just avowed his 
intention. to support that gentleman ‘for the Pres- 
idency, will sustain the opinions avowed by him 
as early as: 1842, to a portion of his own constit- 
uents: Tn a letter of that date, written in the 
Senate Chamber, Mr. Buchanan says: 

f : t SENATE Cnamper, July 12, 1842. 

Dear Str: The pressure of public business has pre- 

vented me from acknowledging the receipt of your letter at 
an earlier day. I cheerfully espouse your cause. I am 
clearly of opinion that the workmen at our armories ought 


to be placed under a civil and not inilitary superintend- | 


ence; and J sincerely regret that a majority of. the Senate 
have thought differently. In what manner the question may 
be decided by the House I cannot anticipate, yet I fear the 
result. ` Yours, sincerely, 

x JAMES BUCHANAN. 

If I understand this question of the enlarge- 
ment of the Capitol, the estimates were made by 
Mr. Walter, to cost $2,600,000. President Fill- 
more, in consultation with the proper committees 
of the Senate and House of Representatives, en- 
tered upon that work, and committed it to the 
care of the Department of the Interior. When 
the present Administration came into power, the 
work was taken from the Department and placed 
under military superintendence. Changes have 
been made: these changes have cost vast sums 
of money. The $2,600,000 have beenall expended 
excepting a few dollars that may last, perhaps, two 
or three weeks; and now Captain Meigs comes 
to Congress and asks for an additional appropri- 
ation to the $2,600,000 first estimated to com- 
pee the building, of $2,835,183 34. This sum, 
he says, is to complete the building; and it does 
not include the dome, which will cost more than 
a million of dollars, as I venture to say that dome 
will cost $1,500,000. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Allow me to state a fact 
to the Senator from Massachusetts, or rather to 
make an inquiry. ‘Does he not know that the 
dome was commenced without the advice, and 
not only without the recommendation, but against 
the opinion, not merely of the Secretary of War, 
but of Captain Meigs? Itis one of the congres- 
sional jobs. : 

Mr. WILSON. That may be so; itis so. It 
so happens, however, that the Secretary of War 
recommended that these wings should be placed 
at a distance from the main building in order that 

' the Hall of the House of Representatives might 
be, at least, ventilated by windows on three sides, 
A change has been made, and the Hall of the 


House of Representatives is not ventilated at all | 


by side windows. Ido not know, I cannot tell, 
1 doubt whether any member of the Senate can 
tell, whether that plan will work well or not. 
There has been mismanagement somewhere, or 
the architect miscalculated greatly the cost of the 
building. It was estimated to cost $2,600,000. 
That sum has been expended, and $2,835,000 are 
asked; and I have no idea that amount will com- 
plete it. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania alludes to the 
committee of investigation that has been raised 
by the House of Representatives. The Senator 
makes the charge that this is for partisan pur- 

oses. Well, sir, I do not know that it may not 
be so. A great many acts are performed here 
for partisan purposes hard] worthy of the Senate 
orof the House. We had an illustration of the 
littleness and meanness of partisan warfare the 
other day in the resolution of the Senator from 


Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bicter.] But, sir, com- | 


pens have been made in regard to your public 
uildings, not only in Washington, but in the 
country, and the House of Representatives have 


raised a committee of investigation. The Sena- | 


tor from Pennsylvania undertakes to tellus what 
the result will be. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania does not know what the evidence before 


that committee is, for that evidence has not been | 


presented to the House, the Senate, or the coun- 
try. It-may exonerate all the persons connected 
with the Government, or it may implicate persons 
connected with this Government, and show that 
dish ouesty has ruled the counsels of some persons 
high in office. Thatthere has been extravagance 


i 
i 
i 
i the cheap, loose, friable sandstone that comes | 
J 
| 
i 
| 


| built as it is of unsightly sandstone, and 


‘material, and in a style 


in regard to this Capitol, and other buildings in 
the city of Washington, and in the country, no 
man of common intelligence doubts for a single 
moment. That these extravagances and mistakes 
ought to be corrected should be admitted by all; 
and that correction must be applied by Congress. 
The House of Representatives has performed 
another act. They have arrested the completion 
of the aqueduct. for this city. I believe that, if 
that aqueduct had been commenced as it ought 
to have been commenced, adapted to the real and 
future wants of this capital, the House of Rep- 
resentatives would have sustained it; but it was 
commenced on a grand and magnificent scale, | 
capacious enough to furnish water to supply the 
largest capital in the world—three times larger 
than the aqueduct to supply the great city of New | 
York. The House of Representatives has ar- 
rested this extravagance; and it deserves the 
thanks of the country for arresting a scheme that 
would have cost millions for its completion. | 
I know nothing about Captain Meigs. Inever 
| saw him. I have no charges to make against 
| him. But I shall vote on this, as on all other 
questions, to place ‘the erection of the pubiic 
buildings of the country under the control of the 
Secretary of the Interior, and under civil super- 
intendence. 1am tired of this military domina- | 
| tion. That Department of.this Government rules 
everywhere now; it is put everywhere now; and 
under the dictatorial and dominating chieftain, 
| who administers that part of the Government, Í 
feel we have now little else in this Government. 
Mr. PEARCE. There isa single remark I de- 
before the debate progresses further. Ido not | 
| mean to enter into the argument, though there is 
abundant room for it. In regard to estimates of | 
the Capitol, it is very true, as has been stated, that | 
theoriginalestimateof Mr. Walter was $2,600,000. | 
That was not Captain Meigs’s estimate at all | 
That estimate, I am persuaded, was made upon 
the bids that were offered. There was a bid for 
marble workof, I think, some seven hundred thou- 
sand dollars; but it so turned out that the marble i 
was not the sort proper to be employed, and it | 
was adjudged on a very careful examination bya j 
scientific commission that this was not the best 
material, and that it was advisable to procure | 
a closer-grained marble.than that which was of- | 
fered, and upon which this estimate was made. | 
The marble being obtained from another place, | 
the contractor who made that bid contended that 
| he had aright to have the contract for labor, as 
| his bid for labor was lower. He got that contract | 
| for labor; and for the labor alone which has been 
put on this marble, he has been paid half a million | 


| calculation of what the actual cost would’ be. 


| With the estimate made by the gentleman who is 


| circumstances which I have mentioned. 
But let me call the attention of the Senate to one 
fact. These new wings are going to occupy more 


are made in the most expensive and elegant style | 
of art. Itis natural to suppose, therefore, that | 
they would cost more; but 
what this building cost? 


i 
| 
i 
i 
cisely, but I am very 


Iam not speaking pre- | 
sure I am not wrong when | 
I say it cost over three millions of dollars, ex- | 
ecuted ata time when labor was much lower than 
it is now; and the stone of which it was built was 


from the Potomac. Now we build the wings 
of costly marble, which comes several hundred } 
miles, which has to travel overa railroad one hun- 
dred miles before it gets to navigation. See what | 
a vast difference there is in that alone ! If, with | 
the material so much inferior and cheaper, this 
building cost us over three millions of dollars, 
finished | 


sire to make, which it seems to me I should make f 


dollars, which shows that the estimate on which | 
he made his bid of the cost of the marble work, į 


was purely a conjectural one, without any just | 


| Captain Meigs, as I said before, has made no i 
; estimate at all. Heis not chargeable, I take it, 


sull employed as the architect; andeven the esti- | 
mate of the latter may well be justified under the 


f 
t 
| 
| 


space than the old Capitol—indced nearly double | 
| as much. Theyare built of richermateriäl accord- fi 
; Ing to the provisions of the act of Congress. They | 


can anybody tell me |! 


in a great many instances without any view to; 


| architectural ornament, but with plain plaster and |; 


whitewash, is it at all extravagant that the new! 
building, so much finer, and of so much better | 
of such artistic excel-! 


lence, should cost $5,000,000? 1 will venture 
to say, that no one believed, when the estimate of 
$2,600,000 was made, that it was to be built for 
such a sum. I never believed it. As for the idea 
thrown out, that nobody of common sense can 
believe but that there are vast abuses and extrava- 
gance, I can say nothing, except that, if I be a 
man of common sense, there is one at least does 
not think that there has been such extravagance. 
I believe, on the contrary, the work has been ex- 
ecuted with a singular degree of accuracy and 
economy. J think it is an honor to the gentle- 
man who is employed, and he sheuld not be 
robbed of this. He is a captain of engineers 
with a salary of only $1,800 per annum. That 
is all you give him for toil such as no officer in 
your service undergoes, and ever did undergo, in 
civil employment. “Many and many a time has 
that gentleman worked fifteen or sixteen hours 


|a day at the various employments.devolved on 


him by these superintendencies—and working for 
what? You would give $10,000 a year to a civil 
engineer for it. What is he to get by it? Fame. 
His is one of those superior minds to whom glory 
is its own reward, who scorns all meaner views. 
Had he been a man of different sort, it would 
have been an easy matter for him to be released 
from this work, and go down to little Fort Madi- 
son, on the Severn, where about $10,000 were to 
be expended, and carn his $1,800 ayear without 
an hour’s work a day; but for honest fame, the 
fame due to a man of genius and taste and incor- 
ruptible integrity, he has sacrificed the best years 
of his life in the hardest work, I will venture to 
say, ever performed under this Government, in 
similar service, and for that he gets $1,800 a year 
—as much as one of your messengers who car- 
ries papers from the Capitol down to the Depart- 
ments! 

Mr. BRODHEAD. In alluding to this subject, 
and charging extravagance on the part of those 
having control of the Capitol extension, the dome 
is constantly referred to, Now, sir, the Capitol 
extension is under the control of the Secretary of 
War, and Captain Meigs is the active superin- 
tendent. Neither of these gentlemen had any- 
thing to do with recommending this dome. 1 
have before me a letter from the Secretary of 
War, in which he says: 

“This work was authorized by Congress upon plang 
adopted by a committee, without any conswtation with this 
Department.” 

That is the way you treated a department of this 
Government, to whom you had given the charge 
of the Capitol extension. The dome was com- 
menced before the wings were completed, and 
that, too, in pursuance of an enactment by the 
wisdom of Congress! There is no wisdom in it, 
sir. He further says: 

& As the queries propounded on the part of the committee 
Would seem to imply that certain investigations should have 
been made by this Department before the plan of the new 
dome was submitted, it may not be improper to state, that 
the Congress decided to remove the existing dome and to 
construct a new one according to a plan specified in the act 
of appropriation, without an expression.of opinion on the 
part of this Department, either as to the purpose for which 
the appropriation was made, or the architectural design ac- 
cording to which it was to be expended.’”? 

This dome was not only commenced without 
consulting the head of the Department. having 
charge of the Capitol extension, but against his 
opinion; and yet Captain Meigs and the War 
Department are constantly charged with this ex- 
travagance. 

Now, sir, in regard to the testimony before the 
committee of the House of Representatives, to 
which the Senator from Massachusetts referred. 
He says no person can know what that testimony 
is, Or What it will result in. It was not taken in 
acorner; and J undertake to say, notwithstand- 
ing they have not submitted it to the House of 
Representatives; notwithstanding the House of 
Representatives have rendered judgment upon it 
without having read it there,—it is known to the 
public, and it does not touch the integrity of 
either the Secretary of the Treasury or Captain 
Bowman. 

Mr. WILSON. ‘Will the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON. 1 ask the Senator how he 
knows what the evidence taken before that com- 
mittee is? It was taken in secret, and no report 
of it has ever been made. Will the Senator tell 


me how he knows anything about it ? 
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the committee rooms of this Capitol, open to any 
gentleman who chooses to enter, and especially 
open to any.member of Congress. The parties 

‘accused are there; the witnesses have a right to 
say what they testified to; and I undertake to say 
those accused are willing and anxious that the 
testimony should be laid before the public. The 
result will not only acquit the head of the Treas- 
ury Department:and Captain Bowman, having 
this work in charge, but will be highly credit- 
able to them. That is my judgment. 

Mr. BROWN. Lhave a very short speech to 
make on this question, and it will be confined 
simply to an assignment of reasons why I shall 
vote to sustain the amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Finance. If it were an original 
proposition, I should be in favor of civil super- 
tendency. I think that is right, and I should 
have preferred it. 1f we were now simply to de- 
cide the question whether these buildings should 


be erected under military or civil superintend- | 


ency, | would take the latter; but that is not the 
question presented to us. 

Congress authorized the Secretary of War to 
take these buildings in charge. Congress did not 
restrict him as to the choice of a superintendent. 
He was left at liberty to take his superintendent 
from civil life, or go into the Army for him. 
Being a gentleman raised to the Army, he pre- 
ferred to go into the service for a superintendent. 
For several years the Capitol extension has been 
progressing, and Congress has made no com- 

laint. Now it is said material alterations have 

een ordered in the original plan of the building, 
and gentlemen predict with great confidence that 
the result will be a failure in the structure when 
it is completed, owing to these changes. We 
hear a great deal of this out of doors, and a great 
deal of it in doors, Iam incapable of judging on 
a point like that; I know too little of architecture; 
I eee too little of this particular structure ta be 
able to give any opinion as to whether these com- 
plaints are well or ill founded; but this I know, 
if these predictions shall be verified, I ought to 
have the means of locating the responsibility. 1f 
the work goes on to its completion, as it has gone 
on thus far, and a failure is the result, I shall 
know, and the country will know, whom to cen- 
sure; but now, when the building is almost com- 
pleted, when the material parts of it are already 
done, or so near done as to be, we may say, al- 
most completed, if you interfere and change the 
plan, who will be responsible for the failure, if 
failure occur? The War Department and its 
friends will doubtless say, ‘if you had let our 
plan alone, the building would have been suc- 
cessful.” The Interior Department and its friends 
will say, ‘The original plan was so manifestly 
faulty, that we thought it proper to change it.” 
In the conflict the country will never be able to 
decide who is to blame. If, I say again, we were 
laying the foundations of this building to-day, 
and the question was whether it should be erected 
under civil or military superintendence, I would 
go for the civil department; but that is not the 
question as it is now presented. i 

The complaints of abuse furnish to my mind 
an additional reason why this amendment ought 
to be adopted. a 
lightly as to throw, by our votes, a suspicion over 
the reputation of all connected with the erection 
of these buildings, upon mere vague charges, 
thrown out looscly, for which nobody is respons- 
ible except the individuals who utter them? Sen- 
ators say there has been great extravagance and 
waste of the public money in the construction of 
this building. Where is your evidente of that? 
Intimations are thrown out that there has been 
not only extravagance, but something very nearly 
approaching corruption. Where is the evidence 
of that? Congress has been sitting now for eight 

` monthsand a half. If there was anything extrav- 
agant, anything. grossly wrong, it was the duty 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds to investigate it—not in secret, but in 
public; and long before this to have the evidence 
published, and laid before the two Houses of 
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atorfrom Maryland has given an explanation why 
that is so; but, without any such explanation, 
| when, from the foundation of the Government to 


, y publiç work constructed with- 

in the estimates? 
would be put up for the original estimates. 1 am 
not at all astonished that they have been exceeded. 
I wish myself (but it is only a wish, and one 
which I have no power to enforce,) that those 
who make estimates for us would do it in more 
sincerity; that they would estimate in the begin- 
ning for money enough, so that we might know 
precisely what we were chgaging in. 

Now one word in reference to the dome. I do 
not pretend to say where the blame is in reference 
to that structure; but this I say, from the official 
paper, that no committee of Congress ever re- 
ported in favor of taking down the old dome and 
putting up a new one. The official paper which į 
I hold in my hand shows that a single member 
of the House of Representatives, when the last | 
hours of the session were wearing out, on his 
own responsibility, brought in that proposition. 
Being inquired of, he answered promptly that he 
was not speaking as the organ of any committee; | 
that he spoke simply on his own individual re- 
sponsibility. The vote was taken, and it resulted 
| 70 yeas and 70 nays, and the Chair voted in favor | 
of the proposition, and thus it passed, there being 
present a very meager House, as you see, nearly | 


| ter of any man, 


never supposed the building |} 


have. been. sustained by any positive evidence in 
this branch. :I would not -uttera word here :to 
wound his feelings, or-reflect upon his: personal 
honor or character... I vote to ‘sustain this:prop- 
osition upon general -principlés, without- any. 
reference whatever to the management of Captain 
eigs. : ; of Sul 

The Senator from Mississippi says- that Con= 
gress placed the superintendence in the hands:of 
the Secretary of War. He may be right, but I 
think he is wrong, If I understand-the subject 
at all, Congress placed it in the hands. of the 
President, and President Fillmore placed it: in 
the hands of the. Secretary of the Interior, but 
when President Pierce came in, he changed it, 
and placed it-in the hands of the: Secretary of 
War. : 

A single word in regard to. my allusion to the 
evidence before the committee.of the House. I 
do not refer to any evidence taken in that esm- 
mittee against the management of Captain Meigs. 
I know nothing about the evidence in that com- 
mittee. It has never been reported. I said that 
the Senator from Pennsylvania did not. know. 
what that-evidence was. Now, sir, I will state 
a fact, and I state it upon the authority of amem- 
ber of the committee who knows whereof he 
‘affirms. The committee voted to take the evi- 
dence in secret. Persons who had no business 
there were not admitted. . They voted for that 
purpose, that no garbled statementshould go out 
of partial evidence to injure the personal charac- 
I think the committee. acted 
right. ‘They were careful to guard the reputation 
of men, into whose conduct they were making 
investigation, until the investigation was full and 
complete, and then the whole case will go out to 
the country doing injustice to no one. That is 
what I understand to be the course of that com- 


mittee. : 
BRODHEAD., 1 will ask my friend 


Mr. 
whether they excluded the persons accused ? 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly not. They excluded 
persons who had noright there-—-excluded persons 
from taking portions of the evidence to injure the 
character of the persons accused. The resolu- 
tion was adopted, if I unYerstand, in order to 

| protect the accused and prevent partial and garbled 
statements from going out to theirinjury. They 
propose to complete the investigation, and then 
give the evidence. ates i 

Mr. BRODHEAD. . I ask whether this Star 
Chamber proceeding was resolved upon at the in- 
stance of. the accused ? ; 

Mr. WILSON. Ido not know anything about 


Mr. BRODHEAD. No, sir;. they seek and 
court investigation. 

Mr. WILSON. Rumors are rife that misman- 
agement, if not corruption, exists. The House, 
asin duty bound, has taken notice of these ramors 
and reports so prejudicial to the character of the 
country and the honor of some of its officials. 
The committee, I understand, are acting with 
prudence and with delicacy. I hope it will make 
a thorough and complete investigation, and that 
the truth will come out, let it acquit or convict the 
persons accused by the reports in circulation, 
prejudical to the characters of gentlemen con- 
nected with the Government. 

Mr. FOSTER. Iam in favor of this amend- 
ment; and, it seems to me, that something more 


it 


| ninety members absent from their seats. One 
hundred thousand dollars was appropriated. I | 
say, on my own account, that, this being the | 
amount of appropriation thus made, I think it | 
would have been better, (while I find no fault,) į 
| if the old dome had been let alone until Congress | 
decided whether they were willing to engage in | 
an enterprise of putting up a dome which is now | 
estimated to cost $1,250,000. Lam not pleased | 
with that part of the work. I think the House | 
of Representatives in that regard has done well; | 
but here, what is it we are called upon to do as to 
the two wings of the Capitol? I hope they will 
| go on, and go on under the present superintend- 
ency—that there will be no change to confuse the 
public mind as to who is to blame if there shall be 
| a failure. 

Mr. WILSON. I will detain the Senate, Mr. 
President, but for a moment. I stated that I 
should vote for this change upon general princi- 


ples. I made no charges against Captain Meigs. 
I have heard no‘charges made against him that 


i 
i 
| 
J 


than general principles must guide the ‘Senate in 
their vote upon it. It does not depend, I think, 
merely on the question, whether the public works 
| should be under civil or military superinteggence? 
| If that were the question, my vote would be dif- 
| ferent; but it is not the question, as it strikes my. 
mind. It is stated here, that charges have: been 
made—and we are all aware of the fact—against 
those who are now concerned in the work, and 
it is said an investigation has been commenced 
into the truth of those charges. Now, without 
any report from the tribunal or body engaged in 
the investigation, if this amendment does not pre- 
vail, ii strikes my mind, we come to a result and 
pass a judgment on simple rumor and charge, 
| without any investigation whatever, l am not 
prepared to do that. I can, of course, give no 
opinion in respect to the truth or falsehood of the 
charges that have been made, except so far forth 
as I may happen to be acquainted with the. indi- 
viduals against whom these charges have- been 
preferred. In regard to one of thé officers,.Cap- 
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tain Meigs, who has charge of the Capitol works, 
I am not sufficiently acquainted with himto form 
an opinion. Certainly it is true, however, that 
his public reputation ought to protect him against 
any charge that has not received further investi- 
gation than this. y i 

In regard to the other officer named, Captain 
Bowman, of the engineers, I am acquainted with 
him, and it would require very strong evidence 
to-satisfy me that any charge affecting that gen- 
tleman’s honor, integrity, or ability was true. I 
have the highest confidence, from my knowledge 
of that officer, that such charges will not be found 
to be true. In regard to his competency, as an 
officer, certainly he needs no indorsement from 
me, and—to speak with all deference to the Sen- 
ate—he needs no indorsement from the Senate; 
for, sir, I have no hesitation in saying, without 
making any invidious comparisons between him 
and gentlemen either in civil or military life, that 
his superior, asa constructing engineer, does not 
live in the United States, either in civil or mili- 
tary life; and as an officer, and as a_man, I be- 
lieve his integrity and honor are as fair and spot- 
less as ofany man. Under these circumstances, 
I certainly cannot consent so to vote, as I, with- 
out really investigating the charge against him, 
assume it to be true. I trust the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Finance will be 
adopted, : 

Mr. BUTLER. Captain Bowman has been 
engaged for the last cight or ten years, I believe, 
in the city of Charleston, superintending the erec- 
tion of forts; and invariably, I have been told, 
when persons in the city of Charleston desire to 
select a commissioner, or any one who can throw 
the light of intelligence on any public work, and 
they have the option to apply to a civil engineer 
or to Captain Bowman, he is the favorite. He 
has given universal satisfaction, and is a man of 
eminent ability in his profession. That I am 
bound to say in justice to him, from what I have 
heard. I would like to know very much, before 
I sit down, whom gentlemen intend to put in the 

‘laces of Captain Bowman and Captain Meigs. 

c ought to know that before we vote to expel 
them from their offices. Bring in your men, and 
let me sec who they are, I dare say you have 
them. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, for the construc- 
tion of the two new additional wings of the Cap- 
ital provision was made without proper examina- 
tion and without responsibility. The first notice 
I had of it, was on the night of the passage of an 
appropriation bill. I voted against it for the plain 
reason that there was no plan, no estimate, none 
of those examinations which should be made 
prior to the construction of such an immense 
work as this, so immediately to affect the legis- 
lative bodies of the country. Somebody, by some 
means or other, introduced into an appropriation 
bill an appropriation for the two wings of the 
Capitol, leaving the whole matter to be arranged 
in the discretion of the President. As I say, I 
voted against it. At the next session an attempt 
was made to stop it, but I dislike that kind of 
legislative vacillation. in the country, and was 
opposed to stopping it, and voted accordingly. 
But such a building as this ought never to have 
beon authorized by the Legislature without every 
portion of the plans and estimates having been 
previously minutely examined by a committce of 
the two Houses. We utterly failed in our part. 

There are, in this clause of the bill sent to us 
by the House, two distinct points. One is to dis- 
miss gpa are called military superintendents 
every Where, and the other is to take this work 
from the War Department and put it in the Inte- 
rior Department. There is no necessary con- 
nection between these two propositions at all. 
There is no reason why, if you employ civil su- 
perintendents, they should not be under the direc- 
tion of the Department of War as well as under 
that of the Secretary of the Interior. The Secre- 
tary of War directs many civil agents in the per- 
formance of their duty; and if he conceives it 
necessary to have civil agents alone in this de- 
partment of the Government, they may just as 
well be required to be superintended by the Sec- 
retary of War as by the Secretary of the Interior. 
Why then make the change? You cannot make 
that change without an impatationon the War De. 
partment. Itis impossible, as everybody knows, 
that you can do it without a reflection on the 


ersonal conduct and character of the head of that 
epartment, to which I cannot consent. I have 
a high opinion of the Secretary of War, of his 
intelligénce, of his capacity, of his integrity, of 
his fitness to do his duty; and standing here as 
the friend of the Secretary of the Interior, which 
Lam, I hope, for the public considerations, and I 
hope for considerations connected with himself, 
no such transfer will take place. What position 
do you put him in? Here is the War Depart- 
ment which has carried this building forward from 
the commencement: as has been well said by the 
gentleman from Mississippi, it approaches almost 
its completion. The Secretary of War is ac- 
quainted with all that has taken place. Now, in 
the midst of the work, you transfer it to another 
Department of the Government, compelling the 
head of that Department to become acquainted 
with the routine of business, and then you divide 
responsibility, as the honorable Senator from 
Mississippi has justly said, between the two De- 
partments, and thus itfallson nobody. I repeat, 
there is no necessity for this transfer from one 
Department to another. They are equally de- 
partments of the American people, and either of 
the heads of these Executive Departments will do 
the duty required of him by the President under 
the provisions of the law, as there is a law for this. 
But, what is meant by “ military superintend- 
ence?”’ It is a kind of catchword that is used. 
Captain Meigs is a high and honorable man; 
none more so in the whole country. I have 
known him for years, and I believe he is as hon- 
est a man as walks the earth, perfectly acquainted 
with his duty. He has spent his life for twenty 
or twenty-one years in the service of the country, 
and passed through it with honor and without 
reproach. He is a military man, to be sure; that 
is, he happens to be a captain of the engineer 
corps. All his life he has had under his charge 
the construction of works of every description— 
one in my own immediate neighborhood. No 
man ever employed by him uttered a syllable 
against him, and no one else could. I ask, then, 
what is meant? You do not give him any mili- 
tary power. Captain Meigs has nothing to do 
with the men at work. He does not go there. 
They have their- civil superintendents under him 
—civil agents who direct them. He goes round 
and sees the progress of the building. If there is 
a defect, he points it out to the proper person. 
He is not with the men; he has no time to be 
with them; and, if he is with the men, will any 
one tell me that he has any military power over 
them, any more than if his parchment was for a 
civil capacity instead of a military one? any more 
than if the seal of the Interior or State Depart- 
ment was annexed to it instead of the seal of the 
Department of War? 
l repeat, it is a mere catchword to talk about 
‘military superintendence.’? There is no such 
thing in the country, except by military men over 
military men. You send a man who happens to 
be an afficer of the Army, brought up to the sys- 
tem of construction, to build a fort, or an arsenal, 
or any public work that requires peculiar capa- 
city. Men are voluntarily engaged under him, 
but he has no more power over them than any- 
body else, and no more power than a civil super- 
intendent. Isay, then, it is a term unworthy of 
the occasion. It throws a false aspect on the 
question. It serves to get up an unjust prejudice. 
I repeat, Captain Meigs has no more military 
control over the men than has the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts, who has made the 
| objection. 
Ihe honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
| talks about the War Department being felt every- 
where. Ireally do not understand this. You 
will, perhaps, at this session make appropriations 
by overruling the President’s veto for four or five 
works of internal improvement. You have not 
made one before for four years; and they will be 
under the charge of military engineers; but where 
| is all this great ramification that runs every where 
jin the country? Where is it to be found? You 
| have gota military academy, an honor to the 
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| country, and I believe a usefal institution, as we 


| have been shown in war, for the very officers 
| whom you educate there, carried nobly the stand- 
ard of their country in the midst of the enemy, 
and they came oui of the war honorably, and 
with them they brought the fame of the institution 


where they were educated. We educate engi- 


neers — civil engineers of the engineer corps, 
proper for the construction of forts, arsenals, etc., 
and topographical engineers for the survey of 
positions requiring surveys, for the construction 
of river and harbor improvements when they are 
required. If they are fit for this service, why 
shall they not do it? The superintendent, who 
is a military man, who has charge of the im- 
provement of a harbor ora river, or any other 
public work, exercises no military control over 
the men employed. I may add that you have a 
better hold upon them than you have upon civil 
superintendents. They are responsible to a court- 
martial; they are responsible in their commis- 
sions; and I think it is very rarely in our experi- 
ence that we have found a military man, under 
these circumstances, who has failed in his duty 
to the country. I shall vote in favor of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I am very 
reluctant to say anything which can delay this 
bill; but the course of discussion has been such 
that I feel bound, in justice to those who have 
been connected with the appropriations for the 
Capitol, and in justice to those charged with the 
superintendency, to say a word or two. 

So far as these appropriations are concerned, 
they were not made without estimates and con- 
sideration, as the Senator from Michigan seems 
to suppose. In the first place, an advertisement 
was issued for plans, and a premium offered for 
the best plan which might be presented. Then 
it was left to the President of the United States 
to select a plan-~the exterior plan, of course; 
because it was impossible at that time to present 
a plan with all the interior decorations and ar- 
rangements. ‘That plan was selected by President 
Fillmore. So far as that selection has esn made, 
there has been no change of which I am aware. 
It is true there was some designation of the in- 
terior arrangements which has been changed 
since, upon consideration, and necessarily it had 
to be so; because, in the progress of such a work, 
changes constantly suggest themselves to those 
having charge of it, which it would be utter folly 
not to make. These estimates were made, not 
by Capiain Meigs, not by the military engineer, 
but by the architect, who is a very capital archi- 
tect—a very capital man in his way. He esti- 
mated for one style of building, but it turned out, 
in the course of the progress of this building, 
that another style was adopted, that is, so far as 
the decorations and the interior arrangements are 
concerned, which are amongst the most expensive 
parts of the building. After that, an estimate 
was furnished by Captain Meigs; and here, how- 
ever hazardous it may be, I will venture the pre- 
diction that, if no departure from the plan which 
he has adopted be forced upon him, and if he be 
permitted to continue it, he will bring the cost 
within his estimate. It will be found that his 
estimate does not far differ from what the Sena- 
tors, who were debating the question at the time 
when the commission was raised to examine the 
foundations, said would be the ultimate cost of 
the two wings—somewhere about five millions 
of dollars. It was presumed, in that very debate, 
that that was to be about the cost. That, as I 
understand, is something like the cost which 
Captain Meigs estimates, in the recent estimate 
made by him. That is the only estimate which 
has ever been made by him since he has had 
charge of the work. 

Now, sir, we know something in regard to this 
matter from experience. We did not begin with 
a military engineer. We began with a civilian; 
we began with a man whois a very capital archi- 
tect, as I have said, but it turned out he did not 
have the peculiar qualifications for superintending 
and directing such concerns as this is—I mean 
the executing part of them. All of us who were 
here at that time know the trouble we had. The 
workmen were quarreling. They were complain- 
ing of injustice; contractors were disputing; and 
finally Congress itself became so suspicious that 
they instituted a board for the purpose of inquiry 
into the efficiency of the work, so far as it had 
been executed. "The result of all this was a 
change, by which the executive management was 
left to a military officer of engineers, and Mr. 
Walter’s services were retained as an architect. 
It turned out that the engineer was not merely 
fitted for the executing part of the office, but that 


he was eminently qualified for supermtending and 
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directing the architecture of the building. T ven- 
ture to say that, whoever will examine into it will 
find that this arrangement hag worked well since 
it ‘vas adopted. It will be found that Captain 
Meigs has discharged his duty well; and _I believe, 
so far as the mere office of architect is concerned, 
the same may be said of Mr. Walter. We have 
thus associated an admirable executive officer to 
regulate and control the architect, who, too, is a 
man of genius and science in his own way. 
Now, sir, when this work is nearly completed, 
to talk of removing the superintendent—to talk of 
removing those to whom all the plans are familiar, 
and who are responsible for them, seems to me to 
peril and risk success of a great building upon 
which an immense amount of public money has 
been expended. We may lose not only the money, 
but we may lose the very object which was de- 
signed; for it was not designed merely to build 
stone walls to form a mere house for the recep- 
tion of members, but to build an elegant structure 
which should reflect credit on the country whose 
Capitol it was designed to be. Leave these gen- 
tlemen alone, and let them complete the work 
which has been intrusted to their charge; and I 
believe,so far as I have been able to examine into 
the matter, (and it has been my duty somewhat 
to look into itfrom the beginning,) it will be exe- 
cuted with as much skill, with as much taste, ay, 
sir, with as much economy, if you look to the 
nature of the ornaments, and of the material 


which is employed, as under any other manage- | 


ment whatever. I am unwilling to risk all this, 
to put all this in peril, upon the mere contingency 
that we may get some one who may be better 

ualified, or rather upon some general principle 
that a civil superintendentis better than a military 
onc. Why, sir, it is too late to raise that ques- 
tion in this case. The work is nearly completed 
under military superintendence. I believe that, 
if the public is to execute great works, they ought 
to be done by public agents, by officers under the 


control of the Government; and therefore I do | 


not believe in the principle of civil superintend- 
ence, as it is called, altogether; but even if I did, 
I would not apply it in this case, not only on ac- 
count of the interest which we have in the proper 
construction of the building, but, as has been 
well urged, from a sense of justice to these offi- 
cers themselves. Both of them are gentlemen 
eminently qualified to discharge the duties which 
have becn imposed upon them; and I think it 
would be unjust, it would be cruel, to cast such 
a stigma on them without any evidence whatever, 
toactupon some general abstract principle, which, 
whilst we were pursuing in name one object, 
would really inflict cruel wrong and injury upon 
worthy gentlemen in another direction. Sir, I do 
not believe they deserve this stigma; and, so faras 
I am concerned, as deeply interested as I am in 
the continuation of this Capitol, (and I am inter- 
ested in it, for I had something to do with the 
origination of the proposition out of which it 
was called into existence,) sooner than see that 
injustice done, I would rather see every stone in 
the structure crumble into dust and ashes. 

Mr. SEWARD. If I were to concur with the 
House of Representatives on this question, it 
would be necessary for me to protest that my 
vote was not given on the ground of any political 


objection to the two gentlemen who are connected | 
with the construction of public buildings in this | 
city, because it is said, and seems to be assumed | 
here, that there is a political opposition in that |; 


House against those two architects. If I have 


learned to-day what their partisan opinions are, 
it is the first time I ever knew that either one or | 


the other of them belonged to the Democratic 

arty or adopted the Democratic faith. I think 
imay assume, on the whole, that I do not know 
it now. 


considerable interest, and with the fidelity which 
became my trust as a representative of the peo- 
ple, concerned in a great public work which they 
were carrying on. Itis my duty to bear testi- 
mony that I have found nothing to shake my 
confidence in the capacity, or the integrity, or the 
skill, or the taste, or the efficiency of either of 
them. Now, Mr. President, I think that, if we 
were to go with the House of Representatives in 
this amendment after all that has transpired, we 
should necessarily do these architects injustice. 
Insomuch as it has appeared that an investigation 
has been commenced, the results of which are 


I have watched these gentlemen with | 


| for believing now, that since it has been confided | 


: would be a time—when the officers of the Army 


_drawn from the coast survey, from the survey 


unknown to us, that fact alone would determine 
my going against the House of Representatives. 
W hat reason is there for going with the House? 
It is said there is a principle involved; that prin- 
ciple is, that the public works ought to be prose- 
cuted by civilians instead of the officers of the 
Army of the United States. This is only an ab- 
straction, until you come to put it into practical 
application. In this case, I think, it is clear that 
there would be a probability of public injury and 
inconvenience resulting from giving application 
to the principle, however right it may be in other 
cases; for, I think, we do know that, before the 
extension of the Capitol fell into the hands of 
Captain Meigs, it was not prosecuted skillfully and | 
economically: and we have no adequate reason | 


to him it has been prosecuted otherwise than 
economically and well. I am sure we can all tes- 
tify, for it is the conviction impressed upon us on | 
all sides, that it is prosecuted with great fidelity, | 
with great efficiency, with great success, and with 
great skill and taste. ; 
I think, then, there is no sufficient reason to 
change; and therefore I am for leaving the con- 
struction of the public buildings where it is, be- 
cause I would not carry out a mere abstract prin- | 
ciple, at the cost of public inconvenience and 
public loss which might ensue. In other words, 
doing perfectly well now, for anything I know, Í 
prefer to rely on things as they are, than change | 
them for any results which may be less favorable. | 
Heretofore, when the principle of employing | 
| 


military men was discussed here, in regard to 
the armories of the United States, I have always 
understood that when those officers were em- 
ployed in those armories, there was a practical | 
maintenance of military authority and military | 
show that was disagreeable and offensive to the 
people in the vicinity of those public establish- 
ments. Believing that they were nothing but mere 
manufactories of muskets, I have gone with those | 
who insisted that they ought to be intrusted to | 
the care of civilians, rather than military officers. | 
I would not have done that if there had been | 
reason to suppose that the public interest would | 
have been prejudiced by establishing that princi 
ple. But when you come to extend that prin- |i 
ciple to the prosecution of these public buildings, |; 
and these surveys of rivers and harbors, it seems | 
to me that it is running the thing into the ground. | 
Who is Captain Meigs? He is an officer of || 
i 
i 


the Army, indeed; but he is not now in practice | 
of the military profession, or acting as a military |! 
man. He wears no epaulets, and he flourishes |} 
no plumes in the face of any one; and I have | 
never heard that he gave any imperious com- | 
mands, He is merely acting as a civilian. So, I 
take it, are all those persons engaged as topo- 
graphical engineers in the survey of rivers and 
harbors. 

Now, Mr. President, we happen to havea Mil- 
itary Academy which graduates civil engineers, 
as well as military engineers and architects; and į 
they graduate for occupation in the Army at some || 
future day. God grant it may be a very distant 
day when we shall require all their talents, all || 
their vigor, all their learning, all their energies, | 
and all their courage. Whenever that time comes, 
whenever we meet a foreign enemy on our soil, 
or an enemy on a foreign soil, I doubt not Cap- 
tain Meigs, with all these other military men, 
will be found marching to the music of the na- | 
tional anthem, under the national flag, and waging | 
the national battles; but, in the mean time, we |! 
have got no such war, we have no martial occu- 
pation for these martial men. They are skillful; 
they are educated; they are practiced; they are 
accomplished. How will you occupy them? 
Throw them out of employments wherein their 
skill and their ability have been practically estab- 
lished, and substitute in their places civilians | 
whose skill and learning have not been estab- į 
lished. That is the whole matter. I think itis | 
much more wise to employ them hereafter as : 
heretofore. J trust that the time is very far dis- | 
tant—I wish to God I could hope there Array | 

i 
H 
{ 
| 


l 
i 
i 
i 
i 
{ 


t 
i 


of the United States might be required to be 


of rivers and harbors, from the construction of 


| the custom-houses. 


field of battle, cither on our own: shores or in 
other lands. I think Iam justified.in giving my 
vote against concurrence with the House of Rep- 
resentatives. ; : 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ihave designedly abstained 
from occupying the time of the Senate by any 
remarks of mine for some time past, because T 
desired that the public business should progress 
so that the Senate would not have to adjourn-in 
a bustle or with any important matter deferred. 
This subject is one in which I have felt some 
interest; and after the discussion which hastaken 
place, I should not deem myself discharging m 
duty if 1 did not advance such objections ag 
think exist to the general plan of selecting mili- 
tary officers from the Army for the purpose of 
discharging civil duties. 

In regard to the particular instances which have 
been discussed in relation to the extension of the 
me and the construction of custom-houses, 
and the Treasury extension, I think it is very 
easy to obviate any objection by excepting them. 
I think it is necessary to adopt and recognize 
the general principle of excluding officers of the 
Army from civil employments; and it is easy to 
except the superintendent of the Capitol, and the 
superintendent of the Treasury extension and 
I would make an exception 
of those two gentlemen on this occasion, because 
I believe them to be highly qualified to perform 
the duties of the trusts conferred to them, and I 
doubt whether their places could be well supplied. 
Beyond these exceptions I cannot go, but recog- 
nize the general principle of restricting officers 
of the Army to the discharge of Army trusts. 
To employ them in civil capacities is injustice to 
the community in general. It cuts off all com- 
petition. There is no encouragement for indi- 
viduals in civil life to qualify themselves for such 
trusts, when they are precluded, as they must 
be, by the employment of officers of the Army. 
If officers of the Army are to be selected for 
the surveys of rivers and harbors, and the con~ 
struction of all public works, civilians will lose 
the stimulus n@cessary to keep up that rivalry 
and emulation which 1s beneficial to society and 
redounds to the justice of the citizen. Why, sir, 
you are told these are gentlemen of scientific 
qualifications. Be it so; but their science is ab- 
stract, not practical. These are practical matters, 
and require men of practical sense and experience 
to accomplish them. Itis nota gentleman who 
has acquired all the science of figures on the 
blackboard, and who has made the prettiest forts 
for imaginary warfare, who can do such things 
in practical reality. , 

Furthermore, these gentlemen are appropriate 
tothe Army. Their business is to fight in time 
of war, and in time of peace to qualify themselves 
for the discharge of their duties in war. If we 
were to rely alone on the officers of the Army to 
discharge all the civil trusts, and it should be- 
come necessary to marshal our forces on our 
own soil, or, fo invade a foreign country, of 
course these gentlemen will be withdrawn from 
their employment in civil life, and ordered to the 
Army; and what then will become of all these 
improvements which require military men of 
science? When you withdraw these gentlemen 
whose science and knowledge have been appro- 
priated to these purposes, you leave a complete 
blank in the practical affairs of the country, and 
nothing can be done that is necessary to be 
accomplished in this way. But, we are told, so 
many of these officers are educated, from time to 
time, in the Military Academy, and if we do not 
employ them in this way, they will be idle. If 
they are educated at the Military Academy, it is 
a preference of accident or design, by which they 
receive that advantage from the country. If, 
when they have received this education, they 
do not choose to return to the walks of civil life, 
but appropriate themselves exclusively to the 
Army—I saytothe Army—let them compete with 
each other in everything that is officerlike and 
military, and not Block the path of civilians to 
preferment and pecuniary advantage appropriate 
to their spheres. Confine the officers strietly 
within the trusts confided to them by the Govern- 
ment, and give them a fair recompense; but let 
civilians strike forward and compete for that 
position to which they are entitled. i 

Mr. President, it has been suggested that these 
men have borne gallantly the banner of their 
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country, in foreign lands, against her foes. I 
grant all that; nor would I detract from them in 
the slightest degree. It is not for the purpose of | 
detracting from the Army or its officers, that Li 
rise on this occasion, but it is for. the purpose-of | 
vindicating them in their rights, in their position, | 
andin all that can pertain to them. ag officers of | 
the Army.: fam for confining them strictly to their | 
roper duties, and I am for drawing a distinction 
berace the officers of the Army and the civilians- 
ofthe country.. Civilians have a right to expect į 
that they willcome in fora share of the patronage 
of this Government, or, if you please, the loaves: 
and fishes, They have rights as well as officers of 
the Army. They are not to be driven back and 
officers preferred, who have already their positions 
guarantied to them, and have been treated with | 
marked favor by the Government from their youth | 
up to the present day. For this reason I am op- 
posed to officers being detailed from their re- 
pective duties in the Army, and assigned to civil 
trusts which can be as well and better performed 
by citizens versed in practical matters, and capa- 
ble of discharging these functions. Civilians have 
a right to expect these employments. It is an 
expectation whieh by the voice of Congress they | 
ought to realize. I will relate a circumstance | 
which, as I was assured by an officer of high dis- 
tinction in the Army, occurred at Matamoras, 
after that place was taken possession of. A lagoon, 
connecting itself with the Rio Del Norte, or river | 
of the North, obstructed the communication with | 
the upper country. Several engineers of high 
standing in the Army were consulted upon the 
practicability of bridging that lagoon. They all | 
failed; every one of them reported that it» was | 
impracticable.. A mechanic from Texas, an ac- | 
tive, enterprising man, who had gone there during | 
the troubles of the country from the far North, | 
from Boston, (a very clever fellow, too, who 
would reflect disgrace on no section,) was asked | 
by this officer of distinction to look at that place | 
and see whether it was practicable or not to bridge | 
the stream. He went and returned immediately, | 
and said, ‘sir, I will do it with a #w men.” “A 
detail was made, and in the course of a few days 
he constructed a bridge—a passway that will last | 
perbaps for fifty years. All the engineers of the 
Army who were there on that occasion could not 
effect it. Their science fell skort of it, or went |! 
above it. I presume it went above it, for it was | 
a practical matter, and science often goes above | 
practical matters. 
The proper way is to select, for the inspection of } 
rivers and harbors, for the construction of pub- | 
lic buildings, custom-houses, light-houses, and ji 
all others, practical men, who understand the j| 
affairs of life—who have some knowledge, short | 
of science if you please, but more beneficial to the | 
community in the accomplishment of the objects | 
for which they are selected. You may say here |! 
that the superintendent of the Capitol, and the | 
superintendent of the Treasury extension shall |; 
be retained, and be exceptions to this clause of the | 
bill; but I wish to recognize the principle. [am | 
not willing to confer on the Secretary of War, | 
or any other Department of the Government, the | 
privilege of creating an exclusive class of indi- 
viduals here, and establishing them upon the 


institutions of the country irreversibly. If this i 
| 
H 


li 


system be continued, this branch of the service | 
will become omnipotent. 

Sir, Lam for equalizing the benefits of this Gov- 
ernment in the community at large, for sustain- | 
ing all parts of it equally. I am not for elevating | 
disproportionately one particular class of men to 
positions, to the exclusion of others. Iam per- |] 
fectly willing, as E have said, to make an excep- | 

tion of the two estimable gentlemen who have if 
been named, who are highly qualified men, and || 
worthy of the public confidence; but as a general! 
rule I wil vote that the Secretary of War shall i 


not detail officers of the Army for this purpose `: 
until the country is acknowledged to be destitute of || 


$ 


general science and qualifications among civilians. | 

Mr. BAYARD. There is an objection which | 
has not been stated to this provision as it come 
from the House that strikes me as forcible, and 
therefore I will state it. It seems to me that, 
though hot unconstitutional in the strict sense of! 
the term, it is certainly counter to the spirit and j 
intent of the Federal Constitution. We meddle | 
too much hére with administrative matters. The 
Constitution of the: United. States intends 


| 
4 
i 


i 


that |! 


when laws are passed they shall. be carried into 
execution by the Executive of the United States. 
Now, sir, this provision in the bill, as it comes 
to us from the House, is intended to restrict the 
exercise of the discretion of the President in the 
selection of the agent who is to carry into execu- 
tion the law which has been passed for the con- 
struction of the Capitol and other public: works. 
Is it right and fair, when the responsibility for 
the due execution of the law is imposed on the 


President, that -you: should leave to him no dis- | 


cretion in the selection of the agent? Recollect, 
there is no preclusion of civilians as.the honor- 
able Senator from Texas supposes. There is 
nothing in our law which prevents a civilian from 
being appointed by the President to superintend 
any work whatever. The object of this provision 


is to exclude officers of the Army, because they | 


hold commissions in the Army, from performing 
duties to which otherwise they might beassigned 
by the Presidentin the exercise ofhis constitutional 
power. Is it right or proper to make that exclu- 
sion? Why not leave the performance of admin- 
istrative duties to the Executive? If he abuses 
his trust, call him to account. ‘Why should Con- 
gress, a body of all others the least calculated to 
go into the details of construction, enter into them 
aud undertake to control executive action in ref- 
erence to them? 

That is the effect of this provision, in one 
aspect; and my objection exists to it because I 
would exclude no persons of the community, 
either civilians or military men, but I would leave 
to the Executive, in the performance of his 
proper functions, the selection of the individual 
who is to construct the building you authorize 


him to construct, and leave to him the plans. | 


But now, when the building is in the course of 
construction, you propose to take from him what 
constitutionally belongs to him, the right to select 
the individuals who are to carry it out, because 
it is his duty after all, and not that of the Secre- 
tary of War or the Secretary of the Interior, to 
carry on your public works. They do it under 
him; the responsibility is with him; and the right 
to direct Šach of these Departments, as well as to 
say what agents under these Departments should 
be employed in the service, ought to be properly 
left to the Executive. One day you may be op- 
osed to the Executive; another day you may 
ave more confidence in the Executive, and sup- 
port him; but ought not your laws on this sub- 
ject to be permanent? Is it not wise and proper 
that Congress should abstain from incroaching 


on the duties of the Executive, by legislation like- 


that which is contained in this bill, which trenches 
on his discretionary power to sclect agents to 
perform administrative functions ? 

That is my objection to the provision gener- 
ally; but there is a further objection stated by the 
honorable Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Fos- 
rer,] that, supposing such a provision as this 
were right in itselfat any time, it would be cruelly 
unjust now, when chafges are made against the 
management of this work. ‘They are not made 
now for the first time. F have heard these things 
before, and things similar to them from the time 
1 became chairman of the Committee on Public 
Buildings. I traced them on several occasions. 
I made inquiries, and invariably I found that these 


allegations in reference to Captain Meigs, and | 
i these pretended charges of neglect of duty and | 
extravagance, were to-be traced to individuals, or 


the agents of individuals, who wanted to procure 
some contracts which they had been unable to 
procure under his superintendence. This system 


prevails in Washington to such an extent, that i 
when members of Congress come to Washington | 
for the first time, they are apt to fall into the trap | 


set for them. They are seized by these people; 
they take hold of isolated circumstances, and 
without seeking ‘an explanation from the officer 
himself—without knowing the motives of the 
informer, or looking into it, the member is led 
away into partial legislation of this kind without 
regard to the character of those to whom we intrust 
the performance of public duties. The charges 


have been made formally to the House of Rep- | 
resentatives; and a committee has been raised, | 
which has not-yetacted on them. 
in the House bill is virtually a condemnation of 
Captain Meigs and the other officer, whom I do 
| not know personally, before the House commit- 
tee have reported. 


If the provision were even 


This provision į 


i 
I 
j 
i 
i 


} 
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{ 
jl 
i 


right in itself, it would be an act of gross injustice 
on the part of the Congress of the United States 
to pass it at this time. For my own part, I take 
leave to say this: I care not who are the wit- 
nesses; I know nothing of the testimony; but I 
have seen a: great deal of Captain Meigs for the 
last three years since I have been on the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings, and I feel satisfied 
that he has integrity, knowledge, and capacity; 
and that he may put at defiance all that the malice 
or. ingenuity of those who are interested or inim- 
ical to him may suggest. He will come out of 
this investigation with his reputation unstained. 

I go further. . Gentlemen may choose to criti- 
cise the alteration in the mode of the construction 
of the Capitol; but I make the prophecy now, 
and I am willing to stand by it, from my confi- 
dence in the constructor and his’ explanation of 
the details, that if you suffer him to remain there, 
and he completes thése new wings, he will give 
you, as adapted to the purposes for which they 
are intended, and in magnificence and correctness 
of the architecture and finish of the whole work, 
buildings unequaled by any public institution 
known in Europe or in this country. I believe, 
looking to their adaptation to their purposes, 
and the correctness of the architecture and its 
magnificence, and the permanence of the struc- 
tures, you will have cause. to congratulate your- 
selves that one so competent as a constructor has 
been placed in charge of that work as Captain 
Meigs. I have entire confidence in him; and I 
know—for I have watched the work from the time 
I have been connected with the Committee on 
Public Buildings—that every step that has been 
taken has been on profound investigation. 

Sir, there isa wide difference between the duty 
of an architect—genius alone may enable him to 
design—and that of aconstructor. Construction 
is a matter of study and detail. You must study 
out the details before you can be sure that you 
have either economy or correctness in your con- 
struction, even after you have the design. Theex- 
terior of those buildings was designed before Cap- 
tain Meigs became connected with them. There 
was a kind of rough estimate made, if I may so 
call it; and loose enough indeed it was; but that 
is relied upon now as implying a charge of ex- 
travagance against him, because the cost of the 
two wings will be more than double that original 
estimate. If you will take the trouble to read 
the original estimate of the architect, you will 
find that itis expressly based on the idea, that the 
finish is to be like that of the old Capitol. The 
finish is totally different. The walls that were 
contemplated at the time of the original estimate 
have been made much thicker. There area thou- 
sand other matters of detail. . The finish is en- 
tirely different, and this necessarily increases the 
expense. But futher, to show how loose that 
kind of estimate is, I may mention that the cor- 
ridors which are to connect the wings with the 
old Capitol were not in the estimate at all; and 
they make a serious part of the cost. 

Now, when Captain Meigs has become ac- 
quainted with the work, and has studied out the 
details of construction, and calculated them— 
a labor which was not done when the plan was 
originally designed—he gives you an estimate 
amounting to a little over five millions of dollars. 
I venture to say that, if you-leave him in the 
superintendence, you will find that he has 


ap- 
| proximated more closely to the cost than is ordi 


narily the case in reference to any public building 
whatever. Iam aware, and every one of us must 
be aware, that there are variations necessarily in 
the cost of public buildings, arising from a va- 
riety of causes which oftentimes cannot be fore- 
seen, So it has been in reference to this very 
building. The increase of wages has been great 
since it was originally commenced. There has 
been, I think I may say, at least thirty-three per 
cent. increase in the cost of material and labor, 
and that necessarily required an addition to the 
estimate made as early as 1849 or 1850. Every- 
thing has largely advanced in price since that 
time, and the advance has been maintained. 
There are other causes. I may mention one which 
results, not from false economy, but, I think, from 
true economy. For instance, the columns that 
were to be in front of the building were originally 
designed to be in pieces, because it was not known 
that any quarry in the country would produce 


| stones large enough for making the colums 
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monolithic. They would cost less in pieces. It | 
was found, however, that they could be made | 
monolithic from a quarry in Massachusetts. Any 
one who will take the trouble to look at the mat- | 
ter will be perfectly assured that, as regards i 
appearance and as regards permanence, getting | 
rid of all joints in the columns is a matter of the | 
highest moment. The difference of each column | 
in that respect, amounted, probably, to eight 
hundred dollars. I forget the precise sum. Ido 
not consider this extravagance. Ina matter like 
this, when we are building public edifices which 
we mean to last as long as the nation lasts—and 
we all hope that will be durable—true economy 
does not consist in commencing a building ona 
scale of magnificence, and then frittering it down 
by controlling the constructor in petty details, of 
which personally we can know very little. You į 
must, after all, leave these things to the general 
character and standing of the individual whom 
you employ for the construction of your public 
works. We criticise too much when we enter 
into details of that kind, and make them grounds ! 
of objection. I think this is the cause of the 
whole difficulty here. Congress is perpetually } 
changing; this scene is constantly occurring. 
Several times, since I have been here, I have seen 
it toa greater or less extent. A new member 
comes in, with avery ficry idea of economy. 
He knows nothing about the matter; but he 
receives one-sided statements from interested 
parties, that look very plausible, and he wants to 
show his spirit of economy before the American 
people; He takes hold of a question which he 
knows nothing about, and by the time he comes ! 
out he finds he has not added much to his own 
credit, or to the benefit of the country. 

Mr. President, there are other points connected 
with this provision of the House bill which are 
injurious; but I have not time to advert to them. 
I shall forbear to go into them except to allude to 
the distinction which was mentioned by the hon- 
orable Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass.] It 
has a double aspect; and by far the worst feature 
of the clause is that it excludes—ostracizes if you | 
will—every officer in the engineer service, and will 
not permit the President within the scope of his | 
constitutional power to select him for a special 
duty outside of the military service, even if he is | 
disposed todo so. l think thatis unjustand im- 

roper. Ido not want any law to command the 

resident to select military officers; but, I think, 
if they are competent, they ought to stand on the 
same footing with others. Sure I am that, in the 
better days of the Republic, such was the con- 
templation of Congress in the law they passed in | 
1806, without reference to the construction of the | 
Capitol, or any individual interests, or the action | 
of any particular officer. H 


In the law establishing"? 
the rules and, regulations of war, passed in 1806, | 


this express provision is made in article sixty- | 
three: | 
| 


“ The functions of the engineer being generally confined 
to the most elevated branch of military science, they are f 
not to assume, nor are they subject to be ordered on, any | 
duty beyond the line of their immediate professi | 

| 


sion, except 
by the special order of the President of the United States.” 


That is a very proper provision. It looked, | 
and must have looked, to the fact that the Presi- | 
dent, in the exercise of his discretion, if he found | 
an individual in the Army a proper person for | 
performing functions connected with civil duties, | 
might select him for that superintendence. I do : 


E : H 
not call this military superintendence. 1 suppose || 


the President of the United States is a civilian. | 
I know the Constitution of the United States | 
intrusts the appointment and selection of agents | 
to him, and was intended to intrust it to him; 
and therefore we are encroaching on his discre- 
tion (which he ought to have, because the respons- 
ibility for the execntion of the laws rests on 
him) when we undertake to insert a provision 
hike this in the laws. It was not done formerly. ! 
I am not willing to make special legislation of 
this kind, whether it originates in political or 
party movements or in the interests of individu- 
als. My beliefis, thatin the main, this particular 
provision has originated, not so much in political | 
feeling, as in the personal designs of individuals. ; 
It is different, however, as to the second clause 
of the provision, which is leveled at the Secretary | 
of War alone. That I consider a mere political 
effort. I think we had better not bring politics | 
into the construction of the Capitol. The Secre- 


tary of War is an accomplished gentleman. He 
has had charge of this work. He will only remain 
in office some six or seven months more, and 
then he becomes a member of this body with 
ourselves. I see no'reason why we should legis- 
late in reference to the particular incumbent of 
the office at the existing time. If I were en tirely 
opposed to him, I would hold the same doctrine; 
I would leave it to the President to assign to one 
Department or another (for he is the responsible 
party) the superintendence of the Capitol exten- 
sion, or any other work, according to his discre- 
tion and responsibility. It might be, thatin many 
cases, the Secretary of the Interior would be the 
most proper person; in others, the Secretary of 
War; and in others, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. I suppose the President of the United States 
to be the best judge of the individual capacity of 
the members ot his own Cabinet. Congress do 
their duty in intrusting to the President the per- 
formance of executive and administrative func- 
tions; and they may then well hold him to the 
responsibility of selecting proper persons; but if 
they choose to trench on his discretion, they have 
no right to hold him to responsibility. I trust 
the entire provision will be stricken out, for the 
reasons I have briefly stated. 

A course of attack has been impliedly made 
against the character of an officer for whom I 
entertain a very high opinion, and that from 
having watched him closely since he has been en- 
gaged in the construction of this building; and 
since I have been chairman of the Committee on 
Public Buildings for three years past, charges 
have been impliedly, not directly made, and facts 
stated calculated to reflect on him, and to convict 
him of extravagance without any specific allega- 
tion being stated. As I said before, Lam perfectly 
confident that, whenever any specific charge is 
made, be it of extravagance, be it of misman- 
agement, be it of peculation, or anything else, 
Captain Meigs can answer it triumphantly, and 
not a stain will rest on his character, but odium 
fall on his accusers. 

Mr. MALLORY. Tshould not regret the time 
this subject takes up, but that every moment is 
now important; and I forbear saying what I de- 
signed to do, because I-coneur with my friend 
from Delaware entirely in everything he has said. 
T rise to make one remark in relation to a gentle- 
man concerned here, whom it has been my good 
fortune to know for a quarter of a century. The 
investigation which has been referred to as pro- 
gressing inthe Flouse, touches Captain Bowman, 
of the engincer corps. I presume Congress will 
not hold him responsible for the plans of the 
works he is superintending, because the law does 
not make him responsible for the plans. They, 
I understand, are under the control of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. Congress will not doubt 
his skill as a mechanic, because he unquestion- 
ably stands at the head of the list of professional 
mechanics and engineers in this country. Lhold 
ita direct impeachment of the character of that 
officer, I have known him for twenty-five years. 
In my own State, and subsequently in South 
Carolina, he has occupied the highest position, 
not only for practical skill and science as an en- 
gineer, but for honor and integrity. If I had no 
other motive for voting against the provision 
of the House, I should vote against it on that 
ground. 

Mr. HOUSTON. In the remarks which I 
offered to the Senate it was not my design to cast 
reflection on any one, or to implicate the char- 
acter of any one, either mediately or immediately 
engaged in the public works. Iam contending 
for principle; Iam endeavoring to break down, 


| so far as ican, the monopoly of the officers of 


the Army; and I do not care whether that mo- 
nopoly is created by law or by the President, 
under his prerogative, or by the Secretary of 
War. If J understand the remarks of the honor- 
able gentleman from Delaware, for whom I have 
much respect, in his reference to the law of 1806, 
the President is invested with power to detail offi- 
cers of the engincer corps to the highest branches 
of military engineering; and he may, on special 
occasions, detail them for other purposes. So 
far as the constitutional prerogative of the Pres- 
ident goes, it is merely to execute the laws of the 
land. The power to employ military officers in 
this service does not result from any porion of 
i 


his prerogative, but is accorded to him by law; 


so that, by repealing that-existinglaw, we.do not 
encroach on the prerogative of the Executive. < 

Mr. BAYARD, The word + prerogative?" is 
not mine. I do not suppose the President has 
any prerogatives. : geet 

Mr. HOUSTON. I think thereporter’s botes 
will show that the gentleman used the terms. 

Mr. BAYARD. `I think-not; I spoke of: the 
President’s constitutional power, not of inis prê- 
rogative, x 

Mr. HOUSTON. You may. call-it-constitus 
tional power, or constitutional prerogative, I care 
not which. But, Mr. President, those opposed to 
the principle of this provision objéct that itimpli= 
cates the character of Captain Bowman and Cap- 
tain Meigs. My remarks have not tended to 
their implication, or to throw the slightest reflec- 
tion on their character. They stand, in my esti- 
mation, as high as gentlemen can stand-in the 
Army or in the country. Tam sure that no Sen- 
ators who have commended them by their remarks 
have a higher appreciation of their worth as sci- 
entific, honorable, and useful officers, than Ihave; 
nor was it intended to implicate the character of 
the President of the United States or the Secre- 
tary 6f War. I believe it wrong in principle to 
allow the military department of this Government 
to regulate civil affairs, and spread the military 
power through all the ramifications of the nation. 
That is my objection, 

The honorable and distinguished Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. Cass] admits. that no estimate 
has been made which has not been exceeded. 
None has ever been made where the requisite 
amount for the completion of the work has not 
largely exceeded the original estimate. Thatfact 
proves. the utter incapacity of individuals who 
are detailed from the Army, to make estimates; 
and if they are incapable of making the neces- 
sary preliminary estimates, I hold that they are 
liable to err in the execution of the work. I want 
men who are qualified, and who will come. for- 
ward fairly, and put up the public buildings 
properly, and economically. If an officer makes 
an estimate, and that estimate is incorrect, he 
should be instantly dismissed from his position, 
I care not who he is; but [ have not alluded to 
the increased appropriations that have been neces« 
sary for the completion of the Capitol, and the 
Treasury building, and the custom-houses. Ihave 
not sought to implicate any gentleman, or to in- 
volve the character of honorable men by refléc- 
tion or innuendo; and I wish it understood that I 
desire to move that the proviso be so worded 
that Captain Meigs and Captain Bowman shall 
be exceptions to the rule. I insist, however, 
upon the rule, and I shall vote for it upon prin- 
ciple. I do so because I think it necessary to 
the protection of the country. In every official 
department of the Government, the officers of 
that department are necessary to it; and if they 
are necessary, they should be confined to their 
appropriate duties. Ff they can be dispensed 
with in the Army, dismiss them. If you detail 
forty, or fifty, or one hundred officers, from the 
Army, and employ them in civil vocations, their 
duties in the Army must be neglected. They can- 
not perform double duties. If their corps are thou- . 
sands of miles away, they cannot act at their bar- 
racks or stations. ‘The consequenceis, they must 
neglect either one or the other, for you cannot 
duplicate them. If they are in a situation whére 
the Army can dispense with their services, and 
they are unnecessary for the Army, separate them 
from that service, and give them a distinct depart- 
ment, or dismiss them altogether. It only argues 
an excess of officers in the Army. Ifthe Army 
establishment is greater than is necessary, the 
fair deduction is, that you should reduce it to the 
standard required by the wants of the country. 


| Whenever there is an excess of officers in the 
| Army, it ought to be abridged and reduced. 


Instead of that, at the last session there was an 
increase. Was it for the purpose of furnishing 
men for civil employment? Is it not sufficient to 
educate an officer for the Army at the public ex- 
pense, and provide him with a commission, with- 


| out placing him in civil positions to the exclusion 


of civilians? Itis necessary that you should guard 
against this encroachment on the public interests 
and the rights of the community at large. Ihave 
viewed it with alarm and horror. Every year 
hun “reds of officers are turned out by the Mili- 
tary Academy and Naval School; and we are to. 
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provide places for every one of them. Why, sir, 
we shali have to make regiments and brigades. 
They cannot wait for promotion. Itistoo tedious 
in the line of the Army. They cannot wait for 
itinthe Navy. Lieutenants become old, and you 
will have to make your Navy consist of commo- 
dores, and your army of generals, or you will 
never satisfy the vaulting ambition of those who 
are educated to expect preferment, and who are 
devoting themselves to military distinction.’ In 
time of war, they have an opportunity for noble 
rivalry; they can fight for rank. Itis only intime 
of peace like this, that you see naval boards ger- 
minate here and fester upon the community, blast- 
ing high and honorable reputations, and elevating 
scamps to position. 

But, sir, you must make provision for every one 
that is educated at the schools of the country. 
They are not satisfied with having received an 
education, but they musthave military position. If 
they had to perform duty in the ranks and pass a 
probation there as cadets, before being promoted 
to lieutenancies, you might have some hope that 
there would be a corrective; but they mustall be 
provided for at once—ten to a company, and then 
fifty, and after a short time the country will be 
borne down by the amount of money taken from 
the Treasury for which it receives no equivalent. 
1 wish to guard againstthis. When wasit before 
conceived to be a necessity to have an army be- 
yond the force necessary for the preservation of 
ourarms and ordnance in good order, except a pro- 
visional army, to be raised for a particular emer- 
gency? Our Army is receiving constant acces- 
sions. Soon they will come forward for four ad- 
ditional regiments to give young men places. 
Relatives will be here; perhaps some members of 
this body will feel a sympathy with applicants 
for promotion; and if not, influential friends at 
home will press for it, and an increase will be 
made to the Army for the purpose of providing 
for these promising young men, who are highly 
educated for that, and are unprepared for any 
other vocation in life. Sir, we should keep an 
eye on the Army; we should guard against its 
insidious approach. It connects itself with the 
whole community, and after awhile it will assume 
a dangerous aspect to the institutions of freedom 
in this country, We should guard against it 
sedulously. 


I sustain this provision, not for the purpose of 
reflecting upon the Seerctary of War, but on 
principle. | have always been opposed to the 
system of military superintendence, T do not 
consider this provision a reflection on the present 
Secretary of War. He is only pursuing his 
course under the direction of the President, per- 
haps not even on his own intimation or sugges- 
tion. I intend no reflection on that gentleman or 
on the President. ‘There is a proclivity towards 
the Army here; and the worst feature I see in all 
of it is, that no buttons are now worn, no coek- 
ade, or insignia of an officer. ‘This is to delude 
a public apprehension, and not let them sce that 
there is a power rising at their Capitol. Sir, in 
olden times, when armies were measured and 
limited in their extent, no officer ever appeared in 
the avenues of Washington, or on a public ocea- 
sion, that he did not wear the military badge on 
his person, as much as to say, ‘I aman officer, 
and bound to be a gentleman in the eyes of the 
public; I eannot skulk; Lam responsible for my 
actions; the moral influence of society bas its eye 
upon me; [am a gentleman, and must so demean 
myself.” Now, he ean go in a slouched hat and 
ina sack coat. Tie can go as he pleases; even 
with his legs through his pantaloons, [laughter,] 
not known as an officer, cither of the Army or 
the Navy. ‘These powers are growing up in our 
midst, and we had better be on our guard; for, || 
after awhile, they may be displayed in a more 
formidable aspect than the insinuating careless- 
ness that appears now. The President is the || 
head of the military of the country. Ile ought ' 
to require of every officer to wear some badge to |} 
distinguish him—to tell that he is an officerin the 
American service. Sir, I want the power of the į! 
Department of War in this particular limited. I || 
want the appointing power restricted by an 
amendment to this proposition, that will except 
the two superintendents alluded to, who are en- 
gaged on the Capitol extension and the extension 
of the Treasury building. Idesire to sce those 


| ference vielded on that point, 


| apowder magazine there? 


| Mare Island, as there must be many other ap- į 


propriate buildings for the complete equipment of || insert after the last amendment the following: 


| made for it at Benicia, or some other point. Tam j 
i not satisfied that the necessities of the Govern- 


principle; and I believe I will vote for it in allj 
cases rather than lose it inany. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MALLORY. I desire to make a report 
from a committee of conference. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will receive it. 


Mr. MALLORY submitted the following re- 
port: g ` 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments to the bill (H. R. 
No. 189) making appropriations tor the naval service for the 
year ending the 30th June, 1857, having met, after full and 
free conference, have agreed to recommend to their respect- 
ive Houses, as follows : 

That the House agree to the first amendment of the Sen- 
ate, with the following amendment: Strike out the words 
& and report” in line three, and strike out the words “ of”? 
and “ and report” in line five. 

That the Senate agree to the House amendment to the 
second Senate amendment, with the following amendment: 
Insert after the words “ four hundred dollars,” the words 
* and one ration per day.” 

That the Senate recede from its third amendment. 

S. R. MALLORY, 
H. FISH, 
H. HAMLIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


JOHN S. PHELPS, 

SAMUEL P. BENSON, 

J. S. T. STRANAHAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. MALLORY. [ask a concurrence in the 
report of the committee. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to understand it be- 
fore I vote. I believe I have never understood 
these reports; and I wish to know what is meant 
precisely by these numbers. A proposition was 
agreed to by the Senate to appropriate $100,000 
for the purpose of constructing a powder maga- 
zine at Mare Island, near San Francisco. That 
amendment was stricken out by the House of 
Representatives. I wish to know whether it has 
been retained in the bill? 

Mr. MALLORY. [I will explain in one mo- 
ment. There were but two amendments which 
the committee of conference regarded as of mo- 
ment. The one was for the publication of the 
charts and reports of the La Plata and Behring’s 
straits expeditions, which the Flouse strack out. 
The other was the amendment, which was of 
importance, for the construction of a powder 
magazine at the San Francisco navy-yard, rec- 
ommended by the Department. The House also 
struck that out. The committee of the House 
agreed to recede from their position on the other 
amendment, and retain in the bill the provision 
for publishing the charts. They insisted on 
striking out the amendment for the construction 
of a magazine, and that was struck out, on the 
ground, if [ am at liberty to say it, that a number 
of ships are there now, and every ship im herself 
a powder magazine for the time being, and will 
be capable, perhaps, of carrying double the 


amount of powder she ordinarily carries, if an | 


emergency requires it. Our committee of con- 


Mr. WELLIER. You have a navy-yard at 
Mare Island,in California. There is not a powder 
magazine on the whole Pacific coast. You have 
avery large number of vessels in the Pacific ocean. 
You have no place in which to deposit powder 
for them. I desire to know whether you intend to 
‘continue your navy-yard there, with a large fleet 
on that ocean, without any magazine in which to | 
deposit powder? Tknow a very large amount of 
powder has been recently sent to the Pacific coast, 
but there is no place there to depositit. Task m 
friend from Florida whether he does not regard it 
as indispensably necessary that there should be 


t 
Mr. MALLORY. Ofcourse there must event- | 
ually be a powder magazine at the navy-yard on | 


the navy-yard; but I have no doubt the necessi- | 


ties of the Government can be supplied at present Hi 
; without the construction of a powder magazine. | 


The powder that has already gone there has been | 
sent by the War Department; and provision is 


ment require this powder magazine to be con- | 
structed at this time, and therefore I hope this į 
report will be concurred in. : 


Representatives struck out this amendment be- 
cause they had no estimates; and they acted very 

roperly in striking it out for the reason that they 
had no estimates before them of the probable cost 
of the magazine; but the estimates were sent to the 
Senate after the bill passed the House. Those 
estimates were in the possession of the Senator 
from Florida, and I supposed on their production 
the House would immediately recede from their 
disagreement, seeing the necessity of the work, 
and would make the appropriation. 

Mr. MALLORY. The estimates were in the 
hands of the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs of the House, when the bill in the House 
was passed, but he did not produce them to the 
House in time. They were produced in the 
committee of conference, and there maturely con- 
sidered; and after mature consideration the com- 
mittee agreed to this action of the House. 

Mr. HUNTER. The report is an entire thing. 
We must disagree to it asa whole, or agree to 
it. We cannot take it in parts. 

Mr. WELLER. I will make another modest 
suggestion: that it is perfectly in order for me to 
speak of the details of the report so as to show 
that it ought not to be concurred in. Iam notin 
favor of concurring in any part of it. The Sen- 
ator from Florida himself admits that it is neces- 
sary there should be a powder magazine on the 
Pacific. .Why not make provision for it now? 
I desire only to understand the ground on Which 
the Senator from Florida had agreed to give upa 
work which he regards as necessary for the Pa- 
cific coast. 

The report of the committee was concurred in. 
A message from the House of Representatives 
afterwards announced the concurrence of the 
House. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. CurLom, their Clerk, announced that the 
House had agreed to some and disagreed to other 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. No. 
202) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending the 30th of June, 1857, 
and for other purposes; and agreed to other 
amendments of the Senate, with amendments. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, the bill and 
amendments were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Wessrer, his Secretary, an- 
nounced that he had approved and signed the 
following bills: 

.- -An act for the relief of J. R. Powell; 

An act for the relief of Charles Stearns; and 

An act for the relief of Daniel Doland. 

Also, that he returned, with his objections in 
writing, a bill entitled “An act to improve the 
navigation of the Patapsco river and to make the 
port of Baltimore accessible to the war steamers 
| of the United States.” 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
| 201) making appropriations for certain civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending 
30th of June, 1857, the question being on the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance to in- 
sert after the item ‘For enlarging the Chicago 
custom-housc”? the following clause: 


For completing the custom-house at Norfolk, Virginia, 


$541,652 53: Provided, That the proceeds that shall be re- 


ived from the sale of the present custom-house shall be 
paid into the Treasury of the United States. 


Mr. HUNTER. That is according to estimate. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 


For enlarging the building provided by law to be con- 


; structed at Bristol, Rhode Island, for @ post office and court- 


house, upon the plan adopted under the appropriation here- 
tofvre made, and so modifying said plan as in the opinion 


! of the Secretary of the Treasury the public convenience 
| will require, $7 


500, and ten per centum on the same for 
contingencies: Provided, That such enlargementand mod- 
ification shall be completed within the sums heretofore and 
hereby appropriated. 


Mr. HUNTER. That is according to esti- 


exceptions made. Iam prepared to vote for the 


Mr. WELLER. I understand the House of |i 


‘mate. The original plan was very small for a 


building—thirty by twenty-five feet, I think— 
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and it is proposed to enlarge it te forty fect. The 
Secretary estimates for it, ; 

Mr. ALLEN.» The building is very small, and | 
hardly fit for the purpose intended. This appro- 
pantie of $7,500 will make it a very respectable 

uilding. 


The amendment was agrecd to. 


The next amendment was to strike out this 
clause; 

To. complete the rooms in the City Hall, Utiea, New 
York, necessary for the proper aecommodation of the United 
States district and circuit courts held iu said city, and their 
Officers, Which was directed by the act of Congress, ap- | 
proved 30th September, 1850, $5,000. 

Mr. SEWARD. I should like to have an ex- 
planation of that. 

Mr. HUNTER. A few years ago $12,000 
were appropriated in order to obtain rooms for | 
the courts at Utica. That money has not been | 
paid heretofore, because the parties had not com-. 
plied with the coniract; but £ understand from the | 
Secretary of the Interior that the contract is now ij 
ready to be complied with, and he is ready to pay | 
the $12,000. This appropriation of $5,090 addi- ʻi 
tional was not based on any estimate, and he is || 
of the opinion that it is not necessary and ought i; 
not to be paid. It is putin, I understand, ona | 
petition of the corporate authorities of Utica. | 

hat is all I know about it, and on that informa- || 
tion the committee move to strike it out. I 

Mr. SEWARD. I hope the Senate will not /! 
strike out this appropriation for the court-bouse |! 
at Utica. I desire to call the attention of the | 
Senate to the fact, that the principle involved in it i 
is the same one involved in other post office and ji 
court-house appropriations throughout the United |} 
States. I think that Senators have some right to | 
exorcise judgment themsclyes, and not rely abso- 
lutely in all cases on the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; for if they were to do that, they would give 
the Secretary of the Treasury all ihe power of 
legislation of the two Houses over post oflices, 
custom-houses, and court-houses. The State of 
New York is divided into two judicial districts, 
the first extending from Montauk Point, at the end 
of Long Island, to the city of Hudson, onthe FInd- 
son river, a distance of three hundred and fifty |} 
miles. Thatis the southern district. Thenorthern |! 
district extends from the city of Hudson, onthe 
Hudson river, northerly and westward, to Lake | 
Erie, a distance of three hundred ande gbty miles, 
The circuit court and district court hold terms 
at Utica, at Buffalo, and at Albany. The city of 
Utica a few years ago undertook to build a new 
city hall, and before doing so submitted the matter 
to Congress, and Congress agreed to appropriate 
$12,000, in consideration that they would prepare | 


PEs 
rooms suitably adapted to the use of the United | 
States courts in the city hall. The estimate of | 
the building was $36,000. The city was to pay | 
$24,000 for the use of its own portion, and the 
United States $12,000, This it was thought was 
cheaper than to erect such a building as would | 
be required. The building has been altered, and 
largely altered, owing to the requirements made | 
by the Government for the extent of accommo- | 
dations of its courts; and the expenses for the 
construction of a building have been carried np ta | 
$72,000, making the whole edifice cost $72,000. ` 
Such have been the exactions of the Gover- 
ment in regard to their accommodations, that it 
has never yet paid over to the city the $12,000 
appropriated by the former bill. “As the chair- 
man states, however, the building is completed, |: 
or nearly so, and the rooms are ready for oceu- i 
pation. The House of Representatives, on the | 
report of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
was satisfied that this approprialion of $5,000 
moreisa justand proper appropriation. That is 
the simple statement of the case; and I hope the | 
Senate will not think itself wiser than the House 
of Representatives in this matter, which exam- 
ined the whole subject, but will let the appropri- į 
ation stand. 7 f 

The amendment was rejected; there being, on 
a division—ayes 15, noes 20. 


The next amendment of the committee, which | 
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i 
i 
i 


will not pr 


ji deal of attention on this subject. 


wasa verbal one, to strike out the word “ 
and insert ‘* adapt,”’ was agreed to. 

The next was to insert, after the appropriation 
for land surveys in New Mexico: . 

For defraying the expenses of running the boundary line 
between the State 6f Texas aud the Territory of New 
Mexico, $10,000, 

Mr. HUNTER. The State of Texas appro- 
priated $10,000, and the Secretary of the Interior 
recommended $10,000 more, but said he could 
not submit a formal estimate until next session. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to insert, after the 
appropriation for the purchase of lots in the Con- 
gressional burial-ground: 

To enable the 
allow for the eng 
suance of a contract. made by direeiion of the 
the Navy, under authority of law, $2,200. 

Mr. HUNTER. That explains itself. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


adopt,’ 


ing of the * Ingraham medal,” in pur- 
Secretary of 


The next was to insert, after the appropriation `! 
| for ornamenting the Capitol with works of art: 


For enlarging and shelving the law library room, and for 
new carpet and other furniture for the same, $4,000. 

Mr. PEARCE, 
of the increase of books in the library. 
small affair, The library requires fitting up for 
the purpose of receiving all the books. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert: 

For repairing heating apparatus, raising. repairing pas- 
sages, printing, reglazing, aud extending secd-room and 
green-house according to plan, 606, to be expended 
under the direction of the Commissioner of Public Build- 
ings. 

Mr. PEARCE. These repairs are nece 
if we intend to keep up the establishment. 

The amendment was adopted. 


The next amendment was to reduce the appro- 
priation for taking care of the grounds south of 


the President’s House, continuing the improve- {i 


ments of the same, and keeping them in order, 
from $15,000 to $3,000. 
Mr. HUNTER. Thatis according to estimate. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike ou 


» © $75,000,’ and insert ‘“ $95,000,” in the follow- 
F 3 
: Iing clause: 


m of agricukharal statistics, investiga- 
iemlture and rural ceonomy dt 
procurement and d wmrion of cuttings and seeds, $75,000, 
to he expended under the direction of the Commissioner of 
Patents: Provided, ‘Phat the Commissioner shall report to 
Congress the various kinds and amounts of seeds purchased, 
and to be purchased, under this appropriation, from whom, 
and where obtained, and the cust of the same. 


Mr. TIUN'VER. ‘Twenty-five thousand dol- 


For the collecti 
tions for promotin: 


lars was estimated; and we propose to cut the || 


appropriation down to the original estimate. 
Mr. CLAYTON, 


of the House, F understand, bestowed a great 


that the whole of this sum will be required by the 
gricultural interests of the country. Very litte 
has ever been done for the 


ao 
ag 


farmers. When the farmer finds that so small a 


sum as this for those things which enable him to |. 


extend his improvements, is denied him, he wil 
be apt to inquire what you do for others. This 
is notalaree sum. IJ hope it will not be reduced, 

Mr. SEWARD. [agree with the honorable 
Senator trom Delaware. I] am sure no one will 
complain that I am not liberal in voting appro- 
priations for great public structures and edifices 


‘at the national capital. I vote very liberally, 


because I am proud of the capital, and I wish io 
see it worthy of the nation; but it ouglit to be re- 
membered that a large portion of our citizens will 
never have the favor of setting their eyes upon 
these great and magnificent structures which we 
are now raising for the benefit and honor of the 
nation; and all those eyes are directed here to sce 
what we will do, what we can do, to improve the 
agriculture of the nation, and to distribute that 


stacy of the Treasury to pay for, or j 


That is necessary by reason | 
It is a, 


SSary i 


I hope the amendments | 
ail, The House appropriated the i! 
i inconsiderable sum of $75,000, and the committee | 


I apprehend | 


Allother interests | 
are attended to; but very lite is ever done for the | 


i| improvement throughout the whole: country. 
i There is nothing: about which there is so much 
importunity upon Congress, I am sure, as for the 
seeds and the reports of the Patent Office. It is 
a good.symptom; it is an.excellent sign; and 
though it is somewhat inconvenient, I hope it.will 
continue, and I am very earnestly of the opinion 
that we ought to continue the appropriation, and 
not reduce the sum. i Be ent 

Mr. WELLER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were, ordered. : T 

Mr. K ELLER. I simply asked for the. yeas 
and nays, because I desire to have it understood 
by the country, that the Senate are desirous. to 
expend $75 It is the most 


75,000 for this purpose. 
extraordinary appropriation I ever heard of in 
Congress. I shall vote for $25,000 very reluc: 
tandy. I consider that a large amount for a thing 
of this kind, but $75,000 is most unreasonable. , 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I shall vote for this appro- 
priation, extraordinary as it seems to my friend 
from California, ‘This is no appropriation made 
by Congress for the benefit of the great interest 
of agriculture, which occupies a. large majority 
of the working people of the United States, 
except for these seeds, and I believe the Patent 
Office report. Now, so far as I myself, am cons 
cerned, so far as my individual judgment goes, 
| I would vote against both appropriations; but 
j am here as a representative of the people of the. 
| country, and I venture to say that, if it were put 
t 
| 
f 


now to the people of this country to vote, which. 
of the appropriations made by the General Gov- 
ernment best meets their wishes, a large majority 
of the people of the United States would point to 
this very appropriation for distributing sceds and 
for printing the Patent Office report. It is the 
i money of the people. ‘There is no more consti- 
_ tutional dificnity in appropriating $75,000 than 
| $29,000, and I am certain the people want their 


| money spent in this way, at least so far as I am 
able to judge from applications made to myself, 


I do not receive as many letters on all other sub- 
ii jects put together as I doon the distribution of 
|! these seeds and reports. Now, if $25,000 can 
|| be expended on that interest which sustains the 
i! whole country, which is the great wealth-creatin, 
|| interest of the country, we certainly can affor 
ij to spend $75,006 or $100,000. The amount isa 
i| mere nothing. : 

I state these reasons for my vote, because I 
vote against my individual judgment. I think this 
distribution of seeds is of very little use; but the 
‘| people think otherwise; itis their money, and 
they have a right to control its distribution, 

Mr. SLIDELL. This item of $75,000, which, 


' terial interests of the pockets of the people will, 
i be benefited by the appropriation of $15,000 for 
' the introduction of cane. The crop of Louisiana, 
three years since, was four hundred and sixty 
| thousand hogsheads of sugar. The present crop 
; will not exceed one hundred thousand hogsheads, 
i Jt has been gradually falling off during the last 
_ two or three years. A portion of that decreased 
i production is to be attributed:to inclement weather 
and bad scasons—too much cold, too much 
', drouth, too much rain—but one very important 
‘element is the actual deterioration of the cane, 
which can be remedied only by the importation 
|, of new varieties. They can only be brought: from 
, a distance, and perhaps can be more conveniently 
i brought by ships of war than in any other way, 
ji The Secretary of the Navy has entered very 
i heartily into this scheme. The Commissioner 
ii of Patents and all the scientific men connected 
with the Patent Office approve the suggestion, 
The difference in the price of sugar consumed 
| by the people of the United States, caused, ina 
il great degree by the falling off of the crop ir. 
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Louisiana, does not amount to less than five or 
six millions of dollars a year. When we made 
four handred and sixty thousand hogsheads in į 
Louisiana suger was a drug, and sold with diffi- | 
culty from two and a half to three cents a pound. | 
Since the falling off of this crop the same quality | 
of sugar has commanded. from seven and a half | 
to Bight and a half centsa poand in market at | 
New Orleans: “That ineréase of price does not 
apply only to the four hundred and sixty thou- 
sand hogsheads grown in Louisiana, but to the | 
whole importation. I am not making an extrav- | 
agant assertion when I say that the loss of the 
sugar crop of Louisiana would cost the people 
of the United States, in the enhanced prices of 
sugar, at least four or five millions of dollars a | 
ear. I perceive that my friend from California 
as some little reminiscences of sugar, and of a 
discussion that occurred in another place. Lhope | 
he will not allude to it here, but will bear me out | 
on that subject, and will assent to the passage of | 
this appropriation, which I think imperatively | 
called for by the best interests of the country. | 

Mr. IVERSON. I rise to endeavor to get aj 
little information. I will ask the Senators from 
Louisiana from what clause of the Constitution | 
they derive the power to appropriate money for | 
sugar-cane for the benefit of the planters of Lou- 
isiana, or any seed to distribute among them? I 
have not been able to find it myself. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. {í will answer my friend | 
from Georgia according to the regular Yankee į 
mode, if he will first answer me another question, 
What clause of the Constitution authorizes the 
appropriation of $25,000, and not $75,000? 

Mr. IVERSON. 1 was going to say that I 
have not been able to satisfy myself that the 
Constitution confers any such power on Congress | 
as is embraced in this provision. Tamas much | 
opposed to the appropriation of $25,000 as of 
$75,000. } should be happy to vote for the larger | 
amount if I were satisned that Congress had 

ower to make the appropriation; because Ebe- 
ieve the money could as well be expended in this 
way as any other, if you look at the mere benefit 
the expenditure is to confer on the people; but I 
desire to know where you derive the power to 
take money out of the Treasury, out of the pock- 
ets of my constituents, and putitinto the pockets | 
of the constituents of the Senator from Louisiana, 
to buy sagar-enne for them. Tt is the exercise 
of the same arbitrary power which the Emperor 
of France has exereised recently, by which he | 
appropriates millions of the pablic treasure to | 


Di 


indemnify those injured by the floods sent by | 
God. Ivis the exercise of unlimited power. I 
deny that there is any constitutional provision | 
that authorizes it, and, therefore, I shall vote : 
against both the appropriation of $75,000 and i 
$25,000. 1f any gentleman can satisfy me that | 
we have the constitutional power, I will vote for | 
$75,000. j 

Mr. WELLER. The Senator from Louisiana } 


(Mr. Super.) seems to put this appropriation, ; 
so far as sugar-cane is concerned, entirely on the i 
round that the cane has deteriorated in Louis- 


the State where I reside; but £ never thought ot 


asking Congress for an appropriation of teu or || 


f 
} 


fifteen thousand dollars, in order to get better seed | 
to plant there. Why cannot you carry out this | 
principle? If Congress is under an obligation to | 
make an appropriation of $15,000 to supply a; 
State where secd has deteriorated or degencrated | 
in the cultivation of sugar-cane, why cannot you 
apply it to everything else ? 

Mr. SLIDELL. If the Senator from California || 
wants an answer, I will give him one very read- || 
iy. Ihave no doubt he has sent a great many i 
varieties of corn to his own constituents, pur- 
chased and imported by these appropriations. I 
have done so. 

Mr. WELLER. So have I, but I never heard 
thatit improved my constituents’ corn. In this 
case the people of Louisiana have cultivated the 
sugar-cane in that State until it is deteriorated, 
and they are not able to raise as much sugar as 
formerly, and they want an appropriation from 
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i thar foreign Governments prese 


H and é The Quadrupeds of North America, would be very 
proper books for that purpose.” 


to have these works, for the purpose of enablin 
him ‘to reciprocate those courtesies which are 
extended. to us by other Governments, and make 


the Federal Treasury to enable them to get better 
seed. R 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted— yeas 19, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Biggs, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, 
Cass, Clay, Dodge, Houstou, Hunter, Iverson, Jones of 
Tennessee, Mallory, Pugh, Reid, Thomson of New Jersey, 
Weller, Wilson, aud Yulee—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Benjamin, Bigier, Clayton, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Fish, Foot, Geyer, Hale, Harlan, Pratt, Sebastian, Seward, 
Slidell, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, and Wright—21. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. IVERSON. I should like now to-move 
to strike out that clause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) That motion is not in order at the 
present time. The practice is first to go through 
with the amendments of the Committee on Finance 
before receiving any others. 


The next amendment was to increase the ap- 
propriation for completing the bridge at the Little 
Falls of the Potomac, from $5,000 to $75,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. The estimate was for $75,000, 
and the House put in $5,000. The Committee 
on Finance moved to restore the appropriation to 
the amount of the estimate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SLIDELL. Will the effect of making 
this bridge dispense with the necessity of another 
bridge across the Potomac? 

Mr. BROWN. Ido not think it will. There 
is no connection between the two. The Little 
Falls bridge is two or three miles above George- 
town, and has no sort of connection with the 
other bridge. 

The next amendment was to strike out the fol- 
lowing clause: 

To enable the Secretary of State to purchase one hun- 


| dred copies, each, of Andubon’s & Birds of America,” and 


& Quadrupeds of North America,” for presentation to foreign 
Governments, in return for valuable works sent by them 10 
the Government of the United States, $16,000. 


Mr. PUGH. I hope the Senate will not con- 
cur in the amendment. This appropriation is 
ked by the Secretary of State. I had a copy 
of his letter to the Speaker of the House, but I 
gave it to the chairman of the Committee on For- 
cign Relations. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
for it. 

Mr. PUGH. The Secretary has asked for it. 
Foreign Governments have presented to our Gov- 
ernment valuable works, and he desires to return 
theircivility. He has selected these works, which 
I think the Senate will agree are the most appro- 
priate presents the Government of the United 
States could make. They are works of estab- 
lished-character, Infact, ] do not think it is neces- 
sary to add anything, as every Senator must be 
familiar with them by, reputation at least. 

Mr. PEARCE. ‘This gentleman spoke to me 
about this proposition, and Í believe I should have 
no objection to it if the number had been smaller; 
but there are certainly not more than twenty-five 
Governments in the world, if that many, from 


as 


I admit the Secretary asked 


whom we ever receive presents of books, and I; 


take it twenty-five copies would enable us to re- 
turn civilities of this kind. One hundred copies 


are excessive, because we do not want to give | 


the same book over and over again to the same 
Government; and there are not more than twenty- 
five Governments to receive them. If it were mod- 
ified so as to be twenty-five, instead of a hundred, 
copies, I thiak it would meet the approbation of 
the Senate. 

Mr. CLAYTON. This subject was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and the 
committee authorized me to make a report, and I 
have prepared a reportand a bill, for the purpose 


the House of Representatives, of the 25th of | 
March, 1856. He says: 


“Sir: Linelose a copy of a letter addressed to me hy 
r. V. G. Audubon, with the remark that it often happens 


M 
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valuable works, and it is desirable to have similar 
to offer in return therefor. * The Birds of America,’ 


The Secretary has thus expressed the desire 
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suitable presents, which are highly acceptable to 
foreign Governments. We have been in the 
habit of making such presents, I think, from the 
beginning of the Government. I do not suppose 
that one hundred copies would be an improper 
number. My friend from Maryland says there 
are not Governments enough with whom we 
exchange to require one hundred. Ido not know 
precisely how many there are with whom we 
exchange, but I suppose that greatly more than 
twenty-five, or double that number, might be 
found to whom it would be proper to send this 
book. We have now, besides Mexico, some six 
different Governments in Central America; and 
extending thence southward to the extremity of 
the continent perhaps there are some twenty. 
How many there are in Europe itis not necessary’ 
for me to state to the Senate. One hundred seems 
to have been the number fixed on at the State 
Department. I would suggest as a compromise 
that the number be reduced to sixty, and I make 
that motion, Then the appropriation will be for 
sixty copies of this work, which will, I suppose, 
very nearly, if not quite, meet the wants of the 
Department, and the sum will be reduced by this 
amendment from $16,000 to $9,600. I make that 
motion, and I hope it will be adopted, and the 
section passed. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CLAYTON. I hope the Senate will now 
refuse to strike out the clause. 
The motion to strike out was rejected. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was to insert the following as a new 
section: 

Sec. 4. And he it further enacted, That, in the office of 
the Commissioner of the Gencral Land Office, the Secre- 
tary of the Interior shal} be authorized to take nine clerks 
of class three, in charge of branches of service, and put 
them in class four; and in addition to those now allowed 
by Jaw. the Postmaster General shall be authorized to 
employ four clerks of class one; and the sum of $6,600 is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to pay such increased compensa- 
tion aud the clerks thus authorized, including arrears now 
duc to temporary clerks to the 30th of June, 1857. 


The amendment was adopted. 


The next amendment was to insert, as an addi- 
tional section: 

Sec. 5, And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Treasury be authorized to purchase (or the United 
States the three stores at the Atlantie doek, at the port of 
New York, now held by the United States under a tease 
for a term of years; and the sain of 100,000, or so much 
thereof as may be required for the purpose, is hereby ap- 
, propriated. out of any moncy in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated: Provided, That the title to said stores, and 
the grounds thereunto belonging, shall be made to the United 
Staros in such manner as shall be satisfactory to the Pres- 
ident. 

Mr. HUNTER. The rent which accrues on 
| the unexpired lease is $102,000. Itis proposed 
| to buy the fee-simple for $100,000. The difer- 
: ence between the rent we should have to pay, and 
‘ the sum required to purchase the fee-simple, with 
six per centum interest, is $26,000, which is the 
rea] sum we are to pay for the property. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ments reported by the Finance Committee are 
now disposed of. , 

Mr. HUNTER. J have one further amend- 
ment to offer from the Committee on Finance: 

And be it further enacted, That the commissioner under 
the treaty with Great Britain, of June 5, 1854, shall be 
allowed the sum of four dollars per diem: for subsistence, 
the same to be paid out of the appropriation made on the 
lstof August, 1856, for the prosecution of the work including 
pay of commissioner and all other expenses, provided in the 
first article of the reciprocity treaty with Great Britain. 


| of complying with the wishes of the Secretary of |! 
|! State, to be found in a letter to the Speaker of | 


i: 
i 
i 
| 
| 


i That sum has been estimated for; but owing to 
; the fact that no law has been passed allowing it, 
‘although there has been an estimate, it has not 
been allowed. It is already provided for in the 
estimate, and is covered by an appropriation; but 
| there being no express law for it, it may be again 
‘ refused. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BROWN. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, to offer several 
“amendments to this bill, which I proceed now to 

do. The first is to come in after the appropria- 
: tion for United States court-rooms in Utica, New 

York: 
| For the alteration and improvement of the court-room in 
! the City Hall, in the'city of Washington, in the District of 
Columbia, the sum of $2,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


1856. 


Mr. BROWN. My nextamendment is tocome 
in after the appropriation for lighting Pennsyl- 
vania avenue: 

Por erecting cighty lamp-posts and burners, and supplying 
the same with gas for twelve months, in High and Bridge 
streets, in Georgetown, Disirict of Columbia, the same to | 
be expended under the direction of the Mayor of said city, 
$4,143 60. 

Mr. HUNTER. Wehave not been appropri- 
ating to light the streets in Georgetown. 

Mr. BROWN. I know you have not been, 
but it is high time you commenced. 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not know but that the 
result will be to light all the streets in both cities. 
I believe we have confined ourselves heretofore 
to Pennsylvania avenue, and the spaces around 
the Public Buildings. For one I am not willing 
to go further. 

Mr. BROWN. These streets in Georgetown | 
are nothing but a continuation of Pennsylvania 
avenue. The only difference is, that they run | 
in a different city, separated from Washington 
by a creek. We have made no appropriation 
in Georgetown. I think they are as much con- 
nected with the Government as Washington. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BROWN. I propose the following amend- 
ment to come in after the appropriation for repairs | 
of the Potomac and Navy-Yard bridges: 

And with a view to the construction of a new and sub- 
stantial bridge across the Potomac, the Secretary of the In- 
terior be, and he is hereby, authorized to cause drawings 
and estimates for the construction of an iron suspension 
bridge, also for a stone-arch bridge, to be prepared and sub- 
mitted to Congress at its next session ; and with a further 
view of enabling Congress to select the most eligible site 
for said bridge, the Secretary aforesaid is instructed to cause 
drawings and estimates to be prepared for a bridge at or 
near the site of the present Potomac bridge, another at or | 
near the place known as the Three Sisters, and another at 
such intermediate point as may be deemed most eligible. 

The committee had not, and could not obtain 
such accurate and reliable information as would 
justify them in proposing the construction of a 
new bridge at any particular point. This amend- 
ment is intended to procure that information. A 
majority of the committee is opposed to the 
present Long Bridge, and to the construction of 
a new bridge at that point; but if, upon accurate 
survey, that shall be found to be the most eli- 
gible place, (which we believe ourselves is not 
going to turn out to be the case,) of course we 
shall be compelled to give up our present notion. 
If this amendment be adopted, the committee is 
willing to let the appropriation for repairs go on, 
looking to the construction of a new bridge here- 
after. If it fails, I am instructed to move to strike 
out so much as applies to the repair of the Long | 
Bridge. 

Mr. BRODHEAD called for the yeas and nays 
on the amendment; and they were ordered. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. This is the beginning of || s 


an expenditure, I suppose, of half a million or a 
million of money. It is well known that, when- | 
ever the Government makes a commencement, we 
are committed to the work. Now, I am opposed 
to the Government making bridges over any of the 
streams around Washington. They ought to be 
crossed—as the Hudson and Delaware are crossed 
at New York and Philadelphia—by steam ferrics. 
F think we ought not to order these surveys, be- 
cause, when they are once ordered by Congress, 
we know the work will go on, and a very expens- 
ive bridge will be made. I do not think we are 
called upon to expend large sums of money in 
the District of Columbia for the benefit of the peo- 
pic here, Persons who desire to reach the city of | 
Ww shington by crossing the Potomac should pay 

for going over a steam ferry, as the people do at 
New York and Philadelphia. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator is probably wrong | 
in the amount of his estimate of the cost of the | 
bridge; but I say, candidly, to the Senator, and 
„to the Senate, that this is the commencement of | 
a stthstantial national bridge across the Potomac, 
or is so designed—one which shall be worthy of 
the nation, which shall be such a bridge as Gen- 
eral Jackson at one time recommended Congress jį 
to construct. 


Mr. BRODHEAD, Will it not obstruct navi- 
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| from Pennsylvania why it is that the mode of 
| crossing rivers at Philadelphia and New York is 
preferable to the mode of crossing them at London 
and Paris? Ido notexactly see the logic of the hon- 
orable Senator’s position. The people of the cap- 
ital want avenues on which they can pass across 
rivers without the necessity of transhipment. I 
is a great inconvenience, both to the people o 
Philadelphia and those at New York, that they can 
have no bridges. I believe the, time is not far 
distant when there will be a bridge over the rivers 
at both places. We haveundertalen bridges here 
on that principle—I have no doubt a principle 
wisely adopted—but we have built a bridge which 
is inadequate, and an obstruction to navigation. 
Here is a proposition in the bill to continue that 
bridge interminably, to the great obstruction of 
navigation—possibly to the destruction of the 
port of Georgetown above—which is a consider- 
able port. I think it is quite time to begin (and 
I agree with the Committee on the District of 
Columbia in that respect) to stop appropriations 
for the Long Bridge, and make our calculations 
for a suspension bridge, which will not obstruct 
navigation, but answer all the purposes. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 34, nays 7; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, Ben- 
jamin, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brown, Cass, Clay, Coikuner, 
Dodge, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Hale, Harlan, Honston, Hunter, 
Jones of Iowa, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Pearce, Pratt, 
Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Seward, Siideil, Swart, Trumbull, 
Weller, Wilson, and Wright—34. 
NAYS-~Messrs. Adams, Brodhead, Durkee, Tverson, 
Thomson of New Jersey, Wade, and Yulee—7. 
So the amendment was adopted. 


Mr. BROWN. My next amendment is to in- 
sert, after the appropriation for the grounds south 
of the President’s House: 

For continuing the grading and filling up of the public 

| grounds south of the Capitol, $20,000, 

I have a word to say in explanation of the 
amendment. I called on the Secretary of the In- 
terior in reference to this appropriation, and he 
stated that it was proper. He failed to estimate 
for it, because this grading was commenced 


t 
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authority, to send in an estimate, 
has all been done on the north side of the Capi- 
tol, and it has been completed, and that of the 
south side has been going on,and the money has 
become exhausted. There is a deficiency in the 
fund of $69,000; and I am told by the Commis- 
sioner of Public Buildings that §20,000 can be 
used this year. 
Mr. HUNTER. 
for it ? 
Mr. BROWN. The Sceretary of the Interior 
aid he did not estimate for it, because it was a 
congressional work; but he said that it was a 
| proper appropriation, and that the work ought to 
| be done. He did not estimate, because the work 
was not put under his charge. 
Mr. HALE. It seems to me this is a matter 
which should appropriately come from the Com- 
mittee on Pubhe Buildings. The chairman can 


Why did he not estimate 


mittee have acted, and would not recommen 
Mr. BAYARD. Ihave felt some embarrass- 


the Committee on the District of Columbia has 
taken at this session. 
I care nothing; I want no struggle on the subject; 
but most unquestionably, according to the prac- 
tice of the Senate, the honorable chairman of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia has 
assumed dutics which do not belong to his com- 
mittee. This is one instance. 
ject which the honorable Senator has now intra- 
duced, Lhave taken the vote of the Committee on 
Public Buildings, and they determined that it was 
unnecessary and improper to authorize any such 
expenditure until the plan for the enlargement of 
the Capitol grounds was fixed upon. I think they 


them, that, until the plan was adopted, and we 
i knew how the grounds were to be enlarged, to 


gation: 
Mr. BROWN. I hope it will be put in such a 
osition that it will not interfere with navigation. 
e shall have an eye to that when we get all 
these plans and surveys in. 
Mr. SEWARD. I desire to ask the Senator 


appropriate any money withoutan estimate from 
| the Commissioner of Public Buildings, for the 
‘| grading of the south grounds, would be improper. 
|| That is the reason we determined against it. 


: 
i 
i 


in 
H 
il 


by Congress, and he did not therefore feel called | 
upon, in the absence of what he conceived proper | 
The grading } 


state, I think, thatit ig one upon which the com- : 


ment, owing to the course which the chairman of | 


It is a matter about which | 


On the very sub- ; 


determined rightly. My own opinion agreed with || 


the Department at all, merely on the estimate of | 


Mr. BROWN. There has always been, as we í 


| 
| 


i 
il 


know, some difficulty in defining thé precise 
jurisdittian of the two committees acting in the 

istrict. If the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds had the subject únder considera- 
tion, and rejected this item, I am willing, with 
the concurrence of my associates on the Commit- 

tee on the District of Columbia, to withdraw. the 

amendment. I certainly do not mean to trench 
on any privilege, or right, or duty, belonging to 
any other committee. This matter was sent to 
us through some of the officers of the Govern- 
ment—I do not recollect how; but it was refer- 
red to us, and we took jurisdiction, because the 
matter was before us. I withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
unanimous consent, 
will be regarded as w 
no objection. 


Mr. BROWN. 


i 
i 


| 
t 
lj 
j 
H 


It requires 
If there be no objection, it 
ithdrawn. The Chair hears 


i 
|: 


I have another amendment. 

T do not know but that my friend from Delaware 

will think it interferes with his committee. It is 

to insert, after the clause for rebuilding the Frank- 
lin engine-house: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
horized and required to cause a suitable site for a new 
to be selected at or near the penitentiary in the city of 

Washington, and that he canse to be prepared drawings 

and specifications for the said jail, to be submitted to Con- 

on or before the 10th day of December next, together 
vith estimates of the cost of building said jail, 


The amendment was agrecd to. 


Mr. BROWN. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in afier the appropriation for pay- 
i ing laborers for shoveling snow from the walks 
gs: 

For grading, graveling, and completing the culvert across 
Tiber creck, on Indiana avenue, 36,000. 

This is to complete a work already commenced 
by Congress, which is leftin an unfinished con- 
dition. It is according to estimate contained in 
| the report of the Commissioner of Public Build- 
ings. In the interview which | had with the See- 
retary of the Interior, he gave me the same in- 
formaton in regard to this as the Capitol grounds, 
He thought it a work proper to be done, but it 
was not commenced on his recommendation, or 
in any way put under his control. 

Mr. BAYARD. I shoul suppose that this 
amendment would appropriately belong to the 
Committee on Public Buildings. AN I can say 
is, we have had before us several items of a pro- 
priation, which the Commissioner of Public Build- 
Ings was desirous of having added to this bill b 
the Senate; and this was not among them. This 
is the first time I have ever heard of any project 
of this kind. Tf it came from the Commissioner 
of Public Buildings, certainly, in giving to me 
a list of those amendments which he desired to 
have added to the bill, connecied with the publie 
grounds, he ought to have given all. He did not 
give me this. Those which he did give me have 
all been passed on by the committec, and the de- 
termination is, to adopt none of them. 

Mr. BROWN. 1 cannot yield to my friend 
fom Delaware on this point; for if there is any- 
thing inside the District of Columbia that is under 
the control of the Commitice on the District of 
| Columbia, it is the avenues. They are not pub- 
lie grounds in the ordinary acceptation: of the 
term. This Capitol and the grounds on which it 
stands ore within the jurisdiction of the Commit- 
tee on Publie Buildingsand Grounds. The Pres- 
ident’s House, and the grounds surrounding it, 
re under tie jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds; but unquestion- 
ably, the avenues of the city are now, as they 
nave always been, wider the jurisdiction of the 
District Committee, and are not public grounds 
in any proper acceptation of ihe term. 

Mr. BAYARD. As TI stated to the honorable 
Senator before, E should be gratified if the Senate 
i would please to determine what public works in 
the District of Columbia come properly within 
the appropriate duties of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and what within the furis- 
i diction of the Committee on Public Buildings. 
ANT can say is, that the appropriations for the 
| avenues at the two preceding sessions of Cona 
| gress, since I have been on the Committee on 
Public Buildings, until the honorable Senator from 
Mississippi became chairman of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, have invariably 
come from the Committee on Public Buildings, 
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eae ae «, 
and bave been acted on by them exclusively. 
“Che Jaws and government of the District of 
Columbia have been considered to be more ap- 
propriate subjects for the District Committee. It 
is immaterial to me; I have not a particle of 
feeling on the subject, except that I should like 
the duties of my committee defined. Certainly, 
according to the usage since T have been upon 
the Committee on Public Buildings, the honor- 
able Senator has trenched on those duties hith- 
erto intrasted ‘to us. The avenues, and the pub- 
lic works in the District, have come hitherto 
under our-supervision; and the Committee on the 
District of Columbia never interfered with them. 

Mr. BROWN. | This subject was, on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. Sepas- 
TIAN, ] referred to our committee, and the Senate | 
instructed us to look into it. ' 

‘Mr. HALE. 1 desire to ask the Senator from 
Mississippi, whether this amendment is based 
on the recommendation of the Seerctary of the 
Interior, or of the Commissioner of Public Build- 
ings? ` 


‘Mr. BROWN, I stated before, that the Com- 


1 
i 
1 
H 
t 


missioner of Publie Buildings estimates for it. | 


When called on the Secretary of the Interior, he 
said it was a proper work to be done, but he had 
not estimated for it, because the original app- 
priation, which commenced the work, was not on 
his recommendation; and he had made it a rule 
of his official conduct, when Congress commenced | 
a work, to leave it under the control of Congress, 
and make no estimate in regard to it, unless it 
was carried on under bis direetion. For that 
reason he made no estimate, hough he said he | 
belteved it was a work that ought to be done, 

Mr. HALE. [do not know what the practice | 
of Congress has been heretofore; but it seems to | 
me we shall get into dificulty by taking the estj- | 
mates of the Commissioner of Public Buildings, | 
if what the chairman of the Committee on Public i 
Buildings and Grounds states be correct, | think | 


we had better leave this work as we did the one | 
U will not protong the discus- 


which we rejected. 

Mr. BROWN, | 
sion. All I have to say is, that we have com- |! 
menced the work, and it is now in an untinished | 
condition, 'The simple question is, whether you |! 
will complete what you have commenced? > F 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. BROWN. My uextamondment is to come 
in after the appropriation for the Little Falls 
bridge: 

For the extingnishment of all right. tile, and interest 


which may remain in the president, directors, and conipany 
of the Coltonbis tarupike road, under and 


| 
i 
t 


eermin uwapike roads in the Distriet of Colunbin,™ ap 
proved April 20, 1810, by purchase, not 10 execed $5,000, or 
omerwi as may be jst, according to law, aud for the 
Necessary graduations repairs culverts, and grave ting of the 
said road, from the boundary of the city of Washi 
the oudine of the Distriet of Columbia, Che sunt of $15, 

For ite proper opening, making ealy sand planting 
trees On Marylood aveune, from Capitol square to the bound= | 
ary of the city of Washington, where it conieets wilh the | 
road Jeading to Baltimore, the sum of 810,000, 

Mr. AD! Congress purchased a bridge | 
in this District some years ago from a private 
company. When it was pro 
and the suggestion was made t 


ttn 


i 
| 
1 
{ 
i 


li 
’ 
nosed to repair it, | 
mut those who were | 
interested in that bridge should repair it, it was 
said Congress had purchased it, and it became the 
duty of Congress to keep it iu repair, T tale it 
that the same argument will > 
not only build bridges and roads for the people | 
here, but they insist that your constituents and | 
mine shall be taxed ta keep those roads in repair 
for them. J think it is juscand proper that the | 
people of the District should have a right to tax à 
themselves to make their own roads and bridges, ! 
and keep them in repair; atailevents, when Con- | 
gress purchases them for them. IT shall vote 
against this proposition, 

Mr. BROWN. I move an amendment in obe- 
dience to the instructions of the committee, My | 
friend from Maryland understands it better than 
Ido, and can explain it. 

Mr. PRATT. All the roads pow leading to | 
the captal of the nation with this exception are 
free. "This was originally the turnpike road lead- ;' 
ing from Washington to the city of Baltimore. ; 

"he proposition is to make that part of the turn- |: 
pike, lying within the jurisdiction of this Govern- ji 
ment free, so that the people of every section of the | 
country, so far as we have jurisdiction over the 


| 


è 
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appropriation: bill as the work is not necessary to 
be done now. J have difficulty about thé proper 
committee; but that was the determination of the 
Committee on Public Buildings, supposing, ac- 
cording to the former usage, that it belonged to 
them. 
The amendment was rejected. 


| public highways of the District, shall travel over 
| them free of expense.. Now, if any citizen of the 
: United States has to go on this road, he must pay 
: a toil within about a quarter of a mile of the cap- 
l ital; and three miles before he gets out of the 
|. District of Columbia he is stopped by a toll-gate, 
and cannot go any further without paying toll. 


| there without paying toll. 


|. from Bladensburg to Washington? [* Yes.’’] 


y virtue or the fy 
aet entitet S An det to incorporate a ecompony for mitking |! 


i 
pe used here. We! 


he proposes now, in pursuance of what be sup- 


: We think that access to the capital, in that direc- 
! tion as all others, should be free of toll. I hope 
: the amendment will be adopted. I think itrather 
i a disgrace to agreat Government like ours that 
i people, coming from every section of the country, 
i should be stopped in their approach to the capital 
i by a toll-gate. 

|. Mr. BIGGS. I will ask the Senator from 
i Maryland whether, after this provision be made, 
; persons will not have to pay toll on this roa 
! when they get beyond the District line? 

Mr. PRATT. The District of Columbia ex- 
| tends down to the great ducling ground, and you 
i have to paya tollnow to getthere. [Laughter.] 
i This proposition will enable gentlemen to travel 
The next toll-gate is 
‘beyond Bladensburg, and out of our jurisdiction. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is this the road 
‘dt was very free in 1814. [Laughter.] It ought 
' to be free now. 

/ Mr. ADAMS. 
| suggestion of the Senator from Maryland that all 
‘the other roads leading from the District of Co- 
‘lumbia are free but this. Now, I believe ever 
‘man who travels on the railroad between Balu- 
more and Washington has to pay fifty cents to | 
| the State of Maryland for traveling on that road. 
If we are about to purchase a free passage for 
every person who may think proper to come here, 
l think we should purchase from the State of 
Maryland the privilege of allowing persons to 
pass on that railroad free. There is certainly a $ 


much wider and more extended interest in that | 


than in tl 
Senaie. 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BROWN. In line four hundred and thirty- 
nine, F move to strike out three’? and insert 
“ six,” so that it will read: 

For support, care, and medical treatment, of transient 
paupers, medical and surgical patients in Washington infirm- 

i ary, $6,090. 

That item is estimated at $6,000, and the Sec- | 
retary of the Interior says: ** The Committee of | 
Ways and Means have reduced this item to 

© 53.000. [tis very desirable, however, that the 
entire amount asked should be provided,” for | 
reasons which are set forth in his letter, which I | 
wH not trouble the Senate by reading, 

Phe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN, After the appropriation for 
vees and tree-boxes, for the public grounds, L 
move to insert the following: 

Por inelosing with an iron rai 
i triangular spaces on Pennsylvar venue between Bigh- j 


uis road; but I do not wish to delay the 


T want to call attention to the |: 


ing, and improving the ii 


Mr. BROWN. I am farther instructed by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, to ‘offer 
the following amendment, to come in at the end 
of the first section: 


For the total cost of a new basin to the Chesapeake and 
Ohio Canal at its terminus in Georgetown, the sum of 
| $31,659 10 is hereby appropriated : Provided, That the said 
work shall be done according to the plan and estimates sub- 
mitted in the report of Licutenant B.S. Alexander, to the 
Secretary of War, dated the 13th day of February, 1855, 
i and the estimates in the report of Captain U. G. Wright, 
acting chief engineer, from the War Department, dated the 
3d day of July, 1856; and the said appropriation shal be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, 


Mr. PRATT called for the 
they were ordered. 

Mr. PRATT. I hardly suppose that amend- 
ment coald have been understood by the Senate, 
or they would not have voted against the propo- 
sition. Some two or three years ago we appro-~ 
priated $5,000, if I recollect aright, to enable the 
Secretary of War to have surveys and estimates 
made for the necessary amount to complete this 
basin at the terminus of the Chesapeake and Ohio 
canal, at Rock Creek, in Georgetown. Jam very 
sorry to be obliged to bring to the attention of the 


yeas and nays; and 


‘| Senate the reasons, or some of them, which in- 


duce me to think that if they will reflect for a 
moment, they will all vote for this amendment. 
Many years ago this great work, perhaps the 
greatest in the world of its eharacter—the Ches- 
apeake and Ohio canal—was chartered by this 
Government, in conjunction with the States of 
Maryland and Virginia. The appropriation was 
made by each of these Governments and by the 
District cities, for an amount supposed to be suf- 
ficient to complete the work. After Maryland, 
by the inducement of the Federal Government, 
had embarked in this enterprise, and after the 
money was expended which had been appropri- 
ated by the three Governments, it was found to 
be entirely inadequate to complete the work. It 
being constructed on this side of the Potomac, 
į within the jurisdiction of the State of Maryland, 
the onus from that time has fallen on Maryland 
to complete the work, which has been done at 
her exclusive expense to Cumberland, at the cost 
of some ten or fifteen millions of dollars on her 
part. This amount has been expended by her 
alone, upon a work which was entered into 
originally conjointly with the Federal Govern- 
ment, and which she was induced to go into by 
the Pederal Government having granted a char- 
ter, and having subseribed for a portion of the 


i 
j teenth and Nineteeuth streets, aud the space on the sou | 

side of Ponusytya avenue, between Twenticth and | 
| Pwenty-first streets, $16,229 01. 


The Secretary of the Interior says: 

Appropriations having been made for several years | 
past for improvements of this character, it was supposed to | 
se the design at Congress to continue them from year to ! 
rear antil completed, and estimates were submitted accord- | 
ingly, for what it was thought could be profitably expended 
i for the present season, ‘Che items, however, have not 
received the approval of the Commitee of Ways 
i Means, Should they yet be granted, the money will, it is 
believed, be usefully apphed.? 

I have only to say, in reference to this item 
that this again is one of the improvements of | 
Congress, The Secretary of the Jaterior was 
instructed, so faras the appropriations had here- | 
tofore been made, to have the work done; and 


i 
i 


i 


poses to be the plan of Congress, to go on and 
“Improve these triangular reservations. If Con- 
gress think proper to abandon the policy, they | 
may do it, as they commenced it, without con- 
sultation with the Seerctary. | 
: Mr. BAYARD. This particular item was 


supposed it was within their province, and they 
determined that it was unwise to propose an 
amendment of this character at the present ses- |) 
sion, and agreed to leave the question whether it} 
was requisite to be considered. hereafter. We | 
thought it unwise and improper to attach it toan 


i 


i 
H 


and ij h 
ii on this amendment. 


cost. She was left to complete it alone; and now 
all she asks is that the Federal Government, 
i within its own jurisdiction, will complete what 
| Maryland cannot do, and has no jurisdiction 
over——make a complete basin for thatcanal which 
has cost Maryland $10,000,000. Thisis a prop- 
osition, it seems to me, too plain to be denied by 
| any one who will submit to reason on the sub- 


i ject. 


Mr. BIGGS. I desire to vote understandingly 
If I can have the ear of the 
Senator from Maryland L desire to make an in- 
quiry, whether or not this canal belongs to a 
i chartered company, and whether this is an ap- 
propriation which, if made, will inure to the 
benefit of a chartered company? 

Mr. PRATT. The objeet’ is to benefit the 
| commerce of the District of Columbia. It is 

now found, after the products are brought down 
from Alleghany, and after the coal, which it was . 
originally designed to bring here for the use ofthe 
Government and the use of the public is brought 
here, there is no basin to receive it. This being 


! within the exclusive jurisdiction of the Federal 
before the Committee on Public Buildings. They |: 


Government, inasmuch as we were induced to go 


| into the enterprise originally by her example, 
: Maryland asks the Federal Government to make 


a basin for the reception of that trade which has 
been brought into existence by her money. 
Mr. HALE. I see these estimates are very 


close; but I want to ask the Senator if he does 
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not think this basin could be done. for $31,600 
instead of $31,659 01. [Laughter.] + 

Mr. PRATT. That is the estimate of the 
engineers. 

Mr. PEARCE. There is really another rea- 
son for the appropriation of this sum by Con- 
gress. This basin will be of great value to the 
District of Columbia as well as to the canal com- 
pany. The State of Maryland, it may be sup- 
posed, ought to do it as the most heavy propric- 
tor; but there is a practical difficulty in the way 
of Maryland undertaking it. A few years ago 
we adopted a constitution preventing the State 
from conducting any work of this kind, so that 
it cannot be done at ail unless by this Govern- 
ment. A 

Mr. PRATT. T see now the object of the 
inquiry which the honorable Senator from North 
Carolina made, and I will state that after this | 
vast expenditure of money, the stock is not | 
worth one farthing; it does not sell for one cent | 
in the market; and the work is now conducted 
wholly through the instrumentality of the Mary- | 
land Legislature, for the purpose of receiving | 
back the interest upon the money which she has | 
loaned to the company for the completion of the | 
canal. i 

Mr. BIGGS. Then, I understand, the present ; 
canalis owned by the Gencral Government as & | 
stockholder with the State of Maryland | 

Mr. PRATT. And Virginia. They are stock- 
holders, but the stock is not worth a farthing. | 

Mr, BIGGS. Then it is proposed, on the part 
of the United States, to make this-improvement, 
because they have not contributed their fair pro- 

ortion? 

Mr. PRATT. And because it is essential for | 
the commerce of the District over which they have |} 
exclusive jurisdiction, 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 16, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS-—Messrs. Bigler, Bright, Brown, Cass, Dodge, 
Douglas, Foot, Geyer, Hale, Jones of Jowa, Pearce, Pratt, i 
Pugh, Seward, Siuart, and Wright—16. 

NAYS~Messrs. Adams, Allon, Bell of New Hampshire, | 
Bell of Tennes Benjamin, Biggs, Brodhead, Clay, Col- ; 
lamer, Fish, Harlan, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, James, 


Jones of Tennessec, Mallory, Reid, Slidell, Thompson of 
Kentucky, Wade, Wilson, and Yulee—23, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BROWN. I have one other amendment, | 
and whether I offer it or not will depend on the | 
answer I shall get from the chairman of the Com- | 
mittee on Public Buildings. The amendment : 
proposes proceedings for the purpose of condemn- ' 
ing property in the vicinity of the Capitol for the 
extension of the grounds. The question I pro- ! 
pound to the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Buildings is, whether his committee have juris- , 
diction? 

Mr. BAYARD. 
attached to an appropriation bill. | 
necessity for its immediate passage, and it cer- į 
tainly is general legislation, it seems to me. | 

Mr. BROWN. Very well, I will not offer it. | 
Mr. BAYARD. There are objections also to | 

| 
j 
i 
I 
{ 
| 
| 


I think it had better not be | 
There is no 


it. : 

Mr. BROWN. Ihave two or three amend- | 
ments to this bill on my own account, but I sup- ; 
pose it is hardly regular to offer them until the ; 
committees get through. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Amendments į 
from committees will be first received. 

Mr. STUART. I have a couple of amend- 
mentsfrom the Committee on Public Lands. The | 


. ° { 
first is this: at 
Seo. —. And be it further enacted, That in the settlement | 

| 


of the accounts of the registers and receivers of the public ; 
land offices, the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
hereby authorized to allow, subject to the approval of Co 
gress, such reasonable compensation for additional clerical 
services and extraordinary expenses incident to said offices, 
as he shall think just and proper, and report to Congress all 
such cases of allowance at each succeeding session, with | 
estimates of the sum or sums required to pay the same. i 


| 
The amendment was agreed to. i 
l 


Mr. STUART. I have one other amendment: : 


sind be it further enacted, That from and after the 30th 
of June, 1856, the compensation of the surveyor generi 
əf the Territory of Utah shall be $4,000 per annum, in Heu 
of the sum, now authorized by law ; and the sum of $1,000, 


in addition to that elsewhere provided for the salary of said 
surveyor general, is hereby appropriated out of any mon 
an the Treasury not otherwise appropriated for that pur- i 
Ose. t 
Mr. HUNTER. There is no recommendation i 
from the Department of the Interior for that in-i; 
crease of salary, nor do I see any good reason ‘i 


forit. -Ido not know why we should increase | 


the salary of the surveyor general of Utah. 
Mr. STUART. This. is reported by the in- 
struction of the Committee on Public Lands 
unanimously; and I have in my hand a very short 
Statement of the prices in that country, which, 
I think, will show ample reason for it. Flour is 
eight dollars per hundred pounds; corn meal, two 
dollars a bushel; pork, from twenty-five dollars 
to thirty dollars a barrel; bacon, forty dollars a 


; hundred; beef, from twelve dollars to eighteen 
i dollars a hundred pounds; firewood, fifteen dol- 


lars acord; and coffee and tea, forty cents a pound. 
The prices there are the highest in the United 
States, and have been so all the time, and are 
likely to remain so. I think there is no case in 
the whole history of the Government that pre- 
sents so strong a claim as this. 

Mr. HUNTER. Would not the same reason 
require us to raise the salaries of the Governor 
and all? 

Mr. STUART. No, sir. 

Mr. HUNTER. He gets more than the Gov- 
ernor now. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. PEARCE. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Library to offer two amendments. 
The first is to insert, after the appropriation for 
the Ingraham medal: 

To enable the Librarian of Congress to subscribe for, and 
purchase, one thousand copies of the works of General 
Nathaniel Greene, to be published by bis grandson, George 
W. Greene, in an edition of not excceding six volumes, 
$15,000, or so much thereofas may be necessary: Provided, 
The cost of the same shall not exceed $2 50 per volume. 


Tt will be recollected by many members of the 


| Senate, that this amendment was offered the last 


night of the last session, and its passage then 


į was prevented by an objection interposed by the 


Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] who. sup- 
posed this gentleman had no authority to publish 
the papers of his grandfather, General Greene. 
Since then, that Senator has been satisfied that 
Mr. George W. Greene has the full authority of 
all the heirs, and is in full possession of all the 
papers. Their value cannot be questioned, as 
General Greene was the commander of the Army 
of the South in the Revolution, and the second 
man to Washington, undoubtedly, in our military 
service. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I should like to move an 
amendment to include an appropriation for Doctor 
Kane’s report. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment pending. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. ButI propose to amend that. 

Mr. BAYARD. That will give rise to discus- 
sion, I can assure gentlemen, for Lnever can agree 
to go into these outside reports. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 


There is an 


! is on the amendment of the Senator from Mary- 


land. f 

Mr. HUNTER. Iappeal to my friend from 
Maryland not to ofer amendments for the publi- 
cation of books. We are very anxious to get 


| through. 


Mr. PEARCE. I do not suppose there will 
be any debate on this proposition. 
debate it myself. 

Mr. HUNTER. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
tion if there is objection to it. 

Mr. JAMES. [really hope this amendment 
will pass. 


I am afraid others will. 


General Greene, of Rhode Island? Is there a 
southern Senator who will not vote in the affirm- 
ative on this question? I hope not, sir. 

Mr. CASS. I have but one word to say about 
General Greene. It is within the recollection of 
the Senate—it ,is a well known fact, that Wash- 
ington designated Greene as his successor in any 
action to be done, which shows the estimation he 
had of Greene’s character as the savior of the 
South. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. g 
concluded not to continue the book-purchasing 
business. 

The amendment was agreed to; there being, 
on a division—ayes 21, noes 16. 

Mr. PEARCE. I have another amendment 
from the Committee on the Library, to come in 
after the one just adopted: 

For replacing the works of the exploring expedition 


I shall not | 
I shall waive my proposi- į 


Is there a Senator on this floor who ;i 
does not well know the history and character of | 


I thought the Senate had |} 


|: the Government now, that I have been able to 


Ñ gs 
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destroyed by the firein Philadelphia on the Ith of Aprit 
last, the sum of $10,494 46. C 

I suppose: no man will think I have violated 
my pledge not to ask more money for the con 
tinuance of the works of this expedition. Jt hag 
| so happened that a number of the volumes which: 
were printed, and some of which were bound, and 
all of which were in tlic hands of the printer, were: 
destroyed in the great fire in Philadelphia a few 
months ago. If we do not pass this appropria- 
tion, it will be impossible for as to gend out to 
foreign Governments, to whom we have’ made 
presents of these books, the volumes of a certain 
class of works which are necessary to make the 
| series perfect, and a large part of the labor which 
has been expended by scientific men in preparing’ 
these works will be utterly lost. This is no vio- 
lation of my pledge; and as it is a small appro- 
ptiation, intended only to perfect that work which 
is, after all that has been said about it, very hon- 
orable to the science of the country, I hope it will 
be allowed. : 

Mr. HUNTER. ITunderstand this is necessary 
j to give value to the work that has been done. 

Mr. HALE. I think we had better not do it, 
because foreign Governments that have gota few 
volumes will be left in the dark as to what-tlie 
thing would be if finished. Great room will-be 
| left for conjecture of a great work, and if we 
| leave it imperfect, they will never see it. 

The amendment was agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes 18, noes 14. a . 

Mr. MALLORY. I offer the following amend- 
ment from the Committee on Naval, Affairs, to 
come in after the provision for payment of the 
codifiers of the laws of the District of Columbia: 

That the officers of the late surveying and exploring 
expedition to the China stas and Behring’s straits, WDO,- 
under the orders of the Secretary of the Navy, performed 
the duties of grades higher than their own respectively, 
shall be entitled to reccive, in lieu of the pay.of their own: 
grades, the pay of the grades whose duties they performed 
respectively, for, and during the time they performed the 
same; and that the same be paid out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The Senate, the day before yesterday, having 
voted down an amendment which I then pro- 
posed to the naval appropriation bill, 1 have al- 
tered it in compliance with the views of the chair-- 
man of the Committee on Finance and other 
gentlemen who opposed it. This appropriation 
is recommended by the Secretary of the Navy, ‘ 
whose letter I send to the table. It is to give te 
these officers the pay of their actual duties per- 
formed under the orders of the Secretary of the 
Navy. ; 

Mr. HUNTER. I believe this amendment is 
right. Itis only to give them the pay of the 
grade in which they served. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY. [have another amendment 
which is from the Committee on Public Lands, 
to come in after the appropriation for surveys of 
the Keys off the coast of Florida: 

That the public Jands, heretofore reserved for military 
purposes, in the State of Fiorida, which said lands, in the 
opinion of the Secretary of War, are no longer i 
desired for such purposes, or so much thereof as 
| retary may designate, shall be, and are hereby, placed under 
the control of the General Land Office, to be disposed of 
and sold in the same manner, and under the same regula- 
| tions as other public lands of the United States: Provided, 
i That said lands shall not be so placed under the control of 


said General Land Office, until said opinion of the Secre- 
tary of War, giving his consent, communicated to the Sec- 


Mr. HUNTER. I ask if the Secretary of 
| War has not authority now? Cannot he sell 
| lands reserved for military sites? 

Mr. MALLORY. He has not the power. 
| The act on this subject has been construed as 
i retrospective, to include sites reserved up to the 
| time when the act passed, and not to sell any 
others. This simply allows the Secretary of 
| War to dispense with certain reservations, of no 
! use to the Government, and throw them into the 
i public lands generally. 

! Mr. CASS. I think the honorable . Senator 
| from Florida is mistaken, There was one iaw 
i which made provision for the sale of military 
| 
| 


H 

i 

| 

i ` Š 5 re 

ti retary of the Futerior in writing, shall be filed and recorded. 
if 

i 

H 


lands up to its passage. It was remedied a tew 
years ago by providing for its future operation 
‘on all lands held by the Government, and not 
| necessary for military reservations. 

| Mr. MALLORY. The honorable Senator from” 
| Michigan is mistaken. There is no power in 
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discover, to surrender these lands, held by the 
Wear, Department as reservations, in the State of 
Florida, to the public land fund. This amendment 
simply takes such reservations as the War De- 

ariment does not want for public purposes—the 
Siate of Florida is shingled. over with them—and 
turns them over as public lands to the Department 
of.the Interior.. Alithe interests of the Govern- 
mentare entirely saved. 

Mr. YULEE. I think the nature of this amend- 
ment.is not understood; and, if the honorable 
Senator from Michigan will give me his attention 
for a moment, l can perhaps put it in a different 
light from thatin which ithasstruck him. During 
the pendency of the Seminole hostilities in Florida, 
temporary posts were established through the 
hostile district, and the commanding officers, in 
order to keep off whisky sellers and persons who 
were disposed to trafiic with the soldiers, and 
maintain perfect discipline, procured from the 
President a suspension fron sale of large tracts 
of country, in some instances twenty-four miles 
in extent, embracing several townships of land. 
They. were merely temporary and floating posts, 
which are not now maintained, and were never 
intended to be, but were simply occupied for tem- 
porary purposes. The sales of those lands were 
suspended during the military occupation. Since 
then, the Department of War have given notice 
to the Secretary of the Interior that they have no 
further occasion for them, and have done all they 
can to release their hold on them. The construc- 
tion which is piven to the existing legislation by 


the Interior Department, prevents their being | 


brought into market as part of the publicdomain, 

under the general laws applicable in those cases, 

until this proposed legislation shall have taken 
lace. 

Mr. CASS. 
The provision of the law ig, that sites reserved for 
military purposes, and not needed for them in the 
opinion of the Secretary of War, may be sold. 
There is a second law on the subject, Tikini, in 
a recent appropriation bill, I know that land 
reserved at Detroit was sold by the authority of 
the War Department a few years ago. 

Mr. YULEE. That is not the case here. In 
that case, the sale would be in accordance with 
the general system of the sale of public lands, It 
would not derange titles. 

Mr. MALLORY. The Committee on Public 
Lands have examined this whole question, 

Mr. BENJAMIN. This is a renewal of a 
proposition which lias been presented to us before 
at this session, 

Mr. MALLORY. No, sir. 

Mr, BENJAMIN, Itis in fact the same thing. 
It involves this proposition, that land which has 
been once reserved for the use of the Government 
may, at the diseretion of an executive officer, be 
brought into the mass of public lands for sale or 


entry. When we had thi ubject up before, it 
appeared to be the universal imp ou that, 


when land had been once appropriated for Gov- | 


ernment purposes, and was no longer required for 


those purposes, a report ought to be made to i; 


Congress, and Tet Congress determine whether 
they want these lands on a reserve, 

Mr. YULEB. Allow me 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The Senator from Florida 
will excuse me fora moment. [ understand per- 
fectly well this proposition has reference to the 
reservations in Florida, 

Mr. YULEE. 
the facts. Í was going ta say, the Department 
has done precisely what the Senator suggested, 


They have asked that this authority should be i 


given; and the amenament is to apply to Florida 
parlicularly—a special elass of cases, 
Mr. BENJAMIN. 
Mr. HUNTER. [suggest that this is legis! 
tion, and ought not to be added to an appropria- 


non bill. Certainly it ought to be provided for i 


in a separaie bill, “tis an important matter. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. 
again. 
The amendment was re 
My STUART, Its 


will object to this propos 


ad. 


s to ine no Senator 


stood, „Very large amounts of land in the State E 
of Fiorida were withdrawn from sale, and put | 


under the control of the War De 
tary reservations, 
for that purpose 


partment as mil- 


for years. The effect o 
i 


I do not know but that itis so. j 


l wish to correct the Senatorin | 


Task to have it read again. i 
i i 


Twill hear the amendment li 


tion when it is under- ; 


They have not been needed i 


|i amendment is simply to transfer them to the con- 


i 
: trol of the Interior Department, with the consent 
! of the Secretary of War first had and obtained. 
i If they are transferred there, according to the 
: amendment, it will be obligatory on the Depart- 
i ment to put them up at public auction, like all 
i other unoffered public lands, in the first place, and 
| after that they will be subject to private entry. 
| It simply provides that such lands in the State of 
| Florida as the Secretary of War does not want, 
i and shall certify his opinion that he does not need, 
|: shall-be placed, where they ought to be, under 
i the control of the Interior Department, and sub- 
|| ject to the general land Jaws of the country. 
: Mr. BENJAMIN. I shall make no further 
| objection to the passage of this amendment, be- 
|! cause both the Senators from Florida seem to be 
|, satisfied with it; but I do not yield to the argument 
i that, because the Secretary of War may not re- 
| quire the further service of land which has been 
|; reserved for military purposes, therefore at his 
į discretion it is to be returned to the public domain 
| for sale. It may be wanted by some other De- 
| partment for some other public service; and for 
| that reason I have always insisted that, when land 
once reserved for public purposes was to be re- 
|; turned to the public domain tor disposition, that 
: fact should be made known by a communication 
| to Congress, in order that the F epresentatives and 
| Senators of those States where the lands lie should 
į have an opportunity of saying whether they were 
f wanted for other public purposes or ought to be 
ii sold now. Both the Senators from Florida are 
satisfied that all the military reservations in their 
i State are not required for public purposes, and, 
therefore, ought to be sold. I have no objection, 
f then, to the amendment, as it is confined to that 
“one State. 
Mr. YULEE. I will state a single case as an 
|i illustration, in order that the Senate may under- 
stand the matter distinctly. 
Several Senators. We understand it. 
Mr. YULEE. I am willing to yield, if the 
amendment is understood, 
| Mr. JONES, of lowa. I wish to move to 
pamend the amendment by inserting “Jowa” 
jl after “ Florida.” There is a large quantity of 
| land — four townships — opposite to Prairié du 
! Chien, reserved for the use of Fort Crawford, 
| when Wisconsin was a Territory, This land is 
cut off from the State of Wisconsin entirely, and 
is of no use for the fort. The Secretary of War 
| wants it to be sold, 
| Mr. STUART. Having examined this ques- 
j| Gon, E hope that will not be done. There is a 
f different state of circumstances altogether in 
lown. 
Mr. JONES, of lowa. E will not offer it, un- 
i less the Senator from Florida agrees to it. 
Mr. MALLORY. I bope it will not be offered. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa. 1 withdraw it. 
| Mr. HOUSTON. Lreally think this isa matter 
i OF legislation which ought not to be attached to 
an appropriation bil. Ido not say itis not le- 
gitimate, but I say this matter is not properly 
apprehended by Congress; and there is such a 


t 


i 
i 
1 
i 
|i 


|! diversity of opinion on the subject that it ought | 


ji to be fairly discussed and fully understood. ` It 
i is Sprung on us now, and we are unprepared to 
l;actonit. {think it can lie over for another ses- 
|; sion without detriment. The winter will inter- 
|! vene, and but very few settlers will go there. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to offer the following 
amendment as an additional section. It comes 
from the Committee on Military Affairs: 


a 
j 
j 
i. 
| 


l: hereby authorized and directed to pay to the holders of the 
p War bonds of California the amount of money appropriated 
approved August 5, 1804, in payment 
‘d and now actually paid, by the State 
a the suppression of Indian bostilities within 
d State, prior to the Ist day of January, A. D. 1854,” 
i lo wit the sum of $924,259 65, under the following restric- 
i tions and regulatio 
» Any and all of said bonds 
the Seeretary of War, shall 
thereof to the comp 
California, under an 


» prior to their redemption by 
be presented hy the holders 
ssioners appointed by the State of 
act of the Legislature of said State, 
cutitied “ An aet concerning the war debt of this State. and 
providing for the redemption thereof,” approved April 19, 
[856, who shalt compute the amount due upon each bond 
on the 20th day of December, 1853, and indorse thereon the 
mouut so found by them to be due; they shall also certify, 
_| by their indorsement on each bond, its genuineness. 

£ Upon presentation to the Secretary of War of any bond 

6 bonds thus indorsed, it shall be his duty to draw his war- 
: tant, in favor of the holder or holders thereof, for the amount 


Tad be it further enacted, That the Sceretary of War is i 


| aggregate, exceed the amount of money 


indorsed thereon as due by said commissioners, upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury, who is hereby directed to pay 
i the same: Provided, That said payments shall not, in the 
appropriated by 
act of Congress, approved August 5, 1854. 

Said bonds, after the payments as above set forth shalt 
have been made, shall be returned by the Secretary of War 
| to said commissioners, who shal! receipt to him for the 
same. ¥ 

Mr. HUNTER. This is the same provision 
which was passed the other day as a private bill. 
Aill want is, that there shall be a vote on it. If 
weare to put such a matter as this on an appro- 
priation bill, we shall have a great deal of legis- 
lation before we adjourn. It has had its chance, 
| It has passed here asa separate bill, and gone to 
the House, and is now pending there. It seems 
| to me that this is enough for us to do for these 
claimants. They have no right to be puton a 
general appropriation bill. , 

Mr. WELLER. I suppose the Senate are 
already acquainted with the facts connected with 
this case. This bill was passed by the Senate 
about two weeks ago, and has been laid on the 
table in the House of Representatives for want 
of information on the subject. Ihave scen some 
members since it was laid on the table, who voted 
under a total misapprehension of what it pro- 
posed. They supposed it was a reappropriation 
or an additional appropriation from the Federal 
Treasury. ‘There certainly could be no objection 
to provide the proper means of getting out of the 
Treasury that which has already been appropri- 
ated, and has been lying in the Federal Treasury 
since 1854. It requires two thirds to get up that 
bill again. I am satisfied that a majority of the 
House are in favor of it. I desire ‘to putit on 
this bill in order that it may be within the power 
| of that majority to act on it. f 

Mr. PUGH. Isit a bill to pay a private claim 
or the State of California? 

Mr. WELLER. The State of California, of 
course. 

Mr. HUNTER. Creditors of the State of Cal- 
ifornia, 

Mr, PUGH. Under an arrangement between 
the creditors and the State? 

Mr. WELLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not think 
my friend from Virginiacan make his case good. 
This cannot be brought under the head of private 
claims. It is for carrying outan act of Congress; 
i and he admitted some weeks ago that, if an amend- 
ment was to execute an act of Congress, it was 
not a private claim. ‘The money was appropri- 
ated years ago, and this provision is but to exe- 
cute the contract and carry out the law of Con- 
gress. It cannot be made out to be a private 
claim. 

Mr. HUNTER. I did not raise a question of 
order, that this was a private claim. I do not 
| think it comes under that head, but it is to ap- 
| propriate moncy for the claimants of California— 
individuals who are claimants; and it ought to be 
a matter of separate legislation, and not put on 
an appropriation bill. Therefore, I said I should 
i like to have a distinct vote of the Senate, that we 
may know whether this kind of legislation shall 
be placed on the bill or not. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The Congress of the Uni- 
ted States appropriated the money to pay the 
| California war debt, and directed its payment to 
the State of California on vouchers. Those who 
| advanced the money for the war debt have the 
j bonds. They were unwilling that the money 
should go over to California to be there distrib- 
uted, but wanted it in the Treasury. The State 
of California has agreed to that, ‘and has sent 
commissioners here to collect the bonds, so that 
the bondholders may get their money directly 
from our Treasury here. This amendment merely 
i provided authority to the Seerctary of War to 
| pay to the bondholders, on the indorsement of 
j the California commissioners, the appropriation 
| already made. The bonds issued by the State 
i of California are bearing interest; and it will be 
| a heavy loss to that State if these obligations of 
hers continue to run on, bearing intercst, when 
the money is lying idle in the ‘Treasury here to 
pay the debt. The object is te cut off the interest 
į which the State of California is now obliged to 
pay. I cannotsee an imaginable objection to the 
: amendment as it now stands. 

Mr. SEWARD. Iam inclined to think this 
amendment ought to be adopted; but I am quite 
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_Mr. PENNINGTON. I object to its recep- 
tion. 

| Mr. CLINGMAN. I thencall for the regular 

order of business. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House then proceeded to consider the 
| report of the Committee of the Whole on the 
i state of the Union, upon the amendments of the 
Senate to the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill, upon which the main question 
had been ordered, and upon which Mr. Camer- 
BELL, Of Ohio, was entitled to the floor to close 
| debate, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
will not detain the House many minutes of the 
| hour to which I am entitled. The short time we 
| have left for the transaction of the important 
| business before us, makes it necessary that the 


ir. HUNTER. I hope not. H ; f 
Mr. WELLER. I call for the yeas and nays || House should act as speedily as possible upon | 
^y ji the issues which are presented to us in connec- | 


ov the motion. I fear that some of these bills will |! ti ith this bill 
be lost if we adjourn now. | fon with this bill. : 
The question being taken by yeas and nays There are three amendments which have at- 
resulted—yeas 24 nays 19: as follows: > i| tracted the attention of the House, and which || 
S ? 5 : H A . H i 
YRAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of || will attract the attention of the country. The 
Tennessec, Brown, Butler, Clay, Collamer, Dodge, Durkee, |! first is a provision by which the House has voted ii 
Foot, Hale, Harlan, Houston, Iverson, James, Mallory, || to the new members $182,000 for the purchase 
rhea Bai Seward; Stuart, Trumbult, Wade, Wil- || of books. But, sir, notwithstanding the feeling | 
a ght—24. 
NAYS— Messrs. Adams, Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, Brigbt, 
Brodhead, Cass, Douglas, Fish, Geyer, Hunter, Jones of 
Jowa, Mason, Pugh, Reid, Slidell, Toombs, Weller, and 


sure I do not understand it well enough, and I 
doubt whether the Senate do; and I think we 
shall not get through with this bill this evening. 
I therefore move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the Senator will with- 
draw the motion. 1 think we can get through. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- 
ator from New York withdraw his motion? 

Mr. SEWARD. Ifwe can get the question 
on this amendment I will. 

The amendment was agreed to. | 


Mr. SEWARD obtained the floor. 

Mr. WELLER. I have an amendment from 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SEWARD, I have been waiting all the 
afternoon to offer the amendment from the Com- 
mitice on Commerce. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 


which members have manifested, and which has |! 
been aroused through the country, on the subject | 
of Kansas troubles, no gentleman has been found | 
| ready to propose any provision to be attached | 


Yulee—19. 
So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate || to that appropriation to secure relief. In short, 
adjourned. there is no part of the bill which affects, directly || 


| or remotely, the pecuniary or personal interests 
of members of Congress, that is to be affected by 
those promises in reference to the affairs of that 
Territory. I cannot vote for the first proposition 
> 
The Kroun meta sleven 9 oan m. Prayer | of the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. Pex- 
by the Chaplain, Rev, Dante, Warno. | NINGTON.] It provides that no portion of the | 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. |; money appropriated shall be applied to the pay- 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. | ment of any salaries, however honestly due, to | 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- || °°¥ Dae ies raed have ae eee aa go | 
munication from the Post Office Department, in {cee a Mea Were ere Ova war proposes to With 
| 
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. ! hold not the pa judge : 
answer to a resolution of the Tlouse of the 9th eee otonly hog D oe judge who miy have 
instant, in reference totheunlawfulabstractionand ; POP Oper Yi DAT News abel serge tae 

meats eet RATA whom no charge of malfeasance may be preferred. | 
detention of valuable books for public distribution, Without further remark, I will say that F can- || 
ae poten me maS fig Av eeningens stanng not support the provision which makes no dis- | 
hal Special instructions nad been given to the || crimination between the honest and the corrupt || 
proper agents of the Government to investigate || jm cey | 
the matter, and that no pains would be spared to | In regard to the second proviso, which is pros- || 
detect and bring to exposure and punishment the || 2 | 

H 


: a. : a : pective, and simply provides that the money | 
offending parties; which was laid on the table, |! appropriated shall not be used for the purpose ; 
and ordered to be printed. 


| of executing the laws of Kansas, which I regard į; 
POST ROUTE BILL. 


las fraudulently enacted, and therefore null and ; 

Mr. MACE. I wish the consent of the House || void, it shall have my support, notwithstanding | 
to report from the Committee on the Post Office || I deem it to have been the duty of gentlemen on | 
and Post Roads the post route bill, with a view || other committees to have framed, at an earlier | 
of putting it on its passage. It is important that 


day of the session, bills for their repeal, without | 
the bill should be passed and go to the Senate to- || attaching them to appropriation bills. Š | 
day. I regarded | 


y Mr. Speaker, I said yesterday that p 
Mr. PENNINGTON. this unusual system of legislation as.uncalled for ; 
been printed? 


f and dangerous—these provisoes as unnecessary, | 
Mr. MACE. [thas not. It has not been the | 


for the reason that I believed, on information upon i 
practice of Congress to print it. | | 
Mr. PENNINGTON. 


which I relied then, and upon which F rely now, į 

I desire to have the | that these persons under arrestand imprisonment $! 

opportunity to examine the bill before it is passed, | in Kansas ona charge of constructive treason, will ;| 
and I therefore object to its introduction. 

Mr. BENSON. I ask the gentleman from |; that I have regarded these amendments as unne- | 
New Jersey to listen toa single statement. At || cessary, considering the existing state of affairs. | 
the last Congress the post route bill was laid on |; It tends to put in jeopardy this great measure, i 
the table, and every member asked to examine it i| on the success of which the Government de- | 
so far as his own district or State was concerned. || pends, and without which every branch of ‘it | 
I think that has always been the practice, and 


must cease to operate. g i . i 
not to print the bill. I hope the gentleman from — Ido not intend to enter minutely into the dis- | 
H 


i; 
New Jersey will not object. ii cussions of this subject, for the reason that we ij 
Mr. HOUSTON. Some days since the chair- |! have no time to spare; but I will refer to a remark | 
man of the Committee on the Post Office and || of my colleague, [Mr. Gimpines,] in which, i 
Post Roads gave notice to the House that the bill } yesterday, he charged that I had proved recreant | 
was prepared, and asked members to examine it o the cause of freedom—that I was found acting | 
at the committee room of that committee. The | with the foes of freedom, H is not the first time | 
notice has been ample to give every member an} that my colleague has sought opportunity to i 
opportunity of examining it. I hope the objec- assail me on this floor—not merely on this floor, į; 
tion will be withdrawn. i! bat elsewhere. It may be remembered that, at | 
Mr. PENNINGTON. I have heard no such i| an earlier period of this session, he undertook, 
information whatever communicated, il without sufficient cause, to place me in a false 
Mr. HOUSTON, The notice was given by |! position before my constituents through the news- 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Mace] in open ‘| paper press of my State. No opportunity has; 
Fouse. i! been lost from that day to this, by my colleague, | 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope the bill | to make assaults on me. Among other things, y 
will be reported, and its consideration postponed |; he charged thai I refused to allow him the priv- 


I ask if that bill has |j 


‘| provisoes. 


! 
until to-morrow. Members can then have an | ilege of speaking when I had the floor. I deny 
opportunity of examining it. iit. For seven years that I have been a member, i 


I have never refused to allow my colleague ‘the 


right to the floor when it was in my. power to do 
so. I have never refused to divide my time. lib- 
erally and fairly with him, although. he ‘has 
refused to reciprocate the courtesy. It was, 
therefore, unjust and illiberal in him to: maké. 
that charge. : i 
Mr. GIDDINGS. My complaint against my 
colleague was for pursuing the course he is pūrs 
suing to-day. While standing at the head of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, it is his. priv- 
ilege to close debate, and on former occasions he 
has assailed me without my having an oppor- 


|| tunity to reply, the previous question having been. 


called. It is this I complain of, and not that my 
colleague would not allow of.interruption in his 
speeches. I ask him now, that when he has 
finished what he has to say, he will allow me as 
much time in defense as he has consumed '‘in 
assailing the Republican party and myself. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I am assailing no party— 
defending none. Iam defending my own position 
against the repeated assaults of my colleague. 
That is all. And itis somewhat remarkable that 
he has never before arraigned the chairman of 
any Committee of Ways and Means for not in- 
serting in the general appropriation bill similar 
He has reserved for me assaults of 
this kind. Does he not know that, in 1850, he 
denounced the fugitive slave law as a violation of 
the Constitution? Does he not know that it was 
so regarded by his own constituents, and that it 
was denounced by them? Yet he never called on 
the Committee of Ways and Means to insert.a 
provision requiring that no portion of the public 
money should he expended for the execution. of 
that law. On the contrary, he has voted. for these 
appropriation bills without that restriction; never 
until the present session has he urged this inde- 
pondent legislation as a part of.the appropriation 
bills. 

The previous question has been moved, and the 
main question ordered to be now put. Ihave- no 
control over the matter, so as to open the door for 
discussion with him now. Ihave said thus much 
for the purpose of explanation. I have no quar- 
rels with my colleague here at this time; we can 
have none, except when he makes the attack. If 


| there is anything wrong in my position, anything 


wrong in my votes or in what I have spoken, m 


') colleague can meet me before my constituents. 


am ready and willing to meet him there in fair 
discussion in reference to the merits of our re- 
spective congressional records. i cre 

Mr. SIMMONS. I rise to a question of order. 
The discussion between the two gentleman from 
Ohio has nothing to do with the bill under con- 
sideration, and | hold that they are both out of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot yield 


i the floor to his colleague without the consent of 


the House. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message was received from the Senate, by 
Aspury Dicnins, their Secretary, notifying the 
louse that the Senate had passed a bill (S. No.. 


| 389) to regulate the compensation of members of 


Congress, and that it had directed him to ask the 
concurrence of the House therein. 

Mr. ORR. I would be glad if the gentleman 
from Ohio would yield the floor, so that we might 
take up the bill which has just come from the 
Senate, and putit through. [Cries of“ Agreed P~ 
“Agreed!’’} Itisa bill increasing the compen- 
sation of members of Congress. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ihave no doubt that any- 
thing of that kind would go through without a 
proviso; but I cannot yield for that purpose. I 


will not detain the House longer, but allow it to , 


proceed immediately to vote upon the amend~ 
ments: 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States, by Sipxey Wen-~ 
sTER, his Private Secretary. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL~—~ 
AGAIN. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. Iam very glad thatthe 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
sees his way clear. 

Mr. MACE. Jaskif the 


, gentleman from New 
Jersey ìs in order? i 
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“The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New. 
Jersey will sfate for what purpose he rises. ` 


correcting a misapprehension of the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means: | 

“THe SPEAKER, It is not in order except by 
general consent. i 

¿Mr. MACE. I object. 

-Fhe House then proceeded to act upon the 
Senate amendments to the bill (H: R. No. 202) 
making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tité, and judicial expenses of Government for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1857; the question 

elie tipon concurring in the recommendation of 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union in reference thereto. ‘The recommenda- 
tion ‘of ‘the Committee of the Whole was con- 
curred in, in reference to all the amendments, 
witli the exception of those which appear below, 
and ‘upon whieh the action of the House was as 
follows: 

Seventh amendment of Senate: 

Strike out the following: 

For books voted to members of the Wouse ‘of Repre- 
sentatives, by resolution of said House of 7th of July, 1856, 
§182;765 85, 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union reccommended n restoration of that 
élause with the following proviso: ` 
Provided, That any member of the House who may be 
nowilling to receive said books, may give notice of the 
same to the Clerk of the House of: Representatives, who 
shall retain said books to whieh said member may be en- 


titledyand report the facts at the commencement of the 
next session of Congre 


Mr, HICKMAN, T believe the gentleman 
frony Georgia [Mr. Cogs] made a point of order 
upon that amendment, 

“Mr. COBB, of Cteorgin, T notified the Chair 
that I would make a point of order upon that 
amendment of the Committee of the Whole; but 
if the Chair is of opinion that this amendment 
comes within the principle decided by the Chair, 
and sustained by the House, I will not insist 
upon the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is the 
same in substance and principle, 

“Mr. HICKMAN. demand the yeas and 
nays upon concurring in the report of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole upon that amendment, 

Mr. COBB. I suppose the first question will 
be uponagreving to the amendment recommended 
by the Committee of the Whole, and then upon 
concurring in (he Senate amendmentas amended. 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. BLISS. There was a difference of opin- 
ion in committee as to what the effect would be 
of the adoption or rejection of this amendment. 


My object is to inquire of the Speaker what will |: 
be the effect of the rejection of this amendment : 


reported from the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER, is hardly competent for 
the Chair to decide that question. Ibis a matter 
for the House. 

Mr. BLISS. 
shall reject (his amendment, the question will not 
recur, * Shall we adhere to the original proposi- 
tion?” 

The SPEAKER. W the House reject the 
amendment reported by the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, the question 
will recur on concurring in the Senate amendment, 
or on receding from the Llouse proposition, as 
the case may be, 

Mr. WALKER. F desire to ask the Chair 
whether the vote we are now about to take is or 
is not onthe amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. CAMPBELL] yesterday? 

The SPEAKER. ‘Phat is che first question, 

Mr. WALKER. The vote, then, is limited to 

the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio? 

Mr. HARLAN, Is it in order to havea divis- 
ion of the proposition? 

_The SPEAKER. The proposition is not di- 
visible, 

Mr. HARLAN, 
point where that proviso is attached ? 

The SPEAKER, ft is nota divisible question 
on any ground, inasmuch as, if the House rejected 
the first part of the amendment, there would be 
nothing left for the proviso to be attached to, It 
is all reported as one whole amendment from the 


Can it not be divided at the 


yommilttee of the Whole on the state of the Union. |: 


r: PENNINGTON. For the purpose of || 


The question is whether, if we | 


The question was taken; and it was decided in 
| the affirmative—yeas 95, nays 82; as follows: 


i 
YEAS — Messrs. Albright, Bail, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Hendiey 8. Bennett: Benson, Billinghurst, Bradshaw, 
Broom, Buffinton, James H. Campbell, John P. Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Caruthers, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, 
Ezra Clark, Clawson, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Damrelt, 
Uenry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Dean, Dick, Durfee, 
Edie, Edwards, Elliott, Emric, Etheridge, Eustis, Florence, 
Henry M. Faller, Thomas J. Ð. Fuller, Gilbert, Robert B. 
Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Holloway, Thomas- 
R. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelly; Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Lindley, Mace, Matteson, Maxwell, 
McCarty, Killian Miller, Millward, Morrill, Murray, Nich- 
ols, Norton, Pearce, Peck, Pelton, Perry, Porter, Purvi- 
ance, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Roberts, Scott, Sherman, 
Samuel A. Smith, Sneed. Spinner, Stanton, Swope, Thor- 
ington, Thurston, Vail, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Warner, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washbarne, 
Watkins, Watson, Welch, Whitney, Williams, Wood- 
: ruff, Daniel B. Wright, and Zollicoffer—95. 
NAYS —Messrs. Aiken, Barclay, Bliss, Bowie, Branch, 
; Brenton, Burnett, Carlile, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Craige, Cullen, Cumback, 
Day, Denver, Dodd, Dowdell, Edmundson, Faulkner, Flag- 
ler, Giddings, Goode, Granger, Greenwood, Harlan, Thoma 
L. Harris, Haven, Merbert, Iickman, Valentine B. Horton, 
Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Kidwell, 
Knox, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Humphrey Marshall, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Morgan, Mott, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Parker, Phelps, Pike, 
Powell, Pringle, Quitman, Richardson, Ritchic, Rufin, 
i Rust, Sandidge, Sapp, Shorter, Simmons, William Smith, 
Stephens, Stewart, Stranahan, Talbott, Tappan, Taylor, j 
| Todd, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Wade, Walker, Israel 
Washburn, Wells, Wheeler, Woodworth, and Jolin V. ! 
ghi 82. 


So the seventh amendment was agreed to, 


Pending the vote, 
;, Mr. ENGLISH stated that he was not within 
| the bar when his name was called, otherwise he 
i should have voted in the negative. 

‘The question recurred on the amendment of the 
Senate as amended by the Jlouse. a 

Mr, HICKMAN called for the yeasand nays, | 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee. l wish to make 
an inquiry. ‘Lhe Senate proposes to strike out i 
| certain words. Phe House has adopted in licu 
| of them certain other provisions, The question 
ii now is, on concurring with the Senate amend- 
| ment, to strike out as amended. Then, if we 
| concur with them in striking out, that will put | 
lall the House amendment into the bill. 

The SPIAKER. That will be the effect of | 
the vote. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only thir- 
teen members voting therefor. 

The question was taken; and there were, on 
division—ayes 94, noes 42. 

So the seventh amendment of the Senate 
amended by the House was concurred in. 
fo “Pwentieth amendment, 
f Strike out the following proviso: 
l Provided, That the money hereby appropriated shall not i 
be drawn from the Trernsury, or any part thereof, and the ij 
swwe oy any part thereof shall not be paid outof anyother || 
ippropriions made by Congress, entit al eriminal prose- |} 
t eulions now pending in any court ofthe Territory of Kan- 
p sas, ogainst any j persons ged With treason | 
| against ihe United tsb: minat proscentions, by 
n information orindictnent, against any person or persons for ,! 
fy any alleged violation or disregard whatever of the professed 
[a Pa body of men who assembled at Shawnee Mis- 
l sion, in said Territory, claiming to bethe Logisiative Assem- 
f bly of the said Territory, shall be dismissed by the cour 
i and every person who is or may be restrained of | 
dy reasou Of auy of said prosecittions, shall be release : 

niinesment. i 


i 
1 
l 


as 


io In thisamendment the Committee of the Whole 
ion the state of the Union recommended a con- 
currence with an amendment, as follows: i 


Provided, "That no part of the money appropriated by this + 
act for the Territory of Kansas shall be drawn frem the 
Treasury, or paid out of any other appropriation made by 
Congress, until every person e d wilh treason agains 
fi tbe United States, or other offense founded upon any par- i 
ticipation of such person in the formation of the constitu- : 
tion known he Topeka constitntion; or any measuri 
preparatory thereto, or in parunance thereof, orin the body 
chiming to be the Legislature of said Territory, convened | 
at Topeka, or any measure preparatory thegeto or in parsu- || 
; ance thereof, ar lation or disiegard whatever of any 
| enactment of tl ged Leg ive Assembly of said ‘ler 

rory, recenuy assembled z Mission, shall be 

released trom confinementand ¢ arged from further p 
: eeation therefor, But nothing contained in this pro : 
| shall be so construed as to preveat the indictment, arrest, : 

prosecution, punishment, or detention, in or by any court : 

ofthe United States in said Territory, of any person who | 

shall have violated any provision of any act of Congress in ! 
| the commission of any offense against person or property i 
i Territory. i 
: The question being on the amendment to the | 
amendment, 

Mr. McQUEEN called for the ycas and nays 


The yeas and nays were ordered 


The question was taken; and it was decided in 


i the affirmative—yeas 97, nays. 94; as follows: 


Messrs. Aiken, Hendley 8. Bennett, Bocock, 
Branch, Brooks, Broom, Cadwalader, John P, 
H, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, Clingman, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Cullen, 
Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Edmund- 
son, Kiliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, 
Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood,” 
. Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, 
Tferbert, Hickman, Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
ones, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexander. K. 
Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Maxwe McMuliin, Me- 
Queen, Smith Miter, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, 
Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, 
Richardson, Rivers, Rumin, Rust, Sandidge, Seward, 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Wiliam R. 
Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, 
‘Prippe, ‘Tyson, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Wamer, Wat- 
kins, Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, 
Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright; and Zollicoffer—S4, 
So the amendment to theamendment was agreed 
to. : 
Pending the call, ; 
Mr. CLAWSON stated that he was not within 
the bar when his name was called; otherwise, he 
would have voted “ay.” 
Mr. ORR stated that Mr. Bern was detained 


i at his lodgings by indisposition. 


Mr. KELLY stated that he had paired off on 
this question with his colleague, Mr. Epwarps. 

Mr. NICHOLS stated that he had paired off 
on this question for this day with Mr. Barxs- 


| DALE. 


‘The question recurred. on concurring in the 
amendment. of the Senate, as amended by the 
House. 

Mr, CRAIGE called for the ycas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CRAIG asked to withdraw the call, 

Mr, McQUEEN objected. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Dicxixs, its Secretary, notifying the Louse 


i that the Senate adhered to its amendment to the 


naval appropriation bill, and asked a committee 


i of conference. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 
Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 


: Bills, reported as truly enrolled bills of the fol- 


lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 63) to authorize and direct the 
settloment of the account of the Bank of the State 
of Missouri, for money advanced for the subsist- 


| ence and transportation of volunteers; and 


Anact (S. No. 191) for the relief of Cezaire 
Wallace, of the parish of Bossier and State of 


' Louisiana. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL—COMMITTER 
OF CONFERENCE, 


Mr. PHELPS. Task the unanimous consent 


of the House to take up the message from the 


Senate returning the naval appropriation bill, in 
which the Senate have appointed a committee of 
conference. J move that the House insist on its 


' disagreement, and that it appoint a committee of 
| conference to mect that of the Senate. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker 
appointed Messrs. PHELPS, Benson, and STRAN- 
HAN, as such conimtittee. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT——CAPITOL 
EXTENSION. 

The SPEAKER presented a message from the 
President of the United States, transmitting a 
communication from the Secretary of War, in- 
closing a report from Captain Meigs, stating that. 
the sum of $750,000 would be necessary for the 


prosecution of the Capitol extension till the close 
of the next session of Congress, and recommend- 


i: ing an appropriation of that amount; which was. 


1856. 
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referred to the Committee. of Ways and:Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL— 
AGAIN. 


The question being on concurring in the twen- | 
tieth amendment of the Senate, as amended by 
the House— , 

Mr. McQUEEN, I withdraw my objection 
to the withdrawal of the call for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I object. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. In order that we 
may vote understandingly, L ask the Speaker to 
state what will be the effect of adopting the ; 
amendment of the Senate, as amended? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question before the 
House is to strike out and insert. If the House 
concur in the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
the effect will be to concur with the Senate in 
striking out the original proviso inserted by the 
House, and to insert in leu thereof the proviso 
reported from the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the negative prevails, 
then the proviso originally inserted will be re- | 
tained? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. McQUEEN. Is the question divisible, 
go that the vote may first be taken on the motion 
to strike out? i 

The SPEAKER. It is not divisible. i 

Mr, HOUSTON, IfI were to ask to be ex- |! 
cused from voting, would it be in order to give || 
my reason for making the request? i 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman makes the 
motion the Chair will submit it to the House, but 
it must be decided without debate. 

Mr. HOUSTON. {í do not make my motion 
ualess I can be ailowed to give my. reason, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in i 
the aflirmative—yeas 97, nays 90; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Bar- | 
clay, Henry Bennetti, Benson, Biilinghurst, Bishop, Blis 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffinton, James H. Campbell, Chaf- | 
fec, Kara Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, 
Cumback, Daimrell, Day, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, | 
Durice, Edic, Mdwards, Enric, Flagler, Galloway, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert b. Hail, Harlan, | 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, How: j! 
ard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mattcson, MeCarty, Killian Miller, 
Millward, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Penningion, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Roberts, Sapp, Scott, 
Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, T'ap- 
pan, Thorington, ‘Thurston, Todd, ‘Praftou, Wade, Wake- 
man, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, | 
Bilibu B. Washbarne, fsracl Washburn, Welch, Wood, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth—97. 

NAYS- Messrs. Aiken, Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, 
Bowie, Branch, Brooks, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, 
John P. Canipbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Cariile, Caruthers, | 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, 
Cullen, Davidson, Dowdell, Edmundson, Bitiott, Engiish, 
Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Fauikner, Florence, Foster, 
‘Thomas J. D. Fuiter, Goode, Greenwood, J. Morrison Har- 
ris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hickman, | 
Houston, George W., Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kid- | 

| 


well, Lake, Letcher, Lindtey, Lumpkin, Humphrey 
shall, Maxwell, MeMuilin, McQueen, Smith Miller 
son, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Porter, Powell, Puryear, | 
Quitinan, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, | 
Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William R. 
Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, 
Underwood, Vail, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Winsiow, Daniel B. Wright, 
Jobn V. Weight, and. Zollicofler—$0, 


So the amendment of the Senate, as amended, ; 


; Davis Denver. 
3 2 


| Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damretl, Dean, 


| 
was agreed to. f 
Pending the call of the roll, | 
Mr. MILLSON stated that, although neither || 
voting in the afirmative nor the negative would | 
be in accordance with his views, be voted in the |: 
negative. i 
Mr. HOUSTON. Tamagainst both proyisoes, | 
and see but little difference between them, but į 
shall vote with my friends, i 
Mr. PHELPS stated that, if he had been within : 


hiv, oMcers, clerks, and contingent expenses of said Legi 
lative Assembly, $20,000. 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union recommend a non-coneurrenee. 


i 

> s | 

For compensation and mileage of the Legislative Assem- | 
Í 


ia 


Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois. . Does this-apply to 
the past Legislature of that Territory, or the 
future one? : 

Mr. PHELPS. Ivappliesto thefature. Icail 
for the yeas and nays. , 

The yeas and nays were ordere. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 83, nays 98; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Hendiey S. 
Bowie, Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P: G 
Carlile, Caruwacrs, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williainson 
R. W. Cobb, Craige, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter 
; Dowdel}, Edmundson, Etiiott, English, 
Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, 
Greenwood, J. Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, 
Houston, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kennett; Kidwell, Lake, 


ampbell, 


Letcher, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Maxwell, Me: | 


Queen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordceai Oliver, Orr, Peek, 


| Phelps, Porter, Powcll, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, 


Richardson, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Savage, Seward, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stew- 
art, Swope, Palbou, Taylor, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, 
Vail, Valk, Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, Whitney, Wins- 
low, Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zotlicoffer— 


NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Barclay, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton, Buffinton, Lewis D. Cambell, Chatiee, 
Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, 
Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Enric, Flagler, Galloway, 
Giddings, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harian, Haven, 
Hickman, Holloway, Thomas. R. Horton, Valentine B. 
Horton, Howard, Hnghston, Kelsey, King; Knapp, Kuight, 
Knowlton, Knox, Knakel, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, 
Kilian Miter, Milward, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, 


| Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearec, Pelton, Penning- 
i ton, Pe i 


try, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchic, Rob- 
erts; Sapp, Seort, Sherman anons, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stranaban, Tappan, Thoring on, Thurston, Todd, 'Prafton, 


| Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldrop, Cadwalader C. 


Washburme, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—9s. 


So the amendment was non-concurred ih. 
The thirtieth amendment, and the last about 


į which there was any controversy, was read as 


follows: 

Strike out the proviso in the following clauses 

For defraying the expenses of the Supreme, circuit, and 
Gistrict courts of the United States, iucluding the District 
of Columbia; also for jurors and witnesses, in aid of the 
funds arising from fines, penalties, and lorfeitures, incurred 
in the fiscal year cading June 39, and previ years 3 
and likewise for dafraying the expenses of suiis in which 


the United States are concerned, and of prosecutions for | 


offenses committed against the United States, and for the 
sale-keeping of prisoners, 81,000,001 Provided, however, 
That no part of the money here propriated shall be 
expended for pre ting or detaining any person or persans 
charged with treason or any other political offense in the 
Territory of Kansas, for any prosecutions that have been 
heretofore instituted for political ofenses, 

The Committec of the Whole on the state of the 
Union recommended a concurrence in the amend- 
ment, with an amendment, to inscrt, in lieu. of 
the words stricken out, the following: 

Provided, ho r, That no part of the same shall be ex- 
peuded for ar g, prosecuting, punishing, or detaining 
any person chi With treason or other otre) founded 
upon any partic. ion of such person in the tiou of 
the constitution. known as the Topeka co tution, ov 
measure preparatory thereto, or in pursuance thereof, or in 
the. body claiming to be the Legislature of said Territory, 
convened at lopeka, or any measure pre tory thereto 
or in pursuance thereof, or any violation or disregard what- 
ever of any enactment of the alleged Legislative Assembly 
of said ‘Territory recently assembled at Shawuee M 
But nothing contained in this proviso shall be so construed 
as 19 prevent the indietment, arrest, p 1, punish- 
ment, or detention, in or by any court of the U A States 
in said Territory, of any person who shall hav 
provision of au $ ss in the commis 
offense against person or property in said Terr 

Mr. MILLER, of Indiana, demanded the yeas 
and nays upon the amendment to the amendment. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—ycas 92, nays 86; as follows: 

YEAS -— Me J 2 
Henry Bennett, Benson, bilboghburst, Bishop, Bliss, Brad- 
shaw, Brenton, Bufiinton, Lewis D. Campbell, Chattee, 
Bayard Clarke, Dara Clark, € ; Comins, Co- 
vode, Cragin, Cunback, Ð id, thy Davis, Dean, 
Dick, Diekson, Dodd, Burfoe, Edie, Ruiric, Pagter, Gallo- 

ort, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, 


way, Giddings, Gilbe 
Harian, Hollow ‘Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Hor 


ton, Howard, H on, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Kuight, | 
Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Mati cUarty, Kil- 


lian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Mar 
Oliver, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, P 
Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Roberts 
mons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranaha 
Thurston, Todd, Tratton, Wad 
Cadwalader C. Washburn, B 
Washburn, We 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, 
Bowie, Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader. Joba P. Campbell, 
Carlile, Caruthers, ie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Wil- 
fiamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Cullen, Davidson, H. Winter 
Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Eliott, Engis 


rion, ó 
y, Petit, Pike, 
D Seotf, Sim- 
apan, Thorington, 
Walbridge, Waldron, 
u B. Washburne, Israel 


+ 
Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Fawkner, Florence, Foster, | 


Bennett, Bocoek, | 


violated any jį 


Albright, Alison, Barbour, Barclay, | 


leb, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth —92. | 


Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Thomas Li, Harv 
tis, Harrison, Herbert, Houston, George W. Jones; Js 
Glancy. Jones,’ Kelly, Kidwell, Lake,; Leteher, Lindley, 
Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Maxavell, MeMfullin, Mes 
Queen, Smith Milter, Milson, Orr, Peck, Phelps; Porter, 
Powell, Puryear, Quimran, Ricaud, Rivers, Ruffin; Hust 
Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smithy Wile: 
Ham Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, Swope; Talbott, 
Taylor, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, 
Warmer Wheeler; Whitey, Winstow, Daniel B. Wright, 
John. V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—86: ee 


Sothe amendment to theamendment was agreed” 
to. : i 

The amendment of the Sen 
was then concurred in. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. MACE. Iask the unanimous consent ot 
the House for leave to report, from the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and'Post Roads, a bill ës- 
| tablishing certain post-routes: 

There was no objection; and tlic: bill was: re“ 
ported, and reada first and: second ‘time by its: 
' tide. i 
Mr. MACE. The first section of the bill is 
; understood by every member; and if there be no 
| objection, as it is-very lengthy, I move’ that its 
| reading be dispensed with. gie 
There was no objection; and the readin 
| first section was dispensed with. 

The second section of the bill was read, ag fot 
| lows: ; 

And be it further enacted, &e., That so much of the Hist. 
section of the act approved March 3, 1855, entitled “An 
act making appropriations for the service of the Post Office 
| Department during the fiscal year ending the 80tb of June; 
| 1856,” as relates to the privileges of mail contractors in the , 
Territories west of the Mississippi river; in establishing. 
stations, and having preéinption rights thereto, be; ahd the 
same is hereby, extended: to the. mail contractors: in the: 
Territory of Minnesota, east of the said river, and to in- 
j elude in all the. Territories special as well as regular con- 
tractors who shall carry the mail in or through any of the- 
said Territories: Provided; That the right of preémption 
hereby granted shall be-limited in the case of; cacb cons 
tractor to one hundred and sixty acres to-each station east 
of the Mississippi river. í 
i| Mr. GROW. Task the gentleman from Indi- 
j| ana to include in the bill a post. road, for which I 
have received a petition this-morning, Itis as 
|| follows: 


ate, as amenhded,. 


gof the 


i| From Iopbottom station, on the Delaware, Lackawana. 
and Western railroad, in Susquchanna county, Pennsyl- 
vania, to Dimock, in said county. 

Mr. MACE. TI offer an amendment including: 
i the post road stated. by the gentleman, and an- 
other one, as follows: l 3 i 
| From. Spencer; Owen county, Indiana, to: Cloverdale, 
Putnam county, in-said State. 

The amendment was agreed: to: 


Mr. MACE. The Committee onthe Post Office’ 
| and Post Roads have attached tö the bill the sce- 
| ond section, which has been read, because they 
believe it to bea right and-just provision. These 
contractors ought to have the right to preémpt 
one-hundred and sixty acres of land at these 
stations. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Forwhat reagon 
lj is the law referred to proposed. to be extended to 
.the Territory of Minnesota? Perhaps right of 
|; preémption ought to be-given to the mail contract- 
: ors in Utah and New Mexico. In those Terri- 
tories the mail routes are in most part through an 
uninhabited country, and there are no places at: 
which. these contractors can be accommodated, 
But I can see no propriety in giving to these mail 
contractors in Minnesotaa right to preempt; every 
twenty or twenty-five miles; one hundred and 
| Sixty acres of the public land. I conceive that 
i| there is no necessity for it. Iam informed by a 
| gentleman conversant with the subject, that: the 
| Indian title to most of the land in New Mexico: 
5 
i 
| 


and Utah is not yet extinguished. There are: 
| few settlements there, ard it was for this ‘reason 
| that. the right of preémption was given to mail 
|i contractors in those Territories. There is no 
i such reason in the case of Minnesota, and L move 
| that the second section be stricken out. 

Mr. RICE. Iam sure that, if the gentleman 
from Tennessee understood..the: case, he would 
not submit the motion to strike out. In Minne- 
sota we have a mail route connecting two settle- 
ments five hundred miles apart. The contractor 
must have stations—places at which to keep his 
horses—and if this provision be stricken out, when- 
the land is surveyed he will be liable to have all his: 
| improvements taken from him. Other rontes-are? 
several hundred miles in length, and this is the 


H 
i 


2122 


only thing which will protect the mail contract- 
ors. 3 

. Mr. TODD. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Indiana whether this bill contains any limitation 
upon the number of stations and their distances 
apart? 

Mr. MACE. One every twenty miles. 
~My. TODD. I want to propose an amendment, 
to the effect that the preémption right shall be 
limited to five acres, that being sufficient for their 
accommodation. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I hope the 
gentlemen will not insist upon that amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I understand that 
that that section extends the benefit of the law, 
granting this preémption right to all contractors, 
as well through the settled as throagh the unset- 
tled parts of Minnesota, whether they carry the 
mails once, twice, or three times a week, or daily, 
or once a month—and gives them the right to pre- 
empt every twenty miles, whether they carry a 
large or a small mail. If they only get a few 
dollars for carrying a small mail, they still have 
the right to preémpt every twenty miles along the 
route, through settlements and through other 
parts of their routes. It certainly is a new and 
strange feature to bring. into a bill of this charac- 
ter. You might as well extend it to every mail 
contractor in every Territory and every State 
where you have public lands. 

Mr.: WASHbURNE. Will the gentleman 
from ‘Tennessee give me his reason why this 
preémption should not be granted? How can the 
Government be prejudiced in any way in permit- 
ting these mail contractors to go through its un- 
setuied territory, and make their improvements, 
afterwards buying their land of the Government 
at the minimum price? 

Mr. JONES. My objection is, that it is an 
exclusive privilege, which is not calculated or 
intended, in my opinion, to benefit and promote 
the publie service. 

Task again, in answer to the gentleman’s ques- 
tion, what objection would he have to giving to 
any citizen and every citizen the right to pre- 
empt twenty-five, ort hirty, or one hundred quar- 
ter sections of land, in different parts of the coun- 
try? 

‘Mr. WASHBURNE. Thesame principle con- 
taincd in this section already exists west of the 
Mississippi. 

Mr. JONES. But that is through the plains 
and unsettled country. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. It is as much unsettled 
on many of the routes through Minnesota. 

Mr. MACK. I ask that the Clerk will read the 
law upon which the section is founded, 

The law was read, and is as follows: 

Provided, That the Postmaster General, with the as- 
sent of the contracwors, be, and is hereby, authorized to 
annul said contact. And that each contractor engaged, or 
to be engaged, in carrying the mails through any of the Ter- 
ritorics West of the Mississippi, shalt have the privilege of 
occupying stations at the rate of not more than one for 
every twenty miles of the route on whieh he carries a mail, 
aud shah have a preémptive right therein, when the same 
shalt be brought into market, to the extent of six hundred 
and forty acres, to be taken contiguously, to inelude his im- 
provements; but no such preéimptive right shall extend to 
any pass in a mountain or other defile.” 

Mr. MACE. That law authorizes the con- 
tractors west of the Mississippi to preémpt six 
hundred and forty acres. The provisions of the 
bill under consideration authorize the same class 
of men in the other Territories therein referred to, 
to preémpt, not six hundred and forty acres, but 
only one hundred and sixty acres. 
contractor, before he gets a title, pays to the Gov- 
ernment the same sum of money that the man does 
who makes an entry under existing lawe, I call 
the previous question. 

Mr. OTERO. 1 ask the gentleman to with- 
draw his demand for the previous question, as I 
desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. MACE, I willhcar the amendment read 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


der the provisions of this bill, until he shall have 
aid the Government the same price that other 
p 


vey to public sale? 
r. MACE. Undoubtedly. 


Under it, the |! 


; advocacy of that bill. 


i the aflirmative—yeas 87, nays 75; as follows: | 


August 14, 


= 
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Mr. JONES. And such land might sell at | 
public sale for ten dollars per acre. 3 
The amendment of Mr. Orero was read for 


i information, as follows: 


And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General 
be, and hereby is, authorized and directed to cause the 
mails upon the route from independence. Missouri, and San 
Antonio, Texas, to Santa Fé, to be carried semi monthly 
on each, so that, by means of the two routes aforesaid, there 
shall be a weekly mail between the States and the Territory 
of New Mexico: Provided, That the present contractors on 
said routes shali have the privilege of carrying the mails as 
herein provided, at.a pro rata increase of compensation. 

Mr. MACE. I am opposed to that amend- 
ment, and insist upon the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. STANTON, I move to lay the bill on the 
table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on the amendment of 
Mr. Joyes to strike out the second section of the 
bill. 

Mr. KUNKEL called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MACE. The simple question is, whether 
it is right and proper that mail contractors west 
of the Mississinpi, including Kansas and Nebras- 
ka and New Mexico, shall be entitled to the pre- 
emption of six hundred and forty acres of land, 
and the mail contractors in Minnesota, east of that 
river, shall not be entitled to one hundred and 
sixty acres? That is the whole question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 would ask the 
gentleman from Indiana whether, if the present 
contractors, after making their preémptions, 
should lose their contract, they would have to sur- 
render their stations and preémptions; or whether 
future contractors would be entitled to the same 
privileges of making stations and preémptions? I 
would also ask him, why this provision is con- 
fined to Minnesota? - 

Mr. MACE. To the Territories cast of the 
Mississippi. 

Mr. JONES. Well, east of the Mississippi, 
and not to any other Territory? Why not extend 
it to all of them? 

Mr. MACE. That is what I am endeavoring 
todo. In answer to the first question propound- 
ed by the gentleman from Tennessee, I have this 
to say, that where a contract is taken, and these 
stations are established with a view of making a 
preémption, when that contract terminates, the 
preémption right, as a matter of course, ceases. 

Mr. JONES. And the contractor abandons the 
preémption? 

Mr. MACE. He abandons the preémption 
when the contract ceases. 

Mr. JONES. Suppose some one else takes the 
contract for carrying the mails, does the ex-con- 
tractor have to abandon his improvements? 

Mr. MACE. [do not know what is operating 
on the mind of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
considering his past course on the different laws 
enacted on this subject. Ido not know why he 


| opposes this bill, after having advocated here so 


strenuously, and insisted upon those preémption 
rights in the Territories of Kansas and Nebraska, 
and making it there six hundred and forty acres. 
I remember well the remarks he made on the bill 
read. J cannot imagine why itis now that, in 
the country cast of the Mississippi, in the Terri- 
tories of the United States, he objects so strenu- 


į ously to contractors having preémption rights of 


no more than one hundred and sixty acres, in lieu 
of six hundred and forty acres. 
Mr. JONES. Task the gentleman what pre- 


|| emption bill it was that he refers to my advocacy 


of? 
Mr. MACE. The law the provision of which 
has been just read from the Clerk’s desk. 
i Mr. JONES. In reference to New Mexico and 
Jtah ? - . 
Mr. MACE. Yes; and in reference to Kansas 


i ebrask 
The gentleman i| and Nebraska. 


from Indiana says that no one of these individ- | 


uals can acquire the right or title to the land un- |} ° i 
acquire 5 thought then that it was right, and I have no 


i objection to itat this time; but I have objection | 


individuals pay for land of the Government. I; © this bill. 


ask the gentleman if this bill will not take the |} 
land so prečmpted out of the general rule or pro- |! 
vision of law, which subjects the land, after sur- || 


Mr. JONES, 


I, sir, made no sort of zealous | 
I believe I voted for it. I i 


The question was taken; and it was decided in | 
YEAS — M 


ssrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Hendley S. | 
Bennett, B 


Bradshaw; Cadwalader, James H. Camp- 


| n 
i bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Clingman, L À G 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Covode, Cumback, Henry |! explanation which I propose to make of this bill. 


| 
f 
i 
| 
f 


Winter Davis, Denver, Dick, Dodd, Dowdell, Edwards, 
Elliott, Emrie, Etheridge, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Fos- 
ter, Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, Gilbert Goode, Green- 
wood, Grow, Robert B. Hall, H a, J. Morrison Harris, 
Haven, Hickman, Hoffman, Hous ton, George W, Jones, 
Kelly, Kidwell, King, Knight, Kunkel, Lake, Leiter, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Matteson, McQueen, Kilian Muller, 
Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Parker, Pelton, Pennington, 
Perry, Pike, Powell, Pringle, Parviance, Puryear, Ready, 
Ricaud, Ritchie, Raffin, Rust, Saudidge, Sapp, Samuel A. 
Smith, Sneed, Stanton, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Todd 

Trafton, Wade, Israel Washburn, Watson, Whitney, an 

Wiiliams—87. 

NAYS — Messrs. Barclay, Henry Bennett, Billinghurst, 
Bowie, Branch, Broom, Butiinton, Burnett, John P., Camp- 
bell, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Comins, Cullen, 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Dean, Dickson, Durfee, English, 
Flagler, Granger, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hugh- 
ston, Kelsey, Kennett, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Mace; 
Humphrey Marshall, McCarty, MeMullin, Smith Miller, 
Millward, Moti, Norton, Orr, Pearce, Peck, Pettit, Porter, 
Quitman, Rivers, Roberts, Scott, Sherman, Shorter, Sim- 
mons, Wiliam Smith, Spinner, Swope, Tappan, Thoring- 
ton, Thurston, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Wakeman, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Evibu B. 
Washburne, Welch, Wells, Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, 
and Zollicotfer—75. 


So the second section was stricken out of the 
bill. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
acrordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LEITER moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table; which lat- 
ter motion wasagrced to, .” 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was reccived from the Senate, by 
Mr. Dicuins, its Secretary, notifying the House 
that the Senate had passed a bill to create two ad- 
ditional land districts in the State of California; 
in which he was directed to ask the concurrence 
of the House. 

Also, that the Senate had passed a bill of the 
House (No. 325) for the relief of Isaac Adams. 


INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. QUITMAN. Task the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to report back from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs Senate bill No. 397 ex- 
planatory of so much of an act passed August 
5, 1854, making appropriations for the service of 
the Army for the year ending 30th June, 1855, 
as refers to the payment of expenses incurred 
by the State of California in the suppression of 
Indian hostilities in said State. Task thatit may 
be considered at this time. 

Mr. ORR. I shall not object to the bill being 
reported, if the previous question be not domand- 
cd on its passage, so as to shut off discussion. 

Mr. EDIE. I object. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I move tosuspend the rules; 
and I ask the consent of the House to make a 
statement in reference to this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order at 
this time. 

Mr, JONES, of Tennessee. I want to inquire 
whether this is not a bill authorizing the payment 
of this appropriation to the bondholders of Cal- 
ifornia, stead of paying the money into the 


| treasury of California? 


Mr. QUITMAN. I will answer that question 
by stating, that the State of California has ap- 
pomad commissioners to receive this money 
here. 

Mr. ORR. I think differently about the bill 
from my friend from Mississippi, [Mr. Sacer 
The bill was read. It directs the Secretary o 
War to pay to the holders of the war bonds of 
California the amount of money appropriated 
by the act of Congress of 5th August, 1854, in 
parmen of expenses incurred and actually paid 
y the State of California, in the suppression of 
Indian hostilities in said State, prior to the 1st 


| of January, 1854, to wit: the sum of $924,259 65, 


under certain restrictions. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, called for tellers on 
the motion to suspend the rules. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Jonzs, of 
Tennessee, and Topp were appointed. 

The question was taken;and the tellers reported 
—ayes 96, noes 26. 

So (two thirds having voted in favor thereof) 


| the rules were suspended, and the bill reported 


for consideration. t 
Mr. QUITMAN. I shall ask the indulgence 
of the House for a few moments only, in the 


1856. 
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In 1854 Congress passed an act authorizing the 
Secretary of War to ascertain the amount paid 
by the State of California, or expended by her 
in suppressing Indian hostilities in that State 
prior to that period. The amount appropriated 
>y that asi is the same amount recognized in this 
bill. The Seerctary of War was only authorized, 
under that bill, to ascertain the amount that was 
actually expended by the State of California. 
His duty was not to ascertain whether the United 
States Government was responsible for it—that 
principle was settled by the act of 1854. Flis 
duty was only to ascertain the amount paid with- 
out regard to any other question; and the Secre- 
tary of War was required to pay the amount thus 
ascertained by him into the treasury of Califor- 
nia. The Secretary of War, pursuing these in- 
structions, proceeded to examine into the matter; 
but from causes of which I am not informed, the 
precise amount expended by California in the 
suppression of Indian hostilities is not stated. 
The probable reason, however, is that he found 
in the bill the words ‘“ actually paid,” when, in 
reality, the war debt of California had been taken 
up by the issuance of her bonds. There may 
have been also, on the part of California, some 
disposition not to receive the amount into her 
treasury until some provision had been made to 
apply the amount to the payment of the bonds 
issued for the payment of the expenses. 

Now, I take it for granted, that it is settled by 
the Congress of the United States that the United 
States Government is responsible forthe payment 
of this money. That is no longer a question to 
be inquired into. The simple fact to be ascer- 
tained is as to the amount actually expended. 
To ascertain that fact, you have the evidence of 
the sovereign State of California in the report of 
the comptroller of that State, fixing the amount 
at the sum originally appropriated by Congress, 
and provided for in this bill. 


Now, sir, is this debt to be paid? The money | 


already lies in your Treasury, having been ap- 
propriated some two years ago; and I say the 
only question is, shall it be disbursed, or shall it 
be locked up in your Treasury? The State of 
California, finding that there was some difficulty 
in procuring this amount to be paid into her 
treasury, appointed two commissioners, one of 
whom is now on the floor of this House, to settle 
and adjust the debt, and has requested the Gov- 
ernment to pay the amount to the order of these 
commissioners. She has thus formally, by her 
act of 1856, directed the mode of its payment. 
She has directed it to be paid to the bondholders 
under the direction of her commissioner. 


Shall we conform to the order of the State of |; 


California, and pay this money, to be distributed 
by the commissioner to the bondholders who 
advanced the money in the first instance to pay 
these expenses? I have no knowledge of the 
holders of these bonds, nor am I informed 
whether this measure originated at their instance. 
The Committee on Military Affairs have only 
inquired whether this Government is liable for 
this debt, and whether the Senate bill provides 
a proper and safe mode of payment? 

Ihave but another word on the subject. Jn 
honesty and equity I believe, and so do the com- 
mittee, that California ought to be paid the debt 
she has thus incurred; and unless it be soon paid 
I shali feel myself bound to vote that she shall be 
paid the interest, which she is now forced to pay 
on this very war debt. 

Mr. ORR. Mr. Speaker, in 1854 application 
was made to Congress by the Representatives 
from California, that the United States should 
refund to that State a certain amount of money 
alleged to have been paid by her for the suppres- 
sion of Indian hostilities. The matter was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs of 
this House. In the report made by that commit- 
tee, I find the following: 


“This committee are unable to correctly ascertain the 
specific merits of all the items that make up the claim pre- 
sented by the State of Califurnia ; but, from an examination 
of the official reports of the officers ofthat State, it appears 
me care has been bestowed by the proper auditing 
n ascertaining and determining the merits of these 
items, and as the State has assumed and discharged the lia- 
bilities inenrred, there appears no good reason to suspect 
that unjust allowances have been made.” * * * > 

«The committee being satisfied that the requisite pro- 
tection was not furnished by the Federa) Government to the 
State of California, and seeing no good reason to question 
that the amount claimed was expended in good faith for the 


i on that occasion, as I said but a momentago, that į 


į amine into and ascertain the amount of expenses incurred |; 


i] 
| State: Provided, That the sum so paid shail not exceed in | 
i amount the sum of $924,959 65; H 


|| wise appropriated. 


: the expenses in q 


purpose of protection, report said bill back to the House, 
with an amendment, and recommend its passage.” 

In refunding this money we followed the pre- || 
cedent which had been established in many in- | 
stances by the two Houses of Congress, in pay- 
ing back to individual States the liabilities which | 
they had incurred for their protection against 
Indian hostilities. Itis known to many gentle- | 
men here, that we have refunded to many of the 
States the sums advanced by them for the trans- 
portation of their volunteers to Mexico during 
the war with that Republic. We refunded in 
like manner for expenses incurred in sending 
troops to the Florida war. Following out these 
precedents it was thought to be just and proper 
to refund this money to the State of California, | 
for it was the duty of the Federal Government to | 
protect the citizens of California against the in- |! 
cursions of the Indians. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it does notappear from the 
report of the committee, an extract from which i | 
have read, that California had creditors in this | 
matter at all. It was to refund to California 
moneys which she had actually paid out. “My | 
friend from Mississippi says the bill is merely to 
carry out the law; but he is mistaken. I say 
that it completely and totally changes the relation 
borne to California in 1854. We then dealt with 
her as aState. We directed the money to be paid 
into the treasury of the State. The bill before | 
the House proposes to cancel the statute then 
passed, and, instead of making the payment into 
the State treasury, that we shall be responsible to 
the bondholders. 

Mr. FAULKNER. [inquire of the gentleman 
from South Carolina whether these bonds were 
not issued by the State at the time of the applica- 
tion on the part of the State? 

Mr. ORR. Mr. Speaker, I have not trace 
the history of the bonds; but this House was not 
asked then to pay these bondholders. We were į 
asked to refund to the State of California the 
amount of money which her Representatives here | 
alleged she had expended for the protection of | 
her citizens against Indian incursions. 1 have 
before me the debate which took place in this 
House in 1854 on this very proposition. I said 


T believed it was obligatory on the Government 
to refund to any State moneys justly expended 
by her in defending her citizens from domestic or 
foreign violence. My friend from Virginia [Mr. 
Lercuer] was disposed to question the propriety 
of the appropriation, and among other things said į 
that the matter had not gone to a committee. I 
replied, as the report of the debate shows, that it 
had been submitted to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and that that committee had made its 
report. I believe the explanation was thoroughly 
satisfactory, and that for once the gentleman was |} 
silenced. Well, sir, I desire to read some of the 
remarks made by gentlemen who participated in 
this discussion. Here is the amendment which | 
was offered by Mr. McDougali: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of || 
War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to ex- || 


by the State of California, in the suppression of Indian hos- i 
tilities within the said State, prior to the Ist of January, 
anno Domini 1854, and that the amount of such expen: 
when so ascertained, be paid into the treasury of the s: 


i 
a t 


which amount is hereby 
appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- |i 


i 
; ; š 5 i 

Mr. Parker, of Indiana, in speaking of this act || 
Suid: i 
«J do not rise to oppose the proposition of the gentleman li 
from Calitornia. I have no doubt, from the manner in | 
which it has been presented, of the merits of the question. 
E have no doubt that the State of California has incurred 
estion for the purpose of protecting her |! 

frontier. For this expenditure she ought to be indemnified; |} 
and Congress ought to indemnify her at this session. There i| 
might be, I imagine, some question of order raised on the || 
presentation of this amendment. But under the circum- f 
stances it may be Iet pass. If there are meritorious claims H 
involved in the case, and no doubt there are, it is immate-! 
rial to me in what form they are presented. Congress ought í 
to dispose of them without hesitation, If the gentleman ! 
from California wih admit of the amendment which Í am | 
about to propose to his amendment, I shali go for it with į 
great cheerfulness, and F think the House ought to adopt it 
with equal cheerfulness. The amendment F propose is this: i! 
Insert after the word ‘ incurred? the words and now actu- | 
ally paid??? f 
The bill passed in that shape; and in that shape | 
the section was passed by the two Houses of i 
ti 


Congress, and became a law. 


| dealings in the matter of bonds, 
| that the provision in reference to the seven per 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Are the ‘words of 
the law which the gentleman has read the words 
of the existing law? UR 

Mr. ORR. They are, with the amendment in- 
dicated by Mr. Parker, inserted in it. ‘ : 

Mr. QUITMAN. 1 would ask the gentleman 
from South Carolina whether, as a lawyer, he 
does not know that the payment of a debt might 
be made in some other. mode than in cash—for 
instance, by bill of exchange, and, in the care of 
a State, by her bonds? And whether the payment 
to a State by her bonds is not an actual payment 
within the law? k 

Mr. ORR. It is hardly necessary for: me to 
answer the legal question propounded by the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, because it does not affect 
this case at all. The House was not asked to 
deal with bondholders two years ago when. the. 
law was passed. Not at all. The House was 
then asked to deal with the sovereign State of 
California, and the act itself declared that there 
should be refunded to the treasury of California 
the money actually paid out by that State. I 
heard no intimation about bonds then. ‘This pro- 
vision was made in the Army appropriation. bill 
of 1854, two years.ago. There has been in the 
Treasury ever since, upwards of nine hundred 
thousand dollars, subject to the order of the au- 
thorities of: California, whenever that State, by 
vouchers or otherwise, should satisfy the Secre- 
tary of War that the expenditure had been actu- , 
ally made. Well, the Secretary of War, charged 
with the responsibility of seeing that this money 
was not paid unless the State of California fur- 
nished this evidence, has declined to make the 
payment into the treasury. of California, This 
bill is nota bill which proposes that less stringent 
vouchers shall be required. Notatall. This bill 
does not propose to modify any yew which the 
Secretary of War has taken in reference to this 
qüestion, but it proposes to change the whole 
direction of the appropriation—-to assume that the 
bonds were all correctly given, and that the money 
is to be paid, not to the State of California, but 
to the bondholders themselves. 

Now, sir, I have before me the statutes of the 
State of California for 1856, in which I find a bill 
relating to the debts of California, and providing 


j for the redemption thereof. I find in that law’ 


that there are two classes of bondholders. There 
is the twelve per cent. class of bondholders, and 
the seven per cent. class. I find that it provides 


| that all the twelve per cent. bondholders shall be 


paid the whole amount of their bonds; while the 
provision in reference to the seven per cent. bond- 
Raiders, 1 confess, I have not been able to under- 
stand. ‘Will either of the gentlemen from Cali- 
fornia explain to me what this law directs shall 
be done with the seven per cent. bondholders? 
The statute is in these words: 

“ After setting apart and designating a sum sufficient to 


! pay and discharge the twelve prr cent. bonds, and interest 


coupons as aforesaid, the commissioners shail, by advertise- 
ment in the manner as before indicated. invite the holders 
of the seven per cent. war bonds, to present to said com- 
missioners scaled proposals for the redemption of such of 
said bonds as they may hold, setting forth in said advertise- 
ment the amount of the outstanding bonds to be redeemed, 
with interest computed up to the time when they propose 
to redeem them; also, the amount of money set apart for 
their redemption.” 


Mr. HAVEN, in his seat, addressed a remark 


| to Mr. Orr, which was not heard by the reporter. 


Mr. ORR. Itis suggested by the gentleman 


| from New York, that that law is very plain to 


his understanding. I confess that it is not very 
plain to me, for I never had any very extensive 
He suggests 


cent. bondholders is a proposition upon the part 
of the State of California to them, to know how 
little they will take for their bonds. , . 
Now it seems that the Legislature of Califòrnia 
knew that the appropriation of $924,000 was in 
adequate to pay all these war bonds—the twelve 
er cent, bonds and the seven per cent, bonds— 
aud California proposes, in the first instance, to 


| pay the twelve per cent bonds. I do not know 


whether the preference is given to them because 
they have more merit than the others, but, from 
the fact that they are to be paid to the full extent, 
I take it for granted that they have more merit 
than the others. California, desiring to discrim- 
inate between the bondholders, provides that the 
first shall be paid in full, and that the. balance 
shall be paid according to the lowest’bid. In 


212 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


August 14, 


other words; itita propositioa—if I understand 
jt—to.know how much the seven per cent. bond- 
holders would submit to be shaved... © - 

It is-intimated that- the differerice between the 
two bonds is the difference between the seven 
and the twelve per cent.interest. I think, myself, 
that the: creditor of California. who is receiving 
theismalleést interest: should commend-himeelf to 
certainly equal consideration: on the part df the 
Legislature: with the. creditor: receiving twelve 
per- eont. Now, sir, this bill which we have be- 
fore usyand the. provisions of which my friend 
from Mississippi thinks are merely in pursuance 
of the law’ of Congress and. of the law of Cali- 
fornia, is, L submit, with great deference to him, 
quite different. I think he is totally mistaken. 
The bill which we have before us docs not recog- 
nize the distinction made by the Legislature of 
California between the seven per cent. and the 
twelve per cent. bondholders, 

Mr..QUITMAN. If the gentleman will per- 
mit me, I willcorrect hin by stating that it is the 
duty of the commissioners appointed by the State 
of California, who shal! indorse the bonds with 
the amounts due thereon to the Secretary of 
War. To make the distinction is not our duty, 

Mr. ORR, Ido not know that the phraseology 
of the bill gives: the commissioners further au- 
thority than to examine and certify the genuine- 
ness of the bonds, and the amount due on them. 
The law is, that any and all of said bonds, prior 
to their redemption by the Sceretary of War, 
shall be: presented by the: holder thereof to the 
commissioners appointed by the State of Califor- 


nia, under the act of the Legislature of said State, | 


entitled “ An act coneeruing the war debt of this 
State, and for the redemption thereof, who 
shall compute the amount due on cach bond on 
20th December, 1853, and indorso thereon the 
amount so found by them to be due, and. shall 
also certify, by their indorsement ou each bond, 
ity genuineness. 


sioners appointed by that act to receive the twelve 
pee cent. bonds, and to reject the seven per cent. 


vonds? ‘The authority is. general, and it provides | 


for “any and all’? of these bonds. After the 
commissioners have so performed their duties, 
the bill dircets the Secretary of War to draw his 
warrant In favor of the holder or holders thereof, 
for the amount indorsed thereon by the said com- 
missioners. And it directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay the same, provided that said 
payment shall not, in the aggregate, exceed the 
amount of money appropriated by act of Con- 
press approved August 5, 1854; and provided 
further, that no payment shall be made except 
ou such of the aforesaid bonds as are certified by 
said commissioners and directed to be paid. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Task whether, by 
an act of the Legislature of California, commis- 
ssloners have not been appointed to distribute this 
fund, and whether they are not instructed how 
to distribute it? And Lask whether—if that be 
so, and if the aet of 1854 directs the money to be 
paid into the treasury of California—she has not 
the right to appoint an agent to pay it according 
to her pleasure ? 

Mr. ORR. It might have heen a very casy 


matter to have framed a bill to carry out the view | 


indicated by the 
bill before us rec 
and enutlesailof them pro rata. ‘There is no dis- 
cretion confided to these commissioners, except 
as to cerufying the amount due on the bonds 
respectively, and the genuineness of the bond 

That is all chat this bill requires them to do. 
Well, sir, here is the State law, and here is the 
highest reason why the House should not pass 
this bill, You set out to deal first with the Sta 
of California, on the assumption, that certain 
moneys have been expended by that State, which 
you ought to refund. You required that State to 
do certain things to show that she has expended 
them. She fails to show it, or to show it to the 
satisfaction of the Secretary of War. You do not 
come here now with a bill to remedy that diti- 
culty. You do not come here with a bill to modify 
the interpretation given by the Secretary of War 
to the act. But you come and change the whole 
relations of the Government to that debt. 


ian from Virginia; but the 


entle 


twelve per cent. and the seven per cent, bond- 
holders. You have the perfect knowledge before 


Is there any exception there? | 
Is there any discretion confided to the commis- | 


nes all of these bondholders, | 


: You |i 
recognize the bondholders of California—the | 


the sum appropriatéd—g924,000—is insufficient 
to pay the whole debt. And what will be the 
result of it? You arè to pay pro rata. This 
bill—say its friends—only asks you to pay the 
$924,000 already appropriated. But when you 


l on the dollar, Í ask you, if any member will rise 


bondholderswhen they come backand say; ** You 
recognized our debt; you paid us séventy cents’ 
on the dollar, and now it will be an act of-repu- 
diation on the part of Congress, unless you make: 
the appropriation to pay the additional thirty cents 
on the dollar??? Thatis going to be the result of 
it 

Mr. EUSTIS, I desire to know from the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina what he proposes to 
do with this money appropriated two years ago, 
unless he intends to’ pay this debt, in whatever 
shape presented, whether in the shape of bonds 
or otherwise? 

Mr. ORR. I will answer the question of my 
friend from Louisiana with great pleasure. The 
proposition which I make to him and to Califor- 
niais this: bring to the House the report of the 
Secretary of War. Let us see whether the rea- 
sons which he has assigned for rejecting this debt 
are sufficient or insufficient. If we find that his 
| reasons are insufficient—if we find that in any 
| act he has done injustice to the State of Califor- 
| nia—then introduce a bill and correct the wrong. 
i If you do not desire California to furnish vouch- 
ji ers for this debt, pass a law and say so; and also 
f order the money to be paid direct to California 
|| If we once assume this debt to the bondholders 
| —asyou would by the passage of this act—there 
ji is no telling where the end would be. Besides, 
H there is no priority between this Government and 
| the bondholders who are now asking the Cov- 
li ernment to pay these bonds. 

Mr, EUSTIS. If the gentleman from South 
Carolina will allow me to ask another question, 
I desire to know whether the Secretary of War 
does not approve of this plan, or this mode of 
paying the State of California the money due 
l 
€ 


1 


i 
$ 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


wer? T desire to kuow further, whether the State 
of California has not appointed commissioners to 
adjust the payment of this debt? T desire to 
know if these commissioners do not recommend 
| this mode of payment? and I desire to know how 
[this money, which has been appropriated, and 
i now lies in the ‘Preasury, is ever to be paid out 
i Unless it is paid to those bondholders who fur- 
i nixhed the money for suppressing these Indian 
l hostilities? 

fo Mr. ORR, 


| 
i 
| 
| 


{ 


the United States. This Government has never 
obligated itself to pay one farthing to them, I 
odo not know what may be the opinion of the 
H Secretary of War on the subject. 1 have had no 
l conference with him; and, sir, [do not care what 
j: may he his opiions, they will not prevent me 
n from discharging what 1 conceive to be my duty 
Hon the subje a member of this House’ 

Task the gendeman whether 


$ 
i 
i 


l Mr. BUST 


itary of War and by the Finance Committee? 
Mr. ORR. I suppose it would not bein order 
| for me to answer that question, 
| The SPEAKER. i 
| tevize the proceedings of the Senate. 
i Mr. ORR. Well, Mr. Speaker, I have now 
i presented very hastily my views upon the sub- 
l ject of this bill. Ido not think irought to pass, 
for the reasons that l have indicated. If we uu- 
idertake to recognize the elaims of these bond- 
> holders, we do not know where it willend. If 
i| the State of California will come forward and 
i ask us to overlook the difficulties upon the part 
it of the Secretary of War in settling these accounts, 
i Lam willing that it shall be done. I am willing 


1} Lo vote to pay this $900,000 into the Treasury of | 
i Ca 
{chums upon the part of these bondholders. 


fornia, bat I will not vote to regognize any 


Now, sir, there is another point upon which, 
I should like. to hear from the gentleman from 
California. It is this: if these bonds are what 


| they appear upon their face—all right, regular, į 
i; and proper, I desire to know from the gentleman 


: from California, how it happens that the Legisla- 


you, at the time, froni the: act of California, that’; 


shall have paid on all these bonds. seventy cents | 


in his place hereafter and object to these same } 


| The bondholders of the State of | 
t California have no claim on the Government of 


il 

i š 
the has any respect for the Senate of the United j 
which body has passed this bill unani- 
mously, after being recommended by the Seere- |: 


It is not inorder to charac- | 


| lature of that State, by a solemn act, provides for 
| Shaving or scaling those bonds? Elow does it 
| happen that, if these bonds are good—if the State 
has actually pledged its faith fot their redemp- 
tion, the Legislature of that State has provided 
for sealing them? 

Mr. Speaker, I think the House ought to reject 
this bill; and, as } have said, if the State of Cali- 
fornia will ask that the original act shall be modi- 
fied so as to obviate the difficulty of the Secretary 
of War, or that the $900,000 shall be paid direct- 
ly into the treasury of California, 1 will support 
|; such a measure, S . 

Mr. DENVER. With the indulgence of the 
, House, I will reply to’ some of the questions of 
the gentleman from South ‘Carolina. The gen- 
| tleman wanis to know why the act of the Legis- 
| lature of my State was passed, by which it was 
| proposed that a portion of these bonds should be 
i scaled? I can answer the gentleman only this 
| far, that the act was hurriedly passed in the clos- 
| ing hours of the session, and 1t was altered con- 
siderably from the form in which it was originally 
u introduced. And I can say, further, that, so far 
i as the bill now pending is concerned; all the par- 
| ties who are interested are satisfied. The State 
| of California is satisfied to have the bill pass in 
| its present form. The creditors of the State 
of California’ are satisfied: with the bill as it is; 
i and the officers of the Government here, to whom 
| the bill has been submitted, are satisfied with it as 
litis. All we ask is, that the money shall be paid 
| out which has been already appropriated for the’ 
|| purpose for which itwas appropriated, Weask 
i! for nothing more. We do not ask to apply the 
i money, or any part of it, to debts which have 
| been contracted since the passage of the original 
if bill by Congress. I say again, that all the parties 
interested are satisfied with the bill as itis now 


i presented; and the question now is, whether you 


will force the State of California longer to pay 
$7,000 per month interest which she has to pay 
| upon this debt. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I ask the gentleman’ 
from California to state whether this appropria- 
tion will pay the entire amount? 

Mr. DENVER. It will more than pay the debt 
for which the appropriation was made. 


i 
t 
{ 
| 
| Mr. MARSHALL. ‘Will it release this Gov- 
| 
{ 


ernment from all obligations on the subject? 
Mr. DENVER. There were a small portion 
of the claims which had not been settled at the 
|i time, but which have been settled and allowed; but 
i this appropriation does not apply to them. 
if 


| As I said before, the only question is, whether 
| you will longer delay the payment of this debt, 
‘upon which the State of California, for the last 
i four or five years, has been paying: interest at 
| the rate of $7,000 per month? I demand the pre- 
| vious question upon the passage of the bill. 

| Mr. MAXWELL. I desire to ask the gentle- 
1 


man one question before he demands the previous 


i 
| 
$ 
i 
i 4 
H question. 


The gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. Orr] objected to this bill, because the money 
was to be paid to the bondholders. Now, 1 wish 
to know whether these bonds were issued to de- 


| fray the expenses of suppressing Indian hostili- 
| ties in the State of California, and whether any 
| of them were for the payment of any other ex- 
; penses? 
| Mr. DENVER. Tam glad to have an oppor- 
i| tunity to answer the genileman. Those bonds 
| were issued for that identical purpose, and for 
| none other. I was one of the board of examiners 
| of the claims presented, and I know that no bonds 
ii were issued except for that particular purpose, 
j and that all accounts were scrutinized as closely 
ii as it was possible to scrutinize them. 
| Mr. MeMULLIN. Will the gentleman accept 
;, of an amendment? 
| Mr. DENVER. I will accept of no amend- 
ment. If the bill is to be voted down, let it be 
ii voted down directly. If it be voted down, we 
shall come here year after year, and ask for the 
damages that may accrue from the unjust delay 
of Congress. I call for the previous question. 
Mr. MeMULLIN.. I hope the call for the 
| previous question will be yoted down, so that I 
i can offer an amendment to the bill. 
| 


The previous question was seconded; and the 
i main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. ORR. I move that the bill be laid on the 
‘ table; and on that motion Task the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 108, nays 76, as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Barbour, Barclay, Henry Ben- 


nett, Bliss, Branch, Breuton, Burnett, Cadwalader, James 
I. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clingman, Williamson 


R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Cragin, Craige, Cumback, Damrell, 
Day, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edwards, Emrie, 
Flagler, Poster, Giddings, Gilbert, Goode, Granger, Grow, 
Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, Hayen, Hickman, Hollo“ 
way, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, 
Howard, Hugaston, George W. Jones, Kelsey, King, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Letcher, Mace, 
Matteson, McCarty, MeMullin, MeQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Andrew, Oliver, 
Orr, Parker, Pearce, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Prin- 
gle, Purviance, “Puryear, Ready, Ritchie, Rivers, Ruffin, 
Sage, Sapp, Savage, Scott, Wiliam Smith, Sneed, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranaban, Talbott, Tappan, Thurston, Todd, 
Trafton, Underwood, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Bilihu É. Washburne, Welch, Wheeler, Wil- 
Hams, Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—1L08. 
NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Ball, Hendley S. Bennett, Ben- 
son, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bocock, Bowie, Broom, Butin- i 
ton, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Càruth- 
ers, Caskie, Bayard Clarke, Clawson, Howell Cobb, Comins, 


Cullen, Heury Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Denver, Dow- j! 


dell, Edie, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Eustis, Evans, 
Faulkner, Florence, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuhler, 
Greenwood, J. Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Her- 
bert, Kelty, Kennett, Lake, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Mar- 
shall, Humphrey Marshall, Maxwell, Millward, Moore, 
Norton, Peck, Pelton, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Quitinan, 
Ricand, Richardson, Roberts, Rust, Sandidge, Shorter, 
Samucl A. Smith, Stewart, Swope, Taylor, Thorington, 
Trippe, Tyson, Vail, Watker, Warner, Cadwalader C. 
Washburae, Israeil Washburn, Watson, Daniel B. Wright, 
John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer-—77. 

So the bill was laid upon the table. 

Pending the call, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, said he would change 
his vote from no to ay, in order that he might 
move a reconsideration. 

Mr. ORR. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was laid upon the table; and also 
move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

Mr. HERBERT. I hope the gentleman will 
not press his motion to a yote until the bill has 
been printed and laid before members for their 
consideration. If he will withdraw his motion, 
J will promise to have the bill printed at once. 

Mr. ORR. I should like to oblige my friend, 
but he must excuse me if I insist on my motion. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not erdered. 

The motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. THORINGTON, by unanimous consent, 
from the Committee on Public Lands, reported 
bills of the following titles; which were severally 
yead a first and second time, referred tothe Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed: 

A bill to allow selection of lands, in lieu of the 
sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections, for school 
purposes, in Minnesota Territory; 

A bill for an asylum for deaf, dumb, and blind, 
in Minnesota Territory; 

A bill authorizing the Legislature of Nebraska 
to select other lands in licu of the sixteenth and 
thirty-sixth sections, where those are claimed by 
preémption; 

A bill to extend the northwestern limits of the 
State of Iowa; 

A bill for the sale of certain town lots in Iowa 
and Wisconsin; 

A bill granting land to the State of Towa and 
the Territory of Minnesota, in alternate sections, | 
to aid in the construction of railroads thercin 
named; and 

A bill granting alternate sections of land to aid 
in the construction of a railroad from MacGreg- 
or’s Landing to the Missouri river, in the State 
of Iowa. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that that committee had examined 
and found truly enrolled a bill of the following 
title: An act for the relief of Isaac Adams. 

When the Speaker signed the same. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message.was received from the Senate by 
Asnury Dicxiys, their Secretary, notifying the | 
House that the Senate had agreed to the report of | 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing. 
vorn ot the two Houses on the Navy appropria- 
tion bill. 


is 


Mr. PHELPS.  Irise to a privileged question. 
The committee of conference upon the disagree- 
| ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to House bill (No. 189) making 
| appropriations for the support of the Navy for 
| the year ending June 30, 1857, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed: to. recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the House agree to the first amendment of 
the Senate, with the following amendment: strike 
| out the words “and report,’ in line third, and 
strike out the words “of” and “a report,” in 
line five. 

To explain that, I will say that the first amend- 
ment of the Senate to this bill was in the follow- 
ing words: 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to publish the 
charts and report of the exploration of La Plata river and 
the charts and report of the surveys of the Behring’s straits 
expedition, $26,236. 

If the amendment recommended by the com- 
mittee be adopted, the only publication which 
will be made will be the charts of surveys of the 


It is represented that, in the surveys of the North 


new charts which are unknown upon any exist- 
ing charts; and as these seas are much frequented 
by our whalers, the committee, on the part of the 
| House, deemed it proper and right that these 
i charts should be published for the benefit of the 
commerce of our country. They recommend 
also the same thing in reference to the La Plata. 
They recommend that the Senate agree to the 
House amendment to the second Senate amend- 
| ment, with an amendment to insert after the 
words ‘*5400,”’ the words “and one ration per 


day.” 

The second Senate amendment was as follows: 

That each purser of a sloop of war, or other vessel 
smaller than a frigate, shali be authorized to appoint a clerk 
in licu of the steward heretofore allowed, snbject to the 
approval of the commanding officer of such vessel; and 
such clerk shahi have the pri allowed to the clerk of 
the commanding olticer, and his yearly compensation shah 
be the same as that now allowed by law to midshipmen : 
Ind provided further, That the compensation ot the clerk 
i of the commandant at Philadelphia sball be the same as 
those at Boston and Norfolk, which shail be paid for the 


Senate by striking out all after the words “and 
his yearly compensation shall be,” and inserting, 
in lieu of the part stricken out, the words ** $400.” 

The committee recommand that the Senate 
agree to that amendment of the House, with an 
words ‘and one ration per day.” That would 
give to the clerk what every man in the Navy of 
the same grade now receives. 

The third amendment of the Senate was as 
follows: 


$ 


119,302 11. 

The committee recommend that the Senate re- 
cede from that amendment. Fn reference to this 
matter I have only to say, that the estimate for 
that work was submitted at a very Jate day; and 
| furthermore, we were aware that there was some 
‘difficulty in reference to the land titles in the 
State of California; and, as we understand that 


i some claim is set up to the island upon which 


i not willing that the magazine, if built at all, 
| should be built at San Francisco, but at the navy- 
‘recede from that amendment. 

; If the report of the committee is adopted, it 
i leaves in so much of the Senate amendment as 
| provides for publishing the charts of the surveys 
of the two expeditions; it gives to the purser’s 
clerk one ration per day in addition to his salary 


1 


powder magazine at San Francisco. : 

I call the previous question upon agreeing to 
the report of the committee. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 


i 
] 
| 
i 


conference was agreed to. p 
Mr. PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote by 


i} which the report was agreed to, and also moved 


i that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the- 
| table; which Jatter motion was agreed to. 


La Plata, and the charts of the North Pacific. | 


Pacific, they have laid down many islands on the | 


last and present fiscal year as estimated und appropriated. | 
The House amended that amendment of the j 


amendment to add, after the words “ $400,” the |} 


For constructing a powder magazine at San Francisco, 
H 


i the magazine is proposed to be built, we were | 


yard. Therefore, we recommend that the Senate | 


of $400, and strikes out the appropriation for the | 


operation thereof, the report of the committee of | 


E aen apaa 


to 


NASHVILLE CUSTOM-HOUSE,- : 
Mr. ZOLLICOFFER... I ask ‘the unanimous 
| consent of the House that the Committee. of: she 
| Whole on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R 
No. 209) authorizing the construction of a build: 
ing at Nashville, Tennessce, for a custom-house, 
post office, and United States court-room; and if 
objection is made J move to suspend the rules. tc 
enable me to make that motion. — _ 

Objection was made. = ~ A 

The question was taken} and the- ruleg were 
suspended. $ ; 

The Committee of the Whole was.then dis- 
charged from the further consideration ofsaid 
bill, and it was reported to the House for eop- 
sideration, 

The question being on ordering the hill to. be 
engrossed, and read a third time, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois, offered the- 
| ing amendment: 


Strike outall after the word « rooms,” in the seventh line, 
and insert: 
And ther 


follow- 


i! 


is hereby appropriated out of any money. in 
the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the ‘sums of 
money hereafter mentioned : The sum of $50,009 forcon- 
structing a building at Ogdensburg, New York, fora custom- 
house, post office, and United States court-rooms; the sum 
of $50,000 for constructing a building at Jefferson city, 
| Missouri, for accommodation of the Federal courts and a 
{i post offiee ; the sum of $50,000 for constructing a building 
at Galena, Minois, for a eustom-house and post office; the 
; sum Of $20,009 for constructing a building at Perth Amboy, 
| New Jersey, fora custom house and post office; the sum 
of $88,009 for constructing a building at Knoxville, Ten- 
nessce, for a custom-house, post office, and United States 
court rooms; the sum of $88,000 for constructing a build- 
ing at Portsmouth, New flampshire, for a custom- house, 
į post office, and United States court-rooms ; the ŝum -of 
| $9,870 tor fencing and grading the grounds, and furnishing 
; and completing the custom-house at Barnstable, Massa: 
| chusetts; the sum of 85,000 for inclosing and grading. the 
| lot, constructing pavements and cisterns, and introducing 
| gas for the custom- house at Oswego, New York 3 the sum 
| of $5,313 for bridging the Kenduskeag stream on each side of 
| the custom: bouse at Bangor, Maine, trom the middle bridge 
to the lower bridge ; the sum of $20,000 for changing the plan 
and adding another story to the custom-lhouse at Sandusky, 
| Ohio; the sum of $50,000 lor constructinga building at 
| Springfield, Mlinois, for the use of the United States courts, 
| and for a post office, and a land office ; the sum of 850,000 
|i for constructing a building at Columbia, South Carolina, for 
p the use of the United States courts, and post office ; the 
i sum of $50,000 for constructing a building at Madison, 
Wisconsin, tor the use of the United States courts, and a 
post office ; and, in addition to the sums hereby appropriated 
i for the construction of buildings at Ogdensburg, Galena, 
i, Nashville, Knoxvilte, Portsmouth, Perth Amboy, Spring 
j{ field, Columbia, and Madison, there shall be' appropriated, 
| Out of any money in the ‘I'reasury not otherwise approp 
j ated, a sufficient amount for purchase of sites forsarid build- 
ings, and ten per cent. thereon, to cover the contingent 
expenses for architects, superintendents, advertising, &e. : 
| Provided, Thatno money hereby appropriated shail be used 
or applied for the purpose mentioned, until a valid-tide to 
|} the and for the sites of such. buildings shall-be vested in the 
United states, and until the States of Tennessee, Minois, 
iowa, New York, New Hampshire, South Carolina, Wis: 
consin, and New Jersey, shall also duly releaseannd relin- 
ish to the United States the right to tax, or in any way 
‘s, nid sites, or the property of the United States that 
be thereon during the time that the United States may 
be or remain the owner thereof, 
Sec. 2. And-be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
| the Treasury be, apd he is hereby, authorized to cause a 
{ building to be erected at Dabuque, Lowa, suitable for. the 
i; Accommodation of the custom-house, post office, and court 
|| house at that place, and that for this purpose the same sum 
i| as that which has been, or may be, appropriated for a sim 
ii ilar building at Milwaukce, Wisconsin, be. and the same 
‘| hereby is, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
| not otherwise appropriated. 
| See. 3. nd be it further enacted, That none of the said 
| moncys appropriated for said buildings by this act, or here- 
| toore appropriated for the purposes mentioned; shal he 
| used or applied for the purposes ior. which they are. appro: 
‘| priated, unless the same shall be sufficient in each case to 
| complete the building in such case fully, and entircly ac- 
ecomplish the object tor which the appropriation in this act 
is made. And the Secretary of the ‘Treasury is hereby pro- 
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ii in any one ease, until be shall have made a contract, with 


iiin 
i ease. 
i no eontr É 
an expenditure, in any oue case, beyong the sum appropri- 
; ated and remaining unexpended in such case. And inal 
: cases where such unexpended appropriations shall be in- 
sufficient to complete the entire work, in such case the 
! Secretary of the Treasury shall suspend all action in re- 
lation thereto, and: shall report to Congress, on the first 
day of the session, the condition of the w in such case. 
and shall lay before Congress such plans and estimates as, 
in his judgment, may be proper for the completion of the 
work. 

Mr. CARLILE. I rise toa question of order. 
Į submit that it is not in order to receive that 
omnibus bill by way of an amendment to the bill 


proposed by the gentleman from Tennessee. 


net, cither conditional or final, which shall involve 
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The SPEAKER. On what ground? 

Mr. CARLILE. On the ground that the bill 
itself provides for the erection of a post office 
and custom-house in the city of Nashville, | 
whereas this anendment provides for the erection | 
of all sorts of buildings all over the country. 

The SPEAKER. It has been repeaicdly de- 
cided by the House, that where a proposition is 
before the House it may be amended by adding 
another proposition of the same character. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I raise a question of order, ! 
that the appropriations in the amendment now | 
proposed have not been considered in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and | 
therefore are not in order to be considered by the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The question being raised, 
the Chair is of opinion that the proposition 
making appropriations must be considered in 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
The 133d rule says that all proceedings touching | 
appropriations of money shall be first discussed 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understand that the rules 
have been suspended for the purpose of consid- 
ering the bill; and it is therefore subject to amend- 
ment in the House as well as other bills. 

Mr. SPEAKER. The rules of the House were 
suspended to admit the bill, and that bill can be 
amended within the rules of the House. But if 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Ilinois provide for appropriations of money, 
the Chair is of opinion that it must be first con- 
sidered in the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. Do [ understand the 
Chair to decide that where a bill has been con- į 
sidered in the Committee of the Whole on the |! 
state of the Union as this has been—because that 
is the effect of its consideration being dispensed | 
with by a majority of the House—and brought | 
to the Houses it cannot be amended by having | 
an additonal appropriation inserted ? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is of opinion 
that the amendment moved by the gentleman from 
Illinois is not in order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, From that decision I 
take an appeal. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. T call the 
attention of the Speaker to a precisely similar | 
ease as I understand it—where the Speaker || 
ruled the amendment in order. ‘The case was || 
one where a motion had been made to take up a}; 
certain joint resolution from the Speaker’s table |! 
and put it on its passage; and the question was 
raised, whether certain amendments offered, con- 
taining appropriations, would have to go to the 
Commityee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. The Speaker overruled that point of 
order; an appeal was taken, and the Speaker was 
sustained, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recollects no such 
decision. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. No such decision has 
been made by the Chair this session. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. [think the gen- | 
Hleman from Ilinois is under a misapprehension, 

Mr. WASH BURNE. It was a case almost 
precisely similar to this. | 

Mr. JONES. My recollection is, that the rules | 
were suspended to take up a bill making an ap- | 
propriation for a particular object. The point of 
order was made, that the rules were not suspended | 
requiring it to be considered in committee, be- |! 
cause it made an appropriation. The Speaker i 
overruled the question of order, upon the ground 
that he had stated the question distinctly; that | 
the motion was to suspend the rules for the pur 
pose of allowing the bill to be considered in the | 
House. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. It seems to: 
me that, under the decisions made on many oce: | 
sions, if the House suspends its rules to consider i’ 
a particular bill, the suspension of the rules ex 
tends to the offering ofany amendment w 
be legitimely attached to it. I recollect cases in | 
which that decision has been given. j! 

Mr. COBB. If this debate is in order, I desire 
to say a word or two two sustaining the decision | 
of the Chair. I will simply call the attention of | 
the House toa decision pronounced by the Chair 
a few days ago, when this very question came | 
up, touching one of the appropriation bills. The | 
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hich may ‘1 
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| moved to 


i referred thereto. 


| know if the amendment offered by the gentleman 


i been referred to the committee. 


| the committee. The Chair will modify its ruling 


| will be in order to consider that bill in the House; 
i| and an amendment relating to the same subject, 
and being germanc, may perhaps be moved under 
a suspension of the rules, for the purpose of re 
ceiving that amendment. 


Chair then ruled,as he has ruled now, and the 
House acquiesced in the decision. It is true that, 
when you have suspended the rules to consider 
a particular bill, any amendment to that billis in 
order which is notin conflict with the rules of 
the House. This amendment would now be in 
order to the bill before the House, but for the 
rule which requires that all appropriations shall 
be considered first in a Committee of the Whole 
House. Why, sir, the gentleman from Maine 
says that the House has suspended all its rules. 
Now, suppose it were proposed to offer an amend- 
ment which was not germane to the subject of 
the bill: according to the principle indicated by 
the gentleman from Maine, the House having 
suspended all its rules, no objection could be made 
toit. But, sir, my only object in rising was to 
call the attention of the House to the manifest 
correctness of the decision of the Chair. I move 
to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. STANTON. lL hope the gentleman will 
withdraw the motion for asingle moment. 

Mr. COBB. Other gentlemen around me re- 
quest that I should adhere to the motion. I de- 
cline to withdraw it. 

The question was taken; and the appeal was 
laid on the table—ayes one hundred and nine, 
noes not counted. 

Mr. SNEED. J now move to suspend the rule 
which requires that this particular proposition 
should be considered in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. HOUSTON. We are acting under a sus- 
pension of the rules, and another motion to sus- 
pend is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the mo- 
tion to suspend is not in order at this time. | 

Mr. SNEED. I then move to commit the bill 
now before the House, to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union; and I make the 
motion with the consent of the friends of the 
bill. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I move that the House 
adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


The bill was then committed to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. moved to reconsider the 
vole by which the bill was committed; and also 

lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table; which Taer motion was agreed to, 

Mr. SNEED. I now move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Tnion for the purpose of considering the bill just 


opinion that the rules having been suspended to 
i receive the bill of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
a second motion to suspend the rules to consider 
the amendment will be in order; and he believes 
that the precedents will sustain him in the decis- 
ion. 

The question was taken on the motion to sus- 
pend the rules, and it was disagreed to; there 
| being, on a division, only fifty-eight in the affirm- 
ative. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I do not wish to take 
up any more of the time of the House, further 
than to give notice that I will, to-morrow, if I 
can get the floor, move to suspend the rules to 
bring this bill into the House, and put it on its 
passage. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR SYSTEMS. 


Mr. PENNINGTON. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to report back from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs a bill (H. R. No 
594) to regulate the diplomatic and consular sys- 
tem of the United States, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I move to suspend the 
rules for that purpose; and on that motion I de- 
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I have risen for the pur- 
pose of submitting a motion to the House, either 
to take a recess until seven o’clock, or to adjourn, 
As I prefer that the House should adjourn, I 
make that motion. 

Mr. FAULKNER demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. SEWARD called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. McMouu.in’s motion was agreed to; and 
thereupon (at four o’clockand forty-five minutes) 
| the House adjourned until to-morrow, at eleven 
o’clock, a. m. 


IN SENATE. 
Fray, August 15, 1856. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Deax. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills, which have hitherto received 
the signature of the Speaker of the House: 

An act for the relief of Isaac Adams; 

An act to authorize and direct the settlement 

| of the accounts of the Bank of the State of Mis- 
sour) for money advanced for the subsistence and 
| transportation of volunteers; and 

An act for the relief of Cezaire Wallace, of the 
parish of Bossier, State of Louisiana. 


DAILY RECESS. 


Mr. HUNTER. I wish to submit a motion, 
by general consent, that to-day, and each day 
| hereafter, the Senate take a recess from four till 
| Six o'clock, We shall be obliged to sit at nights 
to get through with the appropriation bills. I 
| hope there will be no objection to my submitting 
that motion, 
Mr. SEWARD. That does not include Mon- 
day, I suppose. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate 
will adjourn on Monday, at twelve o’clock. 
Mr. SEWARD. Then it is only for to-day 


Mr. WASH BURNE, of Illinois. I desire to 


i 

j 
from Hlinois (Mr. Harris] was sent to the com- |i 
mittee with the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment was not 
entertained by the Chair. 

Mr. SNEED demanded tellers upon his mo- 
tion. 

Tellers were ordered;and Messrs. WASHBURNE, 
of Illinois, and Carnie, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 70, noes 74. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. WASHIBURNE, of Illinois. I move to 
suspend the rules, in order that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union may be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill i! and to-morrow. 

(TI. R. No. 209) to authorize the construction of || . The motion was agreed to. 

a building at Nashville, Tennessee, fora custom- | z i 

house, post office, and United States court-room, EMIGRANTS TO KANSAS. 

that it may be considered in the House, together Mr. TRUMBULL. I have the procecdings 
with the amendment of the gentleman from Ili- || of a mass convention of the citizens of Illinois, 
nois, [Mr. LHarris.] held in Lexington, McLean county, in reference 

Mr. HOUSTON, to the treatment of citizens of that county, and 
other counties of Ilinois, on their way to Kansas. 
These proceedings set forth the details of the 
|| various indignities; and but for the fact that it 
| would take up the time of the Senate, I should 
upon the second question raised. The rules of |! like to have them read. The names are given of 
the Mouse having been suspended to consider the || the settlers who left Ilinois with their families 
specific bill moved by the gentleman from Ten- | for the purpose of scttling in Kansas Territory. 
nessee, which provides for an appropriation, it | They left with their wagons, tools, and imple- 
i| ments of husbandry, in the way that is usual for 
| emigrants passing to the western country. These 
| parties, while on their way to Kansas, and when 
= i within a few miles of the Territory, were stopped 
The Chatr is of the i by armed men, their property taken from them, 


The amendment has not 


The SPEAKER. The amendment not having 
been received in the House, was not referred to 


1856. 
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and they are still detained in the State of Mis- 
souri. They went as peaceable emigrants. They 
sold their homes in McLean county, Hlinois, 
where they had resided... They were respectable 
and worthy citizens of that county. Connected 
with the proceedings of the meeting are certifi- 
cates from a number of individuals of the county 
of McLean 

Mr. HUNTER. We have so little time that I 
must interpose a question of order. The Senator 
has a right to make a brief statement, but not tu 
give the whole contents of the papers. I would 
not make the point but that we have so little time 
left, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iam aware that time is 
precious, and 1 will take but a moment more. I 
should desire to occupy some little time, but for 
the fact which the Senator has suggested. I will 
be as brief as I ean in stating what I think are 
the points of the petition, and not read them. 

A number of the citizens of McLean county 
certify to the credibility aud peaceable character 
of these emigrants, and among others the sheriff 
and the clerk of thecounty. Accompanying these | 
proceedings is also the affidavit of one person 
who went with the Chicago company, detailing 
the manner in which he started for Kansas, and 
the conduct of that company, and showing that 
they started for the parpose of becoming bona | 
fide settlers of the Territory. He gives in detail | 
the treatment which they received. Their prop- 
erty was taken from them by violence, and they 
were turned back without ever being permitted 
to land in the Territory. He states: particularly 
how all this was done. Persons came on board 
their boat, and broke open their trunks. The in- 
dividual states that his trunk was searched, and 
tells the parties by whom it was done. 

One resolution adopted by the convention re- 
quests that the proceedings be presented to Con- 
gress for such action as may be proper in such 
cases. I therefore move that they be referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITION. 


Mr. JONES, of Towa, presented a petition of 
citizens of Iowa, praying for the establishment of | 
a mail route from MacGregor’s Landing to Osage, 
in that State; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 


nance, to whom were referred the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 202) making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1857, and for other pur- 
poses, amended and disagreed to by the House 
of Representatives, reported thereon. The Sen- 
ate proceeded to consider the report; and 


On motion of Mr. HUNTER, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist on their amendments to 
the said bill, amended and disagreed to by the House of 
Represeutatives, and asked a conference on the disagrecing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, it was 

Ordered, That the committee of conference on the part 
of the Senate be appointed by the President pro tempore. 

Mr. Hunrer, Mr. Sumer, and Mr. Fisu 
were appointed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. The Committee on Finance, 
to whom were referred the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 71) making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty | 
stipulations with the various Indian tribes, for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1857, have 
agreed, after examining the action of the House, 
to recommend that the Senate concur in that 
action, They have, therefore, instructed me to 
offer the following resolution, which will be, in 
effect, to take the bill as the House sent it back: 

Resolved, That the Senate concur in the amendments of 
the Mouse ta the amendments of the Senate to the hill (H. 
R. No. 71) numbered 29, 35, 43, and 55; and that the Sen- 
ate recede from their amendments to said_bill disagreed to | 
by me House, numbered 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, | 
and 04, ` ý 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Iam not willing | 


should like to except. It provides for the case 
of Faribault. I think the Government of the 
United States has disgraced itself long enough on 
that subject, 

Mr. HUNTER. If the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, [Mr. SepasT1an,] wishes 
a_conference, let us agree to the action of the 
House as far as we can, and insist on those 
amendments on which he desires a conference. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I desire to except 
the Faribault case from the general agreement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the 
number of the amendment to which the Senator 
refers? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
No. 67. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator from Arkansas 


desires a committee of conference, let him move 


jit. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I will accede to the prop- 
osition of the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to agree to the amendments made by the 
House to our amendments. We can with great 
propriety do that. Then I desire to move that 
the Senate insist on these amendments, to which 
the House has disagreed. 

Mr. BIGLER. ‘That will leave the Faribault 
case for the committee of conference. 

The House amendments to the Senate amend- 
ments were concurred in; and the amendments 
of the Senate, to which the House disagreed, 
were insisted on, and a conference asked upon 
| them. Mr. Pearce, Mr. Sepastian, and Mr. 
Toomss, were appointed the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Ti- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 427) 
making additional appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1857, reported it with amendments, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the House joint resolution (J. R. 
No. 26) giving an increased compensation to all 
the laborers in the employment of the executive 
and legislative departments of the Government, 
in the city of Washington, reported it with an 
amendment. 


Mr. JAMES, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
! requested to communicate to the Senate, at the next ses- 
| sion of Congress, whether, in his judgment, the national 
defenses and the best interests of the country ceall for the 
discontinuance of any navy-yard or naval station on the 
Atlantic sea-board, or the change of location thereof. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be au- 
thorized to employ a clerk at the same annual compensa- 
tion that is paid to the clerk of the Committee on Finance 
of the Senate. 

The considerations of the resolution being ob- 
jected to, it lies over for one day, under the rules. 

Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (FI. R. No. 331) 
for the relief of John Otis, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred the memorial of Robert Harrison, pray- 
ing that his claim under the ninth article of the 
treaty of 1819, with Spain, may be referred to 
the Court of Claims, reported the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the memorial of Robert Harrison, together 
with the papers on the files of the Senate relating thereto, 
be referred to the Court of Ciaims. 


Mr. IVERSON, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom were referred the following bills, re- 
ported them without amendment: 

An act (H. R. No. 269) for the relief of the 
sureties of the late Lieutenant Charles E. Jarvis, 
United States Army. 

An act (H. R. No. 275) for the relief of Cap- 
tain Thomas Ap Catesby Jones. 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 11) for the relief of J. W. Todd, a lieu- 
tenant of ordnance in the, United States Army, 
reported it without amendment. 


I am told it is 


to agree to that report. There is one amendment 
to this bill—-I do not know its number—which I 


Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 


Claims, to whom were referred the following bills. 
‘from the Court of Claims, passed by the House 
of Representatives, reported them without amend- 
ment: Dk 
An act (H.R. No. 3) for the relief of James 
M. Lindsay; , noha Bice Sh 
An act (H. R. No. 4) for the relief of Salvador 
Aceardi; and ` i 
An act (H. R. No. 6) for the relief of William 
H. Chase. : 
He also, from the same committee, submitted 
the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the House of Representativeshe requested 
to return to the Senate Senate bill (No. 337) for the relief of 


William H. Chase, a bill originating in the House for ‘the 
| same object being now before the Senate. 


EMPLOYES OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN submitted the following 
resolution; which, on motion of Mr. Evans, was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That there be allowed and paid to the maie 
boys the same salary that is paid to the messengers in the 
service of the Senate. 

Mr. CASS submitted the following resolution: 
: which, on motion of Mr. Evans, was referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the salary of the superintendent of the, 
document room of the Senate shail be $1,600 per annum, 
and that the salaries of the two assistants in said document 


room shall each be $1,500 per annum, to take effect from 
the commencement of the present fiscal year, 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS, 


Mr. FITZPATRICK, from the Committee on 

Printing, who were instructed to inquire into the 
subject, reported the following resolution: 
_ Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate, 
in quarto form, five thousand copies, in addition to the usual 
number, of the report proper of the commissioner on the 
Mexican boundary, with the maps accompanying said re- 
port; and two thousand additional copies of the appendix, 
containing the reports on the botany and natural bistory of 
the country adjacent to said boundary, to be paid for out of 
the fund appropriated for running the said boundary, and that 
two handred and fifty copies of tre former and twenty five 
copies of the latter be furnished to the said commissioner. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. ‘The cost of the five 
thousand copies will be $36,166. The work isa 
very valuable one; and I may mention one singu- 
lar fact as an argument in favor of printing the 
report. The commissioner performed.the service 
on which he was sent for $100,000 less than the 
amount appropriated for the purpose. Iam not 
aware of any other instance of this kind, 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 7 
! Mr. FITZPATRICK, from the Committee on 
Printing, to whom the subject was referred, 
| reported the following resolution: 
| Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 
| 
H 
H 
i 
i 
t 
H 


the w ual number and five thousand additional copies of the 
message of the President, to the House of Representatives, 

; of commercials Statisties of different nations, with the 
accompanying documents. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. The estimate for this 
| printing is $13,450. The document is one of 
i great value, and the committee recommend the 
publication of five thousand copies — only half 
i the number specified in the order of the Senate 
i referring the subject to our investigation, 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
į consent, and agreed to. 


| ADVANCES BY VERMONT. 


| Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mil- 
| itary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
: R. No. 360) to reimburse the State of Vermont 
_ the expenses incurred by her in paying her mili- 
: tia, called out iu 1838 and 1839 to preserve the 
neutrality of the country, reported it without 
: amendment. A 

| Mr. FOOT. Iask the unanimous consent of 
! the Senate to put the bill on its passage at once. 
: There can be no objection to it when it is under- 
: stood. 

| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It requires 
/ unanimous consent. The Chair hears no objec- 
‘tion. The bill is before the Scnate as in Com- 
; mittee of the Whole. 

| Mr. FOOT. Mr. President, I have only. to say 
' that this bill appropriates the sum of $4,009 18 
to reimburse. the State of Vermont for moneys 
| aetually appropriated from her own treasury and 
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expended in payinga portion of her militia called 
out atthe request of the War Department of the | 
United States bythe Governor of Vermont in | 
1838.and 1839, for the purpose of maintaining our | 
neutrality laws, and of protecting the persons and | 
property of our citizens along the frontier, be- | 
tween the State of Vermont and the province of | 
Canada. The claim is based upon appropriations į 
actually made and expended by the State, and | 
without interest, although the money was ex- i 
ended..some nineteen years ago; so--that. the i 
interest, if computed, is more than the principal. | 
But all we ask, and all this bill proposes, is the | 
payment of, the principal. The claim has been | 
favorably considered by the House at different i 
times since 1839, and has failed only for want! 
of the concurrent action of the two Houses at | 
the same Congress, It has never been reported | 
upon adyerscly by either House. The claim is | 
a just one, a clear one, and rests upon the au- | 
thority of precedent, of principle, and the observ- | 
ance of good faith. It would.seem to be rather | 

ungracious to reject this small claim, when you 
are appropriating: hundreds. of thousands and | 
millions annually to different States and Territo- | 
ries to indemnify them for expenses Incurred for | 
suppressing Indian hostilities. Nine hundred 
! 
i 
i 


and thirty thousand dollars have been appropr 
ated,at once, to the State of California for this | 
purpose.. Other States have been indemnified by | 
‘the General Government for expenses incurred in į 
suppressing insurrections along our frontiers. | 
The services out of which this claim grows | 

F 


were deemed necessary by the War Department 
and by the exceutive authority of Vermont, in 
order to maintain the integrity of our neutral re- | 
lations, which were seriously threatened, at the | 
time, along the Canada borders, | 
Te will appear, from the correspondence in the | 
age, that the attention of the Governor of the | 
State of Vermont was called to the situation of the 
Canadian frontier by the Secretary of State of the | 
United States, by letter bearing date the Tth De- | 
cember, 1837, and requiring him to use every | 
meaus and effort in his power to preserve the | 
neutral relations of the United States, at that time | 
threatened by armed refugees from Canada, who | 
were collected upon the borders, but within the | 
territorics of the United States. It also appears, 
from the evidence as embodied in the ELouse report | 
upon this subject, that, on the Sth of Janunry, | 
1888, Governor Jenison, then the chief exeentive 
magistrate of the State of Vermont, received di- 
rections from the War Department to place such ; 
a militia force under the orders of Major General | 
Scott, then commanding on the northern frontier, 
as he might deem necessary and proper for its | 
protection. Let further appears, from the evidence 


embraced in the House report, that General Scott | 


assivned the command of that portion of the fron- 
tier lying along the northern line of Vermont to 
Brigadier General Wool, and at the same time : 
addressed a letter to the Governor, authorizing | 
one brigade to be placed under his orders, in case | 
he should deem it necessary. 

te further appears, from the evidence in the case, | 
as collated in the House report, that General 
Wool, oa his first visit, did not consider it neces- 
sary to call any militia force into the field; but that, 
in the course of the month of February, 1838, when | 


Lake Champlain was impeded with ice, and the | 


i 
j 
| 
| 


crossing was hazardous, and General Wool being :į 


ut thattime on the opposite side of the lake, in the i 
State of New York, an insurgent foree—or what | 
was then called a Canadian patriot foree—having 
broken open and robbed the arsenal at Elizabeth- | 
town, in the State of New York, collected in arns | 
on the borders of Vermont, and within the ter- 


ritoric¢s of the United States, while an equal num, |} 


ber of armed men, under the authority of the local 
government of Canada, were collected on the | 
Canadian side of the same frontier. i 
proceeds further to state: i 

“ This undisciplined Canadi 
by the conduct of the refuge 
or from whatever other motive 
bands crossed into the territor 


n foree, whether prompted 
stablistied within our limits, i 
surreptitiously and in smali | 
sof the United States, and 


burnt and destroyed a large amount of property belonging if 


to the peaceable citizens of Vermont, threatening, in par- | 
ticular, the townsof Swanton, St. Albans, Highgate, and : 
Alburgs that the latter town raised r 
for their own protection, which was afterwards approved | 
of by the Governor of the Staic. The rest of the towns | 
applied to the Governor, and to General Wool, and, at the H 
instance of the latter, @ brigade was ordered outin the month | 
of Bebruary, 18383. but, befo: they were mustered, the | 


The report |i 


a company of militia || 


order was countermanded, in consequence of the refugees Í 


having delivered up their arms and. dispersed. 
“<The committee have concluded that tie necessity for 


calling out the militia paid by the State of Vermont was : 


such, arising from the danger of a violation of our neu- 
trality, which was then iznminently threatening, as to justify 


the conduct of the Governor of Vermontand General Wool, | 


and to obviate the fact of their militia not having been mus- 
tered into the service being set up as an objection to the 
allowance of this claim; aud they, therefore, without going 
further into the merits of the case, contentthemselves_ with 
appending hereunto the fetter of the then Governor of Ver- 
mont, addressed to the Hon. John Smith, a member of the 
House, in 1840, a statement of the moneys expended by 
Vermont in paying hermifitia, and defraying their expenses, 
and with reporting the accompanying bill, which they re- 
commend be passed by the House.” 


I will also present the certificates from the 
Secretary of Siate and Treasurer of the State, 
showing the items of expenditure and the sums 
expended by the State, for the militia called out 
by the Governor, upon the requisition of General 
Wool, and under the authority of the War De- 
partment; and this presents the whole of the 


case, and the ground of our claim to indemnity: | 


SECRETARY OF STave’s OFFICE, 
MONTPELIER, February 11, 1850. 

! hereby certify that the following sums have been ap- 
propriated by th 
of tbe milija called out at the request of the War Depart- 
ment of the United States, by the authority of Vermont, in 
the vears 1838 and 1839, for the purpose of protecting the 
frontiers between this State and the province of Canada, as 
follows, to wi 


To the lth regiment of militia under Colonel Cornelius 


Stilphen, by act of November 19, 1839....... $1,450 03 
To the towa of Aiburg, by act of October 29, 

1840 657 18 
'Tothe 437 61 
To Lawrence Brainerd, by act of November I, i 

ET E STOA ; 51 25 
To ‘Thom f 

1841 OEE E i 10 00 
To Abel Drury, by aet of Noven ISH. 300 00 | 
‘To town of Alburg, by act of November 7, J$ 75 66 | 
T'o Jerome J. Beardsley, by act of 1847......06 


Making in all the sum Of... cece eeeeee renee 


The appropriation to Abel Drury, above named, was to 
compensate him for the loss of a house, eansed by the oc- 
cupation aud use thereof by tbe soldier 

fn tesumony whereof, } hereunto set my hand and affix 
[te s] the seal of this office, this Hth day of February, 


ALD. 1850. 
FERRAND F. MERRILL, 
Secretary of State. 
Amonnt of the above brought forward 
Fn. addition to the above, as per cert eof 
Hemy P. Janes, ‘treasurer of the State of 
Vermont, dared February 26, 1849, the follow- 
ing sums were paid: 
"Fo the selectmen of the town of St. 
Albans +» $164 47 
‘To the se ir- 


ermon of rhe town of F 


tax. E E RERE SAA 187 69 
To the sejeetuen of the town of 

Highgate . HOL 
To the sclectnen of tbe town of 

CROOEOINR: risna n haO EEA E 123 82 
To the seleeunen of the town of 

SWANTON ccc ete eee eee erences 151 06 


"These last amounts paid to the sclectmen of the several i 


towns were for supplies farnisbed the militia. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the ; 


third time, and was passed. 
BOWNE AND CURRY. 


Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Fi- 


nance, to whom was referred the petition of; 
and William Curry, reported | 
>) for their relief; which was read | 


George Le Bowne 
abill 


the first t 


ime, aud ordered to a second reading. 


Mr. MALLORY. Task the Senate to edhsider | 
Ttisasmall matter, involving only | 


this bill now. 
$200, 


¥ 


Its obj 


the Florida reef in Angust, 1835. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed fer a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


VALUE OF COINAGE. 


Mr. PEARCE. I have been directed by the 


Committee on Finance to submit a report in 


è State of Vermont to defray the expenses | 


60 00 | 


$3,061 73 | 


i addition to an act entit 
i the proceeds of the public lands, and to grant 
| preëmption rights,” approved September 4, 1841; 
l; which was read a first and second time by its title. 


i people—to actual set 


| session, bas g 
i lic junds for the construction of railroads. 


‘The bill was read the second time, and consid- |, Voted most c 


j ered asin Committee of the Whole. j 

is to require the Secretary of the Treasury to re- jj 
fund to George L. Bowne and William Curry , 
$199 65, being fifty per cent. of the amount of! 
į duties paid to them by the collector at Key West, į; 
on coals saved from the hall of the American i| 


bark Rainbow, from Swansea, England, lost on =| 
A va » England, sj into the hands of speculators, and are often held 


i} at advanced prices for the purposes of specula- 


ct: 


/ ments in the 


writing, and a joint resolution (S. R. No. 42) to 
provide for the ascertaining of the relative value 
of the coinage of the United States and Great 
Britain, and fixing the relative value of the uñi- 
tary coins of the two countries. 

The resolution was read a first time, and ordered 
to a second reading. 

Mr. PEARCE. As this resolution simply 
authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to have 
certain inquiries answered, and a report made in 
relation to the subject to which it refers, [ hope 
it may be the pleasure of the Senate to allow it td 
be considered now. - I shall not debate it at all. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
read a second time, and considered as in Com- 
mitice of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to appoint some suitable person as 
agent or commissioner, to confer with the proper 
functionaries of Great Britain in relation to some 
plan or plans of so mutually arranging the coins 
of the two countries that the respective units 
shall be thereafter accurately and exactly com- 
mensurable, and to embody the result of such con- 
ference in a statement or report to be laid before 
Congress as early as practicable. 

The resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment. 

Mr. CASS. I would suggest that the commis- 
sion appointed by the English Government for 
the purpose of changing their currency, and insti- 
tuting a decimal one, have reported unanimously 
against it, so that there is no kind of possibility 
of their changing, and I do not believe there is 
any possibility of our changing. 

Mr. PEARCE. ‘This is only a report that is 
asked for. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I think the Senator from Mich- 
gan is mistaken. Coinage is a royal prerogative 
in England, and Parliament can only request a 
change. Last summer, I think, the British House 
of Cammons passed, on the motion of Mr. Brown, 
member for South Lancashire, a resolution to 
adopta new unit. I think this is the second time 
it passed the House of Commons; but being a 
royal prerogative, and the ministry being divided, 
the object was not accomplished. 

Mr. CASS. They appointed a committee of 
the most eminent merchants of London, who are 
always consulted before making changes of this 
kind, and they have unanimously reported against 
the change. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The House of Commons is 
in favor of it. 

Mr. HUNTER. Let the resolution lie over. 
We have no time to debate it. 

Mr. PEARCE. Let us decide it without de- 
bate. ‘There is another objectin the resolution— 
to correct the proportion between the dollar and 
pound sterling, which is how, as everybody 
knows, inaccurate. That is all. Ido not want 
to debate it. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PREEMPTION RIGHTS. 


Mr. WILSON, agreeably to notice, asked and 
obtained leave to bring ina bill (S. No. 456) in 
ed * An act to appropriate 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I have intro- 
duced this bill for the purpose of securing to the 
lers—some portion of the 
benefits of the huge grants made by Congress for 
the constructions of railroads. Congress, at this 
granted millions of acres of the pub- 
Ihave 
icerfully for these grants of alternate 
sections of the public domain for these improve- 
new States. The prominent inter- 
ests of those States and of the whole country 
will, in my opinion, be promoted by these grants. 
Bat it cannot be denied that objections exist to 
these grants on the ground that the public lands 
pass into the control of large corporations, and 


tion. This bill proposes to remedy these objec- 
tions; to secure to the people — to actual setticers 
— to the men who are to cultivate these acres -— 


; the reserved alternate sections at the price of two 


dollars and fifty cents per acre. ‘This policy, if 
adopted, will encourage internal improvements, 
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and promote the growth of the sections of the 
country where these-grants are made. Its adop- 
tion will discourage speculations in the public 
lands, and. promote the reciprocal interests of 
those engaged in the construction of railroads, 
and the actual settlers of the country on the line 
of those improvements. 

The bill. was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


POST ROAD BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Cuno, their Clerk, announced that they 
had passed a bill (H. R. No. 568) to establish 
certain post routes. 

Mr. YULEE. [ask that the bill just received 
from the House may be read twice, with a view | 
tò reference. 

The bill was read twice by its title. 

Mr. YULEE. I will take this occasion to say 
that the Post Office Committee will meet to-mor- 
row morning, and act on this bill; so that, if Sen- || 
ators have memorials or resolutions in regard to jj 
port routes to be referred to the committee, they 

ad better present them at once. I move that 
the bill be referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NEW MEXICAN INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN asked, and by unanimous || 
consent obtained, leave to bring in a joint resolu- į 
tion (S. R. No. 41) in relation to Indian depre- ; 
dations in New Mexico; which was read the first | 
time, and ordered to a second reading. i 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. This resolution was adopt- | 
ed by the Senate as an amendment to the Indian į 


| a areas 
at the request of the Delegate from New Mexico; ; 


The joint resolution was read the second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. | 
It proposes to require the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to cause an investigation to be made of the | 
claims that may have been presented for depre- | 
dations by Indians in the Territory of New Mex- 
ico, and report them to Congress at the next || 
session, enumerating particularly such as come || 
within the provision of the intercourse act. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for į 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 


PATAPSCO RIVER. 
Mr. PRATT. I desire to give notice that P| 


shall to-morrow ask a vote on the bill making an 
appropriation for the improvement of the Pataps- | 
co river, which has been recently vetoed by the | 
President. To-morrow morning, before one | 
o’clock, I shall ask for a vote upon that subject. 


RHODES AND AUSTILL. f 
Í 


Mr. YULEE. I am directed by the Committee | 
on Claims to report back a bill from the Court of | 
Claims for the relief of Thomas Rhodes and Jer- | 
emiah Austill. As this bill will have to go to the | 
House, I ask that it be considered now. The! 
Senate committee have reported fifteen times in | 
favor of it, and the court unanimously recommend ; 
it. Lask for its consideration now. : 

The bill was read twice, and considered as in| 
Committee of the Whole. i 

It proposes to direct the payment to Rhodes & | 
Austill of $4,000 in full for their expenses in- | 
curred in making a road from Mobile, Alabama, | 
to Pascagoula bay, for the transportation of the | 
mails in 1928. 

Mr. HALE. 

Mr. YULEE. 
Claims. 

Mr. HALE. Let the report be read. 
old affair. 

The Secretary read the report. : 

Mr. HALE, I desire to know whether we 
have passed any other bills from the Court of) 
Claims at this session? i 


34 


i 
H 


Is there a report in that case? 
The bill is from the Court o 


It isan 


| Mr. BRODHEAD. 


| 
got through. 
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considerable number. . f 

Mr. HALE. I do not want to discuss this 
bill. I vote for it for the reasons assigned by the 
committee, but 1 do not admit that the Court of 
Claims govern my votes. . 

_Mr, STUART. I should like to have a ques- 
tion connected with this subject explained by the 
committee. As I understand the matter, a bid 
was made to carry the mail over a certain route, 
provided $4,000 should be appropriated to im- 
prove the road, and that bid was accepted. Upon 
that state of the case, the Court of Claims have 
decided that the United States are bound to pay 
the $4,000. Now, if any Senator knows of any 
authority on the part of the Postmaster General 
to receive proposals for carrying the mails, 
coupled with a condition that he shall make the 
highways over which to carry them, I trust he 
will inform me where that authority comes from. 
I should be very glad to hear some explanation. 

Mr. YULIEE.  Icanstate,ina very few words, 

the facts in reference to this matter. Under a 
resolution of Congress, which authorized a cer- 
tain route to be adopted, if it were deemed ad- 
visable by the Postmaster General, a contract was 
made which involved the opening ofaroad. The 
road cost $8,000, but the sum proposed was $4,000. 


| The Postmaster General subsequently thought 


that, although the contractors had been author- 
ized to make the road, there was no authority to 
pay them for it, and the matter was referred to 
Congress. Fifteen reports were made succes- 
sively in favor of the payment, but the bill never 
It was finally sent to the Court of 
Claims, who have reported favorably. Judge 
McLean, who was then Postmaster General, 
wrote a letter stating that the claim was equita- 
ble, and onght io be paid, but to pay it required 
legislation. The Court of Claims, upon exam- 
ination, decided the parties should not receive the 
$8,000, although there was full proof it cost them 
$8,000, but must be limited to $4,000, the sum 
they named in their proposals. ‘The court decide 
that the resolution of Congress involved the au- 
thority to make a road. We have not time to go 
into the particulars, but that is what the court 
states. 

Mr. HUNTER. This is the spectacle which 
we see presented. Notwithstanding the condition 


| of the general appropriation bills, they cannot 


be considered; but we take up private claims and 
debate them. They can be considered when the 
general appropriation bills cannot. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour for 
the special order has arrived, and it must be taken 
up, unless otherwise directed by the Senate. 


IOWA SENATORSHIP—ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HUNTER. 


appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The special 
order is the case of the Lowa contested, senatorial 
election. 

Mr. HARLAN. 

oned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion of privilege relating to the right to the seat 
of the Senator from lowa on this floor, and 
was yesterday made the special order for twelv 
o’clock to-day. 


I hope it will not be post- 


Mr. PUGH. Iask the Chair what question there || 


is before the Senate? A petition was presented 


to us, and a motion made yesterday to refer it toa |i 
Then I understood the Senator from |! 
Towa to say he wished to send some papers to |; 


committee. 


the committee with it; and I do not see that there 


| is any question before the Senate, except to re- 


ceive the papers. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a ques- 


| tion on the reference of the papers on the files of 
| the Senate to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. HUNTER. If there was anything here 
affecting the rights of the Senator from iowa, I 
certainly would not interpose; but I understand 
there is nothing affecting his case. . I do not ask 


I submit a motion to post- | 
| pone the special order, and take up the civil 


It is a ques- | 


. RIVES, WASHINGTON, D. 


Mr. HARLAN. I insist on. my tight to be 
heard, and I shall not occupy more time than. the 


Senator from Virginia yesterday. 

Mr. CLAYTON. L hore: the Senator. from 
Virginia will yield, and. let: the Senator fiom 
Towa be heard. Undoubtedly: he ought: to; be 
heard. The better way to get along with the 
appropriation bills is to let this matter be disposed 
of. i ; 

Mr. HUNTER. F merely wish to have the 
sense of the Senate. If they think the Senator 
| has a right to go on, and go on in preferencée-1o 
| the appropriation bills, they will‘say so, and. I 

shall be relieved from all responsibility 9 0: 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yesterday, 
| the hour of twelve to-day was fixed for the con- 
| sideration of the question of the right of the 
| Senator from Iowa to his seat. The Chair is 
i under the impression it is a question of privilege 
| relating to his right to a seat asa member of this 
‘body. if the Senate think otherwise, the Chair 
i) will acquiesce. I understand the Senator from 
| Virginia to'raise the point of order, whether the 
Senate cannot postpone this subject. gene 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not know that there is 
anything to he postponed, — I submitted the ques- 
tion of what business the Senate would take up. 

Mr. WELLER. As I understandit, this prop- 
| osition comics up as a question of privilege; but 
| itis in order to postpone that, and all other sub- 
jects which may -be before the Senate, for the 
purpose of proceeding to the consideration of 
| Something else. The Senator from Virginia makes 
: that motion. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will state the question, in order to take the senso 
of the Senate. Senators in favor of postponing 
the special order, will say “Ay ’—— ia ae 

Mr. HALE. It seems to me;that, if a‘ques- 
tion of privilege may. be postponed by a mere 
naked majority of the Senate, it is divested of its 
|| privilege altogether... A question of ‘privilege is 
| one that overrides all others. This question re- 
| lates to the right of a member to his. seat. Jt ig 
| ove of privilege. It is. not ip the power of the 
Senate, by a mere majority vote, to: deprive. a 
Senator, when his right is questioned, of the op- 
| portunity of being heard. ‘The very name of the 
| question, being one of privilege, prevents it from 
being thus disposed of. 

Mr. HUNTER. Let us see what will be the 
effect of that doctrine. We are to adjourn on 
Monday. .We have no previous question here; 
and if the Senate has no right to postpone this 
i question, the session may be spokenout. A Sen- 
ator has nothing to do but. speak from now to 
Monday, and all other business is gone. If the 
i Senator from Iowa claimed to be beard. before 
| anything was decided in regard to his case, there 
i! might be something in the claim. | Ttis not, how- 
i| ever, proposed to decide, but to. postpone the ques- 
tion. It has been postponed all the session so 
far. The question was raised originally bya pe- 
tition. It has been postponed, and the Senate can 
postpone any question, I presume. If not, where 
| should we be? ; 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chaire 
will state the question for the judgment of the 


Ide not like to interpose to 
interrupt. the proper current of business; but I 
! do not regard this as a question of privilege in the 
aspect in which it now appears. Th all parlia- 
| mentary bodies, it seems to me that the first thing 
| which should be done, is to. inquire whether 
| there is a question about the right to the seat of 
| a member; but that not having been decided, and 
| this being a mere question of reference to a com- 
|) mittee to inquire into it, and on thatinquiry make 
| a report whether he is entitled or not: entitled, it 
0 It will become 


is : Soe 
Lis not now a question of privilege. 


so when-the-committee:reports whether the Sen- 
ator is éntitled to a seat or not: R 
-~Mr. HARLAN. I understand the question to 
be on the reference of the papers in this case to 
the Judiciary Committee: J have a right to ob- 
fect: to-being tried by that-committee. 
`ihe PRESIDENT -pro. tempore. This is the 
hour assigned ‘for the spécial order to-day. Tt is 
the. duty of the Chair: to-call the special order at 
‘the hour appointed. The Chair did not decide 


that it is not in the power of the Senate to post- | 


porie the special order. A majority of the Senate 
may. postpone the question now pending. ‘There 
is no doubt about that. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is the motion I sub- 
mitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
motion before the Senate. 

Mr. HARLAN. 1 ask for the yeas and nays 
on it, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARLAN, I raisea point of order, that 
a question of privilege is a question which must 
be heard, and that it is not competent for the 
Senate to postpone it by a mere majority vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was heard 
yesterday, and appointed for to-day at one 
o'clock; The Chair decides that it is in the 
power of the Senate to postpone the consideration 
of the question to any time they may see proper. 

Mr BAYARD. I certainly have not the 
slightest objection to the reference of the question 
of the right of the honorable Senator from Iowa to 
his seat, to any othercommittec than the Judiciary 
Committee. On personal grounds I should be 
ry satisfied to have it go elsewhere, though 

cannot say much for the courtesy of the act 
which seeks, on the part of the individual him- 
self, without just ground, to impliedly impute to 
the members of that committee prejudice, or a 
disposition to do wrong. He does that when he 
seeks to withdraw from a standing committee of 
the Senate that which appropriately belongs to | 
them, and hitherto, in the course of our proceed- | 
ings, has always been referred to them—the right 
ofa member to a seat. With such an objection, 
however, | trust the Senate will appoint a select 
committee. I have no desire to pass judgment 
on the honorable Senator. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
poning the subject, 

Mr. BAYARD. I understand the question is 
on postponement; but the honorable Senator from 
lowa claimed the right to object to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. He has no right to object 
to a committee, except on the ground of personal 
prejudice on the part of its members, If that 

round is taken Task for no proof; but so far as 

am concerned, the moment it is raised 1 desire 
that a select committee should be appointed. 


That is the 


The question is on post- 
q P 


. . H 
The question being taken on the postponement, 
q S 


by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 27, nays 18; as 
follows: 

YMAS—Medgsrs. Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, 
Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Dodge, Douglas, Evang, 
Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Mason, 
Pearce, Pugh, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, Thompson of 
Kentucky, 'foombs, Weller, and Wright—27. 

NAYS~—Mossrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Beil of Ten- 
nessee, Clayton, Callamer, Crittenden, Durkee, Fish, Foot, 
Foster, Hale, Harlan, Jones of Lowa, Joves of Tennessee, 
Seward, Trumbull, Wade, Wilson, and Yalec—(8. 

So the motion to postpone was agreed to, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Cutnom, their Clerk, 
returning to the Senate the bill entitled, ** An act 
for the relief of William H. Chase,’’ in compli- 
ance with their request, 

Also announcing the passage by the House of 


a bill (H. R. No. 301) authorizing the establish- | 


ment of a military depot on Blythe Island, at 


Brunswick, on the coast of Georgia, and for | 


other purposes. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. i 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the | 

Whole, the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. ; 

201) making appropriations for certain civil ex- | 
pevaca of the Government, for the year ending 

une 30, 1857, and for other | 
Mr, WELLER. I have an amendment to 


offer by the authority of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


For the construction of a powder magazine for the naval 
service at Mare Island, California, the sum of $119,300. 


purposes. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
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| My. HUNTER. That was an item rejected 


by.the House, and. by.the committee of confer- 
ence -on the naval appropriation bill. I donot 
see ‘the use of trying it again, for the House 
rejected it, and our committee of conference gave 
at up. ©. : i 

Ma. WELLER. I stated yesterday that the 
House had stricken out thig amendment from 
our Navy appropriation bill, because they had no 
estimate for itfrom the Department. They acted 
very properly in that respect. The committee 
of conference, in arranging the points of dis- 

ute, threw this overboard. That is true; but I 
believe the House of Representatives, with a 
knowledge of the facts and the estimate before 
them, would not hesitate to make the appropria- 
tion. Every one will see at once the necessity of 
having a powder magazine on the Pacific coast. 
You have a navy-yard there, and have a consid- 
erable number of armed vessels now on the Pacific, 
and youare compelled to make powder magazines 
out of your vessels. It may do for two years, 
or some say three years, to keep powder on these 
vessels; but I do not think it proper to convert 
your vessels there into magazines. You must 
have a magazine there, and you may as well 
commence it now as any other time. I have the 
estimates here, with the recommendation of the 
Navy Department, addressed to the chairman of 
the Commits on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish to say, in support of 
this amendment, that if there is any place in the 
world where we want a powder magazine, | am 
very sure it is on the Pacific side of the continent, 
for that is the’ only place where we are exposed 
to an enemy. I think our amendment to the 
Navy appropriation bill for this object could not 
have been understood by the House of Represent- 


l atives or it would have been concurred in. 


Mr. WELLER. I have a short note of the 
Sceretary of the Navy, which I will read: 
“1 take the liberty of sending an estimate for a powder 


magazine at the navy-yard in California. It was omitted in 
the original estimate, but is deemed important, as the Navy 


has no place for the deposit and safe-keeping of powder on 


that coast.?? 


Mr. FISH. Ido not understand that the ob- 
jection of the House to this appropriation was 
the want of an estimate. The difficulty, as I 
understand, grew out of the idea, which I believe 
to be well founded, that the title of the United 
States to the island on which the San Francisco 
navy-yard is situated is not yet settled. There 
is a conflicting tilé, It was suggested yesterday 


by a leading member of the House that he was | 


under the impression that the land commissioners 
chad decided that claim favorably to the claimant 
and adverse to the United States. It is true an 
appeal yet lics from that decision. There was 
another idea presented, on which the committce 
of conference on the part of the Senate 
that there is now a powder magazine at Benicia. 
It is true, that belongs to the Army; but so far as 
the immediate necessities of that coast are con- 
cerned, it will answer the purpose. Besides, very 
little can be done before the next session of Con- 
gress with this appropriation, and by that time it 
is to be presumed the question of title to the land 
will be settled. On these grounds the committce 
of the Senate consented to yield. 

Mr. WELLER. My understanding is, that 
there is no dispute in regard to the title. 
was a claim set up which I am now satisfied was 
a fraudulent one, although I thought it a good 


one at the time, and advised the Government to | 


purchase that title for $70,000. It will be held 
under that title, or else the Government of the 
United States is the owner under the treaty with 
Mexico, That outstanding title to which the 
Senator from New York refers was purchased 
four years ago from the claimants by the Govern- 
ment of the United States. ft now holds the 
bond of Mr. Aspinwall, and some others, that, 
in the event of the United States not sueceeding 
in holding the property there as original propri- 
etor, or under the claim which they have trans- 
ferred, they are to refund $200,000, I believe. 
Mr. FISH. That only leaves the United 
States as claimants against these parties for in- 
demnity. The appropriation is proper in itself, 
and one which we shall have to make at a future 
period; and I presume the only question is one of 
time. My object was rather to state the grounds 


l! on which the committee of the Senate consented 


ielded: | 


There į 


esterday to recede from the amendment. It was 
ecause. a distinguished member of the House 
assured us vety certainly that he was satisfied 
therë was a claim which had been reported by 
the commissioner adverse to the United States. 
The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. SEWARD. I beg leave to offer the fol- 
lowing amendment as an additional section, from 
‘the Commitice on Commerce: 3 


ind be it further enacted, That the Secretaries of War 
and Navy be, and they are hereby, ‘authorized, under the 
-direction of the President of the United “States, to employ 
‘such officers of the Army and Navy as they shall. deem 
consistent with the public interest, to make such exploration 
and verification of several surveys slready made of a ship 
canal near the Isthmus of Darien, to connect the waters of 
the Pacific with the Atlantic by the Atrato and Truando 
rivers: Provided, The expense thereof shall not exceed 
$10,000, which are hereby appropriated therefor. , 

Mr. President, this amendment is reported 
by the Committee on Commerce upon grounds 
stated in the memorial of the Board of Trade of 
the city of Philadelphia. They say ‘that the 
subject of constructing a ship canal near the Isth- 
mus of Darien, to connect the waters of the At- 
lantic and Pacific oceans, has at various times 
engaged the attention of each of the principal 
commercial nations of the world, ever since the 
first European settlements upon the shores of this 
continent. Most of the explorations hitherto 
undertaken, either by public or private. enter- 

rise, to discover afensible route for such acanal, 

ave failed of their object. For the past five years 
surveys have been in progress, under the auspices 
of Frederick M. Kelly, Esq., and other gentle- 
men of New York, which finally have resulted in 
the location of the projected route, by Mr. Wil- 
liam Kennish, a highly respectable engineer, who 
reports a line by which to connect the waters of 
the Pacific with the Truando river, a branch ot 
the Atrato, navigable to the Atlantic, which is, as 
he claims, entirely practicable. These surveys 
have excited much interest, both in this country 
and in Europe. The distinctive features of the 
route, according to his report, are, first, that the 
oceans can be united by canal, through an open 
cut, without locks, guard-gates, or impediments 
of any kind. Second, that while it is one hun- 
dred and twenty-five milés from ocean to ocean, 
more than one half of the distance is, by nature, 
ready for the passage of the largest class vessels. 
Third, That the remainining distance is either 
composed of bars capable of being excavated, or 
river bottoms, under water, or solid rock, with 
slight earth covering; and fourth, that excellent 
harbors exist at either terminus, requiring but 
little improvement to make them as desirable ag 
any in the world. 

“ Thus it is proposed to form a thorough cut 
canal from ocean to ocean, without locks.. The 
memorialists do not deem any argument neces- 
sary as to the importance of this work; the only 
question to be asked is, Is it practicable? This, 


jpthey respectfully represent, it is proper for the 


United States Government to decide.” They 
state further, that ‘‘A private survey has been 
made, and the particulars are now before the 
public. If this had been the first, and only sur- 
vey, it would be all that is necessary; but inas- 
much as several Government surveys have failed 
in finding a feasible route, the public will require 


ian official confirmation of this discovery before 


giving to it their entire confidence. The fact, 
that the last expedition sent out under the aus- 
pices of Government, failed to discover a feasible 
route, seems to make such an official recognition 
of this new route essential to its success. ’™* 

The memorialists pray Congress to enact a law 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to cause a 
suitable corps of engineers to pass over the pto- 
posed route, and ascertain its practicability, and 
to make the necessary appropriation to enable the 
Department to do so. 

Theexpense, they believe, would be but trifling, 
commensurate with the importance of the interests 
involved, and seem in their opinion fully to justify 
the necessary outlay. 

The Committee on Commerce submitted this 
subject to the Secretary of the Navy, and received 
from him this letter: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, August 8, 1856. 


Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of 
yours of the 6th instant, inclosing “a memorial of the Board 
of Trade, Philadelphia, in relation to. the survey of a route 
for a ship canai near the Isthmus of Darien,” and asking 
in behalf of the Committee on Commerce, the opinion 0 


1856. 


this Department as to the expediency 0 ng the survey 
desired by the meniorialists, and what legislition and appro- 
priation, if any, should be made. 

_ By the inemorial, it appears that they desire a law passed 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to cause a suitable 
corps of engineers to pass over the proposed route, and 
ascertain its practicability, &c. It is, perhaps, proper ta 
state, that there is not attached to the Navy a corms of civil 
engineers. There is aitached to the Army, and forming a 
part of it, a corps of topographical and constructing engi- 
neers, educated particularly for such purposes; and I would 
beg leave, therefore, to suggest the reference of the memo- 
rial to the War Depatmmeut. 

Any facilities that the Navy Department ean furnish, 
consistent with the public interests, it will take pleasure in 
doing; and during the ensuing winter, if such a survey is 
authorized to be made, it will be happy to contribute to it 
with any vessel of the home squadron, having a due regard 
to public interests. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

J. C. DOBBIN. 
Hon. Henry Dover, Chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce, United States Senate. 


On this suggestion, the committee consulted 
the War Department, and this is the answer of 
- the honorable Secretary of War: 
“War DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, August 13, 1856. 

Sır: Ihave received your letter of the 12th instant, 
transmitting a memorial of the Board of Trade of Philadel- 
phia, in relation to the survey of a ship canal near the Isth- 
mus of Darien, and a copy of a letter from the Secretary of 
the Navy upon the subject, with a request for any sugges- 
tions I may think proper to make thereon. 7 

In reply thereto, I have the honor to state, that the pro- 
ject of the memorialists being regarded by me as possessing 
great interest to the commercial world generally, and to the 
United States especially, 1 consider it very important to 
this Government that such an examination should be made 
as will determine satisfactorily the practicability orimprac- 
ticability of the route referred to, for carrying out the objects 
proposed by the memorialists, 

As it is, however, supposed that the reference of the sub- 
ject to me was mainly owing to the allusion, in the letter of 
the Secretary of the Navy to this Department, having under 
its contro] a corps of engineers, professionally qualified for 
the exploration and investigations required, I would inform 
the committee that, if Congress should authorize the sur- 
vey, and the employment of the officers of the corps of engi- 
neers or of topographical engineers thereon, this Depart- 
ment will cheerfully designate for the purpose such officers 
as the exigencies of the service will permit to be detached 
from their regular and appropriate duties. 

I return herewith the memorial, and have the honor to 
be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JEFF°N DAVIS, 
' Secretary of War. 
Hon. Henry Dover, Chairman Committee on Commerce, 
United. States Senate. 

This appropriation is inconsiderable. The ob- 
ject is beyond estimate as to its importance. It 
involves the solution of all our difficulties in 
regard to the communication between the Atlan- 
tic and Pacific oceans, and between the two con- 
tinents. The matter seems to me so plain and 
simple that I need not detain the Senate with it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think it desirable that the 
Senate should ascertain some limit to the sort of 
legislation which we shall put on this bill. This 
might be a very good measure as an independent 
proponon i have not examined it;. J have not 

ad time to examine it. 

few Senators here who have examined it. In the 
little time we have left to us, it seems to me such 
legislation as that ought not to be ingrafted on 
this bill. I know nothing of the merits of the 
proposition, and I cannot speak of them. I have 
not had time to examine them; but I know such 
things ought to be brought up as separate meas- 
ures, and not put in appropriation bills; other- 
wise there will be no limit to the legislation of 
Congress. : 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I am decidedly in favor 
of this proposition. It is a public measure, and 
not a private measures which is proposed to be 
ingrafted on the appropriation bill. I can state 
the case in two or three words. 
private company have spent some $50,000 in as- 
certaining and surveying what they consider to 
be a practicable interoceanic communication over 


the Isthmus—a desideratum that has long been | 


sought by the commercial world. It is of inesti- 
mable value. 
will verify the surveys they have made in order 
that they may proceed. They ask nothing from 
the Government. Men who engage in great en- 
terprises of this kind ought to have this amount 
of sanction from the Government, when we have 
acorps of topographical officers, some of them 
unemployed, and officers of the Navy unemployed, 
who can do what is desired. It will cost the 
Government nothing; or; perhaps, it may cost 
$10,000 for some little extra expenses of the 
officers. The measure is recommended by the 


T presume there are very*| 


An enterprising 


All they ask is, that Government | 


he 
distance, I believe, is about one hundred and thirty 
miles; and the surveys which have been made 
demonstrate the fact that it will only be necessary 
to construct a ship canal for a distance of sixty 
miles; and that it can be constructed without any 
locks or guards. I think that, if the experience 
of your own officers, on an examination of that 
country, shall demonstrate this fact, it will be of 
inestimable value to us. I trust the amendment 
will be adopted. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I desire to express my 
hearty concurrence in the sentiment just ex- 
pressed by the honorable Senator from Califor- 
nia, This is indeed a work of inestimable im- 

ortance; and it appears that the Secretary of the 

Navy and the Secretary of War think, in their 
judgment, such a measure ought to be adopted 
by Congress. The sum to be expended by Con- 
gress is very small. The importance of the ap- 
propriation will be understood when it is reflected 
by the Senate that the people who are engaged in 
these great enterprises of works of interoceanic 
communication between the Atlantic and Pacific, 
can obtain means only by the verification of the 
United States engineers. Private engineers, em- 
ployed by private companies, will not be credited 
in Europe as our own public topographical engi- 
neers will be, if their surveys should verify the 
surveys made by the private engineers. {will 
not dwell on the importance of this subject, be- 
cause I suppose every man concurs that, if this 
great work can be effected, it will be of more im- 
portance to the whole civilized world than any 
other undertaking which ever has been in fact 
undertaken by the hand of man. I hope the 
amendment will be adopted. 

The amendment was agrecd to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. Iofferan amendment from | 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, to come in at! 
the end of the first section: 

For the continuation of extra clerk hire in the office of 
Indian Affairs, authorized by an act making appropriations 
for the support of the Army, approved August 5 
the act making appropriations for the current and contin- 
‘ s or the Indian department, approved March 
i} This is estimated for by the Secretary of the 
Interior; and, although called ‘extra clerk hire,”’ 
li is not a new subject of disbursement. There 
|| have been two appropriations heretofore recor 
nizing the work, and this is for continuing it. It 
was omitied in the regular estimates of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior for the simple reason that the 
two former appropriations were in the Army bill, 
and he inadvertently omitted it when he made 
out his estimates. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEWARD. I offer the following amend- 
ment from the Committee on Commerce, as a 
new section: 

And be it further enacted, ‘Phat instead of the compensa- 
tion now allowed to weighers, gaugers, and measurers at 
the ports of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, 
Charleston, and New Orleans, their annual compensation 
shail be not jess than $3,800, nor more than $2,000, at the 
discretion of the Se ry of the Treasury; and that the 
per diem compensation of each inspector at said ports shall 
be four dollars per day, instead of the compensation now 
alowed by law—said increased compensation to be allowed 
from and after the commencement of the fiscal year ending 
30th of June, 1858. 

Mr. WUNTER. I thought there was a sep- 
arate bill, which proposed to regulate the salar 
of all custom-house officers. Why should this 
class be taken up separately? Task, too, whether 
it does not embrace a larger number of inspectors 
than were proposed to be embraced by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in hisscheme? It seems to 
me that it does. 

Mr. SEWARD. ‘This recommendation is 
made by the Committee on Commerce, on the 
basis of a letter from the Treasury Department, 
|| dated April 3, 1856, and was provided for ina 
bill which the Committee on Commerce hoped to 
bring before Congress in time to be passed at this 
session; but in that hope they have been disap- 


5, 1854, and | 


l pointed. It is very necessary and proper, if the | 


men are to have the ben 
somehow, and in some 


; -Does not that apply. only: to 
inspectors? Does itinclude weighersand gaugers? 

Mr. SEWARD. It doesinclude them... This 
is his letter to the late chairman of the committée: 


z TREASURY DEPARTMENT; April 3, 1856; 

Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt-of your 
letter of the 2d instant, in regard to an increase of compen- 
sation to the weighers and gaugérs at the ports of New York 
and Boston. j a 

Lam clearly of the opinion.that it would be advisable to 
increase the compensation of that class of officers, at certain 
ports, beyond the rates proposed in the pending bill regu- 
lating the appointment:and compensation of officers of the 
eustomis. ate Y 

I would respectfully recommend that the weighers, méag- 
urers, and gaugers at the ports of Boston, New Yorky Phil- 
adelphia, Baltimore, and New Orleans, should receive an 
annual compensation of not less than $1,800, nor more than 
$2,000. Having increased in the proposed bill the compen- 
sation of inspectors, it is but right to increase that of weigh- 
ers, gaugers, and measurers also. 

The rate of compensation herein recommended for weigh- 
ers, gangers, and measurers, at the ports indicated, is predi- 
eated as well upon the peculiar qualifications required in 
such officers, and the responsibilities devolved upon them, 
as the labor to which they are subject in the discharge of 
their official duties. 

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JAMES GUTHRIZ, 
Secretary of the Treusury. 
Hon. Hannipan HAMLIN, 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, U., S. Senate. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. J think this is rather 
an extraordinary mode of legislation. The bill 
before us is the civil appropriation bill, upon 
which almost everything is tacked. The whole 
subject embraced by this amendment is provided 
for by the bill which has been referred to by the 
gentleman from Virginia. There is no subject 
that you could touch affecting the community 
more than this. ‘here are petitions on the table 
from officers of the customs in several other cities 
besides those named in the amendment, com- 
plaining that they do not receive a reasonable 
compensation for the discharge of the duties de- 
volved on them. J have bestowed some little at- 


| tention on the bill alluded to, and I became satis- 


fied that it was almost impossible in.a bill of that 
kind, with the lights before us, to determine: the 
proper rate of compensation to all the. custom- 
house officers throughout thecountry.. The price 
of house rent, the price of board, the value of 
labor, the rates of provisions, and many other 
matters, must be considered, before deciding on 
such a measure. 

Now, sir, it is a matter of some surprise to me 
that nothing is said about raising the compensa- 
tion of these officers in. cities where I know the 
prices of living, rent, labor, board, and every- 
thing else, are decidedly higher than ina number 
of those mentioned in the amendmerft, I willin- 
stance the city of Savannah, Georgia. Nothing 
is said about increased compensation to the weigh- 
ers and gaugers there. So of the city of Mobile, 
in my State, where the rates of board, labor, house 
rent, and everything else, are higher than in three 
fourths of the cities mentioned in the amendment; 
and yet not one word is said about increasing the 
compensation of the officers there. 

Now, how can the Secretary of the Treasury— 
who, | take pleasure in saying, is a very vigilant 
officer—tell what is the proper rate of compensa- 
tion in all the cities of the Union? You propose 
to tack on this bill a provision for increased com~ 
pensation to the officers in certain cities. I have 
never known an attempt before to place such a 
provision on this bill, If it be persisted in, my 
constituents, and the constituents of the Senator 
from Georgia, in the city of Savannah, may very 
properly expect an increased compensation. ‘The 
result will be, that you will have your table bur- 
dened next winter with petitions asking for 
increased compensation. 1 believe that the pay 
should be raised in many cities.. lt is wholly 
inadequate, in my opinion; but I am decidedly 
opposed to this mode of partial legislation, pro- 
viding for a few cities, and not for others. IT can 
undertake to speak of Savannah and Mobile; 
The prices. of provisions, labor, and house-rent 
there are gieater than in any other part.of:the 
South; and yet, in places where all. these are 
cheaper, you propose to increase the compensa- 
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tiono thesé officers, and pass over others much | 
more entitled to the fostering care of Congress. 

J ask the Senate to pause before they introduce 
this system of legislation—not that I am opposed | 
toincreasing their compensation: but [think there | 
should be some independent bill on the subject, 
and Senators, upon their responsibility, should 
enlighten the Senate as to.what would be a fair 
and reasonable-allowance. Iwas not aware that 
an effort was to be made to tack this amendment 
onthis bilti ` If I knew of it, I should have asked 
to include Mobile; and I presume my vigilant 
friénd from Georgia would have proposed to 
make additional compensation for his constituents 
in Savannah holding these offices. I know the 
citizens of Mobile have petitioned Congress to 
increase the pay of the officers there. I trust the 
amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. HUNTER. I believe the increase of com- 
pensation ought to be made, but we cannot settle 
the question in the little time left us on this ap- 
propriation bill. It involves the question of the | 
salary of others. . It involves the very question 
the Senator from Alabama has raised as to what 

orts ought to be included. Tt would be much 

etter for the Committee.on Commerce to bring 
in their separate measure, and let us not have it 
here, for we have no time for this sort of legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. FISH. I hope my colleague will consent 
to withdraw this amendment. The subject is one 
included ina general bill that has been reported 
by the Committee on Commerce. L had itin my 
desk; bat yesterday [sent itaway, under the im- 
pression that the bill would not come up. Ehad 
also made some notes, and had some statements 
fromthe Department in regard toit. This amend- 
ment, {will simply state, will add from five hun- 
dred thousand dollars to seven hundred thousand 
dollars a year to the annual expenses of collecting 
the revenuc. F trust that in this short, hurried 
manner we shall not be forced into the considera- 
tion of a proposition of thatkind. I believe there 
should be in some places increased compensation; 
burl am not disposed to put it on this bill on the 
very slight consideration the subject can receive 
at this late moment of the session, 

Mr. SEWARD. . The Committee on Com- 
merce submitted this matter to the consideration 
of the Senate on the ground L stated before, that, 
unloss it were brought forward now, at this time, 
and in this place, it could not be neted on at all. | 
Tt is a question, of course, about whieh E have no 
interest or feeling, [tis a matterin whieh Teon 
eur on general principles in the recommendations 
of the Secretary of the ‘Preasury, who based his | 
proposition on the ground, in the trst place, that 
the oxpenses of liviog were more costly in these 
cities than in others—that the amount of duties 
required from the officers were greater, and their 
responsibilities greater, -Butas it concerns, above 
all, and more than all, this elass of officers in the 
city of New York, from which my coltearue 
directly comes, while J am from the interior of | 
the State, and in his judgment itought to be sus- 
pended, L very cheerfully, if there be no objection | 
on the part of my colleague of the Committee on , 
Commerce, withdraw the amendment. i 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) | 

j 
I 
l 
| 


The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. SEWARD. Lam instructed by the Com- | 
mittee on Commerce to offer the following amend- 
ment, to come M after the provision for court- : 
rooms at Canandaigua: i 

For inclosing and grading the lot, constructing pavements 
and cisterus, and introducing gas for the custom-house at ; 
Oswego, New York, $5,000. f 

For inclosiug and grading the grounds, completing and ; 
furnishing the custom house at Barnstable, Massachusetts, ʻi 
89.870 8i. i 

Por bddging the Kendnskeag river on ench side of the 
enstom bow igor, Maine, from the middle hridge to 
he lower b BUO. 

And, the Bi ry of rhe Treasury is hereby anthorized 
and directed to selt the old eustom-bouse and lot at Provi- 
denes, Rhode Islaad, and apply the proceeds thereof to the 
purchase of Ja : for the cmlargement of the site of the 
custom-house now being constructed at that place, or to | 
exchange said austom-house and lot for land for the enlarge- | 
ment of said site, if in the opinion of said Sccretary itshall | 
be more advantageous, ` . A 

Mr. HUNTER. Is there any estimate for |. 
these appropriations ? fi 

Mr. SEWARD. Al these items are based on i 


recommendations and estimates from the Secre- |: 


‘these questions as they arise. ‘The appropria- 


| further appropriation of $5,000 be made to inclose and grade 
| the lot, construet proper pavements and cisterns, and intro- 


ground of 


| Louisiana, will, with rhe leave of the Senate, first 
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Mr. HUNTER. We have no-time to. debate 


tions for custom-hoùsės are pretty large already. 
I think the bill will hardly bear these additions. 
I-should like, however, to have. the yeas and 
nays. 

r. ALLEN. The provision for the custom- 
house at Providence is merely tò sell the old cus- 
tom-house, and purchase an addition to the lot 
where the new house is now being put up. There 
is no appropriation of money. i 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. SEWARD. If there is to be a question 
on this amendment, I will state the whole amount 
embraced in it, for the enlargement of these cus- 
tom-houses, is $20,000. Without detaining the 
Senate with the recommendation in the case of 
each, I will read one—that in relation to Oswego: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, July 15, 1856. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of 
your favor of the l4th instant, and the inclosed resolutions 
of the Board of Trade and Common Council of the city of 
Oswego, New York, asking an increase in the size of the 
building now being erected for a custoni-house, post office, 
and court-house. 

I consider the building, as now being erected, quite large 
enough, present and prospective, for the condition of the 
several departments for which it is designed. 

'The appropriation was very barely sufficient to complete 
the building; and I would respectfully recommend that a 


&e 


Very respe 


ctfully, your obedient servant, 
JAMES GUTHRIE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. Henny Donas, Chairman Committee on Commerce, 

United States Senate. 

. . z ! 

Now, the simple question is; whether, on the | 
want of time or otherwise, we_shall 
make an incomplete structure, or give the Seere- 
tary of the Treasury the money he requires to 
complete it. 

Mr. HUNTER. IT was not aware that the 
amount of the ameadment was so small; and, 
with the consent of the Senate, I will withdraw 
the enll for the yeas and nays, so that I may not 
delay the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The call for 
the yeas and nays cannot be withdrawn. They 
have been ordered. 

The question being taken, resulted—yeas 32, 
nays 12; as follows: 

YWAS—Messrs. Allen. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of | 
‘Tonnessee, Bet Bigler, Bright, Brown, Cass, Clay- 
ton, Dodge, ch, Moot. Poster, Hale, Houston, 
Jeune Maliory, Mason, Pugh, Sebastian, 
1, ‘Phoiason of New Jersey, Trum- | 
an, Wright mid Yulee--32. 
yard, Biggs, Brodhead, Crit- 
w, Pratt, Reid, Thompson of | 


NAYS 
tender. Evans, 
Kentucky, and Toombs- D 


So the amendment was adopted. 
Mr. SEWARD. LE have some further amend- 
ments; but my colleagues on the committee from 


propese some amendments with which he is 
charged. 

Mr. BENIAMIN. T have an amendment from 
the Committee on Commerce, whieh isto increase 
the appropriation for completing the New Orleans | 
marine hospital from $86,322 10 to $151,659 20, 


and to add to the clause: 


| 


Provided, That the Seer 
oe 


ary of the ‘Treasury shall be 
authorized to direet the said hospital to be built either of 
iron or of beiek, and fire-proot, as in his diseretion he may 
Alcem best alapted to the elin : And provided further, 
hat if said hospital be bnili of iron, the expenditure 
under this appropriation stadt not cacecad $86,322 10, 


Two years ago Congress appropriated $248,000 
for the erection ofa new marine hospital at New 


to be made of iron; but it has been suggested by 
many competent persons that, in-a climate like 
that, iron would be a very improper material for 
a hospital; that thick walls of brick. will be’re- 
quired to keep the temperature sufficiently low to 
enable the patients to breathe during the long and 
hot summers of that climate; or, in other words, 
that it will be found on examination by experts 
that the building ought to be of brick instead of 
iron. : : 

The amendment I have offered proposes. the 
larger appropriation, but leaves it to the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to have the 
building constructed of iron or of brick, as he shall 
find best adapted to the climate after examination; 
and if, afterexamination,he finds that an iron build» 
ing is as well adapted to the climate as a brick 
one, he shall build it of iron and only expend the 
smaller amount; if, on the contrary, it shall be 
found that a brick building is absolutely requisite. 
to adapt a construction of that kind to the exi- 

ences of the climate, the appropriation is to be 
| for a brick, instead of an iron building. : 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Iregret that the Senator 
from Maryland, [Mr. Prarce,} who is, like my- 
: self, a member of the Committee on Finance, is 
i not in his seat at this time. We had this item 
i under consideration inthe Committee on Finance, 
and I incline to the opinion that we came to the 
same conclusion with the Senator from Louis- 
jana; but lam not certain of it. The case, if I 
| recollect it, is something like this: An appropri- 
| ation was made at the last session for a marine 
| hospital at New Orleans. The Secretary of the 
| Treasury advertised for proposals. He received 
several propositions to put up this building. One 
was for iron—the lowest one. I understood he 


tion to Congress, asking for an additional appro- 
priation, so that he could accept this bid, which 
was the lowest one. He could not get the build- 
(ing put up for the amount of money originally 
i appropriated. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Will the Senator from 
i Pennsylvania allow me to interrupt him fora 
moment? There is a mistake of fact. I have 
the Secretary’s report in my hand. He says 
this, after stating the fact that he had advertised 
for proposals: 

& it is made my duty, by the proviso, to report the subject 
baek to Congress, with such estimates as shall be found 
suficient to complete the work. In compliance with the 
proviso, I have the honor to state that the lowest bids 
| received for building the hospital of brick, (fire-proof,) and 
i to secure a good foundation, exceed the appropriation 

$151,659 20.” 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I observe that the Senator 

| from Maryland is now in his seat, and I ask that 

the propone amend ment may be read in his pres- 
| ence, have nothing more to say. 
| The amendment was read. 
| Mr. HUNTER. This $150,000 is beyond the 
i estimate. The estimate for a brick building is 
$196,136. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, No, sir, this is the exact 
estimate from the Department. ‘lhe Secretary 
says: 

<The lowest bids received for building the hospital of 
brick, (fire proof,) and to secure a good foundation, exceed 
| the appropriation $151, 659 20.7? ` 
! That is the amendment I propose. The Sec- 
| retary then goes on to say that the lowest esti- 
; mate for a building exclusively of iron, and the 
i expense of procuring a secure foundation, ex- 
: ceeds that appropriated by the sum of §86,322. 
' He then says: 

t“ Taking these bids as being as low as we probably shall 

receive, when the buildingis again offered for contract; we 
shall need the following additional amounts to complete it: 


Orleans, and inserted a proviso in the bill that no 


© part of the money should be expended unless the || 
“appropriation should be found sufie 
com 
i the 
i his advertisements for contracts, and has reported | 


: $ j 
ient for the | 
The Secretary of | 
appropriation, issued | 


pletion of the entire work. 
Treasury, under the 


back to Congress that the sum is inadequate; that 
there is required for the purpose of completing | 
the building, if it be made of iron, $836,322 10; or | 
for a building of brick, and fire-proot, $151,659 20, | 
in addition to the appropriation already made. 
On this communication of the Secretary of the | 
Treasury, the ELouse has inserted in the bill an 
appropriation for $86,322 10, which is the amount 
required for completing the building if it shall be 


$ H 


| 
| 
| If built of brick and tire proof s.s seses e e $151,659 20 
| Hbuilt entirely Ofin. ssessssreserese eree 86,322 10” 


i these two modes of construction after an examin- 


_ ation of what is best adapted to the climate. 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I should like the 


exceed $86,322 10. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. That is all the Secretary 


desired to accept that bid, and sent a communica- . 


tary of the Treasury, which are here, and can be || determined to build it of iron. We are entirel 
read if desired. i satisfied with that appropriation if the building is 


` 


1856. 
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of iron, it shall cost no more than $36,322 10 more; 
but the gentleman from Louisiana thinks it prob- 
able that such a building would not be adapted 
to the purpose in so warma climate. I under- 
stand his meaning to be that it.shall not be built |j 
of iron. There are a great many things to be 
considered in questions of this description which 
i shall not go into. The Treasury Department 
has a great anxiety to make an experiment to test 
the value of iron as the principal material in all 
the public buildings; not only the hospitals in the 
South and North, but the custom-houses, court- 
rooms, and post offices. It is supposed that, in 
the climate of New Orleans, it may be the judg- 
ment of experts on this subject, and of medical 
boards, that a thin shell of iron alone would be 
. too hot; that it would not be suitable for an hos- 
pital, and would have bad ventilation. This is 
what I understand the Senator from Louisiana to 
state. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I stated nothing of the 
kind. I said it had been suggested such might 
be the case; and therefore, the delegation from 
Louisiana desired to leave that subject to the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Treasury. That 
is where the amendment leaves it. If he desires 
to build the structure of iron, he can do so. It 
would be a handsome building if constructed of 
iron, of course. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I understand it 
perfectly well, and do not impute anything more | 
to the honorable Senator than he has just said. | 
I think, however, that, when the subject comes to 
be investigated, it. will be found that this limita- 
tion concludes the Secretary of the Treasury; | 
that it really leaves him no discretion; that he | 
cannot build it of iron, because, in order to make it 
suitable to such an object as an hospital, or, per- | 
haps, a custom-house, or any other public build- | 
ing in a latitude as low as New Orleans, it would 
be necessary to line the iron shell on the inside 
with burnt brick or some other dry material, and 
that isnot provided for by the amendment. I think | 
such a lining would obviate the objections which 
are being made to the construction of iron public | 
buildings in such a climate as that of New Orleans. | 
The objection is, that an iron building would be ; 


too warm for the comfort of the inmates, whether | 
they be officers of the Government in the receipt į 
of customs, or patients or invalids thrown into an 
hospital like this. That objection can be obvi- 
ated in the mode I have suggested. It was with 
a view to this object that [ rose to inquire why 
the peculiar language of this limitation, that, “if |} 
built of iron,” the hospital shall cost no more than |i 
486,000? Why not let the larger appropriation 

remain, and say, “if builtof iron and brick, or ‘| 
brick and fire-proof, it shall be $156,000?’ We || 
know that jobs for furnishing brick and other i! 
materials are very much desired in all localities. 
They are contended for, and the furnishing them | 
is made a point by local contractors and jobbers. | 

All I want is, to have the question fairly de- 
cided, whether iron is a proper material for pub- | 
lic buildings of this description! Ido not mean | 
to preclude the proper discretion of the Depart- į 
ment, or to disregard the opinion of medical au- ; 
thorities; but I desire that this proposition shall | 
be in a shape which will really leave a fair dis- ij 
cretion. I say that, in the shape in which it is |i 
now proposed, discretion is precluded; and under |) 
it iron cannot be employed at all, except for the | 
shells and outer walls of the building; and that Í 
is already decided against. Why not say in the || 
bill that the hospital may be built of iron and of | 
brick fire-proof, the outer walls of iron, and an | 
addition of brick, if thought expedient, for a sum |! 
not exceeding the additional appropriation of! 
$151,659? I should like this question to be cate- 
gorically and candidly answered. 

Mr. SLIDELL. [f.the Senator from Ten- |! 
nessee will permit me, I think I can explain this | 
amendment. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I yield the floor 
with pleasure. i 

Mr. SLIDELL. The sum appropriated by the 
act of last session is much below _the lowest bid ; 
that has been made for the erection of a marine į 
hospital, constructed either of iron or of brick. 
The Secretary of the Treasury has made two 
estimates, by one of which it appears that, if an 
additional sum of $86,000 be appropriated, he will | 
be enabled to make a building of iron witha coat- 


i 


ing of brick. With the sum of $150,000 he will 


be enabled to make it of brick, without reference 
to iron, except in certain portions of the build- 
ing, the outer surface of the building having no 


| iron. 


The Senator from Tennessee says he is ver 
desirous that the experiment shaii be fairly tested, 
whether iron is a proper material for the construc- 
tion of public buildings. I would suggest to the 
Senator from Tennessee, that the experiment 
might be more properly made anywhere else 
than in an excessively hot climate, and in a 
building intended for the reception of three hun- 
dred or four hundred fever patients. If his éx- 
periment should turn out to be a bad one, the 
consequence would probably be, the destruction 
of a great many valuable lives. We are perfectly 
willing that the Secretary of the Treasury, after 
full examination of the facts of the case, shall 
decide whether this building shall be of brick or 
iron, according to his best judgment. But the 
object of this amendment—and there is no other 
object, although the Senator from Tennessee 
thinks he discovers some other—is to give the 
Secretary of the Treasury ample discretion to 
select the one or the other building as he may 
think proper. There is no covert purpose about 
it. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I do not mean to 
say that there is any covert purpose, but that is 
the effect, in my opinion. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I confess 1 cannot see the 
force of the objection. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Will my friend 
from Louisiana give way for one moment? 

Mr. SLIDELL. 
my friend from Tennessee. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. If you limit the 
appropriation for an iron building to §86,000, 
and do not make any appropriation for lining it 
with burnt or dry brick, you necessarily prevent 


| the Secretary from erceting an iron building. 


Mr. SLIDELL. My colleague has a letter 


from the Secretary of the Treasury on that very | 


point, which, if he will read it, will, E think, 
satisfy the Senator from Tennessee, 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The Senator from Ten- 
nessee is entirely mistaken. The $86,600 is re- 
quired for finishing the building if built of iron 
with the lining. Here is a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury which I did not read before. 


I did not suppose the matter could be miscon- || 
| strued. 


He says: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Pugust 8, 1856. 

Sr: tnelosed please finda drawing of 
hospital at New Orleans. ‘he capacity of the proposed 
building does not exceed the requirements of that port in 
sickly seasons; (viz: for two hundred persons, with a con- 
venient arrangement of the beds, yet will admit of three 
hundred on extraordinary emergencies.) 

The foundation proposed and estimated for is to be piled, 
&c., as required for a permanent and healthy building. 

The estimate for the brick building is for one of the best 
quality, (outside faced with pressed brick,) with double 
walls, and brick arches for the floors, 
window frames, the flooring, beams, and girders, the stair- 
ways, the roof, the domes, and the porticoes of iron. 

The estimate for the iron building is for walls composed 


of iron frames, faced upon their outside with iron plates, | 


and the space between said plates and the plastering of the 
rooms filled up with a proper non-conducting material. In 
other respects, the construction to be similar to the brick 
one. 

The building, whether of brick or of iron, to be entirely 
fire-proof. 

i have the bonor to be, very respectfully, 

JAMES GUTHRIE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Hon. R. M. T. HUNTER, 
Chairman Committee on Finance, United States Senate, 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Whatis the appro- 
priation required for? SY 
Mr. BENJAMIN. This appropriation is for 
a brick or iron building. 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. There may be no 


difference, but what strikes me is the wording of || 


this amendment, that, ‘if built entirely of iron,” 
the work shall cost only $86,000. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. 
Secretary in his communication. If the gentle- 
man will fix it in any way he pleases to preclude 
the conclusion which he fears will be 
shall be satisfied. . 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I think there is no 
question, that if you limit the Secretary to a 
building ‘entirely of iron,” you exclude, of 


course, any lining of brick, or other non-conduct- |! 


ing material. ‘That was why I said at first that 
I thought it was intended to preclude the exercise 


I will listen with pleasure to | 


« proposed marine 


raving the door and | 


I used the language of the | 


rgwn, E] 


lof any discretion on that point. | thought that 
was the object. I-did not say there was-any thin, 
| covert init. I think, now, this isnot in decord: 

ance with the recommendation of the Secretary- 
of the Treasury. Sea es Dee 

Mr. BENJAMIN... It isin his own language. ’ 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee: -Thè provision. iss? 
that if built of brick and. fire-proof it shalk-cost.” 
so much; and if built entirely. of iron; another: 
sum. That does not include ‘lining with a non=- 
; conductor, which is spoken of in the: letter that: 

has been read. cere 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Certainly it does. . There: 
can be no building entirely of iron—simple iron 
plates., The letter which I last read is dated: 
two days later than the former one, and explains 
it. ‘That says, ‘the estimate for the iron build- 
ing (that is what he calls in’ the: other letter a 
| building entirely of iron) is for walls composed 
| of iron frames, faced. upon their outside with iron 
‘ plates, and the space between said plates and: the 
plastering of the rooms filled up with a proper 
| non-conducting material.” That is what he calls 
|i a building entirely of iron, 
| Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. But that»is not 
entirely of iron. Pa 

Mr. BENJAMIN, Let it be amended as the 
gentleman pleases. a 
| Mr. BELL, of Tennessee.. I am astonished 
that my friend from Pennsylvania does not move 
to strike it out altogether. 

Mr. WELLER. Strike out ‘iron?’ 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. ‘Then you leave 
‘nothing but a building of brick. My object is 
to leave the discretion with the Secretary of. the 
Treasury. 1 believe I may say, there 1s no proof. 
existing before the Seerctary, that the experiment 
might not be made with iron in that low latitude; 
but he would be perfectly willing to make the 
| experiment if Congress would authorize him, to 
| do so bya sufficient appropriation. Ishould like 
|| to offer an amendment to strike out the limitation. 

1 move to strike out the limitation, and that will 
| allow the fair exercise of discretion. i 
| Mr. BENJAMIN. Let the clause be read, as 
the Senator from Tennessce proposes to amend 
i it. 
| 


; The Secretary read it,as follows: 

|| For the completion of the marine hospital, at New Or- 
| leans, in addition to the appropriation heretotore made Dy 
j, an act approved August 4, 1854, $151,659 20.. ey Shs 
|| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. ‘That is exactly 
‘what my colleague does not want. That pre- 
{| eludes the use of iron altogether. ` i 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. My object is to 
make the appropriation $151,659, and strike out 
| both limitations. If my colleague thinks it makes 
| any difference, I will provide for leaving it to the 

discretion of the Secretary to use one material, or 
‘the other, or both, at his discretion. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The Department 
asks for an additional appropriation of 80,000, 
| provided the hospital be built of iron, or $151,000 
if it be built of brick. My colleague consents. to 
the striking out of the iron part, and confines the 
Secretary to the brick, so that he can get no iron 
atall. . ; 
| Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I consented to no 
such nonsense. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
it reads. 
| Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I leave a simple 
| appropriation of $151,000; and I hope the Senator 
|’ from Pennsylvania will add an amendment to that, - 
i| to allow the Secretary of the Treasury to have 
' the discretion of building the hospital either with 
| brick or iron, or both, at his discretion. : That is 
ii the object I have in view—not to compel the 
Secretary to build of one or the other material, 
but to let him have the discretion of selecting it. 

Mr. SLIDELL. That is the intention. 

Mr. HALE. I desire to call the attention of 
the friends of this amendment to the fact that, by 
a decision of the Comptroller of the Treasury, 
if theye is any estimate putin for acertain amount, 
and you make an appropriation of that amount, 
| it makes the estimate a part of the law. There- 
fore, if the estimates for a brick building be 
8150800, and you appropriate $150,000, by a 
|| solemn decision of the Comptroller of the Treas- 
i ury, that isa law compelling him to make it of 
brick. 

Mr. BIGLER. That is an argument clearly 
against the amendment of the Senator from Ten- 


| 
i 
i 


That is the way 


ij 


August 15, 


-nessee; If Tunderstand: the amendment. of ‘the 
Senator from Louisiana, it really accomplishes all 
that the Senator from Tennessee desirés.. There | 
is an estimate fora building of brick and’ another | 
for iron. It is necessary to appropriate $80,000, 
ifthe building be made of iron, and $151,000 if 
it. be made of k; leaving. the discretion to. the 
Sucretary of the Treasury to make it either ofiron | 
or brick, as he may deem best upon a full exam- | 


n fa A number of my 
constituents have spoken to me on the subject, 
and our people are. anxious to enlarge the iron 
market... [am not, however, willing to carry the 
idea.so far.as to overrule entirely the judgment 
of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, who is to have 
charge of the building. I regret, too, that it hap- | 
pens this. experiment is to be made in a climate | 
so hotas that of New Orleans. i 

Several Senarors. The matter is arranged | 
now. . 

Mr. BIGLER. Tunderstand that the Senators | 
from: Tennessee and Louisiana have agreed on a | 
satisfactory amendment, I ask that the clause | 
be read as they propose to amend it. 

The Secretary read it, as follows 

For the completion of the marine hospital at New Or- 
leans, in addition to the appropriation heretofore made by 
an act approved August 4, 1854, $151,659 20: Provided, | 
That the Secretary of the Proasury shall be authorized to 
direct the said hospital to he built either of iron, or of brick, 
or both materials, and fire-proot, as in his judgmenthe may 
deem best adapted to the climate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWARD. On behalf of the Committee 
on Commerce I offer an amendment consisting of 
several additional sections to’ the bill, the effect 
of which I will state. They propose an appro- 

riation of $88,000 for the Diline of a cour 
oes, custom-house, and post office, at Poris- | 
mouth, inthe State of New Hampshire; $95,000 
for the erection of similar buildings at Nashville, | 
in the State of Tennessee; $50,000 for the erection 
of similar buildings at Ogdensburg, in the State 
of New York; $50,000 for the erection of similar | 
structures in Georgetown, in the District of Co- | 
lumbia; $88,000 for the erection of similar build- | 
ings at Dubuque, in the State of Lowa; 438,000 | 
for the erection of similar buildings at Knoxville, | 
jn the State of Tennessce; $50,000 for the erec- | 
tion of similar buildings at Galena, in the State | 
of Ilinois; $50,000 for the erection of a court- | 
house and post office at Springfield, Ulinois; || 
$19,500 for the erection of similar buildings at 

Sandusky, in the State of Ohio. The aggregate | 
amount of all these appropriations, including the 
ten per cent, estimated upon them for contingen- 
cies, is $626,640, 

T will state, for the purpose of avoiding the 
necessity of explanation hereafter, that recom- 
mendations have been submitted to the Senate | 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, in favor of 
the edifices at Portsmouth, Nashville, Ogdens- | 
burg, Dubuque, and Knoxville, Ln regard to the 
erection of a custom-house at Georgetown, the 
Committee on Commerce supposed themselves ; 
so well acquainted with the propriety. and neces- 
sity and Importance of that object, that they : 
thought it proper to recommend it without con- | 
sulting the Department. I have conferred with: 
the honorable chairman of the Committce on the | 
District of Columbia, and am happy to say that 
he agrees, as I trust the other members of his | 
committee will agree, to the propriciy of this} 
structure. In regard to the edifices at Springfield 
and Sandusky, the committee bave been brought 
to the conclusion that those recommendations are 
right and proper, upon explanations which have 
been made to them by the honorable Senators ` 
and Representatives from the States iu whieh 
they are situated. 

One word more as to the principle, which is | 
important. The United States, as has been seen, 
have made a very large appropriation for the 
purpose of erecting a custom-louse and other | 
public buildings in the city of New Orleans. A 
similar provision was passed yesterday fôr the 

urchase of a site for a post ofice in Baltimore. |: 

he Government is in negotiation for the pur- 

chase of a site, at an expense of $400,000, for a 
similar edifice in the city of New York. In the: 
judgment of the committec, the same policy : 
which dictates the purchase of sites and erection | 
of such structures in the large cities, justifies also | 
the construction-of public buildings at the cost of ; 
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the Government, instead of becoming lessee: 


| If ong fa 


so 
individuals, at important points within the States. 
The Committee on Commerce think it is wise 
and-right that the présence of the Government 
should be seen and felt in the interior of :the 
country equally with its great sea-ports. ‘The 
expenses are graduated on a scale which has been 
established in the adoption of similar structures 
heretofore, For the propriety of annexing it to 
this bill, I refer to the tenth volume of the Stat- 
utes at Large, containing the laws for the year 
1854, where will be found the provisions made 
by Congress in that year for similar edifices at 
various important towns and cities throughout 
the United States. .The provisions contained in 
the sections now submitted are copied, mutatis 
mutandis, from the bill of that-year. With these 
remarks, I leave the matter with the Senate. 

Mr. FOOT. Ihave an amendment to offer to 
the amendment. It is to add to it: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to cause to be constructed at Rut- 
land and at Windsor, Vermont, suitable buildings for the 
accommodation of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States and the several offices connected therewith, 
aud the post offices at said Rutland and Windsor, the cost of 
which shall not exceed the sum of $25,000 cach. And that 
the swns mentioned in the preceding section of this act as 
the cost of buildings therein authorized to be constructed, 
together with ten percent. thereon to cover the compensa- 
tion of architects, superintendcuts, advertising, and other 
contingent expenses, and so muchas may be required to 
purchase suitable sites for said buildings, be, and the same 
is hereby, appropriated for the purposes aforesaid, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: 
Provided, That no money hereby apppropriated shall be 
used or applied for the purposes mentioned until a valid 
title to the land for the sites of such buildings shall be vested 
in the United States, and until the State shall also duly 
release and relinquish to the United States the right to tax, 
or in any way assess, said sites or the property of thé 
United States that may be thereon, during the time that tue 
United States shall be or remain the owner thereof. 


One word of explanation. Tf the policy is to 
he pursued, as indicated in the amendment offered 
from the Committee on Commerce, of construct- 
ing public buildings in various States where they 
have not already been constructed for the accom- 
modation of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States, there is no reason why the district 
of Vermont should not receive the same accom- 
modation, No publie building has ever been 
constructed in the State of Vermont for the 
accommodation of the United States circuit and 
district courts, Nota dollar has ever been paid 
to the 'Preasury of the United States for the rent, 
use, or occupancy, of buildings for that purpose, 


Your courts have used the beildings belonging to’ 
| to the Sette. 


The use of the court-house of the 
county bias been alowed the Federal Goverument 
sinee the organization of the State government, 
more than sixty years, free of cost to the United 
States, oftentimes to the very at inconvenience 
ofourown State courts; for w! 
to run together, our own courts yield their build- 
ing and repair to some other place, or discontinue 


| the term for the time being. 


If this amendment of the committee is to be 
adopted, there is no reason why the same aecom- 
modation should not be extended to the district 
of Vermont, in respect to the courts of justice of 
the United Statesin that, as in other States. My 
proposition asks but for a comparatively small 
appropriation for this purpose, not ranning into 


hundreds of thousands of dollars,as you have done | 


for the erection of buildings for the circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the United States in many of the 
cities of the country, The United States courts 
are holden at two places in the State of Vermont. 


All that we ask for the erection of suitable build- 
‘Ings at both the 


y 


se points is $50, 
cach. We do not ask for bi 
of ornament, but for the pu 
ing the courts of the United States, and relieving 
ourselves from the necessity of giving up our own 
court-houses for the accommodation of your 
courts, All Ihave to say is, that if the amend- 
ment now proposed from the Committee on Com- 
meree be adopted, every reason which applies to 
the several places at which it is proposed to erect 
court-houses applies to the district of Vermont. 
ils, all should fail; if one passes, all 
should pass. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I understand, 
in the first place, that all these custom-houses are 
not recommended by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. I believe itis also the fact that this is not 


0U0—$25,000 for 
idings for purposes 
e of accommodat- 


hover tbey happen ! 


merce. I think, and I hope, it will be found when 
we come to take the question on the amendment, 
that there are divisions there in regard to it. If 
we put ön these enormous appropriations for the 
erection of new custom-houses—not for the com- 
pletion of old, but for the commencemént of new 
ones—TI know not where this is to end; especial 
if they are. to be put up on the principles which 

seem to be indicatéd by the Senator from New 

York... He says that, because $400,000—I think 

a great deal more than that—has been appropri- 

ated for the custom-house in New York, where 

the larger portion of the revenue is collected, wè 

ought, therefore, to distribute the advantages to 

the interior cities. As I understand, custom- 

houses are not built for the purpose of distribut- 

ing the public money in different sections of the 

country, but to meet the wants of commerce. 

ASsnator. This is for court-houses and post 
offices also. ; 

Mr. HUNTER. I understand that evasion; 
Where a place is manifestly not entitled to a 
eustom-house, they add a court-house and post 
office. The fact is, that we are to erect these 
buildings for the purpose of distributing the ben- 
efits of the expenditure of money wherever there 
is a town of considerable size. “Take the case of 
Dubuque, in Iowa. There is not even a collec- 
tion district there. What necessity is there for 
a custom-house? Then, in regard to the courts, 
I believe there are only alternate sessions of the 
United States courts at Dubuque. It is on the 
edge of the State of Iowa, and probably the time 
is not distant when the courts will be removed 
from there. Nor is there any necessity for a post 
office building there, unless we are to build houses 
at every place to which the mailiscarried. Ido 
not see why we are to build them at such places 
as Dubuque and Knoxville. : 

What necessity is there for a custom-house at 
! Knoxville? At the large ports where we collect 
a great deal of revenue, { believe there is economy 
|in building custom-houses of sufficient size to 
transact the business; but in these interior places, 
if there is any such business, we can easily rent 
buildings which will be adequate for the purpose. 
The danger of the system is, that, if we commencé, 
it in this way, we shall go on appropriating large 
amounts to building houses which are not reall 
required either as court-houses, or as post offices, 
or as custom-houses, but merely to distribute the 
benefits of the expenditure of money among dif- 
ferent sections of the country. I believe there are 
cases where*some of these court-houses have 
been built, and no courts have been held at them. 
| So it will be if we appropriate money in this way. 

I think it will turn out to be proper hereafter, 
in regard to all these new buildings, that we 
should have a separate bills for them as we have 
for light-houses. For all the new light-houses 
we have a separate appropriation bill; and on the 
gencral appropriation bills we only put’ what is 
Decessary to keep up the existing light-houses. 
So it ought tobe here. I think, at least, that line 
might safely be drawn by those who are friendly 
to theerection of these buildings. Let them not 
put new buildings on this bill, and hereafter, £ 
think it will probably be practicable and proper, 
as we are going into this system so largely, to 
have a separate bill for the new buildings. 

Mr, BRODHEAD. Mr. President, if these 
buildings are to be erected at the expense of the 
Federal Government, this is not the proper sys- 
tem, in my opinion. The Senator from New 
York, and those who think with him, should have 
a law passed similar to the one that was passed 
for the cities of Philadelphia, New York, and 
Boston. The proposition submitted by the Seh- 
ator from New York appropriates so much money 
at each point. There is no contract made for 
these buildings; we do not know whether one 
can be properly made or not. Congress ought to 
reserve the power of passing on that question. 
; If we intend to put up buildings for the purpose 
| of accommodating the different United States 
courts and post offices throughout the country, 
i we should authorize the head of the proper De- 
partment to enter into a contract fora suitable 
site, making a. contract: conditional, and have it 
submitted to us, so that we can see whether a 
proper contract has been made, and a proper site 
selected. It seems to me thatis the system which 
should be adopted, if any. It was the system 


: a unanimous report of the Committee on Com- ji which was adopted in reference to the large cities. 
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Why should we depart from it now? What is 
the consequence of a departure from’ that system? 
You-.come in here at every session asking for an 
additional appropriation; butif you have the con- 
tract before you, not only for the site but for the 
proper buildings, the whole subject is before you, 
and you can legislate intelligently, and with a full 
knowledge of the amount required. . In this way 
you reserve supervisidn; and if there. has been 
malversation—if there have been improper influ- 
ences brought to bear on the person authorized 
to make the contract, the parties aggrieved can be 
heard before Congress. It seems to me this is 
an insuperable objection to the scheme now pre- 
sented by the Committee on Commerce, through 
the Senator from New York. Ifthe system which 
I have intimated werc adopted, I would yield my 


opposition, though I think that, at some of these j 


points, buildings are not required; but, as now 
presented, I do not believe we ought to adopt the 
amendment. 


Mr. CLAY. As a member of the Committee 


on Commerce, E wish merely to say that I did not ; 


join in this recommendation, nor do I approve it, 
nor shall I vote for it. As has been properly 
suggested, there is no necessity whatever for a 
custom-house at Dubuque or at Knoxville. A 
light-house would be more appropriate at either 
place. The idea of collecting customs at Knox- 
ville, a place which cannot be reached by a steam- 
boat from the mouth of the Tennessee river, is 
actually absurd. There are the Muscle shoals, 


thirty miles in extent, interposing an insuperable | 


obstacle to the passage of any steamboat over 
them. There ig no means of circumventing them 
except by land, and there will never be one cent 
of customs collected there. You might just as 
well vote the money as a bounty to the State of 
Tennessee, or to the city of Kuoxville, as talk 
about building a custom-house there. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I am sorry to find 
my friend from Alabama making objection to a 
measure in which I think his constituents have a 
deep interest. He tells you that there are the 
Muscle shoals in Tennessee river. Thatis true; 
but that Senator knows, as well as I do, that we 
have been laboring, at an expense of hundreds of 
thousands and millions of dollars, to remove that 
very difficulty, and we have a railroad now around 
the Muscle shoals. ‘I have yet to learn that cus- 
toms may not be collected off a river as well as 
onariyer. . If you havea railroad communica- 
tion, bringing trade and commerce to a particular 
point, I do not know of any constitutional con- 
struction which the Senator can find which would 
exclude the propricty, the necessity, the justice, 
of making an appropriation for the collection of 
the customsthere. But my friend from Alabama 
seems to think we might as well build a light- 
house at Knoxville as a custom-house ! 
appropriation is not for a custom-house alone at 
Knoxville, It is for a post office and fora court- 
house. That Senator will remember that the 
Federal court sits at Knoxville. He will remem- 

' ber that Knoxville is the center and capital of 
Eastern Tennessee, that it isthe great distributing 
office of the mail matter of East Tennessee, and 
there is more mail matter distributed there than 
at any post-office in his State. We must have 
post-offices for that business. We must have 
rooms for our courts to sitin. We have already 
a custom-house officer there. I do not know the 
extent of business there, but one thing I do know: 
I hold in my hand a letter of recommendation 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, who we all 
acknowledge is one of the most faithful guardians 


of the public moneys the world ever saw. He | 
ives his recommendation for the erection of a | 


building in the city of Knoxville as a post office, 
‘court-house, and custom-house. We have all 
three of these interests there. How are you to 
preserve them? The customs are being collected 
there now. It is a port of delivery where cus- 
toms are received, and where public moneys are 
kept, where your courts are held, and where your 


post-office of distribution is. 

riations. I hold in my hand a letter of the 
Becheiary of the Treasury, recommending the 
erection of a custom-house, court-house, and post 
office in the city of Nashville. I ask my friend 
from Virginia particularly, who is the guardian of 
the Treasury here, ever watchful, sometimes like 
the Indian, so straight that- he leans over on the 


Nashville is also included in this line of appro- |; 


This | 


| not vote for it. 


other side, in my judgment—if you may build | 
custom-houses, court-houses, and post. offices at 
New York, Philadephia, Baltimore, and Rich- | 
mond, why can you not build them at Nashville? 
Let us know what they say. 

I find the statement of the receipts of the United 
States depository at Nashville furnished by Jesse 
Thomas, Esq., (collector of the customs,) and 
forwarded to the Secretary of the Treasury, is 
$122,973 84 in one year. How is that money to. 
be kept? You have no house there; you have 
no depositary there; and yet you require your 
officer to collect $122,000 and to be responsible for 
its safe keeping, having to rent a little office 
wherever he can get, it and keep the public money 
in that way. This also provides for the Federal 
court at Nashville. If I recollect aright—I ask my 
colleague to correct me if I am wrong—the Gov- 
ernment of the United States years ago made an 
appropriation by which they agreed to pay to the 
corporation of Nashville or the State of Tennes- 
see, I am not sure which, their ratable propor- 
tion for the erection of a court-house in order 
that the Federal court might be held init. ‘The 
Federal Government paid her just preportion. 
Unfortunately for the Government, and particu- 
larly unfortunate for the city of Nashville and 
the State of Tennessee, that public building has 
been burnt down; and where is your court held 
now? Where do you hold the Federal court for 
that division of the State of Tennessee? Wher- 
ever you can rent a room in the city. Your post 
office is in the same condition. You have no 
building for it there. 

I submit the question again, if it is just and 
right that you should build houses for these pur- 
poses anywhere, is it not just and right you 
should build them at Nashville? There your 
receipts from customs are $120,000. The Federal 
court sits there for the largest district of Tennes- 
see. There is a post office there, which distributes 
mail matter through the middle division of the 
State equal to one half the whole State of Ten- 
nessee. If there is justice in it anywhere, there 
must be justice in it there. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator tell me what 
are the receipts from customs at Knoxville? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not know 
theamount. We have spent hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars, and Georgia, to her honor, has 
come up with her millions of dollars to construct 
a great national road from Savannah to Knox- 
ville. Why should we not have goods imported 
to Knoxville as well as to Savannah? Is there 
any reason why they should stop at the custom- 
house in Savannah? We are not quite as strong, 
and have not received as much public patronage, 
as some other points; but I see no reason why | 
goods should not come to Knoxville from abroad 
without stopping at Savannah. We hope to have | 
Knoxville a large importing city some day. At 
any rate, you must make provision for the courts 
and post office; and while you are doing that, you 
may as well make provision for a custom-house, 
as you have made it a port of entry, and are re- 
ceiving customs duties there. 

Mr. TOOMBS. On railroad iron. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not know 
the extent; but I hope to live to sce the day when, 
through the liberality of our Georgia brethren, | 
we shall come to have a very large city at Knox- 
ville. 

Mr. MALLORY. My friend from Tennessee 
has it in his power to show the duties collected 
in the collection district in whick Knoxville is 
situated, although he may not be able to show 
the duties collected at Knoxville. A custom- 
house follows the duties, and does not precede 


and. circuit courts of the’ United States reg 
public buildings, and I would:not introduc 
here without embodying: it in such‘a form 


time. I express. to my friend from. Tennéssée 
my willingness to vote for a custom-house, if the 
duties collected. at any point require it — not 
otherwise. a UE ot acne 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish to say avery 
few words on this subject, 
anything, that I know of, to entitle me to. be 
ranked among those who are: here’ considered 
guardians of the Treasury; but I am opposed to 
what appears to me to be unnecessary extrav- 
agance. I have sat here and listened, from ‘time 
to time to.appropriations. which seemed to. me to 
exceed all limits of public policy and public ne- 
cessity, yielding my opinions to other gentlemen; 
but it does seem towme that. there is a degree of 
extravagance that amounts to wastefulness in the 
appropriations now proposed. It appears to me 
that the object is rather to expend the public 
money. and exhaust the Treasury, than to.accom- 
modate the public by these buildings. 

In the State of Kentucky we have no house for 
the accommodation of the customs or for the ac- 
commodation of the Federal courts, except an 
unnecessary one that is building in the city of 
Louisville for a custom-house. The Federal court 
has constantly sat in rooms in a building which 
we call our State House or Capitol, where our 
Legislature meets, and where our own court: of 
appeals meet. In building that house aparttents 
were prepared for the Federal court, and there it 
now sits with all the accommodations necessary. 
‘ Here eighty or ninety or one hundred thou- 
sand dollars seems to be the least sum adequate to 
the construction of a place of justice in: which 
Federal law is to be administered. Sir, utterly 
repudiate all this: Towns and cities and public 
buildings, it seems to me, are swallowing up the 
country. This is not for the accommodation of 
the courts; itis not for the accommodation of 
custom-houses, as expressed in these proposi- 
| tions, nor for the necessary accommodation ofa 
post office, so much as itis to adorn and orna- 
| ment some choice and favored spots. In some 

cities you ask for not merely a housé of public 
accommodation aaga i 1 t 
public monument. That is the policy on which 
these appropriations are made. : i 

Mr. CLAY. Jf the Senator will permit me to 
interrupt him, I will call his attention and'that of 
| the Senate to theamount, The lowest sum pro- 

osed to be appropriated is $25,000, and that is 
for aplace in Vermont. The next is $50,000 for 
four different buildings; the next $88,000 for three 
different ones, and $95,000 for another, amount- 
ing in the aggregate to $609,000, without includ~ 
ing the ten per cent. for contingencies. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Ithank the gentleman. 
| Mr. President, it is really amusing to those who 
are willing to turn aside from the consequences 
of such extravagance, to look at the language of 
these bills—‘ for a house to be built at such a 
place for the accommodation of the customs or 
the courts, $85,000, and no more’’—~no more. 
What beautiful economy! Here, in the extray- 
aganee, what an air of stringency about the pub- 
lic policy which is apparent on the face of these 
bills! Not more: than $80,000 for a custom- 
house, the wantof which has scarcely. been felt! 
And so far, a court-house, which the Government 
has got along without until this time, without 


them. If the amount of foreign trade there de- 
mands it, E presume the Senator can show the 
fact. I shall cheerfully vote for custom-houses 
where the national interests in the collection of 
duties require it; but unless that is shown I can- | 


Now, in relation to court-houses, the Cem- 
mittee on the Judiciary have twice recommended 
the construction of a court-house for the southern 
district of Florida. At this session of Congress 
they have not done so. I have not deemed it 
proper to place it on one of the appropriation | 
bills, because I have no estimate of what the cost | 
of that court-house will be. I only know the! 
court-room occupied there now by the southern | 
district judge is hired at the sum of $360 a y.ar, | 


any. inconvenience. All these have sprung up 
suddenly, not into necessities, but demands for 
money-—money, money from the Treasury, and 
palaces for everything. You want palaces for a 
post office, palaces for a court-house, palaces for 
acustom-house. I think this is unjust to the 
wholg people of the country—uncongenial to the 
spirit of the Government. There is not a court- 
house in the State in which I live, simply for the 
purpose of a court-louse, that cost $20,000. Now, 
| for what purpose is this expenditure necessary? 
i In order to distract inquiry, it is for the accom- 
i modation of courts, custom-houses, and post of 
| fices; and I do not know why you do not provide 
: for fixing a light on your building, that the steam- 
| boats may see as they approach a harbor, and. 


give a chance for other court-houses.at. the same - 


I have never done - 


ate to the purpose, but a 


- in hiş own mind can make some kind of rough, 
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it a light-house.. T- do jot know. whether 
thatwould not be an admirable improvement-on 
this system of public'ecoñomy. - a 

Bits the art paployad now in assailing the 
‘Treasury of the United States is equal in its in- 
gesuity, equal in its'contrivances, to all that mili- 
tary science has accomplished towards the attack 
of fortified towns. Here, for instance, you will 
not say whether you want a court-house; you 
will hot venture to ask $80,000.to build a court- 
house, and say you will have no more. That 
will not do. That is: a simple inquiry. The 
plainest man who can make no calculation has 
seen a court-house, and knows what that is, and 


perhaps erroneous, guess of what the cost of a 
eourt-house is. But all thatis avoided; all speci- 
fication is got rid of; a generous sort of obscurity 
ig thrown over the whole matter. Oh, no! that 
is the object, but it is for a custom-house! When 
you get that in, you throw nine tenths of the 
eople of this country entirely out of their calcu- 
ation; they hardly know wha custom-house is. 
It may require a marble palace for a collector to 
be invested with official authority and dignity to 
collect the gold of the country, and for a sub- 
treasury there; that cannot be so well estimated. 
But still further to confound and complicate the 
calculation, you throw in a post office, and pres- 
ently itmay bealight-house on the top of it; and 
thus, who is to know and who is to judge? All 
the consolation offered to the people who do not | 
understand this thing, is the very economical re- | 
striction that comes in at the foot of this appro- 
priation, and says no more shall be expended; 
there shall be no increase; not more that 490,000 
shall be expended out of the public Treasury for 
this court-house; and if you think that too much 
fora court-house, remember a custom-house is 
thrown in; and if it ig still too much, recollect | 
that a post office is thrown in. You confuse the 
accountin this way and satisfy the public of their 
ignorance about the expenditure of public money, į 
hence comes this sudden necessity? Godi 
knows. If these are necessary burdens to be 
brought onus, if these are nece ssury inpositions, 
letus take them in parcels—in broken doses, and 
not swallow down over half a million at once in 
the construction of-a court-house.- 

Mr. President, it is not necessary, and the past 
hax proved that it is not. Lt may be more con- 
veuient ip some places than in others, but it ig 
not necessary anywhere, Everywhere through- j 
out this whole proposition there is an unnecessary 
extravagance, $ shall vote, with the conviction | 
that Lam performing my duty, against every one į 
of them, and I shall give that vote with pleasure 
as to most of them. “I think we can be satisfied 
with loss than this. Justice does not demand a | 
palace. No,sir, it does not require such houses; 
and I should think a custom-house officer might 
be contented with less thana palace, anda deputy 
postmaster might put up with an ordinary resi- 
dence, such ag the best citizens of his own cit 
have.” [ can see no necessity for this appropri- | 
ation -—no necessity for building up such costly | 
establishmenis through the country. Iam op-} 
posed to that, I thank God, that in my State | 
the United States never owned a foot of land, and 
never built a house. She may have built, upon 
the shores of the Ohio river, a little house as a 
military post, and she may have an hospital down 
the river far away from us, but she has no court- 
house, she has no armory, she has no arsenal | 
there. Weareattached to herupon principle, from 
our accordance with the principles of her Union | 
and Constitution. Our attachment to her is not | 
because she builds fine houses; not. because she | 
is a great undertaker, and expends a great deal | 
of money with us. We are, thank God, free | 
from all that. ; 

Now I think, after having appropriatedas much į 
money as we have at the present session, it is | 
time for us to begin to take a litle consideration. | 
Lam sorry, sir, to differ, as my course somoegimes | 
renders it necessary, from the Senator from Ten- j 
nessee, (Mr. Jones.) ‘Tennessee is to me, as [| 
have said at home, a twin sister with Kentucky, | 

i 
| 
i 


won from the Indians about the same time,-set- 
tled about the same time, lying side by side the 
whole long length of both States, with institu- 
tions all alike, and continual intercourse. We 
are as one people. I hold her as such; but I! 


never knew before this day that Knoxville was a | 


port of entry, though I believe I had heard Nash- 
ville was. I know how all this came about. I 
do not know, sir, whether you [Mr. WELLER in 
the chair] recollect it; probably you do: not. 
General Jackson, in one of his early vetoes of 
bills for internal improvements proposed to. be 
made in navigable streams, made. it a ground of 
objection that they were above any port of entry, 
and he seemed at one time to draw a distinction 


-between the constitutionality. of the improve- 


ments made below a port of entry, and those 
made above it—those below being constitutional, 
and those above unconstitutional. Well, sir, there 
the matter rested. It was not thought to be a 
very sound constitutional objection when it was 
made; but nevertheless, in a little while, turning 
it to advantage, as our ingenious people do every- 
thing, they sought to answer this argument prac- 
tically, by getting every little town on every little 
river declared by an act of Congress to be a port of 
entry. That was the idea. Every little public 
place came forward here, and by a sort of legis- 
lation that was then considered little less than 
ludicrous, was declared a port of entity. The 
thing was laughed at, and thought to have no 
consequences whatever. ‘ What harm can there 
be??? it was said; ‘ we are in favor of internal 
improvements, and may help them along in this 
way; but if we do not accomplish that good, 
there can be no harm.” So Congress was ex- 
ceedingly liberal;and from Knoxville, as it seems, 
away up to the remote regions represented by 
my friend from Iowa—Dubuque—we had ports 
of entry. I am not sure that the little town in 
which Tiive is not a port of entry. Whether it is 
or not, though £ have lived there constantly, L 
cannot undertake to say; but it is not likely that 
It Is. 

Now, sir, look at that innocent, little, ridicu- 
lous matter, ag it wasin the beginning, of making 
ports of entry, and see what the consequences 
now are. ‘here is an application to build an 
hospital in the city ofmy friend from Louisiana, 
which cannot cost us less than $400,000. We 
take our lessons from the great sea-port towns, 
and practice upon them as far as we can. All 
our little extravagances come from the great 
cities. Instead of its being a fruitless, ridiculous 
sort of thing to be declared a port of entry, we 
have followed on and improved upon the theory. 
It was at first a legislative answer to General 
Jackson’s constitutional objection to improve- 
ments; and now how are we doing? Why, the 
argument is, this place is a port of entry; the 
Government collects revenue here; and you must 
have a custom-house. How ridiculous it would 
have been for us, we are told, to have made a port 
of entry where no foreign goods are ever landed, 
and no duties ever paid; and if there have been 
no importations there yet, there will be, and we 
must therefore build a custom-house, and be ready 
for them! And besides, sir, we must have an 
hospital—that is certain—for our poor boatmen 
and sailors, if they take sick. Here, then, is an 
hospital, and here is a custom-house, all follow- 
ing in the train of and in consequence of this 
little, ridiculous former legislation of ours rising 
up in the way I have described. T say it is time 
for us to retrace our steps. This amendment is 
giving a new and increased volume to this cur- 
rent. J am opposed to it, and tothe whole of it. 
Iam sorry that I have occupied the Senate longer 
than I designed on this question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I regret, much 
more than my friend from Kentucky, that he has 
felt it to be his duty to occupy any portion of the 
attention of the Senate on this occasion. At all 
times it is a source of regret to me to differ with 
him. His age, his experience, his superior wis- 
dom, everything renders it painful to me in the 
extreme. J have very often deferred to the opin- 
ions of that distinguished Senator; but on this 
occasion he has placed me in a condition where 
F cannot surrender the opinions which I have ex- 
pressed. If the speech made by the honorable 
Senator from Kentucky had come from my friend 
trom Georgia, [Mr. Toomes,] I should not have 
been at all astonished. I should have expected 
just such a speech from him; but coming from the 
Senator from Kentucky, who has been the father 
of this system, as I understand, I feel utterly 
astounded. He has gone back twenty or thirty 
years, to tell you when this ridiculous idea, as he 
calls it, of the establishment of ports of entry 


I pra x 
commenced. He says it was designed to con- 


ciliate the prejudices of General Jackson. Task 
my distinguished friend if, in that conciliation, 
he did not vote to make the mouth of the Little 
Laurel a port of entry—a branch that Ido not 
suppose ever had more than three feet of water, 
which enters into the Cumberland river, in the 
State of Kentucky? . ar 

Mr. CRITTENDEN.” Ido not know that I 
did, and I do not know that I did not, vote for it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I have no doubt 
that the Senator did. He was fighting Jackson 
then, and was for overcoming him. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I said I never thought 
it amounted to anything. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then you inaugu- 
rated a system which you say amounted to noth- 
ing, but has grown to be a stupendous affair now. 
If there be any blame in this matter, it attaches 
to my friend, and those who acted with him at 
that time, for they inaugurated the system of 
ports of entry. They said, by their votes, that 
General Jackson was right, or they would never 
have consented to it. When they have inaugu- 
rated the system, and the Government has been 
going on upon that system from that time till 
now—when gentlemen have become perfectly 
satisfied with their appropriations, and others 
come in and ask to be placed on an equal footing, 
they say it is a monstrous system. 

My friend talked a great deal about palaces, 
marble palaces —for what? For the courts of 
justice to be held in. ‘Well, sir, if there ought 
to be a marble palace for anything on the face 
of the earth, it ought to be for the sanctuary of 
justice. If there is any pride in the American 
character, I should like to sce that pride vindicate 
itself by building palaces for the courts of justice. 
But why talk of palaces? Nobody has asked for 
palaces here; nobody asks that these buildings 
shall be of marble; nobody asks that they shall 
be magnificent. Your chosen and selected officer 
pans over the proper Department has sent 

is estimates here; and he says $50,000 will do 
for a house of one description, and $88,000 for a 
house of another description; and that is mag- 
nified into a palace? 

My friend says he congratulates himself and 
Kentucky that the Federal Gevernment owns no 
land in Kentucky. He will pardon me for dif- 
fering with him on that question. It owns more 
places in Kentucky than in Tennessee, or, in m 
judgment, any other southwestern State. Tt 
owns the land in the city of Louisville whereupon 
a custom-house has been erected—a palace. If 
Tam not misinformed—and I am pretty sure that 
I am correct—it owns there a marine hospital— 
one palace: When you get down to Paducah, 
you find that it owns another spot of land, on 
which another palace has been erected. All these 
palaces have been erected by the Federal Govern- 
ment, and the money has come out of the Federal 
‘Treasury. Now my friend is horrified at it. He 
may well be, when Kentucky has got all she | 
asked. When we have had nothing, and ask for 
a little, he calls the country to witness that here 
is a monstrous outrage; the public Treasury is 
being exhausted to build up these edifices which 
his constituents have and we have not. 

Again, this Government owns, in the very 
heart and center of the State of Kentucky, a piece 
of ground for which it paid $100,000 not more 
than two or three years ago; and I know my 
honorable friend aided me im getting that done. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. What is that? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The. military 
asylum at Harrodsburg. Here, then, in Kentucky 
you have a military asylum for which the Gov- 
ernment paid $100,000. You have at Louisville a 
palace for the collection of customs. You have 
at Louisville another palace for the sick. You 
have another at Paducah. You have a fort and 
barracks at Newport. What have we got in 
Tennessee? Nothing of all this; and when we 
of Tennessee ask for the first appropriation of 
this character, my distinguished friend lifts his 
hands with horror and says, “ Palaces are to be 
built out of the people’s money, in which to hold 
your courts, and distribute your mail matter, and 
collect your customs!’? He says he did not even 
know that Knoxville was a port of entry. I 
would ask him if Knoxville is not as much enti- 
tled to be a port of entry as the mouth of Laurel, 
where I do not know that there is a human being 
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living? I never heard of anybody that did Jive | 
there, and I do not suppose that anybody ever į 
will live there. At Knoxville we have a port of 
entry where the customs have been collected, | 
and where they are being collected now. Then, 
on the score of equality with Kentucky, with 
that brotherly affection which I know the honor- 
able Senator feels, I think he ought to waive his 
objections to Knoxville. : 

But I want to show more about the expenditure 
in Kentucky. Here is the beginning of one of 
these palaces—and I will run it through for my 
friend’s benefit. In 1851 this provision was made: 

“ For purchasing a site,and commencing the erection of 
a suitable building in the city of Louisville, Kentucky, for 
custom-house, post office, court-rooms, and other offices of 
the United States, the sum of $75,000: Provided, That the 
said building shall be exempted from city taxes, and all other i 
taxes whatever, by the act of the Legislature.of Kentucky: 
And provided ‘further, That the plan of the building shall 
be such, that the whole cost, both of the site and building, | 
shall in no event exceed the appropriation herein made.?? 


So much, and no more! Let us see how they 
have carried out that enactment in good faith. | 
Here again, next year, I find: 

“For the completion of the custom-house at Louisville, | 
Kentucky, the additional sum of $16,000.” 

Remember, no more was to be appropriated; 
but here is.an addition of $16,000 to the $75,000. 
That is more than we have asked; but it does rot 
stop there. At the next session, they came for 
more, and then this provision was made: 


“For proceeding with the construction of the custom- 
house at Louisville, Kentucky, $87,740. 


Eighty-seven thousand seven hundred and i 
forty dollars is the third appropriation. Well 
may they talk of palaces; but they have not got 
through yet! Next year, this appropriation was 
made: 

“ Por completing the custom-house at Louisville, Ken- 
tucky, 440,000.” 

Now, I should like somebody to add up these | 
figures, commencing with the $75,000. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. The Senator from | 
Alabama [Mr. Cray] can do it. | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish my friend | 
from Alabama would cypher them up for me. | 
Now, I ask if my friend from Kentucky will not 
take back all he said about Knoxville and Nash- 
ville? ` i 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Nota bit of it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Very well. You 
have got a custom-house at Louisville. It was 
all right to make an appropriation for a building 
at Louisville. You have had upwards of $200,000 
applied for that purpose, and I do not suppose 
you are done with it yet. I should not be sur- | 
prised if, before this Congress closes, another | 
appropriation were asked for building that house | 
at Louisville to collect the customs. When has | 
Louisville grown so great, that she should have | 
these appropriations, and they should be denied | 
to Nashville? I will put it on the ground of col- | 
lection of customs, and I say Nashville in this | 
way collects more customs than Louisville, and | 
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yet she has never received a dollar for this pur- 
pose. The Federal court sits there; our customs 
are collected there toa larger amount than at Louis- | 
ville; and she is of equal dignity in point of courts : 
and post office matter; but when we come before 
the Congress of the United States, and ask to be 
put on an equality with our sister State of Ken- | 
tucky, the distinguished Senator from Kentucky | 
says he cannot agree to it. 
case, itis wrong in all. We have recognized the 
rinciple in very many and multiplied cases; and : 
Pask honorable Senators to tell me why make an | 
exception of my State, when their States enjoy : 
all the benefits of this character of appropriations. 
Take it any sense in which you please to put it~ 
on the score of population, or on the score of the į; 
collection of the revenue, and Nashville is as much | 
entitled as Louisville, or St. Louis, or any of your ` 
cities. If you put it on the score of a just distri- 
bution of the benefis and patronage of this Gov- | 
ernment, I say Kentucky has got a great deal 
more than we have. She has two hospitals; we 
have not one. She has acustom-house; we have | 
not one. Shehasa military asylum; we have not | 
one. All I ask is, that we may be placed on ` 
something like an equality, if there be justice in | 
the system, Ido not ask you to vote for it unless | 
you believe it to be right; but if it is right in your 


j ritory of Kentucky is not surprising. 


If it is wrong in one | 


case, I maintain that itis equally right in ours. I 


ask my distinguished friend from Kentucky to go || 
with us now. ‘The whole amount of these appro- i| 
ptiations, including every place named in the | 
amendment—it is an omnibus, I grant you, to i| 
some extent—does not equal the sum that has | 
been invested in this species of improvements in | 
the State of Kentucky alone; and it embraces six | 
or seven States. I have added them together, |; 
and all of them, in my judgment, do not exceed ii 
the amount that Kentucky has already received. |: 
Then I beg that my friend will at least hold still |! 
until we get even with him; and then he may cut i 
off the ridiculous system which he tells us about, | 
of making ports of entry where there never was {i 
a vessel, and where probably there never can be | 


one. 
Mr. President, the 


i 
i 
t 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
gentleman has to some extent entirely mistaken 
the spirit and meaning of my remarks. I did not 
certainly intend to make any odious comparisons 
between Kentucky and Tennessee. That was: 
the furthest thing in the world from my intention. 
It happens a little singularly that the honorable 
Senator who sits next to me, [Mr. Jones, of; 
Tennessee,} should become my opponent in this | 
matter, and take upon himself the burden of this į 
contest for the little that he gets. He stands, I! 
believe, at the latter end of all these appropria- | 
tions. ‘There go before him column after column | 
of appropriations of eighty and ninety thousand j 
dollars; but when they come down to Tennessee | 
smaller appropriations are made; and yet it falls! 


| on him to combat forall the extravagances thatare | 


elsewhere enacted—all the expenditures to be) 


made in New York and overthe North. I made | 
no such comparison. | 
Now, what has the gentleman done? Hesays | 


there is a port of entry at the little Laurel, and | 
he thinks that is very ridiculous. He supposes | 
I voted for it.. That he did not know, and I do: 
not know; but as I thought it a perfectly innocent H 
piece of folly, and it was the fashion to make ; 
every place that asked for it a fort of entry, I; 
may have voted, if not for that, for propositions || 
equally irrational. Tam not, therefore, strenuous |i 
to deny what the gentleman supposes, without | 
the least evidence, to be the case—that J voted i; 
for a portofentryat Laurel. Now, what would | 
the gentleman think of me, if (a port of entry :! 
being entitled, as he seems to suppose, to custom- || 
houses, to court-houses, and hospitals) I were to 

getup and say that, though there is not water 

enough there now, there may be at some future 

time, and therefore we must build a fin® house at 

Laurel for a post office, and court-house, and | 
custom-house, which shall not cost more than | 
$100,000? Would not that be very ridiculous? | 
What isthe fair consequence of his own argu- | 
ment and his own statement of the case? It seems | 
to me that it coincides exactly with the view I 
am endeavoring to present. That some of these | 
improprieties may have been proposed on the ter- 


any legislation of yours, “It came th 
selection of officers who Wanted to find th 
convenient and bést place.” Nobody asked fo 
this. Kentucky never asked for it.” All that ever 
assembled there;.1 believe; were some twenty ot. 
thirty old soldiers; and they have taken the place. 
of a great and fashionable company that every 
summer resorted there from all parts of Kens 
tucky and the neighboring States ás a watering- 
place. The people of the town and. the’ neigh- 
borhood have all been clamorous against it, and 
they would remove it if they could. "That is the 
great boon Kentucky has got! She has been made 
use of by this Government. ; 
Now, in regard to your hospital at Paducah. 
Let it be recollected, when you are talking about ` 
the number of points occupied by the United 
States in Kentucky, that Kentucky occupies, on 
the Ohio and on the Mississippi rivers, a coast of 
seven hundred long miles: Suppose you were only 
to spread that out along the lakes, making the flats 
to center, running north and south from’ there, 
and how many improvements would you have 
dispensed along the seven hundred miles? You 
have an hospital at Paducah, a place for sick sail- 
ors, away down in the southern portion of our 
State, at a point where boats lie up during the 
summer season when the river is not navigable. 
{tis not a house for clerks, or judges, or custom- 
house officers. Itis a place for the sick; it is a 
sick-room provided for the poor sailor. Is that 
for the benefit of Kentucky? No, sir, not at all. 
The Ohio river is the great highway of every 
western State, more or less; and the gentleman 
will find in that hospital as many of his own peo- 
ple as of those of Kentucky. So will the gentle~ 
men from Missouri, Indiana, and Illinois find 
their people there. It is open to all; it is not for 
Kentacky; but itis in a portion of the countr 
deemed sickly, and where the boats stop to lie 
up when they cannot navigate the river. There 
you have built an hospital, and at Louisville you 
actually have a custom-house! I do not know 
what the amount of revenue collected there is. 
The gentleman says, they collect as much at 
Nashville. It is quite likely; but unless they 
allow money to accumulate greatly, I do not sup- 
pose there ever remains, or ever ought to remain,, 
more than $10,000 or $20,000 in your sub-treas:’ 
ury at Louisville or Nashville, even if they col- 
lect $100,000 during the year; as ‘the gentleman 


; says they did once at Nashville. I donot know 


The Senator says Kentucky has got the mili 
tary asylum. How has Kentucky got it? Th 
Government makes use of Kentucky as sbe j| 
pleases—not that Kentucky asked for it. Did |: 
Kentucky ever ask for the establishment of a © 
barracks at Newport?) Never. How came they | 
there? Because it was your will, and for the: 
common benefit, and forthe convenience and com- ; 
fort of the United States and their troops. That 
was the place for it. There they put it, without 
anybody’s asking for it. Now, as for the mili- 
tary asylum, how came that in Kentuchy? By 
your enactment? No, sir. A commission of cer- 
tain distinguished officers of the Army was ap- |; 
pointed to locate, in different portions of the Uni- ji 
ted States, asylums for your old and worn-out 
soldiers. One of these was to be in the West. 
Where should it be? General Scott and a board 
of officers were appointed to see where it should 
be, and they fixed upon Kentucky because they 
could find no better place for it. Instead of gra- 
tifying or promoting the interests of the people ! 
where it is established, they are all in armsagainst | 
it. My colleague has, at this very session, made 
an application to you to sell and be rid of it. 
That is the great boon to Kentucky! Providence 
did not seem to favor even that. It has been: 
lately burnt down. There is the whole history | 
of your militaryasylum, The people have wanted i 
it away ever since it was there. 


1 
$ 
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| 


ii done. 


| while 
lt came there || to be monuthents of public taste, that are to be, 


| whether they ever collected as much at Louisville. 
j I presume the customs collected there are very” 


small. The railroad iron that may have’ been 
brought.in to be used in Tennessee may have run 
up the receipis at Nashville to $120,000; but the 
Secretary of the Treasury does not allow these 
little depositories to hold any considerable sum 
of money for any length of time. I ask the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, seriously, what he supi 
poses is the ordinary average amount of money 
deposited at Nashville or Louisville? Will he 
say it is $40,000, or $30,000? Ifthe Government 
has built such a costly house at Louisville, as I 
have no doubt it has, according to his own show- 
ing, was it notunnecessary? Do I covetit? Do 


' the people of Kentucky covet it? Have they any 


interest in having a house built there at a vastly 
greater expense than its object and purpose re- 
quire? No, sir; I would as soon censure’ it, if. 
done in the State of Kentucky, asif done.in‘the 


i State of New York or Tennessce. Jt is the same 


thing to me—my objection applies to it wherever 
I do not object to it on account of: its 
locality; I object to it on principle, and on ac- 
count of its extravagance, utterly beyond any 
demands of public policy or public interest. That 
is the ground of my objection. should perhaps 
feel a little more personal regret if it were to be 
done on my own territory. If it is to be done, 
in God’s name, let it be done somewhere else. 
it is not always the choice of the people them- 
selves; it is done by the Government. The ex- 
travag&nce ought nôt to be countenanced any- 
where. We are responsible. Let us take our 
responsibility, and if we have done wrong here- 
tofore, let it be corrected now. These buildings 
may, in some places, be necessary. A court- 
house may be necessary—a custom-house may be 
necessary, at some points; but it is not worth 
; a8 I said before, to build houses that are: 


without their solicitation. It came there without li in appearance and cost, palaces, A courthouse 
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ay be built for $10,000 perfectly adequate to all 
the’ dignity of your Federal courts. It is not the 
house which illuminates the judge; it is not that 
which gives him dignity. “The humblest house 
in. which Chief Justice Marshall sat would have 
been hallowed by his presence. Let it be hal- 
lowed by the works that ‘are done. there, and do 
not seek to cover up or add: an-adventitious or 
fictitions sort of reputation and value to what is 
done. there, or to the men who sit there. They 
derive: their dignity. from a higher, better, and 
more exalted source. I would take no exception 
to their sitting in a fine house, if. the fine house 
was there. Itake exception to the extravagance 
` which: I think is now proposed by this amend- 
ment. "With these remarks, I hope I may not 
feel it necessary to revert to the subject again. 
* “Myr. JONES; of Tennessee. [havea few words 
to say in reply.to the Senator from Kentucky, 
though I am not struggling for the last word. But | 
for one or two remarks made by him, I should 
not have attempted to reply at all. If he under- 
Stood meas intending to say’, or intimate, that I 
begrudged these appropriations to Kentucky, he 
has wholly misconceived me; on the contrary, 
T have voted for every one of them since I have 
been here. If there be any complaint at all, it is 
that my friend is not as liberal and just to my 
State as [have been to his. I have voted for all 
these appropriations during the last four years, 
including his palace of a custom-house and his 
military asylum. I am not complaining of those 
appropriations; I think they were right and 
proper; I voted for them as far as I voted at all, 
ecause I believed them to be so; but the point 
which I make is, that if they were right and 
proper for Kentucky, they ure equally right and 
proper for Tennessee, My remarks before, show- 
ing the amount of benefit that Kentucky had re- | 
ceived from the Federal Treasury, grew out of 
the assumption of my distinguighed friend—that 
she had not received anything. In enumerating 
the benefits that Kentucky had received, I omit- 
ted, I believe, one of greater magnitude than any. 
I recollect, now some honorable Senator has 
called my attention to it, that ever-to-be-remem- 
bered Indian school of Kentucky. You not only 
had your palaces there, but you went in for edu- 
cating the Indians. All that you have had in 
Kentucky, and still you turn round now and say 
to me that Tennessee ought not to have anything. 
You will not even give us a poor Indian school, 
which you enjoyed in Kentucky, and finally got 
tired of it, and, L believe, broke it up. 

Just in the same category my friend puts the 
military asylum, Tlesays they are tired of it; and į 
thinks we are using Kentucky, and she is not 
responsible for it. L can tell my distinguished 
friend that I happen to know all about that mat- 
ter; and you, Mr. President, know it well, because 
you wanted the asylumin your State. When he 
says General. Scott selected that place, I tell hira | 
he is mistaken. General Scott did not select 
Harrodsburg, but a spotin Ohio which he thought 
preferable. {t was the legislation of the Congress 
of the United States that located it in Kentucky. 
That is the way it got there—against General | 
Scott, by the legislation of the Congress of the | 
United States. “The question was fought here for | 
days and weeks. 

ut the Senator says we are using Kentucky! 


importunities, legislative and otherwise, to locate 
it: there, they got tired of it, as they did of the 
Indian school, and say, “ Take the thing, and 
sell it out.’ I say to them, I will not sell it, 
unless you give us back the money we paid; if, 
you are tired of it, give us back our $100,000, 
and then. we. will consider it; but we will never 
consider it in the Military Committee.until you 
‘do that. ` There the matter has rested. It has 
lately been burnt down, E think the Senator from 
Kentucky said, as if Providence was frowning 
upon it. f 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. No, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Well, it was burnt 
down, and I regret that; because it was a resting 
place, an asylum purchased by a beneficent, a wise, 
and a benevolent Government, for taking care of 
the old, decrepid, and worn out men of the Army, 
who have sunk beneath its toils and trials and 
difficulties. If there is any one thing that ought 
to commend itself to the heart more than all others, 
it strikes me that comes home to every one with | 
double force and with lasting impression. Ken- 
tucky has had that asylum, and now she has got 
tired of it. ‘Thatis no fault of ours. The Gov- 
ernment paid $100,000 for it, and located it there 
according to the request of her people. 

But in relation to the hospitals, the Senator 
says Kentucky has seven hundred miles of coast 
on the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, and in that | 
connection he said something about having water 
cnough to getto a place. Have they water enough 
to get to the custom-house in Louisville? Cana 
respectable boat get there? No. Yet itis all} 
right to have a custom-house there. At Mem- 
pris we have more water than they have; but you } 

nave never given usa custom-house, court-house, 
post office, or hospital there. 

Mr. GEYER. You had a navy-yard. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. You tendered that 
navy-yard to the local authorities. How much | 
has Tennessee? Take her border on the Missis- 
sippiriver; take the Cumberlandriver and the Ten- 
nessee river, just as navigable as the Ohio, and 
we have more than seven hundred miles. Then 
on the ground of extent of navigation we are en- 
titled to equal consideration with Kentucky. 

The poor men who go into the hospitals, the 
Senator says, are from Tennessee, Missouri, and 
elsewhere. [admit it; but if it is necessary to 
have a marine hospital at Paducah, is not one 
more necessary at Memphis, where we have'an 
average of five hundred American sailors in our 
hospital every quarter? I am stating a fact; I 
know the number averages five hundred a quarter; 
and we have to put them in an hospital built by 
the State of 'Tennessce. You have erected a 
marine hospital at Paducah. It is all right; I do 
not complain of it; but I say, if itis right there, 
it is right at other places. 

Ido not know that it is necessary for me to 
pursue this subject any further. It strikes me 
that the amendment before us is a very fair prop- 
osition. Gentlemen do not argue against the 
justice of it as applicable to any particular case. 
They do not take Nashville, for instance, in con- 
trast with Louisville. The difference between 
us is, that they have their appropriations, and we | 
have not got ours. Now, I should like to know | 


If you will turn to the files, and examine the | 
papers in the case of the military asylum, you | 
will find letters from every distinguished man i 
in Kentucky asking for this location; and you | 
will find a memorial from every member of the | 
Legislature of Kentucky praying Congress for | 
its location in Kentucky. And yet we are using | 
Kentucky! We are using Kentucky by her | 
importunities. It was through her importuni- į 
ties that the location was made there, and against | 
your remonstrances, Mr. President, and against | 
the remonstrances of General Scott. We had | 
to override General Scott and his board of com- 
missioners, and directed them to locate it ia Ken- 
tucky. When we had done that, they cheated us | 
a little; for it was intended, I think, and clear! 

specified, that it should be located at Blue Lick; 
but it was put at Harrodsburg. After they ear- 
ried it there, and broke up a fashionable water- 
ing place, the people of that city, having lost the 
patronage. from that source, raised their voices 


i 
fi 
| 
j 


ors did vote for it in both branches of Congress, 
I believe, unanimously; and on every occasion 
when anappropriation has been asked for it, they 


i of my honorable friend, if the proposition were | 

here for the first time to build a custom-house at | 
| Louisville, would he vote for it with a court-house | 
| and post ofice connected with it? His predecess- į 


| have stood up voting for it. They have come 
| here to me, in my place in the Senate, and urged | 
ime to stand by and sustain their appropriation, ; 
as a great national benefit, in which the whole i 
country was concerned. I only ask to be puton | 
the same footing with them. 
Mr CRITTENDEN. I object to the appro- | 
priations now proposed, as a whole—to all of | 
them. The gentleman treats the matter as if I | 
were opposing a part of them only, and that part | 
which related to Tennessee. I object to the whole | 
of them in their scope, in the total, and in the | 
particular, as extravagant, and such as ought not | 
to be countenanced. How does the gentleman | 
answer me? He says there isa custom-house at | 
Louisville, as much above the publicdemand as 


i 
i 
i 
| 
| 
| 


against it, and have asked usat thi session to 
sellit out.: After having induced us, by their 


i 


i 

. à 4 | 

and costing more than, some of the houses named 
in this proposition. Suppose he establishes this | 


fact; he then shows. not only.that these extray- 
agancesare proposed, but that we have committed. - 
extravagances equal in amount in- other. places, 
and.that Louisville is one of those.places. Does 
that justify this appropriation? The gentleman 
has given us reason to know. that there is very 
little commerce requiring a custom-house-—that a 
boat cannot now get to Louisville at all; and yet 
he has shown, exultingly, that, ata cost of hun- 
dreds. of. thousands of dollars, a. custom-house 
has been built there, and he says that is extrav- 
agant.. Having established that fact, he uses it 
to justify and excuse the extravagance now pro- 
posed. ‘That is no argument against mine, nor 
does it conflict with mine. I will as. readily ac- 
knowledge any extravagance committed in Ken- 


‘tucky, as in Tennessee, or anywhere else. What 


is necessary, what is suitable, what is proper, I 
intend to vote for.. I think these buildings are 
far beyond any exigencies or requirements of the 
Government; and I am, therefore, opposed to 
their construction. There mayshave been greater 
enormities; but that is no reason why I should 
permit this. If every extravagance that can be 
committed is to bean argument in favor of other 
and further extravagances of the same kind, this 
Government is destined to a prodigal, unceasing 
increase of expenditure, until, notwithstanding 
all its wealth, your Treasury. will be. ruined. 
That will be the consequence. It is by the light 
of former extravagances, by the experience. of 
former excesses, that we ought to be brought to 
amendment and improvement. The argument of 
the gentleman, fairly considered, contributes to 
maintain my proposition, and to show that there 
has been extravagance. Whether the custom- 
house at Louisville has been constructed at an 
extravagant cost or not, I know as little as any 
other gentleman. I only express my opinion 
that these appropriations are extravagant, and, 
therefore, Í oppose them. 

It is unnecessary for the Senator to go into the 
history of the establishment of the military asy- 
lum. ‘That the State of Kentucky wanted it—that 
the State would possibly feel an interest in hav- 
ing a house established there for the reception of 
ponr meritorious soldiers, is a thing not to be 

elieved. What possible interest— what expendi- 
ture. did it involve? Food and clothing for twenty 
or thirty old soldiers. That is the enormous 
tribute Kentucky has received. I go into no com- 
parison between Kentucky and any other State. 
{consider this my whole country—all of it, I 
oppose extravagance wherever it appears, if I 
know it, as readily in my own State as in any 
other, I am opposed to the extravagance—not to 
the place whereit is exercised. There is a greater 
expenditure proposed in this amendment than 
has been heretofore made in any one year for the 
object of such appropriations, exceptin the largest 
cities where we long ago provided custom-houses 
at an expense of milions. Perhaps Iam nota 
proper judge of the cost of such a building; all 
this expenditure may have been necessary for a 
custom-house; but of the cost of a court-house I 
am some little judge. Isee the various pretexts 
and the reasons that are heaped together to mul- 
tiply the apparent causes for the expenditure, so 
as to defeat any specific view of the necessity or 
object. If you want a court-house say so, and 
let us build it. If you want a custom-house, say 
so, and let it be built; let it be suitable in extent 
to the public necessities, and no more. We want 
useful houses, not fine and costly edifices, such as 
these are proposed tobe. That is the ground of 


| my objection. 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Ido not mean to 
enter into this discussion between my colleague 
and the distinguished Senator from Kentucky; I 
leave it where my colleague has placed it; but I 
think there is a mistake in the view which has 
been presented by those who oppose this system 
on principle. I have had an examination made 
with some diligence, but I have not been able to 
lay my hands on a report made some years ago, 
which I think exists, where this whole matter is 
placed on a very high principle. Extravagant 
appropriations have been made for these purposes 
in the large cities,as we all know. Two or three 
millions have been appropriated in New York; 
and now we are spending two or three millions 
in New Orleans, and two or three millions in 
Boston. 


Mr. SEWARD. And $600,000 in Charleston. 


1856. 
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Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I do not mention 
these cities invidiously. Besides the custom- 
houses in some of these large cities, there have 
been appropriations for Federal court-rooms and 
post offices—I think in New York to a very large 
amount. I would ask how much? ; 

Mr. SEWARD. | Four hundred thousand dol- 
lars is recommended for a site. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. We know that will 
result in an expenditure of one or two millions 
of dollars. The Senator from Kentucky has 
painted the results of these commencements very 
well. One of the Secretaries of the Treasury, 
six or eight years ago, if lam not mistaken, took 
up the subject of the erection of marine hospitals, 
custom-houses, and post offices, and placed it on a 

rinciple that I have not heard adverted to to-day. 
he Federal Government, we know, claims the 
monopoly of carrying letters and printed matter 


for hire, under the Constitution of this Govern- | 


ment, all over the Union, and we exclude every- 
body else by heavy penalties. This isdone under 
the power to establish post offices and post roads; 
and we exercise that power very rigidly. The 
question was made whether you should not have 
post offices to distribute your matter. Then we 

ave the Federal judicial jurisdiction of the United 
States. You will not allow citizens of different 
States to decide their controversies by their own 
tribunals as they please; but, according to the 
limitation and extent of the power given to the 


Federal judiciary by the Constitution, you hold į 


your courts and decide the controversies between 
citizens of one State and those of another, in the 
courts under the regulation of Congress in the 


different States. .Where do you hold them? You’ 


must provide buildings for them as for the distri- 
bution of your letters and post office matter, and 
for the collection of customs. 

Nobody interposes an objection to the propri- 
ety of making these appropriations in our large 
cities, and building palaces, no matter what they 
cost. You must have them if they cost one thou- 
sand dollars to the square foot. In the reportto 
which I have referred, the different cities of the 
Union, according to my recollection, were classi- 
fied, according to their necessities, for custom- 
houses, post offices, Federal courts, and marine 
hospitals. An appro riation was recommended 
during that year for the first class, and the Con- 
gress of that year appropriated accordingly. I 
think that classification included all the places 
where,it was supposed the Government needed 
buildings for these purposes. In the carly period 
of the Government we had not the means to be 
liberal, and depended on the States to provide 
offices for us. Afterwards we paid rent for rooms 
for post offices and courts, and for the collection 
of the customs. The report of which I have 
spoken, proceeded on the principle that, as we 
are now. growing wealthy, with a redundant 
Treasury, but not redundantenough to provide for 
all the Federal courts held everywhere, or for all 
the distributing post offices, we should commence 
to provide buildings for these purposes. We 
have commenced. We have built what the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Kentucky chooses to 
call palaces, in the large cities, We have erected 
costly buildings at least, if not palaces. These 
were principally for the collection of the customs, 
the revenue of the Government, and connected, 
as I think they might very plausibly and reason- 
ably be, with accommodations for the Federal 
courts and post offices at the same time. Who 
can object to that? It is much more economical 


than it would be to build separate court-houses | 


and separate post offices. : 
We provided for the principal cities of the sea- 
board, and for St. Louis, Cincinnati, Chicago, 
and Detroit. We, of Tennessee, thought Nash- 
ville might be putin then; but we acted on the 
recommendation of the Department, and bided 
our time, as they recommended, until the principal 
cities for the collection of revenue had been pro- 
vided for, together with the great distributing 
offices for post offices. Lremember that I waived 
an amendment for the establishment of marine 
hospitals, because I was told our tim 
and the system would go on regularly. The prin- 
ciple was admitted in that debate, that the Fed- 
eral Government ought to provide these accom- 
modations, instead of paying high ren‘s as. it is 
now compelled to do. Even at. Nashville you 
„ have to pay high rents; in Cincinnati higher; and 


e wouldcome, | 


at Louisville higher. It was admitted. to bej 


cheaper to have buildings for court-rooms. and 
post offices, as well as for “custom-houses. The 
quention was whether we should not build edi- 

ces, permanent, fire-proof, and commensurate 
with the supposed destinies of this country. This 
was admitted, in the debate to which I have al- 
luded, to be the true principle. We proceeded 
on that idea, and did not suppose there was any 
great extravazance even in appropriating $200,000 
for a building at Louisville. In time it will be 
shown to have been a wise expenditure; for we 
have plenty of money, and it has been expended 
and wasted upon objects of less value than a cus- 
tom-house, court-rooms, and post office, at Louis- 
ville. Honorable Senators will find, when they 
come to look into this policy, that itis based on 
high principle rather than otherwise. 

Now, one word as to the amendment offered by 
the honorable Senator from New York. I am 
not a member of the Committee on Commerce, 
and I do not know whether some of the towns in 
the interior are not getting ahead of the great 
classification by which we were regulated some 
few yearsago. Task the honorable Senator from 
New York, who moved the amendment, if they 
are not proceeding a little too rapidly? I suppose 
that, according to the classification, Nashville 
would come in before Knoxville; but 1 do not 
admit that Knoxville ought not to be provided 
for. Ithinkit should be. If the distinguished 
Senator from Kentucky—I do not know that he 
| has ever been there—were to go to Knoxville 
now, he would be perfectly astonished at its 
growth. He would see that it has become a great 
central point by the connection of railroads; and 
there is prospect even of clearing out the Tennes- 
see river. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
tion? 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I suppose it contains 
fifteen thousand inhabitants; I do not know what 
the exact number is; but any person who goes 
there will be astonished at its progress and in- | 
dustry. The gentlemen who represent that dis- 
trict and the adjoining one in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, inform me that, during the last year, 
about $100,000 of revenue were collected at Knox- 
ville. The Senator from Georgia says the duties 
are collected on railroad iron principally. What 
could be more profitable to the country than to 
collect duties on railroad iron? The very fact 
that railroad iron gets there from abroad, is evi- 
dence of enterprise. 

I do not want to say anything in relation to the 
argument of the honorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky; but at Louisville there has been an ex- 
penditure of upwards of two hundred thousand 
dollars. 1 think it will, in the end, be found not 
to be extravagant, if the building is a permanent 
one, and skillfully erected. Now, sir, Nashville 
collects a largeramount of revenue than twenty- 
| eight-of the other cities of the Union that have 
had appropriations made for building custom- 
houses. As to Knoxville, the navigation of the | 
Tennessee river contributes to the commerce of 
that place, and railroads now being constructed 
| will make ita considerable point. As I stated on | 
another occasion, Knoxville will, in less than a! 
quarter of a century, be the center of one of the | 


What is the popula- 


United States. The Senator from Georgia will ! 
admit that. SARI 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes. f 

Mr. BELL, of Tènnessee. It will bea most ' 
resplendent position. Nature could not make a 
place richer, unless it were on Some ocean fron- 
tier where it would have the benefit of a direct 
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the second, or third, or, perhaps, the fourth class. 
| I look forward to the time when, if this Union | 
| shall abide the present difficulties, and shall be 
}dlaced on a permanent foundation, the Federal 


most splendid and richly-improved regions in the |i 


Government shail have its own. post offices and 
court-rooms, and, wherever there is a collection 
district, (though it beat the mouth of Laurel, i 
Kentucky,) will have its own Federal 
and that these will be so many. grappling:iro) 
hold us together as a permanent Union, provid 
the system shall not be. carried to such-an.extent 
as to become oppressive and tyrannical. Tam, 
jast as ready as my friend from Alabama, or the 
ot-headed Georgian, to stand to his arms when- 
ever it shall come to that. As to my friend from 
Illinois, if he will allow me to call him. so—— 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly, sir. a 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Pro hac vice, I will 
call him my friend. ao ties 
Mr. DOUGLAS. That will not do. [Laugh- 
ter. : ; ; : 
Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. He has an.appro- 
priation here for Springfield. I wish to know 
whether it is expedient to have. such.a building 
as is here. proposed, for Springfield, Hlinois.?. I 
think that was one of the most questionable ap- 
propriations here. I only want to hear if it is.ex- 
edient. So in regard to the propositions of the 
honorable Senator from Vermont: I think they 
are alittle in advance of their time. .We. have 
not reached that class yet. If we have, Iam ready. 
to vote for the whole. : 
Mr. FOOT. We only ask a building for the 
courts. 7 
Mr. BENJAMIN. I desire thatthis matter shall. 
come to some practical test. I do not suppose S 
any general discussion of the principle regarding. 
these public constructions will be of the slightest 


! service at this late day. of the session. We,ought 


to come to voting. I shall begin by moving to: 
strike out from the amendment. offered by the 
Senator from New York on behalf. of the: Com- 
mittee on Commerce, Galena, Illinois, . 

Mr. COLLAMER. There is.a question be- 
fore the Senate on the amendment of my col 
league to include Vermont, 

Mr. BENJAMIN., Well, let ustake the ques- 
tion on that, 

Mr. FOOT. I trust the question will be taken 
on my amendment to the amendment to provide 
for court-houses in Vermont; and then, instead 
of moving to strike out, let me suggest to the 
honorable Senator from Jouisiana, the better 
course would be to have a. division of the ques- 
tion, and take a separate vote on each of these 
places. hide Ate 

Mr. CLAYTON. . I shall vote in favor‘of the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ver- 
mont, because I know no reason why the appro- 
priation which he proposes should not be, added 
to that of the committee for court-rooms. and 
custom-houses and post offices in; other places. 
I suppose it right and proper. that. provision 
shoud be made for Vermont. Moreover, that 
amendment is recommended by the fact, that the 
appropriations, amounting to $25,000 in each 
instance, are very moderate. I shall, therefore, 
vote for that; but if the proposition comes to.me* 
on the whole amendment, I shall vote against it, 
and I wish very briefly to state the reasons why 
I shall vote against it. 

I have added up the proposed. appropriations, 
and I find the amount is $609,000—an enormous 
sum. in several instances $88,000 and $95,000 
are appropriated for a custom-house, post offices 
and court-house building.. Now, sir, what: pos- 
sible necessity can there be: for appropriating 
sums of that magnitude? We: have been in. the 
habit of building houses of this description before, 
and have not found it at all necessary to expend 
such sums as these. Fifty per cent. might be 
pared from these amounts, and then the appro- 
priations would be ample for all the proper pur- 
poses of the Government, They ought to be 
reduced. I donotsay that I. will not vote forany 
of these measures if they are put on a proper 
basis; but I cannot see the necessity of an:appro- 
priation of $88,000, or $95,000, for a building of 
this description at Knoxville, a town which I find 
contained, but two or three. yeas ago, four thou- 
sand inhabitants. I will, without any difficulty, 
vote for a sufficient appropriation for Knoxville. 
Iam as anxious: to give all proper accommoda- 
tions to Knoxville as any other place. I can well 
understand why-there ought to be a court-house 
there, and if it be found cheaper not to renta 
building, I am perfectly willing to pay for buying 
one; but I cannot understand the necessity of 
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appropriating this enormous sum in that case. || 
Why $25,000 ‘would not meet all the Govern- $| 
ment’s wants, instead of $95,000, I cannot see. 
I must lave some rule to govern me, that is just 
and proper, or I cañnot vote for this system. 
‘Mr, TOOMBS. I hope the amendment will 
not be adopted. These propositions. have been 
before the Committee on the Judiciary; and while 
ifistrue-that, in some few places, for special | 
Feasons, court-houses are necessary, and have 
béen recommended, as a general system, on full | 
consideration of the whole subject, the scheme 
has been. unanimously rejected by that commit- 
tee. It is stuck'in here, for no other reason than 
that given by the Senator from Kentucky, to 
, carry through halfa dozen places together. The 
main question does not seem to be considered by 
the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones.} He 
seemed to look on it as a controversy between 
him and the Senator from Kentucky, or a con- 
troversy whether or not Tennessee or Kentucky 
had received the most public money. While I 
admit that Knoxville, as the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Bett] says, is a most beautiful place | 
it leaves nothing for fancy’s gaze—all, all is 
loveliness—there is not the slightest reason for 
spending the public money there. The public 
service does not need it. The fact of its being a |! 
beautiful place does not make this appropriation 
necessary. [t will not benefit the honest, hard- 
working man in the beautiful valley of the Ten- | 
neasee, more than in Georgia. It is not necessary 
to anybod You do not want a custom-house 
there. c are told a large amount of revenue |! 
is collected tere; but it is on railroad iron, the |j 
importation of which is a temporary matter there. 
The Government, for their own convenience, | 
allowed the people to enter the‘ivon at Knoxville, || 
and pay duties there; but as to any foreign trade 
there paying duties, there is none, or as good as 
none. The collection of $100,000 duties arises 
from the iron necessary to put down a railroad |i 
now being built; but when that is finished the | 
importation will cease. 

Ar, BELL, of Tennessee. Are there no bad | 
feelings and heart-burnings arising from the in- 
equality of these appropriations, other places get- 
ting them to the exclusion of one section? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir; I have argued on 
that point. Confine the expenditure of public 
money to the real objects of the Government, and 
you get rid of all those heart-barnings. ‘This is 
a ie point on which there is profiigacy in 
public expenditure—creeting building where the 
public wants do not require them. Confine them 
to the real wants of the Government, and you get || 
rid of this system. We know that, on the Ohio 
and Mississippi rivers, a little oftice of thirteen | 
feet square, is suflicient for all the purposes of a 
custom-house. 

‘We know another thing. Isay there are hardly 
ten cities in the United States in which the Gov- | 
ernment would have to pay one cent even for | 
rooms for a post office, if the matter was properly | 
managed. You will find competent men to take | 
the post office, and find a building for it, if you | 


will give them the rent of the boxes. There is | 
not one post office in a hundred where you do pay 
rent. It is only in very large cities where you | 
must have it in some central place to prevent ex- 
tortion. I believe there is but one in my State. 
Generally the merchants in country villages want | 
the post office at their stores for the little incident- | 
al benefits it confers, A man attends to it nine | 
times out of ten for the benefit of his customers. | 
Then we have another thing tacked on it here— | 
accommodations for the steamboat inspector at | 
Nashville. How big an office does he need? A! 
sentry-box placed on the river would be big: 
enough forall his business, his books, and clerks. | 
TheSe are all pretexts to spend large sums of | 
money, for the purpose of getting incidental and 
local advantages. 1 think I benetit the people of 
Nashville, (I know I am as friendly to them as 
the Senator from Tennessce,) and do as well for | 
them as for my own State, by preventing an un- 
necessary expenditure of the pubiic money in | 
their midst, rather than anywhere else. It does} 
them no good; it does them harm. f 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. One word in reply |} 
to my friend from Georgia. Iam not willing that | 
he shall assume to be a better friend of Nashville | 
than I am. Ihave no doubt he is a good friend | 


| 
i 
| 


| apply to: ‘Tennessee; and the same arguments 


-arrest it and recede. Why, sir, this is the Settled 


| said so; I have not read the bill; and yet the 


toit; but if he will be as friendly to Nashville as | 


the Government has been to Savannah, thatis.all | 
Task: - He assumes that I have argued, because. | 
Kentucky has got so much, Tennessee ought to 
have it: “That is not the position I occupy. Ido 
not say, and never said, that Kentucky was not 
entitles to receive all she has got. I believe she! 
is entitled to it; but Isay the same arguments 
which induced the past legislation of the country 
in making these- appropriations for Kentucky, | 


which led Congress to make these appropriations 
for Georgia, ought to lead them to make them for 
Tennessee. That-is what I said, and no more. 
Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President 
Mr. HUNTER. May I notappeal tothe Sen- : 
ator in charge of the amendment to let us vote | 
upon it? | 
H 


Mr. SEWARD. After a very brief explana- į 
tion a vote may be taken. I was going to shy | 
that the proper way to pass the amendment was | 
to vote for it, and not speak on it, but it is per- ! 
haps proper and duc to myself that I should say | 
a word or two. The argument against this; 
amendment proceeds upon two.grounds, each of 
which I deem very erroneous. The very able, | 
ingenious, amusing, and instructive argument of 
the learned and honorable Senator from Ken- 
tueky, seems to proceed on the ground that this 
isa new policy, and that it is m our power to 


policy of this Governmerit. It cannot be changed 
today. Although you might arrest it to-day, 
three months hence it would go on again. Only 
a year ago the Congress of the United States 
made appropriations for completing buildings of 
this character at Mobile, Alabama; Cincinnati, | 
Ohio; Louisville, Kentucky; Bangor, Maine; 
Bath, Maine; Wilmington, Delaware; Provi- 
dence, Rhode Island; Savannah, Georgia; New 
Orleans, Louisiana; Charleston, South Carolina; 
Richmond, Virginia; Waldoboro, Maine; Pitts- | 
burg, Pennsylvania; Pontotoc, Mississippi; Mari- 
etta, Ohio; San Francisco, California. It is idle 
to suppose for a moment that, when you have 
begun this system and extended its bencfits and 
convenicnees and advantages over so large a 
number of the States, and when it has already 
been incorporated into the administration of the | 
Government, in nearly all the States, you can | 
now recede from it. The honorable Senator from 
Kentucky has sat silent in his seat to-day, and 
but for this amendment would have voted for the 
original bill as it came from the House of Rep- 
resentatives; and yet it contains twenty-one dis- 
tinet appropriations for objects of the same kind 
scattered throughout the different States of the 
Union; and so of every other opponent of the 
amendment. 

Mr. CRIVPTENDEN,. The gentlemanassumes 
that I would have voted for this bill. l have not | 


gentleman assumes to say that I would vote for it. 

Mr. SEWARD. I assumed it because it is a | 
bill which, according to the custom of the Senate, 
is not read at all, and passes without objection. 
The honorable Senator says I misunderstood his ! 
vurpose. ‘Then I of course retract the observation. 
But I myself should have voted for the bill as it 
was, if it had not been my business to examine 
it, as a member of the Committee on Commerce. 
I found in it appropriations to the number of 
twenty-one, and to the amount of one and a half 
miflion of dollars, for objects similar to those 
which I have proposed by my amendinent. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I wil] ask my colleague 
of the Committce on Commerce if the bill, as it 
comes from the House of Representatives, con- 
tains this number of propositions for originatin 
buildings ? 

Mr. SEWARD. No, sir. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, . These are mere continua- 
tions of formér appropriations, to complete build- 
ings already authorized. 

Mr. SEWARD. Most of them are to complete | 
buildings already commenced; but for Baltimore 
and Philadelphia the appropriations proposed in 
the bill are to purchase sites. However, what! 
are new custom-houses now will be old custom- 
houses to-morrow. I intended to pursue this | 
line of argument no further than to show that | 
this policy was nota new one, not an innovation, `: 
but a settled one, from which the Government is į 
not neey to depart—from which neither the: 
House of Representatives, nor the Senate, nor i 


v 


i 
t 
i 
i 
i 
Í 
i 
i 
i 
! 
| 
| 
i 
H 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
| 
d! 
H 
i 
i 
| 
j 
| 


i 
i 
Í 
i 


the executive department, has manifested any 
inclination to depart. aoe 

But, Mr. President, this policy is stigmatized 
as being extravagant. It is said by some that 
these appropriations are unnecessary—that these 
edifices are unnecessary; by others, that they are 


| altogether extravagant where they might be neces- 


gary or useful. The object of these appropria- 
tions is to construct buildings that shall be fire- 
proof, and such as the Governmént ought to have 
for the safety of its records and papers and treas: 
ury. Extravagance is a comparative thing. Yes- 
terday we all agreed that it was very proper to 
be liberal, grand, munificent, magnificent in the 
erection of the Capitol of the United States; and 
yet I might have risen and objected to the appro- 
priation then under discussion, on the ground that 
I could hire accommodations for the Senate and 
House of Representatives, and their committees, 
for less than half the interest of the money which 
the Capitol would cost. This is simply a question 
between town and country. Here, in the Federal 
capital, we make the drains. and -sewers for the 
people; we plant the trees; we light the city. In 
the large cities of the sea-board, as New York, 
Baltimore, New Orleans, we appropriate millions 
for public edifices. When we get into the smaller 
cities, the capitals and principal cities of inte- 
rior States, we begin to practice economy as if 
there were no extravagance in the accommoda- 
tions which we give to the public in the great cities. 

The first appropriation asked in this amend- 
ment is for Portsmouth, the only seaport in the 
State of New Hampshire, a city in which there is 
a fort and a navy-yard. The second is for Nash- 
ville, the principal town in the State of Tennessee. 
The third is for Ogdensburg, the point of connec- 
tion between steamboats on all the lakes and the 
steam-engine on railroads with Boston and all 
the East. The next is Georgetown, the head of 
navigation on the Potomac, and the port at the 
national capital. Nobody has objected to any 
expenditure for building a court-house in the city 
of Vashington on a liberal scale; but the moment 
you get across Rock creek, and so far into the 
suburbs, this principle of economy applies. So 
it is with the rest of these towns. Springfield is 
the capital of the State of Ilinois—Galena the 
place of a large exportation of lead—Dubuque 

the point of crossing the Father of Waters for 
the great line of railroad from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific ocean. 

With regard to the State of Vermont, what is 
asked for her is less. than a quarter of what is 
appropriated in the same bill for a court-house 
in the city of Charleston. There are cities here 
which have a population equal to Charleston and 
others, for which there are a quarter of a million 
or half a million appropriations, and itis deemed 
extravagant to favor them with a tithe of these 
large sums. It would seem as if it were thought 
right to crect custom-houses, court-houses, and 
post offices on the Atlantic sea-shore, and as if 
it were a duty to suppress all public expenditures 
in the States lying in the valley of the Missis- 
sippi, or on the slope of the Alleghany Mount- 
ains. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

Mr. HUNTER. Now I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the amendment as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
Senator from Louisiana move to strike out? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I will withdraw my mo- 
tion, and let the vote be taken on the entire 
amendment of the Committee on Commerce at 
once. If that be voted down, there will be no 
necessity for my motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ADAMS. I have an amendment to offer 
to the amendment: 

Provided, That no money shall be expended under this 
act for the erection of a custom-house where the duties 
collected do not equal the expenses of collection. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 
Mr. FISH. I have paired off with the Senator 
from Alabama, [Mr. Firzrarricx,] who is indis- 
posed, upon the vote on this question. 1 should 
vote in the affirmative, if I were at liberty to do 
50. 
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The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
Mr. Sewarp’s amendment as: amended, resulted 
—yeas 22, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell of New- Hampshire, Bell of Ten- 
nessee, Collamer, Dodge, Douglas, Foot, Foster, Geyer, 
Male, Harlan, James, Jones of lowa, Jones of ‘Tennessee, 
Pugh, Seward, Thompson of Kentucky, Thomson of New 
Jersey, Trumbull, Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Wright—2. 

NAYS—Messrs, Adams, Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, Big- 
ler, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Casa, Clay, Clayton, 
Crittenden, Houston, Hunter, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, 
Pratt, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Toombs, and Yulee—24. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. SEWARD. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to offer a further amendment, 
to strike out the clause: 

For flagging the side-walks and all the areas, terrace, 
curb-stone for three streets, building three vaults, and com- 
pleting the stone balustrade of the custom-house at Cin- 
einnati, Ohio, $20,609 90. 

And in lieu of it insert: 


For completing the custom-house and post office building 
at Cincinnati, Ohio, with all necessary additions, append- 
ages, and accommodations, $35,000. 

That becomes necessary to supply an omission 
made by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HUNTER. It is according to estimate, 
I believe. 

Mr. PUGH. I can explain in a moment. The 
House bill contains an appropriation for flagging 
the sidewalks, areas, terrace, and so forth, to an 
amount not exceeding $20,000; but the House 
committee, by some oversight, I presume, omit- 
ted some part of the estimate. My colleague in 
the House from that district [Mr. Harrison} was 
to have moved an amendment, but he happened 
to be out of the House. I have an estimate, but 
I do not know that it is necessary to read it. 

Several Senarors. Oh, no! 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. I desire to 
offer an amendment, which was presented in the 
House of Representatives as a bill and placed on 
the Calendar, so that it cannot be reached there. 
Tt has been recommended by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and is, I think, entitled to great con- 
sideration at this time. Itis for the purpose of 
erecting a building for the custom-house and post 
office at Perth Amboy, the largest collection dis- 
trict in the State of New Jersey. For that object 
Task that the sum of $20,000, with ten per cent. 
for contingencies, and as much as may be neces- 
sary to purchase a site, beappropriated. I offer 
the amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
or commence it? 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. Let my 
amendment be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

And beit further enacted, That the sum of $20,000, with 
ten per cent. thereon to cover contingencies, and so much 
as may be required to purchase a suitable site, be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the construction in 
the city of Perth Amboy, in the State of New Jersey, for 
the accommodation of a custom-house and post office, ofa 
brick building perfectly fire-proof, with floors constructed 
of iron beams and brick arches, and an iron roof of forty- 
five by thirty-two feet, and thirty-two feet high: Provided, 
That no money hercby appropriated shall be used orapplied 
for the purpose mentione: until a valid title to the land for 
the site of said building shall be vested in the United States, 
and until the State of New Jersey shall also duly relinquish 
and release to the United States the right to tax or in any 
way assess suid site, or the property of the United States 
that may he thereon, during the time that the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof. 


Mr. HUNTER. Does that come from a com- 
mittee? 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. It was 
reported by the Committee on Commerce in the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. HUNTER. Not here? 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. No, sir. 

Mr. CLAY. I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate to the fact, that this appropriation of 
$22,000.is merely for the purchase of a site, and 
if we buy the site we must expect to expend 
$100,000 for building a custom-house and post 
office. 

Mr. HUNTER. I rise to a question of order, 
as it does not come from a committee. 

Mr. SEWARD. Itis nota private claim. It 
is an improvement connected with the adminis- 
tration of the revenue, and any Senator has a 
right to move it. Itis nota private claim, but a 
public matter. = 

The PRESIDENT pro tempure. The Chair is 


Is the estimate to complete 


| the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


ander the impression that the amendment is in 
j order. 

Mr. MALLORY. I offer the following amend- 
merit to the amendment: 

That the President of the United States cause to be con- 
structed at Key West, Florida, a suitable buitding for the 
accommodation of the district court of the United States 
for the southern district of Florida, and that the sum of 
$8,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for this 
purpose out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 

Mr. SEWARD. I beg to ask the honorable 
mover of this proposition whether, in case his 
amendment be adopted by the Senate, the amend- 
ment as amended will receive his vote? 

Mr.MALLORY. That question is not perti- 
nent to the issue here. I beg leave to say, in rela- 
tion to my amendment, that it ig in the exact 
words of a bill which has been reported by the 
Committee on the Judiciary, I believe, on two 
| different occasions. I will vote for.a court-house 
| at Key West because we have been paying rent 
for a great many years at $360 per annum; and 
the sum of $8,000 will build a court-house, and I 
presume it will be cheaper. I will vote for this 
amendment. 

Mr. SEWARD. Then I beg leave to ask the 
honorable Senator a question more pertinent. 
The United States have been paying rent to me 
for a court-house in the city where I live for the 
! last ten years. I ask, whether the Senator will 
| agree to build a court-house in that town instead H 
of being lessee under a man so disloyal as I am 
said to be? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HUNTER. Is the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Florida in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
wishes to ask, in regard to the original amend- 
ment, whether it is estimated for by one of the 
Departments, or reported by a standing commit- 
tee? 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. I under- 
stand it was recommended by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and the recommendation is in the 
possession of the chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce in the House, [Mr. Wasusurne, of 
Illinois,] who says he cannot lay his hands on it. 
It was reported unanimously from the Committee’ 
on Commerce in the House. Their bill has gone 
on the Calendar of the House, and will not be 
reached at this session. I have not the recom- 
mendation or estimate of the Secretary of the 
Treasury in my possession. | 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been |j 
the uniform practice to require the reading of the 
estimate of the Dopartment. The Chair is under 
the impression that this amendment is not in 
order according to the rule. The original amend- 
ment being out of order, the proposition of the 
Senator from Florida, as an amendment to it, 
cannot be éntertained. 


Mr. ADAMS. I wish to*offer the following | 
amendment as a new section: 


And be it further enacted, That from and after the com- 
mencement of the present fiscal year, the annual compen- 
sation of the clerks of the first class in the Exceutive De- 
partments of the Government shall be the same as that 
allowed to the second ciass, to be paid out of any money in 


i 


Mr. HUNTER. This is a proposition to raise 
the salary of the first-class clerks from $1,200 to 
$1,400 a ycar. Wecannot go into the subject of | 
their classification on this bill at this time of the | 
session. I hope the Senate will postpone it until | 
the next session. 

Mr. ADAMS. I do not wish to raise a diseus- 
i sion. I only want a vote of the Senate. Iam} 
| perfectly convinced that there is no difference in 
! fact in the value of the services or the amount of | 
| labor between these two classes, and I want to 
| put them on an equality. 
| . The amendment was rejected. | 


| Mr. BAYARD. Lam instructed by the Com- || 
| mittee on Public Buildings to move an amend- i 
ment, to insert after the appropriation for the 
Treasury extension: , | 
For continuing the Capitol extension, $750,000. 
| There is no appropriation in any of the bills || 
this year for continuing the Capitol extension. i 
| The reagon-of that omission grows out of the |} 
fact that, at the time when the regular estimates | 
| were sent in, there was a large fund on hand, and | 
the engineer in charge of the building could not |! 
say, in his own judgment, what he thought would 
be'a proper appropriation for the next fiscal year. 


| Subsequently to that he became ver 


| attention to the estimate. . The estimate was si 


prolonged -illness prevented : him: from pa: 


in last Saturday, I think, tothe Department; 
came to us only yesterday morning, with a mes- 
sage from the President. The. present state of. 
the fund is, that. there is only money ‘enongh.to 
carry on the work for the present month: This 
estimate is founded ona correct calculation of the 
probable cost of. the whole building, and is: the 
least sum requisite for. this year, oe 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. BAYARD. I have another amendment - 
from the Committee on Public Buildings, to.come 
in after the one just adopted: : 

* For continuing the grading and planting with trees the 
unimproved portions of the Mall, $10,000. hee 

This estimate was sentin at the commencement 
of the session by the Secretary of the Interior. 


The appropriation was divided, and part of it-put 


in the deficiency bill. The Committee on Publie 
Buildings considered that, in the deficiency bill, 
it was too much to ask for the whole sum. -It 
was not all requisite then, and we recommended 
one half. That was passed in the deficiency bill. 
For what reason I know not, the residue; which 
was necessary for theimprovement ofthe grounds, 
and to prevent the waste of what has been pre- 
viously appropriated during the last session, has 
not been included by the House in this bill, It 
came in the regular estimates; and the Commis- 
sioner of Public Buildings and the engineer in 
charge of the grading of the grounds say, that 
what has been expended will be lost; the drainage 
being insufficient, if this appropriation ‘be not 
made. re 
The amendment was agreed to, + oa 


Mr. BAYARD. I have another amendment 
from the same committee: i 

For continuing the construction of the Washington aque~ 
duct, $500,000. i RS 

Mr. HUNTER. Tamas mucha friend of that. 
work as anybody; but we have tried the House - 
sufficiently on it. We know what we have be- 
fore us, and the little time we have for carryin 
the bill through. There is no sort of chance of 
succecding with this item. We tried it on the 


| deficiency bill, and had to give it up in the com- 
| mittee of conference. 


If there were any chances 
I would vote for it with pleasure; .but there is ho 
chance, and it will only embarrags. the bill, which 
is very heavy already. Stag és 
Mr. BAYARD. I will state the reason forthe 

amendment very briefly. There is no harmin 
presenting such an amendment to the House; 
and if they object to it it can be withdrawn. The 
Congress of the United States authorized a former 
President, Mr. Fillmore, to select. between two 
plans for supplying the city of Washington with 
water. He had both plans beforé him. He ap- 
proved that which proposed to bring thé water 
by an aqueduct from the Great Falls of the Po~ 
iomac, After this was done, the Congress of 
the United States had a bill before them, and after 
full discussion appropriated $250,000 for the pur- 

ose of going on with the work. We commenced 
it, and have gone into it under these circum- 
stances. Nearly all the land has been bought, 
and contracts have been made. with contractors. 
It is true that, in most cases, these contracts: are 
contingent on the appropriation being made, and, 
therefore, the loss will fall on the contractors, and 
noton the Government; but it will fall on men 
who have made their preparations under the sup- 

osition that Congress would not be so mutable 
in its character as to abandon a public work after 
having determined on it a few sessions ago, and 
after having expended $250,000 on it. . 

As tothe charges of extravagance connected with 
this work, there is nothing in them at all. The 
question of the proper plan and the difference in 
cost of a work of this sort, and any other mode 
in which it could be done, was determined delib- 
erately by Congress, having all the information 
before. them when they made the appropriation 
of $250,000. Since that time the work has been 
done within the estimates then given. It is not 
going to costmore. I cannot perceiveany reason . 
why we. should now abandon it. , 

Now, sir,why should we not supply the city .of 

Washington with water to the extent proposed ? 
It is not on account of the people of Washing- 
ton. We own more than one half in value of the 
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pr pe yin-the city of Washington. The 
lie buildings amount'to ‘more than one ‘half 
‘the value of property:here; They are all exempted 
from taxation. You cannot expect, under these 


eireumstarices, that the.city shall constructa work | 


his kind... It-is not in contemplation to dis- 
tribute this. water to' the: inhabitants of Washing- 
ons. Thats to be done: by the people through 
their own taxation.” -All ‘that is contemplated 1s 
to bring it into the capital, and supply the public 
buildings, which it is necessary should be sup- 

lied with water... All other distribution of water 
- ig:to bedone atthe expense of the citizens of 
‘Washington’ F think it not unreasonable, ih 
view of.the fact that the people of Washington 
are deprived of the power of taxation over more 
than one half the property within the city, that 
we should take the Initiative in this measure. 
Water is necessary not only for the gentlemen 
around me, and future members of Congress, but 
for all the employés of the Government within 
the city, and for the protection of the public prop- 
erty... [think the work is absolutely requisite in 
some shape. It is:incumbent on the Government 
to make it. Congress. have determined ona par- 
ticular plan; they have made appropriations for 
it; the estimates have not been exceeded; and 
why should Congress, with a mutability which 
I think reflects:no credit.on them, undo all they 
have done, and throw it to the winds? I think 
the appropriation should be made by the Senate; 
and.if the -ouse reject it, of course £ do not say 
it is a matter to be insisted upon to the hazard of 
the bill. 

Mr. PRATT. There is a question of good 
faith involved in this proposition which I wish 
simply to present, for the consideration of the 
Senate. The President of the United States was 
invited to ask the acquiescence of Maryland in 
the appropriation of a portion of her territory to 
the construction of this work. The Legislature of 
Maryland passed a law, by which she authorized 
the condemnation of the land ofcitizens of Mary- 
land, for the purpose of constructing this work. 
Now, so fur as you have gone, there are immense 
pits dug for putting down the pipes,which are left 
open, the intention being to fill them up after the 
Pipes were laid. Here is a man’s estate through 
which you have dug an immense ditch, over which 
he cannot go. 

There is a question of good faith towards one 
of the States of the Union, involved in this ap- 
propriation. I think no member of the Senate 
will say that, after you have asked the State of 
Maryland to acquiesce in having her territory 
appropriated for this purpose, you should leave 
her citizens without a remedy in the position in 
which you would leave them, by refusing such 
an appropriation as this. [think every consid- 
eration should induce us all to vote for this 
amendment, and L ask for the yeas and nays on 
It. Ea 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The objection made by my 
friend from Virginia to this appropriation is, that 
the House will not agree to it, That may be, but 
I do not sce that it furnishes a reason why, if the 
Senateis in favor of the appropriation, it should 
not pass it. On the contrary, I think it is due to 
ourselves, if we really believe this great work 
should progress, to express our opinion as firmly 
and decidedly as the House. I would not lose 
the appropriation bill for it; but I would express 
the opinion of the Senate. 
entertain the opinion that the work should pro- 
gress, let the House understand it so. If not, 
hereafter it may be contended by them that we 
have abandoned it, and given it up. I would 
make the claim of right; and if we lose it after 
having done our duty, we can renew the appli- 
cation hereafter, with perhaps better success. 

Mr. HUNTER. My opinion is, that the 
oftener we get the project beaten, the worse chance 
it has. think it will be certainly beaten if we 
put it here. We may have some chance by de- 
ferring it. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

At first Mr. Hower declined to vote; but be- 
fore the result was announced, he said: I suppose 
I ought to vote. I am for the work and T will 
vote fay.” 

The result was announced—ycas 39, nays 6, 
as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell of New Hampshire, 


If the Senate really j 
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i Douglas, Durkee; Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer; 


Bell of Tennessee, Béfijaniin, Bigler; Bright, Brodhead, 
Brown, Butler, Cass, Clay, Clayton, Collamer, Grittenden, 
Hale, Harlan, 
Houston, Hunter, Jones of Iowa, Jones of Tennessee, 
Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Sebastian, Seward, Stideli, 
Toombs, Trumbull, Weller, Wright, and Yulee—39. 

NAYS+—Messrs Adams, Biggs, Pugh, Reid, Wade, and 
Wilson—6. i ery 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BAYARD. Ihave one moreamendment 
from the Committee on Public Buildings. It is: 

For continuing the construction of the new dome 
$100,000. E 

This is founded upon an estimate sent in from 
the. Department. The old dome is down, and 
one must be constructed in some way. The dome 
which has been designed by the architect, I un- 
derstand, is not exactly to the taste of the Secre- 
tary of War; but it meets the united approbation 
of the architect and constructor. It has been 
the study of years. They have made some slight 
alterations in the proportions, not departing from 
the original design. As far as an tuninstructed 
taste can go, looking atit on paper and in the 
model, I think it will strike every one as admi- 
rably appropriate to the Capitol when finished, 
and as beautifuily proportioned. We must have 
some dome. The architect designed this one; 
and Congress chose at a former session to adopt 
it. There has been no material alteration in it. 
It will take many years to complete it. It is to 
be made of cast iron. This appropriation will go 
to the extent of making some of the castings. I 
can see no reason why we should not make an 
appropriation at this session. It is not an ex- 
travagant amount. I have heard complaints made 
that this dome was to cost a million of dollars. 
Be itso. We cannot construct a highly orna- 
mental dome except at a large cost of money. 
Congress themselves originated this measure. It 
did not spring from the Department. It sprang 
from a member of Congress, and was ratified by 
both Houses at the last session. The old dome 
is down. You cannot let the building stand as 
it is; you must have some other dome. Do you 
expect to have a better one than thearchitect has 
designed, after a study of years, the constructor 
fully agreeing with him? I admit that the Secre- 
tary of War differs from them, and thinks a some- 
what different kind of dome might be erected; but 
I do not believe the Secretary of War’s judgment 
ina matter of that kind, though he isa gentleman 
of great taste, ought to be taken against the united 
opinion of the constructor and architect. As far as 
my own judgment can go, it accords with theirs. 
I judge, of course, from the model and design. I 
ean see no objection whatever to making this ap- 
propriation, As I said before, unless gentlemen 
determine that they wiillemploy some other artist 
to do the work in some other mode, arthat Con- 
gress will undertake (an assembly of heteroge- 
neous tastes, ag it 
other strueture in lieu of the design made by the 
person to whom you intrust matters ofthat kind, 

see no reason why the present appropriation 
should not be made. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


I am not willing to commit 


this Government to the erection of a dome which | 


is to cost a million and a quarter of dollars, until 
we have had some examination of the subject. T 
think it ought to be postponed until the next ses- 
sion, 
Committee of Ways and Means of the House. 
They determined to refuse the appropriation until 
there could be a further examination. The cost 
was what struck and astonished them. I con- 
fess it does seem to me to be too large. Idonot 
say that 1 should not vote for that amount if it | 
be found to be necessary; but { am not convinced 
that so large a sum is necessary. I think we had 
better postpone it until the next session, which 
is only three or four months off. 

Mr. BAYARD. That of course must depend : 
on the sense of the Senate; I can only give my 
own views. Isee no reason for postponing it. 
It has been suggested, that the new dome cannot | 
be sustained by the walls. Thatis an idle report. 
The enginecr in charge shows that, in proportion 
to the weight of the dome and the power of the | 
walls to sustain tnat weight, the new dome of 
the Capitol will be better sustained than similar 
structures in Europe. The pressure of most of 
the domes in the large buildings in Europe, with 
which he is familiar, is much greater than this. 
The Weight of this dome will be about fifteen | 


flways must be) to fix some | 


I understand that was the action of the | 


million pounds, and the pressure. ten thousand 
pounds to the square foot. He gives..mary in- 
stances in which the pressure to the square foot 
in the walls is even thirty thousand pounds,with 


‘stone more easily crushed than the sand stone of 


which the Capitol is built. That point is settled 
by the report of the constructor. The only. ques- 
tion is, what will the dome cost? No estimate 
was sent. in when Congress chose to adopt. it: 
You are béund to construct it. The dome is to 
be constructed of cast iron, and in that mode it 
will be made more cheaply and beautifully than 
the domes of similar buildings abroad.” The 
material is lighter and cheaper. | 

I can see no reason for delay. Why? To have 
an-estimate of the whole extent of the cost. Will 
you let the Capitol stand in this way, without a 
dome, or will you putena dome as disfiguring 
as the old one was? If youdo not mean to do 
either, do you mean to consult a paltry economy, 
and say, after the artist employed, who is a 
man unquestionably of a high order of genius, 
has designed this dome, that he shall be restricted 
in carrying out the plan? J think any man who 
will take the trouble to look atthe model and 


| drawings, so far as you can judge before erection 


from an exhibition of that kind,will say the dome 
is admirably proportioned to the. Capitol, and 
will make this one of the most superbly ordered. 
buildings in the world. I am. not disposed to 
count the mere question of cost, whether the 
expense shall be a few thousands or hundred of 
thousands of dollars more or less, when we are 
erecting public edifices of this kind, belonging to 
the whole people of the United States. 

Sir, the architecture of a nation is the evidence 
of its civilization. We are not to suppose that 
splendor of architecture is incompatible with re- 
publican institutions. That would be to suppose 
that a Republic was unfit for a high state of civ- 
ilization. I do not hold to that doctrine. I 
believe we may be thoroughly republican and 
self-governed, and yet, that our public architect- 
ure may be of a very high order, particularly the 
Capitol of the Union, where the majesty of the 
people is represented. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Four o’clock 
having arrived, the Senate will, in pursuance of 
the order made this morning, take a recess until 
six o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at six o’clock. 
CLERK TO THE COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. As there is but a thin 
Senate, l ask leave to offer a resolution, which has 
the sanction of the Committee on Contingent 
Expenses: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate continue to 
pay to the clerk of the Committee on Clans the same 
rate of compensation annually, hereafter, that he has here 
tofore received. 

Mr. TOOMBS and Mr. HALE objected. 

Mr. BRODITEAD. I will explain. ‘There 
are but two committee clerks continued during 
the year—the clerks to the Committee on Finance, 
and to the Committee on Claims. We have now 
referred to the Committee on Claims all cases 
coming from the Court of Claims. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iam content. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. 1 have submitted it to the 
chairman of the Committee on Contingent Ex- 
penses, (Mr. Eyans,] and he says it is right. 

Mr. HALE. If there is anything peculiar in 
this case, I do not object; but if it is to be a gen- 
eral system, I must insist on the objection. 

Mr.BRODHEAD. Judge Evans entertained 
some doubt under thé resolution by which he has 
been paid for the last seven years; and so it is 
necessary to pass this resolution. g 

Mr. HALE. I withdraw the objection in this 
case, 

The resolution was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. No. 301) authorizing the es- 
tablishment of a Navy depot on Blythe Island, 
at Brunswick, on the coast of Georgia, and for 
other purposes, was, on motion by Mr. Toomes, 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


DES MOINES RAPIDS VETO. 
Mr, BROWN. Mr. President, yesterday a 


1856. 


vote was taken on the Des Moine 


proper they should have that Opportunity, and 
move a recon- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WELLER 
in the chair.) That motion can only be enter- 
tained by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BROWN. It is a privileged motion. I 
can make the motion at any time; but it cannot 
come up at any time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
will be entered, 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. REID, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, to whom was referred the me- 
morial of the heirs of Isaac Shelby, submitted a 
report, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 458) pro- 
viding payment for the revolutionary services 
of Colonel Isaac Shelby; which was read, and 
passed to a second reading. The report was or- 
dered to be printed. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PUGH asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to bring in a bill (S. No. 459) to 
authorize writs of error in all cases prosecuted 
by indictment; which was read the first and 
second times by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the’ Judiciary. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Barcray, Assistant Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills of 
the Senate without amendment: 

S. No. 111. An act providing for a necessary 
increase and better organization of the medical 
and hospital department of the Army. 

S. No. 381. An act to amend the acts regu- 
lating the fees, costs, and other judicial expenses 
of the Government in the States, Territories, and 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

Also, that they had passed the bill of the Sen- 
ate (No. 398) to regulate the compensation of 
members of Congress, with amendments. 

Also, that the House insisted on their disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. No. 71) making appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with the various Indian tribes for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1857, insisted on by the Senate; 
agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and 
appointed Mr. James H. Campsent, of Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. James L. Org, of South Carolina, and 
Mr. Bexsamin Prinexe, of New York, the com- 
mittee on their part. 

Also, that the House insisted on their amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. No. 202) making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial expenses of the Government for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1857, and for other pur- 
poses; and on their amendments to the amend- 
ments of the Senate, disagreed to by the Senate; 
agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and ap- 

ointed Mr. Howey Coss, of Georgia, Mr. J. 

. Gippines, of Ohio, and Mr. J. C. KUNKEL, of 

Pennsylvania, the committce on their part. 


WIDOW OF GENERAL HAMER. 
Mr. PUGH. Task the Senate to take upa 


bill which was lost by an adjournment last week, 
on an objection having been made by my friend 
from Alabama, [Mr. Cuay.] I have conferred 
with the Senator, and he has authorized me to 
say he has no objection to it. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 
No. 423) for the relicf of Katherine M. Hamer, 
widow of the iate General Thomas L. Hamer. 


|| per centum on lands which were never sold. 


li this is about to pass, with 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R..No. 
201) making appropriations for certain civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1857; the ending question 
being on Mr. Bayarp’s amendment making an 
| appropriation for the new dome of the Capitol. 
| Mr. BROWN. The Senator from Delaware | 
is here, and doubtless wishes to be present when 
the discussion of that subject will come up. If 
it meets the concurrence of the Senate, I move 
i that we pass over that amendment informally, 
and proceed to the consideration of others which 
may be offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That course 
will be pursued, if there be no objection. The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. BROWN. I offer the following: 

And be it further enacted, That the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office be, and he is hereby, required to state 
an account between the United States and the State of 
i Mississippi, for the purpose of ascertaining what sum or 
sums of money are due to said State, heretofore unsettled, 
on account of the public lands in said State, and upon the 
same principles of allowance and settlement as prescribed 
in the “ Act to settle certain accounts between the United 
; States and the State of Alabama,” approved the 2d Mareh, 
1855; and that be be requircd to include in said account 
the several reservations under the various treaties with the 
Chickasaw and Choctaw Indians within the limits of Mis- 
sissippi, and allow and pay to the said State five per centum 
thercon, as in case of other sales, estimating the lands at į 
the value of $1 25 per acre. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said Commis-~ 
sioner shall also state an account between the United 
States and each of the other States upon the same prii- 
ciples, and shall allow and pay to exch State such amount 
as shall thus be found due, estimating all lands and perma- | 
nent reservations at $1 25 per acre. 

That subject was closely examined by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands at this session. ‘The 
Senate passed the bill unanimously. ft went to 
the House of Representatives, where it was re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee—I believe as 
enlightened a committee as any in the House. 
They gave it, as they assure me, very close and 
critical examination, and have been prepared for 
months to report it unanimously; but, under the 
| rules of the House, they have had no opportunity 
to report it, and probably will have none during 
the session. It is a matter of interest to my | 
State, and the other land States. This is the 
reason why I move it as an amendment to this 
bill. 

Mr. TOOMBS. There is no measure which 
has been presented to this Congress that is so 
perfectly unjustifiable in principle, and so large 
and outragcous in its results, as this. It has been 
passed by the Senate, I believe, in another shape. 
The object is, if I am not mistaken in the pro- 
vision, that whenever the Government has given 
away lands, or reserved Indian lands, they must | 
| pay a percentage to the States, as if they were | 
sold. Alabama gotit. That was an exceptional 
case, and I believe that was the reason why the 
Senator from Michigan (Mr. Srvarr] had a 
scheme on hand to pay all the land States. 

Mr. STUART. The Senator refers to a bill 
in regard to which we had some conversation. į 
| This is a different measure. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I understand it is to give five | 


| Mr. STUART. Lands which the Government | 
appropriated to its own use for lidian reserva- 
! tions. i 
| Mr. TOOMBS. This is on the same principle. | 
| Alabama got this percentage for lands in the |j 
| Creek reservation without one partiele of right or || 
Justice. Thatbad precedent jassi, probably as | 
half a dozen of us | 


| present. i 
| The agreement between the General Govern- | 
iment and the new States was, that they should | 
! have five per cent. on the proceeds of the lands | 
i which the Government sold, for roads in and; 


Mr. BROWN. 
ator gets though. 

Mr. TOOMBS. {wish to know now. 

Mr. BROWN. When the State of Mississippi 
came into the Union, it was undera compact with 
the Federal Government that she was to-have five 
per cent. on the net proceeds of the sales of the 
public lands within her limits. : 

Mr. TOOMBS. ‘The same thing is true of 
every land State of the Union. 

Mr. BROWN, She gave up her right to tax 
the land for five years after it was sold. The: 
five per cent. was a consideration to ‘the State for 
not exercising the right of taxation. Now, if the 
Federal Government had thought proper to give 
away every acre of public land in Mississippi to 
the Indians and others, would the Senator from 
Georgia insist that the State had been treated 
fairly? She parted with her right of taxation for 
five years, under the compact, after the land was 
sold, and then she was to have five per cent. of 
the net proceeds. The Federal Government steps 
in and makes a different disposition, of the do- 
main, by which, on a technical point, that the 
lands were not absolutely sold but given away, 
the State is to be deprived of her five per cent. -If 
she executes her part of the contract by not tax- 
ing the lands, and the Federal Government fails 
to execute her contract by not selling them, is 
she not bound to indemnify the State? T insist 
that good faith requires that the Federal Govern- 
ment, having received from the State all the ad- 
vantages to which the compact entitled her, is 
bound to exccute it on her part in good faith. If 
she can take one million acres of land, or halfa 
million, she can take the whole, and give it all 
away on the same principle. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iam not at all mistaken in 
this scheme. Some of the land States have a grand > 
projet. They first vote bounty lands to soldiers; 
then they ask us to pay them a percentage: on 
those lands, the same as if we sold them. The 
compact with Mississippi and Alabama is iden- 
tically the same compact made with Ohio in 1804, 
and made with every new State from [804 to 1850, 
down to the last State that came in. The United 
States gave away large bodies of lands for Indian 
reservations and for military bounty lands. The. 
cotemporaneous exposition has followed the lan- 
guage of the act. When the Government sold 
her public land, she gave five per centum on the 
proceeds to the new States. If she choose to give 
lands away for school or other purposes they 
were not sales. The Government never agreed 
to give the States more than so much. In every 
case they have had more. Five hundred thousand 
acres have been given to each new State, since 


I will explain when the Sèni 


| the grant to Ohio in 1804, for internal improve- 


ments, 

Now, the proposition of the bill of the Senator 
from Michigan is, that the new States shall have 
a percentage on the value of all the lands donated 
by the Government for revolutionary soldiers, and 
Mexican soldiers, and all other soldiers. My 
country did me the tardy justice of paying me 
one hundred and sixty acres of land, which 1 
never got. Now it is proposed to charge the 
United States five per centum on the value of all 
such lands, computed at $1 25 an acre. Isay it 
is wrong in principle; it is atrocious; but, even 
if it were right, it ought not to be put on an ap- 
propriation bill, Let it be brought up fairly on 
its own merits, and discussed. I have been ready 
to discuss it for three months, but it has not been 
brought forward. 

Mr. BROWN. If the Senator had listened to 
what I said, he would have heard that the prop- 
osition was reported by the Committee on Public 
Lands as a separate bill, and parsed by the Senate 
three months ago. : 

Mr. TOOMBS, The Alabama bill was passed; 
but not the rest, I think. : 
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- Mr: BROWN.. This identical provision, word ||. 


‘for word, was passed. ina separate bill. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Then why propose to attach į 
it to. this Appropriation bill? . 
"Mr. BROWN. -Because it has not passed the 
House. ‘ : 

Mre TOOMBS. I think I went home for three | 
weeks in March, and except during that time, I! 
Jhave not been absent for seven hours during this 
session. If the bill.passed at all it must have į 
< peen when I was away, or early in the morning, | 
before I came out of my committee room. I was 
_ watching the bill.. It was an old customer. I 
knew.it was sought to make the Alabama bill a 
precedent, but that passed sub silentio. Itis based 
on-a wrong principle. The idea that the Govern- 
ment of the United States shall pay five per cent. 
. on the proceeds of the lands which they have 
given away to the States for their own purposes, | 
for bounty lands, for education, for deafand dumb, 
and colleges, the same as though these lands were į 
sold by. the United States, is wrong in principle; | 
and. the new States who have received the boun- || 
_ ties of the Government ought to be ashamed to | 
ask it. . It is not fair or just for them to go to the 
common Treasury for it. . 

Mr. BROWN. I hope this amendment is not | 
to be prejudiced by the Senator’s talking about 
what is to be done. Iam asking no such thing 
‘as he is talking of. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iam coming to the principle. 
The Senator announced that, under the compact į 
admitting the new States, beginning as carly as | 
1804, they were entitled to five per cent. of the | 
proceeds of the public lands. I am going on the 
principle of his own argument. 
no where else. 
argued it. The just and true construction of the | 
contract of 1804, which has been extended to all 
the new States as they came into the Union, is, 
as the Senator from Mississippi says, that Gov- 
ernment shall not only pay the percentage on the 
lands sold, but on all which the Government has 
given away, computed at the same rate as if they 
were sold. We made treaties with the Indians 
in Alabama and Mississippiat the earnest request 
and ficrcest menaces of those States. They 

pressed the United States to remove the Indians. 
Phe Government, hard pressed, and desiring to do 
all the justice it could to the new States, would 
not treat for an absolute cession of the Indian 
lands, but made reservations for the benefit of the 
Indians. Speculators and agents, and all the 


} He can put it in | 
He has put it exactly where Ij 


Senate. I have done that myself, from the time 
I have taken a. seat on this floor until to-day; and 
I resolved, a minute ago, that I would never do it 
again.: There is as much time for me to repre- 
sent facts as for anybody else, and I am resolved 
to-do it. : . 

Now, sir, I will undertake to show that the 
argument on which the Senator from Georgia is 
so. confident, is not well founded in one single 
instance. I will undertake to show that:the new 
States, the land States, have resisted the bounty 
land scheme from the beginning. It has been 
forced upon us by the old States. It has been 
forced upon us on the argument that it was nota 
gift. Ican show that the President, a majority 
of the Senate sustaining him, vetoed a bill on the 
ground that Congress had not power to give 
away lands. Those who have forced on us the 
bounty land system have sought to make a dis- 
tinction. They have said that was paying out- 
standing liabilities, and they have contended that 
we had not power to give the land away. That 
has been the foundation of the whole argument 
by which the bounty land system has been 
maintained. 

Now, sir, let it be an open question, standing 
on the Constitution of the United States, and the 
construction of it by the Supreme Court; and I 
‘say the United States cannot hold an acre of land 
in the limits of a State, after the admission of that 
State into this Union. The old States came into 
the Union holding the land within their borders. 
Georgia has been paid a large amount of moncy 
to remove Indians, and extinguish Indian titles. 
I have not the figures to-day; but it was a very 
large amount that the United States paid to 
cose to extinguish Indian titles within that 

State. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Wil you name the consider- 
ation we have given for it? 

Mr. STUART. [say they have paidit. They 
admit a State into the Union, and say, under the 
Constitution it is on an equal footing with the 
original States; and then say, ‘*We will make a 
bargain with you; we have admitted you on an 
equal footing with the original States; you owe 
us a debt of gratitude for taking you into the 
Union; now we want to make a bargain with you; 
we want you to agree never to tax the land which 
we claim within your borders; but as a compen- 
sation for that, we will give you five per cent. on 
the net proceeds of the lands.” 
| Mr. 'TOOMBS. That is not the agreement. 
Mr. STUART. It is in the contract with the 


popie who wanted to make money out of the 
ndians by a short cut, insisted on reserving lands 
for the Indians. Now, they tell us that we must 
pay Alabanm and Migaissippi five per cent. onthe 
very lands which we gave the Indians at the carn- 
est request of those States. Isay that it is not 
just. 

I only desire the Senate of the United States to 
know exactly what they are doing, According 
to this construction of the compact, we are liable 


to pay for every acre of land that was reserved, : 
every acre that was given for military purposes | 
in the Revolution, every acre that was given for |! 


military services in the war of 1812 und in the 
Mexican war. 


upon which it proceeds, involves this Govern- 


ment to an amount not less than $20,000,000. | 
ZT would not care if the amount were $200,000,000, | 


if the demand was a just one; but it is an unjust 
demand. 
all the lands they could, and made the Govern- 
ment pay five per cent. on the proceeds of those 
lands which it sold; then they come here and 
say, you shall treat, asif they were sold, the lands 
which you have chosen to giveaway to the heroes 
of the Revolution and other wars. ‘They asked 
you to give away the common property which 
was won by the common blood and the common 
treasure: they ask you to charge the Treasury 
with five per cent. on the thousands and hundreds 
of thousands of bounty land warrants which you 
have scattered over the country. I say it is 
unjust, and it ought not to be sanctioned for a 
moment. 


Mr. STUART. 
pened in the Senate, that propositions have come 
up and been discussed for a few moments, and 
positions taken and facts assumed without the 
slightest foundation, which have been permitted 
to pass off for fear of consuming the time of the 


The adoption of the amendment | 
of the Senator from Mississippi, on the principle | 


In the first place, the new States got i 


It hag not unfrequently hap-: 


| Mr. STUART. 


il 


| State of Michigan, 

| Mr TOOMBS. Never. 

| Mr. STUART. I will not dispute about the 

‘i matter. L will tum to the books and show it. 

if Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator says, ‘never to 

if tax the land.” [say there is no such agreement. 

I ‘There is a limitation. 

| Mr. STUART. There was never any limita- 

‘tion. ‘Phe language is, that as long as the lands 
belong to the United States they shall not be 

taxed, i 

! Mr, TOOMBS. Ah, that is it. 

1 Mr. STUART. I said they were not to tax 

| the lands of the United States, When the United 

|| States sell them, they are no longer their lands. 

i| This is the contract. The United States said, 

i| “we will give you five per cent. of the net pro- 

eceds.”? By and by they say they have con- 

i| cluded to give away the lands. We ask, where 
is our side of the bargain—the five percent. We 


{ 
l! it mean that? Ihave shown, in the first place, 
ii that the Senate has sustained the President in 
“deciding that you have no power to give away 
u the public lands. He vetoed a bill, placing it on 
© that ground alone, (ahd the Senate sustained him,) 

: that Congress does not possess the power to give 

; away the public lands. Thatsame President has 


i! approved all these bounty land bills, and the | 


| Senate passed them. Then the bounty land which 


‘has been given by the Congress of the United | 


States, has been for a consideration to the United 
» States. 
Mr. BUTLER. Willthe gentleman allow me 


to ask him in what case the President decided 


that we could not give the lands away? 

I said the President vetoed a 
bill granting land to the new States, for the ben- 
efitpf the indigent insane, and put it on the ground 


rare told, ‘foh! that only means after the United | 
f States get the money.” Now, Mr. President, does 


that Congress had not power'to give away the 
lands, and it was argued at length. - 

Mr. BUTLER, It ought to be added in fair- 
ness, that one point of his proposition was, that 
you had no right to give them away, and especi- 
ally no right to indicate the purpose to which the 
States should apply them. Í 3 

Mr. STUART. 1 know what the argument 
was; but one ground of the veto message was, 
that Congress had not the power. The other was, 
that, if they had the power, that was a very bad 
object to devote the lands to. That, however, is 
notthis question. Here Congress has made trea- 
ties with Indian tribes, and has given those Indians 
permanent. possession of lands. Was it not for 
aconsideration? Did not Congress make its own 
bargain? Where is the difference, I should like 
to know, between giving the Indians a permanent 
reservation for an equivalent, and selling them 
that land for $1 25 an acre? Whether Congress 
makes a reserve for the Indians of a million of 
acres, and does it in consideration of certain con- 
tracts it makes with the Indians, or sells it to the 
Indians and receives $1 25 an acre, what is the 
difference? Noneatall. The United States have 
a right to make their own disposition of their own 
lands, in their own time, and in their own way. 
Nobody denies that. But,’sir, is it fair—in the 
language of the Senator, is it honest, to—make a 
bargain which, on the face of it, is to give the 
new States five per cent. on all the lands within 
their borders, when Congress shall dispose of 
them, (because that is the meaning,) and then, 
after holding out that as a consideration, to give 
away all the lands within the States? 

This amendment covers a very small sum of 
money in all the States of the Union. I have seen 
the figures; I do not think it amounts to halfa 
million of dollars in all the land States; my opin- 
ion is it does not amount to $300,000. But it is 
assumed that, having made this contract, the Uni- 
ted States have a right to reserve permanently, 
for Indians, just as much land as it chooses within 
the borders of the State without paying the five 

er cent. on those lands. The Senate says the 

nited States have been importuned to make 
these reservations. Importuned by whom? The 
United States make their own treaties with the 
Indian tribes, when and where and how the 
choose, withithout anybody ’s importunities, and, 
so far as I know, against everybody’s importuni- 
ties. They assume the full control over that sub- 
ject. They make their own contracts to suit 
themselves. I think it is bad enough to have an 
Indian tribe within your border any way. I would 
give five per cent., I will guaranty that Mich- 
igan would give five per cent., on all lands which 
the Indians own in that State, to have them 
taken away: I guaranty that Mississippi will do 
the same thing. They are the worst population 
you can have, inevery point of view. The United 
States assume the power, because they own the 
lands, to put them there, and keep them there. I 
do not know any thing about the importunities 
of which the Senator from Georgia speaks. I 
never heard of them. I cannot speak for other 
States than my own. The amount which Michi- 
gan will get under this provision will not exceed 
$100,000. Itis a small matter in comparison, but 
the principle is as important as if it were a million. 

Mr. BIGGS. Will the Senator from Michigan 
indulge mein a question? The compact with the 
new States, that they should have five per cent. on 
the proceeds of the lands in those States, had 
reference to a state of affairs existing at that time. 
Now, how will the Senator answer thig question 
in regard to it? Suppose lands which, at the time 
the compact was made, were selling at $1.25 an 
acre, are now, by the graduation act, reduced to 
twelve and a half cents: would not the same prin- 
ciple apply to give all the new States five per cent. 
on the lands at $1 25, although they may be sub- 
ject to sale under the graduation act at a much 
lower price? 

Mr. STUART, Not at all. I admit the United 
States ha¥e the right, as any land proprietor has, 
to make such terms in the sale of lands as they 
think judicious; but I deny the right to withhold 
the lands from sale entirely, and refuse to give 
compensation to the State under the compact. 
They may put them at three dollars an acre; some 
they have put at $2 50, and others at twelve and 
ahalf cents. That is right. The Senator will 
see that the State is as much interested as the 
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very glad to give away to every actual settler’a 
d, and yield all claim to the 
ve per cent. fund, because the State would receive 
an immediate and great benefit, and the more the 
United States reduce the prices of their lands on 
sale, the more immediately and rapidly is the State 
benefited. But what we are talking about in 
this proposition is reserving land from sale en- 
tirely and in perpetuity, and refusing to allow the 
five per cent. 
This is called now an outrageous proposition; 


‘and, in order to make it outrageous, the Senator 


from Georgia has to fix on the new States that 
osition which the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Brovutean] boasted the old States had forced on 
us, by which he said the old States had got indi- 
rectly their share in the distribution of the public 
lands. He called on Senators over and over again 
to vote for his bounty land law, because it was an 
indirect distribution of the public lands among 
the States. We cannot have the five per cent. on 
reservations permanently made; and the Senator 
from Georgia, in order to make out this proposi- 
tion to be monstrous, charges the new States with 
that scheme, though they resisted it to the death, 
and resisted it all the time. In’ order to excuse 
those who went for it, the President among the 
rest, I repeat—and I intend to repeat itas often as 
I get the opportunity—they put it on the ground 
that there was a consideration for it—that it was 
not a donation, that it was a disposition of the 
lands by a sale—that you had got an equivalent 
out of those who served their country, although 
you were not only giving lands to him who served 
and fought, but to him who ran away ,—all got it. 
You said you had received your consideration for 
it. You said it was constitutional for that reason, 
but would be utterly unconstitutional on any other 
ground. Yet, when you want to make out an 
argument against the land States, you turn round 
and tell us it is a gifi! These gentlemen must 
hangup their argument on one horn of the dilemma 
or the other. Hither their bounty land was fora 
consideration, or, aceording to their doctrine, it 
was unconstitutional—one of the two. 

I do not like this see-saw argument that mecta 
us here at every step. After taking our land 
under the bounty land law, and putting it into 
the hands of speculators; and in the next place, 
after insisting on keeping Indians on the land per- 
manently, you turn round and tell us we have 
had a bencfit by the bounty land law! It is de- 
structive to usin both ways. This proposition does 
not involve the question of bounty land at all; it 
simply applies to permanent Indian reservations. 
But will you tell me that, when the United States 
put it out of their power to sell their lands by 
making Indian reservations permanent, that itis 
not equivalenttoasale? Why, sir, do the United 
States hold the power, under the compact, to turn 
round and say the land shall be kept out of the 
markct forever? Does anybody pretend that! 
Gentlemen must pretend that, and they must sat- 
isfy the country that it is a right pretension, or 
else they cannot maintain their argument. 


prop- 


Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I merely want ! 


to ask two questions in regard to this bill. Ifevery 
act of legislation before the Senate, which is as 
much entitled to go on an appropriation bill as 
this is, should be sought to be put upon it, and if 
all the debates which might legitimately arise on 
such acts are to be had on this amendment, how 
long will it take us to get through with this bill? 
Will it be possible for us to get through with it 
by Monday? Suppose we take all the bills before 
the Senate, and which are as much entitled to be 


put on an appropriation bill as this one, and offer | 


them as amendments, and debate them to the 
extent to which the merits of the question may 
entitle them, is it not manifest that we cannot pass 
the appropriation bills and close the session at the 
time we have appointed? The only chance to get 
through with the business is for the Senate to 
vote down all such propositions, whether they 
are meritorious or not. 
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have not time to inves- i} she held the tide, and as an inducement to 


| was bound to extinguish and scll 


tigate this question, which is a new one to me, 
on an appropriation bill; but I should vote it away 
from here as not appropriate to this bill. If we 
only treat similar amendments in this way we 
shall get along; otherwisc, I do not know where 
this bill is to end. The only means to terminate 
it will be to wear down thc patience and physical 


strength of the Senate, so that they will vote for | 


anything rather than be o 
These are the only means which are left us, unless 
the Senate will exercise some dis 


to this legislation. 


Mr. BROWN. I wish the vigilant chairman 
of the Committee on Finance had raised this 
question a little earlicr on other matters which 


| have gone on the bill. 


Mr. HUNTER. Did I not raise the question 


on the California way debt amendment and others? 


| I was not sustained by the Senate. 


Mr. BROWN. The Senator raised it very 
feebly, with none of his earnest appeals to vote 
down the measure because there was no time to 
consider it. How tong do Senators desire to con- 
sider a measure after it has been here on a report i 


: oa 
of a committee for months, and passed the Senate? | 
> i i 


The same bill passed the Senate last session, and 
time and again. Why,sir, we might not do any- 


| thing if we were to wait until every Senator ex- 


amined every measure and decided whether it 
was right or not. 


f 
i 


H 
kept here any longer. |) 
! its contract; 
saat j 

cretion in regard ! 


I know this amendment is as [i 
{ 


legitimate to this bill as other propositions which | 


have been insertedin the bill.” It isnot a private |. 


claim, but the claim of a State, and a meritorious | 
one. 

Mr. ADAMS. It is not my habit to detain 
the Senate on appropriation bills, and 1 will not | 
detain the Senate more thai a very few moments 
on this question. Ít has been denounced by the 
Senator from Georgia as an iniquitous and unjust į 
claim. If {had time to investigate this subject 
and bring it to the attention of the Senate, [think | 
1 could show, beyond the possibility of doubt, to | 
every man who has not already made up h 
mind, that if there be injustice done anywhere, it 
has been on the part of the Federal Government, 
and that there is no injustice in this claim. 

I will not detain the Senate by going into an 
argument, but I will simply call attention to the 
facts of this case. As has already been stated by 
the Senator from Michigan, when the State of 
Mississippi came into the Federal Union, it was | 


agreed, in the compact between herand the United |! 


States, that the State would never tax any por- 
tion of the lands of the United States so long as | 
the lands belonged to the United States. The | 
United States then owned all the lands except that | 
portion occupied by the Indians, who had the usu- 
fruetand were allowed to occupy the land as long 


Government binding itself, whenever it could be 
properly done, to extinguish the Indian title. 
‘The Senator from Georgia is wholly mistaken 


j: 
{ 
I hope it will be adopted. |i 


in his supposition that the Federal Government |; 


has given these lands to the Indians. 
not given them to the Indians, but sold them to 
the Indians for a consideration—a consideration 
equal to what the State of Mississippi secks now 
to charge the Federal Government with. By treaty 
with the Indians it was agreed to buy from them 


they chose to abandon. _ In violation of the con 
pact with the State of Mississippi, the Feder: 
Government made a contract with the Ladians 
that they might take a fee-simole title to certain 
portions of land, which the Federal Government | 
Thatis nota 
sale for dollars and cents; but ifthe Indians had 
not received that land in lieu of dollars aad cents, 
the Federal Government would have had to pay 
them dollare and cenis for further reservations. 
They satisfied them by conveying to the Indians 
a.fee-simple title. ae 

The Government was bound to extinguish the 
Indian title, and bound by compact to pay five per 
cent. of the proceeds of the lands as a considera- 
tion to the State for never taxing the lands while 


We have | 


| 
i 
i 
i 
l 
H 
i 
| 
i 
i 
H 
i 
| 
i 
{ 


| 


iit is exactly the contrary. 


it 


with the fee-simple 
or a consideration, 
recise value of the | 


mh 


ply with 
and every man who votes against it 
votés for the repudiation of the contract of the 
Federal Government; it is nothing Jess. The 
Senator from Georgia may denounce the prop- 
osition as unjust, but, in my humble judgment, 
do not speak as he 


does, and say the thing is so, or not so; I only 


i give my opinion, My declaration does not make 


l! debts of the Gove 
; always proper 


it more true than the gentleman assuming on the , 
other side that the State of Mississi ppi is asking 
that to which she is not entitled. i she is not 
entitled to it by her compact with the Federal 
Government, she does not want it, or ask it atthe 
hands of this Government. If she is entitled to it, 
and has been kept out of it fifteen or twenty years, 
she asks for it now. Gentlemen may think it is 
not proper, on this bill, to provide for paying the 
tment; but I suppose it is 
| ,» on the appropriation bills, to pro- 
vide for paying the expenses of the Government. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator from Michigan 
set out with the declaration that he would show 
me that my facts and arguments were wrong, and 
not tenable. I do not know that we differ in a 
single fact. I say the construction of this clause 


i of the compact with the new States, as applied 


to every one of them, from Ohio down to the last, 
has been uniform and consistent for fifty years. 


: The interpretation has been, that, on the proceeds 


of ail lands sold, the new States were entitled to 
five per cent.; but we have never regarded the 
giving away of lands as a sale. This proposi- 
ion, in my opinion, has not a leg to stand upon, 


: except the unjust cupidity of the new States who 


m it, 
Mr. CLAYTON, I should be very glad to 
have more time to understand this proposition. 
From what I have heard in regard to it, it does 
not strike me unfavorably. We have heretofore 
passed a law in favor of Alabama, and it is pro- 


i posed to extend the same provisions to other 


States. There is assuredly good reason for it, 
unless there was something wrong in the Ala- 
bama act. F concur with the views expressed by 
the honorable Senator from Virginia; it is a diti- 
cult thing to understand this amendment in all 
its bearings on the short notice given tous. I 
find, however, from the brief examination Í have 


| 
f 
i 
I 
i 
| 
| 
| , ? 2 : : 
|) been able to give the subject, that this amendment 
as the Government thought proper—the Federal i i 
| 
| 
| 
i 


proposes to extend to Mississippi the same been 
clits and advantages which were conferred on the 
State of Alabama by an act approved March 2, 


. 1855. If what is contained in that law be right, 


l certainly stand willing to grant to Mississippi 
everything that has been granted to Alabama; 


: but, on the brief examination that I have been 
: abie to give to the subject, I do not feel sure that 


: that was right. 


I know not under what circum- 


stances that act passed. The whole question is, 


x | what were the terms under which five per cent. 
their right to the occupancy of such portions as | 


of the net proceeds of the public lands was re- 


: served to the’new States? The provision has not 


been read. I will take the case of Alabama for 
instance, (and I believe the same language is used | 


i; in all,) and read the provision in the Alabama 


act: 
‘That five- per cent. of the net proceeds of the landa 
tying Within the said Territory, and which shall be sold by 


Tongr from and after the Ist day of December, 1819, 
ter deducting the expenses incident to such sale, shall 
be reserved, three fifths for making public roads and canals 
iufsaid State, under the direction oï the Legisiature thereof, 
ind two fifths for making a road or roads leading to said 
State, under the direction of Congress.” = 

The only question which strikes me as arising 
here is, are these grants, if you please to call 
them so, or these cessions, whiclr have been re- 
ferred to, adequate sales within thé meaning of 
this clause of the act? I will take the case now 
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of a treaty betwecr 
States. The h 
ment, a right of possession—aright of occupancy 


in the soil, and we have the right of extinguish- ! 


the Indians and the United | 
Indians have, by our acknowledg- :! 


} 


ing that title. The Indians hold the right of oc- | 


cupancy, which can be sold to, and extinguished 
by, the United States, until the United States take 
it into their possession. In making treaties, we 
very often give to the heads of the tribes a sec- 
tion of land, sometimes, very rarely, in perpetuity; 


but most usually the whole title the Indian gets | 
is the same title he had before—he retains the | 


right of occupancy. Now, would you, as a law- 
er, call that a sale by the United States to the 
indians? Ithink not. That strikes me so now; 


but I will not be sure of it, because I see gentle- | 
men, for whose opinions! have great regard, think | 


otherwise, and therefore I would like to have | 


more time to look into the question. 
Mr. ADAMS, 


asaw Indians, in regard to the greater portion of 
the land covered by this amendment, it was pro- 
vided that certain heads of familics should take 


- pegervations in fee, and the rest of the land should | 


be sold by the Government for the benefit of the 
Indians. © The lands were sold, and the proceeds 
applied to the benefit of the Indian nation. 


these lands. ‘he Indians took, as a considera- 
tion for the extinguishment of their usufruct, the 
proceeds of their lands; and there were large 
reservations they received which were never 
sold. . 

Mr. CLAYTON. Now, [ask my friend if he 
would strictly hold that as the sale of a fee-sinple 


interest? It would appear, in that case, the tne: 


dian had, when the treaty was made, a title to the 
usufruct. He gets what? He retains the old tide 
that has never been divested trom him—and 
E ets a new one-—that is to say, the same title 
the 


Twill say, by the permission | 
of the gentleman, that by a treaty with the Chick- | 


The | 


overnment never gave one cent to the State on | 


nited States would have got, if they had ex- | 
tinguished it. Now, if we say the Stutesare en- |) 


titled to five per cent. on the proceeds of that land, | 
it appears to me it would be a percentage on the 
proceeds of land never sold. The chum is to | 


treat this asa sale by construction, and take five |) 
Tt appears to me that the original ; 


per cent. on it. 


meaning of the compact was, that where there | 


was a bone fide sale the new States should have 
five per cent. onthe proceeds; and that, if if wast 
ae ae short of what could be fairly, tech- 
nically, and honorably called a suie, it would be 
dealing hardly on the part of the new States by 
the Union, of which they area portion, to require 
five per centum of the value of those lands, whieh 
must be ascertained, not by looking at the actual 
proceeds, but by an arbitrary appraisement in 
some other way. The subject is novel to me, 
Į should be glad to take some time to think of it, 
but, as itis, ham inclined against the amendment. 

Mr. BROWN. Lasik for the yeas aud nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CASS. 1 shall vote against the amend- 
ment, but uot at all on account of the principle; 
I shall not touch that. L think there is a great 
deal of justice in what has been said by the hon- 


orable ‘Senator from Mississippi and my col- ; 


league; but, I repeat, 1 shall vote against the 
amendment, simply onthe ground cor ly stated 
by the honerable Senator from Virginia: we do 
not know where it will lead us, angl it has no busi- 
ness on this bill. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—ycas 12, nays 30; as follows: 

YEAS —Messrs. Adams, Brown, Clay, Harlan, Jones of 
Jowa, Pugh, Sebastian, Stuart, “Prumbull, Weller, Weight, 
and Yulee 12. 

NAYS—Mesers. Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, 
Bright, Brodhead, Butler, Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Darkee, 
Fish, Poot, Foster, Geyer, Hale, Houston, Hunter, Fverson, 
Mason, Pearce, Prati, Reid, Seward, Slide, Phomson of 
New Jersey, Toombs, Wade, and Wilson—30, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BAYARD. task the Senate now to take 
a vote on the amendment which was pending at 
the time of the recess. f have no desire to con- 
tinue the discussion. j 

„Mr. BROWN. I give notice that [ mean to 
discuss that amendment, and every one that comes 
up. 

The PRESIDING OF FICER, (Mr. Wetter.) 
The question pending at the time the Senate took 
a recess was on the amendment of the Senator 
from Delaware, to insert: 


For continuing the construction of the new dome, 
$100,000. 

Mr. BROWN. If, when a State comes here 
and asks for-justice, itis to be cried-down, as 
my State has been, on the plea that it is out of 
position, and that there is no time to consider it, 
and matiers of this kind are to be brought in, 
and all other matters, E at least will take time to 
discuss them as long as I choose. 

So far as this work is concerned, I am opposed 
to it. Tam opposed to itin good faith, and mean 
to vote against it here and in any other position 
| in-which it may be presented to the Senate. In 
the first place, it was commenced without any 
estimate from any department of the Government, 
without any report from any committee, without 
any known plan upon which we were to proceed, 
but upon a simple clause of two or three lines 
in an appropriation bill appropriating $100,000 
towards the erection of a new dome for the Cap- 
itol. ‘There was, I say, no plan. There was, I 
know, a drawing by an architect, or somebody 
else, which was never even adopted by a com- 
mittee—which was never submitted to the Pres- 
ident, or anybody clse, for his approval. Tt was 
| exhibited in a committee room; and a member of 
iat committee, then a Representative from the 
tate of Kentucky—I mean Mr. R. H., Stinton— 
jougnt well of it; and upon his own respons- 
bility, as he stated in the debates, moved the 
mendment, ‘The: record shows that the vote 
tood in the House, on a division, 70 for it, and 
70 against it, and the chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole gave the casting vote for it, and 
ius the measure was passed through the Com- 
littee of the Whole. When it got into the Flouse 
vere was a sort of hurly-burly raised, and I 
| nnderstand it was passed into the bill with a great 
any otheramenduents. In the Senate it passed 
| without consideration. Thus the $100,000 was 
| put into an appropriation bill last year. 

I have said there was no drawing, no estimate, 
no specification whieh was prepared by authority, 
or approved by any one who had authority to 
approve it, Che Jaw did not authorize anybody 
to examine it; the law did not authorize anybody 
to approve it. fhe work was commenced with- 
out a plan, and it has progressed from that time 
Ul now without any plan which anybody has 
Approved who was authorized to approve. 
pian upon which the work is now going on is 
not, as I understand, according to the original 
| drawing—not according to the drawing on which 
‘Mr. Stanton asked for the appropriation of 
$100,000, which was thus loosely given, Accord- 
hing to that plan, £ understand some few hundred 
‘thousand dollars--L believe $150,000 or $250,000 
—will be suficient to complete the work. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the Senator be kind 
enough to sry when such a statement was made ? 
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Mr. BROWN. What statement? 
Mr. BAYARD. ‘That $150,000 or $250,000 


vould be suficientto complete the work. {never 
read of it ber 

Mr. BROWN. J have here a letter from Cap- 
tain Meigs, addressed to me, containing this para- 
graph: 

“Por the estimates for the dome, L am in no way re- 
sponsible, as you will be aware if you read the corres 
ence on that subject between the Committee of Way 
Means and the Se yof War lately printed by the House, 
) (Miscellaneous Doc. No. 65.) Me. Stanton, of Kentuek 
of the last flonse, moved the appropriation of $100,000 for 
li the dope, and informed the House thatit could be built 
during the recess, From this, the House hada right to infer 
that it coud be built for $100,000.77 


py 
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| This declaration comes from the engineer in 
‘i charge. If there was any information anywhere 
! that Congress calculated in the beginning ona 
| larger appropriation than $100,000, i want the 
! friends of the measure to come forward and ‘show 
| where it exists. ‘The gentleman who introduced 
< the item into the appropriation bill did so on his 
‘-own responsibility; and the engineer says Con- 
| gress had aright to infer from his declaration that 
: the work could be done for $100,000. Now weare 
i asked to follow out a scheme which is to cost us 


‘q a million and a quarter of dolars—perhaps more; l 


certainly as much as that. Before we do it, we 


ought to have some plan adopted, and approved 


| by somebody authorized to approve it. ‘To ex- 
i pend a million and a quarter of dollars in this 


| way, without having started upon any given plan, 


‘without having had any plan submitted to us 


| 
! 


which we ourselves have approved, or which any 


The | 


| committee of the Senate has approved, or which 
any department of the Government has approved, 
or which is of any authority, is, I think, at the 
very least, an extravagant way of spending the 
public money. : 

I am amazed that gentlemen who, but five ` 
minutes ago, were So cautious of the welfare of 
the Treasury that they could not pay an honest 
debt due t8 a State of this Union, should beso 
ready to commence an expenditure of $1,250,000 
without any plan, without any specification, but 
on a simple drawing, submitted here without au- 
thority from any quarter. Why was not this sub- 
ject submitted to a committee 1n the early part of 
the session? Why has nota committee reported 
some plan on which we are to proceed? Why 
was not this done at a sufficiently early day for 
each of us to examine it, and disapprove or ap- 
prove it for himself? Are we to go on and expend 
$1,250,000, on a mere drawing submitted by a per- 
| son having no authority to prepare it, and haying’ 

no authority to submit it—approved by nobod 
—simply because the thing happens to look well 
on paper? Who has examined it in detail that is 
competent to examine it? Who is to be respons- 
ible for it? Are we to go on and make this vast 
outlay of money without knowing what we are 
doing, without acting on’ any information upon 
which we can rely, but on mere loose, vague, and 
indefinite statements ? 

The Secretary of War tells us plumply and 
plainly, in his official communications, that he 
repudiates all responsibility for this thing. The 
| engineer in charge of the Capitol repudiates all 
responsibility for it. No committee of the Senate 
assumes the responsibility; no member of the 
body assumes the responsibility; for even the 
Senator from Delaware, who moves the amend- 
ment, saya he docs it, and justifies himself on the 
ground that the work is now in an unfinished and 
unseemly condition. The old dome has been torn 
down, and he thinks something must be done. 
Of course, something must be done; but before 
we do it let us know upon.what plan we are act- 
ing; what we are going to accomplish; what sort 
of a dome we are going to build; and let us have 
that accurate information in regard to it which 
will enable us to act intelligibly. I shall expect 
that the guardians of the Treasury, especiall 
the gentleman from Georgia, who is so muc 
alarmed for fear money will he-paid out of the 
Treasury in a hasty way, will wake up again on 
this subject, and be watchful of the interests of 
the Treasury on this question as they were a little 
while ago. Task my friend from Georgia to come 
to the rescue again. Here is one and a quarter 
million of the public money going out for a dome 
without any plans 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iam for that decidedly. 

Mr. BROWN. Are you for the dome? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BROWN. That is about what I expected. 
[Laughter.] A State comes here and asks jus- 
tice, and cannotgct it. She asked to have a com- 
pact executed between her and the General 
Government in good faith, and we have an out- 
cry; Senators gay it is an extravagant and mon- 
strous waste of the public moncy. The chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance sees great 
wrong init. He becomes exceedingly watchful. 
He says, let ns not crowd these matters on appro- 
priation bills; there are a hundred bills, which 
might be as appropriately moved as amendments, 
(says the Senator from Virginia,) but he sees no 
wrong in this. 

Mr. HUNTER. How can the Senator say so 
when | was the first to oppose it? 

Mr. BROWN. I know that; but the Senator 
has two ways of opposing a measure. When he 
opposes my State, he opposes it witha vim, with 
earnestness. When he opposes certain interests 
| that he wants to put down, he opposes them so 
Í as to put them down; but certain other things he 
| opposes pro forma, and gets up and says, as he 
iis m duty bound to do, “Mr. President, I think 
that thing ought not to be done;’’ but he says it 
i in such a way that he seems to invite the Senate 
‘todo it. A little of the eloquence of the Senator, 
| a little of the outcry which he raised against my 
i State, would arrest this and other appropriations 

on this bill. If the Senator had been half as 
earnest yesterday, in opposition to the Califor- 
nia business, as he was to-night in opposition 


i 
| 


| 
i 


to my amendment, your proposition, sir, (Mr. 


è 


‘the dome is 


1856. 
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mineis now sleeping—in the tomb of the Capulets. | 
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Mr. BAYARD. I do not mean to continue |! 
the discussion; but I wish simply to say, that I j 
do not see the connection between the amendment 
just rejected, and the one now before the Senate. 
Unless the personal feelings of the Scnator from 
Mississippi connect them, they can have no con- 
nection. I have no personal interest in either 
proposition. Itake no interest in this matter in 
the slightest degree, other than to perform my || 
public duty. 

The dome is down. The honorable Senator 
tells us there were certain formalities not followed 
inthe action of Congress. Congress chose, by 
its will, I care not how, to make an appropria- 
tion, under which the dome is down. The Capitol 
is without a dome. Does the honorable Senator 
mean toletitremainasitis? Hesays some artist 
~—somebody—has designed a dome. The very 
paper from which he reads shows to him what I 
stated before, that this dome has been the study | 
of years on the part of the architect of the public 
buildings, a gentleman of high and distinguished |, 
genius in his profession. It further shows that | 
this design has been revised since the action of | 
Congress which authorized the construction of a | 
new dome, by the constructing engineer who has 
charge of the work. They have modified the 
proportions of the dome slightly, so as to render | 
it, as they think, perfectly applicable to the 
building. The only question is, whether you 
want further information. From whom? Is it 
from the crade taste of members of Congress? I 
do not know what other gentlemen may think of 
their own taste, but J should consider it greatly 
presumptuous on my part, to set up mine against j 
men who, by study and education, have trained 
themselves to a perfect knowledge of architecture, 
and are able to form a much better opinion of |! 
what is an appropriate dome for this structure 
than I can possibly be. I may judge, from look- 
ing at the plan, and from the elevation protracted 
on the drawing, whether it pleases my eye or || 
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not. IfI thought anything was objectionable, || 
they might explain that to me; or if 1 could not ii 


understand it, L should be perfectly willing. to į! 
give way to the judgment of those better in- | 
structed than myself. Unless the honorable Sen- | 
ator has some better plan to propose for putting 
adome on the Capitol, or unless we mean to 
leave it in its present condition, | see no reason 
why we should not make this appropriation. ! 
Do you mean to remove your public architect? 
Do you mean to intrust the design for a dome to | 
other hands? Do you mean to consult congres- | 
sional differences of taste as to what is a proper 
dome for the Capitol of the United States? ff | 
you do not mean to do these things, howdo you ! 
stand? At the last session, Congress authorized 
he commencement of the work. Call it hasty 
legislation if you will; J have nothing to do with |) 
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that. You may say that Congress did wrong; |! 
that they ought not to have made the original į 


appropriation without full estimates and all the 
formalitics; but one thing is certain—they had a 
design before them; they knew it; it was familiar 
to almost every man who had any connection with 
the public buildings, or took any care to inquire 
aboutthem. The design has been in the room of 
the architect for certainly a year, or a year anda 
half, to my knowledge. It has been slightly 
varied since the first appropriation, but the gen- 
eral design remains the same. The extent of 
the alteration has been very slight. 

I have confidence in the genius and taste of the 
architect. As far as my own uninstructed taste 
can go, I think that, as protracted on the drawing, 
> s appropriate to the proportions of the 
building. I sce no reason for delay. We have ! 
the testimony of the engineer in charge of the | 
construction, that it is an economical mode of 
constructing a dome. If Congress chase to pass 
an appropriation for tearing down the old dome | 
without knowing what they had to pay for put- 


| exact estimate, coming down to the cents. 


2147 


ting up a new one, that does not alter the matter. 
It must be put up, unless you disfigure the Cap- 
itol. I must say, for my own part, that I had 
no doubt the cost of the construction of a new 
dome would exceed the original appropriation. | 
The estimate is nearly one million dollars, not 
one hundred thousand dollars, as the Senator 
says. The estimate 1 have seen is nine hundred 
thousand dollars. The architect sends in an 


if it were one million two hundred and fifty thou- 
sand dollars, and the question stood on my vote, 
whether the old dome, which was so perfect an 
abortion, even on the old Capitol, and so per- | 
fectly unfitted for the dignity and character of 
the building as extended, should be taken down 
and a new dome put up for one million two 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars, I should not 
‘hesitate for a moment. i 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Iwish to say one word 
in regard to the last point made by the Senator 
from Delaware. He undertakes to say that we 
must have some dome; that the old one has been 


taken down, and that it becomes us to put up |! 


some kind of structure in its place. I deny that. 
It is not according to just architectural taste to 
have any dome on this building at all. ‘There are 
certain buildings that look better to the eye with- 
out a dome than with one. Would you put a 
dome on the Patent Office building, which is one 
of the finest edifices in the world? Does not the 


But, |! 


wearing the appearance of having béen toilfully 
erected from out of the ground by days’ labor, 
and with ponderous machinery, seemed to have 
been let down fromthe heavens above, and dropped 
upon this terrace; and I fancied that it could ‘be 
drawn up by angelic hands and removed from 
our sight if we should prove ourselves unworthy 
of the liberties of which it was at once an emblem 
and a monument. 3 

Nevertheless, sir, when the proposition to en- 
| large this structure was made, it was at a time 
| when weak and idle and foolish mei were talk- 
ing about the dissolution of this Union, as if it 
were a thing not merely possible, but a thing 
that was imminent, and a thing that was coming 
| directly on. Į seized upon the extension of the 
Capito! as one of the demonstrations that would 
be given by Congress to the country and to man- 
kind that this Union was not to be dissolved.’ I 
| am now for going on with it, for the benefit.of 


H 
i 
i 
i 
t 
i 


| continuing and renewing the demonstration to the 


; country, if for no other reason, that this city of 
Washington is to remain the capital of a perpet- 
ual Union. I think the weak, the incredulous, 


|! and even the desponding, may take heart if they 


į see the Congress of the United States expending 
$2,000,000 to enlarge and complete the Nationa 


Capitol, in this hour when these apprehensions 


i are again renewed, and especially when it is 


i associated with the fact that the two Houses of 


Patent Office look well enough without a dome? | 


| 
I say that this building, large and beautiful as it {| 


is, will only be marred by having a dome. i 
repeat, it is contrary tosjust architectural taste to 
have anything more than the original dome which 
was designed at the time when the Capitol was 
originally planned. "hat will cost but a very | 
small sum, and will not take $50,000 to put it up. 
I was opposed to the extension of the Capitol. 


I believed that this Capitol was large enough as f 


it stood for ail constitutional legislation, If, how- } 
ever, the States are to become mere corporations, 


dependent on the Federal Government for sup- jj 


ort 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the honcrable Senator | 
allow me to ask whether it requires a larger 
building for unconstitutional than for constitu- 
tional legislation ? 

Mr. BRODHBEAD. Yos, sir; it does require 
a mach larger building to a 
come here to have extrava 
tional legislation, than to carry on the Govern- | 
ment according to the ori lesion, . 

Mr, SEWARD. lt seems to me, Mr. Presi- 
deni, that this is to be considered as a practical 


ant and unconstitu- 


question, and that we shall net advance very far |j 


ccommodate all whe |! 


| Congress are increasing their own emoluments 
| for their own daily services here—a transaction, 
| certainly, which may go forth to the world as 
| showing that the Congress of the United States 
; have no immediate expectation of a dissolution 
| of the Union. : : 
And now, sir, to come to that practical ques- 
tion to which I intended to call the attention of 
| the Senate: it is just the question which has been 
| raised by the honorable Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania with his usual directness. It is a question 
which has three branches—first, whether there 
shall be no dome at all; second, .whether the old 
dome shall be reinstated; third, whether the dome 
which is now in process of erection shall be con- 
structed. The honorable Senator trom Pennsyl- 
; vania gives it as his opinion, asa matter of taste, 
that there shall be no dome at all. 1 will submit 
that point without argument. We have the ex- 
hibition of the Capitol without a dome now, and 
who is there, except the honorable Senator from 


| Pennsylvania, who is willing to sce it remain as 


itis? Nobody. The honorable Senator: stands 
alone. Who is willing to have the old dome 
| restored? That dome was adapted to a Capitol 
only one half in magnitude, one half in longi- ` 
tude, one half in dignity, one half in grandeur, 


or very wiscly in considcration of it, by going 
back to consider the errors or mistakes that Con- 
gress may have made on the subject heretofore. 
itis in the nature of the most important business 
of society—that of government—that it shall be 
conducted with the least possible care. There is 
not a town or district in any one of the States of 
this Union in which there is not more deliberation |! 


of the proposed Capitol. Either that was a de- 
fective structure before, and inapplicable to the 
Capito] as it was, or else it is totally unsuited to 
the present one. Who will deny that it had per- 
f fectadaptation then? It was the admiration of art- 
ists, of architects, throughout the world. Nobod 

took exception to it. Sol take it for granted, 
that the old dome having been right for the old 
Capitol, the old dome is wrong for the new Cap- 


| 
bestowed on the question of erecting a bridge, or i 
any county in which there is not more care be- | 
stowed by the municipal authorities on the ques- 
tion of erecting a court-house and on the mann 
in which it shall be done, than is possible, either 
in this Government, or in avy other great national 
Government, in regard to the construction of a 
Capitol. We must take things just as we find 
them—that is, we who are here to-day must act 
for ourselves. We must remember that, if some 
of us were here before, the places in the other | 
House, and a large number here, are occupied now | 
by gentlemen who were not here before. | 
i 
i 


I, like the several Senators who have spoken, 
regretted above all things the project of ihe ex- 
tension of this Capitol, not beca 
large enough for all constitutional k 


slation—not 


: ple duty to adopt the one that is before us. 


J thought it | 


itol. That brings me to the question of the new 
dome for the new Capitol. 

It seems to me, as there is no alternative, it is 
settled that it must be this; and if any other per- 
son can project one that is better adapted in util- 
ity, or in taste, or in economy, let him offer the 


i 
i specification, and the architect willexamine it. If 
‘none such be offered, it seems to me to be a sim- 


I 
stop one moment to take notice of the fact which 
| is alleged, that Congress did not know what they 

were doing when the old dome was ordered to be 
| taken down. Why, sir, the plan of Mr. Walter 
| was before the House of Representatives when 
the bil was passed appropriating the $100,000 to 
; remove the ald dome and erect a new one, and it 
Then that 


$ 


it, or on the judgment of the members of the two 


i: Houses of Congress who approved it, 
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Mr: TOOMBS. My friend from Mississippi | 
has called on me, I believe, to vindicate my con-! 
sistency, because I did not go for his amendment 
by rallying with him against this measure, and 
opposing this dome. He holds it to be very clear 
reasoning, that because I am opposed to his mea- 
sure | should oppose this. Ican tell that Senator 
we do-not understand consistency in the same 
way. Within the rules I have prescribed for 
myself I vote for what 1 approve, and against 
what I disapprove. I disapproved his proposi- | 
tion as being,in my judgment, wrong andinus, 
I vote for this because I think it eminently proper 
and appropriate. ‘This is my explanation of my 
consistency. ` 

Mr. MASON. Iam entirely uninformed about 
this dome; I have not read the documents; but I 
have heard that it will cost a million of dollars, 
and I have heard again that it will cost one anda 
half millions of dollars. Ido not know what it 
will cost, but I do know the commonlaw, maxim 
that every man is to be trusted in his art. I} 
know that the legislation of Congress has placed 
this subject in competent hands, and determined 
how the Capitol shall be built. I am prepared | 
and willing to trust those hands. I know that, | 

i 


whether they expend one million of dollars or 
twenty million of dollars, the Constitution will 
sanction it. I know, also, that during the pres- | 
ent session, in my judgment, we have corrup-| 
tively and corruptingly lavished and wasted | 
money on unconstitutional appropriations. 

Now it is perfectly immaterial to me, as far as 
the public money isconeerned, whether the object 
costs one million of dollars or twenty million of 
dollars, We had better dispose of it ten thou- 
sand times in that way than to give it to these 
lakes, and rivers, and harbors, to corrupt the | 
people where the money is to be expended. Ii 
take it for grauted that the legislation of Con- | 
gress has deposited this matter in proper hands. | 
1 do not know what sort of dome we are going | 
to make, but I do know that we have the power |! 
to make the appropriation. I know the money 
is in the public ‘Treasury; and I know, if it is not | 
appropriated for public purposes, it will be ap- 
propriated to corrupt the popular mind. 1 will! 
vote for the appropriation, careless what itis. | 

Mr. TIALE. do not propose to discuss this | 
amendment, but I want to favor equality. The | 
| 
| 
| 


j 
1 
! 


Scnator from Virginia says he knows money has 
heen corruptively appropriated this session, 
disclaim any such knowledge, 

Mr. MASON, The Senator will allow me to 
interrupt hiu. The Senator from Virginia said 
no such thing, ‘Che Senator trom Virginia did! 
not say he knew the money had been corrupt: 3 
ively appropriated, but the Senator from Virginia |; 
said, thatin his judgment money had been kv- l 
ished during the present session for purposes | 
uuknown to the Constitution, and, therefore, cor- | 
ruptingly and corruptively appropriated. i 

Mr. HALI, I uccept the explanation; but the jj 
Senator must have forgotten what he said, or a 
good many cars, with mine, misunderstood wha 
he said. f have nothing further to say. l 

Mr. MASON. Twill trust my memory. | 

Mr. HALE. And E will trast mine, i 

Mr. BROWN. I wantto show from the doc- i 
uments that | was right in what | said when 1, 
was first up. F have before me a letter of the | 
Seeretary of War, dated March 5, 1856. In that: 
Jetter he says: $ 

“This work was authorized by Congress npon pkms 
committice wiihoutany ceonstiation with this 


g 


ti 
ti 


i 
i 
it 


Now, iu so far as the Secretary says this plan į 
was adopied on the report of a committee, he is 
mistaken, as the last paper in the same document 
shows. ‘That paper makes an extract from the 
records of the House of Representatives: i 


“Mr. Ilovsron, chairman of Wave and Means, asked : 
whether that motion came from any committee 2 

“Mr. Sranvon replied, ‘No, sir; I offer it on my own 
responsibility. ft comes reconmpended by no committee. ? 7? 


1 therefore hope that the mistake of the Sec- 
retary will not weigh on the mind of any Senator 
here. I spoke by the record, in the first instance, 
when I said this came from a solitary member of | 
the House, not recommended by any committee, || 
and not sanctioned by any department of the | 
Government. The Secretary continues: | 

“ When 


j 
i 
f 
fl 


preparing the last annual report, I endeavored | 


i 
| 
fs I 
to obtain an estimate of the cost of completing the work, |! 


i $945,006? 


but the plans and drawings were not so far advanced as to 
enable the engineer to furnish it.” 

There, you see, long after the appropriation 
was made, the plans and drawings were not in a 
sufficient state of forwardness to enable the Sec- 
retary of War to allude to the subject. intelli- 
gibly. I was right, therefore, in saying that, in 
the beginning, there was no plan. The Senator 
from New York is mistaken, on the face of the 
document, when he says the plans and drawings 
were before the House when this measure was 


Ecen such a want of them as the Secretary alludes 
to in this letter, 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the honorable Senator 
from Mississippi allow me to state to him my 
ground for that assertion? It is, that the bill 


| itself, if I recollect it, makes the appropriation 


for erecting the dome according to the plan of 
the architect. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi allow me to explain ? 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think he is in error in re- 
gard to the documents. The architect of the 
public buildings had designed this dome. The 
designs and plans were in his office, and were 
submitted in the House of Representatives. Mr. 
Sranron was familiar with them. The engineer 
who has charge of the building under the orders 
of the War Department had not, as they call 
it, studied out the detail, so as to enable him to 
make an estimate of the cost. That is the mean- 
ing of his answer in the document referred to by 
the Senator from Mississippi. The plan as 
adopted by Congress was the presentation of the 


model in wood, and also the drawing. Both were : 


assed, for if they had been, there could not have | 


before the Touse, and could be scen by them. | 
‘They existed two years ago, and there were de- | 
tated drawings by the architect. The engineer | 


had, up to that time, never studied out the details. 
Since this session of Congress commenced, he 


has gone on with the work; but he had not, at | 


the time when this report was made, studied out | 


the details. ‘Chere have been, as Í stated, slight 


viviations of portions of the dome as first de- | 


signed, but its general appearance and structure ; 


remain the same. 


to read the concluding opinion of the constract- 
ing engincer, Captain Meigs. 
he will have read, in my judgment, the whole 
state of the question. 

Mr. BROWN, 
tary of War, as late as the 5th of March, 1856, 
told Congress that, when he was preparing his 
fast annual report in December, or January, when 
you know the dome was being taken down, the 
plans and drawings were uot so fir advanced as 
to enable the engineer to furnish the estimates. 
Then I say, on the fee of that document, the 
work was commenced without any plan. What 
does he say further: 

“For the same ruson the engineer is still unable to pre- 
pare a reliable estimate ;— 


I only ask the Senator, when | 
| hè has done reading the rest, to be kind enough 


Tf he reads that, | 


I was stating that the Secre- | 
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read, the work was authorized under the impres- 
sion, derived from what had occurred, that the 
whole work was to cost $100,000. Then we have 
a conjectural estimate that it is to cost us $945,000. 
Presently we shall see how likely that conjecture 
is to be realized. ‘* The plan of the dome,” says 
the Secretary of War, “ having been designed by 
Mr. Walter, and adopted by Congress.” How 
the Secretary ever got it into his head that the 
plan was adopted by Congress I am ata loss to 
know. There, I think, he is mistaken again. 
Iam ata loss to know when Congress adopted 
Mr. Walter’s plan for a dome, when [ read this 
document.. I appeal now to the Senate to know 
whether, when this appropriation was made, any 
one had heard anything of Mr. Walter’s plan ? 

Mr. JAMES. I had heard of it; 1 had seen 
the plan. I had been advised of it as a member 
of the Committee on Public. Buildings. I ap- 

roved of it then, and I approve of it now. 

Mr. BROWN, That is one out of sixty-two 
Senators. Is there another? I am sure I never 
heard of it. My understanding of the manner in 
which this appropriation passed through the 
Senate is this: 1t came here in an appropriation 
bill at the last hours of the session, and it was 
passed en masse with the rest of them. It was 
never read in the Senate. No Senator was given 
to understand that any such thing was being done. 
When the bill came back from the committee of 
conference, it came, as such reports generally do, 
speaking of amendments numbered 1, 5, 20; 25, 


and so on, recommending that we concur in: 
House amendments 1, 5, 15, 23, and disagree to 
the rest. This was one of the fortunate amend- 
ments which happened to be numbered on the 
right side for our approval, and we approved it 
without knowing a word aboutit, or ever hearing 
itread here. The Secretary of War says: 

“T'he plan of the dome having been designed by Mr. 

Walter, and adopted by Congress without an estimate of 
the engineer, without the reeommendation—and, £ may 
add, without the concurrence—of this Department?— 
Now, I beg the attention of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Virginia, [Mr. Mason.] He says he 
is sure this matter was put into competent hands, 
The Secretary of War tells us it was done by 
Congress without a recommendation, and without 
the concurrence of the Department. 
—“ the style, npon which wil) mainty depend the cost of 
the structure, must be better understood by the architect, 
and such members of your committee as were in the last 
Congress, than by myself”? 

** Competent hands!” when the Secretary of 
War tells you ilat and plain that he knows nothing 
| about it. He knows nothing about the cost, but 
‘tells you you must understand it better than he 
‘does, Do you understand anything about it? 

‘rhe Secretary of War says he does not. The 
: Sceretary of War says the Senator from Virginia 
“understands it better than he does. I think the 

sum and substance are,as I have stated in the 

outset, that nobody understands it. 
| Mr. MASON, If the Senator will allow me 


‘i for a moment, I will say that I ventured to rely 


no reliable estimate was, made up to the 5th of - 


March, 1856; and yet, sir, the oki dome had been 
taken down— 


“but the arebitect, in his report herewith transmitted, : 


stittes that the cost will probably amount to $045,000.77 
Gentlemen have spoken of this as an estimate. 

I say it is no estimate. It is a mere conjecture 

of the cost. 


for $945,000. The Secretary of War, in commu- 
Nieating to Congress i 
mate made by the architect. 
we find in this document ? 


1856, and addressed to the Secretary of War, in 
which he says: 


& When requ 


qd by yon, at the time of preparing the 


1 anmial repor}, to submit an estimate of the total cost of the 
i dome, F replied that, wtil the details of construction could | 
be more fully worked out, so as to deterinine the quantity | 


of materials fo be used in it, any estimate which 1 could 
make would only be conje 
not 
great importanee for a conjecture.” 


Now J ask again, whether we are going on to | 
: make appropriations upon plans which are loosely 


spoken of, and drawings that are put up here for | 
us to look at, when even the engincer in charge ; 
of the work does not pretend to limit himself to | 


But, sir, according to the letter I first | 


£ ural, and J therefore preferred ; 
den to submit a final estimate, the matter being of too ; 


No man of responsibility has pre- | 
tended to say that this work will be completed ; 


says it is a conjectural esti- | 

Then what else do : 
Flere is a letter from : 
Captain Meigs himself, dated the 5th of March, i 


t 
f 
i 


i on the maxim of common law; and the common 
; law all lawyers know is the consummation of hu- 
| man wisdom. Cuilibet in arte sud credendum est. 
I took it for granted that the legislation of the 
country was founded in wisdom. I supposed the 
legislation of the country had given this matter 
the proper direction, and Lrelicd on the maxim of 
common law to which I referred. 

Mr. BROWN. ‘That was a violent presump- 
tion of the Senator, which, I think, he had no 
good reason to indulge in, looking to the past 
history of the country on this question of appro- 
priation; for he himself, in the speech which he 
made, called Congress to task for having made 
the most wasteful, and extravagant, and uncon- 
stitutional appropriations at this very session. 
If the legislation of Congress is not to be relied 
upon on the very matter of which the Senator 


i was speaking, why rely on it in this matter ? 


Mr. MASON. “Because it is conceded on all 
hands that we have the constitutional right to 
build a Capitol and put adome on it; and there- 
fore I presume this is not a doubtful matter. 

Mr. BROWN. With all due respect to my 
friend from Virginia, that is begging the ques- 
tion. Nobody contends that you have not the 
right to puta dome on the Capitol. Nobody pre- 
tends,asa mere naked question of right, that you 
may not put one there of solid gold; but the ques- 
tion is, what ought you to do—not what you have 


1856. 
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the power to do. Because you have the power 
to put a dome there, it does not follow that you 
ought to put up one that will cost a million and a 
quarter of dollars without a plan, and without 
any one being responsible. The Secretary of 
War telis you that he does not know anything 
about it, and that he presumes Congress, having 
passed the law, understands it. Congress was 
acting on its own intelligence, and therefore must 
take the responsibility. Now, let us pursue this 
subject a little further. The Secretary says: 

“This Department had no other means of judging how 
Congress intended the interior to be finished than by in- 
spection of the plan designated in the act of appropriation. 
This exhibited a high order of architecture, and thus indi- 
cated an expensive style of interior finish. ‘The cost would 
unquestionably be reduced by adopting a lower standard 
than that on which the architect made his estimate, and, 
on the other hand, it could as certainly be magnified by a 
more ornate style of interior finish than was contemplated 
by him’ This Department, therefore, can say no more than 
that the appropriations shall be expended in the most eco- 
nomical manner to secure whatever purpose Congress had, 
or may have, in reference to the dome, and, in the absence 
of more specific information, will take care to conform the 
interior (the details of which are not yet decided) as nearly - 
as possible to the exterior, as shown in the plan which hag“ 
been approved by Congress.” 7 

The Secretary still has that idea in his head, 
that there is some plan somewhere which Con- 
gress has approved. 1 say there is no such plan 
approved by Congress. He speaks, too, of the 
‘purpose which Congress had or may have in 
view. If Congress had any special object in 
view, or has any now, I am at a loss to tell what 
it Is. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Does my honorable friend 
from Mississippi hold that it is not sound policy 
to make appropriations for this dome, merely 
because there has not been some estimate? The 
old dome is down, and the question is, whether 
we shall allow it to remain in that condition until 
another session af Congress? Now, sir, my friend 
from Mississippi says there is no estimate. He 
admits the necessity of the dome. 

Mr. BROWN. No. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Would you suffer it to 
remain as it is now? 

Mr. BROWN. I would, until we adopt some 
proper plan. 

r. CLAYTON. Now the building is liable 
to be injured by exposure to the weather, There 
is no roof on part of the building. It is a matter 
of indispensable necessity that something should 
be done. 

Now my friend from Migsissippi wishes us to 
wait until there shall be a regular estimate made, 
and he and T and all the rest of us shall be satisfied 
with that estimate. Sir, I profess to be entirely 
incompetent to form a correct judgment on this 
question. I do not understand it; I am not a 
professional architect. I do not know that we 
have on the floor more than a single man who is 
an architect. The honorable Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. James] is a practical architect, and 
he approves of this plan, and thinks it the best 
that could be possibly devised. Then, so far as 
professional knowledge is concerned, it is de- 
eidedly in favor of going on with the work. He 
approves it, and the rest of us do not pretend to 
anderstand the subject; those who are judges 
admire the plan. 

If we wait until the next session, it will take 
until the close of the session at any rate before 
we can pass an appropriation bill for the purpose. 
We all know it will have to go in a general ap- 
propriation bill, probably on the last night of the 
session, the 3d of March. Now, sir, a great deal 
may be done between this and that period; a 
great deal ought to be done between this and that 
period, _ 

Another objection is, that it is to cost $945,000 
or $1,000,000, or $2,000,000. Gentlemen make 
this objection on the score of economy. If it be 
necessary, in order to make this dome as magnifi- 
cent as it can be made for the honor of this great 


nation, I am perfectly willing to vote $2,000,000 | 


or §5,000,000. Sir, only satisfy me that the money 
is honestly expended—satisfy me that it is ex- 
pended for the honor and glory of the country— 
that it is to make perfect a building in which all 
Americans take pride, and i do not care whether 
the money is $500,000 or $5,000,000. I will vote 
the money that is necessary to make it worthy 
of this Republic. . If Athens would have a Par- 
thenon, a great Republic like ours may well have 
a Capitol. I see no difficulty at all in voting a 


| 
i 
| 


| 


large sum of money for a purpose like this. Be- 


sides, time is essential. Money alone cannot build 
great works like this. Time is an essential ele- 
ment in all great works, and we ought to avail 
ourselves now of the present moment to continue 
this work, and go on with it from year to year 


until itis, as I have said, worthy of the country. | 


I do not wish to detain the Senate. I trust the 
appropriation will pass. 

r. DOUGLAS. I desire to say one word on 
this question before the vote is taken. We are 
expending several millions on the Capitol. We 


are making it of a magnificent order of architec- 


. . * i 
ture and a splendid specimen of art. There is no 
| saving of money, no higgling about the amount 


we shall pay for the ornaments that are to be 
put on it, or the cost of the material of which it 
is to be constructed. It is well known that the 
building will be one of the most awkward, un- 
gainly, unsightly structures in the world, without | 
a dome. 4 
some building, one worthy of the nation as a | 
specimen of architecture, I do not know why we 
are making appropriations for the erection of 


marble walls, for the beautiful statuary, for the | 


ornamental work on the cornices and on the por- 
tico, and for all those things that partake more 
of ornament than of utility. It is impossible to 
make it a handsome building, a beautiful struc- 
ture, without a dome; and from what opportuni- 
ties I have had of witnessing domes on public 
buildings, I do not hesitate to say that I have 


never seen one equal to the model which has |! 
You may compare it either | 


been prepared here. 
withSt. Paul’s in London, or St. Peter’s in Rome, 
or St. Isaac’s in St. Petersburgh, or any other 
building in the known world, and so far as I have 


ever seen buildings and drawings, I know of no} 


dome, or model for a dome, that excels the one 
which has been prepared here. A beautiful dome 


is going to cost no more than an awkward, un- | 


gainly, unsightly one; and as your building can- 
not be finished without a dome, either make the 


appropriation, or abandon all the works of art | 


that you are putting on the building. I would 
rather dispense with your marble mantel-pieces, 
with your marble columns inside, with the beau- 
tiful ornamental work that is to represent the 
different products of the country carved in the 


marble which only one manina thousand will un- | 
derstand—I would rather dispense with all these | 


than with the dome, which is essential to impart 
beauty to the structure when finished. I would 
as soon think of discontinuing all appropriations 
for the Capitol, and abandon it, and leave it in an 
unfinished condition. I hope that we either shall 
make an appropriation for the dome or stop alto- 
gether; for it would only be a disgrace to the 
nation to put up such magnificent walls, and such 
beautiful ornamental work, and then leave the 
structure unfinished, as if there was not a man of 
taste, ora man who could appreciate art in the 
United States, to finisha building thus commenced. 
It would look asif we had begun on a grand scale 
and our money gave out—as if we had begun on 
a scale beyond our means to finish. F trust that 


we shall either stop the whole concern, or finish it 
on the plan that has been commenced. 

Mr. BROWN called for the yeas and nays, and | 
they were ordercd; and being taken, resulted— į 
yeas 33, nays 11; as follows: H 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, Ben- i 


NAYS-—Messrs. Adams, Biggs, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, |! 


Cass, Clay, Geyer, Pugh, Reid, and Wade—1L1. 
So the amendment was adopted. 


Mr. JAMES. 
mittee on Public Buildings to offer the following 
amendment at page twenty, line four hundred and 
sixty-nine, to strike out “ and,” and insert, after | 
the word ‘‘avenue,”’ ‘East Capitol street to 
Second street; so that the clause will read: 

For lighting the President’s House and Capitol, the pub- 
ic grounds around them and around the Executive offices, 
Pennsylvania avenue, and East Capitoi street to Second 
street, $27,008. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JAMES. I am requested by the Com- i 


mittce on Patents and the Patent Office to offer | 
the following amendment as an additional section: į 


| 
| 
l 
i 
| 
| 


And bè it further enacted, That there shall be appointed || 


If we are not going to make it a hand- |! 


I am instructed by the. Com-: 


and paid, in the manner now provided by law, two principal 


i examiners and two assistant examiners, in addition-to-the 
j| examining force now authorized by law to be so employed 


in the Patent Office. J: 

I will simply observe that the increase of busi- 
ness at the Patent Office demands this increase. of 
force. ‘ 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I desire to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Patents, whether this 
is recommended by the Department? 
|| Mr. JAMES. It isrecommended by the Com- 
missioner of Patents. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. JAMES. T have another amendment 
from the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
Office: . 

And be it further enacted, That the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents is hereby authorized to pay those employed ‘in the 
United States Patent Ottice, from April 1,1854, until April 
1, 1855, as examiners and assistant examiners of patents, 
at the rates fixed by law for these respective grades :' Pro- 
vided, That the same be paid out of the Patent Office fund, 
and that the compensation thus paid shall not exceed that 
of those duly enrolled as examiners and assistant exam- 
iners of patents for the same period. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I wish to inquire of the 
i chairman of the Committee on Patents whether 
this is recommended by the Secretary of the In- 
terior? I observe that it goes back and pays 
these officers from 1854. 

Mr. JAMES. Up to 1855. Itis recommended 
by the Secretary of the Interior and the Commis- 
sioner of Patents. ; 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I do not know why we 
should go back and inerease salaries, and give a 
retrospective operation to the increase. : 

Mr. TOOMBS. If the Senator from Rhode 
Island will make it prospective, and it is recom- 
| mended by the Secretary of the Interior, I shall 


H 
it 
i 
i 


HT be inclined to support it; but 1 think a retrospect- 
| ive increase of salary is wrong, and I hope it will 
not be agreed to, without some special reason. 
The amendment was adopted. : 


Mr. CLAYTON. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment for one of the Departments of the Govern- 
ment. It is for a small sum of rtoney which has 
|| been appropriated, so far as the Senate could do 
|| it, by two successive bills which have been passed 
here. It is for the present chief clerk of the 
i State Department, Mr. FIunter. I say that two 
| bills at previous sessions have been passed b 
| the Senate, appropriating the sum of $1,500 to 
compensate him for performing. the. duties -of 
Secretary of State in the absence of Mr. Web- 
| ster, who was sick at the time, and also during 
the interim when there was no Secretary of State, 
before a Secretary was appointed, and after his 
predecessor had resigned, under the order of the 
President of the United States. He performed, 
as I have here the official evidence to show, the 
duties of Secretary of State, and has never received 
one dollar forit. The period for which he served 
in this way, which I have the evidence, as I repeat 
again, to show, was one hundred and sixteen 
days. We passed a bill on two former occasions 
to appropriate him $1,500 for the purpose of 
| compensating him for serving in that way. The 
House has, at the present session, had a bill 
reported from the committee there, reducing the 
sum to $1,380. It is a very close calculation 


i which has brought down this meritorious claim 


| about one hundred and twenty dollars below what 
| it formerly was; but the necessities of the officer 


i| are such, that I beg leave now to ask the Senate 


i to ingraft on this bill an amendment appropria- 
ting that sum to pay him the $1,380. 

Mr. MASON. Ï hope that amendment will 
pass. All who have had intercourse with the 
| chief clerk of the Department of State know his 
| competency and devotion to his duties. He has 
4 been called upon to discharge more than once the 
i! duties of Secretary of State, and this is to com- 
pensate him for the difference of salary. f 

Mr. CLAYTON. This gentleman served while 
Į was in the Department of State as Secretary. 
I promoted him to be chief clerk of claims. Ele 
was afterwards made the chief clerk of the whole 
Department. : : 

EAD. 


Mr. BRODH 
will be read. 
| Mr. CLAYTON. Itake occasion to say of 
i him that he was one of the most able and faith- 
ful officers ever in the Department, 
The Secretary read the amendment, as follows: 
And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the Treas- 


| 
| 
| 


i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
| 


I hope the amendment 


| 
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ury be, and he is hereby, authorized and required to pay to il 
William Hunter, chief clerk of the Deparunent ef State, |i 


THE 


ply the wants of those who are so urgently making 


sible to get at the facts, in rs 
these requests. 


1 Sy i uence of the in- 
sufficiency of the publications of the State Papers. 


the. sum of g1,084 53, that amount being the: difference be- 
tween the compensation he received as chief clerk and 
assistant secretary of said Department, and that of Secre- 
tary of State, for the period of one hundred and sixteen days, | 
during which he filled the said office of Secretary of State j 
under the appointment of the President of the United States, 
and in full for said services. 

:: Mre BROWN. I do not rise to oppose this 
amendment, but I want it to be noticed that it is 
a private claim. y 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
so decides. i 

Mr. CLAYTON. Itis reported from the Com- 
“mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Jt is a private 
claim under the rule, and cannot be received 
except by an order of the Senate. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Tappeal to my friend from 
Mississippi not to object. 

Mr. BROWN. I only want to say this: when | 
the claim of a State comes here, itis ruled out. 
I think a State is of quite as much dignity as a 
clerk in the State Department. 

Mr. TOOMBS. LT insist onthe decision of the 
Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is clearly 
a private claim, in the opinion of the Chair. | 

Mr. SEWARD. 1 desire to take an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. I think it is not 
a private claim. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question 
is, “ Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the Senate?” 

The decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. I offer the following | 
amendment from the Committee on ‘Territories, | 


And be it further enacted, That there is hereby appro- 
priated $10,000 for the purpose of rooiing, plastering, and | 
preparing for legislative and territorial purposes the Capitol | 
building at Omaha City, in Nebraska ‘Verritory, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Governor of suid I'er- 
ritory. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PEARCE. 1 have been directed by the 
Committee on the Library, to whom the subject 
has been referred, to offer this amendment in the 
shape of a separate section: 


And he it further enacted, ‘That the Sceretary of the Sen- 
ato and Clerk of the House of Representatives are hereby 
directed to continue the compilation of the congressional 
document published by Congress, under the name of 
“American State Papers, in the same manner and form 
ag the first series thereof; and tbe Joint Library Committee 
are hereby directed to contract with the publishers of the 
first series of the Stat for one thousand copies of 
the said compilation HOt 
volume paid for the volume» 
tribute a copy of the entire work to t 
and Delegate of the present Congre and deposit: sixty 
copies in the State Department tor its own use, and tor | 
exchange with foreign Governments; and three hundred | 
copies in the Departinent of the Interior, to be distributed, 
by the Secretary of said Department, to public libraries in 
the several States and Vervitories of the Union; and the ! 
residue of the one thousitud copies shall be held in the eus- | 
tody of the Librarian of Congress, subject to its future 
direction. 

Vhis subject was brought to the attention of 
the Committee on the Library by a resolution 
submitted by the honorable Senator from Michi- 
gan, [Mr. Cass.] The original compilation of | 
State Papers was broughtup, I think, to the year 
1825; so that from that year to the present time, | 
a period of thirty-one years, we have no com- i 
pendious collection of these important papers. 


if 

. i 

as a new section: H 
| 

| 

H 


mator, Member, 


: h i 
They are scattered through a series of volumes || 
i| Hon, and that inve 


of executive and legislative papers, nambe ing 
several hundred, not convenient of access, not! 


arranged rationally according to the subjects or |! 


chronologically, not separated properly, nor in- j 
dexed separately, but in avast bulk of some four 
hundred volumes. fSvery one who desires these 
necessary aids to the performance of his legisla- 
tive duties must of conrse desire to have them | 


i to the affairs of Government. 


i accomplish both purposes. 


i ably necessary to members, 


| ing of what is neces 


in that form in which they are most convenient 
and accessible. 

But there is an additional reason for this meas- 
ure, We have had namerous memorials pre- 
sented to us from various publie institutions, | 
desiring very much to be furnished with public | 
documents, In the ordinary documents of the | 
session, there are a vast number of papers of no | 
use to anybody but the Flouse in which the busi- | 
“ness 1s transagted, to which they relate. These | 

papers containing all that is important, if made | 


ou thy plan of the former compilation, will sup- | 


ji 
if 


I beg leave to say, in conclusion, that the | 


Library Committee have not, in this instance, 
departed from the rule which they have laid down 
genérally in regard to. the publication of books. 
The principle which they have adopted is, that 
the Governmentisnot only justifiable, but entirely 
right in publishing such papers as relate directly 
To these may be 
added such papers as reflect light on our history, 
or are of some special importance in the consid- 
eration of great questions. These books will 
‘They will give us a 
knowledge of our legislative history which no 
one can obtain except by access to these papers. 
They will throw light on many of the great ques- 
tions which must continue to be discussed here; 
and they will answer the publie demand, which 
has been pressed so urgently on us. It is, there- 


fore, no violation of the principle which the | 


Library Committee has adopted. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. 1 will inquire whether the || 
i have become. 


printing of the proposed work is to go on as soon 
as we adjourn; and if so, where is the printing to 
be done? 

Mr. PEARCE. I really do not know. Ifwe 
contract with the former publishers they will do 


‘it wherever they please—I suppose in their office į 


in this city. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. TI understand, then, that 
the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the 
House are to make a contract for this publica- 
tion. I suppose it will involve an expenditure of 
three or four hundred thousand dollars. At the 


‘commencement of this session the expense of 


printing was regarded as enormous, and we all 
agreed not to print any more books at public 
expense. ‘The Committee on Public Printing 


exhibited to the Senate an annual expenditure of | 
a million and a half of money for these purposes; | 
so that we were becoming a vast book manu- | 
All the governmental | 


facturing establishment. 
papers are published in many works. All the 
messages of the President of value are published 


and republished. They are in all the libraries of i 


the country. 1 cannot regard this proposition 
with favor. J have a distaste to continuing this 
book publishing business. 

Mr. CASS. | consider this a very useful and 
almost eae work to members of Con- 
gress, and, therefore, one for which an appropri- 
ation ought to be made. You call it a book, and 
so itis, but it is a legislative document, indispens- 
Nobody objects to 
the printing of bills—nobody objects to the print- 
sary to put subjects before 
us for our ownaction; and this is one of the most 
necessary documents we can have. The honor- 
able Senator from Maryland has well described 
it. It is impossible to get at the information 


which is necessary in our legislative duties, with- | 


out having some compendium or abstract of this 
kind, unless members are willing to devote an 
unconscionable amount of time to the examina- 


i tion of questions. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. The necessity for the con- 
tinuation of these works has been forcibly im- 
presscd on my mind in the discharge ofmy duties 


tas a member of the Committee on Private Land 


Claims. Repeated instances have in that occurred 


| in comunittec, where the former action of the 


Government on matters of exceeding importance 
tothe nation at large have required investiga- 
igation has been almost Im- 
possible, by reason of the mass of volumes 
through which the documentary history of the 


country is spread. 


course of the evening, or to-morrow, to ask the 
Senate for permission to retain my clerk during 
the reeess) a claim for a tract of land, which is 
stated to belong to a private individual, derived 


from the Hudson’s Bay Company, extending over |j 
an area ef territory suflicient to make two or three | 


States of the Union. In the examination of that 


+ > > i 
claim, it has become necessary to examine the | 
early diplomatic history of the Government, the | 


correspondence which took place at the time of 


our early treaties with Great Britainand France, | 


and even to go much further back, and examine 


} or] ttl a N } a S ns 2 A 
into the origin of our title to the Northwestern || Sahibe ahowed and paid severally for the se 


Territory. In examining this subject, which is 


| one of great labor, 1 have found it almost impos- 


There is now pending before | 
the committee (and it will be my duty in the j 


A large number of reports have been made and 
acts passed, and disposition made of portions of 
the public lands by different Congresses since 
1825. We have constantly before us private land 
claims;we have constantly before us applications 
for some change of the laws of the country in 
relation to lands. We cannot find the necessary 
information for the purpose of guiding the action 
of the committee, or laying it before the Senate, 
because, as I stated before, and as the Senator 
from Maryland stated at first, we have to look 
over six. or seven hundred volumes. You will 
find many volumes scattered on the shelves in 
this room of what the Senate alone has done, 
without reference to the action of the Depart- 
ments, and the action of the committees of the 
House. 4 

These documents are indispensable to the 
transaction of the legislative business of the 
country. They are nota printing job. We all 
know how rare and valuable the former volumes 
l have one set of them, and I 
know that no money could buy them from me; 
because F could not spare them in the discharge 
of my legislative duties. I know that gentlemen 
who want duplicate sets are required to, pay 
enormous sums for them. ‘This fact shows their 
great value. This mass of matter can in no way 
be gathered so conveniently together as by the 
executive officers of the two Houses of Congress. 
I trust there will be no objection to this. The 
collection of the information is indispensable, and 
the longer we go without it the more urgent 
becomes the necessity. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment from the Committee on Military Affairs: 

And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of War be 
directed to examine into the amount of expenses necessa- 
rily incurred in the suppression of Indian hostilities in the 
late Indian war in Oregon and Washington by the territo- 
rial governments of said Territories, for the maintenance 
of the valunteer foree engaged in said war, including the 
pay of volunteers; and that he may, ifin his judgment it be 
necessary, direct a commission to proceed and ascertain, 
and report to him for payment, all expenses incurred for the 
purposes above specified. 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the honorable Senator 
agree to modify the amendment by striking out 
the words ‘* for payment?” It is not proper to 
say these moneys shall be paid on the report. If 
the honorable Senator will strike out the words 
‘for payment,” I think it will answer all his pur- 
poses. 

Mr. WELLER. Ido not know whether that 
will materially change it. The Committee on 
Military Affairs have reported a bill at this ses- 
sion providing for the payment of the claims 
growing out of the Washington and Oregon wars. 
Seeing no hope of its passage at this session, lam 
induced to put the proposition in this form, so 
that the Secretary of War will be able, if he sees 

roper, to send a commission to Oregon and 

Vashington, in order to ascertain the precise 
amount of expense incurred by those two Terri- 
torics in the prosecution of Indian hostilities. 

Mr. SEWARD. I quite agree to that; but 
there is some obscurity in the transactions there. 
I should like to guard against a committal to pay- 
ment. I move to strike out the words ‘ for pay- 
ment.” 

Mr. WELLER. I do not know that that will 
change the character of it. Of course they will 
ultimately have to be paid. Whenever it has 


| been ascertained what amount has been expended 


by those Territories in the suppression of Indian 

hostilities, it must be refunded by the Federal 

Treasury. I have no objection to the alteration. 
The amendment as modified was agreed to. 


Mr. WELLER. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment which was attached to the civil and diplo- 
matic bill of last year. It was reported then from 
the Committee on Finance, and lost in the com- 
mittee of conference: 

Sec. -—-. nd be it further enacted, That in the settle- 
ment of the accounts of the late United States attorney, 
the late marshal, and the elerk of the United States dis- 
trict court of the northern district of California, the whole 
or aggregate amount of fees, compensation, and emolu- 
ments, at ile rates prescribed for said officers severally, 
in the second, eighth, and ninth sections of tee act of C 
gress, chapter eighty-six, approved September 28, J 
"ES Fe 
dered by them respectively, prior to the 25th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1853, as taxed by the judge of the said court. 


1856. 
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Mr. TOOMBS. I rise to a point of order. 
That is precisely within the rule. It is to settle 
the private accounts of certain officers, and is 
nothing but a private claim. | 

Mr. WELLER. The question of order was 
raised a year ago; but it came then from the 
Committee on Finance. ` > 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is 
of the impression that the amendment is for the 
benefit of the individual persons named in it, and 
is excluded y thewule. + 

Mr. WELLER. The amendment; as I said 
before, was placed upon the civil and diplomatic 
bill by the Finance Committee of the Senate last 

ear, é 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will submit the question to the Senate if the Sen- 
ator desires it. 

Mr. WELLER. Noton an appeal; but I de- 
sire the question submitted to the Senate whether 
it is proper to be added to the bill. 

Mr. TOOMBS, I submit that the point can- 
not come before the Senate except on an appeal. 
The amendment may have gone on last year, 
and may have prevailed. With the known strin- 
gency of my friend from Virginia, he can do a 


great many things. Some men cannot jump over | 
the fence, whileanother may steala horse, without | 


suspicion. That is very much the case with him 
in the management of these matters. I raise the 
point of order, and ask for the judgment of the 
Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of opinion that this is a private claim. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Then the question must be 
taken on the appeal. 

Mr. WELLER. The usual practice has been 
to submit the question to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When the 


Chair entertains doubt, that has been the practice | 


of the Senate. 
Mr. WELLER. 


known to be a miscellaneous bill, or an omnibus 


bill. ‘I understood the Senate were to be allowed | 


to add to this bill whatever, in their fulement, i 


was right and necessary. That is all I desire. 


Mr. MASON, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
appropriation bill, and the 30th rule is applicable 
tolt. 


Mr. WELLER. It is a general appfopriation | 


bill, no doubt. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- 
ator appeal from the decision ? 

Mr. WELLER. I take an appeal. 

Mr. PUGH. It seems to me, with due sub- 
mission, that the Chair overlooked a very import- 
ant distinction. This is in relation*to the pay 


of officers, a class of persons; and it can no more | 


be said to be a private claim, in my judgment, 


than the clause offered by the Senator from Rhode | 
Island to pay a certain class of clerks in the Patent | 


Office. We have, within half an hour, passed an 


amendment, relative to the payment of clerks in | 


the Patent Office, going back to the year J854. 


That was not objected to; that was not said to be | 
a private claim. This is an amendment directing | 


that the compensation. of certain officers shall be 
computed according to a given standard. I think 


the compensation was erroneously computed ac- | 


cording to a different standard. 
Mr. BIGGS. I understand 
objection toit. Ido not understand that the Sen- 


ator from California has moved- the amendment | 


from any committee, but it is a motion made by 


him, as an amendment to the bill, on his own į 


individual responsibility. 


ment which provides for a private claim. 

Mr. BIGGS. 
is anadditiona! objection to this amendment, that 
it does not come from any committec. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question | 
is, ‘Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 


judgment of the Senate?” 


The decision of the Chair was sustained, and | 


the amendment was not received. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to submit another 
amendment: 

Aind be it further enacted, That there be paid to the Uni- 


The Chair is lj 


It has been understood that | 
the rule was not to be so particularly enforced on 
this bill as on some others, as it is generally | 


M Task the Senator from Califor- | 
nia, if he appeals from the judgmentof the Chair. į 
This is an | 


there is another | 


| to put this under the investigation of a committee, ii 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A standing i l understand from my friend from Ohio that there 


committee have no right to recommend an amend- : 


I understand that; but I say it | 


ted States attorney for the southern district of California, | 


the same compensation ae was paid to the United States į 
attorney for the northern district of that State, by an act ! 
approved March 3, 1855, for extra service In appeals trom | 
the land commissioners, to ascertain and settle the private j 
land claims in California. a 


reason; itisa private claim. If yon look to it, | 


there has never been such an act passed by the || 


Senate as that for compensation to the district 
attorney of the northern district. It is most out- 
rageous, and it is more than the compensation of | 
the judge in California. I think it amounted, in 
perquisites and compensation to the clerks, to not 
less than twenty thousand dollars. I make the 
objection to this amendment in limine. We can- 
not investigate it. It is a private claim of the 
district attorney of the southern district of. Cal- į 
ifornia. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have not interposed in these 
matters. According to the general course of 
business, if anything goes to a committee it 
should bea measure of this kind. This has never 
gone to the committee; but if it had gone to the | 
Judiciary Committee, I believe it would not have || 
been recommended, though I do not know 
whether it would have been recommended or not. ij 
But, sir, if you can, with this conveniency, get | 
up measures at this time of the session, which | 

| 
i 


have not gone through the process of examina- | 
tion by committees, there is no responsibility in 
this body for your legislation, 

Mr. WELLER. It is somewhat remarkable 
my friend from Georgia should have discovered 
at last that this amendment is out of order. One 
year ago the district attorney for the northern | 
district of California came here asking for addi- | 
tional compensation, in consideration of the addi- 


thrown into the district court. 
torney in the northern district happened to be a | 
gentleman who had a great many personal friends | 
and a very extensive influence in both branches i 
of Congress, from the fact that he had been a |i 
member of the House from the State of Alabama. || 
He made his application to the Committee on 


| 
| 


| publie officer after they have been thus liberal to 


Finance. He was personally known to the mem- 
bers of that committee. All my southern friends 


here knew him well. They inserted in the civil | J 
| the treaties already printed. We have Little & 
| Brown’s Statutes at Large, which contain all the 


and diplomatic bill an appropriation allowing 
him $10,000 for his services in the land cases. 
Now I present the claim of the district attorney 
of the southern district, who has passed upon 


three times the amount of labor, and the Senator 


Now, I submit to the Senate whether, after 
you have passed, a year ago, in the civil and dip- | 
Jomatie bill, an appropriation for the services of a | 
district attorney who has not performed one third | 
of the labor of a southern district attorney, it 
would be jast to reject this claim now? F ask the 
Senator from Georgia, after he has established his 
precedent, after he has rewarded his southern | 
friend who came here with that immense influ- 
ence, and the personal acquaintance of nearly | 
every Senator, whether it would be proper now | 
to reject the application of the district attorney j; 
for the southern district, who does not happen to 
be so favorably situated ? 

Mr. TOOMBS. | wish to say one word in re- 
ply. I believed that was wrong then. I opposed || 
it. It was one of those midnight precedents that |) 
ought not to stand a moment, and I oppose this 
for the same reason I did that. I denounced that 
atthe time. Here we have got this precedent. || 
We have been here seven months. It was easy |! 


| 
from Georgia says it is unjust. | 
i 
| 
| 
t 
| 


when the whole facts could be ascertained. This i 
is not the only case founded on that precedent. ij 


is an application from Michigan for extra services | 
in timber cases. One bad precedent is to be | 
brought up again àt midnight, and not by the |; 
consent of a committee; for these irregular com- 
pensations would not be considered a moment if 
the Senate understood the facts of the ease. Uf 
it is to be made a precedent, I say here, that his 
locality had nothing to do with it. ft certainly i: 
had no weight with me, for I opposed it, and 1; 
oppose this. 2. oH 

Mr, WELLER, it was not referred to the |: 
Committee on Finance simply because i supposed |. 
there would be some uniformity in the action of |j 


i no appropriation, 1 believe. i 7 
i when we order the book to be published, how it 


the Senate and the committee; and. that it was 
unnecessary to refer the question to the Commit- 
tee on Finance, when they had a year ago estab- 


lished the precedent. If, a year ago, they allowed 
- |; extra compensation to the district attorney Qf. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I object to that for the same || 


the northern district in consequence of extra ser- 
vices, the same principle will apply to: the south- 
ern district, That was the reason why, in my 
judgment, it was wholly unnecessary to refer-it 
to the Committee on Finance. I ‘submit-to ‘the 
Senate whether they will deal unjustly with this 


the district attorney of the northern district. 
Mr. BIGGS, I think this discussion ig out of 


; order; and the point I raise is, thatthe 30th rule 


rovides that no amendment to an -appropriation 
pin shall be received unless it comes from a stand- 
ing committee. I do not understand this as com- 
ing froma standing committee, independent of 
its being a private claim, g 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. A standing 
committee has no right to move an amendment 
to an appropriation bill which is a private claim. 

Mr. BIGGS. It does not even come from a 
standing committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is 
under the impression that this is a private claim, 
and is excluded by the 30th rule. 

Mr. MASON. I desire to offer anamendment 


| as an independent section: 


And te it further enacted, That the Secretary of State 
be, and he is hereby, instructed to cause to be compiled and 
printed for the use of Congress, ina volume, or volumes, 
substantially bound, all treaties now existing between the 
United States and foreign countries, with au index to each 
treaty, and such further index showing, as far as practica- 


| ble, the differences between existing treaties on like sub- 


jects, and with such notes explanatory as the Secretary of 


5 h À 1i State may direct; and that four thousand copies be printed, 
tional labor imposed on him by the land cases /! i 


The district at- | 


five hundred of which shall be for the use of the Depart- 
ment of State. 

They will not be comprised in more than two 
volumes. We have had, I think, suficient ex- 
perience at this session to show that it is import- 
ant to have these treaties in such form that we 
can have access to them. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, It seems to me there are 
two decisive objections to this proposition. The 
first is, that it contains no appropriation to éxe- 
cute the work. The second is, that we have 


treaties, and now we are to publish them over 


| again. 
. ` D. 
three times the number of claims that were passed |) 
upon in the northern district—who has performed || 
i 


Mr. MASON. I think it was said by one of 
the sultans of the East, that the burning of the 
library at Alexandria was no loss, because, if it 
contained anything but the Koran, there was a 
vast deal of learning that would be prejudicial to 
mankind; and if it contained the Koran only, that 
was in everybody’s hands in the East. Now, the 
Senator from Pennsylvania may have the means 
of access to these treaties, which I believe no other 
Senator has, They are distributed through nine 
or ten volumes of the laws, with the addition of 
the statutes that are published from time to time; 
and I say again, I have had—whatever that Sen- 
ator may have had—sufficient experience at this 


| session to be satisfied that we want ready access 


to treaties to be able to understand them, 
Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. Will these 


| volumes be printed by the public printer? 


Mr. MASON. ‘They will be printed under the 
direction of the Secretary of State. Ido not know 
by whom, and 1 do not care. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to ask the Senator 


! from Virginia whether this amendment is re- 


ported from a committee ? 

Mr. MASON. No, sir. 

Mr. WELLER. In the next place, I desire 
to know out of what funds the publication of this 
book is to be paid for? The amendment contains 
iati I desire to know, 


is to be paid for? whether we are to be forced 
hereafter to make an appropriation for the pur- 
pose of defraying the expense of publishing this 
book? In the next place, I should like to know 
the probable cost of this publication, before I 
engage init. H the Senator has that information, 
and will put me in possession of the facts, the 
case will be more satisfactory than it is now. 
Mr. MASON. [| understand that, by the Con- 
stitution cf the United States, with which I know 
the Senator from California is familiar, no money 
can be paid from the ‘Treasury without a previous 
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appropriation. I understand the organization 
and theory of the Government to be, that the 
measures of the Government are projected, and 
when they are projected the appropriation is 
made. Iadmit,1f the honorable Senator claims 
to that extent, it would be far better that we 
should know whether these four thousand vol- 
umes. will cost one dollar, or one dollar and ten 
eehts, or one dollar and twenty cents, or even 
one dollár and thirty cents per volume. It is far 
better that we should know it; but as I have not 


the information, it is not in my power to furnish | 


it to the honorable Senator. Ido know this— 
that, on measures really of public interest, per- 
taining to the proper conduct of the Government, 
the order is made to execute the work, provided 
Congress shall not think it will run into any ex- 
travagance,.and the appropriation is made after- 
wards. Out of what money the appropriation is 
to be made I am not informed, unless it be out of 
the money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 

Mr. WELLER. I want to know whether it 
is to be paid out of the contingent fund? 

Mr. MASON. There isa contingent fund of 
the Department of State, which is appropriated 
to the expenses incident to the Department of 
State, under the law, but this will certainly not 
be paid out of that fund. 

Mr. WELLER. This will be a law. 


Mr. MASON. Ifshould be glad if this should 
be paid out of that fund, but [think it will not. 
I should be 


glad to specify the amount in this 
amendment, but I do not know it. 

dollar a volume, or it may possibly be one dol- 
lar and twenty cents a volume, or by possibility 
one dollar aoe hen cents, 

exactly, but E think we may very safely trust the 


amendment and make the appropriation after- | 
wards, being satisfied as I am that no exccutive | 


officer of this Government will incur any im- 
proper expense. I would limit the appropria- 
tion if I had the means. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia says these treaties are seattcred now through 
the ten volumes of Litte & Brown’s edition of 


the Statutes at Large. Why, sir, they are in onc | 


volume, marked ‘Treaties? on the back. One 
volume contains treatios with the foreign Govern- 


ments, and another volume Indian treaties. Ig | 


not that enough ? 

Mr. BIGGS, T rise to à question of order, I 
insist on it that the ainendment is not in order, 
and debate is out of order. 
no amendment can be moved toan appropriation 
bil unless moved by a standing committee. } 
understand this docs not come from any standing 
committes, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment recommendedsby one of the standing com- 
mittecs of the body? ‘ 

Mr. MASON. No, sir. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. "Then itis not i 


in order. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 
amendment that I wish to offer, to come in at the 
proper paoe; 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
standing committee ? 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. No, sir. 
it will be considered as proper, by the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. "The mmend- ` 


ment will be read. 

The Sceretary read it, as follows: 

That the clerks and others in the Washington navy-yard 
shall be entitled to the compensation authorized by Ue act 
approved April 22, 1854. 

Mr. BELL, of 'Tennessce. 
of 1854. ` 

Mr. BRODHEAD. F must raise a question 
of order, 

Mr. BELL, of Temessee. 
state the pro 
{think we shail have to go back and: disagree to 
half a dozen amendments we have made to-day. 
The law is: 

“To the clerks employed at the navy-yard and marine 
barracks at Washington? — 
that is, the twent 
of the Executive Departments; and there is this 
proviso to the fourth section of that act: 

‘Nothing herein cont: 


an appropriation for 
June, 1854. 


T will read the act 


I want first to 


ained shall be construed as muting 
any period beyond the doth day of 


It may be a} 


Is the amend: | 


l have a small | 


I hope} 


y per cent, allowed to the clerks 


Ido not know | 


Under the 30th rule Hl 


| 


t 


| 


Is it froma: 


i Mr. CLAY. 


In the next year, in the second section of the 
act making appropriations for the civil and diplo- 
matic expenses of the Government, it is provided: 


«That the provisions contained in the act of 22d of April, 
1854, adding a percentage to the pay of the clerks employed 
at the navy-yard in Washington city, be construed so as 
to include the clerks and messengers in the office of the 
Navy agent,” &c. g 

This was recognized there; but again, in the 
appropriation act of 1855, it is provideđ: ; 

t“ For the pay of the superintendents, naval constructors, 
&c., and such further sum as may be necessary for paying 


the clerks and others in the Washington navy-yard the 
compensation authorized by the act approved April 22, 


H 1854. 


| - By the construction of the accounting officers, 
the act of 1854 expired by the proviso on the 30th 
| of June, 1854, and each year subsequently it 

seems to have been thought necessary to make 
a specific appropriation to continuc that act. It 
is believed by some that the proper construction 
would authorize that payment to be made inde- 
pendent of these appropriations; but it seems the 
| accounting officers will not allow it unless the ap- 
propriationis made each successive year. It isnot 
a claim. It is merely a declaratory enactment of 
Congress, that the appropriation ‘authorized by 


year. According to the construction placed on 
the act by the accounting officers, itis necessary 
to have an enactment every year. That is not 
my opinion, When that construction was given, 
it was not intended to defeat that principle. I 
wish now to make it permanent. M proposi- 
tion is, that the clerks, according to the provis- 
ions of the act of 1854, shall have the same per- 
centage on ther salaries and allowances as the 
| clerks in the other Departments have by the con- 
struction of the accounting officers. 1 believe 
it was intended by the act of 1854, but they will 
not get the money, unless Congress makes this 
declaratory provision. I leave it to the Senate 
to say whether that is a private claim or not. . It 
is merely to secure these clerks the compensa- 
tion which was undoubtedly intended that they 
should have by the act of 1854. T'he question is, 
whether, by construction, they shall be deprived 
of that allowance, or whether, as Congress have 
done for the last two years, it shall be continued ? 

Mr. BRODILEAD. I would inquire how much 
these clerks receive per annum under the existing 
law? 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I have not gone 
into the computation. They receive much less 
j than other clerks—less than these very clerks 
| were authorized to reecive by the act of 1854. 

l make the point of order that it 
iis not recommended by any committee, 

| Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator 
| from Tennessee states it is not recommended by 
| a committee. 

Mr. ELL, of Tennessee. Ttis nat. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is 
under the impression that the amendment is not 
in order. 


! the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

ier enacted, Chat the salary of the assistant 
avy Department be the same as that of 

said Deparnnent. 


messenger of the Secretary of the Navy, a very 
faithful negro, who has been in that Department 
for twenty-seven years, on a par with the laborers, 


“ whose pay has beer increased by the House of 


position, and if this is not in order, | 


|| Representatives to $600. 


He is,a messenger of 
the same capacity, and on the same footing with 
them. 


Mr. ADAMS. I move an amendment to the 
amendment, to insert: 


Fae messenger of the stu of the marine corps. 


Mr. MALLORY. What does he get? 


j Mr. ADAMS. One dollar and fifty cents a 


iday. 


| Mr. MALLORY. Very well. 


| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it recom- 
mended by a committee? 


| 
i 


Mr. ADAMS. I move that amendment to the 
proposed amendment, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it from a 
committee? 

Mr. ADAMS. I move it, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


the act of 1854, shall be continued from year to | 


Mr. MALLORY. I offer an amendment from | 


That is simply to place the salary of theassistant | 


{ 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| so. 


| appropriation which is made. 
on : f 
| simply for the purpose of having an agent to en- 


order. The question is on the amendment o. 


Committee on Naval Affairs. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. STUART. I propose an amendment from 
the Committee on Public Lands: : 

And be it further enacted, That there be allowed and paid 
to the late commissioners for settling private land claims in 
California, appointed under the act of March 3, 1851, and 
the acts additional thereto, one month’s salary, for services 
rendered subsequent to March 3, 1856; and to the several 
disbursing agents for said commission the same compensa- 
tion for the, receipt and disbursement of moneys as are 
allowed to other disbursing officers of the Government in 
California; the same to be paid out of the unexpended bal- 
ance of moneys heretofore appropriated for the salaries and 
expenses of said commission. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. REID. I desire to offer an amendment 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the In- 
terior be authorized to appoint an agent, who shall enroll all 
the Cherokees embraced in the roll of John €. Molloy who 
may wish to emigrate from any of the States east to join the 
nation west, and report the same.to the Interior Depart- 
ment; Whereupon the Sceretary shall withdraw from the 
appropriation of the act of the 29th of July, 1848, so much 
thereof as may be necessary to remove such Indians; that 
the said agent shall superintend the removal of said Cher- 
okees, and see them safely conducted through the States 
to the nation west; and, for the purpose of paying such 
agent, the sum of $2,000 is. hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I should like, as a member 
of the Indian Committee, to understand this 
amendment. Ihave heard nothing of it. Ithink 
we paid all who went away, and paid for the emi- 
gration of those who did not choose to go away. 
Í may be mistaken; but I know we intended to 
pay those. I have heard nothing of it, and I 
should like to hear an explanation. 

Mr. REID. A treaty has been made for the 
removal of these Cherokees west, whenever they 
desire to go. The appropriation has already 
been made, and is unexpended. 

Mr. TOOMBS, Have they not been allowed 
their emigration moncy for staying at home? 

Mr. REID. No, sir. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I think they have; that is my 
recollection, but I cannot be positive. My opin- 
ion is, that everybody who moved was paid, and 
those who stayed were paid by Congress before, 
on their application. My opinion is, that every 
one of them has been paid, 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. 1 think a word of ex- 
planation will sct my friend from Georgia right. 
This money was appropriated in 1848, and was 
set aside in the Treasury. The interest was to 
be paid to the Indians of North Carolina on their 
removal, Whenever they chose to remove, or 
any number of them chose to remove, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury was required, by that act, 


f the 


i to pay them the amount of $53 33. “This is to 
| authorize the Secretary of the Interior to enroll 


those who’ wish to remove, and pay over that 
money in pursuance of the act of 1848. 

Mr. "TOOMBS. If tlie amendment will specify 
that it is to be out of the money reserved for that 
purpose, I shall be content. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. That willbe in accordance 
with the intention of the committee. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The amendment does not say 
But if the money is to be taken out of that 
fund, I shall have no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. "I believe it does make 
reference to that act. 

Mr. REID. It is to take out of that fund the 
This provision is 


roll them, if they wish to go West, in accordance 
with that act. 

Mr, TOOMBS. Does the amendm 
to that fund? 

Mr. REID. Iso understand it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Let it be read. 

The Secretary read it, 

Mr. TOOMBS. Itis all right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I wish to submit two or 
three amendments from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, the first of which I send to the Chair: 


To pay to F. Lafontaine the sum awarded to him by 
Messrs. Stewart, Murray, and Fitch, commissioners of 
claims against the Miami tribe of Indians, the sum of $590, 
to be paid by the Secretary of the Interior out of the annu- 
ities of that tribe. 


ent refer 


I will send a short letter to the Chair from the 


t is not in i| Commissioner of Indian Affairs, which explains 


1856. 
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this matter. The money has been awarded to a 
creditor of the Miamis under the treaty, and has 
lapsed into the Treasury again, and now requires 
a reappropriation. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, July 15, 1856. 

Sin: In compliance with request of Hon. John U. Pettit 
of 12th instant, I melose herewith such evidence as this 
and the Second Auditor’s office afford in regard to the 
claim of the heirs of F. Lafontaine, from which it will be 
seen that the sum of $590 was awarded to F. Lafontaine 
by Messrs. Stewart, Murray, and Fitch, commissioners on 
claims against Miami Indians, payable out of annuities of 
that tribe ; and, not having been paid at the proper time, 
was, on the 30th of June, 1855, permitted to go to the sur 
plus fund, and is now in the Treasury of the United States. j 

You will perceive, therefore, that this Department is 
without the means of meeting this claim, which was ad- 
mitted in 1850, but has never been paid. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

$ ane GEORGE W. MANYPENNY, i 

Commissioner. | 


Hon. Bensamin PRINGLE, Chairman Committee on Indian 
Affairs, United States House of Representatives. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN, I submit another amend- 


j 


And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior ascertain the number of Cherokees cast of the Missis- 
sippi, that were omitted in the 
Siler in 185], and pay the 85,000 appropriated by the eighth 
section of the “ Act making appropriations for the enrrent 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Gepartment,”? ap- 
proved July 31, 1854, to said Indians, according to the per 
capita distribution made by the Department of the Interior 
in pursuance of the principles contained in the opinion of 
the Attorney General of the United States on that subject, | 
of April 16, 1851. 

The Senate will see that this is merely to direct 
the payment of money already appropriated. By 
the terms of the act of 1851, $5,000 were appro- 
priated to the remnant of Cherokees in North 
Carolina, Contests afterwards arose as to what 
persons, precisely, were entitled to it. The ques- 
tion is settled by an opinion of the Attorncy 
General. This amendment authorizes the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to pay the money in accord- | 
ance with that opinion. ` 

The amendment was agrecd to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I offer another amend- 
ment from the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

To enable the President to cause to be fulfilled and car- 
ried into effect the conditions, stipulations, and provisions 
contained in the articles of agrecment made by General 
Harney, commanding the Sioux expedition, and certain 
bands of Sioux Indians of the Upper Platte and Missouri, 
dated the 5th of March last, $100,000: Provided, That the 
President may, in his diserction, adopt the plan of pacifica- 
tion recommended by the Séeretary of War, or any other 
which in his judgment may be the best for the permanent 
pacification of said Indians. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Is this ona recommenda- ! 
tion from the Interior Department? 

Mr, SEBASTIAN. It is on the recommenda- 
tion of the Secretary of War, to carry into effect 
the terms of final pacification entered into between 
General Harney and the Sioux Indians, made 
last year, and the amount is estimated for by the 
Department. x 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BROWN. I offer the following amend- 
ment from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to come in as an additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That the annual compensation 
of the chaplain to the United States Penitentiary shall be 
$500, and twenty per cent. on the same from July 1, 1853, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BROWN. I have an amendment which 
does not come from a committee, but as it con- 
cerns one of the employés of the two Houses of 
Congress, and relates to a subject of great im- 
portance, I suppose it is admissible: 

Andhe it further enacted, That there shall be paid to John 
C. Rives, by the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the 
House of Representatives, out of the contingent funds of 
the two Houses, according to the number of copies of the 
Congressional Globe and Appendix taken by each, one cent 
for every five pages of the work whenever it shall exceed 
three thousand pages for along session, or one thousand 
five hundred pages fora short one, including the indexes 
and the laws of the United States, cominencing with this 
session. 

The amendment was agrecd to. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I have an amendment 
from the Committee on Finance, to come in as a 
new section: 

And be it further enacted, ‘That the Secretary of the | 
Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and required to 
appoint a suitably qualified person as special examiner of 
drugs, chemicals, and medicines, at San Francisco, in Çal- 
ifornia, whose salary shalt be $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


ment from the Committee on Indian Affairs: | sation bill be passed, I 


census taken by D. W. | 
ii authorized by members of the House of Repre- | 


i through, 


: provided by this act. 


ostponed for the pres- 
ent, in order to take up the bill which passed the 
Senate yesterday, and has been returned from the 
House of Representatives this evening, regulating 
the compensation of members of Congress. 
make the motion for the reason that, if the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to that bill 
shall be concurred in by the Senate, an a propri- 
ation will be required at this session of Congress 
to meet the amount which that bill contemplates 
shall be paid to members, and it is better to-putit 
on this bill than any other. I propose to post- 
pone this bill for the present, until we decide 
whether we concur in these amendments, and if 
so, I shall offer an amendment to this bill to make 
the necessary appropriation. 

Mr. TOOMBS hope this bill will not be 


laid aside. If the compensation bill passes, my | 


colleague need not: be conce 
priation being made. 
pended, if necessary. There is no reason for 
postponing the appropriation bill. Ifthe compen- 
give you my word the pay 
ill be no difficulty about that: 

I think it doubtful whether 
pass the bill, the pay will come: Iam 


rned about the appro- 


will come; there w 
Mr. IVERSON. 
if we 


sentatives to say that if the question be referred 
back to that House, they may not possibly get it 


he bill back with amendments. think we can 


t 
postpone this bill and pass that in five minutes, | 


I do not propose to discuss it. We wish to pass 
that bill with the House amendments, and then 
put the necessary appropriation on this bill. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. hope this bill will not be 
laid aside. The amendments to it must be cn- 
grossed to-night, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Georgia to 
postpone this bill for the present, 


> 4: 
22, noes 42. 


The motion was agreed to; there being, ona} 


division—ayes 
PAY OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 


On motion of Mr. LVERSON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the amendment of the House 
of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 398) to 
regulate the compensation of members of Con- 
gress. The amendment is to strike outal} of the 


All the rules will be sus- | 


It is dangerous, at an rate, to send | 


Mr. PUGH. I move to strike out the third 
section of the House substitute. 

Mr. IVERSON. I trust the Senate will not 
make any amendment. If there be a majority in 
favor of changing the present compensation of 
the members of Congress, I advise them to stick 
to the bill as it comes from the House. If it goes 
back to the House it will be defeated. If we are 
disposed to increase the compensation, let us vote 
for it by the yeas and nays, if they ‘shall be 
called for; but I hope they will not be? ` 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I can vote for no such bill 
as this, and I trust the Senate will not sustain 
any such proposition. It is neither more or less 
than a proposition for every member to vote him- 
selftwo or three thousand dollars for past services, 
besides what he has been entitled to receive. The 
proposition is not to change the pay of members 
| of Congress for the future, not to make such just 
and adequate augmentation of the pay which has 
heretofore been received as to Congress shall seem 
best for the future services of the Representatives 
and Senators of the nation, but to take out of the 
Treasury of the United States and vote to our- 
selves two or three thousand dollars apiece. [“ Oh 
no!?} I donot know how much the amount is 


bill after the enacting clause, and insert the fol- | 


lowing: 
> 


That the compensation of cach Senator, Representative, | 


and Delegate in Congre all be $6,000 for each Congress, 
and mileage as now provided by law for two sessions only, 
to be paid in manner following, to wit: on the first day of 
each regular session cach Senator, Representative, and 
Delegate shall reecive his mileage for one session; and on 
the first day of cach month thercafter, during such session, 
compensation at the rate of $3,000 per annum dur 
continuance of such session, and at the end of such session 
he shall receive the residue of his satary duc to him at such 
time at the rate af id still unpaid ; and at the beginning 
of the second regular session of the Congress each Senator, 
Representative, and Delegate shall receive his mileage for 
such second session, and mmontiiy, during such session, 
compensation at the rate of §3,000 per annum till the 4th 
day of March terminating the Congress, and ou that day 
each Senator, Representative, and Dec 
ued to receive any balance of the 4 
paid in the said monthly installment 

Bec. 2. And be it further enucter 
the Senate pro tempore, when ther 
dent, or the Vice President 
the United States, shall re 
by law for the Vice Pre 
diouse of Represeutati tail receive double the com- 
pensation above provided for Representatives, payable at 
the times and in the manner above provided for payment 
of the compensation of Representatives. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That this law shall 
apply to the present Congr and each Senator, Repre- 
sentative and Delegate shall be entitled to receive the dif- 
ference only between their per diem compensation already 
received under the law now in force and the compensation 


JOO not theretofore 
above directed. 

hat the President of 
:e Presi- 
I have become President of 
sation provided 
uid the Speaker of the 


Sac. 4. And be it further enacted, 
the death of any Senator, Repr: tative, or Delegate, prior 
to the commencement of the fi ssion of the Congress, 
he shall be neither entitled to mileage nor compensation; and 


| in the event of death after the commencement of any ses- 


sion, his representatives shali be entitled to receive so much 
of his compensation, computed at the rate of $3,000 per 
annum, as he may not have received, and any mileage that 
may have actually accrued and be duc and unpaid. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That if any books shall 
hereafter be ordered to, and received by, members of Con- 
gress, by a resolution of either or both Houses of Congres 
the price paid for the same shal be deducted from the com- 
pensation hereinbefore provided for such member or mem- 
bers: Provided, however, That this shall not extend to 
books ordered to be printed by the public printer during the 
Congress for which the said inember shall have been elected. 


g the | 


gate sbail be enti- į 


That in the event of |} 


exactly, but it is a sum of money. : 
| Mr. IVERSON. Allow me to interrupt the 
| Senator for a moment. I think he is under a mis- 


i 
|| apprehension on that point. If I understand the 


phraseology and meaning of the bill, as amended 
by the House, it simply gives to each member of 
Congress $3,000 for the present session, deduct- 
ing from that amount the per diem compensation 
which he has already received. The per diem of 
members of Congress for the present session, 
under the old system, is $2,080, so that the 
amount of increase to each member is only $920, 
| instead of two or three thousand dollars, as the 
Senator states. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President, under the 
law as it now stands, the people of the country 
elected the members to this Congress with an 
| understanding or contract that they should re- 
ceive for their services a certain per diem and 
mileage, the per diem to begin on the first Mon- 
day of December last. The per diem amounts 
to about two hundred and forty dollars pér month, 
The proposition now is, that for the future mem- 
bers of Congress shall reccive $250a month. The 
bill of the Senate as passed by this body made that 
compensation take effect from the adjournment ; 
of the present session, To that I should’ make 
no objection. On the contrary, I should sustain 
it, for I think the pay of members is quite inade- 
quate. But this proposition of the House is to 
pay: members of Congress $250 a montit apiece, 
j from the 4th of March, 1855, to the 4th of Decem- 
ber, while they were remaining at homc, before 
they took their seats, and while they were doing 
no.scrvice whatever to the country for this pay- 
ment which is now to be made. 


We have been 
| receiving at the rate of $3,000 a year since the 
commencement of the present session, Light dol- 
ilars a day is $240 a month, and 83,000 is 8250 
i a month; so that during the time we have been 
| actually sitting, and doing service to the country, 
| we have been receiving compensation at the rate 
| allowed by the bill as it comes from the House. 
| But what the House now propose is, to give to 
| each member of Congress $250 a month for the 
period intervening between the 4th of March, 
1855, and the first Monday of December of last 
year. In other words, it is to give $250 a month 
for March, April, May, June, July, August, 
| September, October, and November. I cannot 
| make this out to be less than nine months; and 
| at $250 a month the amount is $2,250 to cach 
| member. 1 will never consent to such a propos 
i : 
i 

i 

| 

| 


sition. 
Mr. PRATT. Move to amend it. i 
Mr. BENJAMIN. Our own bill, as it went 
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called on to vote myself $2,000 out of the public i 
Treasury for last. year. F cannot imagine that.l; 
such a proposition will receive countenance for | 
one instant. 

Mr. BUTLER. Uf I had my own choice, I |} 
would still adhere to the original bill, which Li 
introduced. That provided fora salary of $3,000 | 
in futuro, and twenty cents a mile for travel. That : 
measure would have equalized the pay, and would, 
I think, have been entirely just. The Senator ii 
from Louisiana, who is a gentleman living ata! 
distance, and in. some measure incidentally deriv- | 
ing an advantage from his travel, objected to the | 
twenty. cents, or thirty cents, or anything but the ! 
old rate of forty cents. . As a practical “man, [| 
yielded. to the suggestion, that those who lived in | 
the interior and those who lived upon the Pacific | 
ought to be compensated beyond those who live 
in what are called the old Atlantic States. 

I think my friend from Louisiana is entirely | 
mistaken on this occasion.. As l understand the | 
bill from the House, it simply proposes to pay us | 
from the time we assembled here at this session; j| 
and [really think, if I must speak in the spirit || 
of justice, that we have earned more this session | 
than we shall carn next session. The next will į 
be a three months’ session. We have now been 
sitting here for eight and a half months. [think it! 
is more correct to pay us for services which we 
have performed, rather than services which we 
are hereafter to perform. [believe the provision 
of the House increases our pay for this session 
very little—about nine hundred dollars. 1 prefer 
to make the increase commence in the future; but 
as I cannot have my own way, l do not choose to 
shrink from the proposition which I have hereto- 
fore suggested, that the Constitution devolves on 
Congress itself the exclusive responsibility of fix- 
ing the compensation ofits members, } know that 
the present allowance is inadequate. Whether | 
that which is now provided, will be adequate 1 | 
cannot say; but I think it approachesit. With || 
regard to the effect on our pay at the present | 
session, Lam perfectly willing to agree to that | 
feature of the Flouse bill. It can be done with- 
out confusion or difficulty. My bill would have 

iven a salary of $3,000, commencing with next | 

ecember. That would allow $3,000 for the next | 
three months’ session, when in fact we shall not | 
have performed half the labor, nor incurred half | 
the responsibility, nor have been subjected to half 
the privations we have been at this session, We | 
have earned it now; and it is not an increase of |} 
two or three thousand dollars, as the Senator from || 
Louisiana supposes. My deliberate judgment : 
is, that the mileage ought to have been graduated; | 
but I yielded to the suggestions of others, and gave ; 
way on that subj As a practical man J shall | 
vote forthe bill of the House now, though it is | 
not the one which T would have preferred. j 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. t desire to say | 
one word to my friend fiom Louisiana. F hap- | 
pened to be absent when the original bill was: 

vassed by the Senate, two days ago. If I had 
bean here, L should have voted. forit. TL intend | 
to vote for it as it has been amended. ‘The argu- i 
ment of my friend from Louisiana strikes mo as | 
very strange. THe asked the question, whether | 
we are prepared to vote ourselves $2,000 or | 
$3,000? Lu the first place, that is not the propo- | 
sition before the Senate. But he says we came | 
here under an haplied contract to perform ser- | 
vices for the consideration heretofore fixed bylaw. | 
H that is to be the rule of action for us, the pay | 
can never be changed. : 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Of course not until the law 
be changed; but we can change it for the future. | 

Mr. JONISS, of Tennessee. My friend say 
he is not prepared to vote himself pay. Did he 
not vote himself pay under the bill which we 
passed two days ago? le will be here next 
Sesion, 

Mr. BENJAMIN. 
for the future. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Why not for this 
ssssion? If you are going to appropriate money 
for the next year, and you have earned it this 
year, why not have it this year? There is no 
principle involved. The only question is, is it 
night? Whateffect it may have on the country | 

{neither know nor care, { am satisfied that we | 
do not get enough pay to defray the reasonable 
expenses of gentlemen. | do not believe my con- 
sutucuts require any man to vote against paying | 


t 


J will vote for an increase 


į} Collamer, Fish, Í 


? 
| 


- Mr. HOUSTON. Irise to make an objection 
which was fairly and properly presented, I think, 
by the Senator from Louisiana. We came here, 
at this session, with the understanding that we 
should receive as our per diem a certain fixed 
rate. We commenced the session with that un- 
derstanding. We.have continued our labors 
until we are now about to terminate the session. 
We have acted on the same understanding. I 
cannot vote for a retroactive provision of this 
sort. I do not object to an increase of salary for 
the future, because I think that is jast. I believe 
members cannot live on the amount which has 
been allowed them heretofore. I cannot vote for 
the present bill with its retroactive provision. If 
we were to do so, and the bill should pass, [could 
not regard myself justifiable in taking the money, 
because it was not part of the contract between 
the Government and myself when I came here. 
For that reason alone I object to the House bill 
in its present shape, although I think the com- 
pensation of Senators and Representatives is 
insufficient. I shall not occupy the time of the 
Senate. 

Mr. HUNTER. I am very much surprised, 
on coming into the Senate, after a brief absence, 
to find the appropriation bill laid aside for this 
bill. į cannot see any necessity for laying aside 
the appropriation bill. ‘This can be passed at 
any time, and if passed there will be no difficulty 
about getting the necessary appropriation. It 
can be put into some other appropriation bill as 
well as into this. Besides, we have had no op- 
vorlunity. to examine the amendment of the 
Bouse. I, for one, do not know what are all its 
provisions. T think we ought to lay it aside for 
the present, and take up the civil appropriation 
bill and finish it. I move, therefore, to lay this 
bill and the amendment on the table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDIENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Ohio to 
strike out the third section of the amendment of 
the Flouse. 

Mr. SEWARD called for the 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. PRATT. I have just read the third sec- 
tion proposed to be stricken out, and go far as it 
has yet been explained {do not think itis exactly 
understood. The bill passed by the Senate, akter- 
ing the compensation of members of Congress, 
proposed to allow the increased pay from the 
adjournment of the present session, The third 
section of the bill now proposed as a substitute 
for that by the House of Representatives gives 
the additional compensation to members of this 
Congress from the period of their election, That 
is the distinction. If it is unjust to pay members 
when Congress is not in session, that objection of 
injustice is as applicable to the Senate bill as to 
this provision of the House bul. ‘The only dif- 
ference between the two is, that the House pro- 
poses to pay members from the period of their 
election, while the Senate proposes to pay them 
from the passage of the bill. By either you are 
paying members while they are not in session, 
and are not performing service. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
on the motion to strike out the third section, re- 
sulted—yeas 19, nays 21; as follows: 


AS 


yeas and nays; 


—Messrs. Adams, Benjamin, Bright, Cass, Clay, 
rlan, Houst Hunter, Mason, Pearce, 
Pratt, Pugh, Seward, SHdelt, Too: Wade, and Yulee—19, 

NAYS—Mesers. Aten, Bayard, Bell of Ponnessee. Bi 
Rigter, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Durkee, Poster, G 
Hal rson, James, Jones of Towa, Jones of Tennessec, 
Reid, Sebastian, Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, Trum- 
boli, Weller, Wilsou, aud Wright—24. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. BAYARD. I move now to amend the 
third section by mserting before the words ** pres- 
ent Congress,” the words “the second session 
of,” so as to make it apply ‘ to the second session 
of the present Congress.” 1 will state the reason 
for voting against the former motion and in favor 
of this. A 

My own preference would have led me to apply 
the increase of campensation to another Congress; 
but the Senate determined by their own bill to ap- 
ply itto the present Congress, provided it should 
be applied prospectively. Then to amend the bill 


between Congress according to their duty fixing 
their own compensation for the future, and allow- 
ing to themselves an extra compensation for time 
thatis past. There is adistinction which must be 
palpable to every mind. My amendment gets rid 
of the difficulty of asking a Senator to vote to 
place money in his own pocket for past services. 


Mr. BIGGS. I desire to know whether it is 
in order to amend the section after a motion to 
strike it out has been rejected? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
ment is in order. 

Mr. IVERSON. I trust the amendment will 
not be adopted. .It proceeds on the principle, as 
I understand the Senator from Delaware, that 
although we may have deserved the amount of 
compensation, we are not to be entitled to receive 
it, because we have already performed the ser- 
vices. Now, if we are entitled to this compen- 
sation for services to be performed, I want to 
know the difference between that and giving us 
compensation for services already performed. 
The gentleman sees a difference. It is the differ- 
ence betwixt tweedledum and tweedledce, which, 
for my life, I cannot sec. Now, sir, if we amend 
this bill in any shape, I am satisfied it will not 
meet the concurrence of the House. The mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives themselves, 
coming directly from the people, have thought 
proper to put this provision on the bill. I should 
prefer not to have itthere; but, as the representa- 
tives of the people have thought proper to change 
the character of the proposition, and introduce 
this feature, paying masm bers the additional com- 
pensation, as well for the present as for future 
sessions, I think the Senate ought to peu to the 
wishes of the people, thus expressed by their im- 
mediate representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Delaware is in section 
third, line second, after the word “ the,” insert 
“ second session of,’’ and after the word ‘‘ Con- 
gress,” to strike out the rest of the section, so 
that the section will then read: 

That this law shall apply to the second session of the 
present Congress. 

Mr. BAYARD. I leave to the honorable Sena~ 
ator from Georgia all the weight.of the argument 
to be derived from the House passing this pro- 
vision. Though he may not be able to perceive 
the distinction and the danger of establishing 
such a precedent as this, that Congress can pay 
themsclves for past services, and not merely pro~ 
vide for the future by legislation, to me it is very 
percepute. I tbink you might just as well go 
back, if the principle be sound, and pay your- 
selves for the session before, because Congress 
was just as much entitled the session before to 
greater emoluments. I can understand very well, 
that if I come here and render services to my 
constituents under the existing law, which Con- 
gress has not seen fit to change, it would be im- 
proper and wrong for me to add to my own com- 
pensation for time that is past. I can understand 
equally well that the law of Congress, dependent 
on the will of Congress, it being its duty to pro- 
vide for the compensation of members of Con- 
gress and other civil officers, may increase the pay 
in futuro. Whenever I deem a change proper 
for the future, so as to provide a different com- 
pensation from the past, I have an undoubted 
right, and it is my duty to vote for it. I regret 
that the honorable Senator from Georgia cannot 
see the distinction between the cascs; to me itis 
very perceptible. I hope it is so to the Senate; 


|| most certainly it was on that principle that the 


bill which we sent to the House was passed by 
the Senate. 


Mr. IVERSON. Irise simply to make a sug- 


| gestion to my friends from Delaware and Lou- 


isiana, and those who agree with them. If their 
consciences prevent them from taking any portion. 
of this money, they can leave itin the Treasury. 
This bill dees not impose on them the necessity 


them to do so. 


Mr. BAYARD. 


l should hope that this was 
not a personal matter in any individual Senator. 
i do not see why the honorable Senator from 


Georgia should make it so. [am not making 
that issuc; but I am speaking of the duty of Con- 
gress in fixing compensation. I impeach no 
man’s motives. 

Mr. IVERSON. Ido not understand the Sen- 
ator to make any allusion to me, nor I to him. 
Mine was a mere playful remark. 

Mr. PUGH. Itis not a question of conscience 
withme,and my friend from Georgia need not take 
itin any such light. I have said, and say again, 
that I believe the present compensation of mem- 


bers of Congress entirely inadequate; but I have | 


never been satisfied that the system of salary 
would answer; and, in fact, within the last twenty- 
four hours I have become more convinced that it 
is our duty to go back to the proposition of the 


Senator from Vermont—not the amount stated in | 


it, but the manner of payment. I do not believe 
the people of the United States will ever be satis- 
fled with a system which bears on its face the 
idea of paying members of Congress during vaca» 
tion. 
founded in the objection, but F believe it will be 
made. My objection is to the manner. 

Mr. BROWN. 
question: do not the people of cvery State of the 
Union pay their judges during vacation, and pay 
them salaries ? 

Mr. PUGH. But the judges have duties to 
xerform out of term. 

Mr. BROWN. Mighty little. 

Mr. PUGH. They are bound to hear causes, 
and motions also. I disagree with the Senator 
from Georgia, and agree with the Senator from 
Delaware. There is a very important distinction 
made by this amendment. It is a distinction 
which will be found annually. If it is to be 
adopted, we vote ourselves compensation at the 
rate of three thousand dollars for the next session. 
This bill is to pay us $3,000'a session. 

Mr. WELLER, Three thousand dollarsa year. 

Mr. PUGH. 
House bill. 

Mr. IVERSON. No, sir, $3,000 a year. 


Mr. PUGH. It says the pay is to be $6,000 } 


for a Congress. 

Mr. CLAY. If the Senator from Ohio will per- 
mit me I will correct him in that respect. 

Mr. PUGH. I shall be happy to reccive any 
correction from any friend. 

Mr. CLAY. ‘The bill provides $3,000 a year, 
and not a session, for it expressly declares that 
there shall be no other compensation for an extra 
session of Congress. f 

Mr. PUGH. ‘Well, sce whether Iam right. 
The bill sets out with declaring that our eompen- 
sation shall be $6,000 a Congress. On the first 
day of every session we arc to be paid mileage; 
then monthly during the session we are to be 
paid a compensation at the rate of $3,000 a year; 
and on the last day of the’session we are to get 
the balance for the whole yearin one pile. That 
is the House bill. What will be the consequence 


if we adopt the amendment of the Senator from | 


Delaware? On the first day of the next session 
we are to be paid our mileage, and then monthly 


at the end of the month of December; and at the | 
end of the month of January we are to be paid our | 


monthly compensation; but when the 4th of March 


comes we are paid a gross sum of money equiv- | 


alent to $3,000 for three months. I agree that 
this bill ought to commence with the next Con- 
gress. I know it will operate hardly on some 
members of the House, and may operate to some 
extent favorably to me, as I shall probably be 
here at the next Congress if I live. Thatcannot 
be avoided; but I should be willing to vote fora 

roviso that itshall not take effect as to any mem- 

er of either House during his present term. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not intend to detain the 


Senate. Ifmy friends will agree, let us concur | 


in the amendment of the honorable Senator from 
.Delaware. Iam perfectly willing to agree to it, 


but I admitat the same time itis offensive to my | 


notions of palpable justice. I know, if you intend 
to go to the people, they have a great deal more 
gense than you think they have. (Laughter: | 
If you suppose you are to go to the people, an 

make this argument, that you are paying yourself 


I do not know that there is anything well ! 


Allow me to ask my friend a! 


Three thousand a session is the | 


i 
1 
| 
i 
| 
$ 
| 
i 
i 


i 
| 
| 
j 
j 
i 
! 


| ware to divide it; because, if we can vote to pay 
-compensation for one session of this Congress, 


justice on earth that, if I have taken it for the 
eight and a half months that are passed, I have 
earned it more than I shall earn it the next three | 
months, from December to the 4th of March. 
Yet gentlemen are willing to have it in that way, 
provided you put it in future. They are willing 
to give it a future operation, so as-to get $3,000 
for the three months; but when you wish to go : 
back, and pay for past services for eight or nine i 
months, they say it is objectionable. “J am will- | 
ing to consult the scruples and refinements of | 
gentlemen. 1 am willing to accommodate myself 

to those who believe they can make one expla- 

nation to the people and have a different opinion | 
of their own—I do not say they may not have 

this opinion. Payment for past service I am | 
willing to give up. f dwell very little on the sub- | 
ject of how far 1t may profit me or this gentle- 
man or that gentleman, or how itmay be regarded 
in a popular point of view. 1am here under the 
Constitution to exercise the power of saying 
what compensation shall be allowed, and ought | 
to be allowed, in justice. I was perfectly will- 

ing to take the scheme of the Committee on 

Finance. I voted for it, though Ido not think it | 
as good as the one proposed in this bil. Nor 

does this meet with my entire approbation; but 


| yather than have a difficulty about it, ] am per- 


feetly willing to say here that I will give up my | 
$800 or $900 on that account.. I am willing to 
concede something to the seruples of gentlemen 
who have technical notions on the mode of pay- 
ment. 


Mr. BAYARD. I should not have troubled 


| the Senate again in this debate—I think they un- 


derstand my position—but the honorable Senator 
from South Carolina, though he may not have 
intended it, seems to imply that I have been one 
of the persons who hold one language here and 
express scruples here, but maintain another idea 
before the people abroad. As regards myself—l 
do not mean to make any boast about it—my rule 
of action stands on my own sense of right. I 
always believe that if } do that which I think to 
be right my constituents will sustain me in it. I 
shall give no other reason to them under any eir- 
cumstances than I would give to the Senate of the 
United States; not a particle sooner than the hon- 
orable Senator from South Carolina, though I 


may not make as many professions about it as |) 


My | 
friend from Delaware chooses to say that I have į 


he does. 
Mr. BUTLE 


R. I make no professions. 


made professions. What professions have I 
made? 

Mr. BAYARD. You made implied imputa- 
tions on the motives of others. I think nobody 
could fail to understand the Senator’s intimation, 
that we hold one language here, and would hold 
another language to the people. 

Mr. BUTLER. 1 said no such thing. 

Mr. BAYARD. Then I misunderstood you; 
that is all. 

Mr. BUTLER.. 


before you undertake to assume too much. The 


remark which I made was, that if the measure $ 
li time I have served during the present Congress. 


was intrinsically right, let us vote for it; but if 


gentlemen supposed that a change would he more į; 
| law now in existence, and I have been paid under 


acceptable to the people, or more acceptable ac- 
cording to their notions in their appeal to the 
people, 1 was willing to give up my notions, and 
concede to theirs. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I think the only principle in 
this bill which can be observed, has been acted 
on in the vote just taken; and, therefore, I am 


i 
| 
i 
l 


against the motion of the Senator from Delaware. |! : 
i my opinion, it would have been wiser to have 
‘| framed the bill originally in the Senate to apply 


. . GE ii 
sation should be prospective. I think that is Just; | 


I should have preferred, as a general rule, not 
that there is any principle in it, that the compen- 


but, when we determine to pay this Congress, 1 


i| led, though I voted to strike out the third sec 


You had better understand, 3; 


! ciple with some. 
‘ernment, the Senators w 
| years never could take pay unless they. voted it 
| to themselves. One third of this body go out.on 
| the 4th of March, and two thirds remain after- 
wards; so that, according to the argument of 
| some Senators, the pay can never be increased, 
: inasmuchas a portion of the Senators willalways. 
be here to be benefited by their own voté, I sce 
no difference, except in increasing the quantity. 
I think my friend from Louisiana tripped, in-his 
i argument. Lappreciate the motive; but it is only 
a question of an increase of pay. If his contract 
s with the people from the first day he. took 
his seat, it continues to the last day of his term; 
it ig an entire contract. He says itis a good 
contract antil the law is changed. Very well. 
I admit that; but the law might be changed the 
next day after he came here; for the Constitution 
| gives that power, and therefore there is nothing 


j! in that argument. Unless we vote money to our- 


selves we must postpone the operation of the 
| bill until four years after the 4th of March, by 
which time there will have been new elections 
for seats in this body. I do not think that is 
right. We are but one branch. ‘There is a check 
on the other branch by postponing it to another 


session, when the people can be heard. They 
may cheek it by changing the House. That 


would be one security; and it would give them 
all necessary security. 1 should prefer the bill 
in the original shape; but as that might be sup- 
posed to be injustice to gentlemen equally enti- 
tion, 
| J must vote against the amendment of my friend 
| from Delaware, who I think is outside of all 
principle in the motion which he makes. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I do notintend to discuss 
| this subject any further; but if I have failed to 
| make myself understood, I wish a second time to 

state the proposition. The distinction to my 
mind is so obvious that I am utterly astonishe 
that it does not strike everybody else. Wehave 
served up to this day in’ the Congress of the 
United States undor a taw; that law allows us a 
certain rate of pay. If we received our per diem 
i day by day, as we had aright to do, the pa 
| would already have been received—the law would 
! have been executed. We have a right under the 
Constitution to fix our compensation, It has 
| been fixed for us by our predecessors, and: not 

changed to this hour. We have a right to clan 
it when we please, and when we do change it the 
new law operates, Until it be changed the old 
law is in force. Now, up to this day the law has 
| been in force which limited our compensation to 
eight dollars per diem of the session. If we 
| change the law to-day, from this day forward the 
‘law will be different. Our contract with our 
constituenty, our rights under the Constitution, 
point to the same measure; that is to say, the law 
as it stands when we come here, with a right in 
us to change the law prospectively. I hold that. 
this Congress has the same right to vote me 
$10,000 for my services during the last Congress, 
as it has to appropriate a dollar extra for any past 


T have served in the present Congress under a 


| that law. When the law changes, Ishall receive 
| whatever the new law may provide; but until.the 
‘law is changed I have certainly no right to receive 
‘anything more than the old law provides. 

| Mr. BAYARD, I have but a word in answer 
‘to the honorable Senator from Georgia. I stated 
—if I did not I meant to state distinctly—that, in 


‘to the next Congress; but the Senate of the Uni- 


| ted States, in the bill they passed, adopted a dif- 


see no reason in paying ourselves for one session 
and not for the other; and, therefore, though I 
voted for the motion to strike out, because it ex- 
cluded the compensation for this Congress, T shall 
vote against the motion of the Senator from Dela- 


we can vote it for two sessions. : 

I see no difficulty about this matter. The Con- | 
stitution has vested the power in Congress to vote | 
themselves a just compensation. Itis impossible, | 
unless gentlemen choose to take nothing, under | 
some circumstances, to pass a compensation bill ! 


if ferent rule, and 
i! prospectively. 


applied it to the present Congress 
1 thought the motion made to 
Strike out the section in the House bill, so far as 
‘it affected the present Congress, was inconsistent 
with the action of the body, though that action 
had not been in accordance with my previous 
; $ $ g : 
judgment. The honorable Senator from Louis- 
Jana has explained so much better than | can the 
distinction between the case of prospective and 
| retrospective payment that {£ shall leave the ques- 
ition. 

| The amendment was rejected; there being; on 
ia division—ayes 13, noes 19. : 


| 
| 
| 
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. Mr. IVERSON. I hope we shall now coneur 
in the amendments of the House. 
Mr. SEWARD. . On that I ask for the yeas 


and nays. 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. BAYARD. I must with regret vote against 


the amendment, though 1 think the compensation 
ought to be increased; but I take a different view 
of it as it regards my own sense of right. [allow 
every other man to judge for himself according to 
his view, and impugn the motives of no one; but 
Iam compelled to vote against the amendments 
of the House to the bill. 

The ‘question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 20, nays 18; as follows: 

.YEAS— Messrs. Biggs, Brodhead, Butler, Douglas, Dur- 
kee, Fish, Foster, Hale, Iverson, James, Jones of Iowa, 
Jones of Tennessee, Reid, Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, 
Trumbull, Weller, Wilson, Wright, and Yulee—20. X 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Big- 
ler, Bright, Cass, Clay, Collamer, Geyer, Houston, Hunter, 
Mason, Pugh, Seward, Slidell, Toombs, and Wade—18. 

So, the amendments of the House were con- 
curred in.» 


Mr. WELLER. I move now to resume the 
consideration of the civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. IVERSON. An amendment to this bill is 
necessary, in consequence of the bill which has 
just passed both Houses for the payment of 
members of Congress. 

Mr. HUNTER. I voted against the House 
amendments to that bill because I did not like 
them; but I am disposed to reconsider, and vote 
with those gentlemen who voted for them, and 
share the responsibility. I do not think the 
amendment sent down by the House is proper; 
but it is better than the old compensation. Lam, 
therefore, willing to move to reconsider the vote 
on the, passage of the bill, so that I may vote 
with those gentlemen who passed it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope it may be reconsidered, 
and made unanimous. 

Mr. HUNTER. . I hope some gentleman who 
voted in the affirmative will move a reconsidera- 
tion. 

Mr. STUART. Iwill move a reconsideration. 

Mr. SEWARD. I hear one gentleman on the 
other side of the House say, that he wishes the 
reconsideration in order that the vote may be 
made unanimous. I only desire to know whether 
we are to be expected to record our votes? 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not mean that those 
who think that any change is wrong should vote 
for it. Lonly meant to say that, although [could 
not vote for it asan amendment to the original 
bill, I was willing to vote for it as better than the 
old system. 

Mr. SEWARD. By unanimous consent, the 
Senator from Virginia may be allowed to change 
his vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be done under the rule. 

Mr. WELLER. Let every Senator’s name 
‘be recorded, who will take the money. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
now is on agreeing to the amendment of the 
House. 

Mr. SEWARD called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD. [am perfectly willing to bear 
any responsibility, as regards the 
increase of compensation, and I should be willing 
to accede to the views of gentlemen, if I could. 
That is not the question which weighs with me; 
but, in my judgment, it is a question of power— 
of rightful legislation. I difer from other gen- 
tlemen. 
opinion. Itis notwith the view to any popular 
effect. Ido no weigh thata feather in my esti- 
mate; but it js my own judgment whether it 
applied to me, or any other person, or any other 
set of officers, that I think the principle of retro- 
spective payment for service wrong. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have attained my object, 
as far as I am concerned. Iam willing that the 
motion should he withdrawn, that the Senate may 
g0 on with the appropriation bills. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 12; as follows: 

YUAS—Mesars. Allen, Bell of Tennessee, Biggs, Bright, 
Brodhead, Brown, Buder, Douglas, Durkec, Fish, Foster, 
Hale, Hunter, Iverson, James, Jones of lowa, Jones of 
‘Tennessee, Mason, Reid, Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, 


That cannot 


estan of | 


They cannot ask me to sacrifice that | 


i 


Toombs, Trumbull, Weller, Wilson, Wright, and Yulee— 
27 


NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Cass, Clay, Coliamer, 
Foot, Geyer, Houston, Pugh, Seward, Slidell, and Wade~— 


So the amendments of the House were con- 
curred in. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill making 
appropriations for certain civil expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1857. 

Mr. IVERSON. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment to make provision to pay the compensation 
of members of Congress, under the bill which we 
have just passed. 

Mr. HUNTER. That bill is not a law yet. 
It has not been signed by the President, ‘and 


| therefore it is not proper to propose the amend- 
ment. 


Mr. IVERSON. That makes italaw. It is 
a law when the amendment is put on the bill. 
The fact that it is in the bill itself makes it a law. 

Mr. STUART. I hope the chairman of the 
Committce on Finance will not object, because it 
is evidently a bill which will be signed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
ment is, to insert at the end of the first section: 


For additional compensation and mileage of Senators for 
the present Congress, $178,128. 

For additional compensation and mileage of the mem- 
hers of the House of Representatives and Delegates from 
Territories for the present Congress, $773,432. 

Mr. IVERSON. Thatis an appropriation for 
the whole Congress; for the next session, as well 
as the present session. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I desire to renew 
anamendmentin behalf of the clerks at the Wash- 
ington navy-yard. Iaving had consultation with 
the Committee on Naval Affairs on the subject, 
I think this is a proper time to make the com- 
pensation what it was by the act of 1854. My 
amendment is: 

And be it further enacted, What the clerks, and others 
in the Washington nayy-yard shall be entitled to the com- 
pensation authorized by the act approved April 22, 1854. 

; It is mercly giving compensation as has been 
done for two years. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
ment was ruled out of order before. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. But I have had 
the committee together, and it is recommended 
| by the Committee on Naval, Affairs. 

The question being taken, there was, on a 
| division—ayes 13, noes 11; no quorum voting. 
i Me. HUNTER, There isa quorum here. I 
hope Senators will come in and vote. 

Ar. WELLER. May I not, with propriety, 
ask for a withdrawal of the amendment? 

Mr. BROWN and Mr. HUNTER called for 
the yeas and nays. 

Me. BELL, of Tennessee. 
the amendment. 
it again; but it is according to law, and is only 
declaratory. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ihave anamendment which 
is a very small matter, but yet an important one. 
3y a law passed last year Illinois was divided 
| into two judicial districts. The law required the 

records of one to be transcribed for the other, 
but did not provide compensation for that service. 
I have an amendment to this bill, prepared at the 
| Department of the Interior, to accomplish that 
object: a 


T will withdraw 


for the southern district of Ilinois, for transcribing certain 
į records under the act of Congress, approved April 23, 1856, 
all the same as is authorized by the act of February 
26, 1853, concerning fees and costs for copying records and 
attending courts during their sitting. 

| Mr. HUNTER. This is for paying a private 
claim, - 

Mr. DOUGLAS. No, sir. The work may 
| have been begun by this time, but it is not fin- 
jished. Last session the work was ordered to be 
| done. The clerk has to go on and do it, but no 
| provision has been made to pay him for doing it. 

his amendment has been prepared by the De- 
partment of the Interior. 

Mr. HUNTER. Does it come from a com- 
; mittee > 
Mr. DOUGLAS. 
Mr. HUNTER. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. 


i] 
| 
| clerk of the district and cirenit courts of the United States 
t 
f 
j 


No, sir. 
Then it is out of order. 


Ido not know that I shall offer | 


And be it further enacted, That the compensation of the | 


No, sir; it does not appro- | 


Mr, DOUGLAS. It is not reported from a 
standing committee, but comes from a Depart. 
ment. It does not appropriate money. It is 
merely directing the mode of carrying out the 
existing law. I received it from the Department. 
It was sent to me, and I was asked to offer it to 
carry out an-existing law. It is only two or three 
hundred dollars, perhaps, and the law requires 
these transcripts to be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will submit the question to the Senate, whether 
the amendment shall be received. 

The amendment was received and adopted. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole were concurred in. 

Mr. SEWARD. I now offer the amendment 
which I submitted in Committee of the Whole, 
in relation to custom-houses, and ask for the yeas 
and nays upon it. a 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I want to call the 
attention of my friends from Pennsylvania and 
Maryland to a fact in the appropriation bill which 
I have voted for, and which they have voted for, 
in this very bill. They all voted against allowing 
$50,000 to build a post office, custom-house, and 
court-house, in the capital of my State, and now 
on this very bill I find $378,000 appropriated for 
that specific purpose in the city of Philadelphia, 
in the State represented by my two friends from 
Pennsylvania. I find in the same bill $467,000 
appropriated for the same objects in the city of 
Baltimore. Now, the whole appropriation asked 
for all these places exceeds very little the isolated - 
appropriation for the city of Baltimore alone, for 
the specific purpose of a court-house and post 
office. Jask my friends to tell me how they can 
reconcile it to themselves to appropriate these 
large amounts of money for the very same objects 
in their towns, and refuse to appropriate them for 
others? That is all I have to’say. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope we shall have a vote. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I have but one word of 
answer to make, and itis this: these appropri- 
ations are made in pursuance of contracts; those 
contracts were made in pursuance of law passed 
by Congress. That is just what I have asked to 
be done in the case of the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, so that we might‘know how 
much we were going to appropriate, where the 
site was to be, and what kind of building we were 
to have. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. My friend is mis- 
taken. He has not looked at his own appropri- 
ation. I can tell him the cases are precisely alike. 
Ours is a recommendation by the same Depart- 
ment that recommended his. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. No, sir; in the appropri- 
ations for Philadelphia, I know there was a con- 
tract made by the Postmaster General and the - 
Secretary of the Interior, in pursuance of law, 
and a copy of that contract is furnished here. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Allow me to read 
him a part of his own bill: : 

& For the purpose of making alterations required in the 
building hereby authorized to be purchased of the Bank of 
Pennsylvania, to adapt it to the uses of a post-office in the 
city of Philadciphia, and to furnish the necessary cases and 
boxes for the same, $50,000. 

That is no contract; it is a breach of contract. 

Mr. HUNTER, Allow me to explain. Iam 
anxious to get the question. There was a law 
which provided that the President should make 
a provisional contract, subject to the approval of 
Congress. He made the contract subject to the 
approval, and recommended Congress: to ratify 
it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
and for the balance he did not. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope we shall have the 
question. 

Mr. PRATT. That was the case in reference 
to Baltimore, undoubtedly. By a law of the last 
session, the President of the United States was 
directed to ascertain what location would be 
proper for such buildings in the city of Baltimore, 
at what price he could obtain them, and to report 
for the action of Congress at the present session. 
He did report, and a special bill was introduced 


For a part of it, 
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for the purpose of carrying out the contract of 
the President. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope we shall have the 
question; it is half-past ten o’clock. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. [ am for the 
question, but not for fear of the gentleman. I 
appreciate the feelings of the Senator from Vir- 
pinia I say these cases are precisely the same. 

ou have started a little earlier than we have, 
and we want to be even with you. You com- 
menced at the last session of Congress; we are 
commencing now. The Senator from Maryland 
will pardon me for saying that here is an appro- 
prianion for the further sum of $267,000, to ena- 

le the President to purchase a lot and ground for 
a post-office in Baltimore. That is a new thing 
entirely. The point of the Senator from Mary- 


land makes no difference at all; for if it isa prin-' 


ciple, it is óne that is as applicable to Tennessee 
as to Maryland, whether you commenced last 
year or this. 


Mr. PRATT. It is not a new thing; it is only | 


an appropriation to carry out an old thing. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope the Senator 
from Virginia will not be ina hurry. Ishall not 
detain the Senate, but I mean that my constitu- 
ents shall know how their rights are respected, 
and see that the legislation of this Senate is to 
give to one State a privilege, and deny to another 
State the’same privilege. Whether you com- 
mence atthe last session of Congress, or at this, 
if there is any principle in it, it is as applicable 
to tlie one as to the other. Here isa sum of 
over $200,000 in addition to that appropriated at 
the last session of Congress. conditional on a 
contract being made by the President of the 
United States. I have voted for these proposi- 
tions, believing them to be right. Senators can 
vote as they please, but I intend that my constit- 
uents shall know how the vote stands. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I take it the argument of the 
Senator from Tennessee does not need one word 
of reply. He says there are custom-houses and 

` post offices in Philadelphia; therefore there ought 
to be in Knoxville. If that is his argument, let 
it stand. I vote for them where they are wanted, 
and do not vote for them where they are not 
wanted. That is my argument. 

: Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. J do not stand on 
the point made by the Senator from Georgia. 
That is immaterial. I say that, if you may ap- 
propriate money fora post office and court-house 
in Baltimore, you may make a similar appropri- 
ation for Knoxville. 
are not so large as in Baltimore, they are no more 
dissimilar than are the places. 

Mr. BIGLER., I voted against the proposition 
fora number of points in the United States— 
amongst the restin the State of Tennessee. I 
was not prepared to decide as to all those points, 
whether it was necessary or right. I understood 
in addition that, as to some of the points, there 
had been no recommendation from the Depart- 
ment and no estimates. Now, I will say to the 
Senator from Tennessee, that I am perfectly pre- 
pared to vote for a bill preparatory to the pur- 
chase of property and the erection of the build- 
ings, as was adopted in regard to Philadelphia 
and Baltimore—a law authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to make the necessary examina- 
tion, and, if found advisable and necessary, to 
make contracts. I should feel it right to vote for 
an appropriation in that case, but at present I 
do not feel willing to vote for the amendment as 
proposed, a 

Mr. SEWARD. Iwill inform the honorable 
Senator, that the provisions in this respect are 
the same as those of the acts of last year,and no 
money can be expended until the title is made 

ood and a site obtained. 

Mr. BIGLER. Then I shall vote for them. 
I understood otherwise. 

Mr.SEWARD. There is nothing speculative. 
It is precisely the same. y 

Mr. BIGLER. I understood: that it was to 
appropriate money directly, without further ex- 
amination. 

Mr. HUNTER called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. CLAY. Is it the same amendment that 
we voted down before? m 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PUGH.: I move toamend thé amendment 
by adding—— 


hough the appropriations | 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Can he do it 
without the ap robation of a committee ? 

The PRES DENT protempore. Letitbe read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

That the President of the United States cause to be con- 
structed at Key West, Florida, a suitable building for the 
accommodation of the district court of the United States 
for the southern district of Florida, and that the sum of 
$8,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for this pur- 
pose out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated. 

Mr. PUGH. It was recommended by the Judi- 
ciary Committee of the last Congress, and was 
passed by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mended by a standing committee ? 

Mr. PUGH. It was recommended at the last 
session by the Judiciary Committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
order. 

Mr. PUGH. I offer it as an amendment to this 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in 
order unless it is recommended by a committee. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BIGLER. [should like to have the amend- 
ment read. 

Mr. HUNTER. It is not in order now. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. My friend from Florida 
[Mr. Yves] has forgotten that he made -an ar- 
rangement to pair off with Governor Doper, of 
Wisconsin. He informed me that he agreed to 
pair off. ‘ 

Mr. YULEE. That was only on the Presi- 
dent’s veto, not on the custom-houses. 

Mr. SEWARD. But Governor Dongs is 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce, and 
has at heart very much this proposition. 

Mr. BIGLER. I find no such restriction as T 
had reference to in this amendment, and I shall 
vote in the negative. f 

The result was announced—yeag 21, nays 18; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell of Tennessee, Collamer, Douglas, 
Durkee, Foot, Moster, Geyer, Hale, Harlan, Houston, 
James, Jones of Iowa, Jones of Tennessee, Pugh, Sebas- 
tian, Seward, ‘Thomson of New Jersey, Trumbull, Wade, 
Weller, and Wilson—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, 
Bright, Brodhead, Cass, Clay, Hunter, Mallory, Pratt, Reid, 
Slidell, Stuart, Toombs, Wright, and Yulee—18. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I wish to renew an amend- 
ment, which was offered this morning, to insert, 
after the appropriation for lighting Pennsylvania 
avenue: 

For erecting fifty lamp-posts and burners, and supplying 
the same with gas for one year, in High and Bridge streets, 
in Georgetown, District of Columbia, the same to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Mayor of said city, 
$2,500. i 

Mr. HUNTER. We voted that down. 

Mr. BRIGHT. It came from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia at the last session 
and the sum of $3,000 was agreed to be appro- 
priated without opposition by the Senate, but it 
was lost inthe House. These streets are merely 
an extension of the avenue—a creek dividing the 
two cities—an ideal boundary. - 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I rise to a privileged 
question. On the last vote taken by yeas and 
nays, I voted undera misapprehension. {thought 
it was a solitary question of a court-house for 
Nashville. Tlearn that it is an amendment ap- 
propriating over $600,000 for custom-houses and 
court-houses generally. I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the amendment was agrecd to. 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. BROWN. Iam very glad to see, by the 
vote just taken onthis custom-houseand postoffice 
| amendment, that the Senate is disposed to treat 
| the States alike; for I judge from the argument 
of my friend from. Tennessee that thatis the idea 
on which we are progressing. Now, sir, in carry- 
ing out that idea, [hope that my State will be 
treated precisely as Alabama has been. Under 
the same treaty under which you paid Alabama 
Mississippi claims, and inasmuch as you have 
| paid Alabama, Thope you will pay my State, the 
| cases being precisely alike in all respects, and 
| arising precisely under the same treaty. I there- 
|| fore renew the amendment which was rejected in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BAYARD called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HUNTER. We can vote it down without 
i! them. 


Is it recom- 


It is notin 


Mr. BROWN. Iask for the yeas and nays, 
The yeas and nays were ordered;, and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 18, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Bright, Brown, Clay, Douglas, 
Durkee, Harlan, Jones of fowa,Jones of Tennessee, Mak 
lory, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Trumbufl, Weiler, 
Wright, and Yulee—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, Benjamin, 
Biggs, Bigler, Brodhead, Cass, Collamer, Fish, Foot; Fos- 
ter, Hale, Houston, Hunter, Pratt, Reid, Slidell, Thomson 
of New Jersey, Toombs, Wade, and Wilson—2l. : 

So the amendment was rejected. 


_ Mr. PUGH. Since offering my amendment 
it has been submitted to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and Inow report itfrom that committee: 

That the President of the United States cause to be con- 
structed at Key West, Florida, a suitable building for the 
accommodation of the district court of the United States 
for the southern district of Florida; and that the sum of 
$8,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for this 
purpose out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I should like to 
know how the Senators from Florida voted on the 
custom-house amendment? ' 

Mr. PUGH. This is for a small court-house. 

_Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. But I want. to 
know whether the Senators from Florida recog- 
nize the principle or not, and whether they would 
vote for it? 

Mr. MALLORY. What is the object of the 
question? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. To know how I 
am going to vote in the first place; and in the next 
place, to learn whethér you recognize the princi- 
ple, that Congress may appropriate money in that 
way. tut 

Mr. MALLORY. I am free to confess that 
the United States must furnish buildings for their 
courts, I will vote for this, because the United 
States are now paying rent for a building for this 
court-house. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I shall vote against 
this amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time. It was read 
the third time, and passed. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. I wish now to move to take 
up the post office appropriation bill, and adjourn 
on it, so that it will be the special order for tó- 
morrow. 

Mr. WELLER. I object to that. I desire to 
move, in the morning, to take up the supplement- 
ary Army bill. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move an adjournment. 

Mr. HUNTER. I suggest that we shall escape 
a great deal of difficulty to-morrow. about the 
order of business, by taking up the post office 
bill now. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. I now move.to take up the 
Post Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I hope the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance will carry out his under- 
standing in relation to private bills. 

Mr. HUNTER. I will say half past one 
o’clock for the appropriation bill to-morrow. 

Mr. WELLER. We must have an executive 
session to-morrow. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to take up the Post 
Office bill, and make it the special order for one 
o’clock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 315) making appropria- 
tions for the service of the Post Office Department 
during the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1857. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, the further con- 
sideration of the bill was postponed to, and made 
the special order for to-morrow, at half past one 
o’clock. 

Mr. WELLER. 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


I move that the Senate ad- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
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The House metat eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
the Chaplain, Rev. Danirn Wapo. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


b 


| The SPEAKER stated that the business first 
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E August 15, 


iiorder. w 
mitted by Mr. Penniwaron yesterday, to suspend | 
the rules to enable him to report a bill (HE. R. | 
No: 549) to. regulate the diplomatic and consular 
systems of the United States. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BARCLAY. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to report, from thè Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads,a bill to author- | 
ize the Postmaster General to contract with Chris- | 
tian Hansen to carry the United States mail in | 
ocean. steamers from the city of New York to | 
Gluckstadt, near Hamburg. 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. BARCLAY. I move to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, as a mo- 
tion to suspend the rules is now pending. 

Mr. TYSON, by unanimous consent, from the 
Committee on Commerce, reported back a bill to 
regulate the compensation of certain officers of 
the revenue; which was referred to the Commit- |j 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. 

“Mr. T. also, from the same committee reported 
a bill to continue the Delaware breakwater, Del- 
aware; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committse of.the Whole on the | 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was referred; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FLAGLER. I ask the consent of the 
House to make a report from the Committee on 
Printing, in reference to printing extra copies of || 
the report of the Committe of Ways and Means 
on the proposed reduction of the tariff. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. FLAGLER. I move to suspend the rules, 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order, | 
as a motion to suspend the rules is already | 
pending. 

Mr: WHEELER. I call for the regular order 
of business. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR SYSTEMS OF 
THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the 
consideration of the motion to suspend the rules, 
made by the gentleman from New Jersey, upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The question was taken; aud it was decided in | 
the affirmative—-yeas 119, nays 42; as follows: j 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Atbright, Allison, Barbour, Biar- 
clay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, 
Howie, Bradshaw, Branch, Brenton, Biutlinton, Cadwala- 
der, Lewis De Campbell, Chaffee, Bara Clark 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Cra 
baek, Davidron, Henry Winter Davis, Chnothy Davis, Dean, 
Denver, Dick, Diekson, Dowdell, Durfee, Bdmundson, did- | 
wards, Mirie, Atherilge, Bustis, Evans, Mautkner, Poster, 
Henry M. Puller Thomas J.D. Puller, Galloway, Giddings 
Greenwood, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, Hick- i 
man, Holloway, Thomas R Lorton, Valentine B. Horton, į 
Howard, J. Glaney Jones, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Kunkel, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Mace, Maxwell, McCarty, 
Milixon, Millward, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Norton, Morde- 
cai Oliver, Orr, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Pike, Porter, Í 
Richardson, Ritchie, Ruthin, Supp, Savage, Scott. Sherman, 
Simmons, Witham Smith, Saved, Spinner, Stanton, Ste- 
phens, Stewart, Stranaban, Swope, Tappan, Thurston, | 
Todd, Tratton, Underwood, Vail, Wade, Wakemen, Wal- 
bridge, Walker, Warner, Cadwalader C, Washburne, Bihu + 
B. Washburne, Watkins, Watson, Whitnes 
Woad, Woodrnit, Woodworth, and Daniel BL Wri; 

NAYS— a. Hendley S. Benner, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Cox, Craige, Damrell, Flagler, Goode, ‘Phomas L. 
Harris, Hofman, Houston, Tlughston, George W. Jours 
King, Lumpkin, Hamphrey Marshall. Samuel 5. Marshall, 
Matteson, MeMutin, MeQueen, Killian Miller, Morgan, | 
Perry, Phelps, Powcil, Pringle, Parvianec, Quitinaa, Ready, 
Ricaud, Ri Sage, Shorter, William R. Smith, Satbott, 
Taylor, Thorington, Trippe, Valk, Waldron, Wheeler, Wil- 
hams, and John V. Wright—42. 

The rules being suspended, 

Mr. PENNINGTON reported back from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs a bill (H. R. No. | 
549) to regulate the diplomatic and consular sys- 
tems of the United States. 

The SPEAKER stated that the question was 
upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. The Committee on | 
Foreign Affairs have reported several amend- 
ments to that bill, and I move the previous ques- 


tion. 
n H. MARSHALL. I ask the gentleman 


ight—119. 


M 
from New Jersey to withdraw his demand for the 


Hawson, |! 
n, Cum- |i 


Winslow, |! Stanton, Stephens 


| striking out the word ‘*two’’ and inserting the 
word “* five,” so as to make it read “ For lega- |} 
An interpreter, when the secre- 


i lay it on the tabie ? 


t erally read and agreed to. 


p Poster, Henry M. V 


| not agreed to, only twelve members voting there- 


iR 


| Wiliam R. Smith, Sneed, Talbott, Taylor, Thurston, 


Mr. PENNINGTON. Iwill do so. - 


— 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. I move te amend the 
second section of the bill, in the eighth line, by 


tion to China. 
tary of legation shall not be acting as such, shall 
be entitled to compensation at the rate of $5,000. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. taccept the amendment 
and move the previous question. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I ask the gentleman from New 
Jersey to withdraw his call for the previous 
question in order that I may offer an amendment. 

Mr. PENNINGTON declined. 

Mr. SEWARD. Does not this bill appropriate 
money, and must it not therefore, under the rules, 
be considered in the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. The rules have been sus- 
pended so‘that it may be considered at this time. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Isitin order to move to 
postpone the consideration of this bill to Decem- 
ber next? . 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order 
pending the previous question. 

Mr. MecMULLIN. Is it in order to move to 


‘The SPEAKER. It is in order. > 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Then I move to lay it on 
the table, with a view to its being considered at 
the commencement of next session. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 


for. 

The previous question was 
main question ordered. 

The question was first taken on Mr. H. MAr- 
SHALL’s amendment; and it was agreed to. 

The amendments reported from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs to perfect the bill, were sev- 


seconded, and the | 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third ume. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think that there 
are very few gentlemen in this House who know 
anything about this bill, and therefore I want 
the yeas and nays omits passage. We got into 


a difficulty two years ago in reference to this |} House and asked for a committe of conference 


matter, by passing a bill that nobody knew any- 
thing about; and now, in order to remedy that, 
we are passing a bill about which we know quite 
as little. {call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 


the adirmative—yeas 103, nays 56; as follows: H 


YEAS -= Mesara Aiken, Albright, Barbour, Hendley S. 
Bennett, Benson, Biliinghurst. Bliss, Bowie, Bradshaw, 
Branch, Bathnton, Cadwaktuer, James H. Campbell, John 
P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell Chaflte, Evra Clark, 
Hiowell Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cutlen, Camback, 
Darrell, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, ‘Timothy Davis, 
Dean, Diek, I sou, Dowdell, Edic, Eånrnmdson, Siliott, 
Pogtish. Etheridge, Bustis, Evans, Maulkner, Plorenee, 
Her, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Galloway, | 

tr, Greenwood, Robert B. Mall J. | 
Morrison Harris, Harrison, Hickman, Holloway, Thomas | 
Horton, Howard. Kuapp, Knight, Knowlton, Lake, 
Mace, Hamphrey Marshall, Maxwell, Millson, Morrill, | 


Gilbert, Goode, Gr 


Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, 
Porter, Powell, Prix Ricaud, Ritehic, Robeys, Rutin, 


Rust, Sapp, Scott 
tranahan, Swope, ‘Vhorington, Traf- 
ton, Vil, Valk, Wade, Walbridge, Walker, Warner, 
Cadwalader €C. Washburne, Watson, Weleh, Whitney, 
Winstow, W 1, Woodruti, and Daniel B. Wright—103. 
NAYS—Messrs. Bare Henry Bennett, Boyce, Bren- } 
ton, Broo Burnett. Car! Williamson R.W. Cobb, | 
Cox, Craige, Denver. Dodd, Enwie, Mlagler, Grow, Thomas 
L. Har Herbert, Hoffman, Valentine B. Horton, Hous- } 
ton, Hughston, George W. Joues, Knox, Leiter, Lumpkin, | 
Samuel S. Marsbalf, Matteson, MeMuilin, MeQucen, | 
Killian Miller, Suuth Miller, Morgan, Mott, Andrew | 
iver, Orr, Perry, Phelps, Pike, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, 
dson, Rivers, Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, | 


Todd, We 
Wheeler- 


So the bill was passed. 

Pending the cali of the roll, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD stated that he had paired 
off on this bill with Mr. Crinemay, otherwise he 
should have voied no. 

TARIFF REPORT. 


_ Mr. FLAGLER, from the Committee on Print- || 
ing, made a report upon the propogiion to print |i 


iron, Eüihu B. Washburne, Watkins, and 
8. 


td, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, l; 


gus 
Ways and Means relative to the duties on im- 
ports, stating that the cost of printing fifty thou- 
sand extra copies would be $1,785 87, accompa- 
nied with the following resolution: . 

Resolved, That there be printed, for the use of the mem- 
-bers of the House of Representatives, fifty thousand copies 
of said report. 

Mr. FLAGLER demanded the previous ques- 
|. tion upon the adoption of the resolution. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and, under the operation 
thereof, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. FLAGLER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and also 
| moved that the motion to reconsider he laid on 
the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


EMORY’S REPORT. 
Mr. FLAGLER, from the Committee on Print 


ing, made a report on the proposition to print 
extra copies of Major Emory’s report of the sur- 
vey of the boundary between the United States 
and Mexico, stating that the cost of printing extra 
| copies of the work would be three dollars per 
copy, and accompanied by the following resolu- 
| tion: 
Resolved, That there be printed, for distribution by the 
| memhers of the House, ten thousand copies of said report. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. FLAGLER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted, and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


i MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


| A message was received from the Senate, by 
Aspury Dicxuns, their Secretary, announcing that 
! the Senate had disagreed to the amendments of 
the House to the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill of the House (No. 202) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
| expenses of the Government for the year ending 
June 30, 1857; and had insisted upon the amend- 
ments to the said bill disagreed to by the House; 
and asked for a committee of conference on the 
| Giese votes of the two Houses on the said 
ill. + 

| That the Senate had concurred in the amend- 
ments of the [louse to the amendments of the 
Senate to the Indian appropriation bill, but had 
insisted on their amendments disagreed to by the 


on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the said bill. 

And also requesting the return of Senate bill 
(No. 317) for the relief of William Chase. 

By unanimous consent, the request of the Senate 
for the return of the bill for the relief of William 
Chase was acceded to, and the said bill ordered 
to be returned. 

AMERICAN STATE PAPERS. 
' Mr. STEPHENS. Ihave a resolution which 
; I propose to the House, and ask general consent 
i to have it considered at this time. Itis a joint 
resolution authorizing the republication of the 
American State papers, which are now out of 
vnt. Task that it may be read. 

The joint resolution was read. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved to suspend the rules. 
! Mr. H. MARSHALL demanded the yeas and 
| nays. 
| ‘Phe yeas and nays were ordered. 
| Mr. CLINGMAN. As the yeas and nays 
i have been ordered upon the motion to suspend 
the rules, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Georgia a question. I notice that the resolution 
provins for the republication of the American 

tate papers, and also for bringing the: History 
of Congress down to the close of the present Con- 
gress. I desire to know what will be the proba- 
ble cost of the publication of these documents? 
| Mr. STEPHENS. Ido not know what will 
j be the probable cost. Two thousand copies are 
ordered to be printed. It is a matter of contract, 
but the amount cannot go beyond ten dollars per 
volume. 

I look at the importance of the work that is to 
be printed rather than its cost. We have spent 
more for the, ordinary printing than the entire 
publication of this work will cost. There is not 
a single copy of the first series to be had in our 
library. 


extra copies of the report of the Committee of | 


Mr. CLINGMAN. The gentleman fails to 
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comprehend my question. Two thousand copies 
of said papers are ordered; and then the Clerk of 


this House and the Secretary of the Senate are į 


directed to continue certain other publications. 
I would like to know whether they are hundreds 
or thousands, for I have no information on the 
subject, if these other publications are to be 
ordered ? 

Mr. STEPHENS. It is only for a continua- 
tion of the State Papers proper. The first series 
was ordered to be printed in 1831, I believe. Since 
that time there has been no compilation or publi- 
cation of these valuable documents. 
of the regolution is te have a reprint of the 
series, and to continue the work. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. How many volumes? 

Mr. STEPHENS. The first series was limited 
to twenty. 

Mr. KELSEY: I suppose this. resolution, 
under the rules, goes to the Joint Committee on 
Printing? 

The SPEAKER. There is a motion pending 
to suspend the rules. 

Mr. KELSEY. Then debate is not in order. 


rst 


The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order, but } 


suggestions are allowed. 
Mr. McMULLEN. I hope the gentleman from 
Georgia will, when the resolution is introduced, 


accept an amendment that it be referred to the | 


Committee on Printing, to take into considera- 
tion the expediency of publishing the work, and 
to report at the next session of Congress, 

Mr. SEWARD. I object to debate. Ihave 
been trying for ten days past to get up a matter 
of some importance, and without success. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order ona 
motion to suspend the rules, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I presume no member 
wants to vote otherwise than understandingly on 
this question. A friend of mine makes a compu- 
tation that it will cost $400,000 to pay for the 
number Of copies stated. 

Mr. SEWARD. I object to debate. 


The question was taken on Mr. Srernens’s | 


motion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
70, nays 107; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Barbour, Hendley $, Bennett, 
Billinghurst, Bishop, Bowie, Boyce, Buftinton, James H. 
Campbell, Jolin P. Campbell, Lewis D.Campbell, Caruthers, 
Chaftee, Bayard Clarke, Clawson, Comins, Henry Winter 
Davis, “Timothy Davis, Dick, Edmundson, Etheridge, 
Evans, Faulkner, Florenee, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gilbert, Grow, Robert B. Hall, 
Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, 
J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Knapp, Knight, Kunkel, 
Lake, Samuel 5. Marsbal!, Matteson, Millward, Moore, 
Mott, Pearce, Pennington, Perry, Porter, Purviance, Quit- 
man, Ricaud, Ritchie, Roberts, Scott, Seward, Samuel A. 
Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Trafton, Tyson, Walker, 
Warner, [srael] Washburn, Watson, Wells, Woodruff, and 
Daniel B. We 70. 

NAYS—Mes:s 
son, Bliss, Bocock, Bradshaw, Branch, Brenton, Brooks, 
Broom, Burnett, Carlile, Ezra Clark, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Cox, Craige, Cul- 
len, Cumback, Damrel, Dean, Denver, Dickson, Dodd, 


Dowdell, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Elliott, Emrie, English, | 
Fiagier, Galloway, Giddings, Granger, Greenwood, Harlan, | 


J. Morrison Harris, Herbert, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Houston, Hughston, George W. Jones, Kelsey, King, 
Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, Rum- 
phrey Marshall, McCarty, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Norton, Mordecai 
Oliver, Parker, Pelton, Phelps, Pike, Pringle, Puryear, 
Ready, Ruffin, Rust, Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, Savage, Sher- 
man, Shorter, Simmons, William R. Smith, Sneed, Spin- 


ner, Stanton, Stranahan, Talbott, Taylor, Thorington, | 


Thurston, ‘odd, Trippe, Underwood, Valk, Wade, Wal- 
dron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Watkins, Welch, Wheeler, Whitey, Winslow, Wood, 
Woodworth, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer-—108. 


So the House refused to suspend the rules for |; 


the purpose indicated. 

A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States, by his Private 
Secretary, Sipvey WEBSTER, Esq. 

CAPITOL EXTENSION, f 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, 
transmitting, with a communication of the Sec- 
rotary of War, a letter from Captain Meigs, 


superintendente of the Capitol extension, Post | 


Office extension, &c., concerning an error in his 


former letter on the plan of the Capitol exten- | 
sion; which, with the accompanying papers, was | 


referred to the select committee having charge of 
the subject, and ordered to be printed. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. BENSON obtained the floor. 


s. Albright, Allison, Henry Bennett, Ben- į 


The object | 


MITH, of Virginia. 


Mr.S T rise to a ques- 


tion of privilege. A speech has been published | 
as having been delivered on this floor, on the 6th ! 
of August last. It purports to have been deliv- į 


ered by the Hon. Russer Saer, of New York. 
Iwill read an extract from that speech, propound 
an interrogatory to the gentleman, and then put 
myself right. The extract is as follows: 

“ Soon after the commencement of the present session 


of Congress, and betore the election of Speaker, a member | 


of this House [Mr. Rust] assaulted and beat Horace Gree- 
Jey witha cane. A few days later, another member of this 


House [ex-Governor Smith, of Virginia] had a street ight | 


with the editor of the Star, (Mr. Wallach.) Next in order 
is the murder of Keating by a member of this House, [Mr 
Herbert,] and the assault of Suamer, by Messrs. Brooks 
and Keitt, of which I have heretofore spoken.” 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the extract does not involve such a question 


of privilege as will supersede the ordinary busi- 


ness of the ITouse. 

Mr. SMITH. [ask the House to allow me to 
put myself right. 

Mr. FLAGLER. [ object. 

Mr. SMITH. Here is a publication which 
purports to be a speech delivered on this floor. 

Mr. MORGAN and others objected to debate. 

Mr. SMITH. Here is what purports to be a 
part of the proceedings of this House. Now I 
wish to ask the gentleman from New York if he 
delivered this speech ? 
Mr. SAGE. I did. 
The SPEAKER. The matter does not involve 
uestion of privilege. 
Mr. SMITH. 
from New York to say that he delivered the 
Bpered upon this floor. If that be so I have the 
right—— 

“The SPEAKER. That fact does not change 
the nature of the question. 

Mr. SMITH. Task to be permitted to make 
a personal explanation ? 

Mr. FLAGLER and others objected. 

Mr. SMITH. 
rules to enable me to do so. 


a 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine | 


[Mr. Benson] has the floor. 

Mr. BENSON. I decline to yield it for that 
purpose. 

Mr. STEPHENS. 
Virginia will allow us to proceed with the regular 
order of business. 

Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise to a privileged question. It is this: on the 
Qd of August, 1856, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Wapse] was pleased to deliver himself of 
a speech upon this floor upon the very exciting 
subject of slavery. During the course of his 
remarks, I had the honor to obtain the floor, and 
propose certain interrogatories to him in connec- 


| tion with his remarks upon that subject. The re- 


porter, asis usual for him to do, gave the honorable 
gentleman from Ohio the notes for the purpose of 


correction. This morning, to my great surprise, | 
in looking over the Globe that contains the gen- į 
tleman’s speech, I find the interrogatories which i 


Thad the honor to propound, and the remarks 
thercon, as well as the remarks submitted by my 
colleague, [Mr. Wricur,) bave all been excluded 
in the publication of the gentleman’s speech, in 
their proper connection, Now, sir, I desire to 
state that, if the gentleman shall have so far 
omitted the duty he owes to others upon this floor 
as to suppress any portion of the official debates 
of this House, by causing his own remarks to 
be published and suppressing what other members 


I understand the gentleman | 


Then I move to suspend the 


I trust the gentleman from | 
g 


LOBE. 


had the honor of submitting in their proper con- ; 


nection, Iam compelled, in justice to myself, to 
say, that I shall be constrained to disapprobate 
such a course of procedure, and call for the pub- 
lication of the debate as it actually took place. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair 
the facts do not involve a question of privilege. 

Mr. WASHIBURNE, of Hlinois. [ask what 
is the regular order of business? 4 

Mr. BENNETT. Task the Chair whether it is 
not my right to be reported upon this floor? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not enti- 
tled to make a personal explanation upon the 
facts which he has stated, except by general 
consent. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [rise to a question of order. 
I understand the reporting done in this House to 


“be a part of the official proceedings of the House; 


and if it be true, as alleged by the gentleman from 


{ 


| 


so far forgotten himself, and what is dae to his 
colleagues, as to suppress a part of the debatesiof. 
this House, he is equally guilty. as if he were. to” 
assert what is false. He suppresses’ a part ‘of 

the official proceedings of the House. ; 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, 
man to order. nae 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am now presenting a 
question of order; 

The SPEAKER. The Chairis of opinionthat 
the matter cannot be entertained asa question of 
privilege. Certainly no error in the Globe has 
been entertained by the House, at any past ses- 
sion, as a privileged question, to interrupt the 
business of the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. But the gentleman from 
Mississippi states that a portion of the official 
proceedings have been suppressed, ' 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from: Ala- 
bama is not in order. i 

Mr. HOUSTON. [then appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair, for the purpose of presenting 
the point to the Speaker. : 

r. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
man to order, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
Matter is not a question of privilege. From that 
decision the geneman from Alabama appeals. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move.to lay the appeat 
upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON, I simply desire to present 
my point of order to the Speaker., I do it under 
an appeal, and if the Speaker decides against me 
I shall be content. My point is, that the official 
reports which are made by the gentlemen. who 
are employed for that purpose, are a part of the 
business of the House—made official by our own 
legislation—and it is the duty of the reporters, 
and the duty of the House, to see that that which 
does occur here is reported properly, fairly, and 
fally. And if one member of this body shall rise 
in his place, and state that part of the official 
proceedings of the House have been suppressed 
by another member of the body, Lask the Chair 
whether it is not a question of privilege? We. 
should sce that the official proceedings of this 
House, as recorded by the reporters, have, the 
same accuracy, if not the same sanctity, as the 
record of our proceedings which is entered upon 
the Journal. The object of the publication of our 
proceedings inthe Globe is, thatevery thing which 
is said- here may go to the country; and if one 
member sces fit to inject, as it were, a few words 
into the speech of another member, that becomes 
part of the proceedings; and if it be a part of the 
proceedings, it must go upon the official reports; 
and being a part of the official proceedings, it 
cannot be suppressed. Pa 

I do not pretend to say anything in reference to 
the facts of this case, but simply speak to the 
question of order presented by the gentleman 
from Mississippi. | now withdraw my appeal. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Aspory Dickins, their Secretary, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed resolutions of 
the following tides; in which he was directed to 
ask the concurrence of the House: 

Joint resolution (S. R. No. 41) in; relation to 
Tndian depredations in New Mexico; and 

A resolution (S. R. No. 40) providing for ascer- 
taining the relative value of the coinage of the 
United States and Great Britain, and fixing the 
relative value of the unitary coins of the two 
countries. 

EFFICIENCY OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. BENSON. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House-—— 

Mr. WADE. I would ask the gentleman from 
Maine to give me two minutes to reply to the 
gentleman from Mississippi. ‘I do not want more 
than that. 

Mr. BENSON. I cannot yield. I ask consent 
to report from the Committee on Naval Affairs a 
bill (S. No. 113) to amend an act entitled * An 
act to promote the efficiency of the Navy.’ 

Mr. PHELPS. 1 have no objection to report- 
ing bills at the end of the session, and putting 
them upon the Calendar; but I do object to their 
being reported at this late day of the session; for 


I call the gentle» 


I call the gentle- 


s 
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the. purpose of getting them before the House, 
‘and putting them upon their passage. - 

Mr. BENSON. Ido not wish to report the 
bill .for the purpose of putting it upon its passage; 
‘but to ask that the bill and the majority and-mi- 
nority reports may be printed, and that the bill 
may, be recofiniitted to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. I move a suspension of the rules. 

o The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. WADE. I rise to explain the trouble 
whieh the gentleman from Mississippi seems to 
have encountered in relation to the publication of 
niy speech_—— 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) It is not in 
order; and cannot be done without unanimous | 
consent. 
` Several MemBers objected. 


“ LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. Task the unanimous 
consent of the House to have the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union discharged 
from the further consideration of House bill No. 
540; to enjarge and improve the Louisville and 
Portland canal, and that it be put upon its pas- 
sage. 

Mr. WADE. Tf object. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I move that the rules be 
suspended for that purpose. 

Mr. ENGLISH. [call for the reading of the 
bill. - 

The bill was read. It appropriates $500,000 

out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, for the purpose of improving the | 
Louisville and Portland canal in the manner fol- 
lowing, to wit: the canal as it now exists to be |! 
widened, so that it shall be cighty feet wide in 
the water-way, and its channel-depth inercascd to 
the extent of two feet; the'three locks at the foot 
to be made into two, witha width of not less 
than eighty fect; and two basins to be formed in | 
the canal, (for the purpose of permitting boats to 
pass,) not less than one hundred and seventy-five 
feet wide, and four hundred feet long. ‘There 
shall also be made a branch to said canal of width 
and depth corresponding with the residue when 
improved as above provided, which shall leave 
the present canal at the dry-dock, and enter the 
river below the Rocks, near the foot of Sandy 
island; which branch canal shall be furnished 
with two lift-locks at the foot eighty fect wide, 
and four hundred feet long. There shall also be 
placed at the head of the canal a proper guard- 
fock and gates, and along its line three draw or 
other bridges: provided, however, that the im- 
provements proposed shall be made in such man- 
ner as to cause the feast possible interruption to 
the navigation of the canal whilst they are in 
progress. 

Me. CRAIGE. Irise to a question of order. 
J believe that we have a rule that no bill shall be 
considered within the last three days of the ses- 
sion, unless it shall have passed one branch of 
Congress, | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the rule does notapply on this day. H 

Mr. CRAIGE. To-day is certainly within the | 
last three days of the session. 

The SPEAKER. 
Monday. 

Mr. CRAIGE. 
days from to-day. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair 
the rule does notupply on this day. | 

Mr. H. MARSHALL called for the yeas and 
nays on his motion, ! 

Mr. EDU: called for tellers on the yeas and | 
nays. | 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Bococx and | 


i 


There are only two working 


t Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Ric 
| didge, Seot, Sherman, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William 


Congress is to adjourn on |! 


| main question ordered to be put. 


There being no objection, the motion was 
agreed to; and Messrs. Coss, of Georgia, GID- 
pines, and Kunken, were appointed such com- 
mittee of conference on the part of the House. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL—COMMITTEE 


OF CONFERENCE. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I have 
a similar motion to make in reference to the In- 
dian appropriation bill. I move that the House 
insist upon its action, and appoint a committee of 
conference. A 

There being no objection, the motion was 
agreed to; and Messrs. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, Orr, 
and PrixcLe, were appointed such committee of 
conference on the part of the Hause. 


LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL— AGAIN. 


The question was taken on the motion to sus- 
pend the rules; and it was decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 69, nays 92; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Henry Bennett, 
Benson, Bishop, Bradshaw, Broom, Buffinton, James H. 
Campbell, Jobn P. Campbell, Bayard Clarke, Comins, | 
Covode, Cox, Cragin, Damrelt, Henry Winter Davis, Dick, 
Dickson, Edie, Elliott, Etheridge, Eustis; Evans, Foster, 
Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, Granger, J. Morrison Harris, 
Herbert, Hofman, Knight, Kunkel, Lake, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Himphrey Marshall, Matteson, Morgan, Mott, 
Andrew Oliver, Mordeeai Oliver, Parker, Peck, Porter, 
Pringle, Purviance, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchies Rivers, Roberts, 
Sapp, Seward, Simmons, Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Stran- 
ahan, Swope, ‘odd, Tyson, Underwood, Cadwalader C. | 
Washburac, Bibu B. Washburne, Wells, Whitney, Daniel 
B. Wright, wid Zotticoffer—6y. 

NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Barbour, Billinghurst, Bliss, 
Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brenton, Brooks, Burnett, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Cartile, Ezra Clark, Clingman, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Craige, Cullen, 
Cumback, Dean, Dodd, Edmundson, Engtish, Pautkuer, 
Flagler, Florence, Thomas J. D. Faller, Giddings, Goode, 
Greenwood, Grow, Naran, Harrison, Hickman, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, Howard, 
Hughstou, George W. Jones, Kelsey, Kidwell, Knapp, 
Knox, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, Sunuel S. Mar- 


i shall, Maxwell, MeMaliin, MeQucen, Killian Miller, Smith 


Miller, Millson, Moore, Morrill, Murray, Orr, Pelton, Perry, 


dson, Ruftin, Sage, San- 


R. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Tappan, Trippe, 
Vail, Valk, Wade, Waldron, Warner, Watkins, Wheeler, 
Williams, Wood, Woodrull, and Join V. Wright—92. 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were not suspended. 


NAVY DEPOT ON BLYTHE ISLAND, GEORGIA. 


Mr. SEWARD. Imove to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of discharging the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of House bill No. 301, 
| authorizing the establishing of a Navy depot on 
| Blythe Island, at Brunswick, on the coast of 
Gvorgia, aud for other purposes. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessce, called for the yeas 
and nays, 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr, SEWARD called for telle 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Batu and 
RiciaRpson were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
portcd—ayes 106, noes 35, 

So the ruies were suspended, two thirds having 
voted in favor thereof, and the bill was taken up 
for consideration. 

The bill was read. 
of the United States to purchase a site fora Navy 
depot on Blythe Island, on the coast of Georgia, 
| and to erect such buildings and make such im- 
į provements as may be necessary for the repair 
| of United States vessels of war, and afford refuge 
therefor, and appropriates the sum of $200,000 
for effecting that object. 

Mr. SEWARD. As the previous question is 


i of more force than a speech, at this period of the 


session, T demand the previous question. 
‘The previous question was seconded, and the 


Sumions were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— |! 
ayes thirty-five. So the yeas and nays were |! 
ordered. H 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL— 
COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Before přoceeling to 
call the yeas and nays, Lask that the appropria- 
tion bill (No. 202) returned from the Senate with 
the disagreeing votes between the two Houses, be i 
taken from the Speaker’s table; and I move that i} 
the House insist upon its former action, and that |j 

i 


| 


i 
| 
1 


it appoint a committee of conference on the dis- | 
agreeing votes of the two Houses. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read | 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 

Mr. SEWARD. I call for the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I want to record myself against | 
he policy of establishing more navy-yards, and 
I therefore call for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in | 
the aflirmative—yeas 106, nays 54; as follows: 

YEAS—Mezgsrs. Ball, Henry Bennett, Hendley 8. Ben- 


Ttauthorizes the President | 


nett, Benson, Bishop, Bowie, Bradshaw, Broom, Butiinton, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Claw- 
son, Clingmans Howell Cobb, Williamson. R. W. Cobb, 
Covode, Cragin, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, 
Timotby Davis, Denver, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, 
Edie, Edwards, Eustis, Evans, Florence, Foster, Heury 
M. Fuller, Gilbert, Granger, Greenwood, J. Morrison Har- 
ris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, ‘thomas R. Horton, Val- 
entine B. Horton, Howard, Kelly, Kelsey, Kennett, King, 
Knight, Knowlton, Kunkel, Lake, Lumpkin, Mace, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, Matteson, Maxwell, McCarty, Millward, 
Morgan, Mott, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai 
Oliver, Peck; Pelton, Perry, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, 
Puryear, Quitman, Ricand, Roberts, Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, 
Scott, Seward, Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stephens, 
Stewart, Stranahan, Swope, Tappan, Thurston, Trippe, 
Underwood, Valk, Wakeman, Warner, Elihu B, Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Watson, Wells, Whit- 
ney, Williams, Winslow, and Zollicoffer— 06. 
NAYS — Messrs, Albright, Allison, Barbour, Bocock, 
Branch, Burnett, James H. Campbell, Ezra Clark, Colfax, 
Comins, Cumback, Damrelt, Dean, Durfee, Edmundson, 
Etheridge, Faulkner, Flagler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gid- 
dings, Goode, Grow, Harlan, Hickman, Holloway, Hous- 
ton, George W. Jones, Kidwell, Knapp, Knox, Samuel 8. 
Marshall, McMullin, Smith Miller, Millson, Morrill, Parker, 
Phelps, Pike, Powell, Ritchie, Ruffin, Shorter, Stanton, 
Todd, Trafton, Vail, Wade, Waldron, Welch, Wheeler, 
Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Daniel B. Wright— 54, 


So the bill was passed. s 

Mr. SEWARD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. 


COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS. 


Mr. ORR. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to take from the Speaker’s table the 
bill from the Senate (No. 398) to regulate the 
compensation of members of Congress. , 

Mr. ENGLISH, Mr. COLFAX, Mr. MAT- 
TESON, and others, objected. 

Mr. ORR. I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. COLFAX. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon that motion, 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. - l ask the gentle- 
man from South Carolina to allow me to have an 
amendment read, which I propose to offer to the 
bill at the proper time. 

Objection was made. 

The question was then taken; and the rules 
were suspended, (two thirds voting in favor 
thereof.) 

The bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
and read a first and second time by its title. The 
queron then being on ordering it to a third 
reading, 

Mr. ORR offered the following, as a substitute 
for the Senate bill: 


That the compensation of each Senator, Representative, 
and Delegate in Congress, shall be $6,000 for each Congress, 
and mileage as now provided by law for two sessions only, 
to be paidin manner following, to wit: on the first day of 
each regular session each Senator, Representative, and 
Dele shall receive his mileage for one session; and on 
the first day of each month thereafter, during such session, 
coupensation at the rate of $3,000 por annum during the 
continuance of suelis pandattheondof such session, 
he shall receive the resid his salary due to him at such 
time at the rate aforesaid still unpaid ; and at the beginning 
of the second regular session of the Congress, each Senator, 
Representative, and Delegate shall receive his mileage for 
such second session, and monthly, during such session, 
compensation at the rate of $3,000 per annum till the 4th 
day of March terminating the Congress, and on that day 
each Senator, Representative, and Delegate shall be enti- 
tled to receive any balance of the $0,000 not theretofore 
paid in the said monthly installments as above direeted. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the President of 
the Senate pro tempore, when there shall be no Vice Pres- 
ident, or the Vice President shall have become President 
of the United States, shall receive the compensation pro- . 
vided by law for the Vice President; and the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives shall receive double the com- 
pensation above provided tor Representatives, payable at 
the times and in the manner above provided for payment 
of the compensation of Representatives. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That this law shall 
apply to the present Congress; and each Senator, Repre- 
sentative, and Delegate shall be entitied to receive the 
difference only between their per diem compensation al- 
ready reecived under the Jaw now in force, and the com- 
pensation provided by this act. 

SEC. 4. And be it further enacted, That in the event of 
the death of any Senator, Representative, or Delegate, 
prior to the commencement of the first session of the Con- 
gress, he shall be neither entitled to mileage nor compensa- 
tion; and in the event of death after the commencement of 
any session, his representatives shall be*entitled to receive 
so mach of his compensation, computed at the rate of $3,009 
per annum, as he may not bave received, and any mileage 
that may have actually accrued and be due and unpaid. 

Src. 5. And be it farther, enacted, That if any books shall 
hereafter be ordered to, and received by, members of Con- 
gress, by a resolution of either or both Houses of Congress, 
the price paid for the same shail be deducted from the com- 
pensation hereinbefore provided for such member or mem 
bers: Provided, however, That this shall not extend to hooks 
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ordered to he printed bythe public printer during the Con- 
gress for which the said member shall have been elected. 

Suc. 6. And be it further enacted, That it shail be the 
duty of the Sergeant.at-Arms of the House, and Scerctary 
of the Senate, respectively, to deduct from the mouthly 
payments of members as ierein provided for, the amount 
of his compensation for each day that such member shall 
be absent trom the House or Senate, respectively, unless 
such Representative, Senator, or Delegate shall assign as 
the reason for such absence the sickness of himself or of 
some member of his family. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That all acts or parts 
of acts inconsistent with, or repugnant to, the provisions of 
this act, be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Mr. O. then addressed the House in favor of 
the bill, His remarks are withheld for revision, 
and will appear in the Appendix. He concluded 
by moving the previous question. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the bill be laid 
upon the table; and on that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN, Ldemand tellers upon laying 
the bill on the table, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Wapu and 
Dowvenn were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
37 in the aflirmative—a further count not being 
demanded. 

So the House refused to lay the bill on the 
table, . 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to lay the 
bill on the table. 

Mr. ENGLISH demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MORGAN demanded tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Petron, and 
Fuiier of Maine, were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 21, noes 124, 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered; one 
fifth of the members present not voting in favor 
thereof. 

The question was taken; and the motion to lay 
on the table was not agreed to. 

The question now being on Mr. Org’s substi- 
tute for the bill, 

Mr. SANDIDGE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 


The question was taken; and the substitute was | 


agreed to—ayes 112, noes 52, 
Mr. ENGLISH moved to lay the bill on the 
tahle. ° 
Mr. COLFAX called for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 
The bill was then ordered to a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time. 
Mr. ORR. I call for the previous question on 
the passage of the bill. 
The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, 
Mr. RICHARDSON, I call for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 100, nays 99; as follows: 
YEAS—Me. 
Bennett, Benson, Bishop, Boyce, Broc 
James H. Campbell, Caruthers, Chaz 
Bera Clark, Howell Cobb, Comins, Covod 
Winter D Timothy Davis, Dean, Den 
is s, Florence, 
er, Giddings, Gilbert 


S] 


Broom, Buffinton, 
ayard Clarke, 


Fuiler, 
Robert B. Hali, J. Mor 


a 
JeQueen, Kilji 
Norton, Mord 
igton, P 


uel S. Marshall, Maxwe 
son, Millward, Moore, 
Pearce, Peck, Pelton, Peunit 
ance, Ricaud, Rivers, Robert 
Samucl A. Smith, Sneed, $ 
Tratton, Frippe, Tyson, Vail, Valk 
Walker, W 
Welch, V 
worth— 109. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Billinghurst, BH 
Bocoek, Bowie, Bradshaw,Branch, Brenton, Burnett, Cz 
walader, Jobn P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, 
Caskie, Clawson, Clingman, Williamson R. W, Cobb, Col- 
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, Phorington, 
, Wakemau, Walbridge 


s3, Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, and Wood- 


Aiken, Ball, Barbour, Barclay, Mendley S. | 


amer, Cadwalader C. Washburse, Watson, | 
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: fax, Cragin, Craige, Cumback, Dick, Dodd, Dowdell, Edie, 
Edmundson, Elliott, Emrie, English, Etheridge, Faulkner, 
Flagler, Galloway, Goode, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Haven, 
Holloway, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, George W. Jones, 
Kidwell, Knight, Knowiten, Knox, Lake, Leiter, Leteher, 
Lumpkin, Matteson, McCarty, McMullin, Smith Miller, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Pettit, Phelps, Pike, Porter, Powell, Purycar, Quitman, 
Ready, Richardson, Ritchie, Ruffin, Sandidge, Sapp, Sher- 
man, Shorter, Simmons, William Smith, William R. Smith, 
Spinner, Stantou, Stephens, Stewart, Stranahan, Talbott, 
Tappan, Taylor, Todd, Underwood, Wade, Waldron, 
Euihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Wins- 
low, Wood, Woodruff, Danicl! B. Wright, and John V. 
Wright—99. 
So the bill was Passed. 


Pending the above call, 

Mr. COX, who was without the bar when his 
aame was calied, said that had he been present he 
would have voted in the negative. 

Mr. RUST, who was also without the bar 
when bis name was ealled, said that if he had 
been present he would have voted in the afirma- 
tive. 

Mr. ORR moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. LETCHER demanded the yeas and nays 
on the latter motion, 

The yeas and nays were not ordercd. 

The motion to reconsider was laid upon the 

| table. 


EMPLOYES OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. KUNKEL. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to offer the following resolu- 

| tion: 

Resolved, That the Clerk he directed to pay out of the 
contingent find of the House the usual extra compensa- 
tion to that class of employés who received the same at the 
last Cong and to tbe other employés of the House 
respectively, including those employed in the office of the 
Superiutendent of Publie Printing, an amount equal to 
twenty per cent. on their amaal compensation : Provided, 

j That this resolution shall uot be construed to include the 
pubtic printer. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. T object. 

Mr. LETCHER. F hope nobody will object 
to itafter what has heen done here to-day. 

Mr. JONES. I hope that those who have 
ried to do what is right may be permitted to 
object. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of offering the resolution. 

Mr. JONES. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 


The rules were suspended. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I call for the previous ques- 
tion on the adoption of the resolution. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
| main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to lay the 

| resolution upon the table. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

The resolution was then agreed to. 

Mr. KUNKEL moved to reconsider the vote 

‘by which the resolution was agreed to, and also 

moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 

table; which latter motion was agreed to. 

MEDICAL AND HOSPITAL DEPARTMENT OF 
THE ARMY. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
sent of the House to permit me to report from 
the Committee on Military Aifairs, with a view 
to its immediate passage, a bill which has not 
the recommendation of being a private bill, nor a 
land-jobbing bil, nor a custom-house bill, nor a 
| Congress compensation bill; and if, in the absence 
of such passports to its favor, the House will 
entertain it, lam prepared to show that the public 
interests, at least, require its immediate passage. 
: I mean the bill from the Senate for the increase 
; and better organization of the medical and hos- 
pital departments of the Army. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move a suspension of 
the rules. 

The rules were suspended; and, 

Mr, FAULKNER, from the Committee on 


| Military Affairs, reported the bill referred to by 
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‘him; and the House proceeded to consider the 
same. r 
The bill was read in extenso. 


Mr. FAULKNER demanded the 
tion on the third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put; and under 
the operation thereof, the bill was ordered to a 
third reading, and was accordingly read the third 
time. : 

Mr. FAULKNER moved the previous question 

| upon the passage of the bill. l 

| The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 

| thercot, the bill was passed. : 

| Mr. FAULKNER moved to reconsider, the 

; vote by which the bill was passed, and also moved 

i to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; 


i 


| which latter motion was agrecd to. 


| SECURITY OF PASSENGERS ON STEAM VES- 
SELS. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask the 
| unanimous consent of the House to take from the 
Speaker’s table and put upon its passage a bill 
CH. R. No. 92) further amendatory of ‘* An act to 
provide for the better security of the lives of pas- 
sengers on board of vessels propelled in whole or 
in part by steam, and for other purposes.”? 
Mr. PHELPS. I object. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, I move.to suspend the 
rules, and on that motion I ask for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WALKER, 
and Wasnnurne of Wisconsin, were appointed. 
The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes T1, noes 46. 
i Mr. WASHBURNE. J eall for the yeas and 
i nays; but I will withdraw the call if the House 
consent to postpone the bill till the first Wednes- 
day in December next. 
There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


| COURT-HOUSE AND POST OFFICE AT OGDENS+ 


previous ques- 


BURG, NEW YORK. 
Mr. SPINNER. I move to suspend the rules, 
' and that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 


ask the unanimous con- lj 


tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, for the 
| purpose of reaching House bill (No. 210) for the 
erection of a court-house and post office at Ogdens- 
burg, New York, I wish the House to under- 
stand my proposition, so that it may vote under- 
standingly. Itis to take up seriatim, and pass 
over, the bills on the Calendar, until we reach this 
bill, which is the sixth on the list. 

Mr, HOUSTON. If the gentleman will give 
way for a little while, there is a very important 
public bill on the Speaker’s table from my friend, 
the head of the Judiciary Committee, reforming 
the judiciary of the United States. It meets, ag 
E understand, the approbation of that portion of 
the Department having charge of it, of the Judi- 
ciary Committee, and of every gentleman who has 
had his attention called to it. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. The Judiciary Committee 
do not all concur in that bill. 

Mr. SPINNER. I shall insist on my motion. 
| Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. [desire the House 

to go into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, for the purpose of taking up 


i the mail steamer appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. There is a pending question. 
The question was taken on Mr. Spryner’s mo- 
i tion; and it was not agreed to. ` 

j ENROLLED BILL. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as truly enrolled an act to reim- 
burse the State of Vermont, the expenses incurred 
by her in paying her militia, called out in 1838-39 
| to preserve the neutrality of the country; when 
i the Speaker signed the same. 

JUDICIARY REFORM. 


i Mr. SIMMONS. I ask the unanimous con- 
‘sent of the House to take up Senate bill (No. 
; 881) to amend the acts relating to fees, costs, and 
i other judiciary expenses of the Government in 


| the States, Territories, and District of Columbia, 
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I desire to have it put 


and for other purposes. 
upon its passage. 3 , 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee Į wish to inquire 
of the gentleman from New York, whether this 
ig the bill to reform the judiciary? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. Well, I think that that is a bill 
which ought to be passed. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken 
up for consideration; the question being on 
ordering it to be read a third time. 

Mr. FLOUSTON. I call the previous question. 

Mr. WALKER. Is it in order to move an 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order pending 
the call for the previous question. | 

Mr. WALKER. I desire to offer an amend- | 
ment to allow four dollars per day to bailiffs ap- | 
pointed for the circuit court of this District. Mr. 
Carlisle recommends that per diem. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Iwil not admit the amerd- | 
ment. This billis to stop depredations on the 
‘Treasury. 

Mr. PHELPS. 1 desire to know whether the 
gentleman from New York has submitted the 
amendments agreed upon by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee? 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
pass t 

The previous question was seconde 
main question ordered, 

Mr. H. MARSHALL, This bill was yester- 
day placed in my hands by the committee to re- | 
port; and we were directed to report asan amend- 
ment to strike out a certain section of the bill— 
the twelfth I think. It is that section of the 
bill which repeals the act giving $500 as a com- 
pensation to the clerk. I have no objection to the | 
previous question with the understanding that | 
that amendment is in, 

The SPEAKER. The House has suspended 
the rules on the statement of the Chair, that this 
bill was to be taken from the Speaker’s table. It 
appears now, that it was reported trom the Judi- 
ciary Committee, and that an amendment was re- | 
ported to the bill. | 

Mr. SUMMONS. There is no amendment pro- 
posed by the Judiciary Committece. 


I think the best way is to 
re bill as it came from the Senate. i 
d; and the 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. I say there is an 
amendment. | 

The SAKER. Is it reported by the Judici- | 
ary Committee? . 

Mr. SIMMONS. It is a bill sent here from 
the Senate, and my motion was to take it from 
the Speaker's table and aet upon it. Tt has not 
been before the Judiciary Committee of the House, 
except informally. L took a copy of it for want 
of being able to have it referred, 

The SPEAKER. The rules have been sus- 
pended, that the bill might be taken from the | 
Speaker’s table and considered at this time; and: 
the main question has been ordered. 

Mr. IH. MARSHALL. Tt is due to myself 
and to the members of the Judiciary Committee, | 
that] should make a statement of the action of | 
that committee. The subject-matter of this bill 
was before our committee. 

Mr. STANTON. Is this question debatable? : 
Was not the previous question demanded ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Simmons] demanded the previous 
question, and it has been ordered by the House, | 
and debate is not in order, except by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. STANTON. I object. T never get the 
opportunity of making statements when the pre- | 
vious question is pending. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I move to reconsider 


the vote by which the main question was ordered, #1 


for the purpose of having a statement made in: 
reference to this bill. 
The motion to reconsider was not agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and 
was accordingly read the third time. 
Mr. SIMMONS demanded the previous ques- 
tion upon the passage of the bill. 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. I now desire to saya | 
word in re 
on the Judiciary on this bill. 
_ My. STANTON, 
tion been demanded upon the passage of the bill, 
and is debate in order ? 
The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order, ex- 
cept by general consent, 


| 
i) Mr, CAMPBELL, 
| 
| 


rcce to the action of the Committee i 


Has not the previous ques- ': 
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Mr. STANTON. I object. 
| The previous question was seconded; and the 
| main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof, the bill was passed. 

Mr. PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table; which lat- 
ter motion was agreed to. 


KANSAS BOUNDARY SURVEY. 


Mr. PHELPS. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the House to report a bill from the Committee 
of Ways and Means, making an appropriation 
for the survey of the southern boundary of Kan- 
sas Territory. Itisabill making an appropriation 
of $34,500 to carry out the existing legislation of 
the country. 

No objection was m 
porte 
through its several stages, and, finally passed. 

Mr. PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table; which lat- 
ter motion was agreed to. 


MAIL STEAMER APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, for the purpose of taking up the mail 
steamer appropriation bill; but before doing so, 
I move the usual resolution terminating debate 
on that bill in five minutes after the committee 
proceeds to the consideration of the same. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I nowask for a vote upon 
my motion. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended; and 
the [Touse resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Mace 
in the chair.) 


ade; and the bill was re- 


| Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the bill of the 


| House (No. 316) making appropriations for the 
transportation of the United States mail by ocean 
steamers, and otherwise, during the fiscal year 
ending the 80th of June, 1857, be now taken up 
for consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, by unanimous 
| consent, the first reading of the bill was dispensed 
with, and the bill was read by paragraphs for 
| amendment. 

Mr. NORTON. I move an amendment to the 
bill, to come in after the second paragraph. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. General debate on this 
bill has been limited to five minutes, and I hope 
that the gentleman from Ulinois will not press his 
amendment at this time. 

Mr. NORTON. The 
floor on my amendment. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Under the rules, if I 
speak to the gentleman's amendment, my remarks 
must be confined to the amendment, 1 wish to 
į occupy the five minutes allowed forgeneral debate. 

Jf che gentleman yields the floor to me, he can get 
| the foor again to move his amendment. 
‘The five minutes for gen- 
eral debate have expired. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I wish to occupy the 
| five minutes in expressing my contempt and dis- 
gust at the manner in whieh the floor has been 


gentleman can take the 


i farmed out and business transacted in this House 


i 
| during its present session, 
i Mr. NORTON. l have sent my amendment 
to the Clerk, and Task that it be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided, That thesPostmaster General is hereby author- 
| ized and directed. on belati of the Government of the Uni- 
ted States, to enter juro a contraer with Comelins Vander- 
bilt, of New York. for tbe transportation of the mails of the 
! United States twiee a month between New York aud 
Southampton, for tue term bereinatter provided for; the 
compeusation forthe sare to be 216.680 for each round 
rip: Provided further, That the said Cornelius Vanderbilt 
shall provide steamships for said mail service of the firs 
p and to p the inspection of the properly authorized 
inspectors appointed for that purpose, with suitable mail 
rooms for the s 
Thar the Secret 
the notice provid 
An act to suppty e 
service of th 
proved the 
ror the ad 
United Srates mi 


of the N 


in the appropriations for the 
nding the 3dta of June, 1852,” ap- 
L10 terminate the arrangements 
t ree for the transportation of the 
Į] ii berween New York imd Liverpool, in 
| the Collins line of steamers, as therein provided: Provided 
| further, That the contract herein provided for shall go into 
| operation six months from the passage of this act, and shall 


d to the House, and without reading, carried | 


evping of nail matter: Provided further, i 
s hereby directed to give : 
-ction of the act, entitled i} 


i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
j 
H 


| of consistency in the 


terminate on the 27th day of April, 1860: Provided further, 
That the said Vanderbilt may coumence said service on 
the passage and approval of this act; and for compensation 
therefor, for the first six months he shall receive @.suin 


equal to the amount of postages for mail matter carried 
during said six months. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I raise the question of 
order, thatthe amendment is not in order to an 
appropriation bill, for the reason that it is inde- 
pendent legislation. p 

Mr. NORTON. In order that the point of 
order may be understood, I wish to,say—— 

Mr. TRIPPE. The decision of the Chair yes- 
terday certainly covers this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hag no hesi- 
tation in deciding that the amendment is entirely 
irrelevant to the bill, and in every aspect out of 
order. 

Mr. NORTON. I appeal from the decision of 
the Chair, and wish to make one or two remarks 
upon it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Debate is not in 
order, and I insist upon an enforcement of the 
rule. 

Mr. NORTON. I submitto the Chair whether 
I have not a right, upon an appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair, to state the point upon which 
I rely as showing that this amendment is proper 
and relevant to the bill reported by the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I rise 
to a question of order. TI object to any debate | 
upon the appeal. 


Mr. NORTON. I merely wish to state the 


| provisions of the amendment, to show that they 


are proper to this portion of the bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I object 
to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois are not strictly in order, but 
the Chair hopes that the gentleman will be per- 
mitted to proceed for five minutes. 

Mr. NORTON. The portion of the bill to 
which I have offered my amendment appropriates 
$819,500 for the transportation of the mails by 
the Collins line of steamers from New York to 
Liverpool. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
tion of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the question is insisted 
on, the Chair must decide that the remarks are 
not in order. 

Mr. NORTON. I take an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair as to the regularity of the 


I rise to a ques- 


| amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The first paragraph of 
the bill which makes an appropriation for trans- 
porting the mail from New York to Liverpool 
having been read, the gentleman from Ilinois 
offered an amendment establishing a new line of 
steamers between New York and Sduthampton. 
The Chair decides that the amendment is foreign 


| to the bill, and therefore out of order. Prom that 


decision the gentleman from Illinois takes 
appeal. 

Mr. NORTON. One word in regard to the 
manner in which the Chair states the point of 
order. The Chair states that I offered an amend- 
ment as an independent proposition for an inde- 
endent line between New York and England. 
Ly amendment not only includes that, butit also 
provides for giving notice to the Collins line, for 
which the appropriation in this bill is made, to 
terminate the contract at the expiration of six 
months. 

Mr. TRIPPE. 


upon this subject. 


an 


ii 


I wish to make a suggestion 
There ought to be some kind 
decisions of the Chair, 
and the decisions of the House upon appeals 
taken from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I sub- 
mit that this debate is out of order. 

Mr. TRIPPE. lask if it is not in order to 
make a suggestion or argument upon the point 
of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
not in erder. 

Mr. NORTON. I hope that the decisio 
the Chair will not be sustained, that I may 
an opportunity to explain my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The questions, “ Spa 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judégnes¢ 
of the House?” . MPE 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the afirmative. 


Debate on the appeal is 


n of 
have 
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So the decision of the Chair was sustained, 
and the amendment ruled out of order. 


Mr. NORTON. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the paragraph 
making the appropriation for the transportation | 
of the mail from New York to Liverpool: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby 
directed to give the notice provided in the first section of 
the act entitled “An aet to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the fiscal year ending the 
30th of June, 1852,” approved July 21, 1852, to terminate 
the arrangement for the additional allowance for the trans 
portadon of the United States mail between New York and 

iverpool, in the Collins line of steamers, as thercin pro- 
vided. 

Į suppose there is no question as to the pro- 
priety and regularity of this amendment. 1 de- 
Sire to say to the committee, that the proposition 
l first offered as an amendment to this bill was 
one which I was instructed by the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads to offer as an in- 
dependent proposition in a separate bill. I have 
_ been endeavoring assiduously to get an opportu- 
nity to report it, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I raise the same 
point of order upon this amendmentas I did upon 
the other. 

fhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, and. rules the amendment out of 
order. 

Mr. NORTON. 
tion 

The CHAIRMAN, (interrupting.) Does the 
gentleman appeal from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. NORTON. Ido take anappeal. I want 
to know what the decision is. 

The CHAIRMAN, stated the question to be, 
“ Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the committee?” 

Mr. GOODE. Desiring to vote understand- 
ingly, I want to know whether the ruling of the 
Chair is on the ground, that the amendment 
changes any existing law? No law is proposed |} 
to be changed by it. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
tleman to order. 

Mr. GOODE. I am in order, sir. I havea 
ee to know on what ground the decision is 
made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Maine and the gentleman from Virginia will both 
come to order. 

Mr. GOODE. 
fully of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the Chair will reply || 
to it respectfully. | 

Mr. GOODE. Task the Chair to tell me in || 
what respect this amendment changes the law ? i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will answer | 
the gentleman very respectfully if he takes his |! 
seat. 

Mr. GOODE. Well, sir; I bow to the law— | 
not to its officer. 

The CILAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
proposition to be out of order, because it is not 
germane to the bill. Ifit does not repeal existing 
law, it renders it inoperative. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I suppose that if the Chair- 
man is to argue the question, he will be willing to 
hear argument on the other side. 

Mr. PHELPS. 1 call for tellers on the ap- 

eal. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. PueLrs and | 
Sare were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 60, noes 71. ‘ 

So the decision of the Chair was reversed, and ! 
the amendment held to be in order. | 

Mr. NORTON. The portion of the bill which i] 
I propose to amend contains an appropriation of | 


nal 


I desire to make one sugges- 


I call the gen- 


I am asking a question respect- 


j all. 


$819,009 to the Collins line of steamers, as com- || 
pensation for services to be performed by them |! 
in carrying the mails between the United States | 
and Liverpool during the present fiscal year. | 
It may be known to this committee, tliat in | 
1846 Coilins submitted to the Secretary of the |! 
Navy a proposition on the subject. In 1847 Con- |i 
ssed an act authorizing the Secretary to || 
into a contract with him for carrying the | 
i 

| 

| 

| 

| 

i 

t 


of the United States from New York to 
Liverpool for the sam of $19,000 per round trip, 
and that such contract was made under the law. 

In 1848, Collins & Co., having found that they 
could not get ready to commence the service in 
accordance with the contract, asked and obtained 


| question. i ) 
| that this amendment was not iu order, for it pro- 
| posed to change existing laws, and ought not to 
i be sanctioned in appropriation bills. 

1 rise to a question of order. | 


from Congress an act extending the time at which 
the contract was to go into operation. 

In April, 1859, they commenced carrying the 
mails under their contract, and continued to do 
so for about two years. 

In 1852 they represented to Congress that they 


| were losing money under their contract; and an 
j act was passed increasing the number of trips 
yearly from twenty-four to twenty-six; and also |! 


increasing the compensation from 


$19,000 to 


| $33,000 per round trip—or $14,000 per trip, and 


$260,000 per year. ‘This increased compensation, 
lowever, was granted upon the express condi- 
tion, stated in the act, that Congress might, at 
any time after the expiration of two years, term- 
inate this extra allowance by giving six months’ 
notice to the parties. 

Under this arrangement, sir, we have been going 
on now for over four years. Nearly five will 
have expired before the notice will take cffect, if 
we give it now; and the Collins line will have 
been the recipients of more than $1,800,000 of 
extra allowance over and above their original 
contract, 

Now, sir, we have propositions, from responsi- 
ble sources, to perform the same amount of ser- 
vice, in vessels equal in every respect to those of 
Collins, for $16,630 the round trip. This is the 
same amount paid by the English Government 
to the Cunarders. 

The proposition which I sent up a few mo- 


| : ; : 
ments ago, and which was ruled not to be in | 


order upon this bill, contained the notice to Col- 
lins which I now propose. li also authorized the 
Postmaster Gencral to enter into a contract with 
Commodore Vanderbilt for carrying the mails 


between New York and Southampton semi- | 


monthly, for $16,680 per round trip, to commence 
sixth months after the passage of the act, when 
the notice to Collins would take effect, and to 
terminate in April, 1860, when the contract with 
Collins ceases. Now, sir, that proposition in no 
way interfered with the rights of Collins. If he 


| Saw fit to go on under his original contract price 


of $19,000, then Vanderbilt would run alternately 
with him, and we would have double the service 
for the same money, with the additional amount 
received from postages by the Vanderbilt line. 


If they could not go on, and throw up their con- ! 


tract, then we would have the same service, with 
a saving to the Government of over four hundred 
thousand dollars a year. 

These facts ought to have some weight in con- 
sidering the amendment which 1 now offer. And 


| what do I propose to do by this amendment? 


Do 1 seek to violate or alter any Jaw? Do I seek 
to violate any existing contract? No, sir; not at 
I propose simply to give the notice to Col- 
lins & Co. required under the law of Congress, 
for terminating the extra allowance of $14,000, 
given them by the act of 1852, aud to bring them 
back to the terms of their original contract of 
$19,000 per round trip—an amount considerably 
larger than that proposed by Vanderbilt. 

l ask, then, if this Congress will assume the 
responsibility of continuing this extra compensa- 
tion till 1860, and pay out of the national Treasury 


f to the Collins line more than 51,109,000, which 


we arc bound to do neither in honor nor justice ? 
or will pay them simply the $19,000 the round 


trip which you are under obligations to pay, and É 
which is amply suflicient to compensate them for i 
Mr. Chairman, I would i 
I would give |; 

D ae ade 
|. not have been anticipated by the company that 
: t 


the services .rendered? 
do no injustice to Collins & Co. y 
them a fair chance on the ocean. I would enable 
them to compete upon equal terms for the suprem- 
acy of the seas with their British rivals, This 
is all they ought to ask; and I give them that 
chance after the notice shall have been given, 
Mr. PHELPS. [oppose the amendment of the 


i gentleman from Hlnois [Mr. Norren] for the 
purpose only of explaining my position on this | 


The ruling of the Chair was correct, 


Mr. GOODE, 
The gentleman is not opposing the amendment 
offered by the gentleman.from Llinois. 

Mr. PHELPS. Would the genteman from 
Virginia have me oppose that amendment? 

Mr. GOODE, No debate is in order except 
in opposition to the amendment under considera- 
tion, 


——————— aa 
| Mr. PHELPS. Well, sir, I was about to re- 
| mark, that a portion of the Committee of Ways 
¡and Means, myself among that number, would: 
i be pleased:to see such a provision as that.ém= 
braced in the proposition of the gentleman from 
Hinois become a law; but if it shall. be adopted 
by the Committce of the Whole, I fear that it 
may endanger the passage of this appropriation 
bill, and delay the payment of money which has 
been earned and is justly due to the contractors 
for carrying the mail to Havre, to Bremen, to 
Aspinwall, and from Panama to San Francisco. 
Two years ago, the Committee of Ways and 
Means, of which I was then a member, included 
‘in the appropriation bill for the ocean mail 
| Steamer Service a provision requiring the notice 
to be given to the Collins line, In consequence 
of such a provision in that bill, that appropriation 
bill was defeated in the Senate; and Collins, as 
well as all the other contractors for carrying the 
i mtils in ocean steamers, Were delayed In their 
payments, and the appropriation was not made 
until the close of the next session of Congress. 
Mr. NORTON. Task the gentleman if he ig 
willing to defeat what he considers a fair prop- 
i osition for fear it will be talked to death in the 
| Senate? 
| Mr. PHELPS. Ireply that Iam not; and shall 
| 


i vote for the proposition under consideration. 
| But I preferred it should be in a bill by itself. 
‘Lhe Committee of Ways and Means, under the 
rules of the House, and the decision which the 
| House made on the deficiency bill, has refrained 
‘from reporting in the appropriation bills any 
general legislation, however desirable such legis- 
' lation in their opinion might be. This subject- 
i matter properly belongs to the Committee on the 
; Post Office and Post Roads; and I hoped that 
| committee would, ere this, have reported a bill 
| to the House directing the notice to be given to 
| Collins, so that the extra compensation given 
him might cease. 
Mr. NORTON. The Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads authorized me to report as 
a bill that which was just offered by me as an 
amendment to the bill. } have, for a whole week, 
unsuccessfully striven to get the floor to intro- 
duce it. 
Mr. PHELPS. I would at any time cheer- 
fully vote to suspend the rules to bring such a 
; measure before the House. Having briefly given 
i the reasons why the Committee of Ways and 
‘Means did not include such a provision in this 
| bill, and as the committee has decided the amend- 
ment is in order, J shall give it my support. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move to 
strike out “ six,” and insert “twelve,” so that 
there shall be twelve months’notice. Mr. Chair- 
man, 1 very well remember when, in 1852, this 
: increase of compensation to the Collins line was 
| before the House, it was very generally under- 
i stood th@€ the right to give notice to the line, in 
| 
i 


| pursuance of which this motion is made, would 
only be given in case there should be some failure 
Lon the partof the line to comply with its con- 
i tract to faithfully carry the mails; and, therefore, 
unless there be good evidence to show there has 
: been a substantial failure to comply with the con- 
itaet on the part of Mr. Collins, it strikes me 
‘that we ought not to adopt this amendment. 

I have no doubt that my friend from Ilinois 
offers the amendment in good faith. Still I must 
think we ought to hesitate seriously before we 
adoptit. twill havea look of bad faith. Itcould 


the notice should be givenarbitrarily, and without 
i just cause. Collins was the pioneer in this enter- 

prise. He opened the way, and by the. compe- 
i tition he created with the English line, he reduced 
ithe time of making the passage to and from 
Europe some two or three days; which, to the 
i greatcommercial interests of thiscountry, is worth 
: milions yearly. He enabled our Government 

to negotiate a postal treaty with Great Britain, 
; whereby the international postages were reduced, 
if 1 remember, to one third of whet they were 
before, thus saving hundreds of thousands of 
dollars annually to our people; for while England 
had the only line, she could dictate the rates of 
postage, and she did, in effect; but when Collins 
established his line, our Government could com- 
pel terms of equality. Now, sir, if you will not 
interrupt the operations of this line, and will give 


our old competitor for the empire of the seas to 
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understand that our policy is one to which we 
mean to stand, you will be able to obtain terms of 
‘eguality in regard to mail matter to and from the 
continent of Europe passing through Great Brit- 
ain, of which the Cunard line has now a prac- 
tical monopoly. This done, sir—and you can 
compel it when once your policy is understood 
to be a settled one—and the postages will, within a 
year, exceed the entire sum paid out for carrying the 
mail. Then your mail service, by this line, will 
not cost the Government a dollar; but the line 
will bea source of revenue; and you will hold 
your present proud position of mistress of the 
seas. All we need to make this line self-sustain- 
ing and more, is a steady policy in regard to it 
during the existence of this contract, which will 
expire in 1860. By that time the postages will 
be adequate to defray all the expenses. Now, 
why abandon so noble an enterprise—so honor- 
able to the country, and promising results so ad- 
vantageous? Abandon this line, and one of two 
things will happen; either you will give your old 
rival the monopoly of mail-carrying between the 
hemispheres—signally surrender the ground you 
have so nobly occupied, or you will make con- 
tracts with other parties for the same service. 

I know there are other partics, who have been 
hanging around this Hall from the beginning of 
the session, who will press forward, if you aban- 
don Collins, to make contracts with the Govern- 
ment that will, in the end, I greatly fear, cost 
more than it will to continue the contract already 
made. J think that we had better abide by the 
contract which we have with Collins & Co.,— 
stand by those who are known to us, and who 
have kept their faith and covenants with us—than 

. seek new engagements with new parties. [donot 
believe that the Government will save a dollar by 
any change it can make, but that it would lose in 
the end; nor am I in favor of a policy which con- 
tinually invites speculators and blood-suckers 
to these Halls to vex us continually with their 
schemes of gain and plunder: for, believe me, 
as sure as you give that notice, you will have 
propositions for contracts with-other parties at, it 
may be, nominally lower rates, but when speed, 
successful competition, and consequently postal 
collections, are taken into account—for the post- 
ages will depend upon the time required in making 
the passage—you will find that you have gained a 
loss. 

Besides, these Collins steamers are war vessels, 
built under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Navy; and, in case of need, the Government has 
a right to take them off at an hour’s notice, and 
employ them for naval purposes. And is this 
not the cheapest way of maintaining a navy ? 

Mr, HOUSTON. 1 wish to say a word or two 
in reply to the gentlemen who have opposed the 
amendment of the gentleman from Hinois, The 
gentleman from Missouri urged that it was in 
conflict with the law. Now, he mus? recollect 
that the amendment only provides for carrying 
out existing laws. There is a law upon your 
statute-books providing for, and authorizing, the 
proposed action, ‘The amendment of the gentle- 
man from Ulinois is in strict conformity to law, 
And L will remark just here, that the law under 
whieh the Collins jing is paid the increased—the 
large extra compensation, is contained in an 
appropriation bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Maine ts mistaken inthe facts on which he has 
descanted; he mistakes almost every fact he has 
attempted to state, 

Mr. WASHBURN. I refer to the record. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not want to be inter- 
rupted by the gentleman or his record. His 
record has no existence. [fe can find nothing 
connected with this increase of compensation to 
the Collins line that should be regarded as the 
record of our proceedings on the occasion of the 
voting of that increase which justifies his asser- 
tion—that establishes the proposition that this 
notice was to depend on the failure of Mr. Collins 
to execute his contraet. Such was the law be- 
fore the extra compensation was given; upon his 
failure to comply with his contract the Govern- 
ment could annul it. here is no such thing in 
the law, as the gentleman now contends for. 
I was present at the time the increased compen- 
sation was given, and participated in the discus- 
sions which preceded it; and 1 think I remember 
too well what occurred to allow the gentleman’s 


i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
f 
i 
i 


| 
1 
l 


| system, upon economic considerations, than it | 


| osition coming from the city of New York, to do 


| performance of the contract on the part of t 


i I have not given the subject that full considera- 
i tion which it demands, and five minutes is a short 


statement of facts to pass unnoticed. I have 
never heard such a statement on this subject be- | 
fore. The gentleman is altogether mistaken in 
his facts. | 
Mr. WASHBURN. Read the law. | 
Mr. HOUSTON. I know the law. I was |; 
here when it was made, and I have since exam- |i 
inedit. It has no such facts in it. Gentlemen |; 
now get up here and resist this proposition to 
give notice that ata certain time this increased 
—this extra compensation shall cease, while at 
the same time a responsible individual proposes 
to do this same service for a compensation but 
little Cif any) execeding thisextra. Will gentle- 
men go before the country on the proposition to 
give Collins $33,000 for the round trip, when 
there is a responsible party offering to do the |! 
same service, and in the same way, for sixteen |} 
thousand and odd dollars the round trip? A prop- || 
osition so unjust, so monstrous, cannot be de- |; 
fended in any part of the country, much less by 
those of the interior, whose coach mail service is 
taken from them in order that these steamers may || 
be kept up. f 
Mr. WASHBURN, by unanimous consent, |; 


| ; 
swarm of flies equally as hungry as that now 


feeding, and ready to take the place of those we 
may remove, still that fable of flies would not 
apply to this case; for if this notice is given, and 
another line takes its place by the side of the 
Collins line at $16,000 per round trip, there will 
be no more money appropriated than is now ap- 
propriated. What is the result if two lines are 
established? You will have twice the amount of 
service rendered for the same money; and another 
result, which comes still nearer home to us in 
these times of war and rumors of war, will be 
that you lave a lien upon double the number of 
good and magnificent ships, which you can con- 
vert into a floating battery for the protection of 
the country in case of war. That is an im- 
portant and controlling consideration of itself 
There is that feature in the Collins contract which 
gives the Government of the United States a lien 
upon those ships for public use in case of neces- 
sity. If another line is added, you will have a 
lien upon double the number of ships. p 

There is still another consideration, We are 
paying twice what England pays. We have had 
petitions presented to this body by those whose 


withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I move to increase 
the time for giving notice three months. Mr. 
Chairman, I move the amendment for the purpose 
of saying that I am opposed to interference with 
this contract, or to giving the notice now pro- 
posed. I care not for the economical considera- | 
tious which gentlemen have presented; and I must 
say, that, under all the circumstances of the case, 
an interference with this contract comes with a 
very bad grace from this Government. 

In the first place, it is a great deal easier for 
men to attempt to interfere and change an existing | 


was to become the pioncers in this great enter- 

rise. Andin the second place, I do not think 
itis right for any Congress to force this notice 
upon a company, knowing, as they do, the fact 
that, within the last fifteen months, the Pacific 
and the Arctic, two of the ships of that com- 
pany, have been sunk in the sea, involving a loss 
to the company of a million anda half of dollars. 
(A Voice: They were insured.”’] Ido not know 
to what extent they were insured, or whether they | 
were insured atall, Ido not know, I never bave 
known, nor do I care to know, who the Collins 
company are. T want to act upon this subject as 


L think legislators of a great country ought to act, |] 


and not at an inopportune moment, and solely out 
of economie considerations, to vacate a contract, 
and thereby involve this company in agreat loss. 
Nor do LC attach any high consideration to a prop- 


| competency to fulfill their engagements no one 


doubts, to put this line, and the other that may be 
established, upon an equality with the English line, 
and to make them, upon the sea, if not superior in 
number and efficiency, at least more nearly ap- 
proaching equality with thatline. And are not our 
owncitizens willing to take the contract upon those 
terms? They tell us they are. And when they take 
it, you have double the service performed, adouble 
lien upon ships for defense when a crisis comes, 
and no more money paid out. Where is the ob- 
jection to that, if it 1s practicable? And that it 
is, the proposal that has been made, and the 
guarantees offered, satisfactorily prove. Has the 
Collins line a fee-simple title to this business? Is 
it so stated in the contract?) Some men may so 
consider it. But was itso guarantied to Collins? 
Did not we reserve this right to give notice of the 
termination of the contract whenever Congress 
saw fit and proper todo so? If we now think 
proper to do so, and to establish another line upon 
precisely the same basis upon which the present 
company will then stand, Is it any injustice to the 
Collins line ? 

Moreover, sir, this will be taking' one step 
towards removing that species of a “ prohibitory 
(tarif? against the freedom of the seas, which 
now toa great extent exists, and which tends 
greatly to check the maritime enterprise of some 
| of our most energetic citizens. With a bonus 
of $33,000 per round trip paid by the Govern- 
ment to one line, it will be enabled for a long and 
indefinite time to drive off competition, and 


this work for agreatdeal less than itis now done, 
We made a contract with this company, and they 
have expended large sums of money upon the 
faith of that contract, "They may be getting more 
money than they deserve, but Uknow very well | 
the considerations which operated upon Congress 


A $ $ 5 
lin acting upon this subject at the start; and so | 


far as bam concemed, Lam for taking my share 
of the responsibility of carrying out the contract. 
When a Government makes a contract, its faith | 
should be preserved inviolably; and when the 
citizen ceases to feel that it will be so preserve 
the affections of the citizen for his Governme 
will be alienated. [have notstudied this matt 
atall of late years, but if we are having the fi 


nt 
er 


company, I prefer to carry it out on whatev 
terms good faith may seem to require, rather the 
take away a part from these people, only to confer | 
| 
i 


what is so taken, upon some other swarm who 
may be trying to settle upon the Government, 
You recollect the fable. 

Mr, TRIPPE. I believe there is more involved ! 
in the proposition now before the committee, | 
than the committee seem to appreciate. I grant | 


time to discuss it. As to the position assumed 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, who has just 
taken his seat, in attempting to twit this House | 
of going into this important movement upon i 
economical considerations, I have to say, that the |! 
question of economy is a question of no trivial | 
importance, and should be duly regarded at all | 
umes. But conceding that not one dollar is saved i 
by this change—conceding that there is another I 


proudly defy any American rival. If this notice 
should cause a discontinuance of the present line 
of steamers, every one must Know that there is 
another that will take its pliec, and that, too, at 
the reduced rates. If the present line be not dis- 
continued, and a new line established, then there 
would be two lives with all the benefits to which 
I have referred, with the pleasing consciousness 
that we, to that extent, advance one great arm 
of our power. It is proudly said of England: 
© Hoer path is o'er the monntain wave, i 

Her home is on the deep? 
she is, and young as we are, we may by 
policy, not protecting one to the exclusion 
| of all others of our own citizens, be able to travel 
| by her side, and share with her the trade of the 
| world, though a Cunard, with all her aid, be our 
| rival, and whether a Collins ora Vanderbilt tread 
| our quarter-decks—— 
| 
H 
f 


| Old as 


a wise 


[Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I move to amend 
by making the time seven months instead of six. 
l desire that gentlemen should understand the 
facts, I desire gentlemen to bear in mind, and 
especially the geneman from Maryland, that 
many years ago Collins & Co. made a contract 
i with the United States for carrying the mail from 
New York to Liverpool, for $19,250 the round 
ip. That wasthe bond. Some time afterwards, 
in 1852, I believe, they came here and represented 
to the Congress’ of the United States that their 
contract was a losing one; that they were strug- 
gling against the mighty power of England; and 


(asked this House to increase their compensation 


to $33,000 the round trip, for the purpose of tak- 
ing them through the trial in this competition— 


e 
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of taking them through the infancy of the strug- 
gle. The House agreed to do so, and the Gov- 
ernment reserved the power to discontinue the 
allowance. I will read the law: 

“For additional compensation for increasing the trans- 
portation of the United States mails between New York 
and Liverpool in the Collins line of steamers, to twenty- 
six trips per annum, at such times as shall be directed by 
the Postmaster General, and in conformity to his fast annual 
report to Congress, and bis leiter of the 15th of November 
last, to the Scerctary of the Navy, commencing said in- 
crease of service on the first of January, 1852, at the rate of 
$33,000 per trip, in lieu of the present allowance, the sum 
of 236,500: Provided, That it shall be in the power of Con- 
gress, at any time after the 31st day of December, 1854, to 
terminate the arrangement for the additional allowance 
herein provided, upon giving six months? notice.” 

Whatare the conditions? This company comes 
forward and enters into a contract for ten years, 
by-which it agrees to take $19,250 for the round 
trip. Afterwards it comes here and appeals to 
the generosity of Congress—inasmuch as they 
were in the infancy of a mighty struggle—for the 
increase of their allowance to $33,000. That in- 
crease was given with the right to discontinue it 
after a certain time, when they said they would 
be in the full development of vigorous manhood. 
And now two years beyond that time have 
passed. They have had the benefit of that 
encouragement two years longer than they stip- 
ulated for. And now it is proposed to discon- 
tinue this thing. 

Mr. BOWIE. Itseems to me, Mr. Chairman, 
that the whole. question is within a very narrow 
compass, I am disposed—if we can do so con- 
sistently with my notions of our obligation—to 
give Mr. Vanderbilt this contract. But, from 
what I have heard and read on the other side, I 
admit that under no sort of circumstances can 
Mr. Vanderbilt get the contract; and your only 
object now is to reduce this extra appropriation. 
I donot choose to be a mere cat’s-paw in the hands 
of any man to interfere with a well-considered 
contract made here by Congress. I was anxious 
to know whether the notice affected merely the 
suspension of the extra compensation voted by 
Congress, or whether it went to the extent of 
annulling the whole contract. I understand it 
does not annul the contract, which is to extend 
to the year 16860; and no matter what vote we 
may give, the amount of it is just this: that you 
do nothing in favor of Commodore Vanderbilt, 
but you reduce the amount heretofore agreed to 
be paid by way of extra pay to the Collins’ line. 
‘Well, is there anything in that? Why, the very 
fact that Commodore Vanderbilt knew that he 
could not get the contract may have induced him 


to make this offer; and, if he got the contract, he | 


might come here and ask you to increase his pay 
again, while he knew, and his friends knew, that 
we have got to observe this contract until the 
year 1860, and all you can do is, to get rid of this 
extra compensation, Is there anything like fair- 
ness, liberality, or justice, in that, when you can- 
not save the country a dollar, except by making 
a man bankrupt himsclf—for it was on the idea 
of saving him from bankruptcy that you increased 
his allowance? 

Mr. CADWALADER. I move to amend 
by introducing the words, ‘Ora notice to de- 
termine at an earlier time, if such notice can be 
given consistently with the provisions of the 
existing contract.’ 
which I will probably withdraw at the conclusion 
of my remarks, that I may be enabled to obtain 
the floor in order to express my dissent from the 
views of the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Wasu- 
BuRN,| as to the point of honor, or of propriety, 
diseussed in his remarks. 

It is of the greatest importance to the public 
interest that the Government shall, in all cases, be 
enabled to protect itself against the consequences 
of any improvidence in contracts into which its 
officers or agents may unadvisedly enter. Gov- 
ernments, from various well-known causes, are 
peculiarly liable to be involved in contracts of 
such a character that the public interest requires 
their rescission; and a resumption of privileges 
inconsiderately granted. Sometimes, through 
incaution on the part of representatives of the 
Government, a point of law or a point of honor, 


such as that suggested by the gentleman from į 


Maine, may arise. In such cases, the question 
is, whether the Government can, legally, or con- 
sistently with plighted publie faith, resume the 
privileges unwisely granted; in other words, 


I offer this amendment, | 


whether plunder of the public Treasury must 
continue without a remedy? Many times, this is 
a somewhat embarrassing question. There is no 
such embarrassment here. The only authority 
under which the allowance to Messrs. Collins has 
been increased was derived from an act of Con- 
gress, of which the provisions were carefully 
guarded, so as to leave no room for doubt upon 
any legal or honorary question, as to the right to 
determine it, upon a notice of six months. The 
only question is, whether the public interest now 
requires that such a notice should begiven. The 
condition authorizing the notice is reserved in 
terms as explicit as the grant of the increase; and 
the purpose of the condition is quite as manifest 
as that of the grant of the increase. Then, does 
the public interest require that the notice should 
be given? Was this an improvident contract, or 
was it not? It would certainly have been in the 
highest degree improvident, had it not been for 
the notice which the argument of the gentleman 
from Maine would nowexpunge. The course 
of subsequent events has indicated that this pre- 
cautionary condition did not prevent it from being 
originally an improvident arrangement. But let 
that pass. The present question is upon giving 
the notice which its provisions authorize us to 
give. I believe that no impartial man who reads 
carefully the debates upon the subject in the last 
Congress can doubt that the notice ought to be 
given, and that the increased allowance should 
be terminated at the earliest possible period. The 
main point urged for the continuance of the in- 
crease was, that Messrs. Collins had incurred 
additional expenditure, to the full amount of the 
increase, by making the passages in eleven days 
instead of fourteen; that to make it in eleven days 
involved an increased consumption of fuel, aloss 
of mechanical effects from the shocks and jars, 
&c., and a strain upon the machinery to which 
it was not properly adapted; in other words, that 
vessels constructed for a fourteen days’ voyage 
could not, economically, make the voyage in 
eleven days. Now, it was in itself a piece of , 
extravagance to overwork the vessels. If they 
had been originally constructed with a view to 
this increase of speed, the present speed would 
have been attained, and a great part of the in- 
crease of expenditure prevented, because its prin- 
cipal causes would have been to a great extent 
removed. I do not wish to deny to Messrs, Col- 
lins the merit that has been claimed for them. I 
admit their enterprise and their exertions. But 
I deny that it was wise to encourage them in ex- 
travagance by this mode of compensation, paying 
them the increase of expense, and Jetting them 
derive the clear increase of profit in the trans- 
portation of passengers incidental to the increase 
of speed, If témporary encouragement in such 
a course was originally wise—which I cannot 
admit—there can be no reason for persisting in 
it when the reasons are no longer in force. We 
should encourage that competition whick insures 
the combination of economy with enterprise. 

Mr. Capwavaper withdrew his amendment. 

The question recurred on Mr. Norron’s 
amendment. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Wurtyey || 
and Unperwoop were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
-—ayes 73, noes 51. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NORTON moved the amendment hereto- 
fore offered by him and ruled out of order, leav- 
ing off the proviso giving notice for terminating 
the extra compensation for the Collins line of 
steamers. 

Mr. TODD. I raise the question of order, that 
the amendment is not germane to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order, on the ground that the committee 
have just determined that a similar amendment 
was in order. 

Mr. WHITNEY. I appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. The Chair has once decided this 
identical proposition to be out of order. 

Mr. TODD. If the Chair will allow me, the 
proposition now offered is not a similar one to 
that just decided by the committee to be in order. |! 

Mr. LEPCHER. I call the gentleman to order. 
No debate is in order, and I object to all debate, 

Mr. TODD. I only wish to say that this 


amendment is clearly not in order, because it is 


not germane to the bill, and because it makes an. 
appropriation not authorized by any existing law. 
The other was io terminate a contract which was- 
authorized by existing law. í 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think thisamend- 
ment is clearly out of order under the rules of the 
House. I ask to have the 8lst rule read. 

The 81st rule was read, as follows: 

‘No appropriation shall be reported in such general ap- 
propriation bills, or be in order as an amendment thereto, 
Tor any expenditure not previously authorized by law, 
unless in continuation of appropriations for such public 
works and objects are already in progress, and for the con- 
tingencies for carrying on the several departments of Gov- 
ernment.” È 

The question was taken on the appeal, and the 
decision of the Chair was overruled. 


Mr. LETCHER. I move that the committee 
take a recess until eight o’clock. 
. The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. HARLAN. l move that the committee 
do now rise. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Let us first finish the bill; 
there is but little more of it. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Houston: 
and FLorence were appointed. 

The question was taken on Mr. Harzan’s mo- 
tion; and the tellers reported—ayes 38, noes 88. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The Clerk then finished the reading of the bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
committee do now rise, and report the bill to the 
House. 

The motion was agreed to, 


So the committee rose, and Mr. Pures having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mt. MACE 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, had 
the Union generally under consideration, and 
particularly the mail steamer appropriation bill, 
and had directed him to report the same back to 
the House with an amendment, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, I call for the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I ask to be permitted 
to offer an amendment, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The. previous 


| question has been seconded, 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the previous question was 
seconded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the opinion 
of the Chair, the proper time to move to recon~ 
sider is after the main question has been ordered, 
though the Chair will conform to the decision of 
the Speaker of the House, and hold that the mo- 
tion is properly made now. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Was the previous 
uestion seconded? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was. The 
Chair, in opposition to his own opinion, but in 
conformity to the ruling of the Speaker, of the 
House, entertains the motion to reconsider -the 
vote by which the previous question was seconded. 

Mr. LETCHER. I appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. i 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. 
appeal upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to; and the appeal was 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to lay the 
resolution to reconsider on the table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurring upon the motion to re- 
consider, 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. {hope that by general 
consent, before the vote is taken, the amendmicnt 
which the gentleman from Kentucky proposes to 
offer, if the motion to consider prevail, may be 
read. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I trust it will be read for 
information, as that may determine the way mem- 
bers will vote. 

The proposed amendment was read, and is as 
follows: i 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 


1 move to lay the 


| General be, and is hereby, authorized to contract with such 
| person or persons as may offer sufficient and satisfactory 


security, to transport, on ar before the lst day of January 
next, the mails of the United States between New Orleans 
or some other point on the gulf of Mexico, and San Fran- 
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cisco, twice a month in each direction, ata sum not exceed- 
ing $480,000 a vear: Provided, In his opinion, the mails can | 
pethus carried in one third less time than is now required i} 
by other mail routes. $ 


erson or persons as will double the above service between 
ew Orleans and San Francisco, at a price not exceeding | 
750,000, and in such latter case he may terminate existing i 
eontracts according to provisions of law.” ! 
H 


Mr. SAPP demanded the yeas and nays. ji 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, called for tellers upon į 
the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Evans and | 
Wrauirney were appointed, 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes thirty-five, noes not counted, 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. | 

Mr. THORINGTON. I move to reconsider | 
the vote by which House bills Nos. 573, 317, | 
569, 571, and 572, were yesterday referred to the || 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessce. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order, We are now acting under the 
previous question. The House has ordered the 
main question to be put upon the mail steamer 
bill, and there is no motion now in order except 
a motion to adjourn, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- 
rules the point of order, and decides that the 
motion to reconsider can be entered; but no fur- |! 


| cial expenses of the Government for the year | 


: and the amendment of the House is to include 


consent, and agreed to. The rules which it pro- | 
poses to suspend are as follows: 


“16. No bill that shall baye passed one House shall be 
sent for concurrence to tie other on either of the three : 
last days of the session. | 

“17. No bill or resolution that shall have passed the House | 
of Represeniatives and the Senate shall be presented to 
the President of the United States for his approbation, on 
the last day of the session.’ 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HUNTER. The committee of confer- 
ence on the bill (H. R. No. 202) making appro- 
priations for the executive, legislative, and judi- 


ending 30th of June, 1857, have had a meeting, | 
and have been unable to agree; but it is proper | 
to state that we ascertained there were certain 
matters upon which we should have recommended 
a concurrence of the two Houses, if we could 
have agreed upon the whole. The report of a! 
committee of conference having to be an entircty, | 
we could not present the points on which we agreed Í 
as a report; but I stand here on my individual re- ! 
sponsibility to make certain motions in which we | 
sauetetand tlie House will probably concur; and 

when the bill goes down, they will recede from | 
such things as their committce have agreed to | 
give up. Then, the issue being narrowed, we 
can insist on the rest of our amendments, and ask 
again for a committee of conference to see if we 
can agree on the disputed matters. I propose | 
that the Senate concur in the House amendment | 
to our twenty-fifth amendment, in regard to the 
Courtof Claims. We omitted one of the officers, 


him. I propose to concur in the House amend- | 


| 
| 
f 
| 
| 
i 
ment to our thirty-first amendment, which isa | 
H 
j 


i 
ther action can be had thereon. [| proviso as to the publication of the Madison 

an ee nppenl from the dceinon: weal papers: emery pon that hose papers shall | 
. 2 DE MAAS Ga pro fempore. | r de-i be printed by the public printer. e agree to | 
oe ne ae pnei ri anil rule, am ; nA I piapoxg o coucur y the amendment, of 
8, en ai s bee ce made ij the Louse to our thirty-second amendment, which | 
an ed ni the apatie or pezalives it Klal ' iei chango oL mie gee in the Gompirollers | 
e in order for any member of the majority to | office, and additional temporary clerks in the | 
move for a reconsideration thereof, on the same | Quartermaster General ’s ofice. “They added to | 
or succeeding day; and such motion shall take | our amendment a provision to change a clerk in 
precedence of all other questions, excepta motion | the Comptroller’s office, transferring him from 
to adjourn, oat | one class to another, and making an appropria- 
Mr, vane WOOD. I move to lay the appeal |! tion of $5,000 for extra clerk hire to carry out the | 

on the table, 1; bounty land law. We agree to that 
ble. f . A i and law. ag : 
Mr. JONES. I ask if the appeal is not de- ‘| We agree to recede from the item for compen- | 

| 


batable ? ites . |; sation to surgeons at Panama, which is Senate 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itis vot debat- i| amendment No, 129. 1 propose, also, to recede 
able because the Louse has ordered the previous |! from Senate amendment No. 26, for the purchase 
question. ofa library for the Court of Claims. No.33, the | 

Mr. JONES. ‘Phen you cannot put the ques- section fixing the salary of laborers in the Depart- | 
tion on the appeal at this time, because, if itis | monts, we recede from, inasmuch as the House | 
debatable, it must go over with the motion tòl; have sent to us a separate bill for that purpose. 
reconsider, . ,  Emake these motions, and [ hope the question 

Phe SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The question is |) will be taken together. Limake these motions on | 
on the motion to lay the appeal on the table. il l 

Mr. JONES. ‘Phen I ask what becomes of ` 
the steamer bill ? 

Mr. EDIT. LT move that the Tlouse do now 
adjourn, 

My. CARLILE. [call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. FLORENCE. LT call for tellers 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. 
and Prixeir were appointed. 

Tho House divided, and the tellers reported— | 


i whieh first named. 

The motions were agreed to, 

Mr. HUNTER. L move that we insist on our 
remaining amendments to which the House have 
disagreed, and ask for a further conference on 
the disagrecing votes of the two Houses. 

' The motion was agreed to; and Messrs, 
RESIS, bes TA | Huxrer, Stent, and Fisu were appointed the 


e AD „i; committee on the part of the Senate. 
So the motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at) 
mate i PAY OF LABORERS. 


fifteen minutes to six o'clock, p.m.) the House ; 
: Mr, HUNTER. In order to carry out our 


FLORENCE 


: amendments of the House to the amendments | 


my individual responsibility, that the Senate re- | 
; : i 
| cede from these amendments, and concur in the | 


N SENATE ithe Senate to take up the joint resolution in re- 
: aoe eee ; gard to the pay of laborers, so that we may pass | 
Saturday, August 16, 1856. pit and send it down to the House at once. It} 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Hewry C. Draw. | will not take three minutes, ; 
The Journal of yesterday was readandapproved. | __ “The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the | 
SUSPENSION OF RULES. W hole, to consider the House joint resolution | 
Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I have a re-. (J. R. No. 26) giving an increased compensation 
port from a committee of conference which it is” to all laborers in the employment of the executive ! 
important to make at once, so that we may send 
itover to the House; but before doing so it is 
necessary to adopt a resolulion to enable us to 
do business to-day by suspending the two joint ` 
rules which prevent our receiving or sending bills | 
at this period of the session. I offer the follow- 
Ing resolution: 
Resolved, (the House of Representatives concurring 
That the 6th and 17th joint rules of the two Houses be sus 
pended for the residue of the present session. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous į; 


I 


adjourned till to-morrow at cleven o'clock, a. m, VEY. 7 ; eee g 
ji action in the legislative appropriation bill, I ask | 
i 
| 


oin the city of Washington, As passcd by the! 
| Honse, it proposed to allow all laborers in the | 
legislauve and executive departments of the 
Government, in the city of Washington, an an- 
; nual salary of six hundred dollars, from and ! 
i after the Ist day of July, 1856. y | 
y| The Committee on Finance reported it, with | 
an amendment to strike out all after the resolving | 
clause, and insert: | 

‘There shail be one principal messenger in each of the | 


se 


: and legislative departments of the Government |j 


| 
i 
| 


i 
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offices of the Secretary of State, Treasury, Interior, War, 
and Navy, of the Postmaster General, and Attorney General, 
at an annual salary of G900; and two principal messengers 
in each of the bureaus of the Executive Departments, at an 
annual salary of 840 each; and the other messengers and 
assistant messengers, now authorized by law to be employed 
in said Departments, shall receive an annual salary of $700 5 
and alt laborers employed in the legislative and executive 
departments shall receive an annual salary of $500 each, 
from and after the Ist day of July, 1856 ; and such sum, in 
addition to the appropriation otherwise provided, as may 
be required to pay the same, is hereby appropriated out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BROWN. I desire to offer an amendment: 

And beit further resolved, That there shall be paid to 
the blacksmiths and armorers of the marine barracks, in the 
city of Wasbington, fifty cents per day in addition tothe 
sum now allowed them by law; and that a sum sufficient 
to meet this expenditure be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 

Mr. HUNTER. This joint resolution is only 
to provide for laborers; and we have excluded 
everybody but the laborers. in the Departments 
and on the public grounds. Itis only to provide 
for that subject to enable us to get along with the 
appropriation bills. To enter into the pay of 
laborers outside of the Departments is a matter 
which requires debate and separate action. I 
hope the Senator will not embarrass the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. BROWN. These armorers get but $1 50 
a day; and of all the laborers about the Depart- 
ments and everywhere else, I believe they are 
the only ones whose compensation has never becn 
increased. They are quite as meritorious—I think 
more so—-than a great many others. Just think 
of aman in this town supporting himself and 
family on $1 50a day! 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator will give way, 
I will agree to abandon the bill; we have no time 
to discuss it. 

Mr. BROWN. 
cuss it. I offer the amendment. 
vote be taken. 

The amendment was rejected. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
as amended,and the amendments were concurred 
in, and ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. It was read the third time, 
and passed. 


I have no disposition to dis- 
I will let the 


PETITION. 


Mr. WADE presented the petition of Daniel 
Ammen, praying to be allowed the pay of a 
master in the Navy for services rendered in that 
grade previous to his promotion; which was 
refered to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTERS. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committce to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 
to whom was referred the petition of James Har- 
rington, submitted an adverse report; which was 
concurred in. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Cass the 15th instant, to increase the pay of the 
superintendent of the document room and his 
assistants, reported the resolution with a recom- 
mendation that it do not pass; and it was rejected. 

Ue also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the resolution, submitted by Mr. 
SesasTIan the 15th instant, to increase the pay 
of the mail boys in the service of the Senate, 
reported the resolution with a recommendation 
that it ought not to pass; and it was rejected. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the 
petition of residents and property holders in the 
vicinity of Virginia avenue, in the city of Wash 
ington, submitted an adverse report; which was 
concurred in. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of property holders of 
the fifth and sixth wards in the city of Wash- 
ington, praying for an appropriation for survey- 
ing and grading Pennsylvania avenue, between 
the Capitol and Eleventh street east, submitted 
an adverse report; which was concurred in. 

Mr. WELLER, from the Commitice on Mih- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill ($S. 
No. 418) to grant certain public land in the Pa- 

latka military reservation, to the president and 
directors of the Palatka and Micanopy Plank 
Road Company, chartered by the General Assem- 
bly of the State of Florida, for the construction 
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“of a plank road from Palatka to Micanopy, in the 
said State, reported it without amendment. 


PAPERS OF JAMES LE CAZE. 


Mr. MASON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, hat. the Secretary of the Treasury be re- 
quested to return the papers in the case of the legal repre- 
sentatives of James Le Caze, surviving partner of Le Caze 
& Mallet, to the Secretary of the Senate, and that the same 
be referred to the Court of Claims. 


CREDITORS OF TEXAS. 

Mr. PEARCE. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance, to whom was referred House 
joint resolution (No. 27) extending the time for 
the creditors of Texas to present their claims, to 
report it with an amendment. I hope it will be 
considered now, as itis one of obvious propriety. 

Mr. CLAY. I hope that will be considered 
now, as there will be no debate on it. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. The 
Committee on Finance propose to amend it so as 
to make it read: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
as, agreeably to the provisions of the fourth section of the 
act of February 28, 1855, “to provide for the payment of 
such creditors of the fate republic of Texas as are compre- 
hended in the act of Congress of September 9, 1850,” 
notice, by public advertisement, was duly given for the 
space of ninety days, by the Secretary of the Treasury, of 
the time at which payments of the amount appropriated by 
the fiith section of said act would be made pro rata, on any 
boud, certificate, or evidence of debt of said State, which 
should be presented at the Treasury Department thirty days 
preceding the 13th day of June, 1856, the limit of said no- 
tice; and as itis represented by the said Secretary of the 
Treasury, that of said bonds, certificates, and evidences of 
debt which have been recognized by the State of Texas, 
the sune, equal to the sum of $389,693 07, were not pre- 
sented to the Treasury Department prior to the said 13th 
of June: therefore, in order to do full justice to the holders 
of said debt, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 
ized to pay tothe holders of any of said bonds, certificates, 
or evidences of debt not presented before the 13th day of 
June last, who may preseut and prove the same at the Treas- 
ury Deparunent between the 13th day of June last and the 
Ist day of January next, and execute the proper releases to 
the United States and the State of Texas, their pro rata 
share of the said $7,750,000; and, after payment thereof, 
the said Seerctary of the Treasury is authorized and re 
quired to distribute and pay the residue of the said $7,750,000 
then remaining in the Treasury pro rata amougst all the 
said holders who may have proved their claims, and exe- 
cuted*the proper releases on or before the 1st day of Janu- 
ary next. 


The amendment wasagreed to. The joint res- 
olution was reported to the Senate ;and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, and ordered to be en- 


grossed, and the joint resolution to be read a third | 


It was read the third time, and passed. 


NATURALIZATION LAWS. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Ihave long, Mr. Pres- 
ident, been waiting for a favorable opportunity 
to present to the Senate a petition with which I 
have been intrusted. The session is drawing 
towards a close, and I have been detained consid- 
erably by indisposition. I must avail myself of 

. this opportunity to present it. It states that the 
netitioners are opposed to the facility of access 
io citizenship which the naturalization laws, as 
they at present stand, afford to aliens, and they 
pray for a change in the naturalization laws. 

Ido notintend to detain the Senate with remarks 


time. 


on this subject, further than to say that, in my | 


humble opinion, apart from mere party consider- 
ations, thisis a subject which should absorb, and 
must soon command, the atten 
ican Congress. It is a subject which relates to 
the very essential parts of our Government. I 
think it is the common opinion of this country 


that American citizenship has been made too | ) y ; . 
ji Ido not wish, sir, to be exclusive on this sub- 


cheap—a priceless thing in itself, it is given to all 
who askit. Our laws do not lead exactly to that 
effect, but we know, in the practical administra- 
tion of them, thatis the result. We know another 
thing: that the immigration which amounted, at 
the institution of this Government, to four thou- 
sand or five thousand a year, now amounts to 
hundreds of thousands per annum. The immi- 


gration in two years will make.a State as largeas | 


the average of the northern States. Two years’ 
immigration will give a white population equal to 
the State of Kentucky. The world never pre- 
sented such a spectacle before. i 

Mr. MASON. Ido not like to interpose, but 
the morning hour is running away rapidly, and 
I respectfully submit to the Senator that itis not 
in order to discuss the policy of a measure on the 


ion of the Amer- | 


li of this broad Union to the other. 


| presentation of a petition. Iam sorry to raise 
ithe objection; but we must avail ourselves of 
i every moment for business. 

| Mr. CRITTENDEN. 1 take no exception to 
‘anybody calling me to order. If | understand 
i the practice of the Senate, I am entirely in order. 
i I may have a particular course to recommend 
with this petition, and my remarks may be neces- 
sary for that purpose. 

Mr. MASON. [ understand the rule of the 
Senate to be that, in presenting a petition, the 
member may briefly state its contents—nothing 
further. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The member ‘‘ shall” 
state the contents, the rule says. 

Mr. MASON. I make the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The rule pro- 
vides, as the Senator from Kentucky states, that 
any Senator on presenting a petition or memorial 
i shall state briefly its contents. The Senator 
must judge for himself how far, under that rule, 
he will go. 
| Mr. CRITTENDEN. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
j 
| 
| 


I know how precious 


i the time of the Senate is, and certainly 1 am not | 


one to impose myself on the reluctant attention of 
the Senate. A few moments perhaps of the very 
time that we have now occupied would have suf- 
‘ficed. IfI am out of order T shall be glad to be 
notified of it, and shall conform myself to the rule; 
: but I know that, according to the practice of twenty- 
i five years or more, Í am in order. 

Mr. MASON. I submit the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
thinks the Senator from Kentucky is in order. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. ‘That is an evil, and 
| ought to be corrected, I believe, in the opinion 
; of a great majority of the people of the United 


| 
f 
| 


foreign influence is exercised on your elections. 
Let me turn the attention of the Senate for a 
moment to agingle particular in which this is 
| manifest. We are approaching a presidential 
‘election, Public attention is keenly drawn to it. 
| The public sensibilities are exei by it. Itis 


|! an American President we are about to elect—a 


` Chief Magistrate to stand at the head of our in- 
stitutions and administer them—a function purely 
American—au office ofan American. The Pres- 
idency is an office which none but an American 
can hold; and it was never intended that any bat 
Americans should confer it. Now, look at the 
state of things which exists throughout this broad 
land. The candidates are rated as stock in mar- 
ket. ‘© Who is the German vote going for?’ 
To-day it is supposed for Buchanan; next day 
for Frémont; the next day all go against Mr. Fili- 
more. 

This is the scale by which the chances of a 
| presidential election are calculated from one end 
Sir, is it not 
‘a shame to the country—is it not a shame to our 
Americanism, that such a state.of things should 
in a few years have been brought to bear on us, 
that already the clection of a presidential officer 
is to depend on the foreign vote? {tis already 
a distinct and certain clement in the voting pop- 
‘ulation of the United States. As long as a for- 
eign population can be absorbed in your own, 
and identified with it, all gocs on welljit is a 


: gration exceeds that, it is dangerous; a foreign 
element is introduced and preserved in the heart 
of the Republic, exercising the dearest right of 
every republican—that by which he shows his 
popular sovereignty—the right of suffrage. ‘That 
is the state of things now—enough to make a 
: State come to us every two years. 


i ject. The foreigner is no object of hostility to 
i me—far from it. L wish to receive him with nos- 
itality; I wish to treat him with kindness; but 
| {do not wish to confer on him the right of gov- 
| erning me. 
: down and say, among all the candidates, he who 
is to be elected my President must get the Ger 
man vote, or the Irish vote, or any other forcign 
vote, Isay this not out of hosuiity to them— 
not that I love them less—but that | love my coun- 
trymen more. I love their rights and wili preserve 
their rights. I believe they alone are competent 
to preserve American institutions, These are my 
sentiments and my opinions; and thus far i fully 
and entirely concur with these petitioners. 

Sir, I will not occupy your time further than to 


bam 
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i 
i 
i 
í 
i 
1 
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i 
| 
i 
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States, at this very moment. Already a great | 


H 
i 
i 


i 
i 
| 
i 
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i 
i 
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i 
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i Mr. BUTLER. 


| read 


it servat 
wholesome operation; but the moment the immi- 


‘make a single remark more. The tide of immi- 
| migration will swell from year to year; and wh 

‘Should it not? Europe is becoming more inte 
| mately acquainted with your country. The allure- 
i ments which it presents are increasing day by 
iday. When it was new, and there were hard- 
i ships to be bome by the immigrants, they came 
| in small numbers; but you have prospered by the 
labor and enterprise of your own people. Asia 
has become acquainted with it and is pouring out 
Mohammedans onus. The late armiesemployed 
in the eastern war are all being called home. 
Settled peace, is taking possession of Europe, and 
with it these men are disbanded, and what will 
become of them? Withdrawn from the pursuits 
of peacé, and engaged in the vices of war, imbued 
| with its spirit and its bloodshed, begrimed with 
l all the dirt and vice of a camp, what can they do 
iin thickly-settled Europe? The instruments of 
i war, notof peace, they can be of no use there, and 
i will be pushed off upon you. You have already 
i approached so nearly to the reign of this foreign 
influence that foreign nations who are inimical to 
your Government may now sec the practicability 
of deteriorating or of destroying your institutions 
by pouring out their worthless multitudes to be- 
come citizens of the United States. I am opposed 
: to this, not in the interest of any faction, not on 
l| common party ground, but as a man to whom 
| Providence has assigned the lot of an American 
citizen, with all its rights and privileges; and I 
|i will never impart to others the privileges of my 
Lown countrymen to such an extent that their 
right to govern themselves shall be defeated. 
American citizens shall not be cheated, as they 
i have been under our former naturalization laws, 
so far as may depend on the humble voice and 
humble vote of one of the representatives of the 
| States here. Sir, itis not necessary that Į should 
| move to refer the petition; it is too late in the 
session to hope for anything to be done. I move 


| 
| 
| 
if 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 


|| simply that it be read, and Jaid on the table. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the memorial; 
when be was interrupted by : 
I think we had better save as 
i much time as we can by dispensing with the 
ing. I move that it be suspoiied: 

r. CRITTENDEN, I will not insist. 

Mr. BUTLER. I suppose the Senator asked 
for the reading out of respect to his constituents. 
I do not blame him for that, but it will take up 
| too much time. 

i The further reading of the memorial was dis~- 
į pensed with; and it was laid on the table. 


HARRIET L. B. RUTH. 


Mr. BAYARD. I reported from the Commit- 
Í tee on the Library, some days ago, a resolution, 
| which I ask the Senate now to take up. It can- 
| not occupy five minutes, Lam sure. If it is ob- 
| jected to, I will make a brief statement, and have 
nothing more to say. I shall have performed my 
| duty. Ithink itis a claim of humanity and right. 
The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
| tion, which is in these words: 

Resolved, That the Secretary o 


{the Senate pay out of the 
nt fund of the Senate, to Harriet 1. B. Ruth, mother 
S. Ruth, deceased, $2,500 in full for the services 
seph S3. Ruth, in preparing for publication the ob- 
jons on terrestrial magnetism, wade at the observatory 
ned under the orders of the 


he resolution be 


Mr. EVANS. 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control 


I move that t 


the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. It con- 


I do not want to be obliged to sit į; 


l 
i 


templates a payment out of the contingent fund, 
and that committee ought to look into it. 

Mr. BAYARD. The resolution is reported by 
the Committee on the Library. Itis a claim on 
the contingent fund of the Senate. Itis a fair 
claim; it has been investigated by a committee. 
Itonly provides for a payment which has been de- 
layed for along time. Iam sure, if the Senator 
from South Carolinaknew the facts, which are fully 
proved, he would not persist in his motion, Tam 
certainly not disposed to allow claims against the 
Government which | do not consider to be just. 
I think this is a clear case. The service was per- 
formed by order of the Senate, as has been fully 
proved, and has not been compensated; and itis 
proposed that the mother of the original peti- 
| tioner, who depended on his services, shall re- 
i ceive it. The man was drowned in your service 
; four years ago. 

The motion to refer was agreed te. 


$ 
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Mr. EVANS subsequently reported back the 
resolution, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
tro] the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, with 
a favorable recommendation; and it was adopted. 


PAY OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, in deference 
to the opinions of friends, and with a view to 
conform to their notions, I submit a motion to. 
reconsider the vote adopting the House amend- 
ment to the bill to regulate the compensation of 
members of Congress. I do not know. whether 
this motion is in order; I have been informed by 
some that it is not; if it is, I hope the motion 
will prevail. My object is, if the bill shall be re- 
considered, to remove from it the provision which 
gives the increased payment to members a retro- | 
spective operation. I am told it has been once 
reconsidered; whether a second reconsideration 
is in order I do not know. That point is for 
you, sir, to decide. But allow me to say that I 
desire not to go away from the Senate differing 
from those with whom I wish to agree, and for 
whom I have great respect; for instance, my 
friend from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp,] and my, 
friend from Virginia, [Mr. Hunrer.] I have 
great regard for the opinion of others; and if this 
bill can be made more acceptable, as I under- 
stand it can be, by giving it a prospective opera- 
tion, beginning with the next session, and reliev- 
ing it from its operation on the present session 
for services which have been performed, I am 
perfectly willing to agree to that—more than | 
willing, because we shall then have ten fricnds to 
sustain it in public, to one now. My friend 
from Delaware may say what he pleases about 
it; but there are two views taken of this subject; | 
one, its intrinsic merits, and the other, the man- 
ner it will be regarded by the public. 

I do not hesitate to say that I believe this is a 

ood bill in its provisions, and the most practical 
in its operation to save the Treasury, As I un- 
; derstand the bill, those who have been absent at 
this session will have thcir time subtracted. I 
have been absent very nearly two months, and [ 
state that to the Secretary, so that the deduction 
may be made from me. After all, there will not | 
be a great addition to the members who have been 
working here all the time. I have been absent, 
and I know that a great many others have been 
absent; but let the bill go into operation as it is, 

with the provision requiring members to be pres- 
ent, or lose their pay, and 1 believe we shall save 
money to the Treasury. I submit the motion to 
reconsider. It is for you, sir, to say whether the 
motion is in order. 

Mr. WELLER. » Itcan be received by unani- 
mous consent, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


a 


The vote has 


been once reconsidered, and there can be butone | 


motion to reconsider. 
Mr. BUTLER. ,. Well, sir, I have discharged 
my duty. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. i 
Mr. PEARCE. The committee of conference 
on the disagrecing votes of the two ELouses on 
the bill of the House of Representatives (No. 
71) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian department, 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the 


various Indian tribes, for the year ending the | 


30th of June, 1857, having met, after a full and 
free conference, do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the sixteenth amendment of the Senate, with 
an amendment to add at the end of the scction 
the words: 


The yearly pay of interpreters in that State shall in no 
case exceed $1,000. 


repeals the limitation previously made in regard 
to the salary of interpreters in California. The | 
committee propose to add a limitation, so that | 
the interpreters in California shall not have more 
than $1,000. 

Mr. WELLER. The amendment did not re- 
peal the law, but applied to California, and placed - 
interpreters on the same footing there with other ; 
employés of the Government. 

Mr. PEARCE. The report is further, that 
the House do recede from its disagreement to the : 
sixty-fourth amendment of the Senate, with an | 
amendment thereto, as follows: In line seven | 


|| The sixty-first is one which related to the assign- 


| strike out the word ‘‘ made,’ and insert “and | 


i| appropriation bills, House bills, and bills in respect to which : 


l to go on with the appropriation bills. 
The sixteenth Senate amendment is one which | 


filed in the Department of the Interior.” That 
amendment provides for a commission to examine į 
claims for Indian depredutions in New Mexico. | 
The amendment which is now proposed by the 
committee of conference simply provides that the 
claims to be examined shall be those heretofore 
made and filed in the Department of the Interior. 
We also propose to add to that clause: | 

Provided, That nothing herein shall be construed to bind 
the United States to make payment of said claims. 

It was feared that it might be inferred, from 
the tenor of the amendment, that the United States 
would be bound imperatively to pay these claims 
as reported by the commission. This proviso is |} 
inserted to guard against that result. 

The committee also recommend that the Senate | 
recede from their fifty-ninth, sixty-first, sixty- í 
fifth, and sixty-seventh amendments. I will state 
what they are. | 

The fifty-ninth amendment is one which pro- 
vided for the payment of interest to Mr. Henley 
on money which he had borrowed in California. 


ments of Indian land warrants—a provision that 
the certificate might be given to the assignee, | 
whether the consideration was in money or goods. | 
The sixty-fifth made provision for the payment | 
of certain sums of money to certain Cherokee | 
Indians, now in North Carolina, under a treaty. 
it is supposed that this might well lie over until 
another year, there being some doubt whether 
North Carolina has assented to the provision. 
The sixty-seventh amendment is one providing | 
for the claim of Faribault and wife. 

The committee also recommend that the House | 
of Representatives concur in the fifty-eighth, | 
sixty-second, and sixty-third amendments of the | 
Senate. The fifty-seventh amendment is one 
which provides a penalty to be imposed on those 
who, after being ejected from #ndian territory ; 
for a violation of the intercourse law with the | 
Indians, shall return thereto. The sixty-second 
is an amendment which relates to a treaty pro- 
vision under which an Indian named Spunk or 
Bald Frog claims. The sixty-third isan amend- | 
ment which provides for an additional Indian 
agent east of the Rocky Mountains. 

1 send the report to the Chair, and move that 
the Senate conciir in the report of the committee. 

The report was concurred in. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS ON MONDAY. 

Mr. STUART. It is known to all that, in the 
last hours of the session, we frequently get very 
much confused in our business, and not unfre- 
quently we do things which we ought not to do. 
L offer a resolution in respect to the session of 
Monday, and the character of business which 
shall be considered on that day: 


Resolved, That when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to | 
meet on Monday next at ten o'clock, and that hone bat 


there shall be a disagreement between the House and Sen- | 
ate, shall be considered by the Senate on that day., | 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Say eight o’clock. i 
Mr. BROWN and others. Nine o'clock. i 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa. We shall not have 
time to compare the bills if we mectat ten o’cloek. | 
It ought to be at cight or nine o’clock, at all events. | 
Mr. STUART. I will say nine o’clock. | 
The resolution as modified was agreed to. ! 


REVOLUTIONARY CLAIMS. j 
Mr, EVANS. I move now to take up the bill | 
(H. R. No. 154) to provide for the settlement or : 
the claims of the officers of the revolutionary | 
army, and the widows and orphan children of | 
those who died in the service. I trust the Senate ; 
will dispose of the bill. i 
Mr. STUART. 1l hope we shall be permitted ' 
I trust the | 
Senate will not agree to this motion now. i 
Mr. ADAMS. The chairman of the Com- | 
mittee on Finance agreed that the special order {j 
should not be taken up until half past one o’clock, |; 
with the distinct understanding that this morn- ` 
ing, so soon as the morning business should be | 
disposed of, House bills which gave rise to no : 
debate should be considered. I hope we shall go ! 
on with them, and be able to get through with i 
them in ample time to consider the bill of the į 
honorable Senator from South Carolina. They i 
have had to wait morning after morning, and it | 
is very important that those bills should be dis- 
posed of. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 


| is on the motion of the Senator from South Car- 


olina. 

The motion was agreed to; there being, on a 
division—ayes 22, noes 15. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, this vill, according 
to the best advice I can get, proposes to appro- 

riate $10,000,000 for the payment of those claims. 
t is to redound mainly to the benefit of the vul- 
tures who prey about the Capitol on the bounties 
of this Government. Itis to redound to the ben- 
efit of claim agents, who have been harassing me 
ever since I have had a seat in this body, to go 
for these claims, and who have, tomy knowledge, 
been traversing the country and sending their 
letters throughout the country, sometimes by the 
aid, I regret to say, of members of Congress, 
hunting up the children of revolutionary officers, 
and bargaining with them in advance for a large 
per centum on the amount which they may re- 
alize. I have had many letters from my own 
constituents, inclosing the communications of 
these-claim agents, and telling me they were as- 
sured by them, as the Jetters proved, that they 
were entitled toa large amount from the Gov- 
ernment, and proposing for twenty, thirty, and 
even fifty per cent, i 

I do not think I can be persuaded to vote for 
this bill under any circumstances; but I am sure 
that I shall not vote for it with the lights now 
before me. I trust the Senate will not consider 
it to the exclusion of other measures of impor- 
tance, and about which there can be no dispute. 
I trust they will not vote blindly this appropria- 
tion of $10,000,000. It is too grave a matter to 
be passed now without debate. It cannot pass 
without debate. If those who are in favor of it 
are in the majority, and will press it on the con- 
sidcration of the Senate, tell them they will not 
get a vote on it to-day. For these reasons, I 
move to lay the bill an the table—I believe that 
prevents debate; and on this motion I ask forthe 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EVANS. May I be allowed to say one 
word? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.” The question 
is not debatable. 

Mr. EVANS. The Senator from Alabama is 
speaking about that of which he knows nothing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not de- 
batable. 

Mr. EVANS. The utmost amount which this 
bill can ever call for will not be more than three 
and a half millions of dollars. | 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to ask a question. If 
the bill be laid on the table, now, can it be called 
up in December? 

Mr. CLAY. Certainly. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate 
have passed a resolution continuing the business 
of this session to the next. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky: Laying it 
on the table disposes of it only for this session, 
and it can be called up at the next session, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Sruart 
in the chair.) It can be taken from the table on 
any day. 

Mr. CASS. As the son of a revolutionary 


| officer, J am personally interested in this matter, 


and cannot vote on it. 

Mr. FISH. I also have a personal interest in 
this bill, and decline to vote. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 23, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Biggs, Brown, Clay, 
Clayton, Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Houston, Jones of Tennessee, 
Mailory, Mason, Pearce, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, 
Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, Trumbuil, Wel- 
ler, and Yulee—22. 

NAYS~— Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Collamer, Crittenden, 
Dodge, Douglas, Durkee, Evans, Foot, Foster, Hale, Har- 
lan, James, Jones of lowa, Pratt, Seward, Thomson of 
New Jersey, Wade, Wilson, and Wright—24. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President——~ 

Mr. TOOMBS. I believe that when this bill 
was postponed before I was about half through a 
speech. 

Mr. BAYARD. 
motion. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I give notice that I have no 
disposition to forego my rights. NNP 

Mr. BAYARD. I wish to postpone this bill 


I merely wish to make a 
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to the second Monday of December next, and 
make it the special order for that time. I am 
satisfied that we cannot consider it now. I am 
sure there is one amendment which ought to be 
inserted in the bill, and that is in reference to the 
right of representation. I move to postpone it 
to the second Monday of December. ; 
Mr. TOOMBS. Say the third Monday. We 
do nothing the first week or ten days of a session. 
Mr. BAYARD. I am satisfied with that. 
Mr. MALLORY and Mr. SEWARD called 
-for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 
Mr. BIGLER. I shall vote for the motion to 
postpone. My inclinations are somewhatin favor 
of this bill. ‘There are many of my constituents 
anxious for its passage, but | am not sufficiently 
informed to vote on it without discussion. lam 
anxious to hear discussion develop the entire 
subject, because Iam not prepared to vote; and I 


believe the Senate cannot, at this late day of the | 


session, properly cxamine and dispose of the 
bill. I shall vote to postpone it until December. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 32, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS-—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Bigler, Bright, 
Brown, Clay, Clayton, Crittenden, Dodge, Douglas, Fitz- 
patrick, Geyer, Houston, Hanter, Everson, James, Jones of 
‘Tenness Jallory, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, 
Sebastian, Slide, Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, 
‘Trinubul, Welter, and Yulee—32. 

NAYS—Me 
nessee, Collamer, Durkee, Evans, Poot, Foster, Hale, Har- 
lan, Jones of Sowa, Seward, Thomson of New Jersey, 
Wade, Wilson, and Wright—15. 

So the bill was postponed to the third Monday 
of December, and made the special order for that 


day. 


DELAWARE BREAKWATER. 


Mr. CLAYTON submitted the following reso- ! 


lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
munieate to the Senate, at the commencement of the uext 
session, an estimate of the sams required for connecting the 
ice-breaker with the breakwater at the entranee of the Del- 


aware bay, and for erecting a stone mole or pier for landing | 


ator near the fast Jand opposite the breakwater; and also 
for a marine hospital at Lewistown, as an asylum. for 


wrecked, sick, or distressed seamen, with the opinions of | 


neer of the advantage and neces- 
sity of said works respectively; and that a similar estimate 
for a breakwater on Crow’s shoal, near Cape May, with the 
opinions of the same oficers of the advantage and neces- 
sity of such a protection for the navigation and commerce 
of the United Stutes, be communicated at the same time. 


` LIGHT-HOUSE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. SEWARD. I beg leave to inform the 
Senate, that I have the misfortune to be charged 


with one of the general appropriation bills. It 
is perfect as it came from the House of Repre- 


himselfand of the ehief en 


sentatives, with the exception of one or two i 
verbal alterations, which will take no time to £ 
It | 
is the bill making appropriations for light-houses : 


consider. It can be taken up and véted on. 


and buoys. J ask that it be now taken up. 

Mr, SLIDELL. I thought that the distinct 
understanding of the Senate, yesterday, w: 
an hour or two should be devoted to the consid- 
eration of private bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. SEWARD. If this bill be passed, it will 
be one obstacle out of the way of private bills. 
It is only a small appropriation bill. 

Mr. WELLER, 


to take up private bills before one o’clock; other 


wise I should be compelled to make a motion to į 
take up the supplementary Army appropriation į 
bill, which should be acted on during the present | 


session, 


Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator will , 
indulge me in one word. My bill can be passed || 


in the time that it takes to make a speech. It 
will occupy but a few minutes. Let us pass it, 
and get it out of the way. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not know 


that I have any objection to the motion of the |! 
Senator from New York; but private bills from | 
the House of Representatives have been post- {| 


poned from day to day, with a general under 
standing that yesterday a few hours should be 
devoted to them. Then they were postponed 
until to-day. Why not take them up now? I 
hope the friends of the private bills of the House 
of Representatives will vote down this propo- 
sition, and insist on having until half past one 
o’clock for their consideration. 


' 


s Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Ten- | 


asthat | 


My understanding is like | 
nes : i 
that of the Senator from Lotisiana, that we were 


Mr. SEWARD. The appropriation bills must 
ii all be enrolled, and they are very Jong. 

| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from New York 
to take up the bill (H. R. No. 481) making ap- 
propriations for light-houses, light-boats, buoys, 


lishment of the same, and for other purposes. 
‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to consider 
the bill which was reported from the Committee 
on Commerce with amendments, the first of which 
was to add to the clause, ‘for rebuilding the 
light-house at Black river, Ohio, $7,300,” the 


‘| words: 


And for the completion of the rebuilding and repairs of 
the west pier and pier- head upon which said iight-house is 
| erected, and connectipg the same with the shore, $11,026. 


| The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out ‘“ hun- 
dred,” and insert ‘¢ thousand,” so as to make 
| the appropriation for a light-house at the mouth 
of the Au Sable river, on Lake Huron, $5,000. 

Mr. SEWARD. That is to correct a clerical 
mistake. 

The amendment was agreed to, 


|| Mr. SEWARD. There is a further amend- 
| ment in the third section, which directs the dis- 
| continuance of certain lights. The amendment 
is to insert after the word * discontinued,” ** pro- 
i| vided the Secretary of the Treasury shall so 
t direct.” 
The amendment was agrecd to. 
i| Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. There is no other 
| appropriation bill to which the amendment that E 
proposed last night from the Naval Committee 
can be attached. Last night there was so much 
confusion and impatience at the particular hour 
of the night, when this amendment was offered, 
! that I withdrew it. I renew it now, in order to 
| do justice to the clerks at the navy-yard in Wash- 
i| ington. Iam certain gentlemen did not under- 
| stand it, or they would not have objected to it. 

These clerks are entided, under the act of 1854, to 
| twenty per cent., which was allowed to them as 
| well as the clerks in the Executive Departments; 
| but, by an accidental omission, no appropriation 
i has been made to pay it. As by adding it to this 


4 


| by that act, I hope there will be no objection to 
the amendment, which is: 


And be it further enacted, That the clerks and others in 
i| the Washington navy yard shall be entitled to the compen- 
ij sation authorized by the act approved April 22, 1854, the 
i estimate for the payment of which has been accidentally 
|i Omitted. 

‘| I have the law here. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BROWN. If it is in order now to move 


this bill, I move that amendment, {tis one which 
was ruled out of a biil of the Senator from Vir- 


Mr. SEWARD. May I ask the honorable 
Senator to state what his proposition is? 

Mr. BROWN. [ move to increase 
pensation of the blacksmiths and armorers at the 
marine barracks fifty cents a day. 

Mr. SEWARD. Biess my soul and body, 
Mr. President! this is the only appropriation bill 
that I ever had the honor to have charge of. Itis 
‘a bill for ligbt-houses—not new light-houses, but 
old light-houses—to furnish them with gas and 
oil. J want to know whether it is the sense of 
the Senate that all the other appropriation bills 
shall be kept clean, and that which comes through 
my hands shail be encumbered and embarrassed 
with appropriations for armorers, blacksmiths, 
sailors, and marines! I object most earnestly. 

Mr. BROWN. If the Senator had interposed 
| the objection when the Senator from Tennessee 
made the proposition to increase the compensa- 
tion of clerks, he would have been in time. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I make no such 
| proposition. 

‘Mr. BROWN. What was it? 
i Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Thereis no appro- 


j 


| priation in an appropriation bill to pay them 
ii according to law. 1 proposed it here, not as a 
| new law. 


| 
|| Mr. BROWN. I did not say the Senator pro- 
|l posed a new law. 


&c., and providing for the erection and estab- į 


i bill they can get the compensation allowed them į 


to increase the compensation of the armorers on | 


ginia, and merely intends to give the armorers and : 
blacksmiths at the marine barracks fifty cents a ; 

: tae ace A i 
day in addition to the compensation they now get. |i 


the com- į 


Mr. STUART. I make a question of order, 
that this amendment cannot be in order on this 
bill. x 

| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 

i from Mississippi has not sent to the Chair any 

‘amendment. 

| Mr. MALLORY. I have'an amendment to 

‘offer. It is to insert, after the appropriation for 
buoys in Pensacola bay: 

That the Secretary of the Navy cause a thorough sur- 
vey and examination to be made by a board of military 
and civil enginecrs, of thé condition and probahie duration 

| of the wooden dock at the Pensacola navy-yard, together 
with the annual expense of maintaining it in repairs and 

; also the cost of constructing, in Heu thereof, upon the most 
approved plan, a permanent stone dock at that yard, for 
docking the largest naval vessel] which the waters on the 
bar of Pensacola admit. 


Mr. SEWARD. This is not a proper bill for 
that amendment. 
Mr. MALLORY. Is there a point of order 
raised? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from New York objects to the amendment. 
Mr. MALLORY. Ona point of order? 
Mr. SEWARD. Yes, sir. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
objects to the reception of the amendment. i 
Mr. MALLORY. On the ground that it is 
not germane to the bill? I ask the Chair to de- 
cide that point. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
i has a right to submitit to the Senate. The Chair 
will submit the question, 
The Senate refused to receive the amendment. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
‘ed; and the amendments made as in Committee 
of the Whole were concurred in, and ordered 
to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a third 
time, 
The bill was read a third time and passed. 


PATAPSCO RIVER BILL VETO. 


|| Mr. PRATT. I ask the Senate to be kind 
| enough to let the vote be now taken on the bill 
| making appropriations for the improvement of 
i the Patapsco river, which passed this hody and 
‘the other House, and has been vetoed by the 
| President. Jt will not lead to discussion, and 
i ought to be voted on at some period during the 
‘session. Lhope it will be taken up now. 
' Mr. WELLER. I have a bill which I am 
anxious to get up, making additional appropria- 
ij tions for the support of the Army for the year 
jending 30th June, 1857, which was originally 
|| reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
has come back from them, It contains some 
| provisions which in my judgment are indispens- 
ably necessary for the War Department during 
f the ensuing year. 
| Mr. ADAMS. I hope the motion will be 
| voted down, so that we can proceed to the con- 
i sideration of private bills from the House for 
i the rest of the time left us, before the hour fixed 
‘for the special order—half past one o’clock. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty 
| of the Chair to state the motion of the Senator 
| from Maryland. 
| Mr, WELLER, I take it for granted we 
| 


i shall have no debate on that bill, but will simply 
proceed to take the vote as the Constitution re- 
‘quires. I have therefore no objection. 
1 The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
| ceeded to reconsider the bill for the improvement 
i: of the Patapsco river, and to render the port of 
[i Baltimore accessible to the war steamers of the 
| United States, which had been returned by the 
| President with his objeetions, the question being: 
|< Shall the bill pass, the President’s objections to 
i the contrary notwithstanding?” 
‘| The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
|| as required by the Constitution, resulted as fol- 
‘lows: 
{| YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell of New Hampshire, 
|! Bell of Tennessee, Co Clayton, Collamer, Dodge, Dur- 
ti kee, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Hale, Harlan, James, Jones 
i: of Iowa, Jones of Tennessee, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Seward, 
| Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, 
| Trumbull, Wade, and Wright—2s. 
|| NAYS—M s. Adams, B Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, 
|: Brown, Butler, Clay, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Houston, Hunter, 
i: Iverson, Malory, Mason, Reid, Toombs, Weller, and 
ji Yulee—19. : 
i| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Two thirds 
| of the Senate not having voted in favor’ of the 


bill, it is not passed. 


| 


2170 


THE na) GLOBE. 


August 16, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, |} 


by Mr. Cunvom, their Clerk, announced that they 
had passed a bill to regulate the diplomatic and 
consular systems of the United States; also, that 
they had passed Senate bill (S. No. 162) for the 
relief of John H. Scranton and James M. Hunt. 


SENATE BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Wessrter, his Secretary, notified 
the Senate that he had approved and signed the 
following bills: > 

An act for the relief of Cezaire Wallace, of the 
parish of Bossier, and State of Louisiana; 

An act to authorize and direct .he settlement 
of the account of the Bank of the State of Mis- 
souri for money advanced for subsistence and 
transportation of volunteers; 

An act to settle the time for holding the district 
court in South Carolina, and other purposes; 

An act for the relief of Norwood McClelland, 
master of the steamboat New World; 

An act for the relief of Betsey Whipple; 

An act restoring Joshua Mercer to the roll of 
invalid pensioners; 

An act increasing the pension of Albert Hart; 

An act for the relief of Levi C. Harris; 

An act granting a pension to Nathaniel Moth- 
ershead, of Missouri; 

An act for the relicf of Joseph Smith; 

An act for the relief of Samuel Forrest; 

An act for the relief of Dempsey Pittman; 

An act for the relief of Amos B. Eaton, a com- 
missary of subsistence in the United States Army; 

An act granting a pension to Morris Powers; 

An act granting a pension to Mrs. Olivia W. 
Cannon, widow of Joseph S. Cannon, late a 


midshipman in the United States Navy, now |: 


deceased; 

An act granting a pension to Samuel B. Porter, 
a soldier in the late war with Great Britain; 

An act to inerease the pension of Amaziah 
Goodwin, of the State of Maine; and 

An act to increase the pension of Alpheus T. 
Palmer, late a licutenant in the ninth regiment 
United States infantry. 


BOUNDARY OF KANSAS TERRITORY. 


On motion of Mr. SEBASTIAN, the bill (H. 


survey of the southern boundary line of Kansas 


Territory was read the first and second time, and | 
It: 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
appropriates $35,400 for the purpose indicated in 
its title. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. [report back from the Com- 
mittce on Finance the bill (IL. R. No. 153) 
making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the year ending June 30, 1857. The 
Committee on Finance have instructed me to rec- 
ommend that the Senate insist on its amendment, 
which is to strike out the Kansas proviso. 

Mr. SEWARD, [ask for the yeas and nays 
on insisting. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GEYER. ‘The House made an amend- 
ment to our amendment. 

Mr. STUART, We insist on ours. 

Mr. GEYER. Do we not disagree to theirs? | 

Mr. HUNTER. I prefer the form of insisting, | 
because the question whether they had a right to | 
amend, is a doubtful matter of parliamentary law. 
I do not propose to enter into any technical dis- į 


R. No. 574) making an appropriation for the | 
| 
| 
i 


pute, and therefore propose that we insist on our jj 


amendment. 
Mr. GEYER. The House haveamended our | 
amendment; and the first question, I apprehend, | 
will be on agreeing to their amendment to our | 
amendment, if it was in order to make itat all. 
Our insisting on our amendment now is not dis- 
posing of their amendment to it. | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That point | 


of order is not raised by the motion of the Sen- '! 
i 


ator from Virginia. 


on our amendment. 


| down to $1,800,000, and that bill is now in the 


| tenden, Dodge, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Houston, Hun- 


| making additional appropriations for the support 


| the Committee on Military Affairs, and, as a! 


| very much to have these appropriations made; 


Mr. CLAYTON. Will the effect of insisting | 
on the amendment be the loss of the bill? 


| for the purpose of completing them. 
Mr. HUNTER. My proposition is to insist I Y 


Mr. HUNTER. No, sir; to adhere would be 
to lose the bill. The motion is to insist. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, | 
resulted—yeas 35, nays 10; as follows: | 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bell of Tennessee, Biggs, 
Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Cass, Clay, Clayton, Crit- 


ter, Iverson, Jones of lowa, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, 
Mason, Pearce, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, 
Thompson of Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, T'eombs, 
Weller, Wright, and Yulee—35. 

NAYS—Messts. Bell of New Hampshire, Collamer, Dur- 
kee, Fish, Foot, Foster, Harlan, Seward, Trumbull, and 
Wade—10. 

So the Senate insisted on the amendment to 
the Army appropriation bill. . 

SUPPLEMENTARY ARMY APPROPRIATION 


BILL. 
Mr. WELLER. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (S. No. 247) 


of the Army for the year ending June 30, 1857. 

Mr. HUNTER. Does the Senator propose to | 
take it up with the understanding that it shall be 
laid aside at half past one o’clock, when the spe- 
cial order comes up? 

Mr. WELLER. I make no such proposition. 
It is a general appropriation bill, and as much | 
entitled to consideration as the bills of my friend 
from Virginia. I have been crowded out for the į 
last two or three days, and really he has coaxed 
me off. 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not know how I coaxed | 
the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At half past | 
one o’clock it will be the duty of the Chair to; 
call up the special order, as a matter of course. 
The question is on the motion of the Senator ! 
from California to take up the bill (S. No. 427) | 
making additional appropriations for the support : 
of the Army for the year ending 30th June, 1857. ! 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate | 


proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to | 
consider the bill, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Finance with amendments, the 
first of which was to strike out: 

For altering small arms of old patterns, including those 
in the possession of the several States and ‘Territories, 
500,000. 

For sea coast and garrison guns, mounted, $600,000. 

For nanufacturing smali arms of new modcls, $150,000. 

For manufacturing small arm accouterments, $100,000, 

For supplying ammunition for small arms, $100,000. 

For supplying ammunition for sea-coast, $250,000. 

For increasing the capacity of the arsenals, $100,000. 

Mr. WELLER. It will be remembered that a 
bill was passed by the Senate, which was usually 
called the three-million bill, which was reduced 


House of Representatives. In consequence of 
the condition of public affairs there, and the 
utter impossibility of getting that bill up, | was 
induced originally to put it on this bill, It will 
be remembered that the original bill came from 


matter of courtesy merely, was referred to the | 
Committee on Finance. They have not treated 
the bill courteously; but they have left very little | 
of it. They have reported it to the Senate with 
about three fourths of it cut out. I should like 


and placing them on this bill may enable us, per- 
haps, to obtain them. { do not propose to insist 
on them. Let the question be taken on striking | 
out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was to strike out the following items: 

For completing the Point Douglas and Saint Louis river ! 
road, $31,425 50. : 

For completing the Point Douglas and Fort Ripley road. 
$4,695 01. i 

For repairing the bridge over Cannon river, $2,000, Í 


Mr. WELLER. These items were inserted | 


‘in the bill on estimates of the War Department. | 


They were regularly estimated for last year, and | 
part of the money was expended last year, but it | 
was found insufficient to finish the roads. These |; 
roads are in the Territory of Minnesota; and it || 
was on the estimates of the Department that we} 
were induced to recommend this appropriation || 
I trust the | 
amendment of the Committee on Finance will not | 
be agreed to. 


The amendment was rejected; there being, on | 
| 


i} a division—ayes 8, noes 26. 


‘The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was to strike out section five, which is 


in the following words: 


Sec. 5. ind be it further enacted, That the provisions of 
the first section of the act granting pensions to the widows 
and orphans of persons dying in the naval service, approved 
August 11, 1648, be extended to the widows and orphans 
of officers, non-commissioned officers, musicians, and sol- 
diers of the Aimy of the United States, including volunteers 
and militia mustered into the service of the United States. 


Mr. WELLER. The object of this section 
was to place the Army on an equal footing with 
the Navy. It is recommended not only by the 
Secretary of War, but also by General Scott. I 
think, as a matter of justice, they ought to be 
placed on an equal footing with the Navy, and 
therefore I trust the amendment of the Commit- 
tee on Finance, to strike out the section, will not 
be agreed to. 

Mr. STUART. I should be glad if the Sena- 
tor from Maryland would state the views of the 
Committee on Finance upon this subject. He 
will recollect it was acted on before I came into 


‘| the committee room. 


Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, I believe the 
effect of this section will be to extend pensions 
for life to the widows and orphans of the offi- 
cers, non-commissioned officers, soldiers, and 
musicians of the Army, as they have been ex- 
tended in the naval service. Military pensions 
are now limited toa term of years. Itis proposed 
to extend the naval system of life pensions to 
the widows and orphans of officers of the Army. 
The difference in the two cases is very evident. 
The Senate are well aware that, at the commence-. 
ment of the war of 1812, Congress passed a law 
providing for pensions. The naval pension fund 
arose out of a percentage on captures—a fund 
which the Government pledged itself to adminis- 
ter in a way designated in the original pension 
bill, so that the pensions which were received 
under that bill were paid out of the annual inter- 


i| est of the fund invested, being a percentage on 


captures. 

In 1837, Congress, legislating at the heel of the 
session, late at night, and when the other branch 
of Congress was filled with ladies instead of legis- 
lators, passed an act by which the fund was 
destroyed. They granted arrears of pension to 
many persons, running back, in some instances, 
forty and fifty years, giving $25,000 to a single 
individual, In this way the pension fund was 
decreased to the extent of $2,000,000 in a few 
years. Congress having thus wrongfully per- 
verted the pension fund in violation of the pro- 
visions and stipulations of the act providing it, 
felt itself bound to continue the pensions to the 
naval service. 

The intention of the original pension act, and of 
the act of 1844, as those who were then members 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs will well re- 
member, was not to granta pension to the widows 
of all those who died in the naval service, but to 
the widows of such as were killed in battle or 
died of wounds received in battle, or in conse- 
quence of casualties sustained or injuries received 
in the line of their duty. It was not intended to 
provide pensions for the widows of those who 
died in the ordinary course of nature, though they 
might then be in the service. There have been 
great abuses of this law; there have been pensions 
granted under circumstances not contemplated by 
the law, but in cases. where, by some contrivance, 
it has been made to appear that the persons died 
in consequence of such casualties. 

The object of this provision is to grant pensions 
to the widows and orphans of the officers of the 
Army precisely on the same footing with those 
of the Navy, though there was no pension fund 
created by any capturesby the Army. Thecom- 
mittee thought we had better stay where we were. 
We thought that this business of giving pensions 
to the widow of everybody who dies in the ser- 
vice had been carried a great deal too far; that it 
was a great abuse; that we were debauching the 
country by spreading the public bounty abroad 
without proper consideration; and we have, there- 
fore, moved to strike it out. 

Mr. CLAY. Iam no friend of the pension 
system as it exists; Jam especially notin favor 
of the invalid pension system; yet I think that, 
as long as we sustain such a system at all, it 
ought not to bear upon its face the grossinequality 
now exhibited in the comparison between pea se 
sions allowed to the widows and orphan children 


1856. 
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of naval officers, and those standing in the same 
relation to the Army. At this time, there is an 
inequality in two respecits—a very great inequal- 
ity. In the first place, the invalid pensioners of 


the Army do not receive as much as invalid pen- | 


signers of the Navy of like rank. For instance, 
the highest pension paid to an invalid officer of 
the Army is thirty dollars a month. 

Mr. PEARCE. The Senator will allow me to 
ee this does not apply to invalid pensioners 
at al. 

Mr. CLAY. I know that; but, as I was re- 
marking, the highest pension allowed toan invalid 
officer of the Army is thirty dollars; while the 


highest pension that is allowed to an invalid in | 


the Army is fifty dollars a month. 


Again, this section was intended to correct | 
another great Inequality. At present, no pension | 


is allowed to the widow of an officer of the Army 
unless he die in battle, or of wounds received, or 
diseases contracted, during war. On the other 
hand, the widows and orphan children of the 
officers of the Navy are pensioned, if the officer 
die in the line of his duty in service, either in 
lime of peace or war. I think we ought either to 
repeal the act of the llth of August, 1848, or 
place the widows and minor children of officers 
of the Army on the same footing with those of 
the Navy. Weare constantly doing it by private 
bills. There have been passed, during this ses- 
sion, against my vote and without my consent, 
in committee, several bills pensioning widows of 
officers of the Army who died during peace. For 
instance, I remember that the widow of General 
Clinch has been pensioned; and the widow of 
General Famer was pensioned the other day. 
There area great many such cases. I am op- 
pe to this private legislation for individuals. 

wish either to pass some general act which will 
equalize this system, and remove this constant 
complaining of gross injustice and inequality, or 
to correct it by repealing the act of August, 1848. 
I fecl no personal interest in the matter whatever. 
I have no friend that I know of to be provided for 
by it; but I wish to do justice to all. 

Mr. MALLORY. It is rather ungracious to 
speak against a proposition to give pensions to 
individual officers or soldicrs of the Army and 
Navy; but there is avery great difference between 
the claims of the widow of an officer of the Army 


and the widow of an officer of the Navy, and that | 


difference has been recognized in legislating on 
this subject. The more perfectly a naval officer 
does his duty, the more he is withdrawn from 


his family, and withdrawn from all those profes- | 


sions and business by which he can accumulate 


anything for them, in the event of his death or | 


absence. An officer of the Army may never be 
separated from his family. On the contrary, he 
may pass his entire life, from the time he leaves 
the Military Academy till he dies a brigadier 
general, and«never be beyond the reach of his 
own household. There is the distinction between 
them. I have no doubt that a consideration of 


. : . t 
the privation and suffering that naval officers | 


endure by being away from their families, having 
no means to accumulate anything on board ship, 


has introduced this distinction between the pen- | 
sions of the widows of officers of the Army and | 


Navy. 


Mr. WELLER. Ido not agree in the distinc- 


tion which the Senator from Florida draws be- | 


tween the Army and the Navy; nor do I concede 
that an officer of the Army is always allowed to 
remain with his family. When he is sent out 
on the frontiers among the savage tribes of Indians, 


{ apprehend it would be utterly impossible for | 


him to take his family with him. He is yery 
often thrown upon the frontier in conflict with 
the Indians. He is exposed to more danger, in 
my judgment, than the man who is attached to 
the Navy, and I do not know why this discrim- 
ination should be made. The Secretary of War 
has repeatedly called the attention of Congress to 
the subject. In the last annual report he says: 
“I would again call attention to the propriety of addi- 


tional legistation, which shall place the widows and orphans ; 


of the officers and soldicrs of the Army on an equality with | 


those of officers and sailors of the Navy.” 


In my judgment, there should be no distine- ; 
tion between those engaged in the service of the : 


country. -Those attached to the Army are, in 
my opinion, much more exposed to danger than 
those attached to the Navy. This grows out of 


| without foundation. 


the condition of the country. Having four hun- 
dred thousand Indians within our borders, there 
are occasional outbreaks and wars on the fron- 
tier, and officers are sent to those exposed posi- 
tions. I think their widows and orphans are 
entitled to the same protection from this Govern- 
ment that has been extended to the widows and 
orphans of naval officers. 

Mr. SEWARD called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. PUGH. The object of the original pro- 
vision is simply to create an equality between the 
Army and Navy. The Senator from Florida 
says the officers of the Army can acquire prop- 
erty by other methods than their pay. I can 
only say, that I think that supposition is wholly 
If they do their duty, they 
have no such opportunity. He says they are 
with their families the greater part of the time. 
Very seldom. The great bulk of the officers of 
the Army are now employed in those portions of 
our territory where they can have very little op- 
portunity to be with their families. Jt seems to 
me that this section is but doing justice to the 
Army. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The history given by the Sen- 


| ator from Maryland of this legislation, seems to 


me to be very clear, and at the same time very 
curious. Gentlemen say you must put the Army 
on an equal footing with the Navy. I say the 
provision in regard to the Navy is wrong. Shall 
we pension everybody on the face of the earth? 
These gentlemen in the Army run none of the 
hazards of war. Theirsis an agreeable pursuit. 
Many of them are loafing about the cities and 
towns, simply because they are in the military 
service. These pensions were paid to the Navy 
out of their own prize-money. You taxed them, 
and you squandered the fund. But this system 
is enormous and outrageous; and I am sorry to 
see gentlemen with whom F like to act, going off 
on the idea of equality. Itis obviously wrong, 
and against principle, that we should thus pay 
the money of the people. The next thing will 
be that you must extend it back. It is giving 
countless millions without the slightest justice, or 
reason, or right; and it will beggar any Govern- 
ment on the face of the earth. 

Mr. PUGH. I think my friend from Georgia 
is mistaken. The proposition is to apply hence- 
forth; it does not have any retrospective effect. 
Now, as to prize-money, there is no prize-money 
awarded to the Army. Much as they may rescue 
of neutral property, they get no benefit. I know 
it happened in many cases in Mexico, that mil- 
lions of neutral property were rescued from des- 
truction by the Army of the United States. Such 
a thing in the naval service would have entitled a 
naval officer to prize-money; but there is none in 
the Army. 

Mr.CLAYTON. Has the Senator from Ohio 
made any estimates of how many millions this 
provision will take from the Treasury? 

Mr. PUGH. Ido notknow. I have only to 
say this: if the naval pensions be too high, let 
them be reduced; but why keep up this inequality? 
Have we not heard this session that a large ma- 
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jority of the sixty-eight naval captains never go | 


to sea? The Senator from Georgia himself has 
told us that, out of sixty-cight captains in the 


Navy, only eight of them were put to sea annu- | 


ally. Yet we are toid that Army officers are at 
home! I venture to say, a larger proportion of 


Army officers are in actual service than of naval | 


officers. 

Mr. CLAY. My attention was called to this 
matter suddenly. On rising before, I had not read 
the section. I thought it simply embraced the 
provisions of a bill which I introduced some time 


since from the Committee on Pensions. That bill | 


merely provided for the widows and orphan chil- 
dren of the officers of the reguiar Army. I never 
contemplated pensioning the widows and orphan 


| children of all the volunteers in the militia; and 


of ali the musicians, soldiers, and non-commis- 
sioned officers of the regular Army. Jagree with 
the Senator from Delaware, and with the Senator 
from Georgia, that this is a most extravagant 
expenditure of the public money. I believe it 
will take $10,000,000; and I am not willing to go 
for this section as it is now presented. 

Mr. SEWARD. n 
by striking out that part of it which relates to the 


| 
i 
j 
i 
| 
| 
t 
i 
| 
1 
I 
i 
i 
| 
\ 
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I move to amend the section |} 


explanation, and itis this: I have had the honor, 
for two sessions of Congress, to be upon the 
Committee on Pensions. My associates om that 
committee have been much more diligent there 
than I have been, and understand the administra- 
| tion of the Pension department far better than I 
do; and [ beg them to. correct me if Iam mis- 
taken in what I say now. Ever since the bill 
was passed giving pensions in certain cases to 
the widows of naval officers, the two Houses of 
Congress have concurred in granting pensions to ` 
the widows of officers of the Army of the United 
States, who died under circumstances similar 
to those where pensions were obtained by the 
| widows of naval officers; and those cases were 
all passed under the advice and recommendation 
of the Committee on Pensions in both Houses. 
This being so, we shall have two inequalities if 
we do not adopt this section. In the first place, 
there is an inequality between the Navy. and 
Army, which has already been sufficiently dis- 
cussed and explained. Thgn we shall have an- 
other; the widows of the officers who have died 
within the last ten years, are pensioned by special 
act; but those who may die hereafter will not be 
pensioned. We have an inequality then in the 
Army itself—a difference between the widows 
of those who are to die hereafter, and those wha 
have died heretofore. Consistency is something 
in legislation—equality is everything; and F sub- 
mit we are bound by considerations equally of 
consistency, and justice, and equality, to pass 
i| this provision, so as to put the Army, for the 
future, in the same condition with the Army of 
the past. When we have put the Army on an 
equal footing with the Navy, then, at the next 
session of Congress, if it shall be thought best to 
change the policy of the whole system, it will be 
a subject for the Committee on Pensions to take 


up. 

Prr. CLAY. Imovethisamendment: to strike 
out the words ‘non-commissioned officers, mu- 
sicians, and soldiers,’ and the words ‘ includ- 
ing volunteers and militia mustered into the ser- 
vice of the United States;’’ so that the section 
will read: 

That the provisions of the first section of the act graut- 
| ing pensions to the widows and orphans of persons dying in 
the naval service, approved August 11, 1848, be extended 
to the widows and orphans of the officers of the Army of 
the United States. 

Mr. SEWARD. I accept that. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope that amendment will 
not be adopted. Ishould like to know the reason 
why, if a volunteer citizen soldier, on whom the 
defense of this country rests, dies in the service 
of the country, under the same circumstances 
with a regular soldier in the Army, his widow 
and children ought not to have the same bounty? 
{ want to know whether there is any greater 
merit in the man in the regular Army, spending 
his life in peace, and paid by the favor of the 
Government, on the ground of preparing for war? 
There is nothing extra hazardous in his pursuit. 
When war comes, you bring thousands of the 
freemen of this country from the plows and the 
work-shops to fight your battles. When they 
lose their lives, I should like to know the reason 
why their widows are not to be on an equal foot- 
| ing with those of the soldiers in the regular Army? 
| We keep the regular Army as a mere nucleus. 
i 
| 
i 


i 
| 
| 
{ 


When the war with Mexico broke out, we had 
not six thousand soldiers. Of course, we have 
always plenty of officers, for they are favorite 
positions; there is a struggle for them. There is 
| nut a man here who does not know that itis a 
great object to get intothe Army now. Four 
thousand applications would be filed with the 
President for the ten cadet appointments, if they 
could be got. Therefore, there is no public ne- 
cessity for it; but it is only a lavish expenditure 
of money, without being necessary for the public 


! service. 
equal inthe Navy and Army. 


: Gentlemen say they wish to make the system 
i They do not say 
; whether it is necessary for the public service, or 
right. The question ought to be determined 
whether this is sound policy in either service. If, 
it is unsound in the Navy, repeal it; and that is 
i my objection. I would not vote for it in the 
| Navy; { would vote to repeal it. But instead of 
i; assuming that to be fixed because it has been 
| done, why not legislate for the country, and not 
i for the benefit of this particular class, the most 


volunteers and militia. Then I have a word of || dangerous in our country? You never get any- 
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thing back from them. The Navy and the Army 
are the only positions in this country which are 
permanent. They are for life. Within twelve 
years you may defeat a project for the Navy; 
one House may be adverse; the Senate may be 
adverse; and another and another adverse; but | 
being a permanent body, if it is rejected for ten | 
years, it will be passed after a while for particular 
cases. This is like that midnight meeting to 
which my friend [Mr. Pearce] alluded just now, 
as having surrounded the House of Representa- 
tives. I suppose it was captured by them, and 
thus a bad principle was established. Gentlemen 
now come here and say, make everybody cqual 
with them. In the first place, I am against this | 
system in the Navy, and Í am aga‘nst extending 
it tothe Army, because itis wrong. If it isa 
sound principle in the Navy, l admit it might be 
a sound principle in the Army, but there are 
reasons against it. Surely, if you apply itto the 
regular Army, and you call outa man that has 
not becn educated ag the Government expense, 
that has not got any of the rewards and high 
honors of the Government, todefend his country | 
or resist aggression, and he loses hislife, LE would | 
appeal to every Senator here, on what principle 
will you exclude him from all the benefits which 
you grant to the regular Army? It cannot be 
done on principle, and ought not to receive a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour for 
the consideration of the special order has arrived, 
and it must be taken up unless otherwise directed 
by the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTER, I hope it will be taken up. 

The-PRESIDIENT pro tempore. The special | 
order is the bill (H. R. No. 815) making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post Office De- 
partment during the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1857. ‘This bill will be laid aside for the purpose | 
of taking it up. 

: SURETIES OF ROBERT KING. 

Mr. ADAMS. T wish to make an appeal to 
the Senator from Virginia, and to ask the consent 
of the Senate to pass a bill from the ELouse of 
Representatives which will take no time and give 
rise to no debate tis acase where a security 
is liable to suffer, 

Mr. HUNTER. As the Senator says it will 
give rise to no debate, if nobody else objects E 
shall not; bat Eam anxious to get up the Post 
Office appropriations, for reasons which Fean give 
the Senate if necessary. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, | 
proceeded to consider the bill (II. R., No. 135) 5; 
for the relief of the representatives and sureties || 
of Robert King, deceased. i 

L proposes to direct the attorney of the United | 
States for the district of Bast Tennessee, to dis- | 
| 
H 
| 


miss the suit instituted by him in favor of the 
United States on the ofisial bond of the Tate 
Robert King, former pension agent at Knoxville, | 
Tennessee; and the claim of the United States | 
founded upon the bond is to be released and dis- | 
charged; but the accounting oficer of the Treas- | 
ury 1s first .o adjust the accounts of Robert King | 

t 


as pension agent, allowing to the defendants for ; 
him two per cent. on the moneys paid out by him 
for all the time he acted as agent, and for which | 
he was never allowed, and the defendants are |! 
to pay the balance, if any, which may be found | 

i 

{ 


due to the United States. 

The bul was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


la building? 


| ing to 
| ment which may or may not be accepted at some 


JOIN POE. i 


On motion by Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentacky, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill (HF. R. No. 330) for 
the relief of John Poe, of Louisville, Kentucky. | 
Tt directs the Seeretary of the Treasury to pay | 
him $752 50 in full compensation for his services in | 

urchasing horses and mules for the Army of the | 

nited States in 1846. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without ; 
amendment, ordercd to a third reading, read the | 
third time, and passed. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, | 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 315) fi 
making appropriations for the service of the Post || 


Office Department during the fiscal year ending i 
the 30th of June, 1857. 


u 


l once w 


Mr. HUNTER. The bill is according to the 
estimates. The Committee on Finance have no 
amendments to offer. 

Mr. YULEE. The Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads have directed me to report 
the following amendment: 


That the sum of $500,000 be, and the same is hereby, ap- 
propriated for purchasing a site and the erection or prepara- 
tion of the necessary building for a post Office in the city of 
New York. 


This is an appropriation of $500,000 to enable 
the President to purchase a site, and either erect 
a building or prepare one, if there be a building 
on the site, for a post office in New York. It is 
recommended by the Department. 

Mr. HUNTER. The appropriate place for 
that would have been the miscellaneous appro- 
priation bill, which has been passed. That con- 
tained appropriations for public buildings. In 
regard to this, we do not know whether there has 
been any contract or any plan. 

Mr. YULEE. There has been no contract, 
but I take it the Post Office appropriation bill is 
the proper place forit. I ask. for the reading of 
the letter of the Postmaster Gencral. 

The letter was read, as follows: 


Post OFFICE DEPARTMENT, August 14, 1856. 


Sır: Tn answer to your note of this day’s date, I have 
the honor to state that I consider it highly important that 
authority should be granted for the purchase of a site and 
erection of a post office in the city of New York. 

The lease of the building now used for this purpose 
expires on the Ist of May, 1865. The rent is $10,009; and 
there is no doubt but that the rent of a suitable building for 
a post office would greatly exceed this sum, were the De- 
partment now obliged to procnre one. Although the present 
building is made to answer the purpose, the accommoda- 
tions are votsuch asthe interests of the publie require ; aud 
I cannot but hope thatthe necessary authority may be given 
thìs session to purchase asite and for building an office inall 
respects answering the public wanis. 

Lam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JAMES CAMPBELL. 
Hon. D. L. Yunre, Chairman of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, United States Senate. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. There isalready.alaw on 
the statute-book providing for a post office in the 
cities of New York and Boston. We passed a 
law in 1854 authorizing the President of the United 
States to contract for a suitable site and building 
for a post office in the city of New York. The 
Secretary of the Interior and the Postmaster Gen- 
eral are authorized now, under the instructions 
of the President, in accordance with the act, to 
proceed to make a conditional contract. 1s not 
that the proper mode to proceed? Why not have 
a copy of the contract before us when we under- 
take to appropriate $500,000 for the purchase of 
That was done in relation to sim- 
dar structures ia Philadelphia, Baltimore, and 
elsewhere, and It ought to be so in this case. I 
hold, as T held in 1854, that Congress should 


i know where the money is to go, and where the 
$ ts E i 


site is to be. The local representatives from the 
city of New York should decide when it comes 
up on the question of appropriation. All the con- 
tracts which we have ratified were conditional 
contreets, depending on an appropriation being 
made by Congress. I think that is the most 


i appropriate course, 


Mr. YULEE. I concede that there is authority 


| to make a conditional contract; but it has been 


found impossible to make a conditional contract, 
for the reason that no owner of property is will- 
bind himself by a proposal to the Govern- 


future or indefinite time. Inasmuch, then, as it is 
necessary that the Government should make pro- 
vision for the better accommodation of the post 
fiice service ip New York, and inasmuch as it 
s not advisable to make expensive alterations in 
a leased building, it is thought best to do now at 
nat will be necessary to be doneat a future 
time, especially when it is considered, that from 
the constant increase of the value of property in 


|| New York, it is likely that with every years’ 


delay the sum required to procure the accommo- 
dation which the public service indispensably 


‘needs at that large distributing point, will grow 


i larger. 


Mr. HUNTER. Allow me to ask my friend 
what is to be the cost of the site and building? 

Mr. YULEL. Five hundred thousand dollars 
is proposed to be appropriated for the purchase 
ofa site and for the erection or preparation of 
è suitable building. 


Mr. HUNTER. That is for the commence- 
ment. : 

Mr. YULEE. No, sir; it is for a site, and the 
erection or preparation ofa building. Itisthought 
not unlikely that a suitable site can be purchased 
upon which there is already a building, which, 
with very moderate alterations, will answer the 
purpose. it must be recollected that New York, 
independently of the very large local service in- 
volved in the post office arrangements there, is 
the great distributing point for all the New Eng- 
land States, for all the foreign mail service, and 
for all the Pacific mail service. The Govern- 
ment, therefore, requires very large accommoda- 
tion there, which is not found in the building at 
present occupied. It will become indispensable 
that the Government should own a building, 
i which can be made suitable to its purposes. > 

Mr. BRODHEAD. My friend from Florida 
seems to misunderstand me. I do not object to 
the purchase of a site for a post office in the 
city of New York. I object to having two laws 
on the statute-book for the same purpose. We 
have a proper law on the statute-book now, and 
have had since 1854, and if they do not choose 
to execute it, it is not our fault. ` 

Mr. YULEE. I have no other answer to make 
to the Senator than this, that under the existing 
law it is impracticable to accomplish the purpose. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Why? 

Mr. YULEE. For the reason that no owner 
of property in the city of New York, where the 
value of property is continually advancing, will 
bind himself to a proposal which may be or may 
not be accepted at some indefinite time by the 
Government. 

Mr. FISH. The Senator from Florida is per- 
fectly right in stating, that it has been found im- 
practicable to execute the act of 1854, authorizing 
the purchase of a site fora post office in New 
York, owing to the requirement of a conditional 
contract. That act has been on the statute-book 
for two years. I united with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, at the time it was passed, in ap- 
| proving the requirement of the submission to 
' Congress of the plans and proposals; and I must 
take my full share of blame in having defeated 
the object which Congress had in view. That 
very provision which was put in for the protection 
of the Treasury has resulted in probably seventy- 
five per cent. additional payment beyond what 
the same ground could have been obtained for at 
that time. The increase in the value of real 
estate in the city of New York is not only so 
constant and so rapid, but the opportunity of 
| Selling is so frequent, that owners will not make 
a conditional contract dependent on the action of 
Congress. The very sites which have been under 
the consideration of the Department for the last 
; two years, which were offered at first for $300,000, 
have since been sold for upwards of half a mil- 
lion of dollars. That is one of the consequences 
of the delay. That progress is still going on. 

The Jaw has directed that a site shall be pur- 
chased. We wish now to carry that into effect 
before there is any greater increase in the value 
of property. The necessity of it is admitted not 
| only by the legislation of Congress, but by the 
i repeated and continued recommendation of the 
i Department. 1 should have possibly preferred 
i that a territorial district had been designated 
| within which the site should be selected, but I 
‘ have entire confidence in the judgment and discre- 
_ tion of the Department and the Executive in that 
‘particular. My colleagues in the House have 
| agreed with me in this. We are perfectly con- 
| tent with this provision as itis, save as to amount. 
‘Ido not undertake to say that the $500,000 will 
‘complete it. There may be some alterations in 
ithe building possibly, which will require a bal- 
ance beyond; but I can state that of three sites 
which have been proposed, that which seems to 

meet the view of the Department the best can be 
| soldat private contract to individuals for $520,000 
: I am told that it is offered to the Government for 
; $500,000. Possibly the difference may be made 
up by those who wish to have the post office 
i there. Another site the owners hold at $600,000, 
! There isa third, for which, as I have been as- 
i sured by a statement of the sizes of the lots, and 
| the prices for them, shown to me, the owners can 
: get five hundred and thirty or five hundred and 


| forty thousand dollars; but they are willing to 
| sell it to the Government for $500,000. They 
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will not bind themselves, however, to wait for 
an appropriation which may or may not be 
made. 

It is for the purpose of saving this constant and 
continual increase of price, that we desire to have 
the matter now settled. The rent of the present 
building will soon be increased? 1 was informed 
a few days since, by the Postmaster General; that 
he was satisfied that at the expiration of the lease 
it could not be renewed to him for double the pres- 
ent rent, which will be more than the interest of 
the money now proposed to be appropriated. I 
trust there will be no objection to this proposi- 
tion. 

Mr, PRATT. When does the lease expire? 

Mr. FISH. In 1865. The rent, I understand 
from the Postmaster General, will be subject to 
increase in four years from now, though the 
Government has the right of occupancy until 

5. 

Mr. ADAMS. I differed with my colleagues 
on the committee in reference to this appropria- 
tion. As has been stated by the Senator from 
New York, the Government has an arrangement 
fora ouilding for the purpose ofa post office in 
New York until 1865; but in anticipation of an 
increase in the value of property, as it is thought 
there will be a necessity at that period for such 
an expenditure, itis proposed to be made now, 
because it will cost more money then than now. 
l am opposed to the whole appropriation. I have 
never been able to discover the propriety of dis- 
tinguishing in favor of large and rich cities, and 
providing post offices for them, when you require 
the small towns and small cities to provide their 
own, or have none at all. They have in thgcity 
of New York a post office. They differ as to 
where the new post office shall be located. They 
never think of providing a post office for their 
own accommodation, as they do in your town, 
sir, or in all the small towns; but inasmuch as it 
isimportant to the Government, they expect the 
Government to provide for it. 

Mr. FISH. Does not the Government pay the 
rent of the post offices in small towns? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, the Government pays 
rent; but the Senator himself says that the ar- 
rangement here is made until 1865. ‘* Sufficient 
unto the day is theevilthereof.’? Property ma 
not be worth one dollar in 1865, that is worth 
ten dollars now. At all events, if it should be 
worth ten dollars for one now, 1 think the Govern- 
ment will be able to pay it then if it needs it. It 
is anticipating, I think, under the circumstances 
surrounding the country at this time, unneces- 
sarily the expenditure of this amount. I am 
opposed to the whole appropriation. 

Mr. SEWARD. The letter which has been 
already read from the Department shows that a 
new post office is necessary now. The proverb 
which the honorable Senator from Mississippi ad- 
duces seems to me to be quite inapplicable. The | 
evil of the day is not only sufficient for it, but it is 
too much. Here is the largest city of the Union, 
the city paying the largest amount of revenue 
into the post office, a city of eight hundred thou- 
sand people, with a post office crowded into an 
old church one hundred years old, temporarily 
fitted up at $11,000 a year rent. The site itself 
is objectionable. The city has moved up beyond 
it. There is every consideration that the Govern- 
ment should have edifices which are fire-proof, 
which are complete, which are adapted to their 
uses. Every consideration requires that this 
post office in the city of New York shall be estab- 
lished in such an edifice as that. I think the 
measure commends itself to the consideration of 
the Senate. This is the proper bill for the incor- 
poration of it. ‘The bill we had before us yester- 
day was a miscellancous bill, for the expenses of 
the Government; this isa post office bill. i 

Mr. FISH. One word in addition to what my 
colleague has stated in regard to the present build- 
ing. The amount of business done in that post 
ofice may be inferred, when I state, from the 
official record, that the net revenue paid into the 
Treasury, after defraying all the expenses of the 
post office in the city of New York is $492,972; 
and that business is done in a building covered 
with a wooden roof, surrounded by buildings 
which are liable at any time to take fire and com- 
municate it to the postoffice, In fact, on one oc- 
casion I was informed that the roof of the post 


office was on fire. This large amount of business 


| is being done in a building thus exposed. The 
i accommodations in it are wholly inadequate for 
ithe business. The Government, besides paying 
the rent on the ground and building, has been at 
| the expense of extending the building to the fuil 
capacity of its present extension, and yet finds 
| itself so cramped, that the Postmaster tells me 
! he cannot do the business with it much longer. 
| If the present occupancy is to be continued, it 
| must be converted into a fee, in order that some 
vacant ground in the inclosure may be occupied 
| by new buildings, and the present building must 
| be taken down. 

| Mr. BIGLER. I shall vote for the amend- 
| ment of the Senator from Florida. If an expend- 
iture of this character is necessary at any point 
of the United States, it is necessary in the city 
of New York. During the lastfew years I have 
had occasion to visit that office, for the purpose 
| of getting letters on business. It occurred to me 
| frequently that the arrangements for the accom- 
| modation of that city were exceedingly unsatis- 
factory, inaccessible, cramped, and unpleasant. 


remark of the Senator from New York, [Mr. 
| Frsu,} with reference to the enhanced value of 


| property in that part of the city. If a postoffice | 


| 
‘in our large cities is necessary anywhere, it is 
| necessary in New York; and perhaps in no city 
i of the United States does property increase so 
| rapidly. Ihave made up my mind on the main 
| point—the general necessity—and I think it is 
i good policy to act promptly. The longer the 
į purchase is delayed, the higher will be the price. 
| Í shall therefore vote for the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. YULEE. Iam directed by the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads to move this 
amendment: 


And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General 
be, and he is herehy, directed to extend the contract for mail 
service on route 7809, between New Orleans and Cairo, with 
the presentowners of the contract, fora period of two years 
beyond the term Hmited in the existing contract, at the sume 
rate of compensation now paid: Provided, The said con- 
tracting parties shall, within a reasonable time from this 
date, to be determined by the Postmaster Geucral, become 
the owners, or the pos: 
the exclusive control and use thereof, ofa sutficient number 
of suitable steamers for the regular and secure performance 
| of the service. 


I will offer to the Senate a brief explanation of 
, this amendment. 
the last Congress, a daily mail was directed to be 
established between Cairo and New Orleans. The 
contract was given to the present holders at a 
price some three hundred thousand dollars less 
than any other bid. To insure the good perform- 
i ance of the service, it is indispensably necessary 


! that they shall become the owners, or possessors | 
by charter, of a large number of steamboats of | 


the first class, involving a very large expenditure 
of capital. To justify the present holders in 
making that investment, it is proposed to extend 
their term of service two years beyond the presen 


i limitation, which will expire in about two years, | 


' on conditions which will insure, at the same rate 


: ful service. 
Mr. HUNTER. 


amendment very well; but as well as I can under- 


tract with particular individuals. 
we select these inviduals in preference to any 
others? It must be a good contract, or there 
; would be no effort to extend it; and if itis a good 
| one, may we not get a better one if we leave the 
i matter open to competition? 

Mr. ADAMS. [will explain it. We have 
had great difficulty in securing any service on the 
| Mississippi river. 


: bid about one half less than the next bidder im- 
: mediately above them. 


: $600,000 was the next bid. ‘They are now per- 


forming this service as well as any other contract | 
Owing to the | 


: of the Kind in the United States. 
` high bids at first made, the Postmaster General 
‘refused to accept any of them. We then passed 
‘a law requiring him unconditionally to accept the 
lowest bidder. Finally these men bid what he 


: thought a reasonable sum, and he gave them the | 


‘contract for the unexpired portion of the term, 
| which has not quite two years to run. For such 


| : 
| I am struck, too, with the force and truth of the | 


essors by charters which surrender || 


Under an act passed during | 


of compensation, a stable and permanent and use- | 


J do not understand this |; 
» the Postmaster General to put on the service. 
stand, it seems to be a sort of congressional con- |} 


Why should |) 


At the time the contract was | 
let to the lowest bidder, the present contractors |. 


They bid 300,000; || 


i 
j 


great number of boats at heavy expenses, with- 
| out an extension of their time. ‘This amendment 
|| only authorizes the extension of the present con- 
{| tract, which is entirely satisfactory, | believe, to 
the Department and to everybody interested, for 
| two years longer, without which we shail be ia 
ithe same difficulty for a mail on that river that 
we have been heretofore. It is just about half 
the lowest bid ever before made for the. service. 
: The object is, that they may be enabled, by having 
‘something like a permanent contract for two 
years longer, to purchase the necessary. boats to 
i carry the mail themselves, instead of having to 
pay the extravagant prices which they now pay 
for chartered boats. Thatis the whole object. 
| Mr. SLIDELL. The manner in which this 
contract has been performed, or rather never has 
i been performed between Cairo and New Orleans, 
lisa subject of a great deal of complaint through- 
out the whole course of the Mississippi river. 
| As I understand this proposition, it is to allow 
certain contractors to enlarge their contract two 
years, in order to enable them to do, in that period, 
what they have not yet commenced to do at all, 
| When these men made the contract they had no 
i| boats, and I do not think they have ever pur- 
i| chased one since. They have been receiving 
|| prices more than three or four times greater than 
: the Government was before paying for the trans- 
portation of these mails by transient boats. They 
have given no additional regularity and efficiency 
tothe service. They do not own a boat. They 
‘| make their bargains as best they may with trans- 
i| ient boats that pass by, and thus the same boats 
|| receive from the Government three or four times 
the amount paid before. No arrangement at all 
has been made for the performance of this con- 
|| tract; but we are asked very flippantly to extend 
| it two years longer, in order to enable them now 
to commence to buy boats which they should 
have had at the time they made the contract. I 
| regret that my colleague is not here. He is well 
informed on this subject. He has had corre- 
spondence in regard to it. There are many rea- 
sons why 1 shall not go into the question. If my 
colleague were here now, I think he could explain 
the matter to the satisfaction ofthe Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 am able to 
answer the Senator’s questions. I have been in 
|| conference with his colleague, [Mr. Benzamim.] 
i| I do not go with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Stwerz] on this subject. Knowing that his col- 
_ league took a deep interest init, I have been in 
| conference with him, and I hold in my hand his 
own proposition. My friend from Louisiana is 
mistaken in some of his suppositions about this 
service. The facts are these: In 1852 Congress 
| passed an act directing the Postmaster General 
to establish this service. A contract was made 
at the expiration of Mr. Fillmore’s term, by Mr. 
Hubbard, his Postmaster General, with Glover 
& Mather. When they came to take the mails, 
i the present Postmaster General, who came into 
office in the mean time, refused to deliver the mails 
to them, because there was freight on the boats. 
t That ended that part of the law of Congress. 

The year after that, the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Browy] called the attention of the 
Senate to it, and we passed another act directing 
n 
six or eight months we were here again, and no 
service had been puton in the mean time. ‘Then 
! the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Bexsamin] and 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] and 
| myself charged the Postmaster General with a 
' failure of duty. He then said he had made a 
i contract with the Central railroad of Hlmois. 
We were hoping to get the mails; but the Central 

Ilinois railroad said they never made a contract, 
‘and there is an issue between the Postmaster 
‘| General and the Illinois Railroad Company now. 


1 


$900,000. The Postmaster Gencral accepted the 
$329,000 bid which we are now considering. In 
the contract, the parties were not required to own 
or control a boat. They went on to perform the 
service, beginning on the Ist of January last. 
You will remember very well that, during the 


i| first quarter, more than half the time the river 


la short term they cannot afford to purchase a i| was obstructed with ice, and they could not 
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perform the service. For what they performed, 
they never received but twenty-six or twenty- 
seven thousand dollars for the whole three months.. 
They were only paid for the time they delivered 
the mails, and no more. For the last quarter, I 
am anthorized by the Postmaster General to say, 


that shere is no better service in the United States. | 


They have performed it literally and promptly, 


not losing a single day during the three months. | 


Now, what is the case presented here? These 
gentlemen have come in upon a breken term. 
The contracis are let for four years. They came 
in upon a broken term, and their contract has but 
twenty-one months now to run. They desire to 
establish a regular line of packets owned and 
controlled by them, and they simply ask Con- 

ress to allow them two years more, which is 
ess than the ordinary term of letting contracts; 
they binding themselves to own and control every 
boat—fourteen in number—that will be required. 
They bind themselves, in this proposition, to own 
and control the boats, and do everything that my 
friend from Louisiana wants done. He, and J, 
and all of us here, have complained that it was not 
done. The Postmaster General could not com- 
pel them to do it. Here we propose to authorize 
the Postmaster General to extend the contract 
two years for the same pay, being about half the 


lowest bid ever before offered, provided they bind ! 


themselves, with satisfactory security to the Post- 
master General, to own and control the boats 
necessary to be run. Thatis the whole proposi- 
tion; and it is the best thing for us. Now, here 
is the proposition of the colleague of the Senator 
from Lousiana, writtenin his own handwriting: 

Provided, That the contracting parties shall establish for 
said service a tine of first class passenger steamboats 
adapted to the commeree between New Orleans and Cairo, 
whoily owned by them, or possessed by them under charter- 
parties transferring the entire control of the boats to them: 


Provided, That for each day they fail to deliver the mail | 


under said contract, a penalty shall be fixed by the Post- 
master General for twice the amount. 
We have conformed entirely to the proposition 
of the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Bensamin.] 
Mr. SLIDELL. The explanation of the Sen- 
ator from ‘Tennessee is satisfactory. Knowing 


that my colleague had taken charge of the matter, | 


T did not give myself trouble about it, but I 
should like to ascertain whether, up to the pres- 
ent period, these contractors have not trusted 
entirely to transient boats on the river? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. ‘They had the right 
under the contract to do so, but they have not. 
They are now the owners or controllers of six or 
seven boats running from Cairo. They have 
established that much of the line upon the mere 
prospect of $329,000 a year for twenty-one 
months. I know it is their purpose to buy, and 
own, and control, all the boats necessary, and I 
think this is the only hope of our getting the 
service. 

Mr. YOLET. T believe that the arrangement 
is a good one for the public service, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. think so. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I am somewhat conversant 
with the history of this matter, and, to make it 
fully understood, must go a litte further back 
than the gentlemen who have spoken. At the 
close of the late Administration, Mr. Fillmore, as 
has been stated by the Senator from Tennessee, 
the then Postmaster General, Mr. Hubbard, 
issued an advertisement, inviting proposals for 
carrying the mail from Louisville to New Orleans, 


and from St. Louis to Louisville—all embraced in i 


the same advertisement, and requiring daily ser- 
vice in low-pressure boats. Under tho biddings 
he awarded the contract to the firm of Glover & 
Mather. When the present Postmaster General 
came into office, several Senators, about eight in 
number, J think, from the region of country di- 
rectly interested in having this service well per- 
formed, sent a'letter to the present Postmaster 


General, requesting him not to carry the contract | 
» req S J 


which had been made with Mr. Hubbard for ser- 
vice in low-pressure boats into effect, for the rea- 
son that low-pressure boats had been thoroughly 
tried on the western waters, and the experiment 
had entirely failed. We further stated in our 
letter, that more service had been contracted for 
than was absolutely necessary; and our fears were 
that the acceptance of the proposals of Glover & 
Mather, to carry the mails daily in low pressure 
boats, embraced so much service that the attempt 
to perform it in the manner proposed would 


| defeat the object of the law altogether, What | 
influence the representation. of Senators living on 
this line may have had upon the mind of the 
Postmaster General I know not; but he decided 
to greatly curtail the service, and lessen the price 
paid, Sad. entered into a contract with the parties 
I have named to perform it for the sum of 
$297,000 per annum. They went forward and 
made preparations to execute their contract by 
purchasing boats, building boats, and loaning 
money to the owners of other first-class boats, 
taking a mortgage on the boats for itsrepayment, 
with a contract that the boats thus mortgaged 
should form a part of the line to perform the ser- 
vice under the contract alluded to. 

After having made all necessary arrangements 
for the performance of their contract, and being 
ready to commence operations on the Ist day of 
December, 1853, the day provided in their agree- 
ment, having no intimation whatever from the 
present Postmaster Gencral that he intended to 
withhold the mails from them, and demanding it 
at the post offices in New Orleans and Louisville, | 
the postmasters at each of those points answered | 
that the mails could not be delivered, because the 
boats on which they proposed to carry it were 
taking freight, or had freight on board. The 
contractors continued to demand the mail for 
some ten or fifteen days at the post offices in 
Louisville and New Orleans, until finally the 
Postmaster General, through his agent, waived 
a further demand on the part of the contractors, 
and told them that they could not, and should 
not, have the mail, for the reasons before stated. 
| In this way the Postmaster General broke up 
| the contract awarded to these parties, and com- 
pelled them to appeal to Congress for relief. 
Their memorial is now on your files. It led to 
the passage of an act that I will read: 

“Thatthe First Comptroller of the Treasury be instructed | 
to examine the claim of William R. Glover and Thomas W. 
Mather, and their associates, and ascertain aud allow such 
damages as they are entitled to in justice and equity, in con 
sequence of the refusal of the Postmaster General to carry 
into effect the contract entered into between William R. 
Gloverand Thomas W. Mather and the Postmaster General, 
in 1853, for the transportation of the mail on the Mississippi 
aud Ohio rivers, and tbat such damages be paid to the said 
William R. Glover and Thomas W. Mather, and their asso- 
ciates, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated : Provided, The sum allowed shall not exceed 
the sum of 200,000. 

This section, without the proviso limiting the | 
ii amount, was passed by the Senate on the recom- | 
| Mendation of the Post Office Committee, after a 
ij very full investigation of the whole case. The 
proviso limiting the amount to $200,000 was in- 
į serted by the House of Representatives. Under 
i this aet Mr, Whittlesey, Comptroller of the Treas- 
lury, entered upon a full examination of the case. 
The Postmaster General threw every possible 
embarrassment in the way of the contractors. He 
called them to different points, from Pittsburg to 
New Orleans, under the pretense of wanting to 
take testimony. Llaving vexed and harassed 
them in such a manner as to excite remark, even 


in aiding the Postmaster Gencral in this work of 
persecution, he defeated 


the contractors the limit contained in the proviso | 
of the Tiouse. Ifl thought it necessary to al 
| 


from his immediate employés, who were engaged | 


it to the present contractors, 
be, let this matter 
agreement enter 
secking this ext 


My advice would 
rest where itis. Execute the 
ed into with the parties who are 
j ension in good faith, and relet the 
service to the lowest bidder in June, 1857, when 
the present contract expires. By that time it is 
to be hoped we will have an officer at the head 
of the Post Office Department who ‘will, at least, 
execute the plain provsions of the platnest acts 
of Congress, and thus relieve Congress from the 
necessity of daily importunities for special legis- 
lation, in order to get the ordinary postal service 
of the country performed. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Formerly I felt a 
greatdeal of interest in this matter, and had some- 
thing to do with getting this service originally 
authorized by Congress. I believe I was rather 
more a party to it than any other individual 
member of the Senate. I want my colleague now, 
if he pleases, to give me an explanation in regard 
to this matter. He says that for the last quarter 
no service has ever been performed more effici- 
ently and satisfactorily. What is the necessity, 
then, of requiring these contracting parties to 
make a different arrangement? Why the neces- 
sity of this proviso: 

That the said contractin 


| 


l g parties shall, within a reason- 
able time from this date, to pe determined by the Postmas- 
ter General, become the owners or the possessors, by char- 
ters which surrender the*exclusive control and use thereof 
of a sufficient number of suitable steamers for the regular 
and secure performance of the service? 

I have heard great complaints in regard to this 
matter. These géntlemen came in and made a 
bid, underbidding all the substantial companies 
that made bids—Benedict and others at Louis- 
vile and I do not know who else. I have no 
particular interest in them, but I knew them to 
be able and efficient men. They offered to carry 
this mail for a sum which most practical mën re- 
garded as about the least that any company could 
undertake it with a view to execute the contract 
faithfully, so as not to lose much money. 

This company came in, and bid a far less 
amount, perhaps one hundredyper cent. less, 
than any one olse; and they went on to execute 
the contract merely by getting the mails carried 
by transient boats, having agents situated at the 
proper places to arrange for carrying them in that 
way, justas the Government had formerly done. 
When the river is in good order, with no fogs or 
ice, they can get them carried in that woy at a 
low rate, and realize a large profit, I became 
acquainted with the facts of the case by hearing 
complaints from the owners of some of the finest 
Steamers of the West. They offered to. carry 
the mail for a sum which was considered reason- 
able; but here a set of men came in, and made a 
bid to perform the service for two or three hun- 
dred thousand dollars. Anybody, who had any 
knowledge of the subject, knew the service could 
not be performed for that sum if the parties fur- 
nished their own boats. They are making profit 
out of the Government by employing transient 
boats, as the Government did formerly. Of this, 
the substantial steamboat men complain, I think 
with a great deal of reason, 

Now, if the service has been performed by 
these contractors for the last quarter in the very 
efficient and satisfactory manner supposed by my 
colleague, what necessity is there for requiring 
that they shall get charters, giving them the ex- 
clusive control of a certain number of fine boats? 
l ask my colleague if that requirement cannot be 
evaded with impunity? The Government may 


i more appropriate occasion. A full statement of ! 
‘ithe case can be found, in the answer to a call 
| made a few days since, by a resolution offered 
i by the honorable Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. 
< Joxess.} ‘This, however, is now a matter for the 
Court of Claims, and not properly before the 
Senate on this amendment. 
. [have gone into this narration for the purpose | 
‘of presenting the question, whether the contract 
named in this amendment should be extended 
i two years longer? It willexpire in about twenty- | 
one months. Iam opposed to auy legislation at | 
_ this time on this subject. Let thé present con- | 
tract expire, and then open this service for com- | 
| petition. We would subject ourselves to blame | 
i: and censure from those who are engaged in navi- | 
|| gating western rivers, were we to take this matter | 
out of the regular order of mail lettings, and give | 


i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
j 
| 
i 
| 
i 
g 
i 
| 


know nothing about it; and the parties may enter 
into contracts with the transient boats that pass 
along, the same as before. There is no classifica- 
tion of the boats that they are bound to employ; ` 
and why the necessity of it at all, if they have 
earried the mail satisfactorily within the last quar- 
ter? Is there any security in this provision for 
charters, that when the navigation becomes more 
difficult at the season of fogs, of very low water, 
or of flocds or freshets in the river, the mail will 
be carried with the same certainty and satisfaction 
that it has been within the last quarter? 

I do not want to interfere with any project of 
my colleague; but it seems to me that this con- 
tract is but a continuation of the former system, 
This company have bid to carry the mail for 
$300,000, and they have carried it in the’ same 
way the Government did formerly, by employing 
transient boats for a stipulated “price per trip- 
They have managed, within the last quarter, to 
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To have this mail carried satisfactorily is a great 
object to the public—nof only to the people on the 


Mississippi river, at New Orleans, Memphis, and | 


elsewhere, but to the whole western country. 
We can get our litht mails carried to Cairo from 
Cincinnati, Nashville, and other places, with con- 


siderable regularity, even in low water; and itis | 


a great object to have the mails carried certainly, 


effectively, and promptly, from Cairo to New | 
We have been defeated in carrying out ; 


Orleans. 
the first law, which required a contract to be made 
for carrying the mail regularly from St. Louis to 
Cairo, and from Cairo to New Orleans. 

Now, if my colleague willexplain these points 
satisfactorily, I shall have no objection to the 
amendment; but if we are to have no safer reli- 
ance for regular service on this great route than 
we have now, I am opposed to it. 
to countenance this attempt to underbid practical 
men and then employ transient boats, as the Gov- 
ernment formerly did. I want my colleague to 
state what interruption by ice there was between 

| Cairo and New Orleans. If there was any it was 
for a short time. Iam told there was sometimes 
ice from Cairo to Memphis last winter, but it 
did not lastlong. Ishould like some explanation 
of these points. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. { think I can 
explain the proposition to the satisfaction of my 
colleague. 
extend the contract, if they have performed the 
service regularly and satisfactorily to the Depart- 
ment under the present contract for the last gaar- 
ter? 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. No; but my ques- 
tion was, why require them to charter boats, if 
the service has been done well by them under 
the present system ? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then the question 

ropounded to me is, why extend this contract, 
if, under the present system, they have been 
enabled to carry the mail regularly for the last 
quarter to the satisfaction of the Department? 1 
am surprised that my colleague asks that ques- 
tion, because he has, perhaps, more knowledge 
of the navigation of those rivers than I have, 
The contract did not require the parties to own 
a single boat; and it must be obvious to my col- 
league, and to every man who ever knew any- 
thing about steamboats on western waters, that 
nobody would contract and bind himself to pur- 
chase and own fourteen boats to carry the mail 
regularly from Cairo to New Orleans for $329,000 
a year, to last for two years. That would not 
more than pay the interest on the expenditare. 
But these gentlemen were not required, under the 


contract, to do that. They were simply required | 


to carry the mails, and they bid to carry the 
mails just as Mr. Benedict did. What did Mr. 
Benedict bid? Six hundred thousand dollars. 
Does my colleague believe that Mr. Benedict ever 
intended to own and put on that route fourteen 
boats from Cairo to New Orleans, when there is 
not commerce enough for three boats? Neither 
Mr. Benedict, nor anybody celse, ever intended, 
under that contract, to run boats between Cairo 
and New Orleans exclusively. The only sensi- 
ble bid, made with a view to carry out that object, 
was made by parties in my own town, and by 
my own friends; and they said they would not 
do it for less than $900,000. They would agree 
to do it for $960,000, taking Memphis as a point, 
and intending to put on four or five little boats 
from Cairo to Memphis, and regalar independent 
packets from Memphis to New Orleans. 

These parties came in and took the contract at 
4329,000, upon the principles of the proposals. 
Now, why dq they seck an extension? If they 
have made regular service for the last three 


months, without having acharter for these boats, : 


why seek to change their contract? Mr. Presi- 
dent, you know,and anybody who ever traveled 
on the Mississippi, knows that during the busi- 
ness season there is no difficulty, any day, in 
getting a boat from Cairo to New Orleans. 
Everybody knows that, during the business part 
of the year, the boats from Nashville, the boats 
from the Tennessee river, the boats from the Ohio 


river, the boats from St. Louis, all pass Cairo, | 


and there is nota day during the business season 
when you cannot get a boatto carry your mails. 


1 do not wish i 


Ta the first place, he inquires, why j 


| 
| 


Can you rely on any such system as that? Cer- 
tainly not; and it is to obviate that difficulty that 
we urge these gentlemen to come in and bind 
themselves to put boats of their own on this 
route. They have chartered six or seven boats, 
and are paying $2,000 a month for each boat, so 
as to secure them during the season when there 
are but few boats ontheriver. Thatisareason, 
and an obvious one, which must strike my col- 
league and everybody else. Itis evident that the 
contractors cannot afford to own and control 
fourteen boats, when they receive but $329,000 a 
year, and their contract is to last but twenty-one 
months longer. They believe that a trade will 
grow up on that navigation from Cairo to New 
Orleans, if they have time to develop it. If they 
were to buy boats now, they would be considered 
old at the end of twenty-one months, and have 
to be sold as old boats. ` If they have three and 
a half years in which to run the boats, they will 
have used up the boats by that time, and will 
have their money returned, as they suppose, by 
freights and transportation. 

How does this proposed extension of the con- 
tract injure anybody: My friend from Indiana, 
whom Ï hoped to have on my side, says he wants 
to throw the service open for competition. His 
friends had achance toobtainthiscontract. Why 
did they not bid? Ido not know whether they 
were in the Benedict company or not; but I take 
it for granted that some of them were. The lowest 
bid was $600,000, except the one which was ac- 
cepted; and we have now, according to the Post- 
master General’s statement, better service than 
on any line in the United States of the same 
extent? 

What harm will be done to the Government 
by this extension? Does my friend believe the 
time will come within the next four years when 
anybody will agree to carry a daily mail from 
Cairo to New Orleans for less than $329,000 a 
year? But I am asked, why make this exten- 
sion? Because itisa broken-term contract. The 
parties had to commence it at the expiration of 
half the regular contract time, and they ask you 
simply to give them the full time, on condition 
that they bind themselves to give satisfactory 
security to the Postmaster General that they will 
absolutely own and contro! a sufficient number of 
boats running between Cairo and New Orleans 
to perform the service as contemplated by the 
contract. That is the whole of it. We have 
better service on that route now than we have 
ever had; and I think this is the only chance we 
have for a continuation of the service. 

Mr. BROWN. I am for this amendment, 
There is no one of these contractors a constituent 
of mine, as far as | know or believe. If I know 
any of them by sight, except one, I am not aware 
of it; and that one I know very slighty. There- 
fore I have no favors to extend to them. My 
constituents are more interested perhaps in the 
successful carrying of the mail on the Mississippi 
river than the constituency of any other Senator 
on the floor. I think the contract ought to be 
extended for the reasons which have been so well 
assigned by the Senator from Tennessec, (Mr. 
Joxes.] I am not seeking, nor do I desire to 
find, that sort of competition of which my friend 
from Indiana speaks in reference to this matter. 
We had competition in the bidding, and, as has 
alread y been said, the next bid to the one acecpted 
was $600,000, or nearly double the accepted bid. 
If this contract expires in twenty-one months, 
wo shall have the,same species of combination 
among steamboat men to extort large amounts 
of money from the Federal Government for car- 
rying this mail, that we have already had. They 
will combine together, and demand half a million 
dollars or more for the purpose of carrying the 
mail; and after it has been once carried regularly, 
the people on the river will not consent to have 
it taken away; but whatever may be the lowest 
bid will be accepted by the Postmaster General. 
You never had, and never will get, in my opinion, } 
a lower bid than the one of which you are now l 

| 


| reached me. Last winter, when the river was 
| frozen up, l know the mail was not carried. No 
i contractor is required to perform an impossibil- 
tity. The service has been always performed by 
these contractors in as good a manner as the ele- 
ments would admit of. When the river is so low 
that large class boats do not run, or,as may 
sometimes happen, when it is filed with ice, it is 
impossible that the boats can carry the mail reg- 
ularly; but, as I have said, the service has been 
; generally well performed. I think, for these and 
| other reasons which might be added, and which 
' need not be alluded to in open Senate, the con- 
| tract ought to be extended. I say again, the 
| people whom I represent have the deepest inter- 
est in this matter. 

Mr. CLAYTON, It may be as my friend 
from Meera has said, that it would be ex- 
pedient for the Postmaster General to extend this 
contract; but Į think this is an exceedingly ob- 
jectionable kind of legislation. Whatare we about 
| to do? To dircet and order the Postmaster General 
| to extend a contract for carrying the mail. Why 
i thus convert the legislative into an executive 
‘body to this extent? We have a Postmaster 
; General. ftis his duty to sce whether this, that, 

_ or the other individual applying for a contract is 
the man who is entitled to it. He is to ascertain, 
according to law, who is the lowest bidder, and 
who will carry the mails most advantageously to 
the country. | would notinterfere in this matter. 
Notwithstanding the western gentlemen, who are 
peculiarly interested, urge it, I see objections 
which appear to me to be insuperable. If wego 
| on in this way we may substitute ourselves for 
the heads of all the Departments in matters of 
contract. I am for taking on my shoulders no . 
part-of the responsibility of the Postmaster Gen- 
‘ eral, but I wish the Postmaster General to assume 
the whole of that, and be accountable to the coun- 
try and Congress for his action, Here are dif- 
ferences of opinion. One gentleman says these 
men ought to have a contract. Another says 
they ought not. The fairest proposition seems 
to me to be the one made by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Indiana: open the bids, and let all the 
men on the western rivers compete for this con- 
tract, and let the Postmaster General decide 
who will carry the mail most advantageously to 
the country. 1 say, sir, that I am not capable 
I have not the light or the knowledge to enable 
me to decide whether these men, whom my 
friend from Tennessee advocates, are the proper 
persons to carry this mail two years longer or 
not. I want the mail carried. J am anxious that 
mail service shall be rendered for the benefit of 
that section of the country, but I cannot take 
| upon myself the responsibility of the Postmaster 
General. 1 shall vote against the amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Iask the Senator 
from Delaware, who seems to think it is mon- 
strous to direct the Postmaster General to doa 
thing, if he does not remember the Jegislation of 
the Congress of the United States, by which we 
directed the Postmaster General for years to do 
this very thing, and he would not do it? Why 
shall we now speak in any other terms than those 
which are directory? But the honorable gentle- 
man says he is opposed to that system of legisla- 
tion which directs the Postmaster General. I 
wonder if he was not directed to make a contract 
with Collins? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. And was not my 
honorable friend an advocate of that measure ? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If you can direct 
: the Postmaster General to make a contract with 
Collins, may you not with Patterson, Brennan, 
and others? Why make a distinction? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Do you contend that this is 
acase in any particular like thatof Collins? That 
| was for carrying the mail between Europe and 
i our own country—an extraordinary case—a case 
in which Congress was called upon to say whether 
this mail service should be rendered at all or not. 
The Postmaster General was utterly opposed to 
: having any contract at all, and then it was proper 
‘for Congress to decide. I recollect the case to 

which I suppose the honorable Senator refers, 
where Congress did direct the Postmaster Gen- 
‘eral. There was an act of Congress which was 
| disputed by him; but that is not this case. There 


| 
H 
i 
| 


that portion of the people on the Mississippi river 
whom I represent, their complaints have not 


| is no disobedience to the law here manifested by 
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him; and therefore, I see no reason why we 
should step out of our ordinary course of duty 
and assume the responsibility of the executive 
department. 
fr. JONES, of Tennessee. There can be no 
distinction in principle whether the mail is carried 
from New York to Liverpool or from Cairo to 
New Orleans. That circumstance cannot change 
the principle at all. You assumed to direct the 
Postmaster General in the one case; you may 
direct him in the other. The mail from New 
York to Liverpool may be very important to my 
honorable friend and his constituents; but I tell 
him the mail from Cairo to New Orleans is just as 
important to mine. We directed the Postmaster 
General to make a contract with Collins. We 
also directed him, by two acts of Congress, to 
make a contract with anybody who would do the 
service for the lowest price between Cairo and 
New Orleans. This is simply carrying out the 
policy which was inaugurated by the distin- 
guished Senator from Delaware and his friends in 
directing the Postmaster General to make a con- 
tract with Mr. Collins. We have as much right 
to make a direction now as then. Itis a simple 
proposition. Ido not think these outside ques- 
tions have anything to do with it. The greater 
roportion, and I had supposed all, of us who are 
interested in this service concur that this is the 
best chance we have ever had, orprobably will get 
again, for a fair, reasonable, low-priced, good 
mail service on the Mississippi river, which has 
been denied us from the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment down to the last six or eight months. 

Mr, HUNTER. I rise merely to suggest that 
it is impossible that we can now debate all these 
questions as much as their merits might demand 
atanother time. If we propose to get along with 
our bills, I hope we shail come to a vote. 

Mr, CLAYTON. [do not propose to continue 
the debate, but I wish to correet an error of the 
honorable Senator from Tennessee. I did not 
inaugurate the Collins line, as the honorable 
Senator says I did; L did not direct the contract 
to be made; but if I had done so, there is no 
similarity between the cases. It seems to me that 
we may as well direct the Postmaster General to 
go on and make contracts with all the mail-con- 
tractors in the United States. I hold the amend- 
ment exceedingly objectionable, and cannot vote 
for it. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Iam conscious of the | 
value of time, and L shall endeavor, as far as I) 
can, to promote the object of the honorable Sen- ! 
ator from Virginia, ‘his case appears to me to 
amount to this: the United States have, as they | 
very seldom do in such cases, made a good bar- 
gain, Owing to circumstances that interfered | 
with the ordinary term of four yeurs, for which | 
mail contracts are made, this contract—an onerous | 
and expensive one to the contractors—is made | 
for only two years. The great expense of per- | 
forming it occurs in the beginning. If the term | 
is a very short one, the expense of the prepara- | 

i 
j: 
| 
| 


tion swallows up, and more than swallows up, | 
all the profits, ‘Chere ig no doubt we have a 
right to continue a contract, and direct the Post- 
master General, if we please, It is merely a, 
question of expediency whether we please or not. | 
Jf these men can perform the service for $330,000, | 
i 
| 
t 


had we not better secure the benefit of that con- | 
tract than put it up to bidding, which we are 

assured by our former experience will result in | 
a cost of six or eight hundred thousand dollars? į 
Je is quite natural that the contemplated contract- | 
ors, who want six or eight hundred thousand | 
dollars, may desire the abolition of this contract, 
and the breaking up of these contractors who 
have faithfully performed the service. 
performing it 


They are | 
sand they say, “extend the con- 
tract to the ordinary term of four years, and, | 
even with this dimiushed sum, we shall be able 
to go on and fulfill our engagement with the | 
Government. We have so far been able to do it : 
faithfully, and shalt be able to do it faithfully | 
hereafter, with this indulgence.” Now, is not! 
this a consideration which should guide our judg- | 


ment as a matter of expediency? Undoubtedly | 


i 
| 
i 
I 
i 
i 


we have the power; and it is expedient, in my il 
Judgment, that we should exercise it in this ij 
case, 


Mr. CLAYTON called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 


Mr. SLIDELL. By mutual understanding 


| 
| 


| Jones of lowa, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Sebastian, | 


| contractors as may eater into bond, with good and sufficient 


with my colleague, this business has been in- 
trusted to him.. I had not made an investigation 
of it, and I was not aware that he had: given his 
consent to this arrangement. Under these cir- 
cumstances, I shall vote for the amendment. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 13, nays 26; as follows: 
YEAS—Messts. Adams, Brown, Clay, Crittenden, Geyer, 


Seward, Slidell, Weller, and Yulee—13. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Biggs, Bigier, Bright, Brodhead, Butler, Cass, 
Clayton, Collamer, Evans, Foster, Harlan, Houston, Hun- 
ter, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Stuart, Toombs, 
Trumbull, Wade, and Wright—26. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. YULEE. I have another amendment, to 
come in as a new section: 

And be it further enacted, That the fourth section of the 
act of Congress, approved the 5th of August, 1854, entitled 
* An act making appropriations for the service of the Post 
Office Department during the fiscal year ending 30th June, 
1855,” be, and the same is hereby, continued for one year, 
from August 5, 1856. 

Mr. HUNTER. What is it? 

Mr. YULEE. [Itis to continue the usual pro- 
vision which has been made since 1854, for the 
recompense of the clerks of the city post office of 
Washington, for the management and distribu- 
tion of a large amount of free matter which passes 
through the city post office. By the act of 1854 
an allowance of one mill per pound upon the free 
matter which passes through the post office, was 
made. It was passed on an estimate made that 
year, by which it was found that the amount of 
free matter in the month of January in that year 
was eight hundred and fifteen thousand pounds. 
The allowance is limited to $250 per month; it 
cannot excced that. The clerks there, I under- 
stand, perform continuous labor in the post office, 
with an interval, during the twenty-four, of only 
two hours. 

Mr. HUNTER. Isit to continue an existing 
law? 

Mr. YULEE, Itis to make the same provis- 
ion which has been made annually for the last two 
or three years. 

Mr. HUNTER. Very well; let it go. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. YULEE. [have anotheramendment from 
the Post Office Committee. 


find be it further enacted, That so much of the first sec- 
tion of the act, approved March 3, 1855, entitled “ An act 
making appropriations for the service of the Post Office 
Department during the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 
RSH, as relates to the privilege of mail contractors in the 
Territories west ofthe Mississippi river, in establis ing sta- 
tions and having the preëmption right of purehase thereto 
wheua brought into market, be, and the same is hereby, 
extended to mail eantractors in the Territory of Minnesota 
tof the said river, to the extentof one hundred and 
ty acres fo cach station made in aecordanee with said 
act: Provided, That thes privilege shall only apply to such 


sureties, and in sneh amount as the Postmaster General 
may direct, obliging them to perform service on the route 
not less than four years, unless the contract be sooner 
vacated by the order of the Posunaster General. 

By the act referred to, the mail contractors in 
Territories west of the Mississippi were author- | 
ized to enter by preémption, at the minimum price 
of the public lands, a section of land at every 
twenty-five miles distance on the route to enable 
them to establish stations. This amendment 
proposes to allow the same preémption to the 
contractors east of the Mississippi in the Minne- 
sota ‘Territory, but limited to a quarter section, | 
one hundred and sixty acres. It isreeommended | 
by the gentleman representing that Territory in | 
the other House; and the committee find no objec- | 
tion to it. | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. YULEE. J offer the following amend-! 
ment from the same committee as a new section: 

And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General | 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to allow saeh conipens 
tion for the serviee on route 6822, between Bainbridg 
Georgia, and Appalachicola, Florida, as will not execed the | 
amount of $20,000 per annum. | 

Mr. HUNTER. Js not this a private claim? 

Mr. YOLEE. k relates to the current service 
of the year, and is to enable the service to be con- 
tinued, This amendment is in the language of a 
bill which was reported by the committee some 
time ago, considered by the Senate, and at the 
time explained; but to which, just as the vote | 
was being taken, the Senator from South Car- ; 
olina, [Mr. Evays,] unanimous consent bein 


j 
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| 
i 
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necessary, objected. Upon subsequent consider- 
ation, he has authorized me to say his objection 
is withdrawn. It merely provides for the stable 
continuance of service on an important route on 
moderate terms. This Is a matter which was 
explained when it was up before. 

Mr. HUNTER. Does not this provision pro- 
pose to change a contract, and give to the man a 
better contract than he originally entered into, 
by means of legislation ? 

Mr. YULEE. No,sir. The gentleman who 
took the contract was about failing in the per- 
formance of the service on account of the ex- 
tremely low rate at which he had taken it, when 
he was assured that he would be remunerated. 
This was in the midst of the cotton season, the 
business season on that river. The city of Appa- 
lachicola is the third largest cotton exporter on 
the gulf, and was dependent entirely on this ar- 
rangement for communication with the upper 
country. The proposition is to put the service 
on a higher rate, in order to maintain it and pre- 
vent its falling through. We had exhibited to 
the committee the fact, that the service has been 
performed at a loss of $27,000 a year. In order 
to provide for its continuance, it was proposed to 
divide the loss between the citizens of Appa- 
lachicola and the Department, and a contract to 
be made for that purpose. Ona comparison with 
the amount paid in‘the neighboring States, it is 
found that this service, at the rate at which we 
propose to authorize compensation to be made, 
1s below the usual rates in that region of the 
country. Itis the only dependence for mail ser- 
vice there. 

yy HUNTER. According to the principle 
on Which this claim has been brought forward, 
whenever any contractor finds he has an unprof- 
itable contract, if his neighbors will only back 
him, and recommend it, he is to come to Congress 
to appropriate money to make it better. Ido not 
understand that the Postmaster General has rec- 
ommended us to give this man additional com- 
pensation. We have no recommendaticn from 
the Department; and if we interpose specially on 
an appropriation bill in favor of a claim of this 
kind, (which seems to me to be a private claim,) 
I do not know why we may not have hundreds 
of other applications just as well-founded. 

Mr. YULEE. It does not fall within the prov- 
ince of the Postmaster General; but it is a just 
claim, in the opinion of the committee. At this 
stage of the session I have no desire to detain the 
Senate. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. YULEE. Iam directed by the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads to report another 
amendment: 


And beit further enacted, That the First Comptroller of 
the Treasury shall proceed to execute the provisions of the 
ninth section of the act of March 3, 1855, entitled * An act 
making appropriations for the service of the Post Office 
Departinent for the fiscal year ending 30th of June, 1856,” 
in conformity with the directions of said act, notwithstand- 
ing the aeceptance, by William L. Blanchard, of one 
month’s extra compensation under his contract—the said 
payment to be deducted trom any further allowance, if any 
be made, under said act. 


1 will state the facts necessary to understand the 
recommendation made by the committee. Under 
the actof the last Congress, the First Comptroller 
of the Treasury, under the direction of the Attor- 
ney General, was instructed to inquire whether 
the contract of William L. Blanchard had been 
violated without any fault on his part, and, if so, to 
assess the damages which he had suffered in con- 
sequence of the violation. The Attorney General 
and First Comptroller decided that it had been 
violated without his fault. The assessment 
was proceeding, when, as represented to us, the 
claimant, being pressed by pecuniary embarrass- 
ment, asked for one month’s extra compensation, 
to which he would have been entitled if it had 
been treated as a contract legally annulled. That 
was paid, but under the expression of opinion by 
the Attorney General that his acceptance would 
operate to bar any further examination into the 
question of damages—that he had an election to 
treat itas a contract legally vacated by the Post- 
master General, and therefore entitling him to one 
month’s extra compensation, or to treat it as con- 
templated by the act of Congress as a case for 
damages. He accepted the one month’s extra pays 
because, as alleged by him, he was obliged to do 
so by his circumstances. The committee, con- 
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sidering that in any event he would have been 
entitled to that compensation, and thinking it 
would have been a hard measure of justice to 
enforce upon him the technical point raised b 
the Attorney General, decided that, motw thst 
ing the acceptance of that one month’s extra com- 
pensation, the Comptroller should proceed in the 
manner directed by the law to assess the damages, 
and if he found any greater amount of damages 
than the sum which has already been paid, to pay 
ity notwithstanding the acceptance of the one 
month’s extra compensation. We deemed it just 
and equitable that Congress should exercise this 
discretion and mercy towards the claimant. 

Mr. HUNTER. `I have no doubt if we were 
to search the Calendar we could find a dozen 
private claims just as much entitled to goon an 


appropriation bill as this one. This is no place | 


for it; itis a matter for separate legislation, and 
I hope it will be voted down on this bill. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. Lhope not. There have 


been too many amendments of various characters 


and descriptions to this bill for any nice discrim- | 


ination now to_be taken to the disadvantage of 
this claimant. It properly and fairly belongs here 
in my judgment. Atany rate the question can 
be disposed of at once, and no time need be 
wasted. The committee report, after having ex- 
amined all the circumstances, that they find the 
claim just. If any just claim is before this body, 
this is one. Itis only to havea settlement which 
the man, with hope deferred until his heart has 
been made sick and he ruined, has been waiting 
for; and it is now entangled and interrupted by 
the simple fact, that by a misconstruction of the 
law, the Attorney General is supposed to have 
been connected with the Compiepller in the as- 


sessmentof damages. The question of law which | 


has been referred to him has been settled by him, 
and now we only want the Comptroller to'go on 
and pay what he finds to be due. You know 
his character for fidelity as a guardian’of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. YULEE. In vindication of the commit- 
tee, I desire to refer to the rules to show that this 
amendment is properly applied to this bill, and 


is not excluded for the reason which the Senator | 


from Virginia has stated. 

The 30th rule provides that— 

“No amendment shalt be received the abject of which 
is to provide for a private claim, unless it be carry out 
the provisions of an existing law or a treaty stipulation.” 


This is to carry out the provision of an exist 


ing law, and strictly entitled to be put on this | 


bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. I cannot assent to the argu- 
ment of the honorable Senator from Kentucky, 
that because (supposing the fact to be so) the 
Senate have put on this bill amendments which 


ought not properly to be there, we should not; 


discriminate in the future. The substance of that 
argument is, that Efon have done wrong in two 
or three or four or five cases, you ought to per- 
sistin it. Ido not hold to thatdoctrine. | 


I think | 


this system is a great evil, that claims, strictly | 


private claims, are kept back until we have no 
time to examine them. l know nothing about 
this claim, except that itis a compensation to 
some private individual on some contract. They 
are kept back until there is no time to discuss 
them. . You are abandoning the whole system of 
examining claims by tacking them to appropria- 
tion bills. Iwill vote against all of them that are 
attempted to be tacked on appropriation bills. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. My friend from Dela- 
ware misunderstands the nature’of the case. We 
do not ask the Senate to allow any claim what- 
ever. This amendment is to carry out existing 
legislation, by which you referred to the Comp- 
troller the settlement of a claim. You refer to 


the Comptroller and the Attorney General, as re- | 
garded the point of law,as I understand, whether |! 
the contract had been violated without cause, and | 


it is determined that the contract has been vio- 
lated without cause. AH that remains is to make 


the investigation whether there is any claim or | 


f 


out, and this is to carr 
law. 

Mr. BAYARD. It is legislation for a private 
claim on a general appropriation bill, at any rate. 
If it was not, of course it would not be necessary 
to pass it at all. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Office and Post Roads have authorized me to offer 
this amendment: 


Treasury be, and he is hereby, required to adjust the dam- 
ages due to Edward H. Carmick and Albert C. Ramsey, on 
account of the abrogation, by the Postmaster General, of 
their contract to carry the mailon the Vera Cruz. Acapulco, 
and San Francisco route, dated February 15, 1853, and to 
adjudge and award to them, according to the 
i law, equity, and justice, the amount so found due 3 and the 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
same to the said Carmick and Rank 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is not that a private claim? 


| It isto adjust the claim of two individuals on 
some contract, 


y, out of any money 


at the last session, and the Senate determined on 


entertained and passed. The que 

been adjudicated and settled. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 

entertains doubt. He will submit the question 


stion has already 


receiving the amendment under the rule will say 
‘‘ay;’? those of the contrary opinion will say 
“no,” 

The question being taken on a division, there 
were—ayes 13, noes 12—no quorum voting. 


Mr. SEWARD called for the yeas and nays, 


ed—yeas 25, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell 
of Tenne 
i las, Durkee, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Hale, 
Houston, James, Jones of Lowa, Mallor 
; Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Wright 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, I 
Builer, € > Clay, Evans, Hunter, 
Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Thompson of Kentucky, T 
and Yulee—i9. 


“Bigler, Brodhead, 


rumbull, 


| tion was stated to be on its adoption. 

;_ Mr. YULEE. TI owe it to myself to say that 
I did not approve of this amendment. In my 
| Opinion, not a dollar is owing by the Govern- 
| ment to these parties. I think there is no claim 


L whatever on the Government for any damages, 


A conditional contract only was made, not to go 
into effect, or to have any operation, until ap- 
proved by Congress. It never 


Government in an 
to these partics. 


ie 


to this body, a few days since, a detailed report 
on this subject; but as our time 1s somewhat lim- 


but content myself by stating briefly the outlines 
of this case. In 1853, representations were made 


expeditious mail route might be established be- 
' of Vera Cruz and Acapulco, than the present one 
| at much less expense, and the transit made in ten 
and the great Atlantic cities of the eastern States. 
These considerations induced the Postmaster 
General to advertrse for proposals to carry a semi- 
received, and the contract awarded to Messrs. 


Ramsey and Carmick. d 
I think, some time in February or March, with 


i Mr. Campbell. 


ʻi from Florida has correctly stated that this con- 


not. The law provides that it shall ‘be carried || tract was conditional; but it was conditional only 
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y out that provision of 


Mr. DURKEE. The Committee on the Post | 


“nd be it further enacted, That the Comptroller of the | 


required to pay the | 


ito the Senate. Senators who are in favor of 


and they were ordered; and being taken, result- | 


has been so | 
approved; and I do not think anything has oc- | 
curred, on the part of any officer of the Govern- | 
ment, which justly involves the Treasury of this i 
responsibility for damages || 
is too late now to go into | 
any discussion. I can only express my opinion. | 

Mr. DURKEE. Thad the honor of submitting | 


ited, I will not detain the Senate by reading it, | 


tween New Orleans and San Francisco, by way | 
‘days less time, between our Pacific possessions | 


monthly mail on this proposed route. Bids were | 


The contract was made, i entered into hy my predecessor, Mr. Hubbard, for the con- 
Mr. Hubbard, just before he was succeeded by | 
The compensation for this ser- | 
i vice was to be $424,000 per annum. The Senator : 


principles of |) 


Mr. ADAMS. The same question came up. 


the very same bill that the provision should be || Port ‘ : : ; 
y I | priation resulted in the failure of the project, and 


| 
| 
| 
| 


ce, Brown, Collamer, Crittenden, Dodge, Doug |! 
Harlan, 
Beward, Toombs, 


| 
ason, Pratt, Pagh, i 


So the amendment was received; and the ques- | 


| 


to the Postmaster General that a safe and more į; 


by Panama; that the service could be sustained | 


j 


t 
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because the Postmaster General was not willing 
to take the responsibility of so large a contract 
without submitting it to the consideration of Con- 
gress for their approval. The contractdrs imme- 
diately ‘thereafter entered upon. the preliminary 
measures necessary to carry it into effect. They 
invested a large amount of money in horses, 
mules, coaches, wagons, harness, and incurred 
considerable expense in obtaining a charter and 
right of way of the Mexican Government, and in 


j the opening of roads between the two oceans. 


They actually commenced and performed several 
trips; thus demonstrating the practicability and 
utility of this great enterprise. It was hailed by 
many of our public journals as a high and merit- 
orious achicvement. 

The complaint made by the contractors, who 
are now asking us to redress their grievance, ia 
this: that the Postmaster General failed to spread. 
these facts before Congress, which met in Decem- 
ber following. To his neglect of doing what they 
conceive to have been imperatively his duty in 
this respect, they attribute the failure of Congress 
to make the necessary appropriation for the sup- 
port of this measure. ‘The want of this appro- 
t in serious loss and disaster to the contractors. 

Mr. HALE. I desire to ask my friend from 
Wisconsin a question. I desire to` know if it is 
not the fact, that the Postmaster General disap- 
proved of the contract, and refused to let the con- 
tractors have the mail before Congress met? 

Mr. DURKEE. He did disapprove of the 
contract, and gave orders to the several post- 
masters on the route not to deliver the mails 
until they should reecive further instructions. 

Mr. HALE. Before Congress met, he, of his 
own accord, undertook to set the contract aside. 

Mr. DURKEE. That was so, to a certain 
extent, as will appear by reference to his letter 
of July 9, 1853, which I will soon read as quoted, 


; in connection with his report to Congress. 


The memorialists further state, that the Post- 
master General has not only failed to represent 
what they had done in tho premises, but actually * 
misrepresented them to Congress, either from 
Mistake or some other cause. The testimony on 
this point is very clear. It is embraced in the 
Postmaster General’s report, and the published 
correspondence between him and the contractors, 
already before us. With the indulgence of the 
Senate I will read what the Postmaster General 
said on this subject in his report to Congress 
December 1, 1853; also what he said in a letter 
that preceded it, dated November 3, 1853. This 
was a letter written in reply to the contractors, 
or their agents, who had requested a change of 
schedule, so as to conform to the time of run- 
ning from Acapulco to Veru Cruz. First, I will 
read the report, and then the letter: 


“ On the 3d of March, 1853, Postmaster General Iubbard 
concluded a contract with Messrs. Ramsey and Carmick, 
of New York, at $424,000 per annam, for service semi- 
monthly from Vera Cruz, Mexico, by Acapulco, San Diego, 


i| and Monterey, to San Francisco, and back, in thirteen days 


each way, being an extension of two of the trips on the 

yew Oricans and Vera Cruz line through Mexico, for the 
purpose of conveying the mail, and thus making one through 
line in sixteen days between New Orleans and San Fran- 
cisco, a copy of which was communicated to the Senate 
onthe lithof March. This contract contains a stipulation 
that it shall not have any validity unless Congress should 
sanction it by the passage of an appropriation to carry it 
into effect. On the I6th of June, the Department received 
a communication from Robert G. Rankin, president of the 
Ocean Mail and Inland Company, who stat gthat that 
company is the real party to the contract ent into by 
Messrs. Ramsey and Carmick, reporting progress towards 


f 
1 
| 
| 
i 


putting service into execution. To this communication 
the following reply was sent by me on the 9th of July: 


: Your letter of the 15th ultimo came duly to hand. My 


attention having thus been specially called to the circum- 
ances connected with the contemplated line to the Pacific, 
via Vera Cruz and Acapuico, I feel it my duty, after due 
deliberation, to inform you that the conditional contract 


veyance of the mails over this line to San Francisco, does 
not meet my approbation. 

“< In the first place, as at present advised, I consider the 
route impracticable for mail purposes. 

“In thessecond place, the sums of money yearly drawn 


ji from the Treasury for contracts which have for several 
i| years been, and are still, in force, for the transportation of 
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the mails between the Atlantic. and the Pacific, are very 
considerable, amounting to about $731,868. Tn view of this 
faet, and of the many sections and neighborhoods in the 
different States which are either greatly restricted. in, or 
deprived altogether of mail facilities, it appears to me both 
jnexpedient aud unjust to go into the expenditure of a still 
further sum of $424,000 tor the service in question. More- 
over, I disapprove of the principle upon which this contract 
is made, In my opinion, if the Postmaster General has the 
right to make such a contract at all, it ought to be made 
without the restriction or limitation contained in yours, by 
which its force or validilyis made to depend upon the pas- 
sage of an appropriation by Congress to carry it into effect. 
Tam unwilling to’ recognize any contingency of this kind, 
because, although the contractors may, under such condi- 
tional arrangement, establish no legal claim for compensa- 
tion, they may, nevertheless, go on and incur expenses in 
the expectation that they will be paid, and Congress, more 
from private sympathy than from public policy or right, be 
at length induced to yield to a measure to which its prior 
ganction never could bave been obtained. 

« Since that time the Department has not heard from the 
Mexican Occan Mail and Inland Company.” 

The Senate will observe that the Postmaster 
General here says, in his annual report, that he 
had not heard from the ‘‘Mexican Ocean Mail 
Inland Company ” since July 9, 1853. He must 
have either forgotten or been ignorant of a sub- 
sequent correspondence carried on between the 
Department and the contractors on this subject. 
I will now read a copy of his letter, dated No- 
vember 3, 1853, to which I have already alluded. 
This letter proves most conclusively that the com- 
plaint of the contractors is well founded: 

Post Orrice Department, November 3, 1853. 

GENTLEMEN: In answer to your letter of the 26th ultimo, 
I have to state that, at the request of Mr. Carmick, the 
contractor, the present schedule of the New Orleans and 
Vera Cruz route was arranged to connect with the contem- 
plated route across from Vera Cruz to Acapuleo, which it 
was proposed to run in due connection with an independ- 
ent line of steamers between Acapulco and San Franciseo— 
thus, with the route via Panama, giving a mail four times, 
instead of twice, a month between the Atlantic States and 
California. 1t was not the intention to connectat Acapulco 
with the steamers of the Panama line, but, as above re- 
marked, to establish an additional semi-monthly mail, to run, 
via Vera Cruz and Acapulco, alternately at regular inter- 
vals with the line via Panama. 

This arrangement was made with my predecessor, Mr. 
Hubbard, with whom, as Postmaster General, also, a con- 
ditional contract was entered into for the part of the service 
between Vera Cruzand San Francisco, which contract was 
to take cffeet only from the time it should he ratified by Con- 
gress j nor wasit to havy any force or validity whatever until 
it should receive the sanction of Congress by the passage 
of an appropriation to carry it into effect, No such sanction 
has, as yet, been given by Congress; but, apart from this, 
and without troubling you with my views on the whole sub- 
ject, itis simply necessary for me to say, that there can be 
no recognition by this Department of any arrangement by 
which the additional semisanonthly mail, elearly contem- 
plated by the then Postmaster General, can be dispensed 
with. 

‘Tue application, therefore, for a change of sehedule on 
the route from New Orteans to Vera Cruz must now be 
considered without reference to any trips it may be pro- 
posed to run in counection therewith beyond. ‘Che contract 
requires three trips a month; you propose but two; aud it 
is nuneeessary for me tosay that the number of trips stipu- 
lated tor in the contract will be required. 

Lam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JAMES CAMPBELL. 
Messrs. Harris & Morgan, New Orleans, Louisiana. 

These facts, Mr. President, L think, establish 
very clearly that the memorialists are entitled to 
damages. 

The amendment proposes to authorize the 
Comptroller of the Treasury to examine fully 
into the nature and extent of this claim, and to 
acttle it upon principles of lawand equity. Since 
that officer has won the confidence of the Govern- 
ment and people, and that deservedly, I trust the 
amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. BIGGS. IJ should like to ask the Senator 
from Wisconsin what is the amount of this 
claim? 

Mr. DURKEE. 
amendment. : 

Mr. BIGGS. What is the amount sought by 
the persons who claim damages? 

Mr. DURKEE. It is left to the Comptroller 
to adjust as he thinks proper. There is no par- 
ticular @fhount. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ishould like to know when 
the report of the committee was made on this 
case? 

Mr. DURKEE, The report was made two or 
three days since. 

The Secretary. Itis dated August 14. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iknow nothing of the merits 
of the claim, and do not mean to pass any judg- 
ment on them; but I think we are going much 
further than we have gone yet, when, on a report 
made upon the 14th of August, two days ago, 
we are asked to pass in an appropriation billa 


No amount is named in the 


| sidered for want of time. 


measure which is condemnatory of a high execu- 
tive officer of our Government. Ido not think 
that when we have no opportunity for examina- 
tion, that should be done. Those gentlemen who 


have examined the case may be perfectly familiar | 


with it; but there are facts here unknown to me. 
There are legal principles involved. For instance, 
under what law did the Postmaster General of 
the United States, who made this contract, make 
it; and was he authorized by that law to make a 
conditional contract? That would enter materi- 
ally into my judgment. If there has been injus- 
tice done, lam perfectly willing to afford a remedy 
to the parties whether the executive officer wishes 
it or not; but I do not like the mode in which this 
is brought forward on an appropriation bill. If 
the Postmaster General of the United States, who 
made this contract, had no authority to make con- 
tingent contracts, beyond all question in my mind 
it does not bind the Government, and you are not 
responsible for acts not done under the warrant 
of law. If, on the contrary, he had authority to 
make a contingent contract, and made it, and then 
there was a breach of it by another officer, there 
is of course a claim for damages. 

Mr. SEWARD. I find myself obliged by the 
force of circumstances to say a few-words on 
this subject, although it does not come within any 
proper department of my own. [ havea letter 
here from the party interested in this question: 

& Unfortunately, as Mr. Bensamin is confined to his 
house quite sick, and he had intended to express very fully 
his views on this case, may [ ask your support of Mr. Dur- 


KEE’s amendment to the Post Office bill ? 
CH. CaRMICK.” 


This explains that I speak in the place of the 
honorable Senator from Louisiana, who would 
have supported this proposition: Ihave one other 
word of apology. Last year | had the honor to 
bea member of the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads: this year I have not. When Í 
was there last year, this case was brought before 
the committee under the presidency of the hon- 
orable Senator from Texas, [Mr. Rusx,] who is 
now absent, very much to the regret of ourselves 
and to the publicloss. He being our chairman, 
we entered upon an examination of this case. 
We wrote to the Department. We received the 
answer which has been read. We considered 
the case. We were of opinion that it was a case 
which called loudly upon the justice of Congress 
and of the country. We ascertained the facts 
according to my present recollection to be these: 
Postmaster General Hubbard, under the admin- 
istration of Mr. Fillmore, gave a contract to 
these parties to carry the mail, by way of experi- 
ment, to ascertain whether the land passage—the 
dangerous passage of the mails to the Pacific, 
could not be expedited and rendered more safe. 
It was suggested that the route was new, untried, 
and unexplored except by these parties, and that 
the great continental mail, if I may so call it, 
which ‘required twenty-eight days of time, two 
voyages by sea, and a passage across the Isthmus 
of Panama, or elsea lake voyage on Lake Nicar- 
agua, might be so carried on this route, as to 
make a difference of a week in the communica- 
tion between the two points. 

A contract was made with these parties. They 
went on to provide their stock in good faith, their 
carriages, their horses, their drivers, their em- 
ployés. A new Administration came in. It had 
eon stipulated that the contract should be sub- 
mitted to Congress for consideration. The new 


| DEN nas 
Postmaster General, without waiting for Con- 


gress to assent, abrogated the contract, and gave 
the parties no damages, and neglected to submit 
the matter to Congressin any way whatever until 
his attention was called to it by the Post Office 
Committee; and while he had denied any knowl- 
edge of the subject—honestly denied no doubt— 


it was shown that he had notice that these parties. 


were going on to execute the contract, and had 
established the fact, that the service could be done 
with economy and with dispatch by them. The 
contract was abrogated, and the parties were left 
to suffer loss. 

Under these circumstances, the committee, by 
what comparative vote I do not remember, re- 
ported a bill to the Senate, but it failed to be con- 


man of the committee, by instruction of the 
committee, on this very bill last year moved an 
amendment similar in all respects to this. The 


The honorable chair- j 


Senate, I think, approved and justified the amend- 
ment, appended it to the bill, and sent it to the 
House of Representatives. There, owing to some 
disagreement, it failed. 

These facts I state according to my best recol- 
lection, and in the main I think I am right. lam 
sure it is a case which addresses itself to the 
consideration of Congress, and is in all respects 
very similar to the case of a contract on the Mis- 
sissippi river, where the same public functionary, 
doubtless in the exercise of a conscientious regard 
for the public interest, refused to give the mails 
to the contractors on the grounds that the steam- 
boats carried freight, although the contract in 
that case did not require that the mail should be 
carried in exclusively passenger vessels. There, 
not only the Senate, but Congress, made an award 
of damages on that principle, and the damages 
have been paid at the present session. 

Mr. HUNTER. ere is a contested claim, 
which it is manifest would require a very long 
debate in order to ascertain its merits. Itis well 
known that we have no time to enter into the sub- 
ject. Itis known we cannot doit. So little time 
is left to carry through the appropriation bills that 
we dare hot debate these matters as they ought 
to be debated. ‘The friends of such measures as 
this have only to wait until the heel of the ses- 
sion, place them on appropriation bills, and make 
so many speeches that there is no time for any 
one who cares for the safety of the bill to attack 
them. Thus they are sure to pass them. 

Does not this admonish the Senate of the pro- 
priety of keeping such matters away from appro- 
priation bills? Let them come up on their own 
merits. We have not time now to enter into 
these inquiries and ascertain what they are. As 
to any debate that may have occurred years ago, 
it was probably something like this, on an appro- 
pean bill, when we were pushed for time and 
had no opportunity and no means of entering 
into the discussion as we ought to have done. £ 
have no doubt that the acting chairman of the 
Post Office Committee, [Mr. Yunex,] if there 
were time, could say a great deal in relation to 
this claim; but gentlemen are restrained from a 
sense of the necessity of carrying through this 
bill. I hope the Senate will, for that reason alone, 
vote down the amendment. 

Mr. ADAMS. I will not detain the Senate. 
I never do so when appropriation bills are up. I 
only want to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact, that other propositions are brought here 
by other committees, about which the Senate 
certainly know much less than they know about 
this case. 1 think the amendment for the dome, 
which was presented here by the Senator from 
Delaware, and which he urged with so much force 
and success, was as little understood by the Sen- 
ate as this question. The Senate at the last ses- 
sion, investigated this case and passed it. The 
committee has reported itagain. The facts, as 
stated by the Senator from New York, are in 
accordance with my recollection. I will not delay 
the Senate. All lask is for a vote on the merits 
of the proposition. 

Mr. YULE. I think it a duty to the Senate, 
to correct very briefly what I deem to be a mis- 
apprehension of the facts of the case by the Sen- 
ator from New York, doubtless resulting from 
imperfect memory, as I dare say he has not ex- 
amined the case since the last session to which 
he refers. 

This contract was made by the predecessor of 
the present Postmaster General, and signed, I 
believe, on the day before he retired from office. 
It contained an express provision to this effect: 
“And it is hereby further expressly understood, 
that this contract is to have no force or validity 
until it shall have received the sanction of the 
Congress of the United States, by the passage 
of an appropriation to carry it into effect.” The 
order upon which the contract was made, emana- 
| ting from Mr. Hubbard, provided, among other 
things, “service to commence from the time 
Congress shall ratify this contract, and end in 
four years from that date.” The contract was 
signed on the 3d of March, 1853. 

On the 8th of March, Mr. Campbell took pos- 
session of the office, and three days afterwards, 
on the lith of March, he transmitted to the 
Senate, then in session, a copy of the contract 
which had been made with these parties, and 


| which depended on the action of Congress for 


1856. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


2179 


its operative validity. The communication was 
ordered to be printed, and was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
The whole fact, that a contract had been made, 
and that its going into effect depended on the 
election of Congress, to be evidenced by the mak- 
ing of an appropriation, was thus in full knowl- 
edge of the Senate, and was under consideration 
by one of its committees, at that early period. 
At the next session of Congress, as has ecn read 
at the desk, the Postmaster General called the 
attention of the two Houses to the fact that the 
contract had been made, and that he had trans- 
mitted a copy of it to the Senate; expressing at 
the same time his opinion in relation to its policy. 
His opinion was unfavorable. He had the right 
to express that opinion. It was only an opinion 
for the consideration of Congress in making up 
their decision, under the discretion reserved to 
them by the contract. I hold that it was not 
only the right, but was the duty of the Post- 
master General, holding the relation he did to 
that branch of the public service, to advise freely 
with Congress in regard to the expediency of the 
contract. 

Now the only ground of complaint, and the 
only ground on which any pretense of claim for 
damages rests, is that, in the annual report of the 
Postmaster General, at the regular session suc- 
ceeding the date of the contract, he stated that, 
since the letter of July, he had received no fur- 
ther communication from this company of con- 
tractors; and it is contended that the documents 
which he transmitted on the call of Congress 
showed otherwise. In proof of this, his corre- 
spondence with Harris & Morgan, on the 3d of 
November, is relied upon. A reference to the 
document will substantially vindicate the Post- 
master General upon this point. The correspond- 
ence with Harris & Morgan simply related to a 
proposal to change the schedule of service be- 
tween New Orleans and Vera Cruz, for which 
they were contractors. The object of the change 
was to enable a connection to be made, by means 
of the Ramsay route across Mexico, with the | 
Aspinwall line of steamers, at Acapulco. The 
Postmaster General declined this, for the reason 
that the effect of such an arrangement would de- 
feat the purpose his predecessor had in view by 
the contract with Ramsay, which was to secure 
increased frequency of service to California, and 
at the same time advised them that the contract 
with Ramsay was without effect, till sanctioned 
by Congress. There was no allegation nor proof, 
at that date, that Harris and Charnick were ready 
to carry the mail between Vera Cruz and San 
Francisco; but it was only proposed to change 
the schedule on this side to suit the regular 
Panama. line on the Pacific, that an experiment 
might be made for effect upon the opinion of 
Congress. This was expressly declared by one 
of the parties to be the reason of the application. 

Now, Mr. President, suppose the communica- 
tion which was made to Congress did not contain 
all the facts material to be communicated: was 
any objection made at the time? Is there any} 
proof that the parties, or any party, complained | 
to Congress that full information had not been | 
given by the Postmaster General? If the truth | 
were, so, it was the duty of the parties to have | 
represénted itto Congress; but, from the fact that 
his statements were allowed to remain uncontra- 


dicted during that session, which was a long ses- 
sion, we, may presume that no objection could be 
made to it. That these parties were not in a con- 
dition to fulfill their contract, and that the Post- 
master General was not the cause of hindering 
them, will be seen by a letter of theirs, dated No- 
vember 23, 1853, which was not received by the | 
Postmaster General until after he placed his report |; 
in the hands of the President. In that letter they |} 
admit that they had net been able to put them- 1 
selves in a condition to perform the service, and || 
allege reasons and excuses for it, and deprecate l 

1 

| 

i 

| 


i! 


the possible action of the Department in the annul- | 
ment of their contract. | 

I cannot, at this stage of the session, detain the | 
Senate; but I am sure that, by reference to the |! 
documents, it will be found there is no possible '; 


grounds for a fair claim of damages against the :; 


Government in this case. Jam very sorry to be | 
obliged to oppose this amendment, proposed, as | 
it is, by the committee of which I am a member; | 
but, as I was compelled to look into the facts, 1 | 


! stances, for a very large compensation. 


have deemed it my duty to state them briefly to 
the Senate. 

Mr. BAYARD. I have nothing to do with 
the merits of this case; but I hear one Senator 
give a statement of facts and reasons in favor of 
the claim, and another Senator, a member of the 
same committee, give a statement of the facts and 
reasons to show that there is no just claim. 
Here is a claim which, we are told, was before 
Congress at the last session, reported upon by 
the committee, and a bill passed. Beitso. Why 
then, I may ask, was not that bill reported as a 
private bill atthe present session? If all the facts 
were known sufficiently for the committee to re- 
port at the last session, why was it not reported 
as a private bill at this session, instead of being 
reserved for an amendment to a general appro- 
priation bill? I can see no reason for this course 
of legislation. I give no opinion on the claim, 
because I am not in a condition to pass an opin- 
ion without examining the documents. 

Mr. ADAMS. Allow me to explain 

Mr. BAYARD. Permit me to go on with my 
remarks, It was the gentleman’s own remarks 
that induced me to go on further. I spoke of the 
want of information; and the honorable Senator 
from Mississippi chooses to liken this amend- 
ment to my motion to attach an amendment to 
another bill to provide for a public object, a dome 
for the Capitol. Now, if Senators do not choose 
to inquire into public objects, but only into pri- 
vate claims, I cannot help that. I took it for 
granted that a vast number of Senators knew the 
position of affairs in regard to the dome. It was 
a public matter; it was appropriate to a general 
appropriation bill in every respect; but this is a 
private claim. That is the distinction. This 
might have been reported as a private bill, and 
ought to be acted on as a private bill. My ob- 
jection is that it is false ‘legislation, it is out- 
rageous legislation, it tends to the grossest cor- 
ruption to bring private claims forward atthe end 
of the session, and attach them to a public appro- 
priation bill; and be the grounds on which such 
movements are made what they may, I have in- 
variably voted against them. The Senate, of 
course, will exercise its discretion; but I do not 
mean to departfrom the principle of voting against 
private claims on general appropriation bills— 
although I do not mean, in this case, to condemn 
this claim at all. If it came up as a private bill, 
and the statement made on one side were correct, 
1 should vote for it; if the truth were on the other 
side, it is probable I should vote against it; but I 
really cannot, with the complicated statements 
now made, form a conclusion in my mind. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iwish to answer a question 
propounded by the Senator from Delaware. He 
desires to know why the proposition was not 


| brought forward earlier? I willstate to him, that 


the chairman of the committee [General Rusk} 
originally investigated the claim. He understood 
it better than anybody else, and it was delayed 
in the expectation that he would return, until a 
short time since, with a view of getting his 
knowledge of the subject. That is the explana- 
tion. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ido not doubt that that is the 
reason; but the absence of a single member of the 
committee is a slight excuse for not bringing for- 
ward a private bill, which, it is said, was reported 
and acted on at @ previous session. 

Mr. SLIDELL. It appears to me that two 
facts are assumed in this amendment, of one of 
which we have no evidence at all, and the other 
is in direct conflict with the record. The amend- 
ment assumes, in the first place, that damages are 
due to Ramsey and Carmick. That is a doubt- 
ful question. I doubt very much whether any 
damages have been incurred. The second fact, 


i I think, is in direct conflict with the record. The 


amendment speaks of a contract which has been 
abrogated by the Postmaster General. The Post- 
master General has no right to abrogate a con- 
tract. He has not attempted to do so. One Post- 


j master General made a provisional contract with 


these gentlemen for the transportation of the 
mail, in a given time, and under certain circum- 
I doubt 


very much whether any Postmaster General has 


a right to enter into provisional contracts of that į 


kind; but admitting that he had the right, that 


contract was subordinate, expressly, by its very | 


terms, to the sanction of Congress. That sanc- 


tion has never been given. The contract never 
actually existed; it never took effect. I have no 
sort of objection to referring the whole matter of 
law and fact to the proper officer of the Govern- 
ment, to make report at the next session; but 
facts are assumed here which I de not believe 
exist as declared in this amendment: i 

Mr. DURKEE. I ask the honorable Senator 
from Louisiana if he does not conceive that it was 
the duty of the Postmaster General to represent 
all the facts appertaining to this case, the iero- 
stration that had been made, and the expenditure 
incurred, in his annual report to Congress? 

Mr. SLIDELL. New let me submit another 
consideration to the gentlemen who advocate this 
amendment. We, two years ago, instituted a 
tribunal for the very purpose of passing on claims 
of this character, It is assumed that damages 
are due for a violation of contract. We have 
determined to remit all cases of that description 
to the Court of Claims, that tribunal having an 
infinitely better opportunity of examining into 
facts and considering carefully the law and facts 
applicable toa subject of this kind. J offer the 
suggestion that the matter be referred to the Court 
of Claims. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have examined into this 

case with some care. The particulars of it I 
| cannot give at this time, but Frecollect perfecti 
well the impression that was made upon my mind, 
and it was decidedly in favor of the claimants. I 
believed they had been injured by the contriv- 
ance or management of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, toa very great and ruinous extent to them. 
| I came to the conclusion that, if the subject ever 
| came up while I was here, I would vote for repa- 
ration to be made to them for the injary which 
they had sustained. F think that when, by this 
amendment, the subject shall be referred to an 
intelligent and competent officer to ascertain 
; whether they have sustained injury, and whether 
it is right to make reparation for that injury, it 
is a sufficient check against any imposition on the 
Government, It is placing it in the hands of one 
competent to render justice.’ I trust we shall 
not stop short of that.object if it can be attained. 

Mr. SLIDELL called for the yeas and nays 
| on the amendment and they were ordered; and 
| bets taken, resulted—yeas 19, nays 18; as fol- 

ows: 

YEAS—-Megsrs. Adama, Bell of New Hampsbire, Clay- 
ton, Cotlamer, Crittenden, Durkee, Fish, Foot, Foster, 
Geyer, Harlan, Houston, Jones of Iowa, Jones of Tennes= 
| see, Seward, Thompson of Kentucky, Trumbull, Wade; 
| and Wilson—19. ` 

srs. Allen, Bayard, Biggs, Bigler, Brodhead, 
Clay, Hunter, Iverson, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, 
Sebastian, Slidell, Weller, Wright, and Yulee—18. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
PATAPSCO RIVER BILL VETO. 


Mr. WELLER. I desire that a motion may 
be entered to reconsider the vote on the message 
of. the President in regard to the Patapsco river 
bill. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion 
will be entered. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The PRESIDENT pru tempore signed the fol- 


lowing enrolled bills: - 

An act making appropriations for the nava 
| service for the year ending the 30th of June, 1857; 

An act to reimburse the State of Vermont the 
expenses incurred by her in paying her militia, 
called out in 1838 and 1839 to preserve the neu- 
trality of the country; 

An act to regulate the compensation of mem- 
bers of Congress; 

An act to amend the acts regulating the fees, 
| costs, and other judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment in the States, Territories, and District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; and 

An act providing for a necessary increase and 
| better organization of the medical and hospital 
| department of the Army. 


LIGHT-HOUSE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


i 
i 
| 
| 
H 


and establishment of the same and other purposes, 
i and disagreed to the fourth amendment, whieh is 
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a provision in relation to the pay of the clerks in 
the Washington navy-yard. 

On motion by Mr. Sawarp, the Senate receded 
from their fourth amendment to this bill. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitting a communication 
from the Secretary of War, and a report from 
Captain M, C. Meigs, asking for an appropria- 
tion of $350,000 for the prosecution of the Capi- 
tol extension until the close of the next session 
of Congress; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

The hour of four having arrived, the Senate 
took a recess until six o'clock. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarunpay, August 16, 1856. 
The House met at eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 


by the Chaplain, Rev. Danren Warno, 
The Journalof yesterday was read and approved. 
Mr. COBB, of Georgia. 


RECESS. 

I ask the consent of 
the House to say that, as we must have a long 
session to-day, it will be better to provide for it 
atonce this morning. 
there be no objection, that the House shall take 


a recess from half past four to seven o’clock this 


evening. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I hope the gentleman will 
modify his proposition, so as to make it from 
four o’clock to seven, 

Mr. COBB. My only object is to provide for 
the transaction of the business of the [Iouse. It 
will be nécessary that we should improve all the 
time we have to finish the business of the session; 


and I think, therefore, the motion had better | 


stand as I have made it. , 
There was no objection; and the motion was 
received and agreed to. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I wish to submit a motion 
to suspend tho rules, and go into Committee of 
the Whole Ilouse, for an hour or two, in which 
we can do much for the claimants who are in 


distress for want of the money which is due them | 


by the Government. I propose that the Private 
Calendar shall be taken up where we left off the 
other day, and such bills considered as there shall 
be no objection to. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Iam in favor of the prop- 


osition of the gentleman, but I think we had better | 


dispose of the bill before the House. 

Mr. ORR. 
whether the bill regularly before the House 
the bill making appropriations for the 
steamers? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. ORR. L submit, then, that we had better 
dispose of that bill before the gentleman from 
Ohio makes his motion to go into Committee of 
the Whole. ‘The Senate ought to have this ap- 
propriation bill before them, or it will be lost. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I think we had better de- 
vote a couple of hours to the Private Calendar. I 
insist on my motion. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is itin order for the gen- 
tleman to submit the motion to suspend the 
rules ? 

The SPEAKER. 
imous consent. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I demand the regular order 
of business. 


MAIL STEAMER APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. 
ness is the consideration of House bill (No. 316) 
making appropriations for the transportation of 
the United States mail by ocean steamers and 
otherwise, during the fiscal year ending the 30th 
of June, 1857, upon which the previous question 


is not 
mail 


Itis not, except by unan- 


has been ordered. Pending that question, the : 


gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Tuorineron] sub- 
mitted a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
certain bills were referred to a Committee of the 
Whole Houge, The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Jones] raised the question of order, that the 
motion to reconsider could not be received after 
the main question had been ordered on the bill 
before the House. The Chair overruled the ques- 


I propose, therefore, if | 


I desire to inquire of the Chair | 


- | 
The regular order of busi- 


| Henry M, baller, Gill 


tion of order, and decided that the motion could 
be received and entered, but not considered at this 
time. The gentleman from Tennessee appealed | 
from that decision, and the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Unperwoop] moved to lay the ap? | 
peal on the table. The question immediately 
before the House is upon the latter motion. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. lask if the appeal 
must not go over with the motion to reconsider? 

The SPEAKER. It does not, in the opinion 
of the Chair. 

The question was taken; and the appeal was 
laid on the table. : 
The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of the mail steamer appropriation bill, the pend- 
ing question being on concurring with the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union in 
the following amendment, upon which the yeas 

and nays had been ordered: 

In line nine, insert a3 follows: 

Provided, Thatthe Secretary of the Navy is hereby direet- 
ed to give the notice provided for in the first section of the 
act entitled “An act to supply deficiencies in the appropri- | 
ations for the service of the Government for the fiscal year i 
ending the 30th June, 1854,” approved the 20th of June, } 
1854, to terminate. the arrangement for the additional allow- | 
ance for the transportation of the United States mail be- ; 


tween New York and Liverpool, in the Collins line of 
steamers. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 144, nays 25; as follows: | 


i 
YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, ! 
Barclay, Barksdale, Hendley S. Bennett, Bliss, Bowie, 
Boyce, Bradshaw, Branch, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, John P. Camp- 
bell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Claw- 
son, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, | 
Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrel, Davidson, Timothy j 
Davis, Dean, Dick, Durfee, Edie, Edmundson, Edwards, ! 
Emrie, English, Eu Evans, Faulkner, FPiorence, Foster, 
t, Goode, Greenwood, Grow, Robert | 
B. Halt, Harlan, 4. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, H 
Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hickman, | 
Honan, Holoway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine D. Hor- 
ton, Houston, Howard, George W. Jones, Kidwell, Knapp, 
Knight, Kuowiton, Knox, Kunkel, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, | 
Lumpkin, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Mar- | 
shall, MaxwelJ, McCarty, MeMullin, MeQueen, Killian ; 


Miller, Millson, Nichots, Norton, Orr, Parker, Peck, Perry, {| 


Pettit, Phelps, Pike, Porter, Powell, Pringle, Quitman, Ki- | 
caud, Richardson, Rivers, Roberts, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, | 
Sapp, Savage, Scott, Sherman, William Smith, William R. | 
Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, Stewart, Tal- į 
bott, Tappan, Taylor, Todd, Tratton, Crippe, Tyson, Un- 
derwood, Vail, Valk, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Walker, 
Warner, Cadwalader C. Wasbburne, Piliin B, Washburne, 
Watson, Winslow, Woodrat, Woodworth, Daniel B. 
Wright, Jobn V. Wright, and Zollicofler—l4d. 

NAYS =- Messrs. Benson, Billingvarst, Bishop, Bayard | 
Clarke, Diekson, Dodd, Granger, Matteson, Millward, Mor- | 
gan, Moril, Murray, Andrew Oliver, Pelton, Ritchie, Sim- | 
mons, Stranahan, Thurston, Wakeman, Israel Washburn, 
Wells, Wheeter, Whitney, Wiliams, and Wood—25, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, stated that Mr. Bent ! 
was detained from the House in consequence of 
illness. | 

Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama, stated that he had | 
been detained from the House for several days i 
past, in consequence of severe indisposition. 

Mr. NORTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment was agreed to, and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table; which latter motion was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was then ordered to be 
engrossed, and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. PHELPS moved the preyjpus question on 
the parse of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof, the bill was passed. 

Mr. PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote by | 
which the bill was passed,and also moved to lay | 
the motion to reconsider on the table; which lat- ! 
ter motion was agreed to. | 

On motion of Mr. PHELPS, by unanimous | 
consent, the 16th and 17th joint rules were sus- | 
pended, so that the bill might be considered in ; 
the Senate during the present session. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I now renew the motion 
which Imade some minutes since, to suspend the 


| rules, and go into a Committee of the Whole i 
| House on the Private Calendar; and in order that 
| the House may vote understandingly, I will state 


that I propose to take up the Private Calendar | 

where we left off the other day, and act upon the i 

bills as if it were objection day. | 
Mr. FLORENCE. I ask the gentleman from 


| sce] 


Ohio to withdraw the motion, to enable me to offer 
the following resolution: 


Whereas, there is a large anfount of unfinished business 
remaining on the Private Calendar of the two Houses of 
Congress, much of it being for debts against the United 
States in favor of its citizens, established by justice and all 
the sanctions known to the law and usage of the nation, 
which debts ought to be immediately paid, and only await 
the formal order of Congress for their payment: And 
whereas, the Congress has passed alaw inercasing the com- 
pensation of its members and providing the salary mode of 
payment, by which they are paid, as well for the time Con- 
gress does not sit, as for the time it does, making it impera- 
tive upon the Congress to finish their business before their 
adjournment: Therefore 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
time of the present session of Congress be extended until 
the 31st day of August, instant, for the purpose of disposing 
of the unfinished business at present on the Private Calen- 
dar of the two Houses respectively, and for the prompt pay- 
ment, from an overflowing Treasury, of the debts due by 
the United States to its citizens, so that the present Oon- 
gress may not be pointed at as an example of having made 
provision for increasing the debts due by the Government 
to its members, and for the immediate payment of- those 
debts, whilst it utterly failed to provide for the payment of 
the publie ereditors, many of whose claims have been so 
long established, and so unconscionably disregarded by 
Congress, whose duty it was, and is, to order their pay- 
ment; and also to transact such public business as may be 
regarded essential to the proper protection, safety, and 
support of the Government for the fiscal year beginning on 
the 1st day of July, ultimo. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I must decline to yield. 

The question was taken on Mr. Guopines’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 

The.House accordingly resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, (Mr. Haven in the chair.) 

The Chairman stated that the call of the Private 
Calendar would be resumed where it was last left 
off. 

A bill (H. R. No. 381) for the relief of Amos 
B. Corwine. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay, from any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to Amos B. Corwine, 
$27,804 33, in full compensation for moneys ex- 
pended by him in forwarding destitute citizens of 
the United States from Panama to San Francisco. 

From the report, it appears that the memorial- 
ist was, during the years 1850, 1851, 1832, and the 
greater part of the year 1853, consul of the Uni- 
ted States at Panama, New Granada, and in that 
capacity was called upon to relieve the sufferings 
of a large number of destitute American citizens, 
emigrating to California, who were detained at 
the port of Panama by the insufficiency of trans- 
portation on the Pacike side, and was required to 
supply hundreds of his sick and indigent country- 


| men with the means of subsistence, and with 


shelter during the period of their detention, and 
ultimately to forward a portion of them to San 
Francisco at his own expense. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
TTouse. ` 


A bill (HI. R. No. 382) for the relief of Don 
Piatt. [Objected to by Mr. Lercuer.] 

A bill (H. R. No. 323) for the relief of S. 
Knapp. [Objected to by Mr. Jonus, of Tennes- 


A bill (FL. R. No. 385) for the relief of George 
H. Giddings, contractor for carrying the United 
States mail on route No. 12900. 

The bill authorizes the Postmaster Genêral to 
pay to George H. Giddings, contractor for carry- 
ing the mail on route No. 12900, from Santa F€, 
New Mexico, to San Antonio, Texas, monthly 
each way, according to the contract under which 
said service is now being performed, the sum of 
$33,500, for one year’s service, commencing with 
18th of August, 1855, and continuing one year; 
provided, that the Postmaster General, with the 
assent of the contractors, be authorized to annul 
said contract. 

The mail contract on route No. 12900 was 
taken at the lettingin March, 1854, by one David 
Wasson. Thecontract was for four years, com- 
mencing on the Ist day of July, 1854, to end the 
30th day of June, 1858. The service required by 
the contract was the transportation of the mail in 
two-horse post-coaches, monthly cach way, be- 
tween Santa Fé, New Mexico, and San Antonio, 


: Texas, The compensation for this service was 


to be $16,700 per annum. 

Wasson commenced the exceution of the con- 
tract chiefly on means borrowed from the peti- 
tioner, and being unable to execute it, the peti- 
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tioner was compelled, for his own security, to 
take the contract off Wasson’s hands, and he 
has since been recognized as contractor for the 
Department. Since the petitioner assumed the 
execution of the contract, he has faithfully per- 
formed his duty. 

The evidence shows that a mail of the size and 
weight at present carried over this road cannot 
be carried in two-horse post-coaches; and the 
increase of military posts and the business of the 
country forbid the expectation that the size and 
weight of the mail will be diminished. The 
petitioner is compelled to carry the mail in car- 
riages drawn by four, and often by six mules; 
and this must be done, or a portion of the mail 
must be left. There is no prospect that a smaller 
force will suffice to transport the mail during the 
continuance of this contract. 

From the length and difficulties of the route, 
the hostile feelings of the Indians, through part 
of whose country it passes, and the exposure to 
robberies, the contractor must always send with 
the mail a strong escort of well-armed men, em- | 
ployed at high wages. There is no prospect that 
this expense can be discontinued during the exist- 
ence of the present contract, unless a military 
escort be allowed the mail; and such an escort | 
will cost the Government more than the entire 
sum proposed to be allowed to the contractor. 

The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the 
House, 


A bill (H. R. No. 388) for the relief of Doctor 
James Morrow. 

The bill directs the Secretary of State to pay 
Dr, James Morrow for his services as agricul- 
turist to the Japan expedition under Commodore 
Perry, compensation at the rate of $1,500 per 
annum, during the time he was actually employed, 
the same being additional to his compensation of 
$25 per month as master’s mate, and in full for 
his services of every nature on behalf of the Gov- 
ernment during his connection with said expe- 
dition. 

The report was read. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire 
whether this claimant was appointed for any par- 
ticular service, and.if so, whether there was any 
authority for his appointment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unable to j 
state. The Chair knows nothing of the casc, 
except what appears in the report. 

Mr. McQUEEN. Doctor Morrow was ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of the Navy, as the 
report states, with the assurance that he would 
receive adequate compensation for his services. 
Holding the rank of master’s mate, he discharged 
the duties of an assistant surgeon on the ship fo 
two months and a half, and all the pay that he has 
received is $300, 

Mr. HARLAN, 
bill. 

Mr. McQUEEN. [hope the gentleman will 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I ask whether the gentle- 
man from Ohio objects to the bill or only to the 
discussion? 

The CHAIRMAN. To the bill distinctly; or 


the Chair would not have announced it. 


An act (S. No. 162) for the relief of John H. | 
Scranton and James M. Hunt, 

The act directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wiseappropriated, to John H. Scranton and James 
M. Hunt, $7,333 33, for conveying the United 
States mails on Puget Sound in the years 1854 | 
and 1855. | 

The report states, that in the years 1852, 1853, | 
and 1854, so rapid was the increase of population | 
and improvement of the country about Puget’s 
Sound,in Washington Territory, that post offices 
were established and postmasters appointed at 
Olympia, Port Townsend, and other places, a 
distance of about three hundred and twenty miles, 
and the United States mail conveyed by contract 
to the 30th of June, 1854, at which time the con- 
tract expired. That after that date, there being 
no contract conveyance, and the facilities of the 
country requiring it, the petitioners, at the urgent | 
request of the citizens and business community, 
the collector of the customs at Port Townsend, | 
and officers of the Territory, conveyed the mails || 
from the 25th of September, 1854, to the 28th of || 
August, 1855, by steamboats, and the service |! 


I object to debate and to the 


i tract. 


| and the Speaker having resumed the chair, a 


| the Government in 
| that the Senate had passed the billof the House 
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was regularly performed, at great expense and | 
sacrifice. 

That their claim for this service is sustained by 
the evidence of the different postmasters on the 
route and the United States mail agents, by the 
action of the Legislative Assembly of Washington 
Territory, and by the Delegates in Congress, 
Messrs. Axperson and Lanr, from Washington 
and Oregon Territories, who say in their testi- 
mony, that ‘fin regard to the claim of Messrs. 
Scranton and Hunt, for mail service on Puget 
Sound, we would say, that the amount asked for 
the service in question is about one half what the 
United States are now paying for the same service 
on the Pacific, viz: from Panama to Astoria, the 
sum paid for that service is $348,250, a distance 
of 3,500 miles’ service, semi-monthly. This 
amounts to about forty-nine dollars per mile.” 

“ The distance from Olympia to the points on 
Puget Sound mentioned in the memorial of 
Messrs. Scranton and Haunt, is from three hun- 
dred and twenty to three hundred and thirty 
miles, and allowing the same rate per mile as is 
paid for the other service, viz: from Panama to 
Astoria, the claim of Messrs. Scranton and Hunt 
would be upwards of $15,000.” 

Mr. LETCHER. What were the terms of the 
original contract ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can give no 
information as to the terms of the original con- | 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Tunderstand the 
case to be, that the former contractor gave it up, 
and no person could be got to carry the mail for | 
the sumallowed. The collector of customs, mail | 
agent, and the business community urged the 
claimants to perform the service 

The CHAIRMAN, (interrupting.) The Chair 
only allows this discussion fora moment. Does 
the gentleman from Virginia object to the bill? 

Mr. LETCHER. Imake no objection. 

The bill was laid aside to be. reported to the 
House. 

A bill GI. R. No. 405) for the relief of com- 
mander John L. Saunders. [Objected to by Mr. 
Leirer.] 

A bill (H. R. No. 407) for the relief of 
Mary Jemison, deceased. [Objected to by Mr. | 
Lercuer.} 

At this point the committee rose informally; 


message was received from the Senate, by Asnury 
Dickins, their Secretary, announcing that the 
Senate had passed, with an amendment, a joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 26) giving an increased 
compensation to the laborers in the employment 
of the executive and legislative departments of j 
the city of Washington; 


(No. 201) making appropriations for certain civil 
expenses of the Government for the year ending 
June 30, 1857, with sundry amendments, in 
which he was directed to ask the concurrence of 
the House; that the Senate had concurred in 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. No. 
398) regulating the compensation of members of 
Congress; and that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the Indian 
appropriation bill. 

The committee then resumed its session. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I move that the commit- 
tee do now rise for the purpose of taking up the 
appropriation bills which have just been sent from 
the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. So the committee 
rose; and the Speaker having resumed the chair, | 
Mr. Haven reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House had, according to order, had the 
Private Calendar generally under consideration, 
and had directed him to report to the House bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 381) for the relief of Amos | 
B. Corwine; 

A bill (H. R. No. 385) for the relief of George 
H. Giddings, contractor for carrying the United 
States maij on route No. 12900; and 

An act (S. No. 162) for the relief of John H. 
Scranton and James M. Hunt. 

‘The House bills were severally ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, were accordingly read the third time and | 
passed. The Senate bill was ordered to a third |; 


reading; and it was accordingly read the. third 
time and passed. i 
Mr. GIDDINGS moved to reconsider the votes 
by which the bills were passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had examined 
and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: + 
_An act (S. No. 398) to regulate the compensa- 
tion of members of Congress; 

An act (S. No. 381) to amend the acts regula- 
ting the fees, costs, and other judicial expenses 
of the Government in the States, Territories, and 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes; and 

An act (S. No. 111) providing for a necessar 
increase of, and better organization of, the medi- 
cal and hospital departments of the Army. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dicks, their Secretary, notifying the 
House that the Senate had passed a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 27) extending the time for the 
creditors of Texas to present their claims, with 
an amendment, in which he was directed to. ask 
the concurrence of the House. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
civil appropriation bill, with the amendments of 
the Senate thereto, be taken from the Speaker’s 
table for consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is evident that this bill, 
and the amendments of the Senate to it, which 


i} are many, must ultimately go to a committee of 


conference; and it will save much time if the 
House disagree to the Senate amendments in 
gross, and at once have a committee of confer- 
ence. 

Mr. ORR. I dislike to throw any obstruction 
in the way of the gentleman from Ohio, but I 
think, under his suggestion, we will be taking 
these amendments too much in gross. I shoul 
lke to have the amendments read. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will inform my friend 
from South Carolina that it will take at Teast an 
hour to read them. It is evident that we. shal 
not agree to all of these amendments. : 

The SPEAKER. The motion indicated by 
the gentleman from Ohio can only be entertained 
by unanimous consent, 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. The usual course 
would be to refer these amendments to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means; but the gentleman 
from Scuth Carolina knows that that committee 
cannot meet during the session of the House; 
and the committee of conference will, therefore, 
take the place of the Committee of Ways and 
Means. The committee of conference will ex- 
amine all these amendments, and report upon 
them to the House. I trust, then, that the course 
suggested by the gentleman from Ohio will be 
pursued. It seems to me to be the proper way, 
under the circumstances, in which to dispose of 
the bill. : 

Mr.ORR. If the responsibility is to be thrown 
on me, I withdraw my objection. Iwill not take 
the responsibility of defeating any of these appro- 
priation bills. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I should like to know from 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Méans what appropriation bills there are in the 
House undisposed of? His answer will control 
my conduct in reference to the present motion. 
If we have no other appropriation bill here we 
should proceed with these amendments as far as 
we can. If we have other appropriation bills re- 


, quiring action, I, of course, shall follow in the 
lead of the Committee of Ways and Means. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, In reply to the gentleman 
from Alabama, I will say that I understand there 
are two committees of conference ready to report 
who have failed to agree with the managers of 
the conferences on the part of the Senate. ‘Those 
reports will probably give rise to much debate, 
and perhaps the yeas and nays may have to be 
called two or three times. I am satisfied that we 
cannot get along with the appropriation bills 
without pursuing the course I have suggested. 

Mr. STANTON. Like the gentleman from 
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South Carolina, [Mr. OrR,] I do not feel disposed 
to take the responsibility of defeating this appro- 
priation bill; but I wish the House to understand 
that there are some four or five millions of dol- 
lars involved in these amendments. If these 
amendments go to the committee of conference 
upon a general disagreement to all, a single vote 
will be taken, when the committee report, upon 
agreeing or disagreeing to the amendments. Now, 
the committee of conference, if appointed now, 
would have no indication as to what amendments 
of the Senate the House desires to agree or dis- 
agree to. The House is cut off from all oppor- 
tunity of expressing its opinion in detail upon 
them. I confess that I would rather sit all night 
and Sunday until twelve o’clock, than adopt this 
-wholesale way of disposing of these amendments. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Does my colleague ob- 
ject? I think he has had as much to do with 
throwing obstacles in the way of these appro- 
riation bills as any other member of this House. 
wish to know whether he objects? 
Mr. STANTON. As my colleague challenges 
me to. object, I do object. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I move to suspend 
the rules. 
Mr. JONES, af Tennessee. If the gentleman 
from Ohio will hear me, I will propose that he 


call the previous question upon these amend- | 


ments, and then we will have them read over, and 
have a vote of the House upon them separately 
without debate. It is an extraordinary course, I 
know; but we are in an extraordinary condition, 
and, therefore, I make the suggestion. The 
House, under that course, may agree to some of 
the amendments, and refer those to which it dis- 
agrees to a committee of conference. 

Mr. MILLSON. I am inclined to think, from 
what has just passed before us, that the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Sranron,] who made objec- 
tion, did not seriously intend to make objection; 
but fancying that he was challenged by his col- 
Teague to make an objection, he did so because 
some little personal feeling or pride of position 


was involved. I beg leave to suggest to the gen- | 
tleman from Ohio, who may feel disposed to make | 


objection to the proposed proceeding, that this 
. course js one exceedingly common in this Hall, 
especially at this period of the session; and the 
gentleman will find that, while the present course 
Js Well calculated to save time, the difficulties 
which he suggests will not be avoided by the 
adoption of the mode which he indicated just 
now; for if we concur or non-concur in many 


amendments of the Senate, at last all those will | 


be subject to the action of the committee of con- 
ference, and we shall in the end be compelled to 
vote upon the report of that committee as a whole. 
And F suggest to the gentleman from Ohio that 
we obtain a decided advantage in the conference 
by objecting to all the amendmonts of the Senate, 
for then in the committee we may recede from 
a number of them, and use our disposition to 
recede as a reason for urging the Senate to recede 
from some of their amendments. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The motion to suspend the 
rules is not debatable, unless by general consent. 

Mr. STANTON. My purpose in rising before 
was to indicate to the House what the result of 
this mode of proceeding would be; and I did not 
intend, until challenged to do so by my colleague, 
to interpose any objection. Iwill now withdraw 
my objection. 

Mr, MILLSON. 
The SPEAKER. 
there is no objection, 
Mr. FLAGLER. 
pose, to ask for a separate vote upon any amend- 

ment where it is desired ? : 

The SPEAKER. The amendments are to be 
considered together, by the unanimous consent of 
the House, just given, as the Chair understood. 

Mr. WALKER. I desire to know what will 
be the effect of such an order of the Heuse re- 
ferring the amendments to a committee of confer- 
ence? Will the committee be bound by the action 
of the House upon the amendments ? 

The SPEAKER. The whole matter will be 


Then there is no objection. 


in the discretion of the committee of conference. | 


Mr. MACE. Ifthe proposition is to disagree 
to these amendments in the aggregate, and then 
refer the whole matter to a committee of confer- 
ence, I object. 


The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 


‘The Chair understands that | 


It will be in order, I sup-! 


| Custom-hous 


man from Ohio has been adopted by gencral con- 
sent. 

Mr. FLAGLER. 
ments read? 

The SPEAKER. 
ed 


Mr. FLAGLER. 
them. 

Mr. ORR. If the gentleman from New York 
requires that the amendments shall be read, I 
suppose that the House can, with the consump- 
tion of but little more time, vote upon them as 
they are reported by the Clerk. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ifthe gentleman from New 
York insists upon the reading of the amendments, 
I will withdraw my motion, and move the previ- 
ous question upon the amendments. r 
know whether the gentleman insists upon his 
demand? 

Mr, FLAGLER. I think thatthe amendments 


We can have the amend- 
They will be read if request- 
I call for the reading of 


| ought to be read; but if we can have a separate 


yote upon any amendments we may designate, I 
am willing that the vote shall be taken in gross 
upon the others. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered. 

The Senate amendments were then reported 
by the Clerk; upon which action was had as fol- 
ows: 


First amendment: 

Page 2, line six, strike out the word “ correct,” and in- 
sert in licu thereof the word ‘f counect;” so as to make 
the clause read : 

For running a line to connect the triangulation on the 
Atiantic coast with that on the Gulf of Mexico, across the 
Florida peninsula, $15,000, 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Second amendment: 

Add to the clause making appropriation for repairing 
eertain public buildings in Philadelphia, and for purchasing 
a site for a building for the accommodation of the United 
States courts in Baltimore, &c., the following : 

And the further sum of $267,000 to enable the President 
to purchase the lot, aud repair the building thereon, con- 
diuonally purchased by him of the Merchants’ Exchange 
Company for a post ofice in the said city of Baltimore. 


The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Third amendment: 

Strike out the word “building,” and insert the word 
“buildings 37? so as to make the paragraph in relation to the 
United States court at Baltimore read: , 

Provided, That uo part of the money shall be applied for 
the erection of such buildings until, &c. . 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Fourth amendment: 

Page ten, after line eighteen, insert: 

To enable the Seere of the Treasury to purchase for 


| the United States the lotin the rear of the marine hospital 


ut Mobile, Alabama, $6,000, 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Fifth amendment: 
Insert as follows : 


For completing the marine hospital at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
$86,000. 


The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Sixth amendment: 

Insert as follows : 

For improving Battery and Washington streets and road- 
way O. P., around the custom-house at San Francisco, 
Catiformia, $13,401 30. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Seventh amendment: 

Strike ont the words, “ tor flagging the sidewalks and all 
the arcas, terrace, curb-stone for three streets, building 
three vanits, and completing the stone balustrade of the 
e at Cincinnati, Ohio, $20,609 90,” and insert in 
licu thereof the following: 

For completing the custom-house and post office build- 
ings at Cincinnati, Ohio, with all the necessary additions, 
appendages, and accommodations, $35,000. 

Mr. HARRISON. Task that the recommend- 
ation of the Secretary of the Treasury may be 
read. 

Objection was made. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Eighth amendment: 


Page 11, line ten, after word “ dollars,” strike out the fol- 
lowing: 

Provided, That it shall not be lawful, after the 15th day 
of November, inthe year 1856, for any officer in commission 
in the military service of the United States to have charge 
of or to be employed as assistant superintendent or architect 
in the construction of the building for which this appropri- 
ation is made, nor for any other custom-house, or marine 
hospital, mint, post ofice, court-honse, Capitol extension, 
or other public building, except such as pertain to the mili- 
tary defense of the United States: And provided further, 
That from and after the said 15th day of November, 1856, 
the general supervision of the construction of the Capitol 


I wish to | 


and Post Office extensions shall be transferred from the 
Secretary of War to the Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. BALL called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Epm and 
BARKSDALE Were appointed. 

The question was taken; 
ported—ayes 83, noes 69. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 


Ninth amendment: 


For inclosing and grading the lot, constructing pave- 
ments and cisterns, and introducing gas for the custom 
house at Oswego, New York, $5,000. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Tenth amendment: 


For fencing and grading the grounds, completing and 
furnishing the custom-house at Barnstable, Massachusetts, 
$9,870 80. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Eleventh amendment: 


For bridging the Kenduskeag river on each side of the 
custom-house, at Bangor, Maine, from the middle bridge to 
the lower bridge, $5,300. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
Twelfth amendment: 


And the Seeretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
to seil the old custom-house and lot, at Providence, Rhode 
Island, and apply the proceeds thereof to the purchase of 
iand for the enlargement of the site of the custom-house 
now. being constructed at that place; or to exchange said 
oft custom-house and lot for land for the enlargement of 
said site, if, in the opinion of said Secretary, it shall be 
more advantageous. i 


The amendment was concurred in. 


and the telers re- 


Thirteenth amendment: 

After line two hundred and thirty-eight, insert: 

That the officers of the late surveying and exploring ex- 
pedition to the China seas, and Behring’s straits, who, under 
the orders of the Seeretary of the Navy, performed the 
| duties of grades higher than their own respectively, shall 
he entitled to receive, in lieu of the pay of their own grades, 
the pay of the grades whose duties they performed, respeet- 
ively, tor and during the time they pertormed the same; 
and that the same be paid out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 


The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Fourteenth amendment: 

Tn the clause for the completion of the marine hospital at 
New Orleans, in addition to the appropriation heretofore 
made by the act approved August 4, 1854, $86,322 10, strike 
out “ &86,322 10, and insert: 

One hundred and fifty-one thousand six hundred and 
fifly-nine dollars and twenty cents: Provided, That the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall be authorized to direct the 
said hospital to be built either of iron or brick, or of both 
materials and fire-proof, as in his discretion he may dcem 
best adapted to the climate. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Fifteenth amendment: 

For completing the custom-honse at Norfolk, Virginia, 
$541,652 53: Provided, That the proceeds that shall be re- 
ceived from the sale of the present custom-house shall be 
paid into the Treasury of the United States. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Sixteenth amendment: 

For enlarging the building provided by law to be con- 
structed at Bristol, Rhode Island, for a post office and 
court-house, over the plan adopted under the appropriation 
heretofore made, and so modifying said plan as, in the opin- 
ion of the Sceretary of the Treasury, the public conveni- 
ence shalt require, $7,500, and ten per centum on the same 
for contingencies: Provided, That such enlargement and 
modification shall be completed within the sums heretofore 
and hereby appropriated. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Seventeenth amendment: 


For alteration and improvement of the court-room in the 
City Hall of the city of Washington, in the District of Co- 
lumbia, the sum of $2,500. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Eighteenth amendment: 

For continuing the Capitol extension, $750,000. 

For continuing the grading and planting with trees the 
unimproved portions of the Mall, $10,000. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Nineteenth amendment: 

For continuing the works on the Washington aqueduct, 
$500,000. 

Mr. BOWIE. I call for the yeas and nays on 
that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. Rae 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 76, nays 101; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Barbour, Barksdale, 
Hendley S. Bennett, Bilinghurst, Bocock, Bowie, Boyee, 
Branch, James H. Campbeil, Lewis D. Campbell, Bayard 
Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Craige, Cullen, 
Davidson, Denver, Dick, Dickson, Edmundson, Eustis, 
Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. 


DÐ. Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Robert B. Hall, Thomas L. 
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Harris, Harrison, Hoffman, Valentine B. Horton, Kelly, 
Kidwell, Knight, Kunkel, Lake, Mace, Alexander K. Mar- 
shall, Hurmpbrey Marshall, Maxwell, Killian Miller, Mill- 
ward, Orr, Peck, Pennington, Porter, Ricaud, Ritchie, 
Roberts, Rust, Sandidge, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Wil- 
Ham Smith, William R. Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, 
Taylor, Thoripgton, Thurston, Trafton, Tyson, Under- 
wood, Vail, Valk, Wakeman, Warner, Wheeler, Winslow, 
and Wood—76. 

NAYS — Messrs. Ball, Barclay, Bliss, Brenton, Brooks, 
Broom, Buffinton, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cox, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, 
Heury Winter Davis, Dean, Dodd, Dowdell, Durfee, Edie, 
Edwards, Elliott, Emrie, Etheridge, Flagler, Galloway, 
Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Hickman, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Houston, Howard, Hughston, George 
W. Jones, Kelsey, King, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Me- 
Mullin, McQueen, Millson, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, 
Parker, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Powell, Pringle, Puryear, 
Quitman, Rivers, Ruffin, Sage, Sapp, Seott, Sherman, Sim- 
mons, Sneed, Spinner, Stanton, Trippe, Wade, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Cadwalader C., Washburne, Ellihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wells, Williams, 
Woodruft, Woodworth, Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, 
and Zollicoffer—1L01. 


So the amendment was non-concurred in. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A messsage was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dicxins, their Secretary, notifying the 
House that the Senate had passed a bill (H. R. 
No, 574) making an appropriation for the survey 
of the southern boundary line of Kansas Terri- 
tory, without amendment. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL~~AGAIN. 


Twentieth amendment: 

For continuing the construction of the new dome of the 
Capitol, $100,000, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Wape and 
A. K. Marsuau. were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 73, noes 42. 

Mr. STANTON. 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I desire to suggest 
that if the yeas and nays are ordered on all these 
amendments we never shall get through with this 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. STANTON. There was no quorum on 
the vote of tellers. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 102, nays 67; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Barbour, Barksdale, 
Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, 
noe Brooks, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, 
Davis, Timothy Davis, Denver, Dick, Dickson, Durfee, 
Edie, Edmundson, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Flagler, Flor- 
ence, Foster, Giddings, Goode, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, 
Herbert, Hickinan, Hoffman, Valentihe B, Horton, Kelly, 
Knight, Kunkel, Eake, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. 


Marshall, Maxwell, McQueen, Killian Miller, Millson, 
Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Mordecai Oli- 


I call for tellers on ‘the 


I call for the yeas and 


ver, Orr, Parker, Pearce, Peck, Pelton, Pennington, Porter, | 


Pringle, Ricaud, Ritchie, Roberts, Sandidge, Scott, Sher- 
man, Simmons, William Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, 
Spinner, Stephens, Stewart, Stranahan, Swope, Taylor, 
Thorington, ‘Thurston, ‘Codd, Tratton, Trippe, Tyson, 
Vail, Valk, Walker, Warner, Cadwalader C. Washburne, 
Welch, Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, 
Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zollicostler—102. 

NAYS — Messrs. Ball, Henry Bennett, Hendley S. Ben- 
nett, Bliss, Branch, Brenton, Baflinton, Burnett, Cadwala- 
der, Caskie, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Howell Cobb, William- 
son Re W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cox, Cragin, 
Cumback, Damrelt, Dean, Dodd, Eliott, Emrie, English, 
Galloway, Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Harlan, Holloway, 
Thomas É. Horton, Houston, Huguston, George W. Jones, 
Kidwell, King, Knapp, Knox, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
Alexander K. Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, MeMullin, 
Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Perry, Phelps, Pike, Powell, 
Puryear, Rufin, Sapp, Savage, Shorter, Stanton, Tappan, 
Underwood, Wade, Waldron, Elihu B. Washburne, Wat- 
son, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—67, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


Twenty-first amendment: 


That the public lands heretofore reserved for military 
purposes in the State of Florida, which said lands, in the 
Opinion of the Secretary of War, are no longer useful or 
desired for such purposes, or s0 much thereof as said Sec- 
retary may designate, shall be, and are hereby, placed under 
the control of the General Land Office, to be disposed of 
and sold in the same manner and under the same regula- 
tions as other publie tands of the United States : Provided, 
"Phat said lands shall not be so placed under the contro} of 
the General Land Office until said opinion of the Secretary 
of War, giving his consent communicated to the Secretary 
of the Interior in writing, shall be filed and recorded. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


rd Clarke, Clingman, Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter | 


Twenty-second amendment: 


_ For defraying the enses of running the houndary j 
line between the State of Texas and the Territory of New 
Mexico, $10,000. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
Twenty-third amendment: 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay for, or } 
allow for, the engraving of the “Ingraham medal,” in pur- i 
suance of a contract made by direction of the Secretary of 
the Navy, under authority of law, $2,200. | 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
remainder of the amendments—some fifty-four— 
be non-concurred in en masse, with a view of 
having a committee of conference, which must be 
had sooner or later on these amendments, — 

The motion was entertained by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 

The remaining amendments were accordingly | 
non-concurred ins ` 


A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States, by Siwney Wes- 
ster, Esq., his Private Secretary. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. new move that 
a committee of conference be appointed upon į 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon 
this bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon, 

The SPEAKER appointed, as such committee 
upon the part of the House, Messrs. Davis of 
Maryland, Wasusurnz of Illinois, and H. Mar- 
SHALL. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. No. 153) making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the year ending 30th of June, 1857, with the action 
of the Senate thereon, and will move that the 
House insist upon its amendment to the amend- 
ment of the Senate, and that a committee of con- 
ference be appointed. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon 

‘The Speaker appointed as such committee on 
the part of the House, Messrs. CAMPBELL of Ohio, 
PENNINGTON, and QUITMAN. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL-~REPORT OF 
CONFERENCE COMMITTEE. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I desire 
to report from the committee of conference upon 
the Indian appropriation bill the following: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 71) making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1857, 
having met, after full and free conference, have agreed. to 
recominend, and do recominend, to their respective Houses, | 
as foliows: 

That the House do recede from its disagreement to the 
sixtieth amendment of the Senate, with an amendment as 
follows: 

Add at the end of the section the words, “ But the yearly 
pay of interpreters in that State shall in no ease exceed | 
B1 000.7? r 
3 ‘!hat the House do recede from its disagreement to the 
sixty-fourth amendment of the Senate, with amendments | 
as follows: i 

In tine seven strike out the word “ made,” and in lieu i 
thereof insert, “heretofore made and filed in the Depart- 
ment of the Interior ;?? add at the end of the section the | 
words, Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be ; 
construed to bind the United States to make payment of said | 
elaims.”? 

That the Senate recede from its 57th, 59th, Gist, 65th, i 


i 
and 67th amendments, and that the House of Representa- "i 


tives concur in the 62d and 63d amendments of the Senate. 
The amendments of the Senate in which the | 


committee recommend a concurrence, with amend- || 


ments, are as follows: i 


T 
: 


| the Interior be authorized and required to cause an inves- 
tigation to be had of the claims for depredations by Indians 
in the Territory of New Mexico, that may have been made, 
and report to the next session of Congress, or ay soon as 
practicable, the factsin each case, and pai ticularly enunier- 
ating such as come within the provisions of the intercourse 
law, and for which, in his opinion, indemnity should be pro- 
vided by Congress. 


The committee recommend a concurrence in 
that amendment, with an amendment to strike 
out the word “ made,” and insert in Heu thereof 
the words ‘‘ heretofore. made, and filed in the 
Department of the Interior;’? and to/add at the - 
end of the section the words: 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be con- 
stredo bind the United States to make payment of such 
claim. 


The amendments of the Senate in which the 
committee recommend a concurrence by the 
House are as follows: 


Sixty-second amendment: : 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of. 
the Interior be required to pay to Spunk, or Bald Frog,” 
alias Joseph Henson, the amount of $400 for his valuation 
of an improvement under the Cherokee treaty of 1885, in 
pursuance of the provision of the twenty-fourth section of 
the act of Mareh 3, 1855, making appropriations for the-civil 
and diplomatie expenses of the Government. £ 


The sum contained in that amendment had 
been appropriated in a former appropriation bill, 
and the only question was, as to which Bald 
Frog—for there were two Indians of that name— 
was entitled to the amount. Satisfactory proof 
having been made that the Indian known as 
Bald Frog, alias Joseph Henson, is entitled to it, 
the committee recommend a concurrence in the 
amendment, 


Sixty-third amendment: 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That, in addition to the 
number now allowed by law, the President be authorized 
to appoint one {ndian agent, east of the Rocky Mountains, 
at a salary of $1,500. 


The amendments from which the committee 
recommend that the Senate do recede are the 
following: 


Fifty-seventh amendment: 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to redeem the 
pledges of Governor 1). Meriwether, in the articles recently 
negotiated by him, under instructions given in pursuance 
of the act of Congress making appropriations to defray the 
expenses of said negotiations, made to the tribes and bands 
respectively, with whom peaceable relations have been 
definitely agreed on and now exist, in making to said fn- 
dians presents of goods, agricultural implements, and other 
useful articles, and in assisting them to locate in permanent 
abodes, and sustain themselves by the pursuits of civilized 
life, $35,000. 

Fifty-ninth amendment: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That; in settling the 
accounts of Thomas J. Henley, superintendent of Indian 
affairs in California, the accounting officers of the Treasury 
be, and they are hereby, authorized to allow him the 
amounts he actually paid to interpreters during the years 
of 1854 and 1855; and the amount of $750 paid by him to 
Saunders and Brenham, for interest on money advanced 
by them on account of the Indian service in California, 
upon his producing satisfactory vouchers for these expend 
itures, 

Sixty-first amendment: 

Src. 5. And be it further enacted, That in the assignment 
or transfer of warrants issued, or hereafter to be issued, to 
the Creeks and Seminoles of Black Dirt’s party, the agent 
of said Indians may recognize, in certifying to the validity 
of such transfers or assigninents, such amounts as he may 
be satisfied have been previously advanced to the warran- 
tees, or their representatives, in good faith, as part of the 
purebase-money thereof, and consideration therefor, either 
| in money or goods. 


Sixty-fifth amendment: 

Sec. 9. And he it further enacted, That the third section 
of the act making appropriation for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, approve 
March 3, 1855, be, and the same is hereby, so modified and 
amended as to limit the authority of th secretary of the 


Sec. 4. Andbe it further enacted, That the act of 27th | 
of February, 1851, fixing the rate of compensation for in- į 
terpreters, as far as it relates to California, be and the same i 
is hereby repealed— 
with an amendment to add thereto the follow- ; 
ing: 

But the yearly pay of the interpreter in that State shall 
in no case exceed $1,000. 

The pay of an interpreter, under the general 
law, 18 $500, but the committee recommend that 
in California it shall be limited to a sum not ex 
ceeding $1,000. The superintendent of Indian i 
affairs had recommended $2,000. 

The next Senate amendment in which the | 
committee recommend a concurrence, with an | 
amendment, is as fellows: i 

Sec. 8, And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of | 


i Interior to cause to be paid the sum of $53 33 to such indi- 
i viduals only of the North Carolina Cherokees as are em~ 
| 


braced in the roll of Jobn C. Mullay,and who may be living 
at the time of payment provided for in the said section of 
said act: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be 
construed to repeal any provision in said act. 


Sixty-seventh amendment: 


Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
| War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to 
| Jean Baptiste Faribault, and Pelagie Faribault, his wife, 
the sum of @12,000, with interest thereupon from the 12th 
of March, 1839, in full payment of their ciaim to the island 
at the confluence of the Mississippi and St. Pierre rivers, in 
fulfillment of a contract entered into for that purpose on said 
| 32th day of March, 1839; between the Secretary of War 


: | and the attorneys in fact of the said Faribault and wife. 
| 


I ask the House to concur in the report of the 


i!l committee, and upon that I call the previous 


. 
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` 'The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof, the report of the committee of 
conference was concurred in. > 

Mr. PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which said report was concurred in, and also 
moved tolay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assury Dicums, their Secretary, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed, without amend- 
ment, House bills of the following titles: 

A bill for the relief of the representatives and 
sureties of Robert King, deceased; and 

A bill for the relief of John Poe, of Louisville, 
Kentucky. ; 

Also, that they had passed, with amendments, 
in which he was directed to ask the concurrence 

¿of the House, a bill of the following title: 

A bill making appropriations for light-houses, 
light-boats, buoys, &c., and providing for the 
erection and establishment of the same, and for 
other purposes. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL— 
CONFERENCE COMMITTEE., 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I desire to make a 
report from the committee of conference upon 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
bill (H. R. No. 202) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1857; and I desire the attention of the 
House, as l propose to ask the action of the House 
upon the proposition which I am going to submit, 
and I desire the House to understand it. The 
committee of couference were unable to agree, 
They did agree, however, upon a number of 
amendments, but they could not make a report in 
part, and therefore the committee separated with- 
out agreeing upon any report. They separated, 
however, with the ‘understanding, that those 
amendments from which the Senate committee 
were willing to recede, the Senate should recede 
from, and that we would move in the House that 
the House should recede from those disagree- 
ments which the committee of conference, on the 

art of the House, were willing to recede from. 
if this action should be carried out by the two 
Houses, the disagreement would be brought down 
to one or two questions. ‘The Senate have car- 
ried out that suggestion. On the motion ofa mem- 
ber of the committee of conference, they have 
receded from their amendments to which we dis- 
agreed. J will state to the Mouse what they were, 
although no action can be had upon them by the 
House, for—the Senate having receded from them 
they have fallen. 

The Senate concurred in the twenty-fifth 
amendment of the House, which was a mere 
formal amendment, amounting to nothing. They 
also concurred in our amendment where we in- 
serted a proviso in reference to the Madison 
papers. They also concurred in our amendment 
an relation to the transfer of certain clerks of 
Departments. ‘They also receded from their 
amendment in relation to the compensation of 
surgeons at Panama, They have receded from 
their amendment proposing to establish a library 
for the Court of Claims. They have also receded 
from their amendment providing for extra pay of 
laborers in the Executive Departments. These 
amendments—it is now reported to us—the Senate 


have receded from, and no further action can be | 


had in regard to them by this House. 

On the part of the House, I move now, that it 
recede from its action in regard to the following 
amendments, wherein the committee of conference 
unanimously agreed, in endeavoring to arrange 
the difficulties between the two Houses, to recom- 
mend the House to recede: from its disagreement 
to the Ist, 2d, and 3d amendments of the Senate, 
providing for compensation to the disbursing offi- 
cers of the Senate, and to the clerk of one of their 
committees, authorized by resolution of the Sen- 
ate, just as we authorize the employment of clerks 
to our committees. We propose also to recede 
from our disagreement to the amendment of the 


Senate putting in an appropriation for payment | 


for extra copies of the Globe and Appendix. It 
is hardly necessary that I should state to the 
Flousc—members are aware of it—that a certain 


i : 

p question upon them. 
| 
i 


| extra number of copies of the Globe and Appendix 
is furnished te each memlgge of the House and 
| Senator. At the time our bil passed we had not 
{been furnished with an estimate for the extra 
numbers of the Globe and Appendix to be fur- 
nished to the Senate. We therefore inserted a 
provision merely to pay for our own number of 
the Globe. The amendment of the Senate was 
the usual one, providing a further sum to pay for 
their number, to which there can be no objection. 

The eleventh amendment of the Senate was to 
reimburse one of our consular agents for money 
paid out, and expended, in carrying out the ncu- 
trality law. The House will recollect, that in the 
bill just disposed of we have appropriated, at the 
instance of the State Department, $10,000, to be 
placed at the disposal of the Secretary of State, 
for the purpose of enforcing our neutrality laws. 
No such appropriation having been made by the 
last Congress, there was no money in the Treas- 
ury to meet these contingencies; and the Secre- 
tary of State has called upon us to give him that 
amount to meet these contingencies. The Senate 
put in an amendment for it; and the committee 
agreed to recommend the House to recede from 
its disagreement to it. 

The other amendment of the Senate in regard 
to which the committee agreed to recommend the 
House to recede from its action, was in relation 
to the compensation of some three or four clerks 
in the Department of State. A difficulty arose 
about the compensation of these clerks, as to 
whether or not they were entitled to certain in- 
creased compensation voted by Congress to clerks 
of accrtain class. The Secretary of State held 
that they were. The Secretary of the Treasury 
i held that they were not. ‘This amendment of the 
Senate was simply for a construction of this law 
iu favor of the construction made by the Secre- 
lary of State. 

These are the amendments, Mr. Speaker, from 
its disagreement to which it is proposed that the 
Ifouse shall recede. Ifthe House recede as the 
Senate has receded from a portion of its amend- 
ments, it will then leave, as questions still pending 
between the two Houses, the following: the three 
provisoes in relation to Kansas. They are under- 
i stood by the Elouse, and it is unnecessary for me 
to speak of them in detail. They are the pro- 
visoes in relation to the executive and judiciary 
| departments, and the general proviso about the 
enforcement of the law there, and the amendment 
i of the Senate roviding pay for the Legislature 
‘of Kansas, hese three amendments (Nos. 20, 
| 21, and 30) will still stand as open questions. 
| In addition to these there wil be left the dis- 
agreement between the two Houses on the pro- 
vision for paying for the books distributed by 
resolution of the Ifouse; also, that for the in- 
i ercased pay of the officers of the Mint at Phil- 
fadelphia; also, that for increased pay for some 
| judicial officers in California, and in this District; 
| also, that ereating the offices of an additional 
inspector and two subordinate inspectors on the 
Pacific coast. 


will be open questions, on which the Senate has 
| invited another committee of conference. On 
| these amendments that I have last referred to, the 
Senate is willing to recede from its disagreement, 
, if the Elouse recede from its Kansas provisoes. 
[On that point we cannot agree; and therefore 
the conference was broken up. I movenow that 
t 


the House recede from its disagreements to the 
amendments from which I have stated the com- 
mittee of conference were willing to recede; and 
I move to insist on the other disagreeing votes, 
and to agree to the request of the Senate for an- 
|, other committee of conference. I would state 
|| that my motion to insist on our disagrecing votes 
|| is merely a formal motion. The House knows 
that I was opposed to those Kansas provisoes; 
ibut I do not propose at this time to ask a test 
T prefer that another com- 
| mittee of conference shall be appointed; and it 
will be time enough to make a test question when 
; we see whether another committee of conference 


1 
f 
fl 
i 


ji cannot agree on the disagreeing votes. I ask the 
|| previous question. 


The previous question was seconded; and the 
; Main question ordered to be now put. 


| ‘The question was then taken, and Mr. Coss’s 


Happointed Messrs. Coss of Georgia, Grow, and 


If my motion be agreed to, Mr. Speaker, these | 


| motion was agreed to;and the Speaker thereupon | 


Marreson, to constitute the second committee 
of conference on the part of the House. 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the House agreed to his motion, and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on: 
the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles, when the Speaker signed the same: 

Anact making appropriations for the survey 
of the southern boundary line of Kansas Terri- 
tory; and 

Aa act for the relief of John H. Scranton and 
James M. Hunt. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, in 
answer to a resolution of the House, in relation 
to the pardon of Daniel Drayton and Adam Say- 
ers in 1852, transmitting a communication from 
the Secretary of State, giving the required informe - 
ation; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SUSPENSION OF JOINT RULES. 


By unanimous consent, the resolution of the 
Senate suspending the 16th and 17th joint rules 
for the residue of the present session, was taken 
i up for consideration, 

The rules were read, as follows: 

& 16. No bil] that shall have passed one House shall be 
sent for concurrence to the other on either of the three last 
days of the session, 

<¢ 17, No bill or resolution that shall have passed the House 
; of Representatives and the Senate, shall he presented tothe 
| President of the United States for his approbation during 
| the last day of the session.”? 

The question was taken; and the House con- 
curred in the resolution of the Senate. 
i 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILL. 


Mr. BISHOP, by unanimous consent, reported 
‘from the Committee of Claims Senate bill (No. 
| 407) for the relief of Francis A. Gibbon and Fran- 
| cis X. Kelly; which was referred to a Committee 
| of the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. DENVER. I ask the consent of the House 
| to report, from the select committee on the Pa- 
i cific railroad, a bill to provide for railroad and 
| telegraphic communications from the Atlantic 
States to the Pacific ocean, and for other pur- 
poscs, for the purpose of having it referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
| Union. 

| Several Mempers objected. 


TEXAS CREDITORS. ; 

On motion of Mr. COBB, of Georgia, the 

i House took from the Speaker’s table the bill of 
| the [Touse extending the time for the creditors of 
| the State of Texas to present their claims, with 


an amendment of the Senate, allowing said cred- 
itors until the Ist of January next to present their 
claims, and requiring the Sccretary of the Treas- 
ury then to pay to said claimants, pro rata, the 
$750,000 appropriated for that purpose. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

LIGHT-HOUSE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr, COMINS, by unanimous 
| consent, the light-house appropriation bill, with 
i the amendments of the Senate thereto, was taken 
| from the Speaker’s table for consideration. 

i First amendment: 


; At the end of the clause for rebuilding the light-house 
| at Black river, Ohio, insert: 

And tor completion of the rebuilding and repairs of the 
i west pier and pier-head upon which said light-house is 
| erected, and connecting the same with the shore, $11,026. 


i 
| The amendment was concurred in. 

Second amendment: 

| Strike out “ $300,” and insert “ $5,000” in the follow- 
i ing item: g 

| _ Por a tight-house in the mouth of the Au Sable river, on 
i Lake Huron, $500. 

| The amendment was concurred in. 


| Third amendment: 
i 


I 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 


Insert at the end of the following clause, viz: 7 
“SRC, 3, And be it further enacted, That the following 
: named lights be discontinued,” the words, “ Provided, The 
| Secretary of the Treasury so direct.”? 

| The amendment was concurred in. 


: Fourth amendment: 


| - Add at the end of the bill: 
i See. 7, And he it further enacted, That the clerks and 
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others in the Washington navy-yard shall be entitled to the 
extra compensation authorized by the act approved April 
22, 1854, the estimate for the payment of which has been 
accidentally omitted. 


Mr. PHELPS. That amendment ought to be 
non-concurred in; it is entirely out of place in 
this bill. : i 

Mr. COMINS. - I agree with the gentleman 
from Missouri that the Senate amendment re- 
lating to the pay of clerks and others in the 
Washington navy-yard should not be attached to 
the light-house bill. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, for the purpose ọf taking up the 
Calendar where it was last left off, and consider- 
ing Senate bills only to which there is no objec- 
tion. 

The motion was agreed to; there being, on a 
division—ayes 96, noes 30. 

The*House accordingly resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, (Mr. Wasupury, of Maine, in the 
chair,) and proceeded to consider the same under 
the order of the House just made. 

An act (S. No. 182) for the relief of John 
Tucker, 

The bill directs the Secretary of War to cause 
to he paid to John Tucker, of Florida, the amount 
to which he would have been entitled under the 
act entitled “An act providing payment for certain 
military services in Florida,” approved March 
3, 1855, had his name appeared upon the roll as 
a private in Major Isaac Garrason’s command. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

An act (S. No. 169) for the relief of Josiah S. 
Little. 

The bill directs that there be paid to Josiah S. 
Little, out of any money in the Treasury not oth- 
erwise appropriated, $1,000, in full remuneration 
for a piece of land to which he lost title by the 
operation of the fourth article of the “ treaty to 
settle and define the boundaries between the Ter- 
ritories of the United States and the possessions 
of her Britannic Majesty,” &c., of the 9th of 
August, 1842. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

An act (S, No, 280) for the relief of Anthony 
Rankin, of Tennessee. 

The bill directs that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury pay to Anthony Rankin thirty dollars out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, it being the amount paid by said Rankin 
in 1814, while engaged in the military service of 
the United States, for medical aid and attendance 
when confined by a severe illness. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

An act (S. No. 289) for the relief of the heirs 
Jabez B. Rooker, deceased. 

The bill directs the proper accounting officers 


of the Treasury to scttle-and adjust the accounts |! 


of Jabez B. Rooker, deceased, late clerk to the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings, and to allow 
at the rate of $900 per annum for the time he was 
actually employed in said service subsequently 
to the 3d of March, 1843; and that the amount so 
found due, after deducting all sums paid to him for 


his services during said period, be paid to the || 


surviving children of said Rooker, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

An act (S. No. 296) for the relief of Sally T. 
Matthews. 

The bill provides that the Secretary of the 
Treasury cause to be paid to Sally T. Matthews 
$351, being in full compensation for the services 
of her late husband, William P. Matthews, as an 
extra clerk in that Department, between Septem- 
ber I, 1842, and May 14, 1843, and appropriates 
that suin out of any unappropriated moneysin the 
Treasury. 

The Committee of Claims reported the bill 
back with the following amendment: 

Bec. 2. dad tw it further enacted, That fram and after 


{ T 

the passage of this act, any clerk, messenger, or other per- | 
son, permitted to enter -the service of the United States 
without the authority of Jaw, the compensation due for 
such service, when paid by the Government, shail be de- 
ducted by the accounting officers from the salary or com- 
pensation due or accruing to such head of Department or 
bureau who may have So employed such persons without 
such legal authority aforesaid, unless the President shall 
certify that such assistance was absolutely necessary to the 
public service. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as 

amended was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 


An act (S. No. 299) for the relief of John M. 
McIntosh. 

This bill provides that the Secretary of the 
Treasury be authorized and required to cause to 
be paid to John M. McIntosh $164, that being 
| the joint amount of two accounts against the 
| Government, duly certified to be correct, in favor 
of John Clutes and Jacob Hart, for eighty-two 
dollars each; said accounts being on duplicate 
; certificates, the originals having been lostand con- 
sidered as canceled; the same to be paid out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated: provided, that the said McIntosh shall 
file a_bond, to be approved by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, to indemnify the United States 
| against future liability for the payment of said 
accounts. 

he bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 


An act (S, 205) for the relief of Peter Grover. 
[Objected to by Mr. McMutuw.] 


An act (S. 136) for the reliefof Isaac Cook and 
i others. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasur 
į to pay to Isaac Cook, B. A. Napier, and Pelatiah 
| Shepherd, or the legal representatives of such of 
; them as may be deceased, $200, out of any money 
|in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in i 
full for the use of the schooner Tempest, belong- 
ing to them, and impressed by MajorJ.G. Camp, 
|in September, 1814. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
| House. 
An act (S. No. 222) for the relief of Abraham 
| Kintzing. [Objected to by Mr. CADWALADER.] 
Anact (S, No. 261) granting bounty land to | 
i Jared L. Elliott. [Objected to by Mr. Green- | 
woon.] 


Anact (S. No. 32) granting bounty land to 
Rebecca Freeman. 


and pay to him ninety-six dollars per annum, 
j nem the Ist of January, 1850, during his natura! 
i nfe. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 


An act (S. No. 220) for the relief of Hannah ` 
F. Niles. [Objected ‘to by Mr. Jongs, of Ten- 
nessee.] 


An act (S. No. 285) granting a revolutionary 
pension to Sarah Blount, 
i _The bill was laid aside to be 
House. 


An act (S. No. 181) for the relief of Rebecca 
| Halsey, widow of Zephaniah Halsey, an officer 
of the Revolution. 

The bill directs that the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior place the name of Rebecca Halsey, a widow 
of Zephaniah Halsey, deceased, an officer of the 
revolution, on the list of revolutionary pensioners, 
and pay to her a pension at the rate’of thirty-five” 
| dollars per month, from the’ 4th of July, 1848, to 
continue during her natural life. 
| The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 


| An act (S. No. 284) for the relief of the heirs- 
| at-law of Sarah Crandall, deceased. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
pay to the heirs-at-law of Sarah Crandall, de- 
į ceased, the sum cf ninety-six dollars per annum, 
i from the Ist day of January, 1848, to the date of 
| her death, being the amount she would have re- 
ceived per annum, under a special act for her relief 


reported to the 


|| approved July 24, 1854, had she survived, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
i; House. 

An act (S. No. 256) for the relief of Nancy 
Bowen and Sarah Larrabee. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place the name of Nancy Bowen, formerly the 
widow of Robert Brice, upon the roll of pension- 
ers, and pay to her nincty-six dollars per annum, 
| from the 4th of July, 1850, during her natural 
life; also, that he be directed to place the name of 
Sarah Larrabee, formerly the widow of Barstow 
Newell, upon the pension roll, and pay to her 
| Ninety-six dollars per annum, commencing on 
the Ist of March, 1854, and continuing during 
her natural life. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

Mr. STANTON, by unanimous consent, with-. 


Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I move that the bill be | 
| reported to the House, with a recommendation j 
i that it be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

An act (S. No. 224) for the relief of A.S. Ben- 
der. [Objected to by Mr. Wasusurne, of Illi- 
nois.] 


Davidson, of Kentucky. 

The bill directs that, in lieu of the pension now | 
paid to James Davidson, of Kentucky, the Sec- 
retary of the Interior pay him twenty dollars per 
month from the day his present pension com- 
menced, for and during his natural life. 


House. 

An act (S. No. 229) for the relief of F. A. 
Cunningham, paymaster in the United States 
Army. 

Mr. STANTON. I object. ; 

Mr. ORR. Lhope the gentleman will with- 
; draw his objection. 
Mr.STANTON. I cannot. 

i Mr. ORR. Then I give notice that I will move 
i to suspend the rules, for the purpose of passing 
‘it. Itis a proper bill, and ought to pass. i 


| Shaw, of Bordentown, New Jersey. [Objected | 
| to by Mr. PrixeLe.] | 
| Anact (S. No. 143) forthe relief of George P. | 
| Marsh. [Objected to by Mr. Leirer.] j 
| An act (S. No. 260) for the relief of J. Ran- | 
i dolph Clay. [Objected to Mr. McCarry.] 
i}. An act (S. No. 102) granting a pension to Ben- ; 

‘jamin Berry, a soldier of the Revolution, _ 
| The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to | 


An act (S. No. 262) for the relief of James |; 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the |! 


ji 


|} An act (S. No. 161) for the relief of Joshua li 


drew his objection to an act (S. No. 229) for the 
i relief of F. A. Cunningham, paymaster United 
States Army; and the bill was laid aside to be 
reported to the House. 
| An act (S. No. 287) granting a pension to 
| Nancy M. Gunsally, formerly widow of Lyman 
' M. Richmond, deceased. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place the name of Nancy M. Gunsally, for- 
| merly the widow of Lyman M. Richmond, de- 
ceased, upon the roll of pensioners of the United 
| States, and pay her at the rate of ninety-six 
i dollars per annum, for five years, from the 1st 
of January, 1849. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 

| House. 
| An act (S. No. 286) granting five years’ half 
| pay to Mrs. Ann Turner, widow of Elbert Tur- 
| ner, deceased. 
| The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
ito pay to Mrs. Ann ‘Turner, widow of Elbert 
i Turner, late of Norfolk, Virginia, deceased, $250 
; per annum, from the 13th of October, 1855, for 


| five years: provided, that in case of her death or 


i intermarriage before the expiration of the five 
years aforesaid, then the half pay shall inure to 
he children under sixteen years of age for the 
‘balance of the term, 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
: House. 
An act (S. No. 235) for the’relief of Lemuel 
W orster. 


i 
! The bill provides that the Secretary of the In- 


i terior be directed’ to place the name of Lemuel 
| Worster, of Lebanon, York county, and State 


: of Maine, upon the roll of invalid pensioners, 


:and pay to him eight dollars per month, from 


li the Ist of January, 1855, during his natural life. 


i place the name of Benjamin Berry, asoldier of the || And that no sale, transfer, or mortgage, of the 
i Revolution, and now resident of the State of | pension so granted, or any part thereof, prior or 


' Maine, upon the list of revolutionary pensioners, | subsequent to the passage of this act, shall be 
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valid; but that the same shall inure solely to the 
benefit of said Lemuel Worster, and be. and rè- 
‘main in his control, or that of his legally appointed 
and qualified guardian, under suitable bonds for 
the proper disbursement of the same for the ben- 
efit of said Worster. 

* "The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

The committee rose informally; and 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Dicxins, its Secretary, notifying the House 
that the Senate had receded from its fourth 
amendment to the light-house bill, in which the 
House had non-concurred. 

The committee then resumed its session. 

An act (S. No. 147) for the relief of Edward 
A. Stevens. [Objected to by Mr. Unnrerwoop.] 

An act (S. No. 288) to grant the nght of pre- 
emption in certain lands to the Indiana Yearly 

‘Meeting of the Society of Friends. [Objected to 
by Mr. Rust.] 

An act (S. No. 245) for the relief of Franck 
Taylor. 

The act directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to Franck Taylor, of 
the city of Washington, the amounts of duties 
paid by or for him to the collectors of the ports 
of New York and Philadelphia, upon importa- 
tions of quills by or for him during the years 
1853, 1854, and 1855; provided said quills shall 
have been imported and delivered at the navy- 
yard of the United States in Washington city, in 
pursuance of any contract with, or orders from, 
the bureau of ordnance and hydrography of the 
United States. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, Read the report. 

Mr. PHELPS. ‘There is no report; the report 
of the Senate committee was adopted by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. ‘These quills were 
ee for the use of the bureau of ordnance 
and hydrography; and, under all former laws, 
the importer was entitled to have them imported 
free of duty, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If he paid the 
duty, the Government paid it back to him in the 
price of the quills, and why should it be again 
refunded? 

Mr. PHELPS. The Government has not paid 
it back. We think the Government was wrong 
in exacting the duty, and this bill is to refund 
that which, in the opinion of the Committee on 
Finance of the Senate, and of the Committee of 
Ways ang Means of this House, was improperly 
exacted. 

Mr. JONES. Did not the Government pay 
him for the quills? 

Mr. PHELPS. Yes; but he had the right, 
under existing laws, to import them free of duty. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

An uet (S. No. 309) for the relief of Brevet 
Brigadier General John B. Walbach, of the United 
States Army. 

‘The bill directs the Secretary of War to pay to 
Brevet Brigadier General John B. Walbach, United 
States Army, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, such extra compen- 
sation as he may consider just and reasonable for 
the extra services performed by the said Walbach 
as aide-de-camp to General Wilkerson, commis- 
sioner of the United States to treat with the 
western Indians, in the years 1801 and 1802, pro- 
vided the per diem allowance shall not exceed 
that paid to General Wilkerson, nor be less than 
that of the secretary to the commission for their 
extra services while they were engaged in the same 
Service. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

An act (S. No. 375) for the relief of Eliza B. 
McNeill. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Navy to 
place the name of Eliza B. McNeill upon the 
pension list, and to allow her a pension equal in 
amount to half the pay her husband, F. B. 
McNeill, was entitled to as captain in the United 
States marine corps at the ume of his death, for 
five years, from April 25, 1856, payable semi- 
annually, č 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 


An act (S. No. 300) granting a pension to 


i construed into a relinquishment of title on the 


t 
l 
fi 
i 
| 
| 
j 
| 
i 
i 
i 
| 
H 
i 


j 


Mary A.M. Jones. [Objected to by Mr. Joxes, 
of Tennessee. ] 


An act (S. No. 345) for the relicf of Nathan 
M. Lounsbury. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 

ay to Nathan M. Lounsbury, of Rutland county, 

ermont, $756, being at the rate of eight dollars 
per month, for arrears of pension, from the 18th 
of March, 1818, to the 4th of February, 1826. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I object. f 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, my col- 
league, [Mr. Mracnam,] who has the papers in 
this case, is not present; but the claimant in this 
case is a poor old man, about one hundred years 
old. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his 
objection. yr 

r. MeMULLIN. I will withdraw my objec- 
tion. 

The bill was laid aside to. be reported to the 
House, 

An act (S. No. 308) for the relief of John H. 
Scranton and James M. Hunt, owners of the 
steamer Major Tompkins. [Objected to by Mr. 
Witirams.} 

An act (S. No. 377) for the relief of Ambrose 
Lanfear, of Louisiana. The bill provides that 
the surveys of claim No. 74, known as the claim 
of the children of Paul Toups, and of claim No. 
529, known as the claim of Daspit St. Armand, 
executed by Maurice Hanke, United States deputy 
surveyor, and approved of by William J. Mce-. 
Culloh, United States surveyor general for the 
State of Louisiana, on the 5th of May, 1855, be 
confirmed in favor of Ambrose Lanfear for the 
land embraced within the said surveys confirmed; 
provided, that such confirmation shall only be 


part of the United States, and shall not affect the 
rights of any third person claiming title either 
under adverse title or as preémpuion, 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is reported from 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, with 
the following amendment: 

And provided further, That any person or persons who 
are now settled on the said lands, or any portion of the 
said lands embraced in the said surveys, shall be entitled 
to have and maintain an action to test the validity of said 
surveys, and the extent of the said claims of the children 
of Pam ‘Loups, and of Daspit St. Armand, Nos. 74 and 529, 
and to have the same determined judiciaily inthe same 
manner as though the land on which they are settled had 
been surveyed as public land, aud they bad been permitted 
to enter the same by way of preéniption, it being the true 
intentand meaning of this act, that no person who would 
be now entitled to a right of preémption to any part of the 
said land, if the same were the property of the United 
States, shall be deprived of the same, untess it is judicially 
decided that the said surveys were made in conformity 
with the legal right of the said Ambrose Lanfear, under the 


said confirmation. 


The amendment was agreed to; and the bill, 
as amended, was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

Mr. CADWALADER. 
jection to an aet (S. No. 
Abraham Kintzing. 

Objection was made to going back. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Winniams] withdraws his objection 
to an act for the relief of John HH. Scranton and 
James M. Hunt, owners of the steamer Major 
Tompkins, and F hope that the bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House. 

Mr. BRENTON, Trenew the objection. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [ trusi that as soon as we 
get through with these Senate bills, the commit- 


ob- 
) for the relief of 


I withdraw m 
992 


Ne 


tee will rise, in order thatthe TLousc may take up ji 


and pass the territorial bills on the Speaker’s 
table, which have been reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


An act (S. No. 270) for the relief of Hannibal i 


Faulk and Eliza S. Collier, (formerly widow |! 


Seriber,) and the heirs and legal representatives 
of Benjamin Scriber, deceased. 

The bill provides that Tannibal Faulk and | 
Eliza S. Collier, (formerly widow Scriber,) and 
Abraham H. Seriher, Mary Ann Scriber, and | 
William J. C. Scriber, heirs-at-law of Benjamin 
Scriber, deceased, according to their respective 
interests, be confirmed in their title to a certain 
tract of land, lying within the Baron de Bastrop 
grant, in the State of Louisiana, being a remain- | 
der of twenty-two hundred and fifty arpents of a 
tract of three thousand arpents, reported on by the 
register and receiver of the land oiiice at Monroe, 


bered in said report as No. 1, of the first class; 
and being, also, that portion of the tract of land 
which was rejected by the register and receiver, 
but recommended to the discretion and liberality 
of the Government. ‘The confirmation so made, 
together with the confirmation under the act of 
Congress approved June 29, 1254, shall be con- 
strued to confirm the title to the entire tract of 
land containing three thousand arpents, claimed 
by the said parties before the said register and 
receiver, and more particularly described in the 
deed from John McBride to Abraham Scriber, 
dated June 15, 1818, a copy of which accom- 
panies the report of July 30, 1852; and that the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, upon 
i the receipt of a plat and survey of the said tract 
ofland, executed by the proper officer, shall cause 
a patent to be issued therefor: provided, however, 
| that such patent shall only operate as a relin- 
| quishment of title on the part of the United States, 
and shall not affect the rightof any third person. 

The Committee on Private Land Claims re- 
ported back the bill with an amendment, to add to 
the bill the following: 

Whether entitled to a preémption under the laws of the 
United States, or having other valid claim to any part of 
said laud. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill, as 
amended, was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

An act (S. No. 319) for the relief of the heirs 
| of Major General Arthur St. Clair. [Objected to 
by Mr. MeMuuurw.] 


An act (S. No. 313) for the relief of Adam D, 
Steuart, and of Alexander Randall, executor of 
| Danicl Randall. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to Adam D. Steuart, and to Alexander 
Randall, executor of Daniel Randall, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, a commission of one per cent. upon such 
amounts of money as were respectively collected 
by the said Adam D. Steuart and Daniel Randall, 
and by them disbursed or paid into the Treasury 
of the United States, in virtue of the authority 
specially vested in them by order of the com- 
manding general of the United States Army, and 
arising from duties on imports, taxes, or other 
assessments in Mexico, during the late war with 
that republic. 

The report was read. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Sarr) who reported this bill, present? There 
is a general law authorizing these commissions 
on collections made under military authority in 
Mexico, and I want to know why that law docs 
| not apply to this case? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
is not in the Hall. 

Mr. LETCHER. Here is my friend from 
Mississippi, (Mr. Quitman,] who says he will 
explain the matter. 

Mr. LEITER. J object to debate. 

Mr. LETCHER. Lhope the gentleman will 
allow an explanation to be made. I do not want 
to object to the bill, but I will do so if I cannot 
i get an explanation. 

Mr. QUITMAN. The only feature that dis- 
| tinguishes this case from others ig, that in other 
| cases the officers deducted their commissions, but 


i Colonel Randall did not see fit to deduct his com- 
mission when he was settling with the United 
States. It is true, the amount is large, but the 
| commission allowed in this bill is less than in 
some instances wherein we have allowed com- 
| missions at the present session. The necessity 
for this act arises simply from the fact that this 
officcr did not-retain the commission in his 
hands, but paid the whole into the United States 
Treasury. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would ask the 
i gentleman from Mississippi whether the Presi- 
' dent of the United States is not, under the existing 


i: law, authorized to allow commissions for the col- 


lection of military contributions in Mexico? 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. No. 

Mr. JONES. That is the law. 

Mr. MARSHALL. The President is author- 
| ized to allow the deduction of commissions, but 
‘he is not authorized to order the commissions to 


i be refunded. l 
| The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 


Louisiana, under date of July 30, 1852, and num- |; House. 
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Joint resolution (S. No. 24) for the benefit of 
Susan Decatur, widow of Commodore Stephen 
Decatur, late of the United States Navy. 

The resolution directs the Secretary of the In- 
terior to cause a pension certificate to be issued 
to Susan Decatur, widow of Commodore Stephen 
Decatur, late of the United States Navy, at the 
rate of fifty dollars per month, for five years, to 
cease on the death or marriage of said Susan De- 
catur. 

The joint resolution was laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House. 

An act (S. No. 211) making a reappropriation, 
from the surplus fund, for the relief of Lieutenant 
John Guest, United States Navy, and others. 
[Objected to by Mr. Lerrer.] 

An act (S. No. 310) for the relief of Horatio 
J. Perry. [Objected to by Mr. Lercrmr.] 

An act (S. No. 407) for the relief of Francis A. 
Gibbons and Francis X. Kelly. 

The act directs the Secretary of the Treasury, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to pay to Francis A. Gibbons and 

rancls X. Kelly $31,190 54, in full for the balance 
due them, under their contract with the United 
States for the building of light-houses in Califor- 
nia and Oregon. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

Mr. BRENTON, by general consent, with- 
drew his objection to Senate bill (No. 308) for 
the relief John H. Scranton and James M. Hunt, 
owners of the steamer Major Tompkins. 

‘The bill provides that the Secretary of the 
Treasury cause to be paid to John H. Scranton 
and James M. Hunt, owners of the steamer Ma- 
jor Tompkins, $9,600, in full satisfaction for ser- 
vices rendered, and for the risk, loss, and dam- 
ages incurred in saving the United States mails 
and treasure, and in rescuing the passengers and 
crew which were on board the steamer South- 
erner at the time of the wreck of that vessel on 
the uninhabited coast of Washington Territory, 
in December, 1854, and for the clothing and pi 
sistence necessarily furnished to said passengers 
and crew. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, 

Mr. CADWALADER, by unanimous consent, 


withdrew his objection to Senate bill (No. 222) | 
for the relief of Abraham Kintzing; which had |} 
been amended by reducing the amount to $319 59. |: 


The bill, as amended, provides that there be 
paid, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to Abraham Kintzing, late 
special examiner ofdrugsat Philadelphia, $319 50, 


being the difference between his salary, as special | 


examiner, and that of the assistant appraiser, for 
three months and twenty-five days, the period 
during which he performed the duties of the latter 
office, in addition to his own, in consequence of 
the death of its incumbent. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I ask the consent of the 
committee to withdraw my objections to Senate 
bill No. 261. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. We have gone 
over the Calendar and laid aside a great many 
bills. Now, sir, I object to going back to with- 
draw objections to any other bills which have 
been passed over. 

Mr. HOUSTON. As the gentleman from 


Tennessee objects to the withdrawal of any more || only question it could present under the order of 


objections, and as we have gone through the Cal- 
endar of Senate bills, I move that the committee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasnsury, of Maine, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
had, according to order, had the Private Calendar 
under consideration, and had directed him to report 
sundry bills to the House, some with, and some 
without, amendments, with a recommendation 
that they do pass; also,a bill, with the recom- 
mendation that it be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER stated that the business first 
in order, was the bill of the Senate (No. 32) for 
the relief of Rebecca Freeman, which was re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole, with 
the recommendation that it be laid on the table. 

‘The bill was accordingly laid on the table. 


be 


i ures; which wefe laid on the table,and ordered | 


Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the House con- 
cur with the recommendation of the Committee 
of the Whole in respect to the other bills just 
| reported. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker 
declared the bills passed as recommended by the 
committee. n 

The following are the bills passed: 

An act for the relief of John Tucker; 

An act for the relief of Josiah S. Little; 

An act for the relief of Anthony Rankin, of 
Tennessee; 

An act for the relief of the heirs of Jabez B. 
Rooker, deceased; 

An act for the relief of Sally T. Mathews; 

An act for the relief of John M. McIntosh; 

An act for the relief of Isaac Cook and others; 

An act for the relief of Abraham Kintzing; 

An act for the relief of James Davidson, of 
Kentucky; 

An act for the relief of F. A. Cunningham, 
paymaster United States Army; s 

An act granting a pension to Benjamin Berry, 
a soldier of the Revolution; 

An act granting a revolutionary pension to 
Sarah Blount; 

An act for the relief of Rebecca Halsey, widow 
| of Zephaniah Halsey, an officer of the Revolu- 
i uon; 

! An act for the relief of Nancy Bowen and Sarah 
| Larrabee; 
An act granting a pension to Nancy M. Gun- 
| Sally, formerly widow of Lyman M. Richmond, 
| deceased; 

An act granting five years’ half pay to Mrs. 
Ann Turner, widow of Elbert Turner, deceased; 

An act for the relief of Franck Taylor; 

An act for the relief of Brevet Brigadier 
General John B. Walbach, of the United States 

rmy; 

An act for the relief of Eliza B. McNeil; 

An act for the reliefof Nathan M. Lounsbury. 

An act for the relief of Ambrose Lanfear, of 
Louisiana; 

An act for the relief of Hannibal Faulk and | 
| Eliza S., Collier, (formen widow Scriber,) and 
the heirs and legal representatives of Benjamin | 
Scriber, deceased; | 
An act for the relief of Adam D. Steuart, and 
of Alexander Randall, executor of Daniel Ran- 


all; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Mary Jemi- 
son, deceased; 

An act for the relief of John H. Scranton and 
| James M. Hunt, owners ofthe steamer Major 
| Tompkins; and 

A resolution for the benefit of Susan Decatur, 
widow of Commodore Stephen Decatur, late of 
| the United States Navy. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I move to reconsider the 
| vote by which the bills were passed; and also 
; move to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
| table. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The bills have 
never been passed. ‘The question has not been 
taken on their passage. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion ! 


that the House has, by a vote taken by unani- | 
mous consent, passed the bills. i 
Mr. JONES. The House has neither ordered 
the bills to a third reading, nor had them read the Í 
third time. T must say that this is indeed a nice 
‘way to legislate for the country. | 
The SPEAKER. The Chair presented the | 


the House. , 
The motion to reconsider was laid upon the | 
table. | 


THE COMPROMISE MEASURES. 


Mr. EVANS presented resolutions of the Le- | 
gislature of Texas in relation to the compromise į 
measures. of 1850, the Kansas-Nebraska act, and | 
i the repeal or modification of the said Kansas- 
| Nebraka act, or any of said compromise meas- | 
| to be printed; and Mr. E. obtained the consent | 
of the House to publish some remarks upon the | 
| resolutions. i 


GRADUATION PERIODS——LOUISIANA. | 
Mr. DAVIDSON. : 


I move that the Commit- : 
tee on Public Lands be discharged from the fur- | 


! ther consideration of an act (S. No. 204) to fix | 


the graduation periods for lands in the Greens: 
burg district, in the State of Louisiana, in order 
thatit may be put on its passage. 
Objection was made to the motion. 
Mr. DAVIDSON. I move to suspend the 
ras for the purpose of having action on that 
ih. < 
The rules were suspended, and the Committee 
on Public Lands was discharged from the further 


|| consideration of the bill. 


_ Mr. DAVIDSON called for the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAVIDSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had examined 
and found truly enrolled bills of the House of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


ame: 
A bill for the relief of the representatives and 
sureties of Robert King, deceased; and 
A bill for the relief of John Poe, of Louisville, 
Kentucky. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, 
transmitting reports from the Secretaries of the 
Treasury, War, Navy, and Interior Departments, 
and the Postmaster General, in compliance with 
a resolution of the House of Representatives of 
the 17th April, 1856, requesting to have prepared 
and presented to the House of Representatives a 
statementshowing the appropriations made by the 
Thirty-First, Thirty-Second, and Thirty-Third 
Congresses, distinguishing the appropriations 
made at each session of each Congress; distin- 
guishing also the appropriations made on the 
recommendation of the President, heads of De- 
partments, or heads of bureaus, from those that 
were made without such recommendation; and 


|| showing what expenditures have been made by 


the Government in each fiscal year, commencing 
with the Ist day of July, 1850, and ending on the 
30th day of June, 1855; and also what, if any, 
defalcations have occurred from the 30th day of 
June, 1850, to the Ist day of July, 1855, and the 
amount of such defalcations, severally; and such 
other information as may be in his (the Presi- 
dent’s) power, bearing upon the matters above 
mentioned; which, with the accompanying docu- 
ments, was laid upon the table and ordered to be 
printed. 
COPY-RIGHT. 


Mr. SIMMONS. Task leave to report back 
from the Committee on the Judiciary an act (S. 
No. 239) supplemental to an act entitled “An act 
to amend several acts respecting copy-right,” ap- 


|| proved February 3, 1831. 


Mr. THORINGTON. J object. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I move to suspend the 
rules. 

The rules were suspended; and : 

Mr. SIMMONS reported back the bill, which 
was thereupon ordered to a third reading; and was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FLORENCE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I move to take from the 
Speaker’s table an act (S. 227) for the further 
improvement of the Cape Fear river. : 

‘The hour of half past four o’clock, p.m., having 
arrived, the House took a recess until seven 
o’clock, p. m. 

EVENING SESSION. 
The House reassembled at seven o’clock, p. m. 
MILITARY ROAD TO THE PACIFIC. 


Mr. SAPP. I wish to report, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, a bill (S. No. 337) for 
the construction of a military road from some 
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oint in the State of Missouri, via Great Salt 
Pake, to Carson Valley settlement, on the frontier 
of the State of California; and for establishing 
military posts and the sinking of wells thereupon. 

‘Mr. COBB, of Alabama. I desire to know 
whether the gentleman intends to call it up for 

' consideration this session. I shall object to it, 
unless it is the gentleman’s object to refer it to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and to leave it there. 

Mr. SAPP. I move that the bill be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. HAVEN. I want to know of the gentle- j 
man whether that bill has been considered by 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and whether | 
they have acted upon it favorably, or unfavor- 


ably? 
Mr. SAPP. Favorably. . 
Mr. HAVEN. Iam of opinion that that bill 


is one which this House, at some proper time, 
ought to pass. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
there is no objection to the gentleman’s reporting 
the bill for the purpose of reference merely. | 

The bill was received, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. ; 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was referred, and also | 
noved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


PRIVATE BILLS REPORTED. 


Mr. SAPP, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported back a bill (S. No. 303) for the 
relief of Mrs. Jane McCrabb, widow of the late 
Captain John W. MecCrabb, assistant quarter- | 
master, United States Army; which was referred | 
to the Committee of the Whole, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. S. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of John Watt, of Texas; which | 
was read a first and second time, referred to the į 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to 
be printed. 

n motion of Mr. S., the Committee on Mili- ! 
tary Affairs was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of Samuel C. Norwood, 
and the same was laid on the table. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. DENVER. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House to report, from the select committee 
appointed to take into consideration that subject, 
a bill to provide for the establishment of railroad | 
and telegraphic communic 


purposes. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. 
make no objection if the gentleman will have it 
referred tothe Committee of the Whole, and then 
make a motion to reconsider the vote referring it, 
and lay that motion upon the table. 

Mr. DENVER. The gentleman from Alabama 
has been assured, time and again, that there was | 
no intention of bringing up this bill at this ses- 
sion, J think that ought to satisfy him. 

No objection being made, the bill was reported. 

My. DENVER. Task that the bill may be set 
down for consideration on the third Monday of 
December next. 

Mr. COBB. T object to it. ! 

Mr. DENVER. I withdraw the request, and | 
move that the bul be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. | 


Messrs. KIDWELL and WOOD, from the | 
same committee, cach presented a minority report | 
upon the same subject. | 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by! 
which the bill was referred, and also moved that : 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table;+ 
which latter motion was agreed to. 

MARINE HOSPITAL AT OSWEGO. 

Mr. PELTON, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill to provide for the construc- | 
tion of a marine hospital at Oswego, New York; | 
which was read a first and second time, referred © 


to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 


| resolution: 


don between the At- i 
. age tn m 1 
lantic States and the Pacific ocean, and for other | 


I object; but I will ji 


| extra compensation, for s 


| Mr. Dicxiys, its Secretary, requesting the House | 


FOREIGN PAUPERS, ETC. 
FULLER, of Pennsylvania, from the | 


Mr. 


Committee on Foreign Affairs, reporfed back a 
bill (H. R. No. 124) to prevent the introduction 
into the United States of foreign paupers and 
criminals; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House to a subject which, I flatter 
myself, will receive the approbation of the House. 
I desire to offer a resolution relating to taking up 
for consideration bills which have been passed by 
the Court of Claims, by the Senate, and by the 
Committee of Claims of this House. 

The resolution was read, and is as follows: 

Resolved, That this House will now resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and 
in such committee will only consider such hills as have 
passed the Senate, or have passed the Court of Claims, and 
been favorably reported upon by any of the cominittecs of 
this House, and to which there may be no objection. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I object. 


PAY OF MECHANICS AND LABORERS AT THE | 
NAVY-YARDS,. 


Mr. MILLWARD, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 
247) to regulate the pay of mechanics and labor- 
ers at the United States navy-yards and naval 
stations; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and | 
ordered to be printed. 


CAPE FEAR RIVER IMPROVEMENT. f 


Mr. WINSLOW. I now call up my.motion— 
pending before the recess—to suspend the rules 
to enable me to call up for consideration the bill | 
for the improvement of Cape Fear river. 
that motion I call the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. WINSLOW. [call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Pe.ron and 
Brancu were appointed. 

The Elouse divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 73, noes 55. ; 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were not suspended. 


COMPENSATION TO ADDITIONAL PAGES AND | 


ASSISTANT DOORKEEPER. 


Mr. WHITNEY. I move to suspend the | 
rules for the purpose of introducing the following j 


i 


Resolved, That the sum of two dollars per day, and the 
usual extra compensition, be paid from the contingent fund 
of the House to James H. Souder, Edmond Burke, and 
Wiliam M. Clarke, from lOth of April to I8th of August, 
1859, inclusive, and to Samuel Miller from Hth of June to 
lth ot August, 1856, iuelusive, for se 


gent fund of the House three dollars per day, and the usual | 
vices as assistant doorkeeper, | 
commencing 9th of April, and to continue to 13th of Au- 
gust, inclusive, | 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Are these persons | 
to be also entitled to the extra compensation | 
allowed to the oflicers of the House? 

Mr. WHITNEY. Yes i 

Mr. SMITH. Two hundred and fifty dollars, 
besides their pay? 

Mr. WHITNEY. Yes. 

The rules were suspended. 

Mr. WHITNEY moved the previous question 
on the adoption of the resolution. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation 
the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. WHITNEY moved to reconsider the vote ! 
by which the resolution was adopted, and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 


Upon į! 


table; which latter motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message was received from the Senate by 


to return to that body the message sent to the | 
House notifying it that the Senate had not passed 


Senate bill (No. 53) to improve the navigation of |! ; 
ii move to suspend the rules, to give the gentleman 
i from Mississippian opportunity of answering the 


the Patapsco river, over the President’s veto. 
UNIFORM MARINE SIGNALS. 


Mr. MILLSON. lask the unanimous consent 
of the House to report, fram the Committee on : 


| commerce to be laid annually before Congress, 


| and upon Indian reservations. 


code of marine signals. This bill has been passed 
by the Senate, and has received the unanimous 
approval of the Committee on Commerce. It is 
a wholesome and necessary bill, and I hope it 
will pass. 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire to inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia whether he intends to move 
the previous question? Ido not think that the 
bill ought to be acted on and passed now. I have 
letters here from merchants of New York, opposed 
to it. g ` 

Mr. MILLSON. I will state to the gentleman 
from New York that I have not the least objection, 
if he obtain the floor, to hear any suggestion he 
may make in reference to the bill; but I believe 
it is a bill which will receive the general approba- 
tion of the Flouse—— 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) Debate is 
hardly in order. 

Mr. MILLSON. If the gentleman objects, I 
move to suspend the rules. 

The question was put, and the rules were not 
dispended. 


COMMERCIAL STATISTICS. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. If I can 
get the attention of the House for a single mo- 
ment, I desire to ask to take from the Speakei’s 
table Senate bill (No. 264) to amend an act enti- 
tled “An act requiring foreign regulations of 
approved August 16, 1842, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The purpose of the billis simply to enable the 
Secretary of State to acquire some statistics 
which cannot be obtained without an act of Con- 
gress for that purpose. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected. 

Mr. WASHBURNE moved to suspend the 
rules. 

The question was taken, and there were—ayes 
90, noes 32. 

So the rules were suspended, two thirds having 
voted in favor thereof. 

The bill then received its several readings, and 
was passed. : 


MISSISSIPPI ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. LAKE. Task the consent of the House 
to report from the Committee on the Judiciary 
Senate bill (No. 4) to settle certain accounts be- 
tween the United States and the State of Missis- 
sippi, and other States. I will state that this 
bill has passed the Senate, has been considered 
by the Judiciary Committee of this House, which 
committee has unanimously instructed me to re- 
port it to the House with the recommendation 
that it pass. Thope there will be no objection 
to the proposition I make. If there. is, I shall 
move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to ask the 
gentleman from Mississippi if this bill does not 
contemplate the payment to the State of Missis- 
sippi of five per cent. upon all the Chickasaw 
lands of that State, not one acre of which has 
been sold by the Government except for the ben- 
efitof the Indians themselves? ‘The lands were 
eeded to the United States by treaty stipulations, 
to be sold for the benefit of the Indians. If I un- 
derstand this bill, it makes appropriation for the 
payment of five per cent. upon all these lands, 
Task the gentle- 
man from Mississippi whether it is not so? 

Mr. LAKE. I am prepared to answer the 
gentleman from Tennessee, and I am very happy 
that he has given me the opportunity, 

Mr. HARLAN. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, except by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. HARLAN. I object to debate; and I also 
object to the bill being reported. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I trust the gentleman 
will withdraw his objection, until my colleague 
[Mr. Lage] can have an opportunity of explain- 
ing the nature of the bill. 

Mr. HARLAN. I object. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 


Is it in order to 


questions propounded by the gentleman from 
Tennessee? 


The SPEAKER. 


Itis not in order. 


56 
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PATAPSCO RIVER IMPROVEMENT. | 
By unanimous consent, the message from the 
Senate, requesting the return of the message from | 
that body informing the House of the rejection 
of the bill of the Senate (No. 53) for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Patapsco river, and 
to render the port of Baltimore accessible to the 
war steamers of the United States, was taken up, 
and the return of said message ordered. 


PRIVATEERS’ BOUNTY LAND BILL. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union be 
discharged fromthe further consideration of a 
bill (H. R. No. 276) granting bounty land to the | 
officers and crews of private armed vessels com- 
missioned by the United States. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move, then, to suspend the 


rules. oO 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on Mr. Davis’s mo- 
tion; and it was decided in the aflirmative—yeas 
120, nays 59; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Barbour, 
nett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, 
Bradshaw, Branch, Brenton, Broom, Buflinton, Ca - | 
ader, James H. Campbell, Caruthers, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, | 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cox, Cragin, Cumback, ! 
Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Dean, Dick, 
Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Etheridge, Eustis, Flagler, 
Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert 
B. Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, 
Haven, Herbert, Hoffman, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, 
Hughston, J. Glancy Jones, Keily, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
Knowlton, Kunos, Kunkel, Lake, Mace, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Humphrey Marshal, Killian Miller, Millward, 
Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Norton, Orr, Parker, Pearce, Peck, 
Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Pheips, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Ricaud, 
Roberts, Ruffin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Seward, Sherman, | 
Simmons, Spinner, Stepheus, Stewart, Stranahan, Tappan, 
Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Trippe, Tyson, Vail, 
Valk, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Wash. | 
burne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Welch, 
Wheeler, Whitney, Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, Wood- | 
worth, Daniel B. Wright, and Aollicoffer—120. 

NAYS-~Messrs. Allison, Barksdale, Hendley $. Bennett, 
Bliss, Burnett, Caskie, Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Craige, Davidson, Denver, Dodd, Dowdell, 
Faulkner, Thomas J. D. Puller, Giddings 
wood, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Hick 
Valentine B. Horton, Houston, George W. Jones, Kidwe 
Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Matteson, 
Maxwell, McCarty, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Murray, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Quitman, Ritchie, 
Rust, Sandidge, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
Sneed, Stanton, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Underwood, 
Wakeman, Watkins, Wells, Williams, and Jolin V 
Wright—59. ! 

So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) the | 
rules were suspended, and the Commitice of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union was discharged | 
from the further consideration of the bill, | 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. DAVIS called for the previous question 
on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be now put. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, demanded the yeas | 
and nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. Nee 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the aflirmative—yeas 109, nays 64; as follows: 

YRAS — Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Barbour, Barclay, 


I call for the yeas 


Bocock, Bowie, Boye 


» Goode, Green- 
man, Holloway, 
i, 


Barksdale, Benson, Bishop, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Brad- |! 


shaw, Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, Cadwalader, James H. 
Campbell, Caruthers, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cragin, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Dick, 
Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Eustis, Evans, Flagler, 
Florence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Gilbert, Granger, J. i 
Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, Hollman, 
Thomas R. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelly, Kelsey, 
Xing, Knapp, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Lake, Mace, 
Alexander K. Marshall, McCarty, Killian Miller, Millward, | 
Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Norton, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, | 
Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Porter, Pringle, Ricaud, 
Ritchie, Rivers, Roberts, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Seward, Sher- 
man, Simmons, Spinner, Stephens, Stranahan, Tappan 
Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Trippe, Tyson, Vail, 
Valk, Wade, Walbridge, Walker, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Wheeler, Whitney, 
Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, Daniel B.Wright, 
and Zollicofer—109. 

NAYS — Messrs. Allison, Henry Bennett, Hendley S. 
Bennett, Billinghurst, Bliss, Branch, Burnett, Caskie, 
Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Cumback, 
Dean, Denver, Dodd, Dowdell, Etheridge, Faulkner, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gglloway, Giddings, Goode, Green- 
wood, Harlan, Sampsoñ W. Harris, Herbert, Hiekman, 
Holloway, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, George W. i 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kidwell, Leiter, Letcher, Lindley, i 


Edmundson, ;; 


Henry Ben- $i 


‘izing the purchase of land adjoining the Wash- | 


l: of the Whole be discharged from the further con- |; 


OBBINS, i! 
Mr. DAVIS moved to reconsider the vote by | 
which the bill was passed, and also moved that | 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. i 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. | 


A message was received from the Senate, by | 
Aspery Dicxins, their Secretary, notifying the ! 
House that the Senate had agreed to committees : 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two | 
Houses on the Army appropriation bill and the i 
civil appropriation bill, and hadappointed Messrs, |! 
Bropuerap, CLAYTON, and Dovenas, managers | 
on its part of the conference on the former, and 
Messrs. Huyrer, Werer, and Jones of Ten-! 
nessee, on the latter bill. 


| 
| 
j 
| 
WASHINGTON ARSENAL. | 
Mr. QUITMAN. Iask leave to report from | 
the Committee on Military Affairs a bill author- ` 


ington arsenal grounds, and providing for the 
drainage of the swamp land adjacent thereto. It 
is the opinion of the committee, and of the War 
Department, that it is necessary to pass this bill 
in order to preserve the public property. 
Objection was made. H 
Mr. QUITMAN moved to suspend the rules. || 
The question was taken; and the House re- į 
fused to suspend the rules, only sixty-six voting | 
in the affirmative. | » i 


MESSAGE FROM JHE SENATE. I 
i 
| 


A message was received from the Senate, by |! 
Assury Dicxins, their Sccretary, notifying the | 
House that the Senate had passed an act (LH. R. |! 


| 
| 
| 
t 
| 


No. 549) to regulate the consular and diplomatie 
systems of the United States. 


STRADER AND JOHNSON. 


Mr. MACE. Iask the unanimous consent of: 
the FIouse to report from the Committee on the | 
Post Office and Post Roads, for the purpose of | 
putting it upen its passage, a joint resolution i 
which has met the approbation unanimously of i} 
the Senate committee, of the Senate itself, and | 
of this House twenty times during the last twenty i! 
years. Iapprehend there will be no objection. |! 
[tis a resolution (S. No. 34) for the settlement i! 
of the accounts of Charles M. Strader and Ed- | 
ward P. Johnson, mail contractors. i 

Objection was made. : 

Mr. MACE. I move that the rules be sus- | 
pended. i 

The rules were suspended; and the joint reso- || 
lution was reported to the House for considera- i 
tron. i| 

Mr. MACE moved the previous question, | 

The previous question was seconded, and the || 
main question ordered; and under the Operation į 
thereof, the joint resolution was ordered to a | 
third reading; and having been read the third time : 
it was passed, j 

Mr. MACE moved to reconsider the vote by || 
which the resolution was passed, and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the, 
table; which latter motion was agreed to. | 


JACOB HALE, 
Mr. WALKER. I move that the Committee | 


sideration of House bill No. 522, and that the | 
same be put upon its passage. t 
Mr. HOUSTON. What is it? 

| 

| 

| 


Mr. PHELPS. It is a bill for the relief of one | 
of the mail contractors, for carrying the mail. It | 
is all right, and you have just passed one bill for ‘| 
a similar purpose. I 

| 


It is a bill (H. R. No. 333) for the relief of ! 


: Jacob Hall, contractor upon mail route No. 8912) 
: from Independence, in the State of Missouri, to 


HI 
i 
H 


Santa Fé, in the Territory of New Mexico. 


Objection being made, ` 

Mr. WALKER moved a suspension of the 
rules, and called for tellers upon the motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. McCarty 
and Sanpipee were appointed. j 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 80, noes 53. 

So the rules were not suspended, two thirds not 
voting in favor thereof. . 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as truly enrolled a bill and a joint 
resolution of the following title; when the Speaker’ 
signed the same: 

An act for the relief of Talbot C. Dousman; 
and a joint resolution extending the time for cred- 
itors of Texas to present their claims. 


MARY REESIDE. 


Mr. KNOWLTON. I move to suspend the 
rules for the purpose of discharging the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House from the further consid- 
eration of the bill (C. C. No. 18) for the relief of 
Mary Reeside. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to Mary Reeside, executrix of the will of 
James Reeside, $188,496 06, with interest from 
December 6, 1841, in full for the amount due ona 
verdict and judgment thereon, rendered by the 
circuit court of the United States for the eastern 
district of Pennsylvania, in a suit in which the 
United States were plaintiffs, and James Reeside 
was defendant. 

Mr. MILLSON called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken; and the rules were 
suspended. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was dc- 
cordingly read the third time. 

Mr. KNOWLTON moved the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. MILLSON called for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken; and the bill was 

passed. : 
j Mr. KNOWLTON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed, andalso moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Wersrer, his Private 
Secretary, notifying the House that he had ap- 
proved and signed bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 360) to reimburse the State 
of Vermont the expenses incurred by her in pay- 
ing her militia, called out in 1838-39 to preserve 
the neutrality of the country; and 

An act (H. R. No. 189) making appropriations 
for the naval service for the year ending June 30, 
1857. 

DR. JAMES MORROW. 


Mr. McQUEEN. I move to suspend the 


| rules for the purpose of discharging the Com- 


mittee of the Whole House from the further 
consideration of House bill (No. 388) for the 
relief of Dr. James Morrow. It is a small mat- 


| ter, and a bill which I presume very few gentle- 
i men will oppose. 


The rules were suspended. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time and passed. 

Mr. McQUEEN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. 


" KANSAS INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. WATSON. I move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of offering the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House pay out of the 
contingent fund to each of the members of the Kansas i 
vestigating committee, mileage for the distance necessarily 
traveled by them in the discharge of their duties as such, 
to be computed at the usual rate of mileage to members of 
Congress. 


Mr. WHEELER called for the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to know whether 
the members of that committee have not already 
been paid their expenses? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no informa- 
tion on that subject. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 49, nays 111; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Henry Bennett, Billinghurst, Bliss, 
Broom, Buffinton, James H. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra 
Ciark; Clawson, Comins, Damrell, Timethy Davis, Den- 
ver, Dickson, Durfee, Etheridge, Gilbert, Granger, Robert 
D. Hall, Herbert, Valentine B. Horton, Knapp, Knight, 
Knowlton, Lake, Lindley, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Kil- 
lian Miller, Millward, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Pearce, 
Perry, Pettit, Porter, Pringle, Ritchie,Scott, Seward, Stran- 
ahan, Tappan, Walbridge, Waldron, Watson, Welch, and 
Woodrult—49. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allison, Barbour, 
Benson, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brenton, Brooks, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, 
Bayard Clarke, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Covode, Cox, Craige, Davidson, Dean, Dick, Dowdell, Edie, 
Edmundson, Edwards, Elliott, Emrie, Eustis, Faulkner, 
Flagler, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, 
Goode, Greenwood, Grow, Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, 
Thomas L, Harris, Haven, Wickman, Hoffman, Thomas R. 
Horton, Houston, Hughston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Kelsey, Kidweil, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Letcher, 
‘Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, 
Maxwell, McMullin, MeQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Morrill, Mott, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Parker, Peck, 
Powell, Puryear, Ricaud, Riebardson, Rivers, Roberts, 
Rufin, Rust, Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, Simmons, William 
Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Thoring- 
ton, Thurston, ‘Todd, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Valk, 
Wade, Walker, Cadwalader C. Washburme, Wells, Wheel- 
er, Whitney, Williams, Wiuslow, Wood, Woodworth, 
Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zotlicoffer—1LL. 


So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were not suspended. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, stated that his col- 
league, Mr. Warner, had been compelled to |! 
leave the House on account of the state of his || 
health, and had paired off with Mr. Purviancn. 

Mr. MILLER, of Indiana, stated that Mr. 
Encuisi had paired of with Mr. Ronison for the 
remainder of the session. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as truly enrolled “ An act to con- 
tinue the land office at Vincennes, Indiana, and 
to ascertain and adjust the titles to certain lands 
in the States of Indiana and Linois, formerly 
inecladed within the Vincennes land district, 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the same committee, 
reported as correctly enrolled the Indian appro- 
priation bill; when the Speaker signed the same 
respectively, 


J. W. NYE. 


Mr. STEPHENS. I move to suspend the 
rules for the purpose of discharging the Commit- 
tee of the Whole Fouse from the further consid- 
eration of joint resolution (No. 23) in favor of 
J. W. Nye. 

The joint resolution directs the Sccretary of 
the Treasury to pay J. W. Nye, or his attorney, 
the sum of $3,200 for improvements made on the 
public grounds, for which he has received no 
compensation, 

Mr. STEPHENS. If the House will indulge 
me but one moment I will state that I think this 
isa very meritorious claim. {was on a commit- 
tee ten years ago which unanimously reported in 
favor of it. J will not detain the House by any 
further statement. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for the yeas 
and nays. STi 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The rules were suspended, 

The resolution was ordered to be engrossed, | 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STEPHENS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed, and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


PROTECTION TO GUANO DISCOVERERS. 


Mr. STRANAHAN moved to suspend the | 
rules for the purpose of taking from the Speak- 
er’s table Senate bill (No. 339) to authorize pro- 
tection to be given to citizens of the United States | 
who may discover deposits of guano. | 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Idemand the yeas 
and nays on the motion to suspend the rules. 


| of lands to the old States. 


| the amendment to the bill making appropriations 


! mend to their respective Houses the appointment į 


|i from its amendment, and agree to the Senate 


The ycas and nays were not ordered. 


The question was taken; and the rules were 
suspended, two-thirds having voted therefor. 

The bill then received its several readings, and 
was passed. 

Mr. STRANAHAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed, and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. 


PATAPSCO RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


A message from the Senate was received by 
Mr. Diexuss, their Secretary, announcing that 
the President having returned to that body the bill 
entitled “ An act for the improvement of the navi- 
gation of the Patapsco river and to render the port 
of Baltimore accessible to the war steamers of the 
United States,” with his objections thereto, the 
Senate, as required by the Constitution, had pro- 
ceeded to reconsider said bill, and had passed it, 
notwithstanding the objections of the President 

The message from the President was read. 

The question was then, “ Shall the bill pass, 
notwithstanding the objections of the President?”’ 
upon which the yeas and nays were required by 
the Constitution. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 126, nays 47, as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Bar- 
elay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bowie, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, Buttinton, James H. 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, 
Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cox, Cum- 
back, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, Dean, Denver, Dick, 
Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, Eimrie, Evans, 
Flagler, Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Robert B. Hall, Haran, J. Morrison Harris, 
liaven, Herbert, Hoffman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Lake, Leiter, 
Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Uamphrey Marshall, Matte- 
son, MeCarty, Killian Milter, Millward, Morgan, Morrill, 
Murray, Norton, Parker, Pearce, Peck, Pelton, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Porter, Pringle, Puryear, Ricaud, Ritchie, 
Rivers, Roberts, Sage, Sandidge, Sapp, Seott, Seward, 
Sherman, Simmons, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stanton, 
Stewart, Stranahan, Tappan, ‘Phorington, Thurston, Todd, 
‘Trafton, Tyson, Underwood, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Cudwaladef G. Washburne, Elihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wells, 
Whitney, Williams, Wootl, Woodrnit, Woodworth, and 
Zoicotter—t& 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Boyce, Branch, Bur- | 
nett, Cadwalader, Carlile, Caskie, Clinguan, Williamson | 
R. W. Cobb, Craige, Dowdell, Edmundson, Eliott, Flor- 
ence, Poster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
Grow, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hickman, 
Houston, George W. Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, MceMullin, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Pheips, Powell, Quit- 
man, Ruthin, William Smith, Spinner, Talbot, Trippe, 
Vail, Wheeler, and John V. Wright—47. 


So (two thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the bill was passed. 


LANDS TO THE OLD STATES. 


Mr. CARLILE asked the consent of the 
House to introduce a bill to equalize the grants 


Mr. RUST objected. 

Mr. CARLILE moved to suspend the rules. 

Mr. JONES, of 'Tennessec, demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The bill was read; and it provides for giving to | 
each of the old States, warrants for public lands, ! 
at the rate of two hundred and fifty thousand 
acres to cach Senator and Representative to which 
said State is entitled, the proceeds of which are 
to be applied for the construction and completion | 
of railroads and canals in such States. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL-—CONFERENCE 
COMMITTEE. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Irise to a privi- 


leged question. The committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


for the support of the Army for the year ending 
30th of June, 1857, have met, and after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: That, having been } 
unable to come to any agreement, they be dis- | 
charged. The committee also agreed to recom- 


of another committee of conference. 
Mr. QUITMAN. In order to bring this matter 
to a conclusion, I move that the House recede 


amendment without amendment; and on that mo- 


tion I call for the previous question. 


The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 


Mr. CUMBACK. I call forthe yeas and nays 
The yeas and nays were Srdered: 
The question was taken; and it was decidedin 
the negative—yeas 92, nays 99; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. 
Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Wiiliam- 
son R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Henry Winter Davis, Den- 
ver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, Eustis, Evans, Faulk- 
ner, Florence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, 
Hickman, Hoffman, Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Lake, Lumpkin, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samudl S. Marshall, Max- 
well, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Milson, Orr, 
Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Ricaud, 
Richardson, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Seward, 
Shorter, Wiliam Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Ste- 
phens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Thurston, Trippe, Tyson, 
Underwood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, 
Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John V. 
Wright, and Zollicoffer—92. 

NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Bar- 
clay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffinton, James H. Campbell, Lewis 


| D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Claw- 


son, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrell, 
Timothy Davis, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durtee, Edie, 
Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas 
R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kel- 
sey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, 
Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, 
Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, 
Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, 
Ritchie, Roberts, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Todd, 
Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwal- 
ader C. Washburnc, Eitihu B. Washburne, Israel Wash- 
born) Watson, Weleh, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth 
—99. 

So the House refused to recede from its amend~ 
ment and agree to the amendment of the Senate. 


Pending the above call, 

Mr. KNOX. stated that Mr. Erueriper had 
paired off with Mr. Day. 

Mr. OLIVER, of Missouri, said: Mr. Speaker, 
I was called to the bar just before my name was 
called, and, though outside of the bar, 1 had my 
hand on it. I was not within the bar. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman ask 
leave to vote? 

Mr. OLIVER. I do. I do not consider that 
l was without the bar, under the rules. It was 
my intention to vote. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 
being allowed to vote. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was reccived from the Senate, by 
Assury Dicks, their Secretary, notifying the 
House that that body had passed the Post Office 
appropriation bill, with sundry amendments, in 
which he was directed to ask the concurrence of 


I object to the gentleman 


| the House. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL-—AGAIN. 


Mr. ORR. JT move the appointment of another 
committee of conference on the Army bill, with 
instructions to recede from the House amend- 
ment, and to agree to that of the Senate; and on 
that motion call for the previous question, 

Mr. GROW. I rise to a question of order. 
The motion of the gentleman from South Caro- 
line is similar to the one just voted down. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. And is the gentleman’s 
motion in order before the motion to insist? Is 
it not irregular and out of order for the gentle- 
man to move for a second committee ? 

TheSPEAKER. Itis competent for the House 
to order a second or third committee. 

Mr. ORR. There can be a division of the 
question. 

Mr. CUMBACK. I move to reconsider the 
last vote; and to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
nays. 

Mr. CUMBACK. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask to take 
from the Speaker’s table the Post Office appro- 
ptiation bill, with the Senate amendments thereto, 
in order that they may be non-concurred in en 
masse, and there may be a committee of conference 
appoinei: P g 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman’s motion 
can only be entertained by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ČOVODE. T object. 


I demand the yeas and 
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Mr. ORR. Ical the previous question upon 
my motion. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move to lay the motion 
upon the table. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
the bill with it? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. It is an inde- 
endent motion, and does not attach itself to the 
ill. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 

main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. PRINGLE. I would like to have the res- 
olution divided. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to appoint 
acommittee, and to give instructions to the com- 
mittee. 
House, because, if the first part be negatived, there 
is nothing to which the second clause can be at- 
tached. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I hope it will be voted 
down. 

Mr. STANTON. Suppose the House vote 
down the motion of the gentleman from South 
Carolina. ([Criés of “ Order!” * Order !?7] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
will state for what purpose he rises. 

_Mr. STANTON. It is to inquire whether a 
simple motion to appoint a committee of confer- 
ence will be in order if this motion is voted down ? 

The SPEAKER. It will be. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘The question was taken on Mr. Orr’s motion; 
and it was decided in the negative—yeas 97, nays 
98; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Bowie, Boyce, 
Branch, Brooks, Broom, Burnett, Cadwalader, Carlile, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson 
R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, 
Denver, Dowdell, Edimundson, Eniott, Eustis, Evans, 
Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. 
D. Kuler, Goode, Greenwood, J. Morrison Harris, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Her- 
bert, Hickman, Hoffman, Houston, George W. Jones, J. 
Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, bumpkin, 
Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. 
Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, Mc@uecn, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr; Peek, Phelps, Porter, 
Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Ricaud, Richardson, Rivers, 
Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, William 
Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, 
Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Thurston, Trippe, Tyson, Cnder_ 
wood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, 
Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Daniel B, Wright, Jolm V. 
Wright, and Zollicofter—97, 

NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Bar- 
clay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffinton, James H. Campbell, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Daniell, ‘Timothy 
Davis, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edic, Edwards, 
Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, 
Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, ‘Thomas R. Horton, 
Vatentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Matte- 
son, McCarty, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Mur- 
ray, Michols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, 
Peltou, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Ritchie, 
Roberts, Sage, Sanp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Todd, Trafton, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israc] Washburn, 
Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—9s. 


Does that carry 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. KIDWELL stated that, after this vote, he 
had paired of with Mr. Cracim until Monday 
morning. 


Mr. DAVIDSON. Irise to a privileged ques- 


‘tion. A bill of the Senate was passed by this | 


House with an amendment. It went to the Sen- 
ate without the amendment being noted. The 
records of the House show that the amendment 
was acted upon and passed by the House. 1 sub- 
nut the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to re- 
quest of the Senate a return of the bill of the Senate (No. 


377) entitled “An act for the relief of Ambrose Lanfear, of į 


Louisiana.” 

The resolution was agreed to; and the error 
was corrected. 

LANDS TO THE OLD STATES—AGAIN. 

Mr. CARLILE. -I now call up my motion to 
suspend the rules to enable me to introduce a bill 
to equalize the grants of lands to the several States. 

The SPEAKER. Upon that motion the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 78, nays 96; as follows: 


It is not divisible under the rules of the | 


YEAS — Messrs. Ball, Henry Bennett, Benson, Bishop, 
; Bowie, Buflinton, James H. Campbell, Carlile, Chaffee, 
Bayard Ciarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Cox, Cullen, Damren, 
Timothy Davis, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, 
Evans, Flagler, Poster, Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, Gilbert, 
Granger, Robert B. Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Haven, Hoff- 
man, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Hughston, 
Kelsey, King, Knight, Knowlton, Kunkel, Matteson, Mc- 
Carty, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Parker, 
Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Pike, Pringle, Puryear, Ricaud, 
Rivers, Roberts, Sage, mmons, William Smith, William 
R. Smith, Sneed, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurs- 
ton, Todd, Trafton, Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Wakeman, 
Ellibu B.Washburne, tsrael Washburn, Watkins, Williams, 
Wood, Woodruff, and Zollicofter—78. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allison, Barbour, Bar- 
clay, Hendley S. Bennett, Bliss, Bocock, Boyce, Bradshaw, 
Branch, Brenton, Brooks, Burnett, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Craige, Cumback, Davidson, 
Dean, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, Emrie, Faulk- 
ner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Goode, 
Greenwood, Grow, Harlan, Hickman, Holloway, Houston, 


į Knox, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, Samuel S. Mar- 
shall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Mill- 
son, Mott, Nichols, Norton, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Perry, 
Pettit, Porter, Powell, Quitman, Richardson, Ruffin, Rust, 
Sandidge, Sapp, Savage, Scott, Seward, Sherman, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, Spinner, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Valk, 
Wade, Waibridge, Waldron, Cadwalader €. Washburne, 
Watson, Weleh, Wells, Wheeler, Winslow, Woodworth, 
Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—96. 

So the rules were not suspended. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. DOWDELL stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Harnis, was ill, and had paired off with 
Mr. Riven until Monday morning. 


| MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Aspury Dicxss, their Secretary, requesting the 
return to that body by the House of an act (S. 
No. 377) for the relief of Ambrose Lanfear, 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Enrolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled bills 
and resolutions of the following titles; when the 
Speaker signed the same: 

A resolution (S. No. 34) for the settlement 
of the accounts of Charles M. Strader and Ed- 
i ward P. Johnson, mail contractors; 

An act (H. R. No. 180) making appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, and 
for repairs of barracks and quarters, for the ycar 
ending 30th June, 1857; 

An act (S. No. 407) for the relief of Francis A. 
Gibbons and Francis X. Kelly; 

An act (S. No. 204) fixing the graduation pe- 
riod for Jands in the Greensburg district, in the 
State of Louisiana; 

An act (S. No. 339) to authorize protection to 
| be given to citizens of the United States who may 
| discover deposits of guano; 

An act (S. No. 239) supplemental to an act 
entitled ‘An act to amend the several acts re- 
specting copyrights,” approved February 3, 1831; 


merce to be laid annually before Congress,” ap- 
proved August 16, 1842, and for other purposes; 
An act (S. No. 182) for the relief of John 
Tucker; 
An act (S. No. 169) for the relief of Josiah S. 
Little; 


i Rankin, of Tennessce; 

| Anact (S. No. 289) for the relief of the heirs 
| of Jabez B. Rooker, deceased; 

An act (S. No. 299) for the relief of John M. 
| McIntosh; 


| Cook and others; 


| vidson, of Kentucky; 
An act (S. No. 229) for the relief of F. A. Cun- 
t ningham, paymaster United States Army; 

An act (S. No. 120) granting a pension to Ben- 
| jamin Berry, a soldier of the Revolution; ; 
| Anact (S. No, 285) granting a revolutionary 
| pension to Sarah Blount; 


of the Revolfition; 

An act (S. No. 256) for the relief of Nancy 
Bowen and Sarah Larrabee; 

An act (S. No. 287) granting a pension to 
Nancy M. Gunsally, formerly widow of Lyman 
M. Richmond, deceased; 


Howard, George W., Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Knapp, | 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on | 


An act (S. No. 264) to amend an act entitled i 
“An act requiring foreign regulations of com- j 


An act (S. No. 280) for the relief of Anthony | 


An act (S. No. 136) for the relief of Isaac | 


An act (S. No. 262) for the relief of James Da- | 


Anact (S. No. i81) for the relief of Rebecca | 
Halsey, widow of Zephaniah Halsey, an officer |! 


An act (S. No. 286) granting five years’ half 
pay to Mrs. Ann Turner, widow of Elbert Tur- 
ner, deceased; : 
f An act (S. No. 245) for the relief of Franck Tay- 

or; 

Anact (S. No. 309) for the relief of Brevet Brig- 
adier General John B. Walbach, of the United 
States Army; 


An act (S. No. 375) for the relief of Eliza B. 
MeNeills 

An act (S. No. 345) for the relief of Nathan M: 
Lounsbury; 

An act (S. No. 313) for the relief of Adam D. 
Steuart and of Alexander Randall, executor of 
Daniel Randall; 

An act (S. No. 308) for the relief of John H. 
Scranton and James M. Hunt, owners of the 
steamer Major Tompkins; and 

A resolution (S. R. No. 24) for the benefit of Su- 
san Decatur, widow of Commodore Stephen De- 
catur, late of the United States Navy. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by Mr. 
Dicxrys, its Secretary, notifying the House that 
the Senate insist on their amendment to the Army 
appropriation bill, and had appointed another 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses. 

ENROLLED BILL. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as truly enrolled an act to extend 
the jurisdiction of the corporation of the city of 
Washington over the lower Eastern Branch, or 
Navy-Yard bridge, and to regulate travel on the 
upper Eastern Branch, or Benning’s bridge, and 
for other purposes. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a reso- 
lution from the Senate insisting on their amend- 
ment to House bill (No. 153) making appropria- 


| ‘tions for the service of the Army for the year 


ending June 30, 1857, disagreed toby the House, 
asking a further conference on thé disagreeing 
vote of the two Houses on said hill, and ordering 
that Messrs. Puen, Cray, and Gever be the com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate. l 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I move that the House in- 
sist upon its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate, and appoint a second committee of 
conference. é 

The motion wag agreed to; and Messrs. Gip- 
pines, FAULKNER, and Arison were appointed 
such committee of conference. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move to take 
from the Speaker’s table the act making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post Office Depart- 
ment during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1857, 
with the Senate amendments thereto; and that 
the House non-concur in the amendments of the 
Senate, with a view to a committee of conference, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. I move that a com- 
mittee of conference be appointed. 

The motion was agreed to; and Messrs. Bil- 
Lincuursr, Wanker, and Saar, were appointed 
such committee of conference. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL 
APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I desire to state the 
action of the committee of conference appointed 
on the disagreeing votes on House bill No. 202. 
The House will recollect that, when I announced 
the action of the first committee of conference 
to-day, there were still some eight or nine amend- 
ments of the Senate undisposed of. A second 
committee of conference was appointed, and they 
were unable to agree. The bill was returned to 
the Senate, and we now have a message from 
that body informing us that they have receded 
from all of their amendments, and of their disa- 
greeing votes to the House amendments, with the 
exception of four. They have receded from some 
ten amendments. They insist, however, upon 
four of their amendments, which I desire to state 
to the House. 

The first is the amendment of the Senate 
striking out from this appropriation bill §180,000 
for the purchase of books for the members. I 
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simply desire to say to the House in regard to 
that, that since the-passage of the increased com- 
pensation bill I think that the House ought not 
to insist on thatappropriation. The other three 
are the amendments in relation to Kansas—two 
provisoes attached to the bill by the House, and 
the amendment of the Senate making an appro- 
priation for the Eegislature of Kansas. These 
are the amendments now remaining to be acted 
on by the House—the three in relation to Kan- 
sas, and the one in relation to the books. My 
experience on these committees of conference 
satisfies me that it is unnecessary to have further 
conference on these questions, especially as the 
matter is now narrowed down to these isolated 


points, on which the House can act without the | 


interposition of a committee of conference. The 
hour is late; and I think it is time that we should 
take a test vote on these questions, whether we 
intend to maintain the position which the House 
has taken, and so lose the billon these amend- 
ments? I go into no argument on the subject, 
because I do not intend to invite discussion by 
anything I might say. I move that the House 
recede in each case—from the book amendment, 
and from the three Kansas amendments; and on 
that I ask the previous question, with the under- 
standing that there may be a separate vote on 
each one of these amendments, so that the House 
may express its judgmenton each subject. The 
first amendment is the book question. ‘The Sen- 
ate struck out that appropriation from the bill. 
The House agreed to that, with an amendment 
in the natare of a proviso: The cffect of my 
motion to recede will be, if adopted, to agree to 


the Senate amendment to strike out the appro- | 


priation altogether. 

Mr. MATTESON. I would inquire whether 
it is worth while for us to have three votes on 
the Kansas question? 

Mr. COBB. Not unless the House desire it. 

Several Members. Separate votes. 

Mr. COBB. Lf gentlemen desire to have sep- 
arate votes, I think they ought to have them. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The question was first taken on the Senate 
amendment striking out the appropriation for 
books for members. 


Mr. HICKMAN called for the yeas and nays. | 


The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 
fourteen members voting therefor, 

The qnestion was taken; and the amendment 
of the Senate was concurred in. 

Mr. LEPCEEER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment of the Senate was con- 
eurred in, and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table; which latter motion was 
agreed to, 

Mr. PHELPS. I would suggest, that as to the 


other three pending amendments in relation to | 


Kansas, a vote upon one would answer the pur- 
pose, 

Several Mempurs. No! no! 

The question recurred on the amendment of the 
Senate striking out the following proviso: 

Provided, ‘That. the money hereby appropriated shall not 
be drawn from the Treasury, &e., 
in which amendment the [Louse concurred with 
the following amendment: 

Provided, That no part of the money appropriated hy this 
aet for the Territory of Kansas shall be drawn from the 
Treasury, or paid out of any othe 
Congress, until every 


appropriation made by : 
person charged with treason against į 


| 
| 


the United States, or other otense founded upon any par- | 


ticipation of such person in the formation of the consti- 
tion Known as the Topeka constitution, or any measare 
preparatory thereto, or in pursuance thercof, or in the body 
claiming to be the Legislature of said Territory convened 
at ‘Topeka, or any measure preparatory thercto, or in pur- 
puance thereof, or any viokttion or disregard whatever of 
any enactment of the alleged Legistutive Assembly of said 
Territory, recently assembled at Shawnee ion, shall be 
ed trom confinement, and discharged frons further 


pros 
shall he so coustrued as to preve 
prosecution, punishment, or det 
of the United States in said Territory, of any person who 
shati bave violated any provision of 
the comin 
said Territory. 

Mr. WALKER demanded the yeas and nays. 

Fhe yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the aflirmative—ycas 98, nays 93; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Aiken, Barksdale, Hendley S. Bennett, | 


Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Broom, Burnett, Cadwal- 


tution therefor; but nothing contained in this proviso : 
at the indiconent, arrest, + 
non, ia or by any court | 


ay act of Congress in - 
on of any oilense against person or property in | 


i 


i 
i 
} 
j 
i 
H 
i 


| Henry Benne 


ader, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Cling- 
man, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, 
Cullen, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, 
Edmundson, Elliott, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, 
Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, 
J. Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, 
Herbert, Hickraan, Hoffman, Houston, George W. Jones, 
J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexan- 
der K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, 
Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mill- 
ward, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, 
Puryear, Quitman, Ricaud, Richardson, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, 
Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Wil- 
liam Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, 
Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Thurston, Trippe, Tyson, Under- 
wood, Vail, Valk, Walker, Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, Wil- 
liams, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and 
Zotlicotier—98. 

NAYS— Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Bar- 
clay, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, 
Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffinton, James H. Campbell, Chaffee, 
Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, 
Covode, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Dean, Dick- 
son, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Gid- 
dings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Wall, Harlan, Hol- 
loway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, 
Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Kunkel, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, Morgan, 
Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Roberts, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, ‘Tappan, Thoringten, Todd, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Washburne, Ellibu B. Washburne, Isracl Washburn, Wat- 
son, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—93. 


So the House receded from its amendment, and 
agreed to the Senate amendment. 


The next amendment was reported, as follows: 

Strike out the proviso in the clause “ For defraying the 
expenses of the Supreme, circuit, and district courts of the 
United States, including the District of Columbia ; also for 
jurors and wit sin aid of the funds arising from fines, 
penalties, and fo ures incurred in the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1857, and previous years; and likewise for defray- 
jug the expenses of suits in which the United States are con- 
cerned, and of prosecutions for offenses committed against 
the United States, and for the safe-keeping of prisoners, 
$1,000,000 : Provided, owever, ‘That no part of the money 
hereby appropriated shall be expended for prosecuting or 
detaining any person or persons charged with treason. or 
any other political offense in the 'Perritory of Kansas, for 
any prosecutions that have been heretofore instituted for 
political offenses ; and insert as follows: 

Provided, however, That no part of the same shall be ex- 
pended for arresting, prosecuting, punishing, or detaining 
any person charged with treason or other offense founded 
upon any participation of such persons in the formation of 
the constitution known as the Topeka constitution, or 
any measure preparatory thereto, or in pursuance thereof, 
or in the body claiming to be the Legislature of said Terri- 
tory, convened at Topeka, or any measure preparatory 
thereto, or in pursuance thereof, or any violation or disre- 
gard whatever of any enactment of the alleged Legislative 
Assembly of said ‘Territory, recently assembled at Shawnee 

ons but nothing in this proviso shall be so construed 
as to prevent the indictment, arrest, prosecution, punish- 
ment, or detention in or by any court of the United States, 
in said ‘Territory, of any person who shall have violated 
any provision of any actof Congress in the commission of 
any offense against person or property in said Territory. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, demanded the 


Is 


| yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 
On motion of Mr. McMULLIN, it was 


Ordered, ‘That when the House adjourus it adjourn to 
meet ut nine o’cjoek, a. m., on Monday next. 


Mr. ALBRIGHT (at twelve o’clock) moved 
that the flouse adjourn. 
‘The motion was disagreed to. 


The question then recurred upon the motion 
that the House recede from its disagreement to 
the Senate amendment; and being taken, it was 
decided in the aflirmative—yeas 96, nays 91; as 
follows: 

VY bBAS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Hendley S. Bennett, 
Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Broom, Burnett, Cadwal- 
ader, Carlile, Caruth Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, ige, Cullen, Davidson, 
Henry Wiwer Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, 1i- 
ott, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Floren Henry M. Muller, 
‘Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, J. Morris 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hick- 
man, Hoffman, Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, 
Kelly, Lake, Leteher, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Humpbrey Marshall. Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, Me- 
Mullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Milson, Millward, Mor- 
decai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, 
Quitman, Ricaud, Richardson, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, San- 
didge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, Willem R. Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, 
"Taylor, Thurston, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Valk, 
Walker, Wel 
Daniel B. W John V. Wright, and Zollicofer—96. 

NAYS—M Albright, Allison, Rall, Barbour, Barclay, 
, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Brad- 


Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy 


| Davis, Dean, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Flagler, 


Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. 
Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. 


a Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, | 


haw, Brenton, Buffinton, James ti. Campbell, Lewis D. | 
| Campbeil, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, 


! Sneed, 


Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight 
Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Matteson, Killian Miller, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle, Roberts, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Spin- 
ner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, ‘Thorington, Todd, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
burne, Ellinu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Welch, 
Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—91. 

So the House receded from its amendment, and 
agreed to the amendment of the Senate. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. MACE stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Keir. 

Mr. PIKE stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Carne for the remainder of the session, 
after this vote. . 

Mr. DICKSON stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. STEPHENS. . 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, stated that his col- 
league, Mr. Warxins, and Mr. Warsow had 

aired off for the remainder of the session. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Kentucky, stated that 
he had paired off with Mr. Dick. 

Mr. BARBOUR moved that the House adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The last amendment of the Senate to which 
the House disagreed was reported as follows: 

For compensation and mileage of members of the Legis- 
lative Assembly, officers, clerks, and contingent expenses 
of said Assembly, $20,000. 

Mr. MORGAN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 85, nays 93; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Hendley S. Bennett, 
Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Broom, Burnett, Cadwal- 
ader, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, William- 
son R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Cullen, Davidson, Heary 
Winter Davis, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, Eus- 
tis, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Green- 
wood, J. Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hoff- 
man, Houston, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Kelly, 
Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, Samuel $. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, 
MeQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Peck, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Ricaud, 
Richardson, Rivers, Rutin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Sew- 
ard, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, 
Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Taylor, Trippe, Tyson, 
Underwood, Vail, Valk, Wheeler, Whitney, Wiliams 
Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicof- 
fer—85. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Barclay, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Buflinton, James If. Campbell, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, 
Comins, Covode, Cumback, Damvell, Timothy Davis, Dean, 
Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edic, Eanrie, Flagler, Galloway, 
Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Wall, Harlan, 
Hickman, Holloway, ‘Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. 
Horton, Howard, Tugiston, Kelsey, Knapp, Knight, 
Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Matteson, MeCarty, Kil- 
lian Miller, Millward, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nich- 
ols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pen- 
nington, Perry, Pettit, Pringle, Roberts, Sage, Sapp, Scott, 
Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thoring-~ 
ton, Thurston, Todd, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Wal- 
dron, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, 
Isracl Washburn, Weleh, Wells, Wood, Woodruff, and 
Woodworth—93. 

So the House refused to recede from its disa- 
greement to the amendment of the Senate. 

„Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote last taken; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. If the gentleman will 
waive his motion for a moment, I will say that 
it is necessary the House should take additional 
action on this amendment, in order that the bill 
may be returned to the Senate for its final action. 
I will move that the House insist on its disagree- 


| ment to the amendment of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. 
will have no effect. 

The question was taken on Mr. Campsevy’s 
motion; and the motion to reconsider was laid 
upon the table. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Cozp’s 
motion; and the House insisted on its disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendment making appropri- 


The motion to reconsider 


| ation for the expenses of the Legislative Assem- 


bly of Kansas. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Dicxixs, their Secretary, announcing that 
the Senate had agreed to a committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on-the Post Office appropriation bill, 
INCREASED COMPENSATION OF LABORERS. 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I now 
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ized to pay out of the contingent fund of the House the sum 
of $200 to John B. Raub, for lighting the chandelier.in the 
Hall of the House of Representatives during the present 
session of Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. BALL moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to, and also that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 


RED RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 
Mr. RUST. I movè a suspension of the rules 


move that the House take from the Speaker’s 
table a joint resolution (H. R. No. 26) giving an | 
increased compensation to the laborers in the 
employment of the executive and legislative | 
departments of the Government, in the city of | 
Washington, which has been returned from the 
Senate with an amendment. The amendment of 
the Senate makes the same provision for the 
laborers, and also provides for equalizing the | 
salaries of messengers and assistant messengers. 
The amendment in some cases provides for an 
increase of salary from $840 to $900. The in- 
erease is slight; and I trust the amendment will | 


g 


Mr. MeMULLIN. The gentleman from Maine 
has just informed the House, that ona former 
occasion: he investigated this subject, and: the 
Secretary of the Treasury informed him that it 
was not necessary to establish this steam cutter 
at the port of New. York, as a different class of 
; vessel answered «all the purposes... With: that 
i statement of fact from the gentleman from Maine 
who has given the subject consideration, La peal 


to take up from the Speaker’s table and put upon 
its passage Senate bill (No. 70) for continuing 
and completing the improvement of the Red river 
at the raft. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


REVENUE CUTTER AT NEW YORK. 
Mr. PELTON. I ask that the rules be sus- 
pended for the purpose of taking up and putting 
upon its passage a Senate biil to authorize the 


be agreed to. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was taken from the Speaker’s table; 
and the amendment of the Senate was reported, 
as follows: ` 


Strike out the item relating to the annual pay of S600, 
from July, 1855, and substitute the following: 

There shall be one principal messenger in each of the 
offices of the Secretaries of State, Treasury, Interior, War, 
and Navy, Postmaster General, and Attorney General, at 


an annual salary of. $900, and one principal messenger in |, President of the United States to cause to be 
each of the bureaus of the several Executive Departments, 


procured, by purchase or otherwise, a suitable 
at an annual salary of S840 each ; and all other messengers |! p? er co ee ad nf Nan Wale 
and assistant messengers now authorized by law to be ém- || Steamer, to ae stationed at the port of New York 
ployed in said Departments shall receive an annual salary 
of S700; and al! laborers in the employment of the Govern- 
ment, in the Executive Departments, and on the public 
grounds, in the city of Washington, shall receive an annual 
salary of $600 each, from and after the Ist day of July, 1856 ; 
and such sum, in addition to the appropria‘ions otherwise 
provided, as may be required to pay the san e, ishereby ap- , 
propriatcd out of any inoney in the Treasury not otherwise 


‘ing relief to distressed vessels, ti 
; and crews. 

The question was. inken; and the rules were 
suspended. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. 


and nays upon the third reading of the bil 


sir passengers 


S| 


I demand the yea 
i 


ss A anes í ; 1 The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Mr. COBB. I call forthe previor s questionon || Mr, PELTON. ‘J cail for the previous ques- 


the amendment. i tion. 

The previous question was seconded, and the || ‘The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation i| main question ordered; and under tho operation | 
thereof, the amendment was concurred in. ; thereof the bil was ordered to a third reading, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. and was accordingly read the third time. 
: i My. McQUEEN. Teall for the yeas andnays 

A message was received from the Senate, by |; assage of the biil 

© 5 aniidae upon the passage of the biil. 
Assury Dicxixs, their Secretary, notifying the | The yeas and nays were ori 
House that the Senate had passed the post route Mr. MeMULLIN. 1 desi a word 
bill, with sundry amendments; in which he was 


a : before the bill is passed. 1 desire to he informed | 
directed to ask the concurrence of the House. | of the ground upon which the passage of that bill: 
POST ROUTE BILL. 


‘igasked? Lask if it has been recommended by | 

Mr. MACE. [ask the unanimous consent of ;, the Secretary of War or by an 
the House to take from the Speaker's table the |; ment of the | Gov amuen J desi 
post route bill, just returned from the Senate | ebiect and the nee y O8 it. 
with amendments, for the purpose of considering 
those amendments. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken 
from the Speaker’s table; and the amendments of 
the Senate were severally read, and agreed to. 

Mr. MACE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendments were agreed to, and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES B. SHIRLEY AND OTHERS. 


Mr. BALL. Lask the unanimous consent of | 
the House to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House bed 
pay out of the contingent fund to Charles B. Shirley 
his s s in taking care of rooms and attending upen 
committees in the south wing of the Capitol 
compensation at the rate usually paid to the me 
commencing on the 4th day of July last; and that the s 
Glerk be also directed to pay, in like manner, to Charles 
Upton, assistant postmaster, the same rate of compensation 
that is allowed to the assistant doorkeeper, commencing 


7 i 
4 . 


re 


s 


e to know the 


reported this bill, why we are called upon to vote | 
this bill now, not only on the lost night of the 

session, but on the Sabbath—under the gag of | 
the previous questic Task the gentleman who | 
reported this bill to inform the Frouse whether or | 
not the bill ought to be passed, andthe gentleman i 
is silent—he is dumb. Let him inform us of the 
necessity of the passage of this bill, 1 again ash 
him whether the Secretary of War or any De- 


sage of it? 

il Mr. FULLER, of Maine. Will 
li from Virginia yield me the floor for a moment 
Mr. McMULLIN., Lyield the floor to he 
| from some gentleman who can give me informa 
tion. 

Mr. PULLER. Is only sey, tha 
former occasion, it became my duty to gi 
subject an investigation. J had a confere: 
regard to it with che Secretary of the T 
Unless he has changed his opinion i 
: time, I know that he is averse to the policy o 
| building revenue steamers, as the sailing revenue | 
cutters are amply sufficient for all the purpo 


gentieman | 


the 
r 


0 
o 
€ 


t 
S 
> 


ton 


a: 


with this Congress, and continuing until otherwise ordered. 
Objection being made, 
Mr. BALL moved to suspend the rules. 
The question was taken; and the rules were 
suspended. sea police on our coast. I, therefore, for on 
Mr. EDMUNDSON. I ask the gentleman || ain ie bill : ; 
e < amen tat SPOSCE S : 
from Ohio to accept the following resolution as | Me McMULLIN. Iwill 
an amendment to h who will giv 
AN apunt m CE ore een pen Mr. PELTO I will sabmit the report a 
tives be, and is hereby, directed to pay te n Lew art hia hills and g itshal aave beer 
man fifty certs per day for eaeh da companying this bill; and atten ivehalt ] een 
employed as a messenger or otherwis | read, I will ask the previous question, e 
during the recess of Cougre The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir 
Mr. BALL. Laccept the anendmentasa part || ginia has the floor. _ 
of my resolution. Mr. McMULLI 4 yielc 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, offered the follow- |) from New York for information. 
4 : 2 a 2 la ke ales è 
ing amendment: Mr. WHEELER. I would like to ask a gues- 
= j $ palie 
And that the Clerk of the House be, and hereby is, author- tion,of my colleague. 


138 


| other gentleman 


SE 
Hiek- | 
he has been actually | 


aye 


about the Capitol 


Į yield to the gentieman 


| asa revenue cutter, and for the purpose of afford- |: 


y other Depart- 


: 5 3 i 
I desire to be informed by the gentleman who |: 


ield the fioor io any | 
e me Information. |; 


, to the sense of justice of this House, and: ask 
; whether it is. going to pass a bill of this sort: at 
this stage of the session? Ifit were recommended 
: by any Department of the Government, and T 
i thought it were necessary, I would. be ‘the’ last 
man to oppose it. I desire now to know'of the 
; gentleman from New York,at whose instance this 
bill has been introduced ? 

Mr. PELTON. Let the report be read, 

The report was read, and is as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the 
memorial of the underwriters, merchants, and ship-owners 
of the port of New York, praying that an efficient steamer 
may be substituted for the sailing revenue.cutter now em». 
ployed in that vicinity, have had the same under consider- 

; ation, and thereupon report: ` g 

The memoriatists set forth that, as well the particular in- ` 

: terests of the revenue service of the United States, as the 
general interests of commerce in the port of New York, re- 
quire that there should be attached to the revenue service, 
d for such port, 4 steam vessel of adequate’ speed, 
ih, and power, to be employed in emergencies of 80 
t ocetirence, when the sailing-cutters of the Gov- 
ment can render no service. 
uch vessel is also required to accomplish the pur- 
aded hy the existing provisions of law, which au- 
ne President of the United States to cause.“ reve- 
s OF any suitable number of public vessels, 
to the purpose, to ernise npon the coast, in the 
re portion of the scason, when the public service 
and to afford such aid to distressed navigators 
iness gad ne ities may require,” and 
ch public vessels shall go to sea prepared 


it the ne ities of navigation in the season, most 
o the property and lives exposed, require a vessel 
y possessing the qualities of speed to carry assistance 
ly, of strength to brave adverse winds and tides, and 
of ty to those navigating her and those whom she may 
succor, but also possessing the power and adaptation for 
rescuing vessels stranded or agrotind, and of towing into 
port vessels disabled aud unnavigable. 
That the actual severity of the present season, and the 
arge number of valuable ships, with numerous erews and 
ious cargoes, now out of time, and probably off the 
culty and distress, imperatively.demand some 
diate action in aid of the lives and property in danger. 
Fhe general collection act approved March 2, 1799, (sec- 
tious nin even, ninety-eight, and ninety-nine,) estab- 
i arviee, and authorizes the Presi- 
o cause to be constructed suitable 
omission officers, limits the number of 
on board cach vessel, and “ requires 
cers “ to go on board all ships or vessels 
hall arrive within the United States, or within four 
of the t thereof, and to demand, receive, and 
D ke. 


ion one hundred, authorizes the Presi- 


i periin 
noto: 


i 
i 


y +] } 
partment of the Government recommends the pas- || 


© dentofine 
bull aare, or shall from time 
vice, and provides that, 
es of building, purchasing, or repairing 
z all be paid out of the product of the du- 
on goods, Wares, and merehandise.?? 
subsequent act, approved March 3, 1845, annuls the 
esident, and provides that “no revenue- 
amer shall hereafter be built (except 
-ourse of construction and equipment) 
s an appropriation be first made by law 3”? 
quence of this restriction that the memo- 
r sal direct to Congress. 
ks which have so frequently oc- 
non the coasts of New York and New Jersey, in- 
i uction of millions in property, and frightful 
i ife—among which may. be enumerated 
Mexico and Bristol, where hundreds 
snyers perished within a few miles of the 
¥ork—aroused the sympathies of the whole 
< and in answer to their appeal, Congress promptly 
d the acti amber, 1837, wherein the Presi- 
empowered “fto cause any 
els, adapted to the purpose, 
vere portion of the season, 
wit and to afford such 


suitable number of public v 
to eraise upon the coast in thy 
ynen the public service will allo 


to distressed navigators as their circumstances may re- 
reyt and it was added, “such vessels shall go to sea 


tane i 
rements of this aet, the 
h year subsequently 
equired the officers of the 
w that duty, it: being sup- 
iea of that sevice rendered 


y ed to render such 3 
carry inte execution ure 
of the Treasury h 


d bat the particular dat 
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i familiar with te navightion and dangers within their} 
egyective cruising, iistricts;and that the humane designs 
contemplated- by Congress Would be accomplished most 
eientlyy as well-as:cconomically, ‘by them, 

ja believed that this hazardous service has been per- 
d by those officers zealously, and with as much suc- 
the very limited means placed at their ¢ommand 
aid permit. Indeed, the public journals afford. conclu- 
ive evidence of their exertions, as well as the hardships 
mhey hive encountered, in carrying aid and ‘succor to the 
sdlisiressed mariner, and to. the helpless passengers. commit- 

ted to his charge. 
oo The great increase of commerce at-New York, the in- 
‘greased ‘tonnage of vessels engaged in commercial pursuits, 
and the substitution of steam wpon m.ny routes, preclude 
ae jossibility. of any sailing cutter affording that protection 

0: 


revenue required by Jaw, or “to board and examine” 
A tithe of the vessels arriving at that port ; while theirsmall 
‘AbWiensions, and the fact of their being propelled by canvas 
. Stones renderthem unequal to the task of affording that 
pelier to vessels which Congress designed — particularly m 
cases of great emergency. During the severity of winter 
“Wessels, on approuching the coast, are frequently rendered 
iimianageable by the accumulation of ice upon tbe decks 
{iud figging, to that extent that the first severe gale from the 
westward, and off the land, drives them again to sea—their 
_eréws exhausted by cold and fatigue, and, in many in- 
es reduced tothe fast extremity for want of provisions. 
‘your committee are credibly informed, there are now 
wards of one hundred vessels homeward bound, many 
them with valuable cargoes, and carrying numerous pas- 
engers, over-due at New York; and as the present month 
arch) isregarded as one of the most boisterous upon the 
northern coast, much additional Joss and suffering may be 
c reasonably anticipated, which might be avoided, parually 
at least, if the proper moans were athand. ‘The amount of 
ecuniiry loss at the port of New York reached, in the year 
$858-55, the enormous sum Of $10,000,000; from which 
is the gumlost to the ‘revenue, and the sacrifice of life, 
be readily imagined. 
This subject is onc, not of local interest, but of general 
importance to the whole country—New York being the 
principal point (rom which the great avenues of commerce 
‘and of travelradiate. ‘Reaching the extrome west, the com- 


‘mefeial interests of that region arc immediately involved | 


{nthe question. Many of the enterprising merchants of the 
Anterior cities importing their merchandise direct from all 
“quarters of the gfobe, have an immediate pecuniary interest 
An ‘the efficacy of the service; aud most assuredly all s 
"Monso the country have a matualinte in the preserva- 
tion of human life, the loss of which, resulting trom the 
‘stranding of the ships Mexico, Bristol, New Bra, and Pow- 
n, With the brigs Duc de Braganza and O. Baker, 
inted to fully one thousand, 
“Riom the'statisties furnished by the board of underwriters, 
ft appears that the most disastrous shipwrecks, attended by 
“the greatest sacrifice of human life, oceur upon the coasts 
“ot Long [sland and New Jersey, and within a line drawn 
meMohtaak Point to Barnegat, and extended thence to 
npe May, but chiefly between the two points first named. 
Along the whole line, no harbor of refuge offers itself to 
‘those vessels arrested on the Long [sland side hy southerly, 
‘and on that of New Jersey by severe casterly, gales. This 
‘Yolo is traversed by all the barge passenger vessels bound to 
“New York, and by miny bound to the Delaware bay during 
‘nity months. 

Thousands of their passengers and crews have perished 
within those limits, for want of that prompt and cfficient 
nid required by law. 

' ftis represented that vessels frequently, ater approach- 
ing the land, are overtaken by the audden storms which oe- 
tur during the winter months, blowing direetly on shore, 


ahit may be scen struggling to obtain an ofling—unsuccess- | 


fal in which, a total Joss is the inevitable result. 

“No shiling cutter can approach them; but it is believed 
‘that a steamer would insure their safety, In other cases, 
Vessels are reported as baving been passed at seit in a dis- 
ablo condition, and in all such instances a steamer only 
‘gah afford the requisite assistance. 

< Prom the statistics referred to, itappedars that, in the dis- 
ustets which have occurred recently within the above lim- 
ta, property ta the amount of $2,000,000 has been destroyed, 
the dutiés upon whieh would amount to $300,000. This 
result is obtained by mere reference to a few of the most 
‘imiportant cases. 

Phe interests of Government, the preservation of prop- 
erty in which the Government has an immediate interest, 
“eid the cause of humanity, do, iu the opinion of 
mittee, require that prompt atteation should be given to this 
‘subject; and, in this view, your committee recommend the 
passage of the accompanying bill, as a measure necessary 
to carry out the requirements of the law before referred to, 


Mr. McMULLIN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I beg | 


the House to remember that if you pass this bill 
to-night, it will be the entering wedge which will 
determine the policy of the Government. You 
will have set a precedent to-night which you will 
be called on to follow up for every port in the 
country. And again, neither your Secretary of 
the Navy, nor the Seeretary of War, norany other 
head of Department, has asked for this extraordi- 
wary appropriation ;and thereis no argumentupon 
which I can understand the vote of this House 
in passing this bill, unless it is that New York is 
the great national funnel through which all our 
appropriations mast pass. Whenever a bill comes 
up for the benefit of that city, a sufficient num- 
ber of members is drawn around it to insure its 
passage; but, sir, I ask this [louse to pause be- 
fore they initiate this system of legislation by the 
passage of the bill before us. I ask if it is proper 
that we should be called upon, at this stage of the 


the House whether they are prepared to act upon | 
this report of the Committee on Commerce, based 
jot upon a correct statement of facts. If the facts 
stated in that report were the true statement of 
facts, it would haye been the duty of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to have presented them to 
Congress; but, sir, this progressive committec— 
this enlightened Committee on Commerce—have | 
taken it upon themselves to override the recom- 
mendations of the Secretary of the Treasury; 
and we are now called upon to pass a bill, upon 
this Sabbath morning, involving an expenditure 
of $150,000, upon the mere recommendation of 
this committee. Sir, again I call upon the House 
to pause and reflect a moment before they pass 
this bill; for, sir, I repeat that, if we pass it, we 
shall be called upon to follow it up by similar 
appropriations for Boston, for Philadelphia, for 
Baltimore, and for everyother port of entry in 
the country. I move to postpone the further 
consideration of the bill until the second Tuesday 
in December next. 

Mr. PELTON. Mr. Speaker, I had not in- 
tended, at this late hour of the session, to occupy 
the time and attention of the House a single 
moment upon this bill, as its simplicity and im- 
portance, not only to the great commercial inter- 
ests which I in part represent, but to the whole 
country, and to the Government itself, is so ap- 
arent that I did not conccive it necessary. I had 
hoped and believed that the measure, sir, would 
have received, as it ought, the unanimous appro- 
bation of every gentleman here. I desire to sub- 
mit a very few remarks upon this subject in reply 
to the honorable gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
MeMuxuin,] who has declaimed so vehemently 
against the passage of the bill, simply because it 
isan innovation upon a plan that was adopted 
sixty years ago, and a substitution of a steam for 
a sailing revenue cutter. Ee seems to have en- 
tirely forgotten that our commerce has, in the 
mean time, increased five hundred fold,and utterly 
ignored the fact, that steamers have, toa great 
extent, been substituted for sailing vessels in our 
ocean and coastwise trade. 

T apprehend, sir, that, if the gentleman had 
carefully listened to the reading of the report 
which has been read, he would nothave made the 
remarks which have fallen from his lips. 

The object of this bill is simply to provide a 
revenue steamer to take the place of the sailing 
vessel now employed by the Government at the 
portof New York, which, as gentlemen are prob- 
ably aware, in construction, is similar to those 
employed in 1798, and is totally inadequate to the 
performance of those duties now required by the 
increasing demands of commerce at that port. 
They are low vessels, having their decks only 
two or three feet above the waterline, deep- 
waisted, and unable to carry three boats outside, 
or to get them out except in moderate weather. 
They have no capacity for storing any supplies 
of provisions, water, or other necessary articles, 
beyond what are absolutely necessary for the 
consumption of their own crews; and any ordi- 
nary coasting eraftare superior to them in sailing | 


the neutrality laws. It is a partof the legitimate 
| service of the revenue ‘cutter, and its officers are 
required by the Department to lend their aid in 
rescuing vessels in distress, With the present 
facilities, as I have stated, it is powerless, but 
with a steamer it could subserve governmental, 
local, and private interests, as well as the interests 
of humanity. ‘The rescue of a single vesselfrom 
destruction, aside from saving scores and perhaps 
hundreds of our fellow-beings from an ocean 
burial, might also saye the national treasury an 
amount in duties sufficient to cover every expense 
of its construction and equipment. Reasons:of 
economy. therefore demand that Congress should 
take prompt action in this matter. The losses 
by revenue alone upon cargoes, swallowed up 
by the ocean would compensate thrice over for 
the expenditure which this remedial measure 
would require. So the Federal Treasury would 
derive a profit rather than sustain a loss by sta- 
tioning a steam revenue cutter at our port. AH 
tbe great and varied interests of the General Gov- 
ernment are inseparably connected with the port 
of New York. Itisthe great source of tariff 
income; and New York, without regard to the 
mere question of profitand class, has a claim upon 
the Government, and it is the duty of that Gov- 
ernment to protect and foster its every interest, so 
faras it can do so without prejudicing the interests 
of any other locality. p i 

The gentleman from Virginia"inguires, “ Who 
asks for the construction of thisrevenuesteamer?’’ 
I wil] answer the gentleman that thisis a subject in 
which the whole community, every New Yorker, 
every family in New York, is deeply interested. 
The merchants of the city of New York ask for 
it. The newspaper press, which is the voice of 
the whole people, ask forit. The interests of the 
whole commerce of the country, and the appeals 
of common humanity, to which I trustan Ameri- 
can Congress will never turn a deaf ear, impera- 
tively demand it. Notwithstanding the import- 
ance of it to the Government in protecting its 
revenue, and for the maintenance ofits neutralits 
laws, and in preventing the departure of vessels 
intended for the slave trade, New York asks for 
the construction of this steamer, not from pecu- 
niary considerations alone, but for the preserva- 
tion of human life and property so frequently 
sacrificed to a frightful extent, almost at the very 
entrance to the port of New York, involving fre- 
quently, during a single winter, a loss of five mil- 
lions of dollars to our commerce, and five hundred 
thousand dollars to the revenue of the country; 
and strewing the whole beach with the wrecks of 
shipping, and the remains of hundreds of their 
unfortunate passengers and crews. 

We ask, then, sir, simply that there may be 
constructed a steam revenue cutter of sufficient 
capacity and power to contend with the storms, 
and convey succor and relief to distressed vessels, 
their passengers, and crews; or, in other words, 
that facilitics may be provided to carry out the 
humane designs of the Government, as expressed 
by act of Congress, approved December 22, 1837, 
wherein the President of the United States is 


except in moderate weather and smooth water. 
‘They are adapted exclusively to the navigation 
of our bays and rivers, where they may find 
shelter on the occurrence of tempestuous weather, 
Their decks are so low that in cold weather they 
soon become burdened with ice, rendering them 
unmanageable; and when other vessels can ap- 
proach the Jand with safety, they are compelled | 
to avoid it, in consequence of their inability to 
work oif, if caught with the wind blowing hard 
on shore. And, sir, when a revenue cutter is 
most required for the relief of vessels in distress | 
upon the coasts adjacent to the harbor of New 
York, it is entirely inadequate and powerless, 
from its being a sailing vessel, and of small capa- 
city, to render any efficient aid, Itisunnecessary 
to say to gentlemen that no marine service requires 
greater facilities for swift operation than does the 
revenue cutter service. And, sir, so far as this 
department is concerned, the propelling power of 
steam, as applied to vessels, might as well never 
have been brought to light, or to use, if we are 
compelled to cling to that old system for which 
my honorable friend from Virginia manifests so 
much aifection. 

A steam revenue cutter is indispensable at New 
York to the execution of the revenue laws, and 


session, to set this extraordinary example. Task 


i would be greatly auxiliary to the maintenapce of i! 
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empowered ‘to cause any suitable number of 
public vessels, adapted to the purpose, to cruise 
upon the coast in the severe portion of the sea- 
; son, when the public service will allow, and to 
afford such aid to distressed navigators as their 

ircumsiances may require;’’ and it was added, 
‘such vessels shall go to sea fully prepared to 
render such assistance.” Subsequently to the 
passage of this act, an act was passed annulling 
the authority of the President, and providing that 
no revenue cutter or revenue steamer should be 
‘built or purchased, unless an appropriation be 
first made by law; and it is in consequence of this 
! restriction that the memorialists have made their 
| appeal direct to Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, the honorable gentleman from Vir- 
ginia is not content with attacking the hill itself. 
| Had hiseloquent denunciations stopped with that, 
| I should have been satisfied to have suffered them 
| to remain unanswered. He protests most vehe- 
i! mently and dolorously against inaugurating any 
i new system, however much it may be required, 
because it is new, and because it may be an inno- 
vation upon an old system. He warns us, in 
prophetic language, that if we build a revenue 
steamer for New York, that it will be the ‘ enter- 
ing wedge” for their establishment at-all of onr 
principal ports. But all T have to say to that is, 
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iven for that purpose. I freely admit the force 
of precedents, and am willing to be governed by 
them, provided they are good ones; but I cannot 
turn aside with the gentleman to denounce a new 
measure, simply because it is diferent from that 
which has been employed for fifty or onehundred 
years. I have no doubt that the sailing revenue 
cutters of the same deseription as the one now 
used answered a very good purpose in 1798, and 
that they accomplished all the purposes for which 
they were intended; but the question which we 
have to consider is, are they effective now? I 
speak for the port of New York, and in favor of 
the passage of this bill, when I say that our pres- 
ent revenue cutter is next to being entirely use- 
less, and wholly inadequate to accomplish the 
purposes for which it was originally intended. 
But the honorable gentleman turns his thoughts 
away from the consideration of the bill, and, with 
evident pain, fixes his eyes upon the city of New 
York, and asks you, sir, and the House, if that 
city is to be the funnel through which all the ap- | 
propriations of the Government are to pass? Let 
me ask, is the gentleman jealous of the growth of 
the city of New York? Ishe afraid of its intel- 
ligence, its wealth, and its enterprise? Would 
his unaccountable devotion to old and effete meas- 
ures, and his fondness for treading in the path in 
which his grandfather trod, induce the wish that 
New York should retrograde or remain station- 
ary? Would he withhold all governmental sup- 
port from it because the enterprise of its citizens 
(as bound the remote portions of our country to 
it by railroads and telegraphs, and because it is the 
great commercial emporium of a continent? 
But, sir, I submit that the question does inju 
tice both to the gentleman’s intelligence and to 
his liberality. I ask him, what a»propriations 
have been made during the present Cougress for 
the city of New York? Let him look over our 
Journal, and scan the millions that have been 
appropriated to different portions of the country. 
p to this hour not one dollar has been eppro- 
priated to New York. 
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And now, Mr. Speaker, 
the merchants of that city, who pay into your 
national Treasury nearly two thirds of your en- 
tire revenue, simply ask of Congress this appro- 
priation for the protection of the property of the 
whole country—of their property, of your prop- 
erty, and for the preservation of human life. I 
demand the previous question on the passage of 
the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put, being upon the 
passage of the hill. 

Mr. McMULLIN, 
motion to postpone? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question cuts 
off the motion to postpone. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the aflirmative—yeas 116, nays 49; as follows: 

YLAS—Messrs. Ball, Barbour, Henry Bennett, Benson, 
Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Bowie, Bradshaw, Branch, 
Brenton, Broom, Buffintou. Cadwalader, James H. Camp- 
bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, 
Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cullen, Cumback, Damrcll, 
Timothy Davis, Dean, Denver, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, 


What has become of the ! 


Edwards, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Plager, Florence, 
Henry M. Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, 


Robert B. Hatt, J. Morrison Harris, Haven, Werbert, Hick- 
man, Hoffman, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine 
B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelly, Kelsey, King, Knapp, | 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Mace, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Matteson, MeCarty, Killian Miller, Millward, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Parker, 
Pearce, Peck, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pringie 
Rivers, Roberts, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Sneed, Spinner, | 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, ‘Taylor, ‘Thorington, Thurs- 

ton, Todd, Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Wade, Wake- 
man, Walbridge, Waldron, Walker, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
bume, Ellibu B. Washbume, Isracl Washburn, Weleh, 
Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Wood, Woodruf, 
Woodworth, and Zollicotler—! 16. 

NAY S—Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Hendley $. Bennett, 
Bocock, Boyec, Burnett, Caskie, Clingman, Wiliainson R. 
W. Cobb, Cox, Edmundson, Elliott, Emrie, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Grow, Harlan, Houston, George 
W. Jones, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel S. 
Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, MeQueen, Smith Miler, 
Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Grr, Phelps, Powell, Puryear 
Quitman, Ricaud, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Scett, 
Samuel A. Sinith, Wiliam Smith, Swope, Talbott, Trippe, 
Winslow, and John V. Wright—49. 

So the bill was passed. 

Pending the above call, 

Mr. MILLER, of Indiana, stated thet he had 
paired off with Mr. Barnour. 


i to George T. Whittington, assist 


‘moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 


! Robert B., Hall, Harian, J. M 


lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


IMPROVEMENT OF DES MOINES RAPIDS. 


Mr. KNOX, by unanimous consent, offered 
the following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
e directed to present to the Secretary of State the act en- 
itled “ An act for continuing the improvement of the Des 
Zoines Rapids, in the M pi river,” together with the 
3 of the Clerk of the House of Representative 
ecretary of the Senate, showing that the said act 
d by a vote of two thirds of both Houses of Con- 
; after the objections of the President thercto had been 
ed, aud after the reconsideration of said act by both | 
Touses of Congress, in accordance with the Constitution. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, (at half past one 
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o’clock, a. m.,) moved that the House adjourn. 
a Ro : > Ñ H 
he motion was disagreed to—ayes 49, noes || 
80. | 


GEORGE T. WHITTINGTON. 

Mr. RICAUD. I offer the following resolution 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to pi 
ant superintendent of 
docwnent ronm, the same compensation that is now paid | 
the superintendent of the doc troom, commenting | 
with the present session of Congress. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, I object, 

Mr. RICAUD. T move to suspend the rules 
| in order that I may introduce the resolution. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call for the yeas | 
i and nays, j 
| Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 1 call for tellers on | 
| the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered; and the yeas and | 
nays were not ordered. 

he rules were suspended. 

Mr. RICAUD. I call for the previous question 
on the adoption of the resolution. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I would like to know what 
is the present salary of this officer? 

‘Yhe SPEAKER, Debate is not in order. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RICAUD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted, and also 


abie; which latter motion was agreed to. 
THOMAS H. BAIRD. 


Mr. KNIGHT. I move that there be taken 
from the Speaker’s table, and put on its passage, 
a bill (S. No. 438) for the relief of Thomas H. 
Baird. Itis a bill from the Court of Claims. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. KNIGIIT. I move to suspend the rules 
fer the purpose of having that bill acted on. 

Mr. GOODE (at a quarter to two o’clock, 
a. m.) moved that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, called for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. . : 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 72, nays 97; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Henry Beonett, Bliss, Bocock, Boyce, 
Brenton, Brooks, Burnett, Caskie, slark, Clawson, 
Clingman, Colfax, Craige, Cullen, Damrell, Dean, Durfee 
Eliott, Evans, Flagler, Galloway, Goode, Granger, Grow, 
n Harris, Haven, Herbert, i 
Hoffinan, Holloway, Valer . Horton, Houston, Georg 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kelsey, King, Knox, 
Kunkel, Lake, Letcher, Samuel S. Marshall, McCarty, 
Morrill, Nichols, Norton, Audrew Oliver, Par- 
; Perry, Pettit, Puryear, Quitman, Ratin, Sav- 
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rs. Aiken, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Barks 
dale, Hendley S. Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, | 
Bowie, Bradshaw, Branch, Broom, Buffinton, Cadwalader, | 
James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Howell 
Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Comins, Covode, Cumback, 
Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Denver, 
Dickson, Dodd, Dowdell, Edie, Edmundson, Emrie, Eustis, 
Faulkner, Florence, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Ful- 
ler, Greenwood, Hickman, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, 


ms, Winslow, Wood, Woodworth, Daniel ; 
right, and Zollicofier—97, i 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


ii is speaking to a 


Pending the call ofthe roll, 

- Mr. NORTON stated that he had- ‘been re- 
quested to announce that Mr. Surman had 
paired off with Mr. Ricwarpsow for the balance 
of the night, it being then two o’eloét, ‘aim 

ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on Ep- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled a jomt 
resolution and a bill of the following titles; whén 
the Speaker signed the same: 

A joint resolution giving increased compensa- 
tion to the laborers in the employ of the execu- 
tive and legislative departments of the Govern- 
ment, in the city of Washington; and 

A Dill to establish certain’ post routes. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL =- CONFERENCE 


COMMITTEE. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. The committee of 
conference upon the disagreeing votes of the.two 
Houses upon the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (HI. R. No. 201) making appropriations 
for certain civil expenses of the Government for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1857, have been 


| 


j unable to agree. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I move 
that the House insist upon its disagreement to 
the Senate’s amendments, and that a second 
committee of conference be appointed, 

The motion was agreed to; and 

The Speaker thereupon appointed as such 
committee on the part of the House, Messrs. 
J. H. Campsent of Pennsylvania, Tuomas L. 
Harris of Ulinois, and J. Morrison Harris 
of Maryland. $ 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Irise to a privileged ques- 
tion. l wish to make a report from the com- 
mittee of conference upon the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses upon the Army bill, That bill 
has been returned to this House with a message 


i from the Senate; and Lask the Clerk to read’ the 


message. 
The message was read, and is as follows: 
In THE SENATE Ov THE UNITED STATES, 

-Tugust 18, 1856. 


è 


Second conference: 

Resolved, ‘That the Senate insist upon their ameadment 
to the bili (LE R. No. 153) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1857, disagreed to by the House of Representatives tò said 
bill. 

Ordered, That the committee of conference upon tlre part 
of the Senate be discharged. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I have to report that a ma- 
jority of the committee on the part of the House 
met a majority of the committee upon the part 
of the Senate, but they were unable to agree. 
We, therefore, report back the disagreement; and 


| I now move that the House adhere to its amend- 


ment to the amendment of the Senate. In making 


i this motion, although the hour ‘be late, I feel it 


due to myself and associates to ask the attention 
of the Louse for a few moments, and through the 
House the attention of the Senate and of the 
country, to the position which we now maintain. 

Mr. BOWIE. 1 object to any speech. 

Mr. GiIDDINGS. F have the floor; and if I 
have strength, the rights of the people shall be 
asserted in this body, if not maintained, and I 
shall be in perfect order in proceeding to state the 
reasons why | have made this motion. We have 
forborne all discussion upon this branch of the 
subject; not one hour nor one half hour of the time 
of this body has been occupied in avowing the 
reasons why we take this position; and although 
the hour be late, I feel that it is important and 
due to the country that we should avow our po- 
sition, even if constrained to do so during these 
last expiring hours of the session. j 

And first, I will correct a misrepresentation 
which has gone out from the other end of the 
Capitol, and even from gentlemen on the opposite 
side of this House. 

Mr. ORR, Teall the gentleman to order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. í have the floor, and Ido 


The gentleman from Ohio 
ged question. 

Mr. ORR. The gentleman is not in order in 
speaking disrespectfully of the other branch of 
Congress. The gentleman spcaks of misrepre- 
sentation made in the Senate. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. f think T know my rights; 


The SPEAK 
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‘and if: 1 know them,.I will keep within the rules 
of the Elouse in my remarks. > 
_ he SPEAKER. . It is undoubtedly the rule 
that the-gentleman from Ohio cannot refer to pro- 
ceedings of the other branch of the Legislature, 
except.as they are officially reported to the House. 
< Mr. GIDDINGS. That is all that I am doing. 
‘say that the majority of the committee of con- 
ference have not refused to give to this Govern- 
ment all funds necessary for the maintenance and 
carrying on of-all-its functions. On the contrary, 
our committee recommend the granting of every 
dollar requested from the House, and every dol- 
“Jar of the estimates has been voted by every Re- 
publican in this body. And I call the attention 
of the country to the fact, that the friends of the 
Adininistration—its avowed supporters in this 
Hall—have steadily voted against this bill, with 
its $12,000,000. They have steadily used their 
voices and their votes to prevent its passage, and 
then they turn round and assert that we are about 
to deprive the Government of the necessary funds 
to support the Army. I therefore wish to cor- 
rect that misrepresentation; and I desire the cor- 
rection to be noticed by the country, and I repeat 
that we intend to grant all these appropriations. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Irise to a question of or- 
der. I understand the member from Ohio to state 
that the friends of the Administration have voted 
against the appropriations to carry on the Gov- 
‘ernment. | 

The SPEAKER.. That is not a question of | 
order on which the Chair can act. 

Mr. MecMULLIN. It isa missepresentation 
of facts, and I wish the country to know it. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I have called attention to 
facts apparent on the record, and ask the people 
to read them. 

Mr. MeMULLIN, No such thing, sir. 

“Mr. GIDDINGS. And, sir, we intend to hold 
them accountable for it. 

Several Voices. That is right. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. And now, sir, I take the | 
position which I have always maintained here | 
for myself, and which I am unwilling, in the 
midst of passing events, to leave unproclaimed 
on this floor; and that is, that the people have a 
perfect, unlimited control over their own funds, 
We are the Representatives of the people here. 
We are their agents, sent here to deal out their 
funds; and it is not for the Senate, or for the Ex- 
ecutive, to say that we shallappropriate them for 
any object revolting to the popuine sense of justiet | 
and propriety. 1 lay down thisas a principle too 
old and too well understood to be disputed at this | 
day. More than six centuries since, as carly as | 
Jane 15, 1215, at the field of Runnymede, it was 
extorled at the point of the sword from King | 
John; and the British people have from that day | 
maintained their dignity and their rights, and the | 
British sovereign, whenever he has negotiated a 
treaty with any nation, approaches the Commons | 
in the language of dependence, ackowledging the 
prerogatives of the people. It is a historical fact, 
that the crown of Ifngland approaches the Com- 
mons saying: “we lay this treaty before you, 
that you may judge of ihe propricty of making an 
appropriation to carry it into effect.” 

Sir, what gentleman will undertake to say that | 
we are bound to abide by the other branch of the 
Legislature, or by the Executive will, in dealing 
out our public treasure? We should be con- 
trolled by the desire of our constituents, not by 
the wishes of the Senate. We inherit this prin- 
ciple of popular independence from our English 
ancestors; and he who reads the biography of | 
Sydney and Hampden cannot but be acquainted | 
with this principle. Now, sir, after the Gov- 
ernment was formed, the first important discus- 
sion of this question was in 1796, on the memo- 
rable discussion on ‘* Jay’s treaty.’’ 

. The Executive had formed a treaty of vast 
importance; and to enable our country to take ad- 
vantage of its stipulations, it became necessary 
that this body should make an appropriation of 
funds to carry it into effect. The President called 
on that body for an appropriation; and then this 
question was discussed. It was discussed by 
Gallatin and by Madison, and the great men of 
that age, And the doctrine was then laid down ;; 
that this body has the controlling power over the || 
national treasure, and may disregard the wishes || 
of the Executive and of the Senate; and that the || 
iveaty-making branch of the Government has not |! 


the power to demand the appropriation of money 


for such objects. 


Sir, the rights of the people were then main- 
tained. To-day, we, the Republicans of to-day, 
stand on the same principle on which our Re- 
publican fathers stood in 1796. We assert our 
supreme right, or rather the supreme right of the 
people, through us, to do their will in regard. to 
our national treasure, and we intend to maintain 
this ground. And here I may make a digression 
for one moment, to say that it is now the other 
branch of Congress that has called on us to recede. 
They have refused to pass this bill, and have thus 
far intimated that they will not take it unless we 
give them means to carry out their designs on 
Kansas. These designs never originated with 
the people. They never originated in this body. 
History has shown—and I call the attention of 
the House and country to the fact—that the con- 
spiracy to carry slavery into Kansas had its origin 
in this city. wo members of the Senate have, 
in their public speeches, given us the origin 
of that conspiracy against freedom in Kansas, 
against the Constitution, against humanity. It 
is shown by those gentlemen, that a member of 
that body, occupying the seat of Vice President 
of the United States, being desirous of repealing 
the Missouri prohibition of slavery in Kansas, 
proposed to the distinguished Senator from Ili- 
nois, (Mr. Dovcras,] that he would leave the 
President’s chair, and take the chairmanship of 
the Committee on Territories, unless the Senator 
from Illinois would consent to report a bill to 
establish a territorial government in Kansas, and 
repealing the prohibition so offensive to slave- 
holders. And that body now says we must ap- 
propriate money to aid them in carrying out that 
conspiracy which has already broughtthe country 
into civil war. For one, I say frankly, I shall 
not comply with such request. 

The first step towards the introduction of 


| slavery into Kansas, was the removal of this pro- 


hibition. The Senator from Lllinois agreed to 
introduce the bill, and then applied to his co- 
Senators, to the Lixecutive, and to the members 
of that party in this House, to come to its support. 
We saw, through the Union of this city, the organ 
of that party, the denunciation of every Demo- 
crat who should refuse to march up and vote for 
that bill. The organ of the Administration also 
declared that the moment that bill should pass 
and become a law, that moment all agitation of 
the slave question would cease; and on the morn- 
ing after the final passage of the bill, a distin- 
gushed Senator from Michigan arose in his seat, 
grave and reverend as he was, and proclaimed to 
the Senate and to the country, that further agita- 
tion concerning slavery would cease, and that 
peace and quictude and harmony would reign 
throughout the land. lt was declared in the other 
branch of Congress, in this body, through the 
public press, and through the country, that agita- 
tion on the subject of slavery had then ccased 
forever. Sir, {call the attention of the country to 
this fact, to show that this controlling party of the 
country, who are now seeking to maintain its 
power, grossly misunderstood the popular senti- 
ment of the country; they have mistaken the 
popular voice, and trampled upon the popular 
will, 

Mr. Speaker, the Missouri prohibition was 
thus repealed, and the first step in this great con- 
spiracy was taken. 
be attended to. It was then that the acting Vice 
President himself left his position as presiding 
officer of the Scnate, and proceeded to Missouri 
to raise an army and march into Kansas. Yes, 
sir, the acting Vice President himself headed an 
armed invasion of that Territory. 

Mr. ORR. 
object to the gentleman proceeding; but, sir, I 
raise the question of order, that the gentleman’s 
remarks are not pertinent to the question before 
the House. 


The SPEAKER., The motion before the House ; 


is, that the House insist on its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I do not wonder that the 
gentleman from South Carolina is uneasy; but, 
sir, I am showing the reason why we should 
adhere to our position. The Senate has attempted 
to control the nation by forcing this body into a 
compliance with its behests,; and they have used 
the Army, which we are now called on to sup- 


The next step was then to j 


If we had more time I should not | 


i| 


| to do this? 


ort, to enforce the bogus laws of a quasi Legis- 
ature upon the people of that Territory. Twill 
not doit; and that is the reason why I am making 
these remarks. I was saying, when interrupted 
by. the gentleman from South Carolina, that Mr. 
Atchison went to Missouri, and raised an army 
of men for the purpose of invading Kansas, in 
order to establish slavery there. e delivered 
public addresses, and formed secret societies -for 
that purpose. He invaded Kansas with his 
army. e took possession of the ballot-boxes; 
with force of arms deprived the people of the 
right of suffrage; and elected by foreign votes a 
body of men, residents of other States, as legis- 
lators, who assembled at Shawnee Mission, and 
passed enactments for the establishment of sla- 
very there, and for the obliteration of freedom in 
the Territory. It is those enactments which the 
Executive is now secking to enforce by the army, 
and he calls on us to-night to aid him in that 
nefarious work. Sir,I will say such conduct 
constitutes downright, unqualified treason, in- 
volving its authors in far greater moral guilt than 
the ordinary perpetration of that crime. 

But, sir, this so-called Legislative Assembly, 
controlled by foreigners, passed these revolting 
laws; and the Executive, backed by his advisers 
at the other end of the Capitol, say they shall be 
enforced, and enforced by the Army ofthe United 
States. I call them laws: they are not laws; they 
are enactments, which strike at the very founda- 
tion of our institutions. They strike at freedom 
of speech, and at freedom of the press, and repu- 
diate the Constitution. They declare it felony, 
punishable with death, to aid or assist a fellow- 
being in regaining his God-given right to liberty. 
Under their enactments it is felony, punishable 
with death, to instruct a human being in the rights 
which nature and nature’s God have bestowed 
on him, provided he avails himself of the knowl- 
edge thus imparted to him. 

It is felony, punishable under these enactments 
with death, to place in the hands of a certain 
class of people in Kansas any writing or printed 
work which teaches them the way to freedom. 
Everything is sedulously kept from their knowl 
edge which would inspire them with the enno- 
bling thought of liberty. Ignorance is enforced 
there by statute laws, and our Army has been and 
is now employed for the enforcement of such 
enactments. e are now called on to make ap- 

ropriations for the continued enforcement of 
aws that are a disgrace to the age in which we 
live. In thus denouncing them in unmeasured 
language, I but use the words of gentlemen of 
the opposite party in the-other wing of the Cap- 
itol. The Presidentavails himself of his position 
to employ the Army to enforce laws thus dis- 
graceful to human nature; and that he may con- 
tinue to do so, we are asked to make further ap- 
propriations; and because we insert a proviso, 
declaring that the moneys which we appropriate 
shall not be expended to murder our friends in 
Kansas, the Senate rejects all provisions for the 
suppor of the Army. 

“he Senate insists that we shall give the peo- 
ple’s money to pay our troops for shooting down 
men who refuse to obey these despotic, these ty- 
rannical enactments of a usurping Legislature. 
Representatives of the people! are you prepared 
Will you commit such a revolting 
deed in the face of the people? 

Mr. Speaker, we propose to give the Executive 
the funds necessary for supporting the Army, 
and for carrying on the Government in all its 
departments; but we will not participate in the 
crimes now being perpetrated in Kansas. We 
have, therefore, attached to this bill the proviso 
to which I have just referred. But the Senate 
insists that we shali share with them the guilt 
and disgrace of butchering the free-State men of 
Kansas; and if we refuse to do that, they insist 
the Army shall have no appropriation of money 
for its support. Sir, for one, I will leave them 
alone in the perpetration of those murders, I will 
not bathe my soul in such guilt, nor involve my 
name in such disgrace. This is the ground on 
which we stand: and when I assert that we will 
adhere to this position, I speak but the sentiments 
of my heart; I utter the determination of my 
inmost soul. I speak not for others. It is for 
every man to speak and act for himself, To God 
and our-country we are each responsible, and 


! each must meet his responsibility. If there bea 
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man from a free State here who is willing to vote 
moncy to pay troops for shooting down in cold 
blood the advocates of liberty from his own State 
for not yielding to those tyrannical enactments, 
let him put himself upon the record. Ido not 
know whether there is any such here. If there 
be, he must act agreeably to his own judgment. 
I know the duty Lowe myself and my constit- 
uents, and I will discharge that duty. We live 
in historic times. We are making up a record 
that will be transmitted to other men and other 
generations. We ought to be careful to place 
ourselves in the right position. 


A few words more, and I have done. Itis 


understood that the Republicans of this House | 


regard the alleged laws of Kansas as fraudulent 


as the acts of usurping invaders—as the enact- ! 
ments of menwho had no more right to legislate | 


for Kansas than the people of Maryland had. I 
assert that individuals in Maryland may get to- 
gether and enact laws to govern the people of 
Kansas, and their enactments would be as bind- 
ing on the people of that Territory as were the 
acts of those Missourians who invaded the Ter- 
ritory, and professed to legislate for its people. 
And when the President of the United States, and 
his advisers and supporters, attempt to constitute 
such residents of Missouri legislators for Kansas, 
and to employ the Army to enforce obedience to 


such laws, I charge on him the revolution that is f 


now going on in that Territory. The blood of 
those citizens of my own State, who were mur- 
dered in Kansas, now stains his garments. The 
hands of the President, and those who support 
his policy, now drip with human gore. Will 
Republicans vote for appropriations to continue 
the perpetration of such crimes? God forbid! 


He and his supporters of the Legislative Assem- | 


bly of Kansas revolutionize the country to spread 
slavery over land where it is prohibited by solemn 
compact. The Republicans stand in the way of 


this revolution. Their strength is put forth to | 


stay its tide. ‘They are determined to obliterate 


this pretended Kansas Legislature and its laws— 


one of which is that no man shall vote unless he 


swears to support the fugitive slave law, the | 
Kansas-Nebraska act, and the laws of the Terri- | 


torial Legislature. 

A friend [Mr. Grow] calls my attention to a 
fact which, though I did not intend to refer to, I 
will not pass by altogether. Where are the men 
who filled these seats when this Kansas conspir- 
acy was conceived and carried into effect? They 
were constrained to vote under the partisan influ- 
ences brought to bear on them. The Senators, 


holding their seats for six years, looking forward ! 
to the time when all agitation would, in their ii 
view, be quicted, forced this issue upon this body | 
and upon the country. Most of those who voted |! 


for the bill have gone to their political graves, 
and popular indignation rests upon their memo- 
rics, 


Dead and buried, the green sods of the | 


valley now protect them from the expressions | 


of contempt which honest men feel for their con- 
duct. They have departed to that bourn whence 
such travelers never return. [Laughter.] 


tonly and traitorously torn from her people. Sir, 
we Republicans were sent here for this express 
purpose. 
as we have power. 


prove ourselves unequal to the occasion, 

Sir, afew Democrats from our free States have 
been returned to this body. I believe they were 
generally elected as anti-Nebraska men, and Lam 
curious to see how they wiil vote on this occasion. 
Will they return to their people, and say it was 


just and right to apply the funds earned by their || 
t to compel ; 


them to submit to slavery, and to the laws of | n 
or upon any other person, My presence or ab- 


toil to subdue the people of Kansa 


which I have spoken? I do not believe they 
will do this. They wil rather attempt, as some 
have already endeavored, to charge the Repub- 
licans with defeating this bill, when every Repub- 
lican has voted for it on every occasion since its 


The people expect us to do it, as far | 
; And if we hesitate, and fal- | 
ter, and quail, before executive power, we shall | 


The || 
people sent other men to fill their places, and to | 
restore to Kansas that freedom which was wan- | 


introduction, and every Democrat has voted | 


against it, and it is already in danger of defeat 
from Democratic opposition, which has delayed 
it until we are already in the expiring hours of 
the session, and still the Senate refuses to permit 
the bill to pass unless we will leave out the pro~ 


vise prohibiting its expenditure in murdering the | 


F 


| deemed from DPA of human bondage, 


free-State men in Kansas, and consent to involve 
ourselves with them in the commission of crimes 
at which our consciences and judgments revolt. 
On this issue Iam prepared to go to the people, to 


| appeal to that tribunal of popular sentiment which 
| stands hi 


gh above us, and which will pass an im- 
partial judgment uponeachmember. The people 
have already given some manifestations of their 
displeasure towards those who haveaidedin bring- 
ing about this civil war, a war in which American 
blood has been shed by American arms. Where 
now is the Democrat from the first district of lowa? 
And who answers where? His eyes are closed 


in political death. He went for slavery in Kan- | 


sas, and the lightning of popular indignation has 


laid him a lifeless corpse. The people have filled | 


his place with a lover of liberty. Even in a 
slave State, for the first time we sce a Repub- 
lican elected to this body. [Cries of “ Name 
him!” « Name him 1] Name him! why, sir, 


; not to know him bespeaks yourselves unknown. 


[Laughter.] Ofcourse I refèr to Francis P. Blair, 
of Missouri. 

This work will go on, it will progress, and 
continue until this body, and the Senate, and the 
Executive shal reformed, and our nation re- 
To 
hasten that work which is now advancing with 
rapid strides, I propose to adhere to our proviso— 
to adhere to it here and elsewhere, now and 
forever, 

Mr. Speaker, I have only touched upon some 
points which I intended to make. 1 have laid 
down the basis upon which I founded the motion, 
that the House adhere to their determination to 
give no money for subduing Kansas, and why 
we should adhere irrevocably to the position we 
have taken. 

I will now gratify gentlemen upon the other 
side of the House by detaining them no longer 
than to demand the previous question. 

Mr. ORR. Iask the gentleman from Ohio to 
withdraw his demand for a few moments, and | 
will renew it. 

Mr.GIDDINGS. Irise to reply to the request 
of the gentleman, but before I do so I will make 
an explanation. 

The SPEAKER. That is hardly in order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. f will simply say, that I 
myself have been restrained by ‘this’ previous 
question for nearly twenty years, and in return I 
now insist upon it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Will the gentleman with- 
draw the previous question fora moment? Iama 
member of the committee of conference, and desire 
to make a few remarks. 

Mr.GIDDINGS. Icannot resist these appeals, 
and I withdraw it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. Speaker, I was ap- 
pointed, on behalf of this House, a member of 
this committee of conference on the Army ap- 
propriation bill; but I did not act; for I reccived 
no notification of my appointment until a few 
moments ago, and then only casually, and not 
until after the committee had reached the conclu- 
sions which its chairman, the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Gropines,] has just announced to the 
House, and not until that committee had returned 
from its conference, and was ready to make its 
report. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I will explain why the gen- 
tleman was not consulted. When 1 was informed 
that I was appointed upon the committee, I called 
upon the Doorkeeper, and we both looked through 
the House for the gentleman from Virginia, but 
we were unable to find him. I do not hesitate 
to say that he was not in his seat at that time. I 


ii left word with the Doorkeeper to inform him that 


the committee were in meeting in the room of the 
Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate. 

Mr. FAULKNER. J did not refer to this fact 
to cast any censure upon the member from Ohio, 


sence on that committee was a very immaterial 
matter, as the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
related solely to the Kansas provisoes, and my 
voice could have had no influence against the 
fixed predetermination of the majority of the com- 
mittee. I referred to my absence simply that I 
might stand acquitted before this House and be- 
fore the country of any participation in or assent 
to the factious and revolutionary recommenda- 
tions of that committec. : 

Mr. Speaker, if the late hour of the night and 


IT RN 

| the closing- scenes of the session did not of them- 
selves admonish me of the impropriety of party 
| discussions at a time like this, there is nothing 
j| which has fallen from the gentleman from Ohio 
|| that, in my judgment, needs reply. His speech is 
|| but the stale and unvaried repetition of appeals to 
i which we have been forced to listen for the last 
| eight months—of statements that have over and 
| over again been disproved—of arguments which 
have been refuted—and of slanders which have 
been repelled. It is idle for that member to at- 
|| tempt to escape the responsibility of the position 
|| which he and his party have assumed before the 
|, country, and now to cast that responsibility upon 
|i the Senate. This House may have the undoubted 
power—and he may say the right, so far as might 
' makes right—to annex these provisoes to the pen- 
|j eral appropriation bills. Bat how far the exer- 


t 
{ 
| 
| 


i cise of such a power is consistent with usage, 


li with order, with a due regard to. the public in- 
t 


| terests, with the preservation of a proper respect 
i: to the coérdinate branches of the Governmentand 
| y of legislation, itis forthe coun try 


i to the harmon 
! to determine. 
I have no hesitation in declaring it as my own 
; opinion, that when a party, such as the member 
i; from Ohio represents, having accidentally and 
i temporarily acquired a majority in one of the 
|| Houses of Congress, seeks to force its partisan 
i| policy upon the other branch of the Legislature 
|, and upon the Executive, by incorporating that 
| policy in the ordinary and necessary appropria- 
| tion bills, thus presenting the issue, surrender 
| to me, or I will arrest the regular supplies to Gov- 
i ernment and paralyze its functions, itis a gross 
| abuse of the power vested in this body; it is de- 

| structive of all fair and deliberate legislation; it is 

| the substitution of force for reason, and can be 

| justly characterized by no other terms than fac- 

|, tious and revolutionary conduct, I have no doubt 

j the country will so regard it. I admit that ex- 

|| treme cases may arise when such a course of pro- 

ceeding might be justified by public sentiment; 

| but it would be such cases as justify any other 

| violentand revolutionary remedics. It is as false 

{as itis wicked to say that any such revolutionary 

|| remedies are justified by the present condition of 
|| any of those questions now before the country, 

| But, Mr. Speaker, the hour for discussion has 
|| passed—the time for action has come; and the 

»meniber from Ohio has called upon you to act 

/ only as the merest frenzy of fanaticism would 

urge upon your adoption. That member, actin 

| as the chairman of the conference committee, an 

| clothed with the representative power of his party, 

| after a most exciting appeal to the passions of his 

| colaborers on this floor, has closed his remarks - 
ji by a motion to adhere—a motion which all ac- 

| quainted with parliamentary law know will, if 
|! Sustained, terminate all further conference on this 

i bill, and lead to its inevitable loss. I repeat it, 
| he has deliberately selected that motion which, 
f sustained by his party, will, as every member 
ii knows, lead to the loss of the bill. And what 
ii will be the necessary consequences of the loss of 
‘i this bill? Your Army, being wholly unprovided 
i; for, must of course be disbanded, and your fron- 
| tier settlements left to the savage barbarities of 
» Indian wa ; your national armories, arsenals, 
|: and military work-shops, wili be closed, and thou- 
n sands of honest and laborious mechanics thrown, 
ii With their families, upon the charity of the world. 
i! I need not go over all the disastrous consequences 
+ to settlement, to labor, to commerce, and to the 
| currency that would flow from this reckless and 
besotted movement. Every member can readily 
comprehend and appreciate them himself. 

Mr. Speaker, I trust the party friends of the 
gentleman from Ohio will pause and reflect before 
they rush with him into this rash and violent pro- 
ceeding. They might follow better, if not older 
counsels. The determination to adhere in disa- 
greements between the Houses, is always re- 
garded as a harsh and decisive movement. Under 
!| existing circumstances it would be a reckless and 
violent act. The parliamentary Jaw in its wisdom 
i provides that the motion to recede, when sub- 
i mitted, shall be put to the House before the mo- 

tion to adhere. To afford, therefore, to gentle- 
i| men on the other side the opportunity of retracing 
| their course, and of bringing this protracted con- 
i troversy to a close in accordance with the best 
_ interesis of the country, I move that this Hlouse 
l recede from its amendment, and concur im the 
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` amendment of the Senate; and I ask for the pre- 
ious question. f 
<Mr: CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Task the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Fav_kner] to withdraw 
his demand for the previous question. T submit 
thata brief hearing is due to-me. 
Mr FAULKNER withdrew the demand. 
= Mr. CAMPBELL: © Mr. Speaker, we are evi- 
dently approaching. a- crisis: in’ reference to this 
importantappropriation bill: In the few remarks 
Ihave to.submit, I ask the calm attention of the 
House; shall: speak dispassionately and tem- 
përately; yet; 1 trust; with becoming firmness. 
What-is the difficulty? ‘What is the objection 
which the Senate, and: gentlemen upon the oppo- 
site side:of-the Hall, present to the final passage 
ofthe bill?. Itis the proviso which I assert docs 
nothing more than declare or reénact an ackowl- 
edged provision of the Constitution. That is all. 
When I reported this bill from the Committee of 
Ways.and Means in March last, it was in strict 
accordance with our rules, which prohibit inde- 
pendentlegislation in the appropriation bills. The 
committee had excluded everything which did 
not legitimately pertain to the appropriation of 
money. necessary. to carry into effect existing 
laws. The House will bear me witness that, as 
chairman, I have uniformly resisted every effort, 
whether made. by friend or opponent, to ingraft 
upon appropriation bills extraneous acts of legis- 


lation. But, sir, what is our present condition? 
Here we are, fatigued by a sitting of seventeen 
hours... It is near four o’clock, and the rays of a 


Sabbath morning’s light are breaking upon us. 


Why will the Senate not allow the passage of 
this bill? Its proviso is as harmless as the Con- 


stitution, I have no disposition to speak in harsh 
or disrespectful language of the action of the Sen- 
ate; but wearied as lam, I will speak in vindi- 
éation of the rights, the dignity, the integrity, 
and the independence, of the popalar branch of 
the National Legislature—the House of Repre- 
sentatives. | 
Thave just heard, that during this night’s ses- | 
sion, an honorable Senator has asserted in sub- 
stance, that that body could conquer the House 
in the struggle over the Kansas proviso to the 
civil appropriation bib, because it contained an 
item to pay for the books voted to new members, 
Since this assertion has been made, this House 


| then, do the Senate, and gentlemen, and the op- 


has wiped away that aspersion by striking from 
the bill that item in which many of its members 
had a personal interest. Besides, in its anxiety 
to carry on the Government, it yielded to the 
Senate on the contested Kansas proviso, That | 
bill now awaits only the signature of the Presi- 
dent to become a law, stripped of the appropria- 
tion for books and of all other features objection- 
able to the Senate. Why, therefore, shall not 
the Senate, under the circumstances, be made to į 
feel, in the struggle over this bill, the independence 
and power of the House? Or shall we be forced 
to return to our people and tell them, that when 
wearied and worn out by toil, we yielded all 
the power of legislation to the Senate?” Sir, I say | 
that this House having taken its stand upon two 
bills; and having yielded everything to the Senate 
in one of them, cannot, in my judgment, without 
a sacrifice of its dignity and independence, yield 
upon the other. J regret that members have 
deerned it proper to force npon these bills the 
provisions which should have been regarded as 
the subject-matter of bills disconnected with ap- 
propriations; but the crisis is upon us, and buta 
few hours of the session are left. As a coörd- 
inate branch of the Legislature we must either 
maintain or sacrifice its dignity and its just rights. 
The House has, in its action an hour ago, yielded 
everything; the Senate yields nothing in return. 
Mr. A. K. MARSHALL. Will the gentle- 
man allow me to ask him a question? 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes, if it be pertinent. 
< Mr. MARSHALL. Ithink itis. The gen- 
tleman remarks that the House has yielded the 
subject of. these provisoes, in regard to Kansas, 
upon the other bil, Will the gentleman allow | 
l 


me toask him how many members of his party | 
voted to recede ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
The record: will show that. I have not time now, 
to read-overthe list of ycasand nays. My point | 
is, that the House did ‘yield everything to secure 
the paragi of that:-bili; 

Mr. MARSHALL. No, I think not. 


| 
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I do not speak of parties. i 


Ihave heard and read anathemas pronounced |i my motion in that form. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I speak of the House as ; 
a body; and I place its action on this question, | 
and disposition to harmonize with the Senate: to | 
secure the passage of the bill, in comparison with 
that of the Senate before the country. i 

This body, Mr. Speaker, is the popular branch 
of the National Legislature. It springs directly 
from the people, and it has, in my judgment, 
yielded all it should yield. It is time that we 
should assert our rights: We propose nothin: 
in the bill thatis improper in itself. Itis charge 
that we are trying to withhold the necessary 
support of the Army. Whatis the proviso that 
is objectionable to the Senate? It provides that 
the Army shall not be used by the President of 
the United States to enforce the pretended laws 
of Kansas. I will not stop to discuss the very 
exciting topic, as to whether these laws are valid 
or void. We have abundant. evidence tending to 
prove, at least, that the Assembly which made 
them was. not properly organized under the fun- 
damental law which Congress gave to the people 
of that Territory, and, therefore, that its enact- 
ments are fraudulent and void. But admit, for 
the sake of the argument, that the proceedings 
were all proper—in strict accordance with the 
law; that the Legislature was properly elected; 
that all its proceedings were lawful; and that there 
is nothing on the pretended statute-book of Kan- 
sas that is tainted with fraud: and Į ask gentle- 
men who are strict constructionists—especially 
those who assert the great doctrine of State rights 
—the followers of the great Calhoun, to answer 
me this question: Where do you find the power 
in the Constitution which authorizes the Ex- | 
ecutive of the General Government to use the 
| Federal troops for the purpose of execuling the j 
laws of any State or Territory, except in case of 
insurrection? I hold that it would be a usurp- 
| ation of execntive power to use the troops of the 
Federal Government for the purpose of enforcing 
the laws of any State. There is no State in this 
Union which would tolerate its exercise. 

if this position be correct what is there of harm 
in the proviso? Nothing, sir, nothing. Why, 


H 
! 


{ 


i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
posite side of this Fouse, stand out for the defeat | 
of the Army appropriation bill upon a mere “ ab- | 
straction?” Why “ disband” (that is the word | 
of the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. Fauuener) | 
the Army—that great arm of your national de- | 
fense? Sir, if this bill be defeated, the responsi- | 
bility will notrest on my shoulders, nor upon this | 
House of Representatives, now anxious! seeking 
to pass it with its harmless proviso. Ifit be de- 
feared, under these circumstances, let the respons- | 
ibility fall upon the Senate! There the country | 
will place it! i 
We have sent American troops to the field; | 
fifteen or sixtnen thousand brave men are either | 
under or subject to marching orders in various | 
parts of our great Confederacy, to defend, if neces- 
sary, on fields of blood and death, the stars and 
stripes. Many have crossed the plains, making 
the toilsome march to the far off frontier of the | 
: Pacific. ‘here they meet death in defense of the į 
hardy pioncer and his helpless children from the į 
scalping knife of the relentless and cruel savage ! i 
We have required this of the American soldier, ; 
and yet have provided no means to pay for his | 
service, or his coarse food and clothing, since the 
30th of June. Senators and members of this 
| House can run through all the machinery of legis- 
| lation in hot haste—our bills for additional com- 
| pensation, for books, for the comforts of con- 
_gressional life—and yet repudiate the payment of 
ithe pittance due the soldier, and withhold from 
him his ‘pork and beans”? for ho better reason 
than that the bill contains a clause which recites 
or reénacts an acknowledged provision of the 
| Constitution ! 
| Sir, what of principle will gentlemen who 
;pursuc this course sacrifice by the passage of 
i this billin its present form? Nothing, absolutely | 
| nothing. 


| 
{ 
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sions, I have separated from, and battled against, jj 
those with whom I have acted asa politician, and |j 


if 


against my action. Such sacrifices are due to 
one’s country; and may I not appeal to the 
patriotism of the friends of the Administration in 
the Senate and in this House to yield a little, and 
pass this bill to feed and clothe tle Army? ` 

Į do not appealas a partisan. However ardent 
my feelings upon thé party or sectional issues 
which divide us, 1 speak in no spirit of party: 
The occasion is too momentous, the morning too 
sacred, to justify a partisan speech. My appeal i$ 
in behalf of our country—our whole country—and 
for those whose lives are pledged to its service,- 

Mr. Speaker, my service on the Committee of 
Ways and Means draws rapidly to a close, 
Whatever the embarrassments of my position, 
no reasonable effort on my part shall be spared 
to save this bill. Its fate may depend upon the 
action which will result from the motion I now 
submit. If it is defeated, I desire the record of 
this House to testify to the country that the fault 
is not in any want of effort on my part. I there- 
fore move that the House further insist upon its 
amendment, and that a third committee of con- 
ference be appointed; and on that motion demand 
the previous question, 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I desire toask the gentle- 
man from Ohio, whether he did not, a moment 
ago, state that the amendment about which the 
two Houses now differ in relation to this matter 
was a mere abstraction? | 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I believe that I did say 
that the action of the Senate seemed to. indicate 
a purpose to defeat the bill on an abstraction. 

Ir. McMULLIN. If it is a mere abstraction, 
then why will not the gentleman and his friends 
allow it to be stricken out? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The majority of the House 
regarded these provisoes otherwise, yet they 

ielded to the Senate on the other bill. It now 
becomes a question whether the Senate shall dic- 
tate the terms of legislation—asking everything 
and giving nothing. I would support the rights 
and dignity of the House under such circum- 
stances, even on an “abstraction, The gentle- 
man seems to act upon the principles of Virginia 
exaction, which requires all the yielding to come 
from one side. I can tell the gentleman that, if 
he expects me to yield everything, and come in 
every particular to his standard, or to submit to 
all the requirements of the Senate, in this matter, 
he asks too much. I will not do it. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I merely desire to say, in 
reply, that if I regarded this amendment as a 
mere abstraction, | would yield at once; but I 
regard it as involving a vital principle, and, there- 
fore, I cannot yield. I regard it as a usurpation 
by the legislative department of the functions of 
the executive and judicial departments. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. As Ihave said, upon the 
action of the House on the motion I have made, 
depends the success of the bill. This amend- 
| ment is really only a repetition of a constitutional 
rinciple with which every gentleman is familiar. 
see no reason why the bill should be lost by” 
reason of it. T submit the motion which I have 
indicated, and demand the previous question. 

Mr. ORR. 1 ask the gentleman to allow më 
to make a single remark. I will renew the 
demand for the previous question. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. If the gentle- 
man from Ohio withdraws the demand for thé 
| previous question, E shall ask to be heard upon 
the question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I will not open the 
door to further debate after so long a session. 
I may as well say to the gentleman from South 
Carolina, that yesterday, when, on his motion, 
an important measure (the compensation bill) 
was brought before the House, I desired, by way 
of settling gbese difficulties in Kansas, to submit 
an amendment, and he would not allow me 
[Cries of * Order !?? * Order !?7] 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order, 
unless the gentleman withdraws his demand foi 
the previous question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggést 
to the gentleman from Ohio that, if he will sub- 
mit the motion that the House insist and ask # 
committee of conference, it will then take precei 
dence of thé motion of his colleague [Mr. Gw 
pwes] that the House adhere. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Very well; I will submii 


i 


1856. 


What has become 
of the motion of my colleague, (Mr. Factunen?] 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia made the motion that the Houserecede; the 


gentleman froma Ohio (Mr. Gropines ] moved that ! 


the House adhere; and the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Campsett] moved that the House insist. 
The question will first be taken upon the motion 
that the House recede, and then upon the motion 
that the House insist. g 

Mr. PHELPS demanded tellers upon the mo- 
tion that the House recede, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Sairu, of 
Tennessee, and Morean, were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 81, noes 85. 

Mr. PELTON (at twenty minutes past three 
o’clock, a. m.) moved that the House adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the yeas 
and nays on the motion to recede. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 82, nays 86; as follows: 

YEAS—Me 
Bovock, Bowi 
Cadwalader, 
R. W. Cobb, 


. Aiken, Barksdale, Hendley S. Bennett, 
Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Broom, Burnett 
kie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson 


Dowdell, Edmundson, E Evans, Faulkner, liorence, 
- D. Fuller, Goode, Green: 


Henry M. Fuller, ‘Thon 
wood, J. Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haven, 
Herbert, Hiekman, Hofman, Houston, George W. Jone 
J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, Al iS 
der K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, 
Maxwell, MeMallin, McQueen, Milson, Mordecai Oliver, 
Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Ricaud, 
Rivers, Rutin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Samuel 
A. Smith, Wiliam Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, 
Thurston, Trippe, "Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Walker, 
Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, 
John V. Wright, and Zotlicoffer~-82. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ball, Henry Bennett, Benson, Biling- 
nurst, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Breuton, Buffinton, Jaines 
H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chatfee, Ezra Clark, 


Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cumback, Darrell, : 
Timothy Davis, Dean, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Bm- | 


rie, Pagter, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, 
Robert B. Halt, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, 
Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Matte 
con, MeCuarty, Kian Miller, Millward, Moore, Morgan, 
Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 


S, Sage, Supp, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Fap- 
pan, ‘Thoringron, Fodd, Wade, Wakeman, Watbridge, 
Waldron, Cadwalder C, Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Welch, Wood, Woedrull, and Wood- 
worth—d6. 


So the House refused to recede from its dis- 


agreement. 
four o'clock, a. m.,) moved that the House ad- 
journ. : 

The motion was disagreed to. 


The question then recurred upon Mr. Cawr- | 
RBELL’s motion that the House insist, and ask for | 


a further conference upon the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the Army bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGES FROM THE SENATE. 


While the above bill was under consideration, 
A message was received from the Senate, by 


Aspeny Dickixs, their Secretary, informing the | 


House that that body had passed an act (S. No. 


462) for fulfilling the stipulations of the treaty | 


with the Creek and Seminole Indians of the 16th 
of August, 1856. 


A message wasalso received from the Senate, by | 


Assury Dicks, their Secretary, informing the 


House that that body had passed, without amend- | 


mont, a bill (EL. R. No. 316) making appropria- 
tions for the transportation of the United States 


mal, by occan steamers and otherwise, during | 


the fiscal year ending the 20th of June, 1857. 
A messige was also received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Dicxivs, their Secretary, ann@incing that 


the Senate insist upon their amendments to the | 


bill making appropriations for certain civil ex- 
ses of the Government for the year ending 


upon the disagrecing votes of the two Houses 

upon the said bill. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL — RE- 
PORT OF COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE. 
Mr. BILLINGHURST. I rise to a privileged 

question. D 

aisagreeing votes of the two Houses to the bil 


et the House (No. 315) making appropriations 


TH 


2, Cullen, Henry Wiuter Davis, Denver, | 


Pearce, Pejton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pringle, 


Mr. WHEELER (at twenty minutes before | 


i Š yur- ; 
June 30, 1857, and ask a committee of conference | 


E CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


for the service of the Post Office Department dur- | 
ing the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1857, 
have met, and, after full and free conference, have | 
agreed to recommend that the House agree to the 
following amendments of the Senate: sections 
three, four, six, seven, eight, nine, ten, and eleven; | 
and that the Senate recede from the following | 
amendments: sections five, twelve, thirteen, four- 
teen, and fifteen. i 
| The Senate have reported fifteen amendments 
to this bill in the shape of additional sections. 
The third section, from the disagreementto which 
the committee recommend the House to recede, 
makes an appropriation of $500,000 for the pur- 
chase of a site, and the erection or preparation į 
of the necessary building for the post office in the | 
city of New York. This is in pursuance of ex- 
isting law. 
| The fourth section, to which the House agrees, | 
| is for continuing the usual compensation to the 
clerks in the city post office of this city for one 
year. Itis in these words: 


f 


i 


| 
i 
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of the act of Congress, approved Sth of Augast, 18 
titled An act making appropriations for the service of the | 
| Post Office Department during the fiscal year ending the | 

30th of June, 1855,” be, and the same is hereby, continued | 
for one year from August 5, 1856. i 

The report of the committee is, that the House | 
recede from its disagreement to this amendment. | 
The matter is referred to the proper Department 
i to be adjudicated on principles of equity an 
“| justice. 


| Sec. 7. 


d, en- į 


[en 


And h 


it further enacted, That the First Comp- 
wry be, aud he is hereby, required to ad- 


i troller of the Tr 
13 


Hi ‘Ramsey, on account of the abrogation, by the Postmaster | 
General, of their contract to carry the maii on Vera Cruz, į 
Acapulco, and San Francisco route, dated the 15th Feb- | 
ruary, 1853; to adjudge and award to them, according to | 
the principles of law, equity, and justice, the amount so | 
found due ; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby re~ | 
quired to pay the same to the said Carmick and Ramsey, out | 
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. | 
The Postmaster General entered intoa contract | 
| with these parties, subject to the approval of Con- || 
| gress, that they should carry the mail from Vera j| 
Cruz to San Francisco within a period of fourteen 
i days. it was an experiment, and it was not |i 
‘known that the mail could be carried between || 
ii those points inthe time fixed. ‘These parties, at j) 
‘great expense, made all the arrangements, and | 
: were enabled to carry the mail in thirteen days. 
» When Congress met, the Postmaster General did : 
not, as I understand these claimants, make a prop- ; 
er representation of their case, and no notice was | 
taken of it; and after the adjournment, or while 
Congress was in session, the contract was termin- 
ated, throwing upon their hands some seven ; 
hundred mules and horses, together with the par- į 
‘aphernalia for the carriage of the mail on the | 
i route. The section which I have read refers the | 
| subject to the decision of the proper Department, |; 
: eae x Coe i 
; on principles of law, equity, and justice, and tne 
ii committee recommend that the House recede from 
| jts disagreement, which } think ought to be done. 
Sec. 8. Andbe it further enacted, That there be allowed : 
id to Jacob Hall, for carrying the mail on route No. jj 
from Independence to Santa Fé 000 per annum, jj 
| instead of the stun for which he contracted, commencing |] 
August, 1855, and ending with his contracts and the same | 
‘shall be in (alk for all the losses by hint sustiuined in said j 
ervice, by indian depredations or otherwise. "This grant į 
made on the condition that the Postmaster General may, | 
“at any time, on giving three mouths’ notice, terminate the | 
i contract of said Hall. 


| 
| 


i 
| 
| 
\ 
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“Mr. HICKMAN. What is the contract price 
| Mr. SAGE. The same as that allowed las 
year. f 
; 3 Mr. HOUSTON. As I understand the amend- 
: ment, the contract is to be continued to iis termin- 
ation at this increased compensation. What was 
‘the original compensation? 
Mr. MACE. Ten thousand nine hundred dol- 


ctw 


Piy, HOUSTON. The increase was given 
| during the last session on account of Indian dep- 
redations; but it was only to continue for one 
year. Now, I would like to know how long the 
: contract has to run? 


4 


Mr. WALKER. It can be terminated by three 
onths’ notice on the part of the Postmaster 
eneral. 


The committee of conference on the: 


m 
LG 


Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the fourth section i] 


t the damages dne to Rdward A. Camnick and Albert C. j|} 


i B. Hall, Hart 


i Beadshaw, Broom, 


| 


lace? 

Mr. PHELPS. June 30, 1858. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. The next amend- 
ment which the committee recommend that the- 
House shall recede from its disagreement to is ax 

ollows: 


Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the. Postmaster 
General is hereby authorized to pay to George H. Giddings, 
contractor for carrying the mail on route No. 12900, from 
Santa Fé, New Mexico, to San Antonio, Texas, monthly 
| each way, according to the contract under which. said sers: 
vice is now being performed, the sum of $33,500 for each 
year’s service, commencing with the 18th day of August, 
1855, and continue during his contract: Provided, That the’ 
Postmaster General be, and he is hereby, authorized to annul 
said contract on giving three months’ notice to said con- 
tractor. 


A bill for the same purpose passed this House; 
but, instead of passing the bill, the Senate madè 
this amendment: 

Seo. 10. And be it further enacted, That the properad- 
counting officers of the Post Office Department be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and required to execute the joint 
resolution for the relief of Seth M. Leavenworth, now de- 
| ceased, approved the 6th day of August, 1846; and that the 
amount found due should be paid his legal representatives 
} out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropria- 
ted. 

This amendment executes a law on the statute- 
book which gentlemen of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, who have examined 
the subject, assure us ought to be executed. The 


i; committee recommend that the House recede from 


its disagreement to the amendment. ' 

The Senate recedes from the amendment ex=: 
| tending the law concerning preémptions to mail 
| contractors west of the Mississippi, to mail cone. 
tractors in Minnesota, east of that river; and also’ 
' from amendments for a new project of carrying 
the mail from some point on the Mississippi, tò 
be fixed by the Postmaster General, to California, 
by mailcoaches. The mailhastobe semi-monthly, 
and would cost half a million of dollars. IT now 
call for the previous question on the report of the 
committee. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put, being upon 
agreeing to the report of the committee of con- 
ferente, i 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the y 
| and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 

The report of the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. BILLUNGHURST moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the report was agreed to, and 
also that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table; which latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLSON (atfour o’clock, a.m.) moved 
that the Flouse adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. A motion to suspend the 
rules, made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Kyreur,] is pending. o 

Mr. PHELPS. Before that question is put, I 
desire to say that a recent treaty with the Creeks 
and Seminoles has been ratified by the Senate— 
yesterday or to-day—by which it becomes neces- 
sary that an additional amount of money should 
be appropriated. 

Mr. KNIGHT. 
any such purpose. ‘ ee 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved that the House ad~ 
journ. 

Mr. MILLWARD demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

he yeas and nays were ordered. , ‘ 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 86, nays 63; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Allison, Ball, Barksdale, Henry Bennett, 
e, Braneb, Brenton, Brooks, Burnett, Caskie, 
Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Wiliam- 
son R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Craige, Cullen, Damrell, Dean, 
Durfee, Edmundson, Elliott, Horie, Flagler, Thomas J.D. 
Fuller, Galloway, Giddings, Goode, Granger, Grow, Robert 
an, Haven, Herbert, Hofman, Holloway, Val- 
on, Houston, Howard, George W. Jones, 
‘J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, King, Knox, Kunkel, Lake, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, MeCarty, MeMullin, McQueen, Moore, 
Morrill, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Parker, 
Pearce, Peck, Perry, Pettit, Puryear, Quitman, Ruthin, 
Savage, William Smith, Stanton, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, 
Trippe, Underwood, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Walt- 
dron, Welch, Wheeler, Whitney, Wiliams, Woodruff; 
Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—26. z 
rs. Hendley S. Bennett, Benson, Bishop, 
Bufintou, Cadwalader, Lewis 4 
Comins, Covede, Cumback, Henry 


cas 


i 
| 


Ido not yield the floor for 


Bliss, Bore 


entine B. Horton, 


> NAYS—Mes 


Campbell, Chaffee, 


August 16, 


Winter Davi 


3, Timothy. Davis, D: 
. Edie, Eustis, ‘Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Henry M. Ful 
‘Jer; Greenwood, Thomas R. Horton, Hughston, Knight, 


Weiter, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, 
Matteson, ‘Maxwell, Mitison, Millward, Morgan, Mott, 
Murray, Pelton, Pennington, Phelps, Pringle, Ricaud, Rob- 
‘erts, Sage, Sandidge,, Sapp, Seward, Samuel -A. Smith, 
Sneed, Spinner, Stranahan, Tappan, Taylor, Thorington, 
dd, Tyson, Walker, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Elihu 
Bi Washbuine, Wells, Wood, and Woodworth—63. 
Pending the call of the roll, 


Mr: DOWDELL: stated that Mr. Davipson 
had paired off. 

Mr:-D: also said: As it is important to make a 
farther: appropriation, in order to put a stop to 
the Seminole war, we ought not to adjourn now, 
and therefore I vote in the negative. 

“Mr. LETCHER. You may vote “no” fora 
month, and that will not put a stop to the Semi- 
niole war: 

: Mr. PRINGLE stated that Mr. Rrrcuie had 
paired off with Mr. Harris, of Alabama. 

The motion being agreed to, the House accord- 
ingly (at twenty-five minutes past four o’clock, 
a.m.) adjourned until Monday morning, at nine 
o’elock, a. m. 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, August 16, 1856. 
EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at six o’clock. 


CLERK TO A COMMITTEE. 


i| Mr. BIGGS. Although the Senate is very 
thin, it becomes my duty, as a member of the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, in the ab- 
sence of the chairman of that committee, to intro- 
duce a resolution to the general principle of which 
I object; but it is necessary in consequence of the 
situation of the basiness of the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. After having consulted with 
the chairman of the Committee on the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate, [Mr. ’vans,] 1 under- 
stand he has no objection to it, I ask leave to 
introduce a resolution to continue the employ- 
ment of the clerk of the Committee on Private 
Land Claims during the recess—not from year to 
ear, assis the casc with some committees. 

Mr. HUNTER. suppose, if you continue 
one, you must continúe all. I understand that a 
resolution was passed yesterday, giving one clerk 
$2,100 a year. 

Mr. BIGGS. It is only on account of the 
business of the, Committee on Private Land 
Claims that the resolution is introduced. J will 
state to the Senator from Virginia, that there is 
an immense claim pending before that committee. 

Mr. MASON. Let the resolution be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Resolved, ‘Chat the Committee on Private Land Chums 
be authorized to continue the employment of their clerk 
during the recess, for the purpose of continuing the inves- 
tigation of facts and authorities relative to inportant claims 
pending before said committee. 

Mr. MASON. Lect it lic over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is objected 
to, and must lie over under the roles. 

Mr. BIGGS. I hope the resolution wil be 
referred to the Committce on the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

he PRESIDENT pro lempore. If there be 
no objection the resolution will be referred to that 
committee. ‘Ihe Chair hears no objection. 
LAND OFFICE AT VINCENNES. 

Mr. STUART. There isa bill, which E may 
gay with propriety is very important to a section 
of your State, sir, which has passed the Louse, 
and ought to pass here. It has been reported 
back from the Committee on Public Lends. It 
is very important to the public interest. It is in 
relation to the Vincennes land district. I hope 
the Senate will pass it now. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded, 
as in Committee of the Whole, to consider the 
bill (H. R. No. 123) to continue the land office at 
Vincennes, Indiana, and to ascertain and adjust 
the titles to certain lands in the States of Indiana 
and Illinois, formerly included within the Vincen- 
nes land district.” 

Mr. MASON. Let the bill be read, I want to 
know wiat itis. 

1e Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 
Mr. HUNTER. Lhope we shall dispense with 


the reading of the bill. [tis a very long one. 


a 


| on Commerce, 


| tion, to which E suppose the 


Mr. STUART. It.is recommended by the 
Interior Department and the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, and has been examined. by 
the committees of the House and Senate. 

There being no objection, the reading of the 
bill was dispensed with, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


TALBOT C. DOUSMAN. 


Mr. DODGE. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to take up House bill No. 353, 
which has been reported from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims withoutamendment. Itis to 
confirm the title to some Jots in Prairie du Chien. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded, 
as in Committee of the Whole, to consider the 
bill (EI. R. No. 353) for the relief of Talbot ©. 
Dousman. 

It was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


COURTS IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. TOOMBS. Iask the unanimous consent 
to take up a little bill for California that will pass 
in two minutes. It is to put the courts there 
under the gencral law of 1850. It has been re- 
parten unanimously by the Committee on the 


udiciary. 

'There being no objection, the Senate proceeded, 
as in Committee of the Whole, to consider the 
bill (S. No. 402) to provide for holding the courts 
of the United States in the State of California, | 
in case of the sickness or other disability of the 
judge of the district courts. 

The Committee on the Judiciary proposed to 
amend the bill by suiking out the first section, 
and inserting in heu of it: 

Phat the act of Congress, approved July 29, 1850, entitled | 
An aet to provide for hoiding the courts of the United 
States in case of the sickness or other disability of the 
judges of the district courts,” be, and the same is hereby 
extended and mede to apply to the United States courts 
for the State of California; and all acts and parts of acts in- 
consistent With this act are hereby repeated. 

The sccond section provides, that if either of 
the district judges of California has heretofore 
held a term for the other, under the act of Janu- 
ary 18, 1854, he shall receive from the Treasury 
his ‘reasonable expenses of travel to and from 
his residence, and the place of holding the term, 
and his expenses of living while holding it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The object of the committee 
is to put California, in this respect, under the 
general law of the land. 

‘Lhe amendment was agreed to. The bill was 
reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. She bill was or- | 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. | 


EXTRA COMPENSATION FO EMPLOYES. 
Mr. CLAYTON, 


I desire to offer a resolu- 
i > will be no objec- 
tion, and ask forits immediate consideration: 


è 
? gressi y 
the same compen: is allowed to the employés o 
the Honse of Representatives hya resolation of the House o 
lih August, 1055, to be paid out of the coutingent fund o 
the Senate, under the direction of the committee to audi: 
and control the same, 


Mr. HUNTER. T object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolu- 
tion cannot now be considered. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GEYER asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
460) to provide for the improvement of the navi- 
gation of the Missouri river by contract; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. i 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent ob- || 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 461) to | 
provide for the improvement of the navigation of | 
the Mississippi river by contract; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


, 
fi 
r 
f 


PATAPSCO RIVER BILL VETO. 


„Mr. PRATT. A motion was made to recon- 
sider the vote on the passage of the bill making 


J river, but I learn that it has been sent to the 


appropriation for the improvement of the Patapsco 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Barcray, Assistant 
Clerk, announcing that the House concurred in 
the resolution of the Senate for the suspension 
of the 16th and 17th joint rules for the residue of 
the session; that they agreed to the amendment 
of the Senate to the House joint resolution 
(No. 27) extending the time for the creditors of 
Texas to present their claims; that they agreed 
to the report of the committee of ~conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (H. R. No. 71) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty stipu- 
lations with the various Indian tribes for the year 
ending June 30, 1857. The message also an- 
nounced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

‘A bill (H. R. No. 381) for the relief of Amos 
B. Corwin; 

A bill (H. R. No. 385) for the relief of George 
H. Giddings, contractor for carrying the United 
States mail on route 1290; 

A bill (Fl. R. No. 388) for the relief of Dr. 
James Morrow; 

A bill (H. R. C. C. No. 13) for the relief of 
Mary Reeside; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 276) granting bounty land 
to the officers and crews of private armed vessels 
commissioned by the United States. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate re- - 
sumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the con- 
sideration of the bill (H, R. No. 315) making 
appropriations for the service of the Post Office 
Department during the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1857. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Iam charged, as a mem- 
ber of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, with two or three amendments, which I 
desire to present. Two of the amendments are 


| of so nearly the same character that I will explain 


them together. They are: 


Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That there be allowed 
to Jacob Hall, for carrying the mail on route numbered 
5912, from Independence to Santa Fé, $22,000 per annum, 
instead of the sum for which he contracted, commencing 
August 6, 1855, aud ending with his contract; and the same 
shall be in full for all losses by him sustained in said service 
by Indian depredations, or otherwise. This grant is made 
on condition that the Postmaster General may at any time, 
on giving three months’ notice, annul the contract of said 

all. 


Src, — And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
Geucral is hereby authorized to pay to George H, Giddings, 
contractor, for carrying the mail on route numbered 12900, 
from Santa Fé, New Mexico, to San Antonio, Texas 
monl ach way, according to the contract by which said 
service ow being performed, the stun of $23,300 for cach 
year’s service, commencing the 8th of August, 1835, and 
continuing during his contract: Provided, That the Post- 
master General be, and be is hereby, authorized to annul 

tid contract, on giving three months? notice to such con. 
tractor. 

Mr, Iall entered into a contract for carrying 
the mail from Independence to Santa Fé. “Mr. 
Giddings was carrying the mail under contract 
from Santa FétoSan Antonio. While they were 
thus carrying the mail, Indian wars and disturb- 
ances broke out, so that they have been put to 
very great trouble and expense in providing 
guards, and have been carrying the mails at a 
great loss. This has been fully shown, Under 
the law by which we are bound to pay for dep- 
redations in the Indian country, something has 
been paid. Last year, Congress puton the Post 
Office appropriation billasimilar provision making 
this appropfiation for one year. The depreda- 
tions have continued. These men are still com- 
pelled to send guards with the mails, are still 
incurring the same expense, and subjected to the 
same losses to which they were before. The 
service cannot be performed without this addi- 
tional pay to Mr. Giddings and Mr. Hall; and 
the committee, therefore, report that the same 
allowance should be made now as was made last 
year. The only difference is, that we now pro- 
vide that it shall continue during the term, unless 
the Postmaster General shall think proper to put 

an end to the contracts. 

Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me that these 


1856. 
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are private claims. These amendments are to 
pay an amount for past services, to give the par- 
ties more than they contracted. for, and they 
ought not to be put on an appropriation bill. 
They are not for the current service, 

Mr. COLLAMER. They are both for the 
current service, The service cannot be performed 
without them. 

Mr. HUNTER. I thought they were to pay 
the contractors for the years 1855 and 1856. 

Mr. MASON. Does the Postmaster General 
recommend the amendments? 

Mr. COLLAMER. Certainly; the service 
cannot be done without this increased compensa- 
tion, There is a provision that the Postmaster 
General may put an end to the contracts on giving 
notice. They are for the current service, without 
which the service cannot be performed. If they do 
not belong to the bill, I do not know what does. 

Mr. HUNTER. Let us take the question. 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not mean to raise a ques- 
tion of order in reference to these amendments, 
but if the state of facts be as represented, is not 
this a question for executive functions? Is itnot 
an administrative duty? Has the Postmaster 
General reported to us that these contracts cannot 
be performed unless the additional compensation 
be allowed? If not, are we not arrogating to 


Congress actually the performance of executive | 


duties? We are not merely passing laws, but 
undertaking to inquire into their execution in 
cases where no complaint is made by the officer 
charged with carrying out the laws. It seems to 
me that is the character of the amendment. If 
it be true that these services cannot be performed 
for the present rates, (and thatis the only ground 
on which the amendment can be sustained,) why 
has not the Postmaster General so represented to 
us, and asked for authority to conclude an addi- 
tional contract? If your executive officers are 
worth anything, that is their appropriate duty. 
There is no complaint of breach of faith; but we 
are asked to initiate in Congress legislation ona 
purely administrative matter, without any action 
of the Department. Every day you say that you 


require, for purposes of appropriation, that the | 
Department shall make its estimates, and send | 


them to you. That is one way in which we con- 
duct our business. This is a purely administra- 
tive matter. 

I know nothing of the case except the state- 
ment now made; but } understand there is no 
recommendation from the Department. Surely 
the Postmaster General ought to be acquainted 
with the facts better than we canbe, whether this 


cedftract can be carried on without further legis- | 


lation on the part of Congress; and in the absence 
of any recommendation from him, I am not dis- 
posed to interfere with the executive function by 
means of legislative action. I shall vote against 
the amendment. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The gentleman from Del- 
aware and myself do not understand this matter 
alike. These are very important contracts to be 
carried into effect. They constitute the only con- 
nection with our Territory of New Mexico. The 
last Congress, a year ago, fully examined this 
subject. The Department then recommended 
this increased compensation; and now, on being 


asked for the communication, tell us that the | 


same state of things continues, and submit it to 
Congress. Thatis the action of the Department. 
The Postmaster General has not the power to 
increase the compensation. 

Mr. BAYARD. All I ask of the honorable 


Senator is, whether the Department has recom- 


mended that this appropriation be continued dur- | 


ing the term of the contract? Does the proposi- 


tion come here on the recommendation of the | 
Department, or is it on the initiation of the | 


committee? That was the whole question with 
me. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The Department, on our 
applying to them, stated the facts, and said to 
us that they stood as they did last year, and left 
the subject to Congress to make what provision 
they should think proper. The Postmaster Gen 
eral said he had no power to do it. We propose 
to leave to him to discontinue it hereafter. He 
has no power to raise the pay of these contract- 
ors. He submits it to Congress to fix such pay 
as they think proper, stating that the condition 
of things which induced the increase last year 
still continues, J believe itis the opinion of the 
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Department that this is the only way of securing 
the service. i 

Mr. BAYARD. I think, that when an ex- 
ecutive officer desires to have authority to change 
a contract, to increase the compensation of con- 
tractors, it is a very simple matter for him to 
apply to us for the purpose; and his communi- 
cation ought also to be in writing. For the per- 
formance of executive duties, the responsibility 
rests with the executive officers. If we are 
misled by them into allowing too large a com- 
pensation, we know to whom to look as the 
author of the extravagance; but if we are simply 
to be told on this floor, that the Postmaster Gen- 
eral leaves this matter to Congress, it is an abne- 
gation of his own duties. It is his duty to 
superintend the performance of Post Office con- 
tracts; and if the money appropriated is insuf- 
ficient to carry them out, it is his duty to recom- 
mend to us an enlargement, he taking the proper 
responsibility for the performance of the mail 
service. Whenever he does that on his own re- 
sponsibility, Iam willing to vote for the proper 
appropriation. I am not willing to do it other- 
wise. 

The question being taken on a division, re- 
sulted—ayes nineteen, noes not counted. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MASON. Í entirely agree with what has 
fallen from the Senator from Delaware. We know 
the nature of contractors. They are constantly 
for increasing their gains at the expense of the 
Government. We know the duties of the ad- 
ministrative officers. It is ordered by law that 
a mail shall be carried between these points. If 
the Postmaster General, upon whom the responsi- 
bility rests, comes here and says the mail can- 
not Be carried without an increased expenditure 
for guards, we know on what to rely; but if the 
contractor comes and says, “I want a contin- 
uance of the guards,” an 
eral says,“ 1 submit it to Congress,” there is no 
responsibility. Let the Postmaster General ex- 
ercise his responsibility; and if the fact be that a 

uard is necessary, let him send a message to 
ongress, through the President, asking for it. 


| But if we yield to the demands of contractors 
| who are depredating constantly on the Govern- 


ment, I need not say what will become of the 
Treasury. 


Mr. HOUSTON. This subject is one of great |! 


interest to the frontier. This is not a measure 


i that has been improperly brought forward and 


thrust into the Senate. It was brought here legit- 
imately by the Postmaster General. He recom- 
mended the course that has been taken. He said 
he did not possess the competency to conduct 
this mail service as the public necessities require. 
It was of such a peculiar character, so novel, and 
the establishment of an important route, that 


| legislative provision had not been made suffi- 


ciently on the subject, and it was proper that it 
should be referred to Congress; but he had not 
competency in his Department. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator will allow me to 
interrupt him for a moment, to ask for the read- 


ing of the communication of the Postmaster Gen- | 


eral. We can have no communications with the 
Departments that are not in writing. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The committce called on 
the Postmaster General—— 

Mr. COLLAMER. I hope I shall be indulged 
for a moment. There was a separate bill reported 
for the relief of Mr. Hail, and also a bill for the 
relief of Mr. Giddings. Those two bills not hav- 
ing passed Congress, and their provisions being 
necessary to the service, the committee propose 
to insert them in this bill. In relation to Mr. 
Hall’s case, there is a letter of the Postmaster 
General among the papers. It will be observed 
that, at the last Congress, provision was made 
for the relief of these two parties, on a statement 
of the case by the Postmaster General. The 


i committee again applied to the Postmaster Gen- 


eral this year, and the Secretary has the letter, 
which he will please read. 
The Secretary read the following letter: 
Post OFFICE DEPARTMENT, July 23, 1856. 
Sır: Ihave received your letter of 16th instant, together 


with the petition of Jacob Hall and accompanying papers, 
for additional pay on mail route No. 8912, from Independ- 


i ence to Santa Fé. 


‘Agreeably to the act of Congress in his favor, Mr. Hall 
received $22,000 for the year ending 18th August last, being 


the Postmaster Gen- | 


7 


| was afforded by certain grants of jana « 

route. These acts of Congress were. designed, 
ceived, not merely for his temporary. benefit; bul 
enable him to continue: and fulfillthe: service require 
his contract. There was, it is true, a provisio 
the annulment of the contract, with the contractor's assenty. 
but the question being left to. my discretion; 1 -was'in duty 
bound to consider it with reference to:the interests of this. 
Department. Accordingly { declined assuming” such rè- 
sponsibility, in view of the probability of involving “heavy 
additional expense by reletting the- route, and I have ne 
grounds for a different opinion at this time, Tf, from the: 
evidence before Congress, the contractor was entitled-io.a. 
release besides additional pay, 1 cannot perceive why there 
was no positive enactment to that effect. My owa conclu” 
sion was, that Congress did not consider the evidence satis- 
factory, and, therefore, only granted such relief as seemed 
clearly demanded by the exigencies of the casé.. Whether. 
that relief was intended to be for one yearonly, and should’ 
now be further extended, as petitioned for, is subfnitted'to: 
the wisdom of Congress, where alone the question:can be 
finally decided. oe or 

The papers submitted by you are herewith returned... 
I have the honor to be, &e., &e., een ad aes 

! JAMES CAMPBELL. ': 


Hon. Jacos COLLAMER, United States Senate. 4 


Mr. COLLAMER. The relief granted last 
year was expressly provided for in this manner. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘Will the Sen- 
ate tale the vote on both amendments, or on the 
first? There are two. The firstis for Mr. Hall. 

Mr. BAYARD. I see no difference. There is 
no recommendation for either. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
will be taken on both amendments together. 

The yeas and nays being taken, resulted—yeas 
27, nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Bel] of New Hampshire, Bell of 
| Tennessee, Bigler, Bright, Collamer, Douglas,. Durkee, 
Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Hale, Harlan, Houston, James, 
Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Pratt, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, 
| Trumbull, Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Yulee~—27. 

NAYS — Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Biggs, Brodhead 
| Hunter, Iverson, Mason, Slidell, Thomson of New 3 
Toombs, and Wright—12, 


So the amendments were adopted. 


i ; 
| Mr. COLLAMER. I have one other amend- 
ment from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads: 

And be it further enacted, That the proper accounting 
officers of the Post Office Department be, and they are 
hereby, authorized and required to execute the joint reso- 
lution for the relief of Seth M. Leavenworth, now deceased, 
approved the 6th day of August, 1846, and that the amount 
found due shall be paid to his legal representatives, out ‘of 
| any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 


Mr. HUNTER. Is that to carry outan exist- 
ing law? 

Mr. COLLAMER. Yes, sir. i 

Mr. HUNTER. Very well; let us vote on`it. 

The amendment was agreed to.* 


Mr. STUART. I wish to offer an amendment 
from the Committee on Finance, which ought to 
have been offered some time ago: 

And be it further enacted, That the proviso atthe end of 
the third section of the act of March 3, 1851, entitled “An 
act making appropriations for the service of the Post Office 
Department during the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1852, 
and for other purposes,” is hereby repealed. 


Clay, 
erseyy 


| Thegsthird section of that act authorized the 


| Postmaster General to compromise claims with 

debtors of the Department for fines and forfeit- 

ures; but it was limited by the proviso to cases 

that had already occurred. This proposition is 

to repeal the proviso, so as to continue the power. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WELLER. I offer the following amend-. 
ment: 


| And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General 

I| be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed, after the 

jj usual advertisement, to contract with the best bidder, in 

| point of time and amount of compensation, for a semi- 

i} weekly mail service. to some point on the Mississippi river, 

to be designated by the Postmaster General, to be carried 

| in four-horse coaches, through the States and Territories 

of the United States, to San Francisco, in the State of Cal- 

ifornia, for the term of four years from and after the time 

of the commencement of the service, which shall not be 

more than one year afler the proposals are made and ac~ 

cepted: Provided, Parties. will propose and contract to 

transport such mail between the points named within nine- 

teen days during the first year of service, within seventeen 
days during the second year of service, and within fifteen 
days thereaftergand for the sum of not more than five bun- 
dred thousand dollars per annum; and, in the event of a 
failure to make any one trip within the time named as afore- 
} said, an amount shali be deducted from the gross sum pay- 
| able to said contractors equal to the proportion thereof 
f payable for one trip. i 

l Bec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said con- 
ji tractors shall be entitled to have and to hold, in their own 
right, for which patents shall be issued to them, any unim-. 
proved and unappropriated lands of the United States, not 
exceeding one hundred and sixty acres in each, along the 
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saldie through the édid Teriitoties, which may be required 
by them for stations or other purposes necëssary for the 
miainténdbce and use of the said road as a post read : Pro- 
vided, Such stations shat! not be nearer than ten miles to 
each other: p ` 

Seo. 3. And be it further enacted, Thatno letter or pack- 
age shal be carried in this mail exceeding eight ounces in 
weieht; and the weight of the mail aud contents carried 
shali not éxceed four hundred pounds, unless ditectéed-by the 


Postmaster General’; and in case of such increased weight, | 


thé Postniaster Géneral niay make a reasonable increase of 
compensation. 

Suc. 4. And be it further enacted, That in making up said 
màil, letters shall be entitled to the preference, and other 
nfatter to make up the four hundred pounds shal) be in 
cluded under such rules as may be prescribed by the Post- 
master General. 

Mr. HUNTER. I ask whether that comes 
from any committee, because, unless it does, it is 
against the rule? 

Mr. WELLER. It was reported by the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, as it 
has been read, as a separate bill, I had it early 
in the session referred to that com 
reported it back. 0 
the committee to offer it as an amendment to this 
bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. Can the committee delegate 
the authority to a person not a member of the 
committee? I submit the question to the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will submit the question to the Senate, whether 
they will receive the amendment. 

Mr. WELLER. 1 ask for the yeas and nays 
on the question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MASON. 


ment stating the practicability of this service, 
and the probable cost. 

Mr. WELLER. There is no report from the 
Postmaster General that I know of on the sub- 
ject, but there has been avery voluminous report 
made by the surveying parties who have passed 
over the continent, and the Senator can form his 
own opinion as to the practicability of it. Unless 
there is a bid offered to the Postmaster General 
within the limits here prescribed, as a matter of 
course a contract willnot be entered into. Thave 
no doubt, myself, that the Postmaster General 
will be able to make aycontract for the transpor- 
tation of the mail under the ter 
jon, We now pay for the transportation of the 
mail over the Lines of Panama, $700,000 a 

year. My desire is to have the mails of the 
tinited Stites transported through our own ter- 
ritory. The Senator from Virginia, but a day or 
two ago, Introduced an amendment to another 
bill, making af appropriation of $1,000 to pay 
the surgeons who attended the Americans who 
were wounded at Panama while coming through 
New Granada to this country. L desire to have 
the mailof the United States transported through 
our own territory. 1 wish to rely no longer on 


foreign Governments for their permission to pass | 


our mail from one State to another, 

Mr. MASON. f ask the Senator if it be in 
contemplation that the letters and documents and 
printed matter passing between the Atlantic States 
and the Pacifie are to be carried by this mail? 

Mr. BAYARD. Lis limited to four hundred 

ounds, 

Mr. MASON, 
dred pounds? 

Mr. WELLER. Itis limited to four hundred 
pounds. ‘Phe contract with Aspinwall & Com- 
pany dors not expire for four years, ‘Phat con- 
tract was made originally for ten years, and has 
over three years to run. Asa matter of cour 
they will have to carry the mail until the expira- 
lion of their contract.” E simply desire to sapply 
an overland mail, through our own territories, for 
the transportation of letters. 

Mr. MASON. [ have tried, together with 
some other Senators here, to see if it be prac 
tieable to cause this Government to be adminis 
tered as the Constitution projected, and let the 
responsibility rest where the Constitution places 
1; to let the Executive discharge its: duties, and 
to let the legislative department discharge its 


Why is it limited to four hun- 


duties; but we find—at least I find—that there is | 


the same tendency belonging to this Government 
which has been evinced in all popular govern- 


ments, within my knowledge of history, to | 


engross the whole administration of the Govern- 
mont, and to do it as loose 


and aa jt is done, by a lepislative department. 


mittee, who | 
T have obtained the consent of | 


I wish to inquire whether | 
there is any report from the Post Office Depart- | 


ms of this provis- | 


ly as it must be done, | 


What are we told by the honorable Senator from 
California? There is no recommendation from 
the executive department at all for this service. 


| We have no knowledge whether the service can 
|| be executed at the price named in the amendment, 
| or for a less price. We do not know, unless we 


look through documents, which I confess I have 
not looked through, how many tons the Pacific 
mail consists of. We are asked to appropriate 
$506,000 a year to carry a mail of four hundred 
pounds, in order to pass through our own coun- 
try. That is the only reason assigned, unless 
the réason stated by the honorable Senator, that 
a proposition has been made to pay the surgeon’s 
bills of American citizens who were injured or 
mutilated in a late riot in the State of New Gran- 
ada, in Central America, be a reason. If that be 
an argument, Í ask how soon may we have, not 
to pay surgeons’ bills, but to send an armed 
force, at a cost of hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars, to protect this mail to California across the 


continent? An appropriation has just becn made | 


to pay for guards to carry the mail to Santa Fé. 
What information-have we on earth of the prac- 
ticability of carrying this mail at all, or of carry- 
ing it at the price stipulated, or that it may not 
be carried at one half or third of that price; ex- 
cept, as the Senator from California informs us, 
that the explorers sent out by the War Depart- 
ment, under the order of Congress, to see if a 
railroad can be made, have given us the opinion 
that it can be done? 

Mr. President, we have had occasion to say— 
I and others have had occasion to say—that this 
Government is degenerating into a Government 
of mere jobs, paying out the public treasury to 
contractors without any of the responsibilities of 
the Executive, or without any knowledge of the 
value of the service or the real cost of the service. 
I can appreciate the appeal of the honorable Sen- 
ator from California, who represents a country as 
distant as his. Tam aware of the urgency of his 
people, which we see manifested in the papers 
of his country, to establish a direct communi- 
cation across the interminable deserts between 
the Pacific and Atlantic slope. But I submit to 
the honorable Senator whether it is not due to the 
condition, the organization, and the safety of the 
Republic, that we should have some regard to the 
distribution of power prescribed by the Constitu- 
tion? itis not enough that a contractor comes 
here and says, “ Lt ought to be done, and I will 
do it ata certain price; and it is not enough to 
say that explorers sent across the continent on 
no duty but to see ifa railway can be made to the 
Pacific, niform us that they ean get a practicable 
route, and that it can be done for a certain sum. 
We must have a communication from the re- 
sponsible officers of the Government, informing 
us that it is necessary for the publie welfare, and 
teiling us the probable terms on which it can be 
done. 


The amendment fixes a maximum price of i; that, 


$500,000. Now I would ask honorable Senators 
everywhere, what information have they whether 
that service may notbe performed for 20,000, or 
$50,000, or $100,000, or one twentieth, or one 
tenth, of what is proposed by the amendment. I 
dare say there are men who are prepared to do it 
for $500,000; and it may be probable that in their 
attempt to carry four hundred pounds of mail 
matter, they will find themselves depredated on 


by the Indians, and we shall then be called upon : 


for double or quadruple the pay for armed forces 
to attend them, as was asked this evening for 
carrying the mailto New Mexico. If the Gov- 
ernment is to be preserved, | submit to Senators 


| we ought to have some regard for its organization 


under the Constitution, and the responsibility 
which that organization prescribes, This is in 
utter disregard of them, 

Mr. WELLER. 1 have no doubt the country 
is under deep obligations to the Senator from Vir- 
ginia for his efforts to preserve the Constitution. 
lt has been my fortune never to be able to intro- 
duce any bill mto the Senate that did not conflict 
with that Senator’s opinions of constitutional 
power. Now, sir, instead of indulging, as he has 
done, in mere declamation, it would have been 
more useful to the Senate if he had undertaken 
to show how this amendment contravenes either 


the letter or the spirit of the Constitution. Not- | 


withstanding the air of that Senator, I claim to 
have as high regard for the Constitution ag he 


has. The same obligation that is resting upon 
him to maintain the Constitution rests upon me. 
| Will he undertake to tell me that a simple prap- 
osition to carry the mail of the United States from 
the frontier of the Atlantic States to the Pacific 
ocean is a violation of the Constitution, ór a vio- 
lation of the resolutions of 1798? Whenever I 
bring forward a proposition here, which, in my 
judgment, is designed to secure the permanency 
| of our institutions, by uniting more closely the 

remote West with the East, that Senator inter- 
į poses the constitutional objection, ‘* You are frit- 
tering away the powers of this Government; you 
are destroying the liberties of the people.’ If 
perchance it happens that we get a mail trans- 
ported overland to California, that is a violation 
of the Constitution; if you have it carried in 
stage coaches, the liberties of the people are gone 
i forever? This is the logic of the learned gentle- 
man from Virginia. 

You passed through this body, four weeks ago, 
two bills providing for the construction of two 
military roads from the frontiers of the States 
west of the Mississippi to the Pacific ocean. You 
passed a bill for a military road from the western 
boundary of Missouri, by Salt Lake City, to Car- 
son Valley or the eastern boundary of California. 
1; You passed another bill for a road from El Paso 
to Fort Yuma, in the State of California. These 
i bills were passed because the Senate was satisfied 
of the practicability of the construction of those 
i roads. If we had not the evidence in our pos- 
| session to show that it was entirely practicable 
| to construct those wagon roads, those bills could 
li never have been passed by the Senate. Now, 
| when I come forward and propose to authorize 
| the Postmaster General to contract for the trans- 
portion of a mail over these very roads—either 
one of them—the Senator finds that the liberties 
of the country are in danger. 

Whilst Lacknowledge the equality of every man 
| on this floor with myself, I recognize no superior. 
, Lrecognize no man as having to dictate to me what 
| the Constitution of the United States allows me 
todo. IL can say that, in all kindness to the Sen- 
ator from Virginia; but, as I said before, I have 
j never brought forward, and | never expect to 
bring forward, any measure connected with that 
country from whence F come, that will receive the 
sanction of the Senator from Virginia, This is 
& proposition to carry the mail overland through 
our own territory. Is there anything in that 
which violates the Federal Constitution? If the 
| Senator will show me that there is, I will abandon 
the proposition. I had a bill here for the cop- 
struction of a railroad through the territories ‘of 
the United States to the Pacific ocean, which, in 
my judgment, was sanctioned by the Constitution 
iof the United States. The Senator from Vir- 
| ginia, of course, was opposed to that. If he be- 
i heved the work was impracticable, I do not pre- 
; tend to condentn him for opposing it; but I claim 
when | bring forward a proposition which 
t is purely one of expediency, a Senator shall not 
i; attempt to charge upon me a violation of the 


Constitution. You have refused to give me the 
1: railroad. You have laid that on the table. You 


| have given me a wagon road, and I say to Sen- 
j ators that creates a sort of moral obligation to 
1; give me the coaches or wagons to carry the mail 
i over that road. Ido not intend to say that it is 
| a legal obligation; but, as you have given me the 
road, I ask you now to authorize the Postmaster 
General to carry the mail through your own ter- 
ritories, not through a foreign couutry; for Icon- 
template that, at the termination of the present 
contract for the transportation of the mail by the 
ocean, henceforth it shall be carried by land. 
In regard to the amount of mail matter, I will 
; Say this: There are only about one thousand seven 
hundred pounds of letter matter sent to California 
ji by the steamers twice a month. Any Senator can 
ij make the calculation for himself, if you have a 
i semi-weckly mail, how much letter matter will 
|| be carried to California. But Ido not intend to 
|| go intothis debate further, unless I shall be driven 
into it, 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, if the honor- 
blé Senator from California thinks I would un- 
ertake to dictate to him, or to any other Senator 
n this floor, on a matter of constitutional duty, 
or anything else which we have under delibera- 
i tion, he does me very great injustice. Whether 
"he does himself justice in entertaining the sug- 
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gestion, the Senator can determine for himself. I 
make no dictation. I speak of the:Constitution, 
as I have been accustomed’ to interpret it in its 
organization of the Government, and its distribu- 
tion of the powers of Goveinment. If I differ 
with that honorable Senator, it is my misfortune. 
I dictate to nobody; but speak here of the organ- | 
ization of the Government, and. the distribution 
of its powers, as T understand it, and I under- 
stand the Constitution as prescribing my duty. I 
do not dictate to any one. 

Now, what does he propose? He proposes to 
take from the Executive, whose duty it is to give 
information to Congress of the state of the coun | 
try, and of the wants of the country in the admin- 
istrative department, any discretion about carry- 
ing the mail between distant parts of the Confed- 
exacy~-any discretion as to the maximum that is | 
to be paid for it; and that we, coming here from 
every part of the country, and necessarily ignorant 
of the whole subject, shall undertake to decide || 
whether it is right, and what shall be paid for it. || 
I do not say that the liberties of the country are | 
in danger; the Senator heard nothing of that kind 
from me; but I say you are confounding all the | 
powers of the Government, trenching on a coör- 
dinate branch, and concentrating everything here | 

i 


where necessarily we must be most ignorant. | 

‘That must be the operation of the scheme of laws 
projected by the Senator from California. i 
Sir, whether the liberties of this country are in | 
danger or not, gentlemen will decide for them- į 
selves; but if I have read history to any purpose, : 
or know what humanity is, when intrusted with | 
power, our liberties will not be worth preserving | 
when you disregard the fundamental law. That | 
fundamental law has been made to organize the | 
l 


departments of the Government, and to distribute 
power under responsibility and checks, and to : 
chain down the popular will; to fetter it; to limit ʻi 
it by a fundamental law; and the liberties of the ; 
country will not be worth the parchment upon | 
which the Constitution is written, when that is į 
disregarded. i 
It has pleased the honorable Senator to speak |; 
deridingly of the Virginia resolutions of 1798, in || 
which he is not singular—resolutions which i| 
reclaimed the Government, brought it back, in the i! 
language of Mr. Jefferson, to the original purpose | 
of the Constitution, under which we had vainly | 
hoped we were steering since — resolutions that 
will be remembered, and will be taken as the polar | 
star of the administration of constitutional gov- |, 
ernment long after that honorable Senator and ; 
myself shall be consigned to oblivion. I speak 
to the honorable Senator in the kindness in which 
he speaks to ine, and which he knows I entertain į 
for him. I speak of this Government as I under- 
stand it, according to the school in which I have 
been educated. i 
Now l come back to the amendment. The: 
maximum price prescribed here is $500,000. ¥ 
How do we know that the service cannot be done i| 
for fifty or one hundred thousand dollars? Com- || 
petition has generally a material regard to the | 
maximum allowed for service; and we know that, | 
in the myriads of contractors who are surround- || 
ing this Government everywhere, like the vul- ii 
tures that surround a carcass, there will be very il 
few prepared with ability or power to makea | 
contract of this character, but they will combine, 
and the maximum will be their guide. If we are | 
to have a mail carried in this way, let the prop- |, 
osition come from the responsible Department cf |; 
the Government, from the Postmaster General, 
recommending itas due to the public service, | 
giving us his reasons for it, informing us how it) 
can be done, and at what expense. : 
Mr. HUNTER. This, I understand, is a mere | 
question of order, whether the Senate will receive | 
the amendment. { hope we shall decide that first. | 
Mr. WELLER. I have only a word to sayin} 
reply to the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Mason. ] 
If] understand his argument, it amounts to this: 
that, if I had the recommendation of the Post- 
master General, or of the executive department | 
of the Government, this proposition of mine | 
would be in conformity with the Constitution of ;, 
the United States and the resolutions of 1798. | 
Now, I have learned something in the course of || 
this discussion; and, as Lama young man, I may |! 
learn a great deal more from the Senator from) 
Virginia. I have learned from him, that Con- į; 
gress has no power to establish post-routes, orto ii 


ji 
i 


i the Government of the United States. 


| into a contract to carry the mail. 


$ i 

| We now havea contract to carry the mails to | 
i 

i 


| at $700,000 a year. This propositionis to carry i) 


make any provision for the transportation of 6ur 
mail matter, in the Territories of the United 
States, unless it be recommended by the executive 
department of the Government. F thought that 
power belonged to Congress. 

Mr. MASON. You did not hear that from 
me. 

Mr. WELLER. Well, sir, if there- be any- 
thing in the statement which the Senator made, 
as to the unconstitutionality of this proposition, | 
it amounted to this: that it was unconstitutional 
because it trenched upon the right of the Execu- | 
tive; that I came here without any recommenda- 
tion for the establishment of this mail route; ergo, 
if Thad the recommendation of the Executive, 
it would be constitutional and in conformity with | 
those resolutions to which, as he alleges, I derid- 
ingly adverted. Mr. President, I knew that the 
Senator from Virginia regarded the resolutions 
of 1798 as part of the Constitution; and thercfore 
I spoke of them in that manner. If he can show 
me that this amendment contravenes any of the 
principles of the resolutions of 1798, I will agree 
to say it ought not to pass, although it may not 
be in violation of the Constitution. Is not that 
the whole case? 

This is simply a question of expediency. If || 
the Senator believes it impracticable, and that you ! 
cannot transport your mails overland to Califor- | 
nia, he is right, of course, in voting against it; i 
but surely he has no right to claim that it is un- | 
unconstitutional in itself, because I have not the 
recommendation of the Postmaster General. | 
Here is my friend from Florida, [Mr. Yurer,] 
who has been introducing propositions to-day for 
the establishment of post routes in different parts 
of the country, and he never thought of asking | 
the Executive whether. | 

Mr. MASON. The Senator will allow me to | 
ask him a question. We have the power to es- | 
tablish post routes; but did he ever hear that, in | 

{ 
| 
| 
1 


establishing a post route, Congress said, at the | 
same time, a contract should be made for carry- | 
ing the mail at a maximum amount for the ser- 
vice? If he will be content with putting it as a | 
post route establishment between the Atlantic 
States and California, I will vote for it, provided 
he give good reasons why it should be done. 
Then the Postmaster General will report at the | 
next session of Congress, that he can or cannot |) 
make contracts for a reasonable and fair sum to ; 
carry the mails. l 
Mr. WELLER. There are other Senators on | 


| another mail over thedontinentarg500;000 


i| gia. Let us see. 


this floor who are in communication with their | 
constituents three times a day at the expense of | 
I am) 
allowed to hold communication with my constit- 
uents but twice a month. There is no portion 
of the Union placed in the same situation we are 
in on the Pacific coast. While you impose a 
higher rate of postage on us than on any other 
people residing within the limits of the country, 
you allow us to hold communication with you 


i 
| 
| 
i 
| 
j 
ifi 

| 
buttwice a month. My desire has been to avoid || 

t 


so that the expense of carrying-the 
Atlantic States-to the Pacite will be TH 
year—equal to at least one eixhtl: of the 
the whole mail service of the United: States 
whole mail. service of the United. States doe 
cost more than-from eight: toten million 
Here is'a-proposition: to: pay $1,900,000 to car 
the mails to California. I think out: friends: 
California will be -like the. constituents ‘of Mi 
Sheridan, who had raised ‘their’ price for votës- 
When addressing them from the:husting; he said: 
tothem: ‘My dear friends, always dear, butwow: 
dearer than ever.” [Laughter] ses 
There is another very extraordinary feature of 
this proposition. The mail now carried to Cals’ 
fornia. is seventeen thousand pounds; as the hors 
orable Senator suggested;-and here isa proposition 
topay $500,000 for carrying fourhundred pounds: 
According to the same ratio the Panama'company. 


| ought to have $2,100,000 a year. ‘You seethe: 


exiraordinary absurdity of the measure on its 
ace, 4 
Mr. HUNTER. Thisis a mere question of 
order, and I hope we shall settle that before We 
discuss the merits of the proposition, cct g 
Mr. WELLER. I desire to say a word: in 
answer to my volunteer adversary from Georgia: 
He thinks California is better treated than Geor+ 
The Senator from Georgia can: 
correspond with his constituents daily. Fis cor- 
stituents pay no more than three: cents: on each 
letter. My constituents are compelled to pay ten 
cents on the letters which they get,-and they re« 
ceive them only twice a month. Is there noin- 
equality in this? Do you desire to have no-cldsex 
connection with this Union than you now have? 
I do not desire to prolong this discussion. [did 
not see my friend from Virginia [Mr. Hunter] 
here, who is usually checking me, but Tsee hint 
now, and I shall stop. : 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on receiving the amendment of the Senator 
from California, ' 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 14; as follows: : 


r; Geyer,” 
Tennes- : 


So the amendment was received. On its adop=: 
uon, : 

Mr. MASON called for the 
and they were ordered.’ : 

Mr. COLLAMER. I desire'to move'an amend: 
ment to the amendinent, to strike òùt thè word 
« directed,” and insert “ authorized.’? a aes 

Mr. WELLER. J accept that. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
the amendment as modified, resulted—yeas 26, 
nays 19; as follows: 


yeas and nays} 


this by the establishment of another mail which 
should pass through our own territory; and, i 
the Senate are satisfied that this measure is righ 
in its principle, they will vote for it. ` 
I will not trespass on the Senate. 


I know the i 
| anxiety of my friend from Virginia [Mr. Hux- |! 


TER] to get avote. He is the most impatient || 
man I ever knew in my life, and, at the ‘same jj 
time, the most laborious; and 1 believe it would || 
be utterly impossible to transact the public busi- || 
ness if he were not here. [Laughter.] I say 
so earnestly; ; 
Mr. IVERSON. Ido not rise to take part in 
this constitutional debate between my friends 
from Virginia and California; but I wish to cail 
the attention of the Senate and the people to the 
very extraordinary character of the proposition į 
submitted by the Senator from California. The ; 
proposition is to instruct the Postmaster General | 
—not to authorize him, but to direct him to enter | 
Mr. WELLER. | 


T have no objection to strike 


out the word ‘direct,’ and insert “authorize,” į 
if that will obviate the Senator’s objection. | 
Mr. IVERSON. That will not obviate the | 
objection with me. I wish to show the extraor- | 
dinary character of this proposition ina few words. 


California over the Panama route, twice a month, 


ii nessee, 


YEAS—Messts, Adams, Allen, Bigler, Bright, Brown, 
Cass, Clay, Coliamer, Dodge, Douglas, Durkee, Foot, Fos- 
ter, Goyer, Harlan, Houston, Jones of Lowa, Joes of Tens 
Pratt, Pagh, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade; 
Weller, and Wilson—26. . i 

NAYS—Me Bayard, Bell of New Hampshire, Biggs, 
Brodhead, Clayton, Fitzpatrick, Hale, Hunter, Iverson, 
Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell; Thome 
son of New Jersey, Toombs, and Yulee—19. f 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I have an amendment. to 
offer: 

And be it further enacted, That the Postrhaster General 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to contract 
on, or before, the ist day of July, 1856, and regularly there- 
aficr, tò carry the mails of the United States hetiveen New 
Orleans, or some other point on’ the-Gulf of Mexico, and 
San Francisco, twice a month in each direction, at asuan 
not exceeding $480,000 a year: Provided, In his opinion, 
the mails can be thus carried in one third. less time than 
that now required by other mail routes. oe 

And be it further eractéd, That the Postinaster GeneFal 
is hereby authorized in his discretion to contract with sneh 
person or persons as will double the above service between 
New Orleans and San Francisco, with the same condition 
in relation to time, and at a price uot exceeding $750,000 
pér atinuin, andy in. sich’ latter case, he may tetminate 
existing contracts for the same mail service, according to 
the provision of law. 

1 do not wish to detain thé Senate. The Post 
Office Committee, I believe, are opposed to this 
amendment ow the simple ground (and of tett 
should like to be informed) that the Postmaster 
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General already has authority, under the law, to 
enter into such contracts —— A 

Mr. HUNTER. Allow me to raise a question 
of order before the Senator proceeds. I may as 
well do it now. 

-Mr. SLIDELL. I presume itis quite as much 
in order as the amendment just adopted. 

Mr. HUNTER. That was reported from a 
committee, it was said, 

Mr. SLIDELL. I think not; at any rate this 
will occupy no time in the discussion. T have 
buta single object in view. If I am correctly 
informed, the Post Office Committee think this 
is the best route by which the mails can be con- 
veyed; but they think legislation on the subject | 
unnecessary, because the Postmaster General 
already. possesses the authority to make a con- 
traet of this sort. If such be the case, I am not 
disposed to occupy the time of the Senate in un- 
necessary debate. I should like to be informed 
on the subject. 

Mr. YULEE. That is the opinion of the com- 
mittec, but it is not the ground on which the 
committee declined action on the subject. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I should be very happy to 
have the assistance of my friend from California 
on this question, as he urged, with so much carn- 
estness, the other amendment. I hope he has no 
constitutional objections tothis. Having received 
that assurance from the acting chairman of the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, I 
have nothing more to say. j 

Mr. WELLER. Ihave no constitutional ob- 
jections to this amendment, | 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- | 
ator from Louisiana withdraw the amendment? 

Mr. SLIDELL. No, sir. | 

Mr, HUNTER. [raise a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will submit the question to the Senate. 

The Senate refused to receive the amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the question was stated to be on concurring 
in the amendments made us in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I should like to have a sep- 
arate vote on the amendment in relation to the 
claim of Carmick & Ramsey, and the yeas and 
nays upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is, will the Scnate concur in the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole, with the 
exception of the one named by the Senator from 
Louisiana? 

The amendments were concurred in, with this 
exception. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question 
now is on concurring in the amendment providing 
for the examination and settlement of the claim 
of Ramsey & Carmick, for the abrogation of their 
contract for carrying the mail from Vera Cruz to 
ae and San Francisco, 


Mr. BAYARD called for the yeas and nays; | 
and they were ordered, 

Mr. SLIDELL. I have nothing to add ta! 
what I stated this morning; but the honorable 
Senator from New York [Mr. Suwarno] read a 
note to-day, in which it was stated, that if my 
colleague [Mr. Bexsamix] were here, he would 
advocate the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads in the 
form in which it was presented to the Senate. I 
wish to slate that my colleague has paid more 
attention to this subject than į have, and he thinks 
the contractors in this case have not been fairly | 
treated by the Post Office Department. ‘That is! 
a question which Lam not disposed to discuss. 
Tam not here at all to vindicate the conduct of 
the Postmaster General. On that, and on many 
other questions, I have differed from him; but I 
am authorized by my colleague to state that, 
while he had a general hnpression of the justice 
of the claim of these contractors, he was not pre- 
pared to vote for the amendment in the form 
adopted by the Senate. I have nothing more to 
say. 

Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator from | 
Louisiana has stated the matter more strongly | 
than the statement which I made at the time was. | 
I am exceedingly guarded on the subject. I read | 
to the Senate a letter from Mr. Carmick, in which | 


he stated that the honorable Senator from Louis- | 
iana [ Mr. Bewsamry] was sick, and I gave that !! 
as my apelogy for speaking on the matter at all. | 


Mr. SLIDELL. [hope the Senator from New 
York does not suppose that I wish to impute to 
him any misstatement. 

Mr. SEWARD. No, sir. 


Mr. SLIDELL. That was the inference to be | 


drawn from the note read. 1 only wished to cor- 
rect that. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 26, nays 20; as follows: 
>+ YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell 
of Tennessee, Bright, Brown, Clayton, Collamer, Critten- 
den, Dodge, Durkee, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Hale, 
Harlan, Houston, James, Jones of Iowa, Jones of Ten- 
nesses, Sebastian, Seward, Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, and 
Wilson—26. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Biggs, Bigler, Brodhead, j 


Butler, Clay, Fitzpatrick, Hunter, Iverson, Mason, Pearce, 
Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Slidell, Thomson of New Jersey, Weller, 
Wright, and Yulce—20. 

So the amendment was concurred in, The 
amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and 
the bill to be read a third time. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The acting chair- 
man of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads offered an amendment in regard to 
mail service on the Mississippi, which I hope 
will be disposed of. 

Mr. HUNTER, 

Mr. BAYARD, TL object. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Senator from Florida 
[Mr. Yurek] proposes to offer an amendment 
that was voted down to-day on the call of the. 
yeas and nays. Jf heoffers it I wish to be heard 
upon it. 

Mr. YULTE. I offer it at the request of gen- 
tlemen interested in the matter in that section of 
the country. 

Mr. BAYARD, Tobject, as the bill has been 
ordered to its third reading. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WELLER.) 
The Chair will entertain the ameudment of the 
Senator from Florida. 

Mr. YULEE. I renew the amendment which 
was rejected this morning m regard to the mail 
service on the route between Cairo and New 
Orleans. ‘Phe proposals submitted tor this con- 
tract were J. W. Maltsby & Company, $912,000 
for daily service; John J. Pocand others, $600,000 
for isily services and the present contractors 
$829,000 for daily service. As Congress had by 
express legislation declare their will that this scr- 
sè Was desirable and should be put into oper- 
atioun, certainly the price of $329,000, which is 
nearly six hundred thousand dollars less than one 
bid, is a very low one. I am informed by gen- 
tlemen in that section of the country that the 


We cannot wait. 


i) price is extraordinarily low. Inasmuch as it will 
Pansure the continuance of the service for 


two 
years longer at the same price, and gentlemen 
think i will give not only permanency but use- 
fulness and regukuity to this route, E renew the 


following amendment rejected by the Seuate as in 


Committee of the Whole: 

And be it further enaeted, That the Postmaster General 
he, and he is hereby, directed to extend the contract tor 
mail serviee on route sumbercd 7209, between New Orleans 


and Cairo, with the preseut owners of the contract, for i 
g term. at the | 


a period of two years beyond the big 
same rate of compensation now paid: Provided, The said 
partics shall, within a reasonable time from this date, to be 
determined by the Postmaster General, become the owners, 
or possessors by charters 
control and use thercot, of a sufficient number of steamers 
for the regular and secure performance of the work. 


Mr. BRIGHT. {know the unwillingness of 
the Senate, and its impatience to hear discussion. 
Tt is with great reluctance that I claim the atten- 
tion of the Senate. 


on it. It was voted down, I believe, by more 
than two to one. If it is the pleasure of tho 
Senate, however, to entertain the proposition, I 
shall go on to state my objections to the amend- 
ment, If f can havc any assurance that it will 
be voted down, I shall not claim the attention of 
the Senate. f“ No! No!?’] 

Mr. TOOMBS. There is no reason to continue 
the discussion. T know the Senate is against 
these special contracts. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
ator will continue. 
to say. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


I hope the Sen- 
Let us hear what he has 


A message from the House of Representatives, | 


H the conference on their 


| of the Senate on the question. 
| from the House on the table should be submitted 
| to the Senate. 


which surrender the exelusive ii 


I discussed this amendment | 
somewhat at length to day, and I suppose made | 
myself understood froin the vote which was taken | 


by Mr. Curio, their Clerk, announced that the 
House concurred in the Ist, 4th, Tth, 8th, 9th, 
10th, 11th, 12th, Mth, 15th, 16th, 17th, 18th, 20th, 
Qist, 22d, and 23d amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. No. 201) making appropriations 
for certain civil expenses of the Government for 
the year ending 30th June, 1857; non-concurred 
in the 2d, 3d, 5th, 6th, 13th, 19th, 24th, 25th, 26th, 
27th, 28th, 29th, 30th, 31st, 32d, 33d, 34th, 35th, 


i 36th, 37th, 39th, 40th, 41st, 42d, 43d, 44th, 45th, 
| 46th; 47th, 48th, 49th, 50th, 51st, 52d, 53d. 54th. 
| 55th, 56th, 57th, 58th, 59th, 60th, 61st, 62d, 63d, 
| 64th, 65th, 66th, 67th, 68th, 69th, 70th, 71st, 72d, 


73d, 74th, 75th, 76th, and 77th amendments of the 


i Senate; asked for a conference ow the disagreeing 


votes of the two Houses, and had appointed 


' Messrs. H. Winter Davis, Exumiu B. Wasu- 


BURNE, and Humpurey MARSHALL, managers at 
part. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate in- 
sisted on the amendments disagreed to by the 


i House, and agreed to the conference asked for by 


the House. Messrs. Hunter, Weiner, and 
Jonxs of Tennessee, were appointed the commit- 
tee on the part of the Senate. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The message also announced that the House 


; had receded from their disagreement to the Ist, 
L Qd, 3d, 4th, 6th, 11th, and 34th amendments of 
| the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 202) making 
| appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
‘ judicial expenses of the Government for the year 


ending June 30, 1857; insisted on their amend- 
ments to the Senate amendments, to which the 


‘Senate had disagreed; insisted upon their disa- 
i greement to the remaining amendments of the 


Senate; agreed to the further conference asked for 


i by the Senate, and appointed Mr. Hower Cons, 
| Mr. Ganusna A. Grow, and Mr. Onsamus B. 
| Matruson, managers at the conference on their 
; part, 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC SYSTEMS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘There are 
several bills on the table which should be taken 


up. 

Pay, MASON. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. HUNTER. There are two appropria- 
tion bills yet remaining. ‘The fortification bill 
has not been disposed of. The supplementary 
Army appropriation bill was under consideration 
when this bill was taken up as the special order 
at half past cleven o'clock. Task that that be 
taken up. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That bill has 


| preference, unless the Senate otherwise direct. 


Mr. MASON. J shall be obliged to ask a vote 


I think the bills 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Uf there be 


| no objection, the bills from the ITouse will be 
i taken u and read twice, with a view to refer- 


r 


enee. "Phe Chair hears no objection, 


The bul (IT. R. No. 


19) to regulate the diplo~ 


į matic and consularsystems of the United States 
was read a first time, and ordered to a second 


reading. 


Mr 


IASON. The Senate, at an carly day of 


į the session, passed a bill to make certain amend- 
; ments inthe law of the last session relating to 


the diplomatic service. That bill went to the 
House, and was not acted on there further than 
to ingraft it chiefly in its measures on the present 
bill, which is now sent to us, containing also 
some provisions relating to the consular system. 
Tam ready to say that it has been examined at 
the Department of State, and contains so many 
improvements on the Jaw of the last session, that 
itis believed by the Department that it will be 
useful. I have the authority of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations to ask that the vote may 
be taken on it immediately. 

There being no objection, the bill was read a 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It was reported to the Senate, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

FORTIFICATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. PEARCE, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 180) making appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, and 


1856. 
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for repairs of barracks and quarters, for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1857, which had been 
reported from the Committee on’ Finance with 
amendments, proposing to insert an appropriation 
of $15,000 for Fort Schuyler, New York harbor; 
$10,000 for Fort Wood, Bedlow’s Island, New 
York harbor; $42,200 for the purchase of land 
for defensive purposes at Staten Island, New 
York; and to increase the appropriation for con- 
tingent expenses of fortifications, and preserva- 
tion of sites, from $30,300 to $200,000. 

Mr. PEARCE. The Committee on Finance 
have had the subject under consideration, and 
have come to the conclusion that it would be 
better for the Senate not to press these amend- 
ments, but to take the bill as it came from the 
House. There are but four amendments not of 
indispensable importance, and, under the cireum- 
stances, we are disposed not to press them, but 
to take the bill as it comes from the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are no 
amendments pending, the amendments of the 
committee being withdrawn. 

Mr. SEWARD. I desire to know whether it 
is in order for me to move anamendment? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It is in order. 

Mr. PEARCE. Allow meto say to the Sena- | 
tor that there are very important appropriations 
for fortifications near his own city, which we 
think would be endangered by any amendment. 
For that reason we withdraw the amendments. 
It is desirable to pass the bill promptly, if it be 
passed at all. I hope, therefore, the question 
will be put on the bill at once. 

Mr. SEWARD. Very well. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. CuLLom, their Clerk, announced that the 

o 


use insisted on theirdisagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 153) 


making appropriations for the support of the | 


Army for the year ending June 30, 1857, asked 
for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses, and had appointed Mr. CAMPBELL, 
of Ohio, Mr. Quitman, and Mr. PENNINGTON, 
managers at the conference on their part. _ . 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate 
agreed to the conference asked for by the House, | 
and Messrs. Bropueanp, CLayron, and Doveras, 
were appointed conferees on the part of the Sen- 
ate. 


DES MOINES RAPIDS VETO. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I desire to call upa 


motion made by the Senator from Mississippi | 


[Mr. Brown] to reconsider the vote on the pas- 
sage of the bill for the improvement of the Des 
Moines rapids, in the Mississippi river, notwith- 
standing the President’s objections. I shali take 
it as a great favor if the Senate will dispose of 
that matter now. I ask for nothing but a vote. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
refused to pass, by a vote of two thirds, the act | 
for continuing the improvement of the Des Moines 
rapids, in the Mississippiriver. A Senator voting | 


in the negative has moved to reconsider that vote. | 
Without intending to detain | 
the Senate with any discussion of the matter, I) 


Mr. YULEE. 


merely suggest, for the consideration of the Chair, 


whether it is in order to reconsider the vote on |; 


this bill. I think the function of the Senate has 
been discharged under the Constitution by the 
vote which has been already taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate 
ready for the question on the motion to recon- 
sider? The Chair entertains no doubt on the 
point. * 

The motion was agreed to. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
now is, whether the bill shall pass, the Presi- 
dent’s objections to the contrary notwithstanding? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. L 
have paired off with the Senator from Maine 
(Mr. Fesssyoen] on this question. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 30, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Allen, Beil of Tennessee, Cass, Clay- 
ton, Collamer, Crittenden, Dodge, Douglas, Durkee, Fish, 
Foot, Foster, Geyer, Hale, Harlan, James, Jones of lowa, 
Jones of Tennessee, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Sebastian, Sew- 
ard, Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, ‘Trumbull, Wade, 
Weller, Wilson, and Wright—3o, 


The Senate ! 


I beg leave to say that I j 


= z = 

NAYS—Messi's. Adams, Biggs, Brown, 
Fitzpatrick, Houston, Hunter, 
Reid, Toombs, and Yulee—14. 

The PRESIDENT pro. tempore. Two thirds 
of the Senate having voted for the bill, it is passed, 
the President’s objections to the contrary not- 
withstanding. 


PATAPSCO RIVER BILL VETO. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, returning, in compliance with 
the request of the Senate, the bill entitled “An act 
for the improvement of the navigation of. the 
Patapsco river, and to render the port of Balti- 
more accessible to the war steamers of the United 
States.” 

Mr. PRATT. I ask for a vote on that bill. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator from Florida just 
now raised an objection, that it was not compe- 
tent for the Senate to reconsider the vote which 
had been taken on the Des Moines rapids bill. 


Butler, Clay, 
Everson, Mallory, Mason, 


the vote. I have had no time to examine into the 
subject; but, on looking to the Constitution, I 
think it will be seen that, if we do so, we shall 
have a second reconsideration. The Constitu- 
tion, after providing for the presentation of every 
bill which Congress passes to the President, says, 
this: 

€c If he approve he shall sign it ; but if not, he shall return 
it, with his objections, to that House in which it shall have 
originated, who shall enter the objections at large on their 
Journal, and proceed to reconsider it.” 

The Constitution says, that if Congress, having 
considered it, pass a‘ law, and the President re- 
fuses to approve it, the two Houses shall sepa- 
rately proceed to reconsider what they have done. 
We have reconsidered this bill,as we did the bill 
for the Des Moines rapids, and the judgment of 
the Senate has been had. It is proposed now to 
reconsider that reconsideration. ‘Thatis the light 
in which it strikes me. On the motion to recon- 
sider I ask for the yeas and nays, that it may be 
seen how we stand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the 
point made by the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. MASON. I understand the present mo- 
| tion is to reconsider the vote by which the Sen- 
ate refused to pass, over the veto of the President, 
the Patapsco river bill. Task for the yeas and 
nays on the motion to reconsider. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The message 
from the President, accompanying the bill, will 
be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States : 

{return herewith the bill entitled “An act for the im- 
provement of the navigation of the Patapsco river, and to 
render the port of Baltimore accessible to the war steamers 
of the United States,” and submit it for reconsideration, 
because it is, in my judgment, liable to the objections to 
the prosecution of internal improvements by tle General 
Government, set forth at Jength in the communication ad- 
dressed by me to the two Houses of Congress on the 30th 
day of December, 1854, and in other subsequent messages 
on the same subject; to which on this occasion ] respe 
fully refer. FRANKLIN PIERCE, 

August 14, 1856. 

Mr. MASON. I present the question for the 
consideration of the Chair, whether it is compe- 
tent to make the motion to reconsider, and I ask ; 
for the judgment of the Chair upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘There has 
been no action on the bill now returned by the 
President, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. MASON. Certainly we have reconsid- 
ered, and two thirds did not vote for it. It has 
been reconsidered. The proposition now is to 
reconsider the reconsidering vote. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. T was not in 
the Chair at the time it was acted on, and was 
not aware of the fact. The Senator from Vir- 
| ginia raised a point of order, whether it is in the 
power of the Senate to reconsider a vote refusing 
to passa bill over the objections of the President. 
The Chair has no doubt of it. The rule provides 
that every subject which has been decided, may | 
be reconsidered, and this comes within the rule 
as much as any other case. a 

Mr. BAYARD. I appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question | 
is, “Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the Senate ?”’ 

Mr. BAYARD. I shall not trouble the Senate, 


The President of the Senate decided that it was |} 


competent for this body to proceed to reconsider |: . ; : 
i| expressive word in the languague, to direct the 


‘| vision. 


foweit to myself; as I should ót 
pass the bill; to-saywithout enter 
critical analysis of the’ Constitutio 
vote was taken under the mandate of the:C 
tion, and not: under the rules òf the. Se 
Under these circumstances, the vote agains 
bill is a rejection of the bill, which is not capable. 
of reconsideration. < I cannot,’ consistently with 
these views, vote for it. BARGE Sea ig 

Mr. TOOMBS. I think this: question’ may 
very well be decided either way by the Senate, 
though I am strongly inclined tothe opinion of 
my friends from Virginia and Deféware; bt : 
objection- is. useless. Since this rejection; you: 
know we have seen lists and heard of agreetnents 
illustrating my objection to ‘this whole system: 
Gentlemen have not been keeping tally for:noth-. 
ing since we defeated this bill: They know 
what they are about. PEALE sob E 

Mr. STUART. I wish ‘to say afew words: 
on this question of power. I submit:thatdtis’ 
merely because the Constitution uses the only 


4 


{action of the Senate or the House anew ona bill’ 
| returned by the President, that gentlemen arest 
all misled. There is no other word in thé English 
language which would be so expressive’ of the 
design of the Constitution, as the one which is 
employed—* reconsider.’ : That is not a recor- 
sideration within the meaning of parliamentar 
rules; but it is a direction that the Senate shall 
proceed to vote upon the bill again, and without 
| that it could not be done. Without providing a 
; means of returning the bill tothe Senate, and 
| defining that the Senate should. again vote: upon 
it, by parliamentary rules, that could not.be done: 
because a motion to reconsider must be. made by 
a member voting in the majority within.a speci- 
fied time. I say it is only because the Constitu- 
tion uses the word “ reconsider,” being the most 
expressive word in the English languague by 


|| which to define the duties of Congress, that gén- 


tlemen are at all misled. It simply means that: 
‘the Senate shall proceed to act upon the bill 
again, and vote upon it again. Any other term 
to express this idea would have been equally ap- 
plicable; but as contradistinguished from a mo- 
i tion to reconsider, made by the Senate, of a vote 


|| which has passed, (which motion it is‘ declared 


by our rules cannot be made more than‘once,)it 
is perfectly clear that it is another and distinct 
i proposition. The very fact stated by the Senator 
j from Delaware, that it is a constitutional: pro- 
| vision, is the fact which takes it out ‘of the par- 
| liamentary rule, that authorizes us to move ‘to 
reconsider any vote which has taken place. 

Mr. MASON. The objection I made, and on 
which Lasked for the judgment of the Chair, was 
with no reference to the rules of the Senate.: The 
Senate can prescribe what rules it thinks proper 
i for the convenient dispatch of business. My ob- 
jection has no reference whatever to the rules-of 
the Senate. Itrefers to the constitutional pro- 
Whatis it? The Constitution provides 
that laws shall be passed upon’ the votes of the 
two Houses and the approval of the President. 
| It provides further that, if the President with- 
| holds his approval, the bill which has been passed 
by the two Housesshall be returned to the Senate 
in which it originated; and the Constitution pro- 
vides that, when returned, the House in which:it 
| originated shall proceed to do—what? ‘The hon- 
jorable Senator from Michigan says correctly, 


|| shall proceed to vote upon it again. ‘True, by the 


| term f“ reconsider’’—and | care not by what term 


i| they are required to vote upon it again. “The 


| Constitution prescribes the function; and when it 
is discharged, the function of the House is at an 
jend. Otherwise we might proceed to vote again, 
i and again, and again, ten times a day, in orderto 
| overrulé the President’s veto by accidental ma- 
jorities of the House, unless there was a rule of 
the Senate to aid and sustain the Constitution. 
f That is about the argument. It is not on this 
| term “€ reconsider,” and far less with reference to 
the rules of the Senate, that I say, as my judg- 
| ment, that when the Constitution remits this bill 
i tothe Senate and requires us to reconsider it, and 
we have reconsidered it, the function of the Sen- 
‘ate is at end, and we cannot, under any rule of the 
| Senate, go over it again. p 

Mr. SEWARD. There was a case in, which 
we had this general principle decided with ił- 


į 


ʻi at this late hour, with stating my views; but I 


most entire unanimity. ‘The Constitution of the 


August 16, 


United States directs that Senators in Congress 
shall be chosen by the Legislatures of the States. 
An honorable Senator from Florida came here, 
and presented credentials showing an election, as 
he claimed. The Legislature, under the law of 


that State, proceeded to elect a Senator in Con- ; 
Ifthe blank ballots were rejected, he had ; 


gress. Ifth 
a majority; if the blanks were counted as blanks, 
he was in the minority. The honorable Senator 
claimed a seat upon the ground that the blank 


ballots were improperly and irregularly counted | 
as-ballots, when they ought to have been counted | 
The Senate took the case into con- | 


as blanks, f ) ; ) 
sideration, and, I believe, with not a solitary dis- 
senting vote, pronounced their judgment. The 


resolution, if 1 rightly recollect, expressly record- | 
ing the sense of the Senate that it was for the | 


Legislature of Florida to determine when they 


had accomplished the act of electing a Senator by | 
their law; and thatinasmuch as, after this voting, . 


they proceeded to another balloting, in which 
they elected a different person, they declared that 


it was the judgment of the Legislature of Florida ` 
Now, apply | 


that the first vote went for nothing. 
that to our own case. It is for us to say when 
we have reconsidered and settled our determina- 
tion upon any proposition. 
selves to one, or two, or three considerations or 
reconsiderations; but until it goes beyond our 


possession, aud is certified and given to the world, | 
published.and established as an edict, cach of our , 
acts is subject to our revision and reconsideration. | 


Mr. BAYARD. I recollect very well the vote 
which was taken on the Florida case, 


appear on the Journal. In that ease, the vote of 


the Senate was unanimous; but, according to my | 


recollection, the ground was not that which the 
all, and, therefore, E think his analogy fails. 


lection of the case is that, if you counted the blauk 
ballots, there was no constitutional Legislature of 
Florida voting for any Senator, and that was the 
ground on which [aim sure several Senators voted 


-~of course I cannot answer for the opinion of |! 


allt can speak of my own and many others. HM 


was on the ground that, if you counted the blank | 


ballots, there did not appear to be a vote in favor 
of any one, or, if you treated them as nullities, 
there was no constitutional quorum of the Legis- 
lature of Florida voting. I you treated them 
ag votes for one purpose, you must for another, 
and then there was no majority. 

Mr. HALE. L donot want to oceupy the time 
of the Senate, but it strikes mo that this is avery 
plain question, Our legislative reconsideration is 
entirely different from the constitutional recon- 
sideration; but [do net wish to go into the de- 
bate. 

Mr, MASON, IT will read asuceceding part of 
this paragraph of the Constitution which, it seems 
to me, is interpretative of the first part: 


Ei after such reconsideration, (wo thirds of that [louse 
shall agree to pass the bill, it shail be sent. together with the 
objections, to fhe other House, by which at sbat Hkewise he 
reconsidered, and, if approved: by tvo thirds of that Huus 
it shall become a laws? 


Now, as I understand it, the mandate of the £ 
Constitution is, that we shall reconsider it bya ij 
vote, taken by yeas and nays, and if two thirds | 
pass it, itis then to be sent to the other Flouse, | 
in which it did not originate, who shall take the | 


game step, and after they shall pass it by two 
thirds, it shall become a law, 
sidered this bill by a vote of yeas and nays. 
Whether it has been sent to the /iense or not, L 
do not know, but it ought to have been sent to the 
Elouse for their action on it. The Constitution 
as i think, means that the function of the Hou 
of Representatives, or the Senate, as the case may 
be, is ended when it has taken the vote reconsid- 
ering the bill. 

Mr. PRATT. It seems to me the plain com- 
«senge view of the Constitution is this: when 


mon 


the President vetoes a bill, a constitutional im- 


passe : 
ranch ij 


pediment is put in the way of its being 
over that veto except by two thirdsofeach 
of the national Legislature. The Constitution 
does not preiend to prescribe the 
which the sense of either branch of the Legisi 
ture shall be taken. You are to have two thirds 
of each branch in order to pass the bill over the 


President's veto; but the quo modo in whieh you | 


We may hold our- | 


e. Of course | 
the records of the reasons of the Senate do not; 


We have recon- ij 


quo modo in || 


prescribed by the Constitution. If, therefore, 
the Constitution had used the term ‘‘unless passed 
by two thirds,’’ it would be precisely the same 
as it now is with the word ‘ reconsidered’’ in- 
stead of the word “‘ passed.’ Under the Consti- 
tution we are to ascertain whether it is the sense 
of two thirds of this body that this bill shall be- 
! come a law notwithstanding the veto of the Pres- 
i ident. 

Mr. PEARCE. The term “reconsideration 
as used in the Constitution is not used in the 
technical sense, nor with reference to any parlia- 
il mentary rule. It is nothing more nor less than 
| a direction, that on the return of a bill with the 
President’s veto it shall be taken up de novo. Lt 
is nota reconsideration in the parliamentary sense 
atall, and therefore cannot preclude that recon- 
sideration to which, under parliamentary law, 
every bill is subject. 

Mr. MASON. Asa doubt has been raised, I 
ask whether the bill originated in the Senate or 
House ? 

Mr. PRATT. It is a Senate bill. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a bill of 
il the Senate. ‘The Chair will remark, in support 
‘of his own decision, that he regards the word 
if reconsider’? used in the Constitution as a mere 
| direction to the legislative body to which the bill 
is returned, to vote upon it again. The Senate 
having voted upon it, either passing or rejecting 


j 
Hl 
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guestion is, “Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the Senate P? 

i} Mr. MASON. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

| ‘Phe yeas and nays were ordered. 

i Mr. BAYARD. 


this important poiut. FE we look, as I suppose 
we may sometimes in these days, to the com- 


| papers composing the Federalist, we find that 
f the principal objeet for which the veto power 

|| was given to the Executive of the United States 

i| was for the purpose of self-protection against the 

legislation of the coérdinate branch of the Gov- 

ernment, ‘Lhe Constitution authorizes the Pres- 
ident to have a qualified veto, aquatitied negative 

on all bills, for thatobjectin the main, with other 
objects also. After Congress have passed a bill 

it must go to him for his approval; and if he re- 

| fuses it he is obliged to give you his reasons for 
his refusal, and those reasons must be spread on 

your Journal, and you must take a vote—how? 
Not as you can under the rules of the Senate; 
but (he Constitution prescribes that it shall be 
by yeas and nays. You cannot take any other 
vote, Tt looks fo me as if there was a distinct 
intent that there shold be in a ease of this kind, 
with a view to protection, but a single and a 
formal vote takenasto whether the bill to whieh 
the Prosident objected should stand or should 
ifall by a majority of two thirds of the Senate. 
There is always of course a majority of the Sen- 
ate in favor of every bill whieh they pass which 
i| gees to the Mxecutve—-a majority have the con- 
trol of it. Ufthis theory be true, that you can 
reconsider your reconsidering vote, of course the 
i President is in the power of the Senate whe 
thece isanything ike an approach to two third 
| be isin the power of Congress to overrule his 
| veto any time by a mere accidental vote of two 
| thirds: fora majority have only to watch their 


i for aiueasure, they will reverse the negative of 
the President, Pthink the primary object of the 
Constitution —self-protection to the Exeeutive—- 
‘Vin giving him this veto power, would be infringed 
upon and destroyed if this principle be adopted 


il ofthe right, under the mere rules of the Senate, to | 


i| . 
ii reconsi 


der and givea second vote after a measure 


it, they have a right to reconsider that vote. The j: 


i {will not detain the Senate ij 
t i| long, but [will state briefly the view 1 take of ji 
honorable Senator from New York assames ati 
{ do H 


notsee any analogy between the cases. My recol- || mentaries on the Constitution, contained in the Í 


| own opportunity, and if, though a bill may have | 

been rejected on a vote taken under the Constitu- | 
tion, they can reconsider that vote, ther, when- | 
ever they find that two thirds enn be obtained | 


objections to the contrary notwithstanding. 
Mr. BAYARD. I of course do not deem my- 
elf bound to vote against this bill; but I cannot 


reported, comes fairly within the exceptional 
principle which I have announced; but it is in 
very bad company, with a bad combination, and, 
therefore, I vote against it. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 31, nays 14; as follows: 
:  YEAS—Mes: 


y Foot, Foster, 
lowa, Jones of 'Penue 
Seward, Stuart, Thom 
n Weller, Wilson, and W. 

NAYS 
Clay, Fitzp: 


ght—3i. 
s. Adams, Biggs 
k, Houston, 

Reid, Toombs, and Yulee—14. 


| 
i 
' The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Two thirds of 
| the Senate having voted for the bill, it is passed. 


ggs, Bright, Brown, Butler, 


Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. STUART, the bill (H. R. 
! No. 276) granting bounty land to the officers and 
“erews of private armed vessels commissioned by 

the United States, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 
COMMITTEE REPORT. 
| Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on 
! Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. 


i R. No. 301) authorizing the establishment of a 


fi navy depot on Blythe Island, at Brunswick, on 
i the coast of Georgia, and for other purpeses, 
| reported it without amendment, 


WASUINGTON BRIDGES. 

| Mr. BROWN. Yesterday we passed an amend- 
‘ment to one of the appropriation bills, appropri- 
| atinga considerable sum of money to keep bridges 
| in this city in repair, The Flouse of Represent- 
| atives have sent us a very proper bill to prevent 
| trespasses on those bridges, and to enable the 
| city authorities of Washington to keep them in 
| repair. Task thatit may be taken up. I under- 
| stand that it is very important to prevent these 
trespasses, and that moncy will be saved by its 
passage, 

| The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
¡i ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 
|! sider the bill (FI. R. No. 214) to extend the 
| jurisdiction of the corporation of the city of 
if 
| 


Washington over the lower Eastern Branch, or 
i, Navy-Yard bridge, and to regulate travel on the 
p upper Eastern Branch, or Benning’s bridge, and 
i} for other purposes, 
i Mr. BROWN. Itis a short bill, and contains 
4 but two provisions: One is to prevent persons 
‘from shooting on the bridges, by which travel- 
ers are Incommoded; and the other is to prevent 


ry 


SENATE BILLS BECOME LAWS. 
_ A message from the President of the United 
, States, by Sip~ny Wasser, Esq., his Secretary, 
amounced that he had approved and signed the 
i following enrolled bills: 
| Anactto regulate the compensation of members 
, Of Congress; 
< Anat providing for a necessary increase and 
|, better organization of the medical department of 
f the Army; and 
i Anact to amend the acts regulating the fees, 
» costs, and other judicial expenses of the Govern- 
i ment, in the Staies, Territories, and District of 
= Columbia, and for other purposes. 
SUPPLEMENTARY ARMY BILL. 


On motion of Mr. WELLER, 


ne 
Re 


* 


the Senate, as in 


i ation of the bill (S. No. 427) making additional 
ji appropriations for the support of the Army for 
“the year ending June 30, 1857, the question pend- 


» 


1856. 


ing being on Mr. Sewagn’s motion to amend the 
fifth section by striking out the words,“ non- 


commissioned officers, musicians, and soldiers,” 
and the words, ‘including volunteers and militia 
mustered into the service of the United States,” 
that taking precedence of the motion of the Com- 
mittee on Finance:to strike out the section. 

Mr. PUGH. | So.far as I have examined the 
act of 1848, I withdraw my. opposition to the 
amendment of the committee. I am satisfied the 
Senator from Georgia is right. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iam against the section, and 
I am against thisamendment. If it is all stricken 
out, [am content. 

The amendment of Mr. Sewarp was agreed 
to; and the question recurred on the motion of 


the Committee on Finance to strike out the sec- || 


tion, as amended, which is as follows: 


Sro. 5. And be it further enacted, ‘That the provisions of 
the first section of the act granting pensions to the widows 
and orphans or persons dying in the naval service, approved 
August 11, 1848, be extended to the widows and orphans of 
officers of the Army of the United States. 


Mr. SEWARD called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 
Mr. PUGH. I wish to say one word in ex- 


planation of my vote, as 1 opposed the striking | 


out of this.section early in the day. I have only 
to repeat that I have since cxamincd the act of 
August 11,1848, and I am satisfied that the naval 
pensions are wrong, and that next session they 
ought to be altered. Therefore, I shall vote 
against the extension, although this morning I 
advocated it, 

Mr. SEWARD. The widows of the officers 
of the Navy of the United States who die while 
in the service are pensioned under an existing 
law of the United States, for the repeal of which 
Lhave no better guarantee than the promise of 
the honorable Senator from Ohio, that he will labor 
to produce such a result next year. At the same 
time, the widows of officers of the Army of the 
United States, who are equally meritorious, who 
die in the service, do not receive pensions. Some 
of the widows of officers of the Army of the Uni- 
ted States who have died in the service, have been 
pensioned by particular special enactments, It 
seems that, with the consent of Congress, the 
principle is going to be established that, while 
such pensions are enjoyed all over the United 
States, in the cases of death which shall occur here- 
after, the widows are to be deprived of such pen- 
sions. The consequence will Ibs that the widows 
of officers of the same class will be pensioned, 
while others will go without pensions. It is un- 
equal; and inequality, in such a case, is injustice. 
I hope the Senate will sustain the adoption of 
the section sanctioned by the approval of the 
Committee on Pensions of this body, and not 
strike it out, 

Mr. STUART. The case was very clearly 
stated by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Pearce] this morning, and I wish only to reca- 
pitulate it now in a very few words. The navy 
pensions were given out of a fund that was ob- 
tained by the men engaged in the service them- 
selves, by their prizes. They contributed to a 
fund which the Government agreed should con- 
stitute a pension fund, ‘The only variance has 
been in the fact that the Government itself, it was 
said, perverted or used a portion of the fund, and 
Congress passed a law to make up precisely what 
they had taken, and not to go any further. The 
idea of putting officers of the Army and volun- 
teers on the same footingisimpossible. Iteannot 
‘be done. These individuals never ereated any 
fund; never contributed to any fund; as those who 


received the naval pensions did. This therefore | 


stands as a proposition to put these persons on a 
pension, withoutany regang to the naval pensions, 
betanst they were founde 
created by the officers and sailors themselves, 
and Congress has done no more than to appro- 
priate to them that fund, dollar and cent, and 
have refused to go beyond it. The committce 
propose to strike out this section, as there is no 
foundation for it, according to its own proposition. 

Mr. CLAY. Lask the Senator from Michigan 
whether that prize money fund has not been long 
since exhausted? 

Mr. STUART. No, sir. 

Mr. CLAY. lam advised that it has been. 

Mr. STUART. The Senator is mistaken. He 
will remember that at the last Congress the Sen- 


on a fund which was | 


| 


| Iverson, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, 


| that has not already been presented for settlement o 


| of the section. 


ator from Louisiana [Mr. Sripeu.]-had.a bill, to 
which I objected, and which he explained as just, 
exhausting the balance of that fund which the 
United States had ; 1 
have gone. =< 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 


resulted—yeas 26, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs; Adams, Allen, Bell of Tennessee, 


: - Bi 
Bigler, Bright, Cass, Crittenden, Fish, cor 


Fitzpatrick, Geyer, 


i Pugh, Reid, Sebas- 
dian, Slidell, S q G rig 
dan s Sud i ee Toombs, ‘Truinbull, Wade, Wright, 


NAYS—Messrs, Collamer, Foot, Foster, Hale, Harlan, 
Houston, James, Jones of Lowa, Seward, Weller, and 
Wilson—11. - S oe 

So the motion to strike out the section was 
agreed to, 


The nextamendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was to strike out section seven, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That all claims for ar- 
rearages due on account of the suppression of Indian hos- 
tilities in Florida between the years 1835 and 1842, shall be 
ascertained, adjudicated, and adjusted by the proper ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury, upon principles of equity 


and justice, on the production of clear and satisfactory 


proof in all cases that the supplies were actually furnished 


| în good faith, and the services actually rendered, as charged; 


and the prices to be allowed shall besuch as prevailed in the 
country at the time; and that such settlement by the ac- 
counting officers as aforesaid shall be final and conclusive: 
Provided, That this provision shall not apply to any claim 


ment to some officer of the Government. 


Mr. WELLER. I should like to hear some 
explanation from the Committee on Finance why 
this amendment is proposed. None of the papers 


| were sent to that committee in this case, but my 


friend from Florida [Mr. Yutex] can explain the 
ground on which this provision was inserted in 
the bill. 

Mr. YULEE. Mr. President, as was remarked 
by the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, [Mr. Wetier,] the papers which were 
before that committee, and which induced the 
insertion of this section in the bill by them. were 
not before the Committee on Finance; and there- 
fore, I presume, they misunderstood the purpose 


does it create a basis for any appropriation, but 
simply authorizes a rule of adjustment, which 
was asked by the auditing officers—and has been 
asked for the last two or three years—to enable 
them to close the settlement of accounts which 
have been resting there for some years, the adju- 
dication of which is obstructed by technical difi- 
culties that prevent their being closed. 
tion was prepared at the Auditor’s office, and a 
letter from the Auditor to the Military Committee 
will explain the whole matter; and it will be seen 
that he called the attention of the Seeretary of the 


Treasury, in 1854, to the necessity of some such 


action. It is to enable him to apply moneys 
already in the Treasury, and appropriated, to the 
settlement of accounts pending, by authorizing a 
rule of settlement by the accounting officers which 
they have thought would be proper. I desire to 


| have the letter read. 


Mr. PEARCE. I will state, as well as I rec- 
ollect them, the reasons which induced the Com- 
mittee on Finance to recommend the striking out 
of this section. It provides that all claims for 
arrearages, as they are called, growing out of the 
suppression of Indian hostilities in Florida, be- 
tween the years 1835 and 1842, shall be ascer- 
tained, adjudicated, and settled, by the proper 
accounting officers, on the principles of equity 
and justice; and that the settlement by these 


| accounting officers shall be final and conclusive. 


There is no rule of any sort or description laid 
down, or established, by which the accounting 
officers are to be governed. They are left solely 
to their own discretion as to what equity and just- 
ice require. As this was a large class of claims 


| —a class of claims generally subject to distrust— 
the committee thought it was not proper to leave | 


them to the uncontrolled discretion of the sense 
of justice and equity of the accounting officers, 
and then to make their decisions final, so as to 
bind us by rules of which we know nothing in 
advance. We did not think that right, and there- 
fore moved to strike out the section. 

Mr. YULEE. Before the letter is read, I will 
state that the Finance Committee misapprehended 
the character of the claims; and for che purpose 


of meeting that misapprehension, at the sugges- | 


tion of the chairman of the Committee on Mil- 


T pay- | 


It involves no appropriation, nor | 


The sec- | 


4 


used. . That is as far ag we | ap 


Lof law, as this section proposes; and-it 


thousand dollars, for which the mone 
the Treasury. it propusesino ney 
all appropriations. of a. simi 
have been made, the same rales were pr 
but-it happens that in thig: cular: cla 
were not, All others have been adjusted 4 
ciples of equity and: justice, under. 


Cre 


by the proviso, at the end of. the section to ac- 
counts already.in the hands of the Auditor, and 
which are described in the letter f. nt to 
the Chair. re Si 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. When did:th 
making the appropriation ? ` ; 
Mr. YULEE, Four or five years.ago. ne 
Mr: CRITTENDEN. Was it. not ten years 
ago? a shod cs 
Mr. YULEE. I cannot tell exactly; but- 1 
think it was about four or five years ago. duet 
the letter be read. poh ah ge 
The Secretary read the following letter: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, v 
THIRD Avniror’s Orrice, July 18,1856... 
Sim: F have had the honor to receive your letter of the 
16th instant, stating that the Senate, having referred to the 
Military Committee, of which you are chairman; a resolút 
tion to inquire into the expediency of providing -by.Jaw:tor 
the payment of arrearages on account of the suppressionor: 
Indian hostilities in Florida between the years {i id 
1852, and you request to be biformed what is theamount. 
of those arrearages for which it may be necessary to'make 
provision. : bebo Mat ly: 
Accordingly, in reply, E haye the hanorto. state, that there 
are at present on file in this office, unsettled claims almost 
entirely of citizens of the present State of Flori sup 
plies alleged to have been furnished and for'services ren 
dered during the Seminole hostilities in. the then Territory 
of Florida within the periods above indicated, amountingan 
round numbers to say $80,000. For the satisfaction of such 
of this description of claims as should be decided by the 
proper officers of the Government to be allowable, Congress 
passed an act, which was approved. February 27, 1851, 
[See pamphlet laws of the United States, page 571,] appro- 
priating $75,000, and by the act of Mareh 3, 1853, the bal- 
ance remaining in the ‘Treasury of said appropriation “was 
reappropriated for the same objects. Since the date of the 
first appropriation there has been- allowed and.paid-of the 
class of claims upon reports by this office 100, 
that there remains of the original appre 
about $34,209 still considered applicable... PRES 
It is impossible to:say how many claims are-ourstanding 
besides those. now on file; :butitis:belieyed that, after 60 
jong a lapse of time, they cannot be very. numerous, or 
heavy in amount. parece 
Tam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
> ROBERT. J: ATKINSON, 
: Third, Auditor. 
Hon. Jonn B. WELLER, United States: Senate : 
P. S. In my report to the Secretary of.the Treasury of 
the 21st of October, 1854, (see Executive Document No.3, 
second session Thirty-Third. Congress, pages 88 and 87) 
his attention was especially called to these claims, Anex~ 
tract from which I inclose herewith, 


Mr. YULEE. To meet one. objection which 
might arise, this section contains a proviso “that 
this provision shall not apply to any claim that has 
not already been presented for settlement or pay- 
ment.” I should like to have the question taken 
on the amendment which I have sent to the désk, 
in order that the section may be putin its proper 
form. 1 move to strike out: the: words {claims 
for arrearages,’’ and insert ‘unadjusted accounts 
for forage, subsistence, and. transportation here 
tofore made;” so that the saction:will read: 

« That a unadjusted accounts -for forage, subsistence, 
and transporiation, under appropriations heretofore made, 
and due on account of the suppression of Indian hostii- 
ties,” &e. : 

Mr.STUART. Mr. President, it must be per 
fectly obvious from the letterof the Third Auditor 
of the Treasury, which .has been read-a letter 
called out by a resolution, introduced into’ the 
Senate—that this.is but another way of fixingu 
rule of evidence. to. get a balance of claims that 


i 


i cannot be allowed under the existing law: : That 


is all there is of this case... The law.as it stands, 
according to the letter of the Third Auditor, is 


| amply sufficient toallow him to examine, adjudge, 


and pay all the claims. that Congress, in appro- 
priating the $75,000.a few years ago, intended to 
pay; butlike every other batch of this sort, claims 
have been presented without any foundation ¥ 
ever.. Youcannotadjust claims against hi 
ernment on any basis, when for every: 
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ou will not have ten that are invalid-and-worth- f 
ess.. Improper and ‘invalid claims are always. 
presented with thase'that are valid... ‘There.is no’ |! 
officer of the Government who has asked for any 

‘other rale of evidence: to: be laid: down, or any 

“additional legislation. -The letter which has been 
"read does not propose any such thing—nota word 
cofit: He. does not: say- that any legislation is 
“necessary to. enable him to go on and adjudicate 
these claims: onthe principles which Congress 

laid down’ when they appropriated the money; |! 

$ 


‘but the: secretis -so obvious, that it cannot be 
Overlooked... Here is a batch of claims utterly 
Worthless that ought never to be paid; and hence 
this language is thrown in, that he is to examine 
and.allow them on the principles of equity and 
justice... Congress is asked to transfer to the 

hird Auditor of the Treasury the sole power to 
“examine. these old:claims, (which he says in his 
letter are so stale that there cannot be much valid- | 
ity leftin them,).and by the importunity of A, 
B, and C, on principles of equity and justice to 
exhaust the balance of this fund. Over $40,000 
have been paid, and they want the balance of the 
$75,000 heretofore appropriated. 

It ought to be objection enough to this section 
that the bill before.usis entitled, ‘* a bill making 
additiona]-appropriations for the support of the 
‘Army; and yet, here is thrown into it a section 
to reéxamine, resettle, and adjudicate, upon what 
an individual thinks the principles of equity and 
‘justice, Indian ‘claims in Florida. It does seem 
tö me. to be the baldest measure.I ever heard pre- 
sented;.and I hope the Senate, without further 
delay, will strike it out. 

Mr. YULEE, [hope the Senate will not strike 
it out, -The Senator is mistaken. There is no 
Indian claim here. The section is entirely con- 
fined to accounts for subsistence, forage, and 
transportation, relating to the military service of 
troops in the pay of the United States, serving 
during a war; and it becomes necessary, not by 
reason of there being any injustice in the claims, 
but because of technical rules which obstruct jus- 
tice. There is 4 case of this sort: for instahce, 
where volunteer officers, who arc not acquainted 
with. the regulations of the Army, did not make 
out their certificates according to the forms of 
law, and therefore, according to the rules of the 
Department, they could. not be allowed. The 

roposition is, that the accounting officers may 

e allowed to look into the cases on their merits; 
and, on due proof that the service was actually 
performed for the bonefit of the United States, 
and under circumstances authorized by law, to 
pay for it. Chat is the whole amount of the sec- 
tion. Tt preseribes no new rule, but precisely the 
rulo that ine been applied to all other appropria- | 
Hons of a similar character for services in Mexico | 
and elsewhere, It relates simply to military ac- | 
counts, and its only purpose is to remove obstruc- || 
tions created by technical rules, of which militia H 
officers were ignorant, and therefore not able to i} 
comply with them. his section came from the |! 
office of the Third Auditor of the Treasary. I 
shall say no more, but hope the vote will be i 
taken; i} 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, the troops |! 
in Florida were called out by State authority, and | 
paid by Stateauthority, and the debt was assumed 

ry the United States. The Senator from Michi- | 
gan dwells on the words equity and justice,” as | 
t 
i 


af they were new terms, containing within them- | 
selves some hiddemand extraordinary meaning | 
not known to the Senate. Why, sir, scarcely a 
month passes over us here that we do not intro 
duce these identical words into bills to meet cases 
where the technical rules of evidence of the i 
Department cannot be complied with. As my 

colleague has justly stated, these services were 
rendered by officers of the volunteer service who 
are notfamihar with the rules of evidence govern- 
ing the Department, and therefore did not render 
their accounts in such a way as to be passed by 
the Treasury accountants. 

The Senator from Michigan makes a gratuitous 
and most unfounded assertion when he says these 
are stale and groundless claims, without any 
foundation. I beg to say he knows nothing of 
the subject: The claims are perfectly just. When 
the sum of $75,000 was appropriated by Con- 
gress, It was ona basis furnished at the time of 
facts then in existence: before the War Depart- 


ment, and that sum was supposed to be sufficient |i and nat more than ten years’ continuous military service, 


those who were to be the recipients of this fund 


| State troops, and the redemption of State debts 
| incurred by paying troops, Congress assumes as 


| the circumstances, to come forward, and, relying 


| on be stricken out. 


oe = = : T 
to. cover: the whole demand...When, however, 


came to make out their accounts, they could: not 
produce- the proper. vouchers.’ Is there anything 
extraordinary in our authorizing our accountants 
to look into the claims on their merits? Is there 
anything in. this clause which will authorize. the 
payment of one dollar that is not justly due ?. You 
cannot. say so unless. you presume our account- 
ants to be faithless. ‘These are accounts for trans- 
portation and forage actually furnished, and they 
are accounts.which have been rendered some time 
since, and are now pending, and cannot be paid 
only because the rules of evidence required by 
the Department do notadmit-them. | 

In appropriating money for the payment of 


nearly as possible to meet the contingency; but 
Congress never presupposes that any invariable || 
rule can be laid down to meet every contingency 
of evidence that may arise. But when Congress | 
is advised that outstanding claims which, on 
their investigation, prove to be meritorious, can- 
not be paid, because the rules of the Department 
stand in their way, is there any injustice in pro- 
viding some amelioration of the technical rules? 
This is all that-is asked here. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I think it will be ex- 
ceedingly impolitic to adopt this provision of the 
bill. The Committee on Finance recommend that 
it should be stricken out; and I hope that will be 
done. ` It is an invitation—a standing, regular, 
and perpetual invitation—to those persons in- 
cluded within the descriptions named, to come 
forward, time after time, and, when there is a 
defect of the testimony, to resort to memory. 
We know that memory fails after the lapse of | 
time; and the gentlemen, in this case, allow am- 
ple opportunity for that failure of memory. It is 
twenty years since these accounts were made out. 
It seems to me that we have had, of the Florida 
claira, more settlements than I could enumerate 
in the ime which I shall occupy with a few re- 
marks. 

Suppose we should make this principle gen- 
eral; how would it be? his section embraces 
all persons in Florida having claims. Let us do 
equal justice to the whole people of the United 
States, and male it apply perpetually to all the 
elaims which they can make out. If) at the first 
attempt, they fail, let them, twenty or thirty years 
afterwards, or whenever they can eke out any ovi- 
dence ofany claimagainst the United States, with- 
out further appeal to Congress, go before an ac- 
counting officer, and, according to his measure of | 
equity and justice, let him settle it, and let it be |! 
pud, without furtherauthority, from the Treasury | 
ofthe United States! Why, sir, itisa standing in- 
vitation to allow every one who can makea claim, | 
by testimony made up at onc time and another, 
after the memory of the transaction has passed 
away to a greatextent,and we are in ignorance of |; 


on the failure of human memory, the visions of |: 
old, and the dreams of young men, if he can get 
any sort of evidence, have his claim paid at once, |! 
without further trouble, On such a system, you 
will soon bave no treasury. [hope the amend- | 
ment of the committee will prevail, and this sec- 


If there is anything justly | 
due, let the claims be brought forward as other | 
claims are, and acted on by this body, and let us || 
not pass a general law of this sort. ji 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in! 
the chair.) ‘Phe first question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ilorida to the section | 
proposed to be stricken out. | 
The amendment was rejected. i 
The motion of the Finance Committee to strike i 
out the section was agreed to. k 
The next amendment of the Committed on | 
nance was to strike out section eight, in the ; 
foll 
5 1 


owing words: 


1. B. And be it further enacted, That there shall be |! 
to the quarterm. 


| the fuel and quarters allowed a major ; 


; We were sure were not right in principle. 
, thought, therefore, that at this stage of the session 
|, it would be quite proper to pass over such mat- 
; ters,and leave them to the next session, when 
_ they can be considered deliberately, and with a 


$950 per annum, with the quarters and. fuel allowed to. a 


Heutenant ; ` 

To each military storekeeper of more. than: tën years? 
and not more than twenty years” continudus. military ser- 
vice, $1,150 per annum, with the qiiarters ‘and fuel alowed 
a captain ; $ 

To each military storekeeper of more ‘than twenty 
years’ continuous military service, 81,500 per annum; with 


To each military storekeeper doing duty as ‘~paymaster 
at an armory or arsenal of construction, $425 per. annum, 
in-addition to the compensation above provided: Provided, 
That the fuel and quarters berein authorized shall be für- 
nished in kind, and no commutation shall be allowed there- 
for. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to amend the section 
before the question is taken on striking it out, I 
propose toamend it by striking out all in regard ‘to 
the compensation of storekeepers, except the last 
clause, and inserting: 

Each military storekeeper whose compensation is now 
8825, shall hereafter receive $1,250 per annum, and those 
who now receive $1,250, shall hereafter receive $1,500 per 
annum. 

The provision inserted originally in the bill, 
which is now proposed to be stricken out by the 
Committee on Finance, is recommended by the 
Secretary of War; but, in my judgement, it 1s too 
complicated. I prefer making a direct increase of 
the salary of these officers, without any provis- 
ion for assimilated rank or fuel and quarters. 
The necessity for an increase of the number. of 
military storekeepers has been frequently urged 
by the Secretary of War. In his last annual 
report, he says: 

“ F concur with the Quartermaster General in recom- 
mending the addition of five military storekeepers to his 
department. At present, there is buta singla depot of celoti- 
ing and camp and gitrrison equipage; and as the supplies 
for the whole Army have to be dispatched therefrom to each 
company, the distribution can ouly be made at long inter- 
vals, and consequently in large quantities, so that the com- 
panies are embarrassed in their moveme and the expense 
of transportation is increased by the large amount of stores 
which they have to take with them. With five depots, 
properly located, the distribytion could be niade more tre- 
quently, and in small quantities; the troops would thus be 
Jess incumbered with baggage, and the expense of their 
movements would be diminished.” 

I have no doubt, from the representations of 
the Secretary of War, that the public service 
would be very much advanced by increasing the 
number of military storekeepers. In fact, I regard 
it as indispensable to the military service that 
they should be increased. It was for this reason 
that the proposition was inserted originally in 
the bill. Ido not know whether the attention of 
the Finance Committee was called to the report 
of the Secretary of War in this particular. Tam 
very sure,if they had looked into his report, and 
examined the question, they would have been 
satisfied of the necessity of an increase, and would 
not have recommended the striking out of this 
section. 

Mr. PEARCE. Itis possible that the Finance 
Committee, if they had had an opportunity of 
examining this provision, might have come to a 
different conclusion; but the bill was only brought 


; tous yesterday; no papers accompanied it; there 
| was no reference made to the report of the Secre- 
| tary of War. We found that it seemed to pro- 


vide considerable alterations in the present regu- 
lations of the Army in this respect, some of which 


We 


full knowledge of the circumstances. 

Mr. WELLER. This subject has been very 
urgently pressed upon Congress by the Quarter- 
master General who has charge of this matter, 
and has vory great experience in his department. 
Probably no man in the country knows better 
what the military segvice requires than -General 
Jesup. I hope the Anaa will not agree to the 
report of the Finance Committee, but will retain 
this section in the bill, as indispensably necessary 
to the military service of the country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Cali- 


7 storekeep: 
d by the sting law; and from and after the pas- 
Of this act the compensation of military storekeepers 
aneve shall be as follows : 

h military storekeeper of not more than five 
years? continuous military service, £825 per annum, with 
he quarters and fesl allowed a Heutenant; 

To each military storekeeper of more than five years 


er's department of the Army, five [i 
who shall give the bond and security | 


fornia to the section proposed to be stricken out. 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. WELLER. I understand the Senate have 
decided against the amendment which I proposed. 
i I must now ask the Senate to take a separate vote 
: on that part of the section which refers to the 
increase of the salaries of storekeepers. Fam 


i Very sure that, if the Senate knew the responsi- 
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bility of these officers, and the amount of prop- 
erty placed in their hands, they-would not oppose 
this slight increase of their salaries. Itis utterly 
impossible for.a public officer to live on $825 per 
annum, having often very large amounts of pub.. 
lic property in his hands, and sometimes being 
in the command of a garrison, if there can be 
such a thing as a military storekeeper command- 
ing. At all erente he is sometimes the only one 
left at the garrison, charged with public property. 
Surely it seems to me $825 is a very poor com- 
pensation to the military storekeeper at the Wash- 
ington Arsenal. Every Senator must see that it 
is impossible for him to live on that salary. I 
ask to have a separate vote taken on that part of 
the section which. provides for an incfeased num- 
ber of military storekeepers, 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
will first be taken on so much of the section as 
refers to the increase of the salary of military 
storekeepers, f 

Mr. WELLER. No; the Senate has passed 
on that question. I ask for a separate vote on 
increasing the number of military storekeepers. 

Mr. PEARCE. If I understand the Senator 
he proposes to take the vote. on the first four 
lines of the section down to the word “ law.” I 
shall not make any objection to the appointment 
of the additional military storekeepers asked: for 
if they be left to the operation of the present law, 
assigning them pay and quarters. Iam not pre- 
pared to maké any change in that respect; but I 


shall, for my own part, make no objection to the 
addition of five military storekeepers to the quar- 
termaster’s department, if the Senator confines 
his motion to that. ` 

Mr. WELLER, That ismy motion now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to strike out the first part of the 
eighth section, in these words: ** That there shall 
be added to the quartermaster’s department of the 
Army, five military storekeepers, who shall give 
me bond and security required by the existing 
aw. 

The motion was not agreed to, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on striking out the residue of the section. 

The question being taken, on a division there 
were—ayes 14, noes 13; no quorum voting. 

Mr. WELLER. It would be better to pass 
over this amendment informally, with a view of 


returning to it and proceeding with the rest of the | 
bill. I have no doubt there is a quorum about 
the Capitol. A number of Senators are now en- 
gaged on committees of conference. f 

Mr. STUART. I think we should ascertain 
the fact whether there is a quorum here, and if 
there is not, I think we had better adjourn. ‘To 
do business with less than a quorum is certainly 
not very advisable. If there is a quorum, Seña- 
tors should feel it their duty to be here; and if 
not, let us ascertain it. I therefore ask for the 
yeas.and nays on this motion. : 

Mr. PEARCE, I think what we have just 
witnessed is a pretty good evidence of the pro- 
priety of not passing affirmatively on this propo- 
sition at the present time. Here is a proposition, 
not only to add new officers to the quartermas- 
ter’s department, but to establish for them a scale 
of salary not known, I believe, to our laws now. 
If it be not a change of the present Jaw, there is 
no necessity for making this provision. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the Senator will give 
way, to enable me to make a report from a com- 
mittee of conference. 

Mr. PEARCE. Certainly. 

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. ‘The second committee of 
conference on the bill (H. R. No. 202) Regis 
appropriations for the a executive, an 
judicial expenses of the Government for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1857, and for other pur- 

oses, have met, and have been unable to agree. 
n order to narrow the issue, and present it dis- 


| legislative appropriation bill. 


i 


tinctly, it is recommended by our committee that 
the Senate regede fromall its amendments except 


139 


those in relation to Kansas, 
books for members of the House of Represehta- 
tives. We propose to recede from our amend- 
ments. numbered 18, 22, 23, 24, 27, 28, 29, 36, 
and 37. The committee recommend that the 
Senate insist upon the amendments in regard. to 
books, and the payment of the Kansas. Legisla- 
ture. In regard to the amendments striking out 


and that in regard to 


| the House provisoes, to which the House dis- 


agreed, the committee recommend that the Senate 
adhere. They are numbered 20 and 30 in the 
amendments, Į move, in obedience to the in- 
struction of the committee, thal, as to amend- 
ments 18, 22, 23, 24, 27, 28, 29, 36, and 37, the 


` Senate recede. 


Several Senarors. What are they? 
Mr. HUNTER. These are all amendments 


‘relating to legislative matters, and the increase of 


salaries. The object of the committee has been 
to narrow down the issue and present it distinctly 
on the Kansas question, upon which we disagree. 
To do that, I move that we recede from every- 
thing else except the book amendment. 

r. CLAYTON. The amendments have not 
been read. 

Mr. SEWARD. Is the motion divisible? 

Mr. HUNTER. It isdivisible, but not amend- 
able. A separate vote can be taken on each 
amendment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
The question is on receding from the amendments 
designated by the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I should like to understand 
what these propositions are. The Senator from 
Virginia can state them separately, so that we 
may hear what it is that we are to give up. 

Mr. HUNTER. I can state them. The first 
amendment from which f have moved to recede, 
No. 18, is an amendment increasing the pay of 
the officers of the Mint; No. 22 is an amendment 
increasing the pay of the southern district judge 
in California; Nos. 23 and 24 are amendments 
increasing the pay of the judges of the District 
of Columbia; Nos. 27, 28, 29, 36, and 37, are 
amendments providing for a supervising inspector 
of steamboats at San Francisco, and local inspect- 
ors in Oregon, and making appropriations there- 


for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on receding from the amendments indicated by 
the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. This is asking the Senate 
todo a great deal. It is asking us to recede from 
all the amendments which we have placed on the 
We have placed 
none on the Army bill; but if the honorable Sen- 
ator from Virginia thinks we can gain anything 
by receding, I am. willing to yicld those amend- 
ments in which I feel an interest, because I am 
anxious to have the appropriation bills passed, 
so that the Government can go on; but if he is 
not decidedly of the opinion that it will facilitate 
an agreement between the two Houses in refer- 
ence to the Kansas dispute, I am for adhering to 
these amendments also. Iam willing to do any- 
thing that is proper for the sake of conciliation 
and compromise; but 1 do not see that we are 
going to gain anything from the House in regard 
to the Kansas matter, upon which both branches 
appear to be inflexible. 

Mr. FISH. Following the example of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, I will simply state 
that the adoption of the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia will, in my opinion, be the 
rejection of the bill. Thatis the question upon 
which the Senate is now called upon to act— 
whether they will lose this appropriation bill 
upon this issue? The whole question is in- 
volved in this motion. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Ido not understand the 
Senator from New York. Does he undertake ta 
say, that if we adhere to our position in regard 
to the Kansas provisoes, which have been sent to 
us on this bill by the Efouse of Representatives, 
the bill will be lost? oot 

Mr. FISH. Ibelieveso. Thatis my opinion. 
I want the Senate to understand that distinctly 


as the question involved in the motion to 
Instead of a motion to insist. © Bett se ma 

Mr. WELLER, Then L do not see the pro- 
priety of receding from the amendments whieh. 
we have made to this bill, because, certainly, thé 
Senate never intend to recede from the position. 
they have assumed on the Kansas. c uMéestion. 
Every amendment to this bill,in which I feel any. 
interest, orin which my constituents were inter- 
ested, the Senator from Virginia proposes that 
we shall recede from and abandon; If tliat be. 
regarded as the best. policy, I am disposed to, 
acquiesce; but if the Senator from New York be. 
right in declaring that, if the Senate maintain the 
position they have assumed on the Kansas ques- 
tion, this appropriation bill will be inevitably 
lost, I do not see the propriety of receding from ` 
those amendments. ia 

Mr. FISH. I expressed’ my. opinion on that. 
Ihave, perhaps, some reasons for it, which ‘it ia. 
not worth while to detain the Senate by giving. 
I believe the adoption of a resolution to adhere 
is the rejection of the bill, `` ` 

Mr. SLIDELL. {was a member of this com- 
mittee of conference; and the ground on which 


ey 


ra majority of the committee on the part of this 


body have agreed to recede from all these amend- 
ments, excepted to by the House, was, that they: 
were of a legislative character. That is the chief 
ground of opposition which we have.to the amend- 
ments affixed to this bill in relation to Kansas. 
We think that, by simplifying the. issue, by re- 
ducing the points of difference between the two 
Houses to two distinct questions—one in relation 
to the affairs of Kansas, and the other in relation 
to what we consider the illegal appropriation of 
money for the purchase of books for the use of 
members—we shall be enabled to arrive, at any 
rate, at a satisfactory conclusion. i 

With regard to what has fallen from the Senator 
from New York, if it was intended to be a threat 
to the Senate, J, for my own part, am ready now, 
to say that, if the adherence or rejection of these 
amendments, on the part of the Senate, leads. to 
the defeat of this bill, I, for one, am prepared to 


meet that issue; and I only regret that the same 
provisions have not been affixed to every appro- 
priation bill sent from the House. Iam prepared 
to meet it. I consider it revolutionary; and the 
sooner we arrive ata conclusion on that matter 
the better. i 

Mr. FISH. Mr. President, the Senator from 
Louisiana wholly misunderstands.me, if he sup- 
poses that I am capable of offering to the Senate 
anything like a threat, There was nothing of 
that sort which could be reasonably inferred from 
what I stated to the Senate. What I stated to 
the Senate was, that T wished them to understand 
the question upon which they were called to vote. 
I have been now some five years a member of 
this body, and I am not aware that ever, until 
now, has a committee of conference asked the 
Senate to ‘““ adhere.” The question hus been in- 
variably one upon “ insisting.” ` I haye myself 
served upon a third committee of conférence from 
this body at this very session, on one of the ap- 
propriation bills, and that committee adjusted the 
differences between the two Houses. J think 
that, some two or three years since, we had four, 
if not five, committees of conference between the 
two Houses on the Navy appropriation bill; and 
the differences were finally adjusted, and the bill 
saved. There have been in this case but two 
committees of conference, both consisting of the 
same members on the part of the Senate, but dif- 
ferent members on the part of the House; and 
yet the committee now recommend an “ adher- 
ence’? on the single real question at issue be- 
tween the two Houses. It is unusual—it is un- 
precedented, certainly, so far as my five years’ 
experience hére has gone. To me it isa novel 
proceeding. I confess 1 was not aware that it 
was to be recommended by the committee that 
the Senate should adhere; I wished, therefore, 
the Senate to understand that the question: of 


fi 


adherence was one which involved the Joss ‘of 
the bill, Tappeal to the Senator from Virginia—I 


€ 
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appeal-to. the-Senate, if that be not the inevitable | 
result? The Senator from Louisiana has no right 
to suggest that there was anything like a threat 
involved in that intimation, in asking the Senate 
to consider well what was to be the result before 
they. acted. a : = 

Sir, I disclaim entirely any idea of threatening, | 
and the Senator has no right to suggest that I in- 
timated anything of the sort. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) } 
The Chair will suggest that the question now 
before the Senate is simply on receding from 
certain amendments indicated by the Senator 
from Virginia. When that shall be done, the 
question will be on adhering to the other amend- 
ments which he has named. 

Mr, SLIDELL. TheSenator from New York 
will permit me to say that, whatever may have 
been fisintention, the toncand language employed 
by him intimated very distinctly, to my mind, a 
threat of an issue which I am prepared to meet; 
and, IT repeat again, I wish the fate of every 
appriation bill were involved in the same ques- 
tion. ' 

Mr. FISH. Iam fully aware of that, 

Mr. HUNTER. I ask the Senator from New | 
York if he believes, that by having another com- | 
mittee of conference, we can settle this matter. If} 
I believed so, I would ask for it. Linquire of 
him if he does not believe the matter has come to | 
this, that it is to be seen which will give way, the 
House of Representatives or the Senate? 

Mr. FISH. When I left the conference room 
of the last committee of conference, I certainly 
left it under the impression that there was a pos- | 
sibility of agreement. 

Mr. HUNTER. On the Kansas question? 

Mr. FISH. On this Kansas question. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator says that, I 
am willing to modify my motion, so that it shall | 
be to “insist,” and ask for another conference. 

My. FISH. J donot say there is a probability | 
of agreement—I say a possibility. 

r. CLAYTON. F am entirely opposed to 
any rash, hasty action on this subject. I have 
just come from a committee of conference on the 
Army appropriation bill, and this very question 
arose there. We differed with the committee of 
the FIouse, and we told them we saw no prospect | 
of the Senate receding; but we did not resolve to 
adhere. We firmly told the gentlemen of the | 


House what the sentiment of the Senate was, and | 


what we thought of their course. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator will allow me 
Tam prepared to modify my motion after what 
the Senator from New York ha sald. 

Mr. CLAYTON. 
motion to insist. To adhere at this stage is con- 
trary to parliamentary custom, 

Mr. HUNTER. Í move now to insist on all į 
the amendments, and ask for another committee | 
of conference, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I suggest to my | 
friend from Virginia whether it will not be better i 
for us to concede everything they ask, and which | 
wecan give? Lam prepared to recede from every- | 
thing exce 
honor. {hope the Senator will modify his prop- | 
osition, so as to recede from all our amendments | 
affecting the interests of our constituents, mere | 
matters of dollars and cents; but where a ques- 


tion of principle is concerned, 1 tell my friend || 


from New York, [Mr. Fisit,] that we are stand- 
ing on the rights of our people, and on the Con- | 
stitution, and we mean to stand there. 
Mr. SEWARD. I do not see that there is any 
necessity for any heat on this subject. I sup- 
ose there has nothing occurred here now that we 
ave not always had in contemplation, as a thing 
possible to happen. I do not think, that if there 
should be an absence of all protests of determin- 


I hope it will be simply a || 


t that which involves a question of || 


li involve important. questions. 


use, then, oftangry or excited words which can- 

not change the opinions of either party? It is 
possible; but if we are to be changed at all, it 
must be done by other means than defiance to- 
wards each other. ; 

Now, I barely wish to say, without any threat, 
without any passion, without any excitement, 
without saying a word in the least calculated to 
excite feeling anywhere, that, adhering to my 
opinions before expressed on this subject, I quite 
agree that it is oat right and duty in the Senate, 
and the right and duty of the majority of the 
Senate—and I am willing to aid them ìn it—to 
reduce this issue to the single one of the Kansas 
question, and then let that be the subject of con- 
sultation, of negotiation—if you please, of con- 
ciliation—on both sides, until the end. Nobody 
knows—nobody can know, that we cannot agree 
after all. We can certainly never be made to 
agree by passion. I do not expect that we shall 
change our position; but I perfectly accord to 
the idea, that we should recede from all the other 
amendments, except these political ones, if I may 
call them so, as distinguished from those of com- 
mon and ordinary character of business, and let 
another committee of conference be appointed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I move, as the honor- 
able Senator from Virginia first did, that we 
recede from all the amendments from which he 
proposed we should recede, leaving nothing 

ut this unhappy subject of dispute remaining. 


Ii When we have granted everything that we can | 


grant, we can then come up to this disputable 
question, and try to settle that. Rid the bill of 
everything else; have no other question; show a 
conciliatory and conceding temper on our part. 
There is no occasion for passion here. The 
subject, as I view it, is of too much importance 
for any feeling of that sort. Let us have none 
of that. 
that as with it. Let us reeede from all other 
amendments, and leave this question to stand 
alone in its own important nature, so that the 
attention of both Houses may be confined to it. 
That is my proposition, ; 

Mr. FISH. | hope that resolution will prevail; 
and Í hope, then, that the question will be one 
of insisting, and not of adhering. It was that 
to which { desired to call attention, and to the 
consequence’ of the resolution, proposed by the 
Senator from Virginia from the committee of 
conference, to adhere. I trust there will be no 
adherence. f 

Mr. BAYARD. I am as much in'favor of 
conciliation as the honorable Senator from New 
York, T would exhaust every effort for it before 
I would hring the two Houses into final collision, 
and 1 am, therefore, in favor of the idea suggested 
by the honorable Senator from Kentucky, of the 
Senate again seeking, by a committee of confer- 
| ence, if they can, to reconcile the differences of 
opinion. I differ, however, from those gentle- 
men who say weought to recede from our amend- 
ments for the purpose of a committee of confer- 
ence. When we recede from alt our other amend- 


ence. As to most of those amendments, I care 
but little about them, and if the Senate choose to 
recede from them; it is a matter of no moment to 
me; but I do not mean to recede, as far as my vote 
is concerned, from the book amendment any more 
than from the Kansas amendment. They both 
It ig not the mere 
money—the $182,000, which the House have 
voted. That is important, but that is not all. 
| It is a question whether a single branch of the 


| passed (originating in that same branch) two 
| years ago, can violate that law with impunity, 
and insist upon it against the amendment of the 


ation on the part of the majority of the Senate, 


anybody in this Capitol, or in this metropolis, or li 


in the country, wonld have 
it is their present determination to stand upon the : 
position they have taken—the ground they have | 
assumed in regard to Kar 


theirs on that subject. believe, thatif I should ji 
be entirely silent, and every other Senator be- ji 
longing to the minority of the Senate on this i! 
uestion should be silent, there would be no |; 
oubt in this Capitol or in this country, that |; 


we remained of the same opinion. What is the |i 


the least doubt that || 


Senate negativing their violation. 
| here to that amendment quite as much as to the 
Kansas amendment. They both involve princi- 


concerned, this bill must be lost if the amend- 


; ments of the Senate cannot be obtained. I will 
asas in, this Dill. I || act calmly. J thinka man may do a thing firmly 


understand that is so without any assertion of | 


without doing it with violence or using any harsh 
language. l am prepared to meet the issue in 
every respect. { think the Senate are bound to 
meet it, [think that it is right we should meet 
it; and I think those who ¢o it will have cause to 
regret that they éver put us to that issue. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 


Gentlemen can be just as firm without | 


| ments; it ought to be for the purpose of adher- | 


Legislature, in the face of the law of Congress | 


Į want to ad-! 


ples of so great importance, that, so far as lam} 


| 


is on the motion of the Senator from Virginia to 
insist on all the amendments. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope my friend will not 
ask us to recede from the book amendment, for 
{ think we had better keep the books to trade on. 
They will be capital cnough in this business be- 
fore we get through. [Laughter.] That is my 
opinion. f 

Mr. HUNTER. The proposition I made, 
was to recede from all our amendments to which 
the House disagreed, except those numbered’ 
twenty, twenty-oné, and thirty, which are the- 
amendments in relation to Kansas, and to that 
I will add No. 7, the amendment in regard to the 
books, as it seems to be thought we had better 
insist on that also. I move to insist on those 
four amendments, and recede from all the rest of 
the amendments. 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the honorable Senator 
be good enough to divide the question. While 
we shall all agree on.receding as far as the ma- 
jority propose, I desire to have the vote taken on 
the other question; or, in other words, 1 shall 
deem it my duty to move that the Senate recede 
from all its amendments. I desire to have the 
question distinctly presented. 

Mr. HUNTER. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first ques- 
tion is on receding from the amendments indi- 
cated by the Senator from Virginia. ' 

The motion to recede was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. Now I move to insist on the 
amendments numbered seven, twenty; twenty- 
one, and thirty. 

Mr. WILSON. What are they? 

Mr. HUNTER. No. 7 relates to books; Nos. 
20, 30, and 21 relate to Kansas. 

Mr. SEWARD. Divide that question, and let 
us have the vote in regard to books separately. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is No. 7. We can take 
the question on that first. I move to insist on 
the amendment in regard to the books. 

Mr. WILSON. I should like to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance if the House 
has not ordered the books, and if the books have 
not been delivered to the new members? 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not know about that. 

The motion to insist was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWARD. Now, upon the question of 
insisting on the other three amendments, I ask 
for the yeas and nays. : 

dered, 


The yeas and nays were or 
Mr. BAYARD. If we are to have the yeas 


' and nays at all, I want them separately on the 


asand nays onthe 


book concern, and then the y 
I ask for the yeas and 


Kansas amendments. 


| nays in regard to the book amendment. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
that amendment already, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is too late 
to have the yeas and nays on that. The question 
is settled. . 

Mr. BAYARD. The book question is no more 
settled than the others. We can have the yeas” 
and nays taken equally on each. 

Mr. HUNTER, e have passed on the book 
amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. A vote was taken on the 
other, and it was announced by the Chair. If 
you can take the yeas and nays.on one, you can 
on the others. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A separate 
vote may be taken on the book question, if there 
be no`objection. 

Mr. CASS. Has not that been determined ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Yes, sir; and 
it requires a motion to reconsider, The question 
now is on insisting on the amendments in refer- 
ence to Kansas. On that the yeas and nays are 
ordered; and the Clerk will proceed to call the 
roll. 

The question being taken, resulted—yeas 33, 
nays ll; as follows: G 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Bell of Tennes- 
see, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Butler, Cass, Clay, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Douglas, Geyer, Houston, Hunter, 
Tverson, Jones of fowa, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, 
Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart 
Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, Weiler, Wright, an 
Yulee—33. 

NAVS—Messrs. Colilamer, Durkee, Fish, Foot, Foster, 
Hale, Harlan, Seward, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—l. 

So the Senate insisted on its Kansas amend- 

ments. 


We have insisted on 
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Mr. GEYER. I move a reconsideration of || that they are-simply Kansas amendments—no 


the vote insisting on the seventh amendment. 
The motion was agreed.to. 


Mr. GEYER. I merely desire that we shall 
have an opportunity to express our opinions in 
the only way in which I think opinions ought to 
be expressed at this period and on this question, 
by the yeas and’nays; and J ask for them. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 40, nays 3; as follows: 

YEAS--Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Bell of Tennes- 
see, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Butler, Cass, Clay, 
Clayton, Collamer, Crittenden, Douglas, Fish, Foster, 
Geyer, Hale, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Jones of Yowa, 
Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Reid, 
Sebastian, Seward, Slidell, Stuart, Thomson of New Jer- 
sey, Toombs, Wade, Weller, Wilson, Wright, and Yulee—40, 

NAYS—Messrs. Foot, Harlan, and Trumbull—3. 

So the Senate insisted on the seventh amend- 
ment, striking out the appropriation for books for 
members of the House. 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish to manage this matter 
in a way that is entirely respectful to the House. 
We have now insisted on what we desired to in- 
sist upon, and receded from everything else. I 
do not know that I shall ask for a committee of 
conference, but let us send a message to the 
House, and if the House desires a committee of 
conference, I wil] move that the Senate appoint 
one, If the House do not choose to ask for a 
committee of conference, but allows the matter to 


stay where it is, very well; but if they ask for it, | 


I shall move that the Senate appoint a committee 
to meet them, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills, which had heretofore re- 
ceived the signature of the Speaker of the House: 

An act to continue the land office at Vincennes, 
Indiana, and to ascertain and adjust the titles to 
certain lands in the States of Indiana and Illinois, 
formerly included in the Vincennes land district; 


An act making appropriations for the current | 
and contingent expenses of the Indian depart- | 


ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
the various Indian tribes for the year ending 30th 
June, 1857; 

A joint resolution extending the time for the 
creditors of Texas to present their claims; 

An act for the relief of Talbot C. Dousman; 


An act making an appropriation for the survey j 


of the southern boundary of Kansas Territory; 
An act for the relief of John H. Scranton and 
James M. Hunt; 
An act for the relief of John 
Kentucky; and 
An act for the relief of the representatives and 
sureties of Robert King, deceased. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. The committee. of con- 
ference on the Army appropriation bill (H. R. 
No. 153) have been unable to agree. There was 
but one subject of disagreement between the two 
Houses, and that related to the employment of 
the Army in Kansas. It was an amendment pro- 

osed in the House of Representatives, and it 
fins been insisted on by them. I ask that the 
report which I now make be. read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


Poe, of Louisville, 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of | 


the two Houses on House bill (No. 153) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Anny for the year ending June 
30, 1857, having met, after full Í 
agreed to recommend to their respective Houses, as fol- 
oat, being unable to come to any agreement, they ask 
to be discharged. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. This was the first com- 
mittee of conference on this bill, You have 
heard the proceedings of the second committee 
of conference on the legislative appropriation 
bill. As this was the first committee that could 
not agree, I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments, and ask for another committee of 
conference. 

Mr.SEWARD. On that motion I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD. ` I should like to know what 
are the amendments to the Army appropriation 
bil. is the issue on that reduced to a single 
point? 


My. DOUGLAS. T ean inform the gentieman 


and free conference, bave | 


more no less. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Thereis only one of them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania will state his motion. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. TheSenate made but one 
amendment to the Army appropriation bill, and 
that was, striking out the provision in regard to 
the employment of the army in Kansas, That 
was legislation in an appropriation bill. The 
committee of conference were unable to agree, 
and they asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the subject. Their request has 


and only committee on this bill, I move, for the 
purpose of saving the appropriation bill if pos- 
sible, and doing all we can to obtain so desirable 
an object, that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ment, and ask for another committee of confer- 
ence. j 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to have the 
amendment of the Senate read, which it is now 
proposed to insist upon. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I will inform the Senator 
from Illinois, that the bill having originated in 
the House, the committee of conference on the 
part of the House take the bill as a matter of 
course; and therefore the amendment which the 
Senator calls for is with the bill in the House. 
It is the Kansas amendment. ` 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I am not very familiar 
with parliamentary forms, but I think it a very 
strange proceeding indeed, if the Senate is called 
on to vote upon a proposition which is not before 
it—to insist on something that we have no means 
of seeing or definitely understanding. It is im- 
possible for any one to know what is meant by 
a report which comes in here, and recommends 
that the Senate adhere to its first, tenth, fortieth, 
and ninetieth amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It. has been 
the uniform practice of Congress, ever since their 
organization, under the rules, for the committee 
of conference on the part of the House in which 
a bill originates to take the bill, together with 
the papers. 


Mr. WELLER. The Senator from Illinois 
knows very well what the amendment is. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘I had supposed that the 
committees acting on these subjects would retain 
or embody in their report the matter about which 
the dispute arose—sufiicient of it, at any rate, to 
have it understood. If such a practice as 1s how 
stated has always obtained, it is manifestly a 
practice which is not very readily understood; 
for, as we have scen here to-night, a great many 
explanations have been required before we could 
ascertain precisely about what the Senate was 
voting. : . ve 

Mr. CLAYTON. I will suggest that it is 
probable this amendment is on the Journal, and 
if the gentleman desires to see it he can find it on 
there. The amendment was to strike out a clause 
of the House bill. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. We all know what it is. It 
is the Kansas amendment. 

Mr. STUART. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
has certainly stated what is before the Senate very 
clearly. ‘The Senate made but a single amendment 


to the Army appropriation bill which was to strike 
out a proviso attached by the House, that the 
Army should notbe used to enforce laws in Kan- 
sas. The Senate proposed to strike that out, and 
did strike itout. Now the motionis made that the 
Senate insist on the vote striking out that pro- 
vision. ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator from Mich- 
igan states the amendment correctly, I shall vote 
to insist; but Ido not understand thatany such 
proposition came here from the House as one 
directing that the Army should not be employed 
to enforce laws in Kansas. I do not understand 
any such proposition to have been before us. I 
want to know distinctly what itis. ; 

Mr. STUART. There is no objection to the 
Senator’s stating to us what he does not under- 
stand; but he should not undertake to say that 
nobody else understandsit. The proposition 1s a 
very plain one; and I only wish to add to what I 


House in which a bill originated retains posses- 
sion of it, if a committee of conference disagree; 
so that it cannot be read here; but the committee 
reports what itis. ‘That is all that is ever done 


been granted. Now, as this has been the first | 


said before, that the usage is universal, that the | 


<= 
| in such a case. Now,sir, if:the Senator doesnot 
| know anything about it, the only way I can ug- 
| gest to. him to find oui is, to go down; tothe 
House, and read it. I think every other Senator 

| knows what that provision is. - LEG 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. If it is the 

| pleasure of the Senate to have the amendment 
read, it can be done. ae eee 
Mr. WELLER. - Itoughtto bë done, for the 
satisfaction of the Senator from Illinois... Los 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore.’ The amend- 
ment of the Senate was to strike out 0S 
Provided, nevertheless, That-no part of the military force 
of the United States, herein provided for, shall be employed. 


in aid of the enforcement of the enactinents of the alleged 
Legislative Assembly. 


Mr. COLLAMER.. That‘is not the provision 
last sent from the House. It isa different one 
entirely. That was the provision first in the bill. 
The Senate rejected it, and the House then-sub- 
stituted an entirely different one, which the Sén- 
| ate rejected also; and the last one is the oñe now 
pending—not that which has been read. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [thought there was some’ 
misunderstanding about this matter. Now, I will 
state what I understand from looking at the 
Journal. “As read from the Secretary’s table we 
have the first bill as it passed the House. The 
Senate refused to concur in the portion of the bill 
which has just been read. It was sent to the 
House, and the House receded from a portion of 
| it as they had passed it; they changed it, but how, 
the Senate, it seems, is not permitted officially to 
| know. If the committee of conference would 
inform the Senate what the disagreeing vote is 
between the two Houses, and let us know to. what 
| extent the House has gone in receding from its ` 
first proposition, we should understand the ques- 
‘tion. I learn that the House does not insist upon 
the clause in the bill which the Senate struck out. 
It may insist on something somewhat like it; but 
it is different, as I understand. ; 

Mr. WILSON. I understand the case to be 
į simply this: the House of Representatives passed 
| a bill with the portion in it just read by the Sec- 
i retar The Senate struck that out. The bill 
| went back to the House, and the House amended 

the portion stricken out by the Senate, ‘and sent 
the bill back tous. The Senate ‘again amended. 
| the bill by striking out the amended portion, and.” 
| this is the question in dispute between the two 
| Houses. It is a plain matter. I-think; we all 
apprehend it. For my part, I think { under- 
| stand it. Iam ready and willing to stand by it, 
| and I hope the House of Representatives will do 
the same. ‘ 

Mr. BAYARD. There can be no doubt that, 
after the amendment was made by the Senate, 
which was to strike outa portion of the bill as 
inserted by the House of Representatives, the 
revolutionary doctrine contained in. their first 
proviso being too palpable, as they found after 
argument, they undertook to amend the motion 
of the Senate to strike out, but, in substance, re- 
tained the same provision, cloaking a little more 
its revolutionary character. That is the whole 
change—nothing in substance, but only in form. 

The question being taken by ycas and nays, 

resulted—yeas 32, nays 11; as follows: ; 
| YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Bell of Tennes- 
see, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Butler, Cass, Clay, 
Clayton, Douglas, Geyer, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Jones 


| of lowa, Jones of ‘Tennessee, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, 
Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, Thomson of 

i New Je Toombs, Weller, and Yulee—32. 

| NAYS srs. Collamer, Durkee, Fish, Foot, Foster, 


| Hale, Harizn, Seward, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—11. 
| So the Senate insisted on its amendment and 
asked for another conference. Messrs. CLAY, 
Pocu, and Gryrr. were appointed managers at 
| the second conference'on the part of the Senate. 


PATAPSCO RIVER BILL VETO. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
i by Mr. Cuiiom, their Clerk, announced that the 
| House of Representatives, having been notified by 
the Senate of the passage by it of the bill entitled 
' « An act for the improvement of the navigation of 
| the Patapsco river, and to render the port of Balti- 
' morc accessible to the war steamers of the United 
States,” notwithstanding the President’s objec- 
, in conformity with the 
d passed it-by 


1 tions, had proceeded, | c 
| Constitution, to reconsider it, an 


i the concurrence of two thirds. 
Mr. PRATT submitted the 


t 
i 


following resolu- 
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August 16,. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to |] 
present-to-the Secretary: of State the act entitled “An act 
for the improvement of the navigation of thre Patapsco river, | 
and to render the port of Baltimore accessible to the war 
steamers of the United States,” together with the certificates 
of the Sécretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House of | 
Representatives, showing that the said act was passed by a || 
vote of: twa thirds Of both Houses of Congress, after, the ob- | 
jections of the President: thereto had been received, and 
after the reconsideration of said act by both Houses of Con- 
gress; in accordance with the Constitution. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, | 
by Mr. Cunnom, their Clerk, announced that the | 
House had passed the following bills of the Sen- 
ate, with amendments: 

A bill (S. No. 929) for the rolief of Abraham 
Kintzing; and ; yi ; 

A bill (8. No. 270) for the relief of Hannibal 
Faulk and Eliza S. Collier, (formerly widow 
Scriber,) and the heirs and legal representatives 
of Benjamin Scriber, deceased. 

Also, that they had passed the following bills 
and joint resolution of the Senate, without 
amendment: : 

A bill (S. No. 120) granting a pension to Ben- 
jamin Berry, a soldier of the Revolution; 

A bill 8 No. 136) for the benefit of Isaac 
Cook, and others; 
zat bill (S. No. 169) for the relief of Josiah S. 

ittie; b i 

A bill (S. No. 181) for the relief of Rebecca 
Halsey, widow of Zephaniah Halsey, an officer 
of the Revolution; 

A bil (S. No. 182) for the relief of John 
Tucker; 

A bill (S. No. 209) restoring Joshua Mercer to 
the roll of invalid pensioners; 

A bill (S. No. 229) for the relief of F. A. Cun- 
Bingham a paymaster in the United States 

rmy. 

A vin (S. No. 245) for the relief of Franck 
Taylor; 

r4 bill (S. No: 256) for the relief of Nanc 
Bowen and Sarah Larrabee; . 

_ A bill (S. No. 280) for the relief of Anthony 
Rankin, of Tennessee; 

A bi (S. No. 285) granting a revolutionary 
pension to Sarah Blount; 

A bill (S. No. 286) granting five years’ half- 
pay to Mrs. Ann Turner, widow of Elbert Tur- 
ner, deceased; 

A bill (S. No. 287) granting a pension to Nane 
M. Gunsally, widow of Lyman M. Ricamond, 
deceased; j 

A bill (S. No. 989) for the relief of the heirs |} 
of Jabez B. Rooker, deceased; 

A bill (S. No. 308) for the relief of John H. 
Scranton and James M. Hunt, owners of the ji 
steamer Major Tompkins; 

A bill (S. No. 239) supplemental to an act en- 
titled ‘ An act to amend theseveral acts respect- 
ing copyrights,” approved February 3, 1831; 

A bill (S. No. 264) to amend an act entitled 
An act requiring foreign regulations of com- 
merce to be laid annually before Congress, ap- 
proved August 16, 1854,” and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. No. 845) for the relief of Nathan M. 
Lounsbury; 

A bill (S. No. 309) for the relief of brevet Brig- 
adier General John B. Walbach, of the United 
States Army; | 

A resolution (S, No. 34) for the relief of Charles 
M. Strader and Edward P. Johnson, mail con- 
tractors; 

A bill (S. No. 339) to authorize protection to 
be given to citizens of the United States who may || 
discover deposits of guano; and 3 if 

A ‘yesolution (S. No. 24) for the benefit of |} 
Susan Decatur, widow of Stephen Decatur, late 
of the United States Navy. 


SUPPLEMENTARY ARMY BILL. 


Mr. SLIDELL. Ido not think there is any 
very pressing business before the Senate now, 
and I hope we shall proceed to the consideration 
of private bills from the House of Representa- 
tiyes. There are some seventy or eighty of them 
which have been reported from committees, and | 


I hope the Senate will now proceed to their con- 
sideration. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
uestion before the Senate th 


There ig a 


| 30, 1857. 


|| seded by the action of the Senate. The Senate 


j ` 
; aries. 


e supplementary H 
b 


rmy bill. 


that. 
-The Senate; as in Committee of the Whole, 
resunied the consideration of the bill (S. No. 
427) making additional appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the year ending June || 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending 
amendment is, in the eighth section, to strike out 
all after the word law,” to the end of the sec- 


H tion—+to strike out the provision for the eompén- 
}| sation of military storekeepers. : 


The amendment was agreed to. ` 

Fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
now is on striking out the section, as amended. 

Mr. STUART. I think that question is super- 


has refused to strike out the first part of the sec- 
tion down to the word “law,’’ and has stricken 
out the remainder. That disposes of the recom- 
mendation of the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The section | 
has been amended by perfecting it, and the ques- 
tion now is on striking it out, as amended. 

Mr. STUART. If the Chair will hear me a 
moment, I think he will not take that view. 
While the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Foor] was 
in the chair, the question was about to be taken 
on striking out the whole section. The Senator 
from California asked that it might be divided, 
so as to take the question on first striking out 
that part of the section down to the word ‘‘law,”’ 
and the Senate refused to strike that out. Now 
the question has been taken as to striking out the 
remainder of the section, and that has been done. 
That disposes of the whole section, as the Chair 
will see, so that now there is no other question 
on that section. 

Mr. PEARCE. When this section was under 
consideration before, the Senator from California 
moved to divide the question, so that we should 
first take it on that part of the section which 
srovides for five additional military storekeepers. 

he Committee on Finance had recommended 
the striking out of the whole section. I assented 
to his motion, and sustained him init, so that 
we have provided that there shall be five addi- 
tional military storekeepers. The rest of the 
clause provides for assigning them new salaries 
according to a new scale, not according, as 1 
understand, to existing law. When I was inter- 
rupted, T was entitled to the floor, and I was in 
the midst of certain remarks, showing why the 
Senate should not adopt the rest of the section. 
I was about to rise when the Chair, without my 
percciving it, announced the question, and I 
really do not know how it was decided. 

Mr. STUART. The Senate has refused, in the 
first place, to strike out that portion before the 
word ‘law, which retains that part of the 
section providing for the additional storckeepers; 
but has stricken out the residue of the section, 
so that there is no question left. 

Mr. PEARCE. Then I have nothing more to 
say; I am satisfied with that. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next 
amendment of the committee is to strike out sec- 
tion nine; which is in the following words: 

Suc. 9. And be it further enacted, That the pay of the 
master armorers, at the national armories, shall be $1,500 
per annuni; tbat of the principal clerk at each of the na- 
tional armorics $1,200 per annum; and that of the other 
clerks and of the inspectors at said armorics, $900 per 
annum. 

Mr. WELLER. The Secretary of War rec- 
ommended simply an increase of the compensa- 
tion of the principal clerks at each of the national 
armories, He addressed a communication to the 
committee, in which he recommended that alone. 

Mr. PEARCE. The Committee on Finance 
proposed to strike out this section, because the 
saw no good reason for the increase of these sat 
indeed, they thought that as Springfield 
and Harper’s Ferry are both places where living 
is cheap, there is no particular reason for an 
increase of these salaries which, heretofore, have 
been suflicient for securing competent clerks. 
There was an additional reason—that, as this is 
the last of the session, and the very close of the 
last day, it did not seem to be a proper time for |i 
the increase of salaries. There is a continual |) 
demand for an increase every session; we thought | 
it well to put a stop to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


fi 


i ments of Minnesota. 


Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the proper 
aecounting Officers of the Treasury Department be, and 
they are hereby, authorized to examine and settle, upon 


| terms of ‘equity and justice, all claims against the United 


States for supplies furnished the California battalion, (com- 


j manded by Colonel J.C. Frémont,) in 1846, fer the pay- 


ment of which no provision. has been made by law, and 
which are not embraced in the claims submitted to, and 
adjudicated by, the board of Army officers appointed by 
authority of the sixth section of the act approved August 
31, 1852, and abolished by the second section of the act of 
March 3,.1855.; and the amount necessary to pay the claims 
so adjudicated shall be paid out ofany money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr, WELLER. [ think this section was in- 
serted in the bill by mistake. These persons 
who make claims for supplies furnished that 
battalion, are now prosecuting their claims in 
the Court of Claims, and this section ought not to 
have been inserted. I know not how it got here. 
It was by inadvertence, I suppose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out section 
twelve, which is: 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That the provisions 
of the acts of September 28, 1850, and August 31, 1852, 
granting extra pay to officers and enlisted men of the Army 
serving in Oregon and Calirornia, from September 28, 1856, 
to March 1, 1853, be, in like manner, extended to the of- 
cers and men of the volunteers. who also served in Oregon 
and California during the same period of time. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out section 
thirteen, which is: 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That for the construc- 
tion of barracks and quarters at a military post to be estab- 
lished in the northern part of Minnesota Territory, for the 
protection of the settlements on the Red river of the north 
$350,000 be appropriated, in addition to thé sum of 5,006 
appropriated by the act entitled “ An act for the erection of 
a military post on or near the Pembina river, in the Terri- 
tory of Minnesota, and for other purposes,” approved the 
17th of February, 1855; said post to be located and “on- 
structed under the direction of the Secretary of War; the 
location to be at such point as he shall deem best adapted 
for the protection of said settlement; and 30 much of the 
aforesaid act, approved February 17, 1855, as indicates the 
location of said pust, is hereby repealed. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I hope that will not be 
stricken out. Congress has herctofore ordered 
a fort to be erected there, and itis really neces- 
sary. It is a territorial appropriation, and is 
only $50,000. This fort is on the Red river of 
the North, and is necessary to protect the people 
against the British settlement there, and to keep 
the Indians in check. 

Mr. PEARCE. Congress heretofore appro- 
priated $5,000 for the erection of what is called a 
fort in this high northern part of our possessions, 
which sum they supposed would be enough to 
afford the means of protecting the settlers there 
from Indian incursions, if indeed there be any 
likelihood of them. As to attacks from the 
British settlements on the Red river, I do not sup- 

ose there is the slightest apprehension of them. 

take it that they are not going to war on their 
own hook, disregard the laws of their country, and 
attack our settlers south of 499, But, sir, $500,000 
is proposed to be appropiated in this section, Ft 
is entirely too much for any fort that is neces- 
sury to be there. The population going there 
can defend themselves quite as well as the old 
settlers of Kentucky, and are not exposed to 
hardships and perils to be compared to those 
which were met, and overcome, and endured by 
the settlers of Kentucky, and many other States 
inthe western part ofthe Union. Fifty thousand 
dollars is altogether too much. If we build a fort 
of any consequence, such as $50,000 will do, it will 
be useless when population advances. A little 
stockade affair that would keep off the Indians 
who may make an incursion will be sufficient, 
and $5,000 is ample for that. . 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The suggestion I made in 
regard to the British settlement had this refer- 
ence; it is the settlement of Lord Selkirk. It is 
composed of half breeds, who have great control 
over the Indians, and they have a tendency, being 
immediately on the line, to keep the Indians in 
rather an irritated state of mind. The location 


| of the fort is four hundred miles from the settie- 


Itis on the Red river, at 
Pembina, four or five hundred miles from St. 
Paul. Five, thousand dollars would not. even 
make a stockade that would be effective. If the 


| committee think $50,000 ,too much, I should be 


‘willing to have it reduced, but certainly not to 


TOU a ss 


$5,000. A fort is really necessary in that posi- 
tion, and I hope the Senate will not strike out 
the section. i 

Mr. HALE. Is-not thisan old acquaintance? 
Is it not the same’ proposition that was up once 
before this session? ` ‘ : f 

Mr. WELLER.. It was up before. - 

Mr. HALE. I think, then, there are some esti- 
mates which will show that the $50,000 is ‘to ‘he 
only a beginning. l ' 

Mr. PEARCE. ‘So much the worse. 

Mr. HALE. The estimates are fora good deal 
more; but the officer who asked for the $50,000 
apologized for asking so little, by saying that 
was all he could spend next year; but I under- 
stand that if he had time he could spend consid- 
erably more. I hope the Senate will not vote to 
build this fort, particularly as the measure has 
been up once and discusséd, and the Senate bya 
decided vote refused to make the appropriation. 

M:. DOUGLAS. The Senator from New 
Hampshire discloses a sufficient answer to the 
argument of the Senator. from Maryland. The 
Senator from Maryland said, that $5,000 was 
enough, but the Senator from New Hampshire 
says the officer in command of the military de- 
partment—the only department upon which you 
can rely in this matter—says that $50,000 is the 
least amount necessary for this year. . 

Mr. WELLER. ‘The only time when this 
question was presented to the consideration of 
the Senate, was upon the deficiency bill, and it 
_was ruled out upon the ground that it was nota 
deficiency. I shall content myself with asking 
the Secretary to read the letter of General Jesup 
and the letter of the Secretary of War, recom- 
mending this appropriation. This ‘fort is upon 
the boundary between the United States and the 
British possessions. The British have a small 
post some distance up the river. There are a 
great many settlements already made in the neigh- 

orhood, and a large amount of agricultural land. 
In my judgment it will be necessary to maintain 
a post there for many ycars to come, until the 
settlers shall be sufficiently strong to protect 
themselves. I desire simply to put the Senate in 
. possession of the facts, and they can make what 
disposition they please of the section. 
The Secretary read the letters, as follows: 


QUARTERMASTER GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
D WASHINGTON, March 8, 1856. 

Sır: In reply to your-inquiry as to the amount required 
for quarters, hospitals, store-house, and stables, for a force 
of four companies of infantry, which, E understand, it is 
proposed to station at Pembina, on the northern frontier of 
Minnesota, L have the honor to state that the expense for 
the objects enumerated above will depend upon the resources 
of the country proposed to be occupied. Should timber, 
suitable for buildings, be found on or near the site which 
may be selected, the expense will not probably exceed 
fifty thousand dollars, if the work be done entirely, or 
principally, by the troops; bat, if it should be necessary 
to hire mechanics to construct the buildings, double that 
gum may be necessary. 

i wouid recommend that the troops be required to labor 
themselves, and that no mechanics or Jaborers be hired, 
except one. or two master carpenters, stone-masons, and 
bricklayers;and such number of teamsters as may be neces- 
sary for the few wagons allowed for the use of the post. In 
addition to the &5,000 already appropriated, E recommend 
that $50,000 be asked for, That sum may not be sufficient; | 
but it will be as much as can be used during the Approach- | 
ing season. : 

T remain, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, | 

THOMAS S. JESUP, 
Quartermaster General. 
Hon. Jerrerson Davis, Secretary of War, Washington, 
District of Columbia. 


Wak DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, March 24, 1856. | 
your note of this date, requesting in- į 
formation as to the probable cost and the necessity of a mil- 
itary post proposed to be established in the northern part of | 
Minnesota Territory, for the protection of the settlements 
on the Red river of the North, I have the honor fo stat 
that 1 deem the establishment of such a post desirable, an 


Sim: In reply to 


refer to the inclosed report of the Quartermaster General | 
i| appropriation is recommended to us by a com- {f 


for an estimate of its cost. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JEFION DAVIS, Secretary of War. 
Hon. Jous B. WELLER, Chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, United States Senate. 
The question being taken, on a division there 
were—ayes 16, noes 13; not a quorum voung, 
Mr. STUART. I move that the Senate ad- 
journ, (ten minutes to eleven o’clock.) 
Mr. DOUGLAS. IJ trust not. | 
Mr. MASON. I ask for the yeas and nays 


bees us doing any legislative business on 


| pretext for making an appropriation. We as-| 


on the motion to adjourn. 
Mr. WELLER. I desire to ask whether the 
Senator from Michigan did not himself introduce | 


{t strains the disposition that has bee 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


2218 


a resolution to-day, and have it passed, which 


onday? 

Mr. STUART. No, sir. . ; 
_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not 
in order. _- eins 

Mr. YULEE. I shall vote “ yea;”’ because, 
asa member of the Finance Committee moves 
the adjournment, J take it for granted the public 
‘service does not require us to sit here longer. 

Mr. SLIDELL. H itis in order to make ob- 
servations.about the vote —— 

ote PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis notin 
order. 

‘The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 10, nays 29; as follows: . 


YEAS — Messrs. Butler, Foot, Hale, Harlan, Seward, 
Slidell, Stuart, Toombs, Wade, and Yulee—10. 

NAYS — Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, 
Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Cass, Clay, Clayton, Col- 
lamer, Douglas, ‘Durkee, Fish, Geyer, Houston, Hunter, 
Iversan, Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Masan, Pearce, Pratt, | 
Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Thomson of New Jersey, Weller, 
Wilson, and Wright—30. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
now is on the amendment of the Committee on 
Finance to strike out the section. 

The question being taken, on a division there 
were—ayes twenty-four, noes not counted. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. IJ ask for the yeas and nays. 
I am satisfied that the Senate do not understand 
it 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. BAYARD. ‘I desire to have the amend- 
ment read. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It is to strike out a section 
appropriating $50,000 for the erection of a fort 
at Pembina. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
ment is to strike out the thirteenth section. 

Mr. BAYARD. Thatamendmentcomesfrom | 
the Committee on Finance, I understand. 

Mr. PEARCE. I beg leave to say, for the 
information of gentlemen who were not in the 
Chamber during the previous discussion on this 
question, that the committee recommended it to 
be struck out, for the reason that they did not 
believe there was the least earthly necessity for 
voting this money to establish a fort at the point 
indicated. The War Department is going to 
send four companies of men there; and if they 
have timber in the neighborhood, they can build 
a fort for themselves; but if there is no timber in 
the neighborhood, there ought to be no fort there. 
This officer reported, as was mentioned by the 
Senator from New Hampshire, that for the pres- 
ent he could spend about $50,000, and by and by 
| he will spend Ido not know how much more. 

The provision is entirely unnecessary. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. {1 must be permitted to say 
a word in reply. It is irue the Finance Commit- 
tee, whose province it is not to judge of military 
affairs, have recommended that the section be | 
„stricken out; but it is also true that the Military 
‘Committee; whose peculiar province it is to 
-attend to such matters, put itin. Itis also true 
that the Quartermaster’s department has recom- 
mended it, and the War Department has recom- 
mended it. The Finance Committee undertake 
to overrule all the Departments of the Govern- | 
ment, and every branch of the service charged 


with the subject, when it is not their province to || 


of the work. 


judge of the 
t is the province of the 


Mr. PEARCE. I 


to them, to require, at all events, some plausible 
2 q ’ 


sume no jurisdiction which does not belong to | 
us. . We are very much in the habit of deferring | 
to other committees when they recommend to us | 
appropriations within their sphere; but whenan | 


mittee, which comes without the sanction of any į 
valid reason, and when we see twenty very good | 
reasons why it should not be granted, I think we 
are not bound to stultify ourselves, and submit 
our judgment to gentlemen who cannot furnish į 
us any reason. I shall not argue this subject | 
any further. 1 say we have not usurped any | 
jurisdiction, and there is no arrogance at all inj 
“what we have done. 
Mr. BAYARD. 


J do not think one can. vote 


j already app 


iw * os, > a i 7 
Finance Committee, when a measure is referred |; 9Y Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Reid, Slidell 


evening in the: Senate to dispose af the money 
of the nation for very useléss purposess i.s.. <<! 
Mr. WELLER. I simply desire to sayithat 
we are in the habit of looking to the military Ue- 
partment.of the Government for the location of 
posa necessary for the protection of: our’ people. 
We must necessarily do that.. The: Secretary 
and the Quartermaster General, whose attention 
has been especially directed ‘to the subject, have 
| regarded the tocation of this postas indispens- 
ably necessary to the protection -of our people. 
The Military: Committee of the Senate havealso 
recommended -it. But the -Fmance Cormmittee 
seem -to have the province of deciding:on the 
‘location of military posts, because they have the 
power to say how.the public money shall be ap- 
propriated. It remains for the Senate to decide 
whether ‘they will rely-on ‘the judgment ‘of the 
military department of this Government ortake 
that of the Committee on Finance; who are:prée- 
sumed to know no more about this subject than 
othermembers of theSenate. . I submit the whole 
‘question to the Senate. ‘The nfilitary department 
of the Government regard this as necessary ‘to 
the defense and protection of our people;’ the Fi- 
nance Committee say itis not. Let the Senate 
-decide between them. Hotes 
Mr. PEARCE. 1 wish to ask the Senator 
from Michigan, [Mr.Cass,] in whose experience 
and knowledge in this subject I have great confi- 
dence, to be kind enough to give us his opinion. 
Mr. CASS. I believe I stated onia former oc- 
casion, that I have been in the neighborhood of 
Pembina, and I do not believe there is the least 
use in the world fora fort there.) © 0 45 t 
Mr. STUART. I disagréed with the majority 
of the Committee on Finance on this subject. 
That is enough for thatpoint. ‘Then, inthenext 
lace, I wish to correct a slight misapprehension 
into which the Senator from Maryland seems to 
have fallen, in regard to the recommendation of 
the Department. ‘I'he Department says distinctly, 
that $50,000 will construct this work, if it iscon- 
structed by the soldiers, in addition to the $5,000 
ropriated; but if it is done by private 
mechanics, hired for the purpose, it will cost 
double that sum. Thatis the statement in regard 
to the cost. f f 
It is not nesessary for me to detain the Senate 
| on this question. TI agree entirely ‘with ‘what-has 
been said by the Senator from California, that 
whenever we undertake to overrule the opinions of 
the War Department in ‘respect to the location 
and necessity of forts, our action will be found to 
be confined entirely to cases that do not exist on 
the Atlantic coast. Whenever there has been-a 
recommendation fror the Department fora fort 
on the Atlantic coast, the recommendation has 
been regarded as a sufficient reason for'aù appro- 
priation. As far as I know it has not been ‘in- 
vestigated any further than to know whether the 
Department has recommended it. ‘The Secretary 
says this is necessary. He informs the Senate 
that he has ordered four companies of troops 
there. They are there with nothing to do, and 
there are no quarters for them. The Quarter- 
master General says the fort is necessary, and 
that with the soldiers he can build it for this sum 
of money. f 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 28, nays 12; as follows: è : 
YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Bell of Tennessec, 
Biggs, Biglor, Brodhead, Butler, Cass, ‘Clay, Clayton, Col- 
lamer, Durkee, Fish, Foot, Foster, Hale, “Houston, Mal- 
Thomson of New 
Jersey, Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, and Wison— 
NAVS—Messrs. Bright, Douglas, Geyer, Iver 
| of Towa, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Welter, 
and Yulee—12, 


So the section was stricken out. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
| nance was to strike out section fourteen, in the 
| following words: 

| Spe. 1d. And beit further enacted, Titat the Secretary 
| of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and required to 
l payto the State of Arkansas, out of any money in the 
| Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such suips.of money 
| as were paid by said State, under the authority of the act of 
| the Legislature of that State, approved Jamiary 5, 1849, to- 
i the Benton county militia, called into service by Colonel 
| W: R, Ogden in July, 1846, to resist incursions of the 
| Cherokee Indians: Provided, That the amount g0 40; be 
| paid shali not exceed the sum of $1,212. 

i 


Mr. PEARCE. This is a small amount-orly 


any motion which re- | 
n shown this 


\-far wrong in supporting 


1,212; but the provision seemed to the commit- 


| . 
‘fee very objectionable in princigfé. “‘Themilitia 


16, 


2214 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


August 


called: out ‘on this occasion were not called out by 
the authority. of the Governor, so-far as I uuder- 
-stand, but solely by the authority of the colonel. 
We have not been able to perceive any-evidence 
“that there was an actual incursion from the In- 
dians; but we do.perceive, from a letter of one of 
‘the officers who.was out, that he found no In- 
:dians where he went; but he verily believed that 
if he-had not gone there, some of them would 
have come into the State. [Laughter.]. It seemed 
to us that, even if these militia were called out 
under serious apprehensions, they were not called 
out by the proper authority, and we ought not to 
sanction the calling out of a military force bya 
colonel of militia, and obligate ourselves to pay 
-for expenses created thereby. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I was at a loss to know 
for what reason the Committee on Finance recom- 
mended the striking out of this section until I 
heard the statement of the Senator from Mary- 
-land—remarkable as coming from him, for he is 
usually. very accurate in his facts; but he is en- 
tirely mistaken. * In the first place, the calling 
forth of the militia was by order of the Governor 
of the State of Arkansas, who, under the militia 
laws of the State, called on Colonel Ogden. On 
his requisition, a company of militia was called 
-out and employed thirty days, not in quelling in- 
surrection, to fe sure, because no such insurrec- 
tion ever took place, but in quieting disturbances 
on the frontier. 

The history of it is briefly this; The Cherokees 
are located on the western frontier of the State of 
Arkansas. In 1846, the civil feudsin the Chero- 
kee nation grew very high, and nearly one half of 
them were expelled from the nation. -They were 
driven into the State of Arkansas, where they 
commenced a system of thieving, plundering, and 
depredating. A great deal of ill-feeling was got- 
ten up, and they refused to return to their own 
country, until expelled by the military. hat is 
the state of the facts. The military were called out 
for that purpose by the Governor, and the State 
afterwards paid their expenses to the amount of 
$1,212, all of which appears by the pay-roll among 
the papers. 

The letter to which the Senator from Maryland 
refers, of General Arbuckle, was written long 
after these facts occurred. tfe went up there on 
a kind of military reconnoissance after this com- 
pany was discharged, and reported that there 
were no Indians there; but the fuet had been 
otherwise. Tor a period of from threw to six 
months hundreds of Foudians had been roving 


through the country, committing every species of 


depredation and violence, "They were driven by 
the internal feuds and factions of their own na- 
tion from it. It was a kind of incursion, not 
exactly a hostile one, because they took refuge 
within the borders of the State of Arkansas, from 
what was civil war in theirown country; but the 
Governor was compelled to resort to this military 
force for the purpose of expelling them. When 
General Arbuckle went there after wards, he found 
veace and quiet prevailing, and so reported. I 
fave examined the papers very perfectly, and I 
find that this is about the state of facts. 

L think, then, that this case comes clearly 
within the principle on which the Federal Gov- 
ernment has always paid the expenses of a State 
for calling out its militia to quiet disturbances on 
the frontier, or to suppress domestic insurrection. 
Tt will be remembered that these Indians were, so 
far as the people of Arkansas were concerned, a 
foreign people. it was nota mere insurrection 
which the local authorities were to suppress, but 
it was an incursion—not a hosiile one, but one 
that disturbed the peace, and put the law of the 
country at defiance; and it was from a neighbor- 
ing nation. It comes, therefore, clearly within 
the principle. 

Mr. PEARCE. As to the militia having been 
ordered out by the Governor, I stated before that 
we had no evidence of that fact; and so far as 
we knew, from what was before us, they were 
called out by a colonel; but if the gentleman 
knows what he states, of course I accept it as 
the best authority. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The fact appears in a me- 
morial of the State Legislature of Arkansas, 
which 1s filed with the papers, and can be read 
if. desired, 

Mr. PEARCE. I did not see the paper; it 
was not shown to me or the committee; but I 


| think, on the statement of the gentleman himself, 
we ought not to pay this money. He admitsthat 
this was not a hostile incursion; but the Indians 
i were at war with one another, and some who es- 
caped from the party hostile to them sought refuge 
j in the borders of Arkansas. Then the militia of 
Arkansas was called out to suppress apprehended 
tumultuary movements, or to remove these intru- 
i ders from her territory. It was really a police 
i movement; and I take it that we are not to be 
! called upon to execute the police authority of a 
| State. We are bound to repel invasion, and sup- 
| press insurrection; but we are not bound to keep 
the peace within the territory of all the States of 
ithe Union. They execute their police laws for 
themselves, at their own cost. do not think 
| there is the least shadow of claim in this case. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Ihave only to reply what 
I have said already, that the whole of this incur- 
sion was in violation of the terms of the inter- 
course law, and was precisely that kind of dep- 
redation and offense which the obligation of the 
Government of the United States is clear and ex- 
plicit to suppress, by the act of 1834. Nothing 
can be clearer than that. If the United States 
undertook the enforcement of their own act, the 
whole proceeding of the Indians was in violation 
of it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was to strike out section sixteen, which 
is: 

Seo. 16. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 
of War be, and he ishereby, authorized and directed to pay 
to Jean Baptiste Faribault, and Pelagie Faribault, his wife, 
the sum of $12,000, with interest thereupon from the 12th 
of March, 18839, in full payment of their claim to the island 
at the coutluence of the Mississippi and St. Pierre rivers, 
in fulfillment of a contract entered into for that purpose on 
said Ith day of March, 1839, between the Secretary of 
War and the attorneys in fact of the said Faribault and 
wile. 

Mr. PEARCE. This provision was contained 
in one of our amendments to the Indian appro- 
priation bill which we acted on to-day. The 
i Senate receded from an amendment in the same 
words, I believe, with this section, As the Sen- 
ate has receded from it, I suppose it is hardly 
worth while to insist on it now. 

‘Tbe amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 


strike out sections seventeen and cighteen, as fol- 
lows: : 


- 17. And be it further enacted, That in settling the 
unts of Thomas J. Henley, superintendent of Indian 
rs in California, the accounting oficers of the Treas- 
ury be, and they are hereby, authorized to allow him the 
amounts he actually paid to interpreters during the years of 
Iš5i and 1855, nmd the amount of 8750 paid by bin to Saun- 
ders ind Brenham, forinterest on money advanced by them 
| On account of the Indian service in California, upon bis pro- 
| ducing satisfactory vouchers for these expenditures. 


1 os 18. 2nd be it further enacted, That the act of the 
87th of February, 1851, fixing the rate of compensation for 


interpreters, as far as it relates to California be, and the 
same is hereby, repealed, 

Mr. PEARCE. These two sections were both 
included by the Senate in the Indian appropriation 
bill. Theeighteenth section was adopted with an 
amendment which has passed both Houses, and 
the seventcenth section has been stricken out to- 
day by acommittce of conference, with the assent 
of the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
strike out section twenty-one, which is: 

Sue. 21. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
War be, and he is hereby, authorized to employ in his oi- 
fice an accountant conversant with military accounts and 
the laws and regulations governing the same, who shall re- 
ceivean amual compensation of 32,500, and shall perform 
such duties in connection with the examination and settle- 
ment of military accounts requiring the action of the Sec- 
retary of War, and with the accounts of appropriations and 
expenditures for military purposes, as the said Secretary 
may from time to lime a: n him. 

Mr. WELLER. The Secretary of War is 
exceedingly anxious to obtain the clerk provided 
for in this section. If any Senator desires it, I 
will ask to have his letter read, and I have a de- 
| tailed statement on the point. 

Mr. PEARCE. If the Senator will allow me, 
I will state the reasons which induced the Finance 
' Committee to move to strike out this provision. 


| We were all satisfied of the very great merits of 


the officer who holds this place. I know him well 
myself. I know him to be a very valuable offi- 


cer. The only reason on which we determined 
to strike it out was, that it disturbed the general 


arrangement of the classification of clerks so 
recently adopted on a pretty good system. We 
thought it hiel, that if we gave to this clerk 
$2,500, we should haveall the other clerks holding 
corresponding grades in other Departmentsasking 
for the same salary. We thought it rather too 
soon to make an alteration in their salaries. 

Mr. WELLER. There was a mistake in the 
printing of the bill. The salary was to be $2,000, 
and not $2,500. Certainly the reason given by 
the Senator from Maryland is insufficient. He 
states the necessity ofthe clerk, but disputes about 
the salary. It would be a very easy matter to 
amend by reducing the salary, and not deny the 
clerk altogether. ‘The salary fixed upon by the 
Committee on Military Affairs was $2,000 for this 
clerk. 

Mr. PEARCE. We know perfectly well that 
it is the intention of the Secretary of War to 
appoint to this place a gentleman who is now in 
his office as a clerk. He stated his desire to 
retain this gentleman, and expressed an appre- 
hension that, unless he was enabled to give him 
a salary of $2,500, he would not be able to keep 
him in the office, but that he would accept some 
other employment; so that we are not denying a 
new clerk, but merely refusing an increase of 
salary of one already there. 

Mr. WELLER. “I ask to have the letter of 
the Secretary of War read. 


It was read, as follows: 
War DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, April 7, 1856. 


Dear Sir: I inctose a draft of an enactment to make 
additional provision for the adjustment of a great variety of 
accounts which require the decision of the Secretary of 
War, being of a character which the accounting officers of 
the Treasury cannot decide upon. An accompanying memo- 
randum will show the nature of most of these accounts, 
and I would be glad to give further explanations whenever 
you ean inake it convenient to call at the Department and 
confer with me on the subject. 

Very respectfully, JEFFON DAVIS. 
Hon. Jonn B. WELLER, Chairman Committee on Military 

Affairs, United States Senate. 


Mr. WELLER. I also ask that the statement 
which I have had reduced to writing, in conse- 
quence of my not being able to call on the Depart- 
ment, showing the necessity of the employment 
of this clerk, be read. : 


The Seerctary read it, äs follows: 


“The organization of the accounting officers of the 
Treasury provides for the examination and gettlement of 
accounts rendered for the disbursement of public money. 
The accounting officers admit all expenditures made in ac- 
cordance with Jaw and regulation, on special orders of 
the Department—they reject all not so made, or not proven 
in the manner prescribed by regulations. All accounts so 
rejected may be, and many of them are, submitted by the 
disbursing officers for the decision of the Secretary of War, 
who alone can waive a strict compliance with regulation if 
its enforcement would work injustice. 

“ By law and by regulation, a large class of expenditures 
requires the special sanction of the Secretary of War, who 
has to exercise a discretion according to the circumstances 
of each ease. 

“A large class of accounts requiring the special direction 
of the Sceretary, results from the admission, by Congress, 
of the claims of States and individuals for services, &c., im 
the suppression of Indian hostilities,and other military 
operations not pertormed under the direction of this De- 
partment. 

“ in addition to these, numerous cases daily arise, not 
provided for by regulations, and which are to be settled by 
the application of the general principles governing the ad- 
justment of military accounts. 

“Jn prescribing the general principles for the settlement 
of classes of claims embracing numerous accounts, and in 
revising the settlement, as is always done, to see that no 
injustice to the Government or to individuals results from 
the practical operation of the general rules, as well as in 
the adjustment of single claims, in which it is often neces- 
sary to compute and specify the sums to be paid, it is 1e- 
eessary that the Secretary be able to command the services 
of an experienced accountant, conversant not merély with 
some single branch of Army accounts, but with the whole 
range of military expenditures, and the general history of 
military transactions. The qualifications for the station 
ean be acquired only by long experience; nor can they be 
obtained anywhere so well as in the Secretary’s office, 
where all military information centers, and whither all 
questions of consequence are carried for decision. 

“ Officers disbursing under the direction of the several 
bureaus, and rendering accounts to several auditors, not 
unfrequently get their accounts confused, and the interpo- 
sition of the Secretary of War is required to disentangle 
them. The correspondence with delinquent officers con- 
stitutes a considerable branch of business; and a sound 
discretion is to be exercised in distinguishing between of- 
ficers whose delinquency arises from the pressure of other 
duties, and these who are careless or unsafe. 

“ Among the large accounts settled within a few years, 
since 1849, in the Secretary’s office, and under his imme- 
diate direction, were the military contribution accounts. 
more than $4,260,000 ; the civil fund accounts of Califor- 


nia, $1,265,000 ; Mexican war claims, $200,000 ; the Rogue 
giver claims recently settled, 9170,000. The war debt of 


California now awaiting settlement is stated at $1,600,000. 
Congress has appropriated $924,000. There are now pend- 


ing before Congress Similar claims of the ‘Territories of | 
besides scores of smaller | 


Washington, Oregon, and Utah, 
claims of various classes.” 


The motion to strike out was agreed to. 


‘The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was to strike out section twenty-two, 
which is: 

Suc. 22. And be it further enacted, That the sum of 
$200,000, oras much thereof as may be necessary, be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the construction 
of a military road from EI Paso, on the Rio Grande, to Fort 
Yuma, at the mouth of the Gila river, to be expended un- 
der the direction of the Secretary of War, pursuant to con- 
tracts to be made by hün. 

Mr. WELLER. That is provided for in 
another bill. 

_ Mr. PEARCE. Then there is no objection to 
its being stricken out. 

Mr. WELLER. - Let it be stricken out. 
already provided for. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 


It is. 


Finance was to strike out section twenty-three, 


which is: 

Sec. 23. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the President of the United States to cause to be 
established and maintained, at convenient distances on said 
road, where it may pass through the country occupied by 
Indians, such military -posts as may be necessary for the 
gencral protection of said road. 


Mr. WELLER. It is a part of the same 
provision, with the previous section; let it be 
stricken out, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. As we are now through 
with the amendments of the Committee on 
Finance, I feel it to be my duty to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the nineteenth section. It 
is a very important one. It is the most impor- 
tant one in the bill. The first clause of it pro- 
poses to add twenty-five per cent. to the pay of 


all the officers of the Army. I agree to that; | 


they are insu 


a proviso to W 


ficiently paid now; but it contains 
hich I do object. The proviso is: 


That there shall be added to the corps of engineers one | 


brigadier general, to be chief engineer, to be selected from 
the corps of engineers, and to have the same pay and emol- 
uments as the other brigadier generals of the Army. That 
there sball be also added to said corps, by regular promo- 


tion of the officers now belonging to it, and from such senior } 


graduates of the Military Academy as shall trom year to 
_ year be recommended for that purpose by the academic 
board, one colonel, two lieutenant colonels, four majors, 
and twelve captains; and that hereafter all the officers of 
engincers of, and below, the grade of colonel shall have the 
same pay and allowances as the officers of the cavalry 
s, and, when in command of separate works, shall be 
placed on the same footing, as to their allowances, as the 
commanders of posts garrisoned with troops. 


This isa partial reorganization of the Army. 
It makes a large addition to the engineer corps. 


Why should we increase the engineer corps, | 


s * 


provide for promotions in it, and add to the 
number of its officers, and not make the same 

rovision for the topographical corps? It may 
be said these engineer officers have charge of 
fortifications. and railitory roads. Well, sir, the 
officers of the topographical corps are equally 
meritorious; their labors are equally onerous; 
they are employed on boundary surveys; and 
they are on the frontiers also. J think, if we are 
to reorganize the engineer corps, We ought to 
make a similar provision 
corps. 7 3 

Mr.CASS. Ihad my eye on this section, and 
should have introduced it to the notice of the Sen- 
ate, if the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania 
had not done so. This is a curious omnium gath- 
erum of a bill. Ido notunderstand the mechan 
ism of it. Now, L appeal to the honorable Sen 
ator at the head of the Military Committee, if 
almostatmidnight, onthislast night ofthe session, 
itis proper to enter into the consideration of ques- 
tions so deeply affecting the Army as this section 


docs? 

Mr. WELLER. Allow me to explain how it 
comes that the bill isin this shape. It is a mis- 
ecllaneous bill, I admit; but that arose from this 
fact: the Senate decided to make no amendments 
to the regular Army appropriation bill, except to 
strike from it the Kansas clause. The Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs always have amendments 
to offer to the Army bill when it is presented; but 
instead. of presenting those amendments to the 
Army bill; they were induced to offer them as a 
separate bill. 


for the topographical 
\ 


Mr. CASS. This, then, is a supplementary 


|| here is a provision for the reorganization of the 


|| it is proper to enter into the consideration of such 
subjects? 
inimical to the Army; but the very point suggeste' 
by the honorable Senator from: Pennsylvania is 
the one that occurs to me: why do you select 
the engineer corps proper, and that alone? Why 
do you exclude the topographical corps, equally 
meritorious, equally in the service of the country, 
i equally educated at West Point, equally competent 
i| to discharge any duties, when they are needed by 
the War Depariment, wherever required? I want 
to know why one is excluded from the benefit of 
the provision which is allowed to the other? I 
should like to hear some reason for this change. 
I cannot conceive any at present. I do not believe 
the good of the service requires this increase; but 
I am certain that, if the one corps is to be thus 
favored, common justice requires that the other 
should be, too; as they are under the same De- 
|| partment and on the same footing. 

I|? Mr. SEWARD. Allow me to ask whether 
this is recommended by the Secretary of War? 

1 Mr. WELLER. I do not know whether it is 
“recommended by the Secretary of War or not. 
I| From a conversation I had with him, I under- 
i| stood him to be opposed to the increase of the 
engineer corps; but there is a statement in the 
report of the chief of engineers to the Secretary 
|| of War showing its necessity. He says: 


| “Tn my last annual report T'urged the necessity of an 
i| increase of the corps of engineers, in order tv afford the 
number of officers indispensable to the execution, in a 
proper and economical manner, of the duties belonging to 
|| the corps. That report contains some general remarks 
‘| touching that necessity. I propose now to demonstrate the 
present deficiency by a statement specifying the officers 
now eniployed, and those needed in the several operations 
and duties under this Department. 3 

«A similar statement was communicated, with your 
approbation, to the Military. Cominittees of the two Houses 
of Congress at the late session.”? 


Mr. SEWARD. So I understood. . 

| Mr. WELLER. Then he proceeds to show 
loyed, forty-four in 
d, twenty-five; 
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‘| the engineer officers now emp 


D “ae 
number, and the addition require 


i| and he adds: 

| cc In the above statement, the number of officers requisite 
I| for a proper execution of the duties confided to this branch 
‘| of the military service, is placed at an absolute minimum.*? 


i| ‘These engineers are not required for your river 
| and harbor improvements, nor is it designed by 
I| him that they shall be used in the construction 
i| of military roads. I have said on former occa- 
|i sions that I would sooner trust those improve- 
‘| ments to the hands of civilians, and I would not 
i| vote for the increase of the engineer corps beyond 
the extent that is indispensably necessary for mili- 
tary purposes—I mean strictly military purposes. 
| I am satisfied, from the report of the chief of the 
‘| engineer corps, that this number is necessary, 
{| strictly for military purposes, without any refer- 
il ence whatever to your harbors, your rivers, or 
other improvements. I have been accustomed to 
rely upon that Depariment of the Government 
l! which has charge of these works for the inform- 
i| ation necessary to determine me as to the man- 
‘| ner in which I shall vote. I know that my dis- 
li tinguished friend from Michigan has had expe- 
|| rience in military affairs; but notwithstanding the 
| unlimited confidence I have in his judgment, I 
would rather rely on the information of those 
who have charge of this specific Department of 
the Government, than his. They have satisfied 
me that this increase is necessary, strictly for 
| military purposes, and I am willing to give it. 
Mr. PULEE. 
man of the committee, if he has not a letter from 
the Secretary of War on the subject? I ask, 
he have one, to let it be read. 


j 
H 


W t looking for 
the letter, Iwill say that I feel"authorized to re- 
mark, that the Secretary of War is: opposed to 
the increase of one of these’ corps, unless “the 
other is increased: eeu LE es 
Mr. WELLER. I send the letter to the Chair, 
which I ask to’ have read. as te $ 
The Secretary read, as follows: 
27 War DEPARTMENT; ` 
< Wasuineron, August 5, 1856; 
Sır: L- have the honor to acknowledge: thé. receipt of 


I desire to inquire of the chair- | 


your letter of this date, inclosing copy .of an amendment 
which you inform me the Committee on Military Affairs 
contemplate adding to the Army appropriation bili, and in 
relation to which you. ask my opinion: i a8 
My views will be found fully set forth in'my annual re- 
port of December 4, 1854, in which recommendations were 
made for modifications in the organization of the Army 5 
and if I were now to propose a plan for the reorganization 
of the engineer corps, I should feel bound to include in 
such plan the corps of topographical engineers and otd- 
nance, these .being the three corps of the Army on which 
are devolved the more strictly scientific branches of the 
military sérvice. ‘The small size of our Army in- proportion 
to the resources and power of our country fortunately en- 
ables the Government to give to.all of its officers. who pass 
through the grade of cadet the same general education; and 
hence it arises that in our Army more, perhaps, thanin any 
other, it would be practicable to dispense with special corps. 
It is hazarding little to-sdy that, in every important com- 
| mand, one or more officers would be found competent to 
perform the ordinary duties of an engineer. The higher and 
| more difficult functions of an engineer, requiring, beyond 
| elementary preparation, much experience and constant 
‘study, demands a class.of officers whose lives are given to 
that special branch of the military profession, but I have 
not perceived the necessity for the great increase proposed 
in the corps of engineers, to wit: of twenty officers ; and 
therefore it will be found, that in my annual report of Dé- . 
cémber, 1855, I did not propose the adoption of the urgent 
recommendation of the chief engineer, found in his report 
of November 24, 1855, with a tabular statement, setting 
forth in detail the purposes for which the additional officers 
were required. } ` 
The proposition in the draft of the amendment submitted, 
to inerease the compensation of officers of engineers by 
giving them the same pay and allowances as the officers 
of the cavalry corps, and, whén in command of separate 
works, to be placed on the same footing as to their allow- 
ances as the commanders of posts garrisoned with troops,” 
would, in the first instance, work but little change, as ofi- 
cers of engineers and cavalry receive now the same pay 
and allowances, except that captains and lieutenants: of 
cavalry have allowances for two horses, when actually 
kept in service ; but those of engineers one. Inthe second 
instance, if it be advisable to allow double rations to com- 
| manders of posts, it must be on the theory that the position 
; entails additional expense, and this is not applicable to an 
officer detached from the troops and employed in the con- 
struction of works. z 
| Very respectfull 


y, your obedient servant, .. ‘ 
JEFFON DAVIS, Secretary of War. 
Hon. Joux B. WELLER, Chairman Committee on Mititary 
| Affairs, Senate. i CE 

: Mr. CASS. That letter supports precisely 
what I stated, that the Secretary of War was op- 
| posed to the increase of one of these corps at the 
expense of the other, and did not believe the in- 
crease here called forto be necessary. Why, sir, 
for thirty years we have -had an engineer corps; 
: and we passed through the Mexican war, when 
we were going on with fortifications to an extent 
ten times greater than now, and no increase was 
called for. It'is not possible that this great nu- 
merical increase of the corps of engineers can be 
| called for by the public service. The Secretary 
has very correctly stated, in respect to giving 
_double rations, that there is nothing demanded 
of an engineer officer, superintending the erection 
of a fort, requiring such compensation. ‘This, 
and other provisions, want more mature consid- 
‘oration. Itseems that the committee first determ- 
| ined on this course as necessary, and then ap- 
| plied to the Secretary of War. 1 think it would 
! have been better if they had not presented it. I 
| repeat, there can be no necessity for so large a 
| numerical increase of the engineer corps as that 


ssee. I know the expe- 
Senator from Michigan, 
: with these subjects, 
| but I should like to know whether I understood 
; him’when he was fi that nothing 
done for the reorganization 


i or relief of the engineer corps? 
for another 
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| zation of the Army, and i 
did not require any such increase of the engineer 


| corps. aA 
| Mr. CASS. The honorable Senator misunder- 
| stood me. I said this was no time and no place 


it 


| to go into the subject. I said there was no need 
| for an additional brigadier general, and I say 80 
| now. You have got on the statute-book:a law 
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creating a new brigadier general, and the office 
is not. yet filled, though the law was passed a 
year and a half ago. Now, 1 want the gentleman 
to tell me, what need there is of another one? 
Mr, BELL, of Tennessee. I-do not know, 
but F wanted to hear from the. experienced Sen- 
ator from Michigan what his real sentiments were 
on this subject.. Is no legislation required by the 
condition of that corps? >. 
» Mr. CASS.: Tdonot: know thatany isrequired; 
Ido not see why iit’should be. ‘I do not believe 
myself that: one additional officer is required. 
They have passed through-much more. trying 
times than:the present without-any increase. 
, My. BELL, ‘of Tennessee. T understand from 
the reading of ‘the letter of the Secretary of War, 
which confimmsmy own ideas on this subject, that, 
however perfect may be the education for officers 
‘of ‘the line in the ‘infantry or dragoons given 
at the Military Academy, there isa yet higher 
degree of science and intellectual attainment 
required in ‘the corps of engineers proper than 
‘belongsigenerally to officers of the Army. If the 
world wanted any illustration of that fact beyond 
what had been:received:in former times, the recent 
‘experience before Sebastopol and in Sebastopol 
‘would demonstrate it; ‘for the war there was con- 
ducted and carried on by engineers on both sides. 
Without them the:south side of Sebastopol would 


‘never have fallen; and without very distinguished ` 


engineering ability inside, it would soon have 
fallen before the superior science of the French 
‘engineers. 

Now, I understood the honorable Senator from 
Michigan to say, when he was first up, that noth- 
ing was required to be done with this corps. I 
understood him te say, at another time, that it 
had passed through two wars, and gone on for 
thirty years without any addition being wanted, 
and that no legislation wasnowrequired. I have 
nothing to say in regard to the topographical 
corps, except that I have the pleasure of the ac- 
quaintance of many accomplished officers belong- 
ing to it, for whom I have the highest personal 
‘esteem, Who are really accomplished and scien- 
‘tifie officers, but they are not now before the 
Senate. . Whenever they shall be brought before 
the ‘Senate, L shall be ready to advocate their 
claims, and assimilate them in a proper manner 
to whatever may be done forthe engineer corps 
proper, Why should this measure be laid over 
to another session or another Congress? {should 
like to ask the honorable Senator trom Mich- 
igan—the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Pearce] 
used the same argument, that it is not proper at 
this stage of the session to consider it—if this be 
not the proper time and proper place, when will 
it be proper, except on an appropriation bill? 

Mr. CASS.. Call it up at che proper time, and 
asa distinct measure. | 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessce. You can never 
reach these points until you get to the appropria- 
tion bills, and you never have them before you 
until the close of the session. J think the hon- 
orable Senator from Michigan did injustice to the 
claims of this corps on the consideration of their 
country. We have distinguished engineers in 
America, ag well as they have in Europe, and 
several of. them belong to this corps. The hon- 
orable Senator thinks there is no need of any 
legislation now; Iso understood him. Did he 
not do injustice to himself, when he said that? 

Mr. CASS. I did not say so. I said there 
was no need of an increase; and I said this was 
no time to legislate on the subject. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. He wanted no 
additional officers above the present number. 

Mr. CASS. I say now, that the corps wants 
no increase, in my opinion. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. That is what Iam 
answering, The present chief of engineersis only 
a colonel, He is distinguished for his science as 
well as his probity and his courae. How long 
has he been in the service? Fifty years, and yet 
a colonel with no higher emoluments than a colo- 
nel of infantry, except a single ration, and a single 
horse when in the field, amounting to ninety dol- 
lars a year, 

Mr. WELLER. Allow men this connection 
to read the following statement: 

“The present colonel has been such colonel for mote 


‘than seventeen-years ; the oldest eaptain has held his present 


“yank more than nineteen years; and the next five captains 
have been such more thal sevesteen years.” oi 


j 
i 


i this measure. 


| astonished and rather moruficd at the expression 


| believe all of them are able, faithful officers, and 


which the honorable Senator speaks in respect to 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Colonel Tha er |] 


has been in the service forty-eight years, and is 
now ony 


a lieutenant-colonel. Captain Brewer- 
ton has been seventeen years a captain, and he 
sees now six colonels of the line who graduated 
after he did atthe Military Academy, and fifteen 
lieutenant colonels who graduated after he did, 
as his juniors.. He is yet a captain, with no'in- 
crease of pay except, I believe, an allowance for 
one horse when heis in the field, over a captain 
of infantry. So of the colonel and lieutenant- 
colonel. AT the promotions, I understand, pro- 

osed by this section, are of officers who have 

cen eighteen years in the public service, except 
one or two. Is not this a most crying injustice? 
This is supposed to be the most scientific corps 
intheservice. Inthe topographical corps science 
is required; but I think the engineer corps, in a 
military sense, ranks higher than the topographi- 
calcorps. Whether they are entitled to thatpref- 
erence in the way these corps are now organized, 
Ido not know. 

I do not mean to detain the Senate, but I desired 
to call their attention to the injustice, as I think, 
which has been done to this branch of the service, 
and to ask if nothing is required to do justice to 
this, the most scientific corps of the Army? I do 
not exclude the topographical corps. I shall do 
them justice when they are brought forward; but 
when a measure is brought forward, in favor of 
these old veterans of half a century in the public | 
service, and such veterans as they are, I protest 
against the idea that nothing is required, that it 
is too late, that it will notdo to consider the sub- 
ject hurriedly at the end of the session. After 
this corps has been organized, as I understand 
from the honorable Senator from Michigan, for 
thirty years, he says we are not preparcd to do 
anything for them now. I know this is not a 
time to debate the question; but I could not sit: 

uietly and hear the sentiment expressed that 
thers was nothing required for this corps, and: 
that this measure was a partial reorganization of 
the Army. Ido not mean anything personal to 
the honorable Senator from Michigan, of course; 
but I could not refrain from expressing my feel- 
ings when I heard such sentiments as these, and 
heard it said that nothing was required, particu- 
larly at this time—the end of the session, Why, 
sir, we always have to consider these measures 
at the end of the session. Your Military Com- 
mittee have considered this subject and brought 
it to your consideration. They have matured 
If they are to be treated in this 
way, let us abolish our committees. I do not 
pretend to understand this subject as well as the 
members of that committee; but I confess | was 


of the sentiments of the experienced Senator 
from Michigan on this question, when I thought 
he knew so well, personally, all the grievances 
under which these officers have rested, as he has 
said himself, for thirty years. 

Mr. CASS. I desire to put myself right in one 
respect. ‘The honorable Senator from ‘Tennessee 
has put in my mouth things I never thought of. 
l never did any injustice to the corps ofengineers. 
I hold them in the highest respect and regard. 
There is no better officer and more honorable man 
in the world than the colonel of that corps. I 


an honor to the country; but I say,as an Ameri- 
can citizen here, and a Senator, that I do not 
think the American service requires an increase 
of the corps. Ihave said so to the Senate; and 
Ido not believe that, if we are to make an in- 
crease, it would be justice to take one particular 
corps of the Army, and leave all the others un- 
rovided for; nor does the Secretary of War 
believe so.-My honorable friend from Tennessee 
himself has occupied the War Department, and 
knows as much about it as F do; but one part of 
the subject has passed out of his mind. Recol- 
lect you had one major general and two brigadiers, 
and that is all you had until last year, when you 
added another brigadier, but he has not been ap- 
pointed. ‘fhe President has a right, with the 
concurrence of the Senate, to elevate officers b 
brevet to brigadier general and major general if 
necessary. That is in his power. Hecan do 
that at any time, under proper circumstances. 
Now, Mr. President, the very grievances of 


t 
i 


} 


the colonel of the engineer corps, applies equally J! 


ea 


to the colonel of the topographical corps, and 
almost every other officer, The Senate will re- 
rnember that there are four or five lines in our 
Army, and promotions to regimental rank ‘are 
confined to the lines. The engineer coi'ps is pro- 
moted in. the engineer corps; the topographical 
corps:in the topographical corps; the infantry in 
the infantry; the cavalry in the cavalry; the ar- 
tillery in ‘the artillery; and thus it happens that a 
man who is a captain inthe infantry to-day may 
rank ahead of a major in the engineer corps’ to- 
morrow. “That is the chance of ‘the service. It 
belongsevery where; but there is ‘ne reason why 
you shouid select a colonel of ‘one ofthese corps 
and make hima brigadicr general, any more than 
another. His line does not allow him’a higher 
promotion. Besides, allow me to say to the hon- 
orable Senator, it is part of our military service, 
and has been since the year 1795, that no man 


‘has aright to claim promotion to the rank of 


general officer. His right to promotion stops at 
the colonelcy. After that, the choice is a matter 
of Executive favor or discretion. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. These aye all mat- 
ters which everybody here knows; but T want to 
say in reply to the honorable Senator, that I must 
have known, if I had known anything about the 
Army, that that could not be so. Are you to 
have no general of engincers? Is that contrary 
to the military ideas and military experience of 


Europe? 

Mr. CASS. Do you want one of'cavalry and 
artillery ? 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. You have none of 
engineers. 


Mr. CASS. You have none of cavalry. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. You can have a 
general of cavalry if you choose. I should like 
to reply to the honorable Senator from Michigan, 
and show that some reorganization of this corps 
is necessarily required to do justice to it; but I 
do not mean to trespass on the Senate. Ido not 
know what may be the sense of the Senate on 
this subject. I know the hour is late, and this is 
not the proper time to discuss questions at length, 


| properly and understandingly. T hardly presume 
| we can come to any distinct vote on the question; 


but I should like to have an opportunity to reply 
to some of the statements of the distinguished 
Senator from Michigan. I think he has retreated 
from some of his first positions. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Myr. President, I did not 
wish to eens any portion of the time of the 
Senate, to-night, about this matter; but the sub- 
ject is so novel, it is sprungupon us so suddenly, 
and is a measure of so much importance, urged 
without an opportunity for investigation or ob- 
taining information in relation to it, that I cannot 
vote for it. Iwill briefly give my reasons for . 
this course. 

‘In the first place it has come forward very un- 
expectedly, and 1 think it is very inappropos for 
us to undertake to decide in this sudden manner 
upon the increase of a most important branch of 
our Army. The proposition is to increase a par- 
ticular corps—to create a general, colonel, and 
other officers, but no men. I presume they are 
all to be detailed for separate commands. They 
are to have all the incidental advantages that an 
-oficer of the cavalry corps would have similarly 
circumstanced, as if more than one engineer would 
‘be employed in the construction of any work or 
the discharge of any duty appertaining to the 
corps. But, sir, when we have evidence thatthe 
corps is not at this time by any means deficient 
in numbers, where there is in fact an excess of 
the corps, and its officers are employed in various 
civil employments throughout the country, we 
are called upon to increase and double the present 
force of engineers. 

Mr. WELLER. It would hardly be right for 
me to allow that statement to go out. The heads 
of the engineer department reports here-that twen- 
ty-five more engineers are necessary for fortifi- 
cations now in progress of construction, without 
any reference to harbor improvements, but simply 


for military purposes. 
Mr. HOUSTON .. If the Department with- 
draws the engineer officers from the custom- 


| houses and other buildings, the erection of which 


they are now supervising, I suppose you can 
make up the twenty-five; so that the.corps is not 
lacking anything to constitute it efficient. But the 
reason assigned by the gentleman from Fénnessee 


1856. 


is, that the young men ‘who are highly educated 
at West Point must be provided for. Tt will 
never do to give them their education without, 
providing a commission for them! Sir, if that 

system is to be carried out, all. the resources of 
this Government will not be sufficient to support 

your military establishment, but will fall far short 

of it. If those.men who, are educated at the pub- 

lic expense must have offices, I ask you, if Con- 

gress will nothereafter have to legislate to mérease 

the Army very largely? 

But we ate told, sir, that igréat ‘hardships ‘are 
attendant upon the officers of this corps, and that 
it is à wrong and ‘an injury to them ‘that ‘they 
‘should retain their subordinate -position. The 
corps has been improved in its condition, en- 
larged in its capacity, ahd made much more 
respectable than it was at first; the condition of 
those gentlemen who have been there for forty | 
years, or a.greater period, since they entered the | 
service, has béen improved; and if ‘the corps has | 
not been increased in numbers, if no advantages | 
have resulted to it but such as then existed, these | 
gentlemen would ave no ‘reason to complain of | 
‘wrong or injury. ‘They knew the corps ‘was’ 
limited when they entered it. If officers have | 
attained advancement, who have become distin- | 
guished for science as well as capability to serve | 
the country, and do not make way for others, it} 
is very easy for ‘them to remedy that ‘difficulty; | 
for all those who wish to be promoted thave to: 
do, is to appoint a retiring board for the Army as | 
was done for the Navy, and adopt the same rule’ 
of proceeding by-placing. juniors on it, and they 
will drop these gentlemen from the list, or-retire ' 
them on a pension list, and those panting for pro- 
motion will have nothing to complain of. I would: 
recommend the adoption of that course to get rid 
of gentlemen who have become superannuated in 
the Army, and have high claims to national con- 
fidence. : 

I can see ‘no reason for the increase of this-mil- 
itary corps. Why should you,'at this ‘session, 
on the spur of the occasion, make-an increase of 
the engineer corps by appointing one brigadier 
general, one colonel, two lieutenant colonels, 
four majors, ‘and ten captains? ‘Of course there 
are to be none below captains, no lieutenants; all 
‘are to be officers of a respectable grade. At the 
next session of Congress we shall be called upon 
to increase the'topographical corps; and they will 
become so very respectable and disproportionate 
to the infantry, the artillery, ‘and the cavalry, 
that in succession you must increase those corps, 
and add to the officers; otherwise the Army will 
be disproportionate. Thus, in a short time, the 
Army will become one of the most important— 
not arms, but heads of the Government. 

This is a subject which ought to be discussed 
in allits philosophieal and practical bearmgsupon 
the country and upon our institutions. Tam for 
maintaining a respectable army, sufficient for the 
exigencies of ‘the-country; but I'am not for in- 
creasing the Army by little and httle—‘‘ many 
mickles make a muckle.’? By. and by it will be 
formidable, and you will find through all the 
ramifications of ‘society an Army influence, and 
you will never hear of the Army being teduced, 
though you may hear ‘of it berng increased at 
every session. Four regiments were addediat:the 
Jast session to the Army. What have they done? 
How many millions have they cost the Govern- 
ment? hat return do they bring to it? Have 
they brought glory, distinction, honor; or have 
they benefited the country in its political or social 
relations? 

Here is a cloud in the horizon of our political 
‘existence that ‘ought to be ‘cared for; and we 
should ward off the storms that will comeatsome 
period if we go on heedlessly increasing the Army 
until it becomes a most potent influence in this 
Government, Its march ‘may be ‘insidious for a 
time; ithas no power yet toshow the lion’s teeth; 
‘but we should guard against it,‘or the day will 
‘come when, if the fangs be not now drawn from 
the animal, it willbe too potent to allow you to 
extract them. It will-have an influence in the 
councils of the Union, and have ‘power to-influ- 
ence the councils of the nation. Though no 
usurper may tise to head ‘the Army, and it may 
seem to be sequestered abroad, there will be an in- 
fluence reflected by the power that isin the Army. 


scodperating with its operations; and 
the country ‘has danger to apprehend from it. 

Our forefathers, who laid the corner-stone of our 
liberty; upon which successive men of illustrious 
character and genius have gradually erected the 
temple of freedom in which westand, apprehended 
the:dangers ofa standing army, and-admonished 
their successors against its influence, and warned 
them to beware of it. Sir, we are to look to the 
militia of our country for defense in time of | 
trouble. Weare not tolook to the regular army 
for illustrious'achievements, Weare to take men 
who have:affections of home to which they can 
revert—men who will interpose their: persons:be- 
tween all that is ‘sacred. and dear to them: and an 
invadingienemy. They are the men who are to | 
form the bulwark of liberty, and ‘to ‘stand forth 
in defense of our institutions. They have.com-. 
mon sympathies with the community; they have 
common Interests—they have a common feeling. 
with the people; but méen-who are estranged from - 
social relations with the-world, who congregate 
and associate together in camps, lose the finer | 
affections of the heart, become mercenary in their | 
feelings, or sensual in their appetites, and lose 
that -high-toned chivalry:to which alone we are 
to look for-defense. We must look to the militia | 
‘of the country—the volunteer forces—to step for- 
ward in time of danger, and not the regalars. 
They are inot formed of the best materials. The 
men who pursue the ordinary avocations’of life, 
with all the social endéarments clustering around 
‘their hearts at home, who from high impulse of 
petriotiem and the love of glory, and prompted 

y the recollection of ancestral deeds, are those 
on whom you must rely to step forward to de- 
fend your Leeriiee, Itis tothem I look; and I 
never will vote in time of peace, as Jong as I live, 
for an increase-in the regular army. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should hike ‘to’ say some- 
thing on this question, but itis very evident, from 
the lateness- of the hour, that we cannot.get a vote; 
andas an‘executive session is absolutely neces- 
‘gary, Iwill make-a motion tò postpone all prior 
orders, forthe purpose of proceeding ‘to the ‘eon- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I hope the gentle- 
man from Florida will not press his motion, until 
Loffer a resolution which I think can be adopted: 

‘Resolved, That the Secretary-of ‘the Senate furnish and 
deliver to each of the Senators who have not already re- 
ceived the same, and pay for the same out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate, such numbers and editions of such 
books of a public character as were furnished to the 'mem- 
‘bors of the last Oongress, under the joint resolution of Feb- 


ruary 23, 1854, and as were furnished under ‘the resolutión 


of the House of Representatives of June 20, 1854; Provided, 


‘That they be furnished at prices not exceeding those for | 
which they were heretofore supplied tosuch members: And 
provided further, That such books shall-be purchased, when- 
ever practicable, from the publishers. 7 

"Mr. BAYARD. If an ‘objection will prevent} 
the consideration of that resolution, I object 

"The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Mason.) 
‘Tf objected to it will lie over. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I understand the 
‘House have receded from their disagreement to 
‘the amendment of the ‘Senate on the legislative 
‘pill; and I want this to be in the shape of thé 


j 


i 
} 


footing with those of the House, 
Mr. BELL, of ‘Tennessee. 

‘morning. w 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

had heretofore received the signature -of the 
An act for the -relief of Isaac Cook'and others; | 
An act supplementary toan act entitled “An 
Àn act for the reef of F. A. Cunningham, a: 


j 


There will be the influence of men of character 
and position if society, sympathizing with its 


| 


resolution of the House, and to place the new 
members ‘of the Senate precisely on the same 
Mr. WILSON and others. ‘The Hose has | 
receded from that. 
That is what I 
understand. The resolution will lie over, I sup- 
“pose; and I can have it taken tp on Monday 
ae 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The ‘reso! 
‘tion lies over under the rules. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the Tok} 
‘Jowing enrolled bills and joint resolutions, which 
Speaker-of the House: p 
“An act for the relief of Josiah S. Little; 
An act granting ‘a pension to Benjamin Berry, 
a soldier of the Revolution; : 
act to amend the several acts respecting copy! 
right,” approved February 3, 18315 
‘paymaster of the United States Army: 4 
n act tò extend'the jurisdiction of the corpo- 


y the part of the Senate. 


tation:of ‘the tity of Washington overthe lower — 
Eastern Branthyor Navy-Vard bridge; and-reeu- 
lating travelontheupper Eastern Braneh;or Ben- 
ning’s:bridge; = < EEE 

An act making appropriations for forti j 
ind other works:of-défense;rand Hor ith spar 
of barracks and quarters, for the:yearonding Gi 
Sune, 1857; Lee : Hite Baty ling 
_ An-act to fix theigraduntion:period for tands 
tn the Greensburg district, inthe Stateiof Fwi- 
Tstana; ` : meg ES Eine Pee Bey 

-Aniact for the'relief of John Tucker; « $ 

Anact for therelief of Rebecca Halsey; widow 
of Zephaniah Halsoy.,-an' éflicersof the Revola- 
ions 
Ax act for th 


erelief of James Davideon, of Ken- 
tucky; o o i i wea 
An act for the relief of Nancy Bowen and Sardh 
Larrabee; 00. ie a a te eee 
An act for the zelief of Fransk Taylor 
An act to amend an att entitled A 
quiring foreign regulations of commerce 
aid annually before Congress, approved August 
16, 1842,” and for other purposes; : 
_ An act granting five years’ half, 
Ann Turner, widow of. Ebert Turner, ¢ 
An act granting a revolutionary ‘pen 


Sarah Blount; i n 8 
f of ‘Anthony Rankin, of 


An act for the ‘rele: 
Tennessee; ; 
An ‘act for thei relief of Brigadier Genetal- Join 
B. Walbach, of the United States Army} i 
An act for the relief of JohnH. Seranton And 
James M. Hunt, owners of the steamer Major 
Tompkins; $ EE A ee 
An act for the relief of John M: Melntoshi; 
An act forthe relief of the’heits of Jabëz B. 


‘Rooker, deceased; Z 
An`actigranting a pension to Nancy: M: Gan- 
iehmond, . 


wally, formerly widow of Lyman M. 
“deceased. f ; 
An iget for the rdlief of Adam D. Bteuurt; and 
w Alexander Randall; executors:of Daniel: Ream- 
gall; . g trates 
An actsto authorize ‘protection’ to:'be given to 
citizens of the United States'whd may discover 
deposits of guanos 
N An act for the: reler sof 7Nathen M. Towns- 
ury; s . ' 
‘An act for thereber df Elza B. MNolh 
An-act forthe relief of Frrok Y. Gibkonaind 


Francis X. Keys o RECS 
A resolution for the we ttlement of: 


Fe i 
s ithe decounts 
of Charles M. Stavder-and‘BdwuardP. Johnson, 


f mail contractors; and opts 
. ‘resolution for the Telief Of Mrs. ‘Susan: De- 
catut, widow of Commodore ‘Stephon ‘Decatur, 
late of the United: States Mary.) © gs 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
. A message from the House of: Representatives, 
by Mr. Cuniom,.their Clerk, announced: that 
they had passed -Senate -bill (No. 377) ‘for the 
relief of Ambrose Lanfear, of Louisiana. ; 
‘POST OFFICE: APPROPRIATION “BILLS 
The message also announced ‘that ‘the House 
disagreed to the amendments of the Senate'to the 
bill (H. R. No. 315) making appropriations for 
the service of the Post Office Department during 
the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1857, asked for 
a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
‘Houses, and had‘appointed as conferees on their 
part Messrs. BILLINGAURST, WALKER, and SAGE. 
Mr. HUNTER «moved ‘that ‘the Senate insist 
ön its-amendments,.andazyee to the conference 
‘asked for by the House. “The motion was:agreed 
to; and Messrs. STUART, COLLAMER, and “YuLEE, 
were -appointed managers atthe conference, on 


POST ROUTE BILL. me 

Mr. YULEE. I desire to report, from the 
-Gommittee on ‘the Post Office ‘and Post: Roads, 
the bill (H. Rv No. '568) to-establish certain post 


| roads, in order‘thatit!miay ‘go ‘back to'the House 


‘with amendiments. “The ‘committee-have offered 
‘some ‘amendments—very few, ‘“Lask‘that the bill 
“may ‘be ‘actedon at onee, ‘so'as ‘te'reath the House 
“in tiné'to beeritolled. “It ista very heavy bill, 
‘and will require tio ‘time for its consideration, but 
will takea long time to be ‘enrotled. In‘favt,it 
is not necessary to read the amendments, ' ‘They 
‘are nothing but the -establishment of -Féutes. 
There inno legislation ‘fn the ‘bill butithe astab- 
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lishinent-of post: routes. “I move that the amend- ii Mr. SEBASTIAN. — Before. the question is | 


ments of the committee be adopted. 
` There being no objection, the Senate proceeded, | 
as in Committee of the Whole, to-consider the | 
bills: J 
-` Mr. PUGH. 1:movethat its reading at length 
bė dispensed: with. - 

The motion was agreed to. The amendments 
-of. the committee were: agreed: to. The bill was 
repérted:to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole were | 
concurred. in; and ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading, and: the bill to be read a third time. 
It was read the third time, and. passed. . 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


“A message from the House of Representatives, |! 


by Mr. CoLLom, their Clerk, announced that the ; 
House of Representatives further insisted on their | 
amendment to the amendment of the Senate, dis- 
agreed to by the Senate, and agreed to the further 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two | 
Houses. on the bill (Ħ. R. No. 153) making | 
appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the year ending 30th of June, 1857; and had | 
appointed Messrs. Gippines, FAULKNER, and | 
ALLison, managers at the second conference on 
their part. ` ` 


! 
i 
i 
j 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. MALLORY. I move that.the Senate now 
proceed.to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 1: > 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Mason in 
in-the chair.) There is a bill before the Senate, 
as the Chair understands—the supplementary 
Army appropriation bill. 

_. Mr. WELLER. I desire to make a remark 
in regard to that bill. I have been pressing it 
until I am entirely broken down. If the Senate 
. how proceed to the consideration of executive 
business it will be utterly impossible to act on 
that bill. Ihave been placed in the situation in 
which | am, by yielding to my friend from Vir- | 
ginia, to allow him to press other bills, until now 
fear it will be impossible to obtain any action | 
on this bill which, in my judgment, contains 
many important provisions. | have amendments | 
to propose, which have been sent by the Secre- 
tary of War to the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs of the House of Representatives, 
and by him turned over to me. I desire to offer 
them. There are many of them important. If 
the Senate now go into executive session it will 
be utterly impossible for me to get up that bill 
again. 


"Mr. MALLORY. I make the motion to go: 


into executive session. In reply to the remarks | 


of the Senator from California, I will say, that if ji 


we find in exccutive session that we are occupy- 
ing too much time, to the exclusion of the general | 
appropriation bills, we can proceed again to their | 
consideration. An exccutive session 18 necessary | 
now, and we shall certainly want two more be- 
fore we adjourn. 

Mr. SLIDELL. [ trust this motion will not | 
be adopted by the Senate. I have made, I know | 
not how many, ineffectual attempts to get at the | 
bills from the House on the. Private Calendar. į 
There are some seventy or eighty of them; and 
if they are not passed to-night there is no possi- 
bility of their becoming laws during this session 
of Congress, I believe the greater portion of | 
them will not lead to discussion at all. Most-of | 
them are just and equitable, and F believe will be | 
attended with no objection. I regret, very much, | 
to oppose the motion of the Senator from Florida. | 
This is the last effort I shall make. The House 
have treated us with great courtesy. They have 
acted on every bill we have sent from the Senate 
of a private character. We have acted on none of | 
their private bills. 

Mr. WADE. I hope that the suggestion of 
the Senator from Louisiana will prevail. I know 
there are many private bills for the payment of | 


small amounts, about which there can be no dis- || 


pute, and they ought to be acted upon. I believe | 
it might be done in the course ofan hour. In| 


that time we might run through the House bills 
j 


to which there is no objection, and I think we į; 


ought to doit. I hope we shall not go into ex- 


ecutive session, but proceed to the consideration 
of those private bills, 


| ness. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


hey 


August 16, 


‘taken on the motion of the Senator from Florida, 


that. the Senate will indulge that gentleman and. 


`| myself with an executive session. It will not last 


i more than half an hour. I have waited patiently 
for the proper time to make the motion, in order 


i interfered ‘with; and I hope it.will prevail now, 
because this is the time when that business must 
be transacted. I wish to have an executive ses- 
sion for the purpose of enabling me to offer an 
amendment to the bill of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, which is now the last appropriation bill 
before the Senate. The executive session cannot 
possibly take more than half an hour. I hope we 
' shall be indulged in it. We must have a quorum 
of Senators present to transact that kind of busi- 
Ordinary legislative business can be done 
with even less than a quorum by the Senate, not 
being very particular at this time of night. 


| 
| Mr. PEARCE. It is now past twelve o’clock 
| at night. 


I have charge of one of thegeneral ap- 
propriation bills not yet reported to the Senate, 
which ought to be reported and acted upon, and 
which 1 think it is likely will give rise to some 
debate, and which it is proper, therefore, we 
should begin to discuss at once. It is the bill 
making appropriation for the transportation of 
! the United States mails by ocean steamers during 
the next fiscal year. It ought to be acted on now. 
| As for private bills, they do not lose their place 
on the Calendar. We can take them up at the 
next session. They can wait. The general busi- 
ness of the country cannot wait. We must make 
appropriations for the support of the Government, 
or be derelict in our duty. 1 move, therefore, 
that the further consideration of the pending bill 
i be postponed for the purpose of- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
of the Senator from Florida is pending. 

Mr. MALLORY. That appropriation bill is 
certain to pass. We shall not be in executive 
session more than half an hour, and it is for busi- 
ness which, if not done now, cannot be done at 
all during the session. 

Mr. PEARCE. We shall not probably have 
La quorum here for half an hour longer, if we now 
have an executive session, as very few gentlemen 
take an interest in that business of the Senate. 
The result will be that we shall find ourselves, 
before long, without a quorum, during the consid- 
eration of an important public bill, or perhaps we 
shall fail to carry it because there is not a quorum. 
{ know that objection will be made to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on postponing the prior orders for the purpose 
of proceeding to the consideration of executive 
' business 

Mr. PEARCE. Cannot we separate the mo- 
tion ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first mo- 


tion is to postpone the bill before the Senate, 


| with the object of going into executive session. 


Mr. MALLORY. I would not move to post- 
pone the bill of the Scnator from California for 
an exceutive session. 1 do not wish to displace 
that bill. 

Mr. STUART. By unanimous consent the 
motion for an executive session can be made so 
as to let the bill stand as it is. 

Mr. BAYARD. Is it in order for me now to 


table? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will state to the Senator from Delaware, that 
there is a pending motion on that bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. Does not the motion to lay 
on the table take precedence ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
| is to go into executive session. 

The question being taken on a division, there 
were—ayes 16, noes 14; no quorum voting. 

Mr. MALLORY called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. WADE. I move that we adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
on the motion for an executive session, resulted 
—~yeas 18, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell of Tennessee, Biggs, Brodhead, 


Mr. MALLORY. I suppose not more than an i 
hour will be necessary for an executive session. 


Butler, Collamer, Foster, Iverson, Jones of lowa, Malory, 
Mason, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Stuart, Thomson of New 


|i Jersey, Toombs, Wade, and Yulee—i8. 


| I-wish to add the expression of my earnest hope | 


that the business of other Senators might not be | 


move to lay the supplementary Army bill on the | 


NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Bigler, Bright, Clay, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Fish, Geyer, Houston, Hunter, James, 
Jonesof Tennessee, Pearce, Pratt, Slidell, and Weller— 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive’ business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened. 5 : 


MAIL STEAMER BILL. 


Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on. Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
316) making appropriations for the transportation 
of the United States mail by ocean steamers for 
the year ending June 30, 1857, reported it with- 
out amendment. ; 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. CyLLom, their Clerk, announced thatthe 
House insisted on its disagreement to the 2lst, 
and receded from its disagreement to the 7th, 20th, 
and 30th amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. No. 202) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1857. 

Also, that the House concurred in the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 568) to 
establish certain post roads. ‘ 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CLAY. Irise to make a report from a 
committee of conference on the Army appropria- 
tion bill. The committee of conference on the 
part of the Senate have met the committee on the 
part of the House, on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment to the bill (H.R. 
No. 153) making appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the year ending 30th June, 1857, 
and, after a full and free conference, have been 
unable to come to any agreement; and your com- 
mittee recommend that the Senate insist on its 
amendment, and they ask to be discharged. 

Mr. SEWARD called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. PUGH. Agreeing to the report will not 
preclude us from asking for another conference? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Certainly not. 
The question is on insisting on the amendment 
of the Senate, and discharging the committee of 
conference. ` 

Mr. GEYER. We propose to insist, and send 
the bill to the House with that vote of the Senate. 
_ Mr. STUART. I wish to inquire whether this 
is the third committee of conference? 

Mr. CLAY. Itis the second. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 10; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adame, Bayard, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, 
Brodhead, Clay, Crittenden, Douglas, Geyer, Houston, 
Hunter, Iverson, Jones of Iowa, Jones of Tennessee, Mal- 
lory, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, 
Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, and Yulee—27. 

NAYS—Messrs, Collamer, Durkee, Fish, Foster, Hale, 
Harlan, Seward, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—10. . 

So the committee were discharged; and the 
Senate insisted on its amendment. 


TREATY WITH SEMINOLES AND CREEKS. 


Mr. WADE. I move that we proceed to the 
consideration of private bills of the House, to 
which there is no objection. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Will the Senator allow 
me to introduce d bill to carry out the treaty just 
ratified ? ` 

Mr. WADE. If the Senator will renew my 
motion, Í will yield to him. ` 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WADE. Very well. bs 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. 1 ask leave to introduce 
a bill to carry out the treaty which we ratified in 
executive session a few minutes since. 

There being no objection, leave was granted; 
and the bill (S. No. 462) for fulfilling the stipula- 
tions of the treaty with the Creek and Seminole 
Indians, of August 16, 1856, was read twice by 
its title, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. ‘ 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Senate is aware of 
the object of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment; ordered to be engrossed for a third 


i| reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HUNTER. I desire to ask the Scnate to 
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allow me to submit a motion in relation to the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill, which has come from the House narrowed 
down to a single point. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no 
objection the bill (H. R. No. 202) making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial expenses of the Government for the year 
ending June 30, 1857, will be taken up. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HUNTER. I understand that the House 
has agreed to our amendments, with one excep- 
tion. They failed in the original bill to appro- 
priate $20,000 for the future Legislaturein Kansas. 

he Senate put in an amendment appropriating 
$20,000, not to pay arrears, but for the future. 

hat is a matter which can be settled at the next 
session of Congress in the deficiency bill. For 
the purpose of closing the bill, as that is not a 
matter upon which we could lose it, E move now 
that the Senate recede from that amendment, 

The motion was agreed to. ` 

Mr. HUNTER. That settles the bill. 


SUPPLEMENTARY ARMY BILL. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I renew the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Wane,] as I promised 
to do, to take up the House private bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will state that there is business before the Senate 
which must first be disposed of. Before the mo- 
tion can be made, some disposition must be made 
of the bill (S. No. 427) which was Bending before 
the executive session, making ad itional appro- 
priations for the suppor of the Army. 

Me PEARCE. I move to lay that bill on the 
table. : 
Mr. STUART. On that question I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The ycas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Biggs, Bright, Brodhead, Colla- 
mer, Crittenden, Douglas, Fish, Hunter, Mason, Pearce 
Pratt, Reid, Slidell, Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, and 
Trumbull—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell of Tennessee, Bigler, Clay, Dur- 
kee, Geyer, Harlan, Houston, Iverson, Jones of Iowa, 
Mallory, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Thompson of 
Kentucky, Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Yulee—19. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Bropuzap] to strike out of the 
ninth section the proviso proposing to increase 
the number of officers of the engineer corps of 
the Army. 

Mr. STUART. I desire to have the yeas and 
nays on that amendment, because, if the Senate 
decides to reject what the Senator from Pennsyl- 


vania moves to strike out, I ‘shall propose to | 


strike out the remainder of the section. i 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted as follows: 
. YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, 
Brodhead, Clay, Collamer, Crittenden, Douglas, Fish, Har- 
lan, Houston, Iverson, Jones of Iowa, Mason, Pearce, 
Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Slidell, Thomson of New Jersey, Trum- 
bull, Wade, Wilson, and Yulee—26. 
NAYS—Messrs. Foster, Geyer, Mallory, Sebastian, Sew- 
ard, Stuart, Toombs, and Welter—8. 


So the amendment was agreed.to. 


Mr. WELLER. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

For pay and commuted allowance of six companies of 
volunteers called into the service of the United States in 
New Mexico in the, year 1855 by Brigadier General Gar- 
land, and for forage, transportation, camp and garrison. 
equipage, and incidental expenses, Se., 187,500. 

For the expenses of a spy company called into the ser- 
vice of the United States in New Mexico in 1854 by Briga- 
dier General Garland, $10,590 60. 

Perhaps I had better send to’ the Clerk’s desk 
a letter of the Secretary of War explaining this 
matter. 1 danot like to see so large an amount 
appropriated without understanding what it is. 

The Secretary commenced to read the letter, 

Mr. PUGH. I move to dispense with the 
reading. Let the Senator from California tell us 
what itis. It is too late in the session to be 
reading papers. 

Mr. WELLER. The amendment itself states 
what it is—for six companies of troops called out 
by General Garland. The letter is not a long one. 

Mr. PUGH. We have had a dozen letters 
read here. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Let 
it be read. 


I want to hear it. 


H 


$ 


The Secretary read, as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, 

: WASHINGTON, May 10, 1856. 

Six: Ihave the honor teacknowledge the receiptof your 
letter of the 18th ultimo, inclosing two memorials from the 
Legislature of New Mexico asking appropriations for the 
payment of militia called out by the acting Governor of the 
‘Territory, in 1852; also of volunteers called into the service 
of the United States by brevet Brigadier-General John Gar- | 
land, commanding department of New Mexico, in 1855, and 
asking for ali the information in the possession of this De- | 
partment on the subject. 

Inreply, I transmit you extracts from two letters of Brig- 
adier General Garland, which contain all that is known 
here with regard to the militia called out in 1854. 

_The six companies of volunteers, which were in the ser- 
vice of the United States in 1855, were called out by Briga- 
dier General Garland, and I therefore furnish an estimate 
of the amount to pay them, and to refund to the quarter- 
master’s department the amounts paid out for the regular 
appropriations for the Army for their expenses. 

Subsistence was furnished them, and paid for out of the 
appropriation for subsistence for the Army. 

The amount required to be appropriated will be— 

For pay and commuted allowances sss... eses. $115,000 
For forage, transportation, camp and garrison equi- 
page, incidental expenses, &¢., &C....2-..eee05 72,500 


Making .cscessosseseccucccateseseeeseaeee $187,500 


In connection with this subject, I have to inform you | 
that, in 1854, a spy company was called into the service of 
the United States, by General Garland, the whole cost of 
which was paid by the quartermaster’s department. The 
vouchers for the payment have been suspended at the Treas- 
ury for want of an appropriation. ‘The amount of them is 
$10,590 60, which I request may bé appropriated, so that 
the officers who made the payinent may be relieved from 
charge, on this account, on the books of the Treasury. 

The two memorials of the Legislature are herewith rè- 
turned. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

$ . JEFIYN DAVIS, 
Secretary of War. 


Hon. Jonn A. Quitman, Chairman Committee on Military 

Affairs, House of Representatives. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move to postpone the further 
consideration of this bill until the fourth Monday 
in Decembernext. The Senate has barely a quo- 
rum here, and the members are jaded down very 
much. We have a great deal of other business 
to do. The country will not suffer from the non- 
passage of this bill now. Any alteration in the 
numbers of the Army, or inits regulations, ought 
to be the subjectof more deliberate consideration. | 
I think that is the proper course to take in refer- 
ence to this bill, and Take the motion to post- | 


one. 
: Mr. WELLER. Weare nearly through with 
the bill. I hope we shall be able to dispose of it | 
in a very few minutes. 
The question being taken, there were, on a 
division—ayes 17, noes 13; no quorum voting. 
Mr. WADE. I move thatthe Senate adjourn, 
(twenty minutes to two o’clock, a. m.) 
Mr. MASON. I ask for the yeasand nays on 
the motion. : 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 13, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Durkee, Foster, Hale, Harlan, | 
Pratt, Pugh, Seward, Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, 
Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—13. oes! ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bell of Tennessee, Biggs, Big- 
jer, Brodhead, Clay, Crittenden, Dodge, Fish, Geyer, | 
Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Jones of Towa, Jones of Ten | 
nessee, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, 
Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, and Weller—24. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


Mr. BAYARD. Iask that the yeas and nays 
be taken on my motion. There was no quorum 
voting, and I have aright to have the yeas and 


nays. | 
Mr. BIGLER. I hope the bill will be post- | 
oned. | 
° Mr. ADAMS. I move to lay the bill on the | 
table, in lieu of the motion to postpone, with aj 
view to take up the ocean steamer bill. My mo- | 
tion will cut off debate. 
The motion was agreed to; and the bill was | 
ordered to lie on the table. 


MAIL STEAMER BILL. 


On motion of Mr. PEARCE, the Senate, as in į 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 316) making appropriations 
for the transportation of the United States mail 
by ocean steamers, and otherwise, during the 
fiscal year ending 30th of June, 1857. 

Mr. SEWARD. Are there no amendments | 
from the Committee on Finance? N 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, No sir. | 

Mr. SEWARD. Imovetostrikė out the pro- | 
viso directing the notice to be given for the term- ! 


of steamers; which is in these words: 3 

Provided, That the :Seerètary::of the, Navy as hereby 
directed to give the. notice provided. in the first section of 
the act entitled “An act to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the fiscal year ending the 
30th of June, 1852,” approved July 22, 1852; to terminate 
the arrangement for the additional allowance for the traris- 
portation of the United States mail between New York and 
Liverpool, in the Collins line of steamers, ag therein pro- 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for the -yeas 
and nays on. the motion to strike out;.and,they 
were ordered... ~ UBD ean air 

‘Mr. SEWARD. This is an old subject, well 
understood by. the Senate, I perceive, and Ido not 
know that anything I have to say willchange the 
opinion of any member of this body upon it. “If 
I recollect aright, this contract. will expire by its 
own limitation in three years. It is a contract 
that has been entered into for the purpose of en- 
couraging the proprietors of this line of steamers 
to engage in competition with the Cunard line, 
owned by British subjects, carrying the mails 
between the two countries, which enjoyed a mo- 
nopoly and a superiority by the speed and. safet 
of the vessels on which passengers traveled., -It 
is known to the whole country, and to the world, 
that the object of. Congress has been attained; 
that the superiority of American merchants in 
steam navigation has been successfully estab- 
lished. It is known also, that it could not have 
been done, and that itcannot be maintained, with- 
out this allowance. 

If this were a new and an open question, per- 
haps the policy of encouraging navigation on the 
ocean by steam vessels ‘might be a subject: of 
debate; but it is, like all measures of protection, 
one in which protection on our part is rendered 
necessary by the protection afforded by foreign 
Powers, e British Government pays the Cu- 
nard steamers upon a scale sufficient to maintain 
them, but not sufficient to maintain them against 
the competition of the Collins line, which:has 
been attained successfully by means of the extra 
allowance which it is now. proposed to stop. 
While this superiority, and the advantages con- 
sequent upon it, are secured to the United States, 
it is known equally well that the proprietors of 
these steamships have never received any profits 
or dividends from their operations, notwithatand- 
ing the liberal allowance which “has been. made. 
It follows, therefore, thatif the notice proposed 
by the House shall-be given, and this aid shall 
be withdrawn, the proprietors of that line must 
either continue, at a great loss, to afford to the 

ublic the great advantages they have heretofore 
afforded, or they must discontinue their operà- 
tions altogether. 

I do not know what. the result will be. It is 
said that the ocean will be navigated, and the 
same speed attained at a less cost tous. «I am 
informed, and believe, that this is erroneous; that 
the attaining of a day’s superiority in a voyage 
across the ocean is accompanied by an outlay 
and expense measured y ceed of thousands of 
dollars for every voyage. Not only the machiner 
must be superior, but the amount of coal whic 
is consumed, and the superior discipline, skill, 
competency, and attention of the engineers and 
persons employed enhance the expense very 
largely. Congress has often had this subject 
before it, and heretofore the Administration has 
been understood to favor the policy of discontin- 
uing this extra allowance. _] am not aware that 
they have now recommended this notice to be 
given. If so, I think there is reason for it, anda 
reason honorable to them, and honorable to.the 
country: 7 E. 

It is known that this line has met with disasters 
which have overwhelmed the public with grief, 
too deep and too sacred to be spoken of here; and 
been to the proprietors sources of embarrassment 
and loss. Still, and notwithstanding the fact, that 
the principal proprietor, Mr, Collins, has been 
bereaved of nearly his whole family, and been 
shocked in the transaction of all his business 
affairs by the disaster of last year—the loss of a 
vessel of great value and great power—he imme- 
diately applied himself to the construction of a 
new steamer, which will hot only be equal in speed 
to that which was lost, but which will be supe- 
rior to any vessel that has ever yet navigated, the 
ocean. e was driven to this also by the enter- 
prise of the Cunard line, which had. erected a 


ination of the extra allowance of the Collins line 
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agtedmerTarger in dimensions than was ever-be-! 
fore Knowh'to- traverse the ‘ocean, and which has | 
simoe been-put onithe British-dine, and is now in: 
communication bétween the'two countries. Re- 
wing on.the continuance of the. resources which | 
ed been afforded ito him, Mr. Collins isabout, | 
asl understand.,tobring:outthe Adriatic,a vessel | 
“which he toniidently-anticipates will be superior : 
‘to’ ‘the Persia, the new British vessel, and will i 
eae. her in navigation as much as she our- | 
“gttips'‘the other vesséls with which shes brought | 
Gn-competition. In this preparation to execute i 
„the contract in good faith on his part, and give to | 
thé country ‘the advantage of dispatch ‘of mails 
‘and ‘dispatch ‘of passengers, ‘he has-expended the 
~samof'a ‘milion ‘of dollars or thereabouts. ‘The 
Kdriatic -cost, xs I -understand, about a ‘million 
cof dollars. Under these circumstances, ‘#0 pe- 
-euliatly ‘anpropitious and ‘discouraging, this ex- 
~penditure. has been ‘made. Thope they will com- 
mend themselves to'the country and to the Sen- 
cate. T believe ‘that, when ‘Congress enters into 
va contract with ‘one or more of ‘the citizens of 
the ‘United ‘States ‘to accomplish a great object, 
consistency in-carrying.out that contract on the 
side of ‘the Government is sound policy. As 
-Congress ‘has already attained the advantages 
which it desired by ‘this contract, it would ‘be ca- 
“pricious now, under the citcuthstances which I 
“have mentioned, to‘discontinue it. Congress will 
‘find that 'it-can rely on ‘the ‘enterprise, and upon 
the*public ‘spirit, ‘and upon ‘the “capital of the! 
country to come to its aid, if it shall at ‘all times: 
“observe perfect good faith, and deal with libéral- 
“ity towards ‘those who engage in its ‘service. 
‘These are the considerations on which I have 
: made the:motion ‘to strike gut this proyiso. 

‘Mr. YULEE. "Though Tshould like tobe heard 
‘on this question, Tam unwilling to detain the Sen- 
ate if they desire to proceed to a vote. 

‘The question being taken, resulted—yeas 9, 
nays 2G; ‘as follows: 

“YEAS -= Messrs. Bayard, Brodhead, Foster, Hale, Har- 
“tan, Jones of Lowa, Seward; ‘Smart, and Wade—9. 

NAYS ~ Moses, Adams, Bell df Tennessee, Biggs, Big- 

der, Bright, Chay, .Crittenilen, Douglas, Durkee, Geyer, 
Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory; 
“Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, ‘Sebastian, Slidell, 
A honimonioN Renttrcky, Moonika, Trumbull, and Yulee 

So ‘the motion to:strike:out was not:agresd to. 

Mr. YULEER. Ido not know whether it will 
‘be the sense of the Senate to adopt any amend- 
ment. ‘I offer one, however, as a ‘test of the dis- 
‘position of ‘the Senate. “The Senate passed, some 
time ago, a joint resolution, authorizing the Post- 
master Goneral to provide for muil service in 
August and September between Charleston and 
Havana. The contract now is for running ten | 
months instead of twelve. In consequence of the 
passage through the ‘Senate of that bill, the par- 
ties have farnished ‘a steamer, which is now in 
‘the service. As the joint resolution is lying on 
‘the ‘Speakrer’s table in the House, and is notilikely 
to be reached, the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads ‘have authorized me to offer as 
an amendment the same provision which passed 
through’ the Senate. $ 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the Senator will not 
prees any amendments on this bill. We had 

etter take it as it is, and pass'it. It is too late 
to make amendments. 

Mr. YULEE. Iam only performing my duty. 

Mr. ADAMS. However willing I might be to 
make an amendment under other circumstances, 
I am convinced that an amendment now will 

“endanger the bill, and I shall therefore vote 
against it, 

The amendment was read. 
new section: 

And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General 
‘be, and he 1s hereby, authorized and directed to continue 
the mail service between Charleston and ‘Havana, via Key 
West, during the months of Angust.and September, until 
the expiration of the present contract term, the 30th of June, 
1859, by a competent steamer, as 1s now required, ten 
months of each'year: Provided, The-annual expense there- 
‘Of shall not-execed $10,000. 

Mr. MALLORY. Ido not wish to risk the 
loss of the ‘bill by this amendment. I wish 
briefly to say, not'that I regard this as very im- 
portant, but Congress has heretofore made this 
provision for carrying the mail from Charleston, 
touching at Savannah and Key West, to Havana 
and back, semi:monthly. The contract existing 

“with the Owners Of the Tsabel allows her tó 


i 
4 


It is to insertas a 
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yon it; but.I trust-to. get the appropriation here- 


|| Department, surrounded as it was by naval offi- 


| been made, but vast improvements yet remain to 


| that the statement which has been presented as 


| tion was properly granted. In relation to its con- 


run ten months inthe year, and the mails.are 
sent for two months by sailing vessels, the result 
of which is that there ts literally no mail during. 
the months of August and September It is ai 
very. important mail to à lange town in my State, 
avhere. the Government has two large fortifica- 
tioirs,‘a district court, a custom-house, and mil 
itary stations. Jt is rather singular that ‘they 
should jhave but two mails.a month for-most.of 
the year, and for two months scarcely any. J do} 
not know any proposition for a mail that:strikes | 
me as more commanding the attention of Con- | 
gress than this. If this amendment will .endan-} 

rer the bill, of course Iwill not insist on it; but | 
‘L bring the ‘facts tothe attention of the Senate, | 
After the joint resolution had passed the Senate. | 
the contractor, supposing that it would pass the! 
‘House, venta steamer on the voyage. ‘She has: 
gone on.onetripto Havana, and has not returned. : 
„As I have before said, if the Senate. think this! 
amendmentwill endanger the bill, I will not insist: 


j 


il 
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after. 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. YULEE. Assuming it to be the sense of 
the Senate that no.amendment shall be made to: 
this bil, will mot offer farther amendments. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without} 
amendment; and the question was stated to be: 
on ordering it to a third reading. i 

Mr. STUART. Iam not going ito detain the: 
Senate at thislate hour ofthe night. I have voted: 
two or three times for an adjournment, and shalli 
continue to do it as.eften as any gentleman makes ' 
the motion. I donot know that I may notunder' 
certain circumstances be induced to make it my- 
self; but I will in a very short time state the rea- | 
sons why I shall vote against this bill. 

I wasin the other branch of Congress at the 
time when this extra compensation was given. 
{ voted for it. I had more than,one purpose in 
doing ‘so; but Thad a leading motive, which I will | 
state. [had seen for some years that the Nav 


‘Gers, Was incrasted with an impenetrable shell, 
that there was no such thing as constructing:-a 
naval vessel which was worth the lumber ‘that 
had. been putintoher. Year-after year large sums 
of money, millions, were buried, as I thought, in 
that way. Just asoften as a vessel started it was 
Yeported that she was the perfection of human 
ingenwity in naval architecture,and yet she soon 
proved to be a failure. There seemed to be no 
way in the world of breaking up this system ex- 
| cept by inducing private enterprise to come into 
j;the arena, and show this Government how to 
build ships. To a certain extent this has been 
accomplished. Very great improvements have 
be made, in my opinion. { give it, with great 
respect, as my opinion, (and I speak with becom- 
ing deference, because my experience in such 
matters is not great,) that very great improve- 
ments are yet to be made before naval architect- 
ure will come up to what the,times demand. 
But, sir, £ think that great benefit has accrued to 
| the country—very much more than has been paid 
| for extra compensation to these steamers. Tam 
| satisficd, on a careful examination of this case 
made at the last Congress, that there has never 
| been a fair account between the company and the 
Post Office Department. It was shown beyond 
| all dispute to me, that a very considerable por- 
tion of the mail money which was received from 
this line has never been credited to it at all;.so 
i 


showing to the country the receiptsand-expenses 
of the concern is erroneous and improper. 
Having entered upon the contract, so far as m 
own action is concerned, {I have always been dis- | 
posed to continue it to the end undisturbed. I 
thought it was fair, honest, and just; I still think 
so. I know that very great prejudice has been 
excited in the country, from time to time; on this | 
subject. I know that the people have been ad- 
dressed from the stump upon it, and mainly, I 
believe, so far as I have ever heard, by persons 
who did not understand anything about it. I 
have stated that I thought the extra compensa- 


yy 
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tinuance, I have always been against giving the 
notice. “At this particular time I think the rea- 
sons are stronger against it than they ever were 
before: I think thecountry is interested in bring- 


‘this company will attain that object. 


-aver been constructed. d 
notice to the company now is an implied con- 


ang theistructure and speed.of vessels, machinery, 
and everything else, to the highestpoint of prac- 
tivable speed that is safe. -My objection is, that 
the vessel which is under construction now. for 
T have 
no doubtit will-excel any other vessel that:has 
think that giving the 


‘demnation.of their action. It isan implied public 
opinion that the efforts of the company, in this 
wespect, are to be-a-failure. I believe that opin- 
ion to be wrong. lbelieve they will succeed. I 
believe there ought to be.a full opportunity to per- 
mit their. success; and forthat reason Lamagainst 
the proposition. 

here is:one other reason which 1 shall state, 
that does not: weigh especially as a public con- 
sideration, although to a certain extentit induces 
me,ag an individual, to carry out what I consider 
Ao befair-and just. Talludeto the domestic losses 
that have occurred to one of the members of this 
company. His ambition, I know, is involved in 
the success of this enterprise. He considers it 
the chief object of his life to puta vessel afloat, 
that in consequence of its construction. and ma- 
chinery will excel any vessel the Cunard line has 
been able to bring out, not excepting the ecle- 
brated Persia. When he js weighed down with 
these domestic afflictions—when the only thing 
which seems to buoy him. up is this feeling of 
ambition which he entertains, it ig an additional 
inducement to me, representing in part the United 
‘States, to be fair, just, and, if need be, even gen- 
erous. 

In consequence of these views, I was com- 
pelled of course to đisagree with the recommend- 
ation of the Committee on Finance. In conse- 
quence of these views Iam compelled to vote 
against the bill containing the notice. I have 
voted to strike it out. IJbelieveitis wrong. I 
feel bound to add, that in my opinion influences 
have been brought to bear on this subject, of 
which we shall feel the result.at another session 
of Congress—influences purely personal, and not 
very commendable in their character on the part 
of other individuals—men who, since this line has 
broken the ice, established what can be done, 
demonstrated the practicability and success of the 
enterprise, are now disposed to come in, and not 
only participate in this success, but pocket large 
sums of money without rendering any equivalent 
to the country. Tam bound to declare, that in my 
opinion the present condition of things at this 
‘time has been in a considerable degree produced 
in that way. I .should be opposed to making any 
other contract of this kind with anybody; I should 
be opposed to extending this contract with the 
same individuals.. I am entirely in favor, if I 
understand it, of the principle of the. bill reported 
by the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads early in this session, which opens the 
whole subject of mail transportation by the ocean 
to fair, fall, and complete competition. That I 
understand to be the effect of that bill, The Sen- 
ator from Vermont (Mr, CoLLamer] understands 
it fully, and will correctme'if I am wrong. That 
I am in favor of as an abstract and original prin- 
ciple, but I am against the motive which has 
brought about this action, come from whom 
it may, and for whose benefit soever it may be 
designed. 

Now, sir, with every disposition to facilitate 
the business of the session, | shall not detain the 
‘Senate. I think that what I have said entirely 
explains my own position on the subject, and 
that is all I design or desire to do. 

Mr. SEWARD. Some days ago, the honor- 
able Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Cuayron,] at 
the request of Mr. Vanderbilt, of the city of New 
York, introduced a bill authorizing the Postmaster 
General to contract with him for carrying the 
mail to Southampton in a vessel which had cost 
$800,000, which he believes (and he is a very 
competent judge of such a subject) will outstrip 
any other steamer that has been on the ocean. 
had understood that that bill, it being too late to 
press it as a separate measure, would be offered 
as an amendment to this bill by that Senator, 
or by some other person. I declined to offer 
it for the simple reason that, in offering it, I 
should bring myself into conflict with the views 
which I had just now expressed in favor of con- 
tinuing the contract with the Collins line; but the 
Senate, as well as the House of Representatives, 


of that bill as anamendment to:the billnow before 
the Senate. I havé no doubt Mr. Vanderbilt will 
fulfill every word that he has promised. 

The amendment is: : 

And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General 
is hereby authorized and directed,.on behalf of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, to enter into a contract with 
Cornelius Vanderbilt, of New York, for the transportation 
of the maits of the United States once a month between 
New York ané Southampton, for the term of ten years from 
and. after. the passage of this act, the compensatioy for the 
same (0 be $16,680 for each round trip: Provided, That the 
said Cornehus Vanderbilt shall provide steamships for said | 
mail service of the first class, and to pass the inspection of 
the properly authorized inspectors of the Government ap= 
pointed for that purpose, with suitable mail rooms for the | 
safe-keeping of mail matter: And provided, secondly, That 
the Goverument shall have the power to increase the same 
toa semi-monthly or weekly service, by giving reasanable 
notice to the said Cornelius Vanderbilt: “nd provided, 
thirdly, further, That the Government shall have the right 
to demand of and appropriate to its own use, at any time, 
any or all the steamships used in said service, at a price to 

__be fixed by the Secretary of the Navy and said Vanderbilt, 
and in case of disagreement the same to be determined by. 
valuation: And provided, fourthly, further, That ifat any 
time hereafter the Governments of the United States and 
Great Britain should agree to withhold from the owners of 
all steamships employed in transporting the mails between 
the two countries alt compensation whatever, then in that 
case this contract shall be null and void. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Toomss 
in the chair.) Has this amendment been recom- 
mended by a committee? 

Mr. SEWARD. No, sir. ° 

The RRESIDING OFFICER. 
order, : . 

Mr. YULEE. It is proper that I should say 
that the committee authorized me to offer a pro- 
vision of this nature, differing from the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New York, but so far 
assimilating to it as to make it proper for me to 
state the fact to the Senate. It was to authorize 
a contract to be made with Cornelius Vanderbilt 
to carry the mail once a month for four years: 

Mr. SEWARD. If the honorable Senator will 
offer that, I will agree to it. 

Mr. YULEE. It contained the qualification, 
that he should carry it once a month for four 
years, which would bring us to the end of the 
Collins contract, for $16,680. for the round trip, 
with a proviso giving the notice to Collins, which 
is already in the bill, and with a further proviso 
authorizing the Postmaster General to extend his 
trips further without increase of cost. I did not 
offer it on account of the manifest indisposition 
of the Senate to receive amendments. Tncrely 
mention it. 

Mr. ADAMS. On the proposition which is 
suggested by the chairman of the committee I 
wish to state a fact. There was an equal division 
of the committee. I consented—differing in opin- 
jon with the chairman—that the amendment might 
be proposed in its original form; but the Senator 
having agreed that he would not offer it in conse- 
quence of the decision of the Senate on another 

roposition, I hold that he has no right to present 
it now. The fact that we have agreed on a dif- 
ferent proposition does not justify the Senator 
from New York in offering a proposition on the 
same subject. j 
- The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Toomss.) 
The Chair understands that the Senator from 
Florida does not offer any amendment. If there 
be no further amendment offered, the question 
will be on ordering the bill to a third reading. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, I voted 
against giving the notice, because I observed that 
it was leading the way to another legislative con- 
tract. Iam notin the same category with the 
Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Sruarr.] I voted 
against the establishment of this line, and against 
the extra allowance. The object of giving this 
notice now, it appears, is to make way for an- 
other legislative contract. I wish to declare my 
opposition tothatalso. Iwantall these contracts 
to terminate—to have no more bargaining on the 
part of Congress, but to leave this service as a | 
question of administration with the Executive | 
Departments, and confer on the Postmaster Gen- || 
eral authority to give to the lowest bidder all that | 
we receive in the way of postage in carrying the | 


It is out of: 


mails between this and foreign countries. Beyond į 
that I will not go. iu 


Mr. MALLORY. Thave always voted.against i 


the extra allowance to the Collins linè in every 
shape in which it has been preséñtéd; and I ex- 
pect always todo so. En the course of the dis- 


cussions which have taken place on the Collins | 


line. ef steamers heretofore, } have heard some 
very strange Ad Naser ere ahd Fhear them 
again insisted on to-night. Why, sir, this propo- 
sition of Mr. Collins originated, not with the 
United States. We did notseek a steam line, but 
he and his associates came here with their offers 
to build'ships if we would give the money. They 
did mot propose to run across the Atlantic in any 
partieular time, but to do-the best they could. 

Mr. BAYARD. think the Senator is entirely 
misinformed. Whatever may be the form in 
which the law stands, E think the Government of 
the United States: solicited these parties to enter 
into the contract. That is a matter susceptible 
of proof. 

Mr. MALLORY. My previous remarks on 
that subject when the compensation was sought 
to’ be increased, are on the record, and can be 
found. The Senator from Delaware and myself 
at that time discussed this question. The Gov- 
ernmentadvanced the money with which to build 
these ships, and they ran them at $19,300: a trip, 
for twenty trips a year, if I am not mistaken. | 
have not refreshed miy memory; and it has been 
some years since we discussed the question; but 
I think I understand the facts. They were doing 
very well as was supposed—certainly they had 
acquired a great reputation, when they came to 
Congress in 1852, produced their schedules before 
a committee of this body, and showed that they 
were losing money; and then (what appeared to 
me against common sense and the jotement of 
the entire country) we did not rescind the con- 
tract; we did not advertise it to the whole world 
to come in and compete; we did not hold out this 
bribe to American industry, so much talked of 
here, to build fine ships; bit we confined this 
monopoly to the hands of the owners of the Col- 
lins steamers, and increased their compensation 
from $19,300 to $33,000 a trip, on an ex parte 
statement, without one single governmental par- 
ticle of inquiry into the matter. Has that con- 
tinued long enough? That was four years ago. 

The Senator from Michigan talks about the 
excellence of these ships and the great good they 
have done to the Navy; and his judgment is that 
the Navy never built a ship that was fit to go to 
sea. I ask that Senator to look at our naval ships, 
and point me out one that comes within his criti- 
cism. We'can certainly appeal to our naval ships 
as not only the finest in this country, but in the 
world, transcending any other me on the face 
of the earth for strength, for speed, for capacity 
of carrying a battery, and victualing the crew. 
In faet, for all appliances and means of a man of 
war, there are no ships in the world that can com- 
pare with them. That is universally acknowl- 
edged to be the fact. . The reason is because we 
can build our ships from the kelson up with such 
timber as we please from the native forest; but 
Great Britain and France, deficient in this grand 
material, are continually repairing and patching 
up their old models. The recent magnificent 
structures added to the British Navy are merely 
old vessels repaired by putting new pieces in the 
middle. The reason for this is, that they have 
not the timber. Our ships on every sea are the 
admiration of the world. 

It is not my purpose to disparage the Collins 
steamships. [am disposed to concede to them 
their full merit. They have certainly acquired a 
great rate of speed, and given to ships crossing 
the Atlantic a great degree of excellence; but Mr. 
Collins did not stipulate to cross the Atlantic in 
any particular time. He agreed to. build ships of 
acertainsize. He built them larger, and crossed 


the Atlantic in a shorter time than it was supposed | 


he could, In relation to the capacity of these 
ships, I need only refer my friend from Michi- 
gan to the loss of the Arctica most unfortu- 
nate loss: He will recollect that a little barque of 
one hundred and ninety tons ran into the Arctic, 
and a little piece of the iron of the barque was 
actually left sticking between the top timbers of 
the Arctic, and she sunk in that condition. if 
he will look at the newspapers of that ume, he 
will find that, just about the same time, a similar 
accident happened tora common British steam 
merchant-ship of the coast of Ireland, and she 


|| proposition is made to give the notice for the: 


anes ee a see pi a 
continued on: hervoyagefor six hündredmil 
safety. Why,sir; there isnota naval slaap 
we everlaunched which would not any day 
a hundred such shocks without: difficulty a! 
| fatal result-was-in consequence of the lightness of 
the structure of the Axctic, -Im these steamships 
everything like strength is sackificed to; speed. 
There: is no. deck on board: these steamers: ‘that 
would sustain a battery for a momenti Ewery- 
thing is sacrificed for speed, and. they have. át- 
tained a high rate of speed. wis ia? dfai, 2 
After these parties have liad a monopoly of the 
| service at $33,000'a trip. for four years, and ä 


continuance of the additional allowance, objection 
is made. My friend from Michigan döds‘ not 
state why. we should continue it). He doés: hot 
state how long he: would. desire the. monopoly. 
Why should we with any steamships have amo- 
nopoly of this kind? In the face of this. comes 
one of the most experienced ship-owners,, one’ of 
the most extensive steamboat owners, a man who 
has given to steamboat enterprise.as much im- 
pulse perhaps as any one in the world, and. what 
ig his proposition? He tells you, I have three of 
the finest ships in the world, one just off thé stocks 
Hof five thosand tons burden; show me:the skört- 
est time in which the Collins ships ever crossed 
the Atlantic, and. I will undertake to cross it: in 
shorter time.” That is his first. proposition. The 
next is, “You. are giving the Collins line $33,000 
a trip; I will agree to do it for $16,606: a trip.” 
Why does he propose that? Because $16,600: is 
the price given by the. British. Government: to 
the Cunard ships, and he knows he cando. the 
service at the samé rate. Are wè: tó refuse this 
proposition to make. the trips in a shorter time, 
and for a less amount, with a stipulation of a for- 
feiture of one half the price, when it is made by 
one who we know has abundant means to make 
it good? I should like to know on what ground 
we can face our constituents if we are disposed to 
maintain this line, and say that, notwithstanding 
this offer, we will maintain it in the hands of Mr. 
Collins. Can we say that Mr. Vanderbilt is not 
able to perform what he promises? When the 
proposition was brought forward by my friend 
from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] last year, who said 
Mr. Vanderbilt would give bonds in a million of 
dollars, it was said on the floor of the Senate 
that Mr. Vanderbilt had not the ships. ‘That is 
| obviated; and he comes here with three steam- 
ships, two of two thousand tons, and one òf five 
thousand tons, and offers. to make a better con- 
tract than Collins made originally—to carry the 
mail to Europe for half the money you have been 


paying to Collins, and in a shorter time. I 
should like to know on what principle we can 
refuse it? 


I vote to give the notice, not for the purpose of 
making a legislative contract, as my friend from 
Pennsylvania supposes, but on this principle, 
that if Congress shall determine to maintain’ 
these ocean steamers, then I say, in the present 
| condition of the ocean steam navigation, throw 
ithe service open to competition. Mr. Vander- 
bilt tells me, and I am authorized to say, he will 
| carry the mail in a shorter time than Collins. 
That is his proposition. I would treat the ocean 
steam mail service like others—throw it open to 
competition. Ido not say I would vote for one; 
' but I say if you are maintaining them, that isthe 
only way in which you can maintain them, and 
i give conlidence to the people in maintaining them. 
| Mr. Vanderbilt wants to cross the Atlantic; he 
i wants to establish an ocean line; but the United 
| States have established a favorite line, giving 
§858,000 a year now, and no private enterprise on 
! the face of the earth, can compete between New 
| York and Liverpool, against a line receiving a 
bonus of $858,000 a year? Nobody else will ever 
attempt it, while that enormous price is paid. 

My. BAYARD, Allow me to make a sugges- 
tion’ The Senate have voted to give the notice, 
and there is no question now before us, but on 
ordering the bill to a third reading. 

Mr. MALLORY. I know that. Iwas answer- 
ing a few remarks of the Senator from Michigan. 
iT only wish to add that I voted for this notice, 
i not because I am in favor of any special contiact 
atany future time. . 

Mr. SEWARD. I desire to appeal fromthe 
decision of the Chair, that my amendment is out 
! of order. ae 


16, 


August 


YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Rayard, Bell of Tennessee, 
Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Clay, Crittenden, Douglas, | 
Durkee, Foster, Geyer, Houston, fLunter, Iverson, Jones of 
Iowa, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, 
Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Thompson of Kentucky, 
Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, 
Weller, and Vulee—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Seward and Stuart—2. 


So the bill was passed. 


Mr. YULEE. Before the question is taken on 
the title of the bill, I beg the Senate to bear with 
me for two minutes, to make a few remarks, ren- 
dered necessary by what fell from the Senator 
from Pennsylvania. The intimation of the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania was, that the proposition 
to give the notice to Mr. Collins had some ulte- 
rior object. Inasmuch as I had stated to the 
Senate that an amendment was in my hands 
which involved a contract with Mr. Vanderbilt, 
I think it proper to state the ground on which it 
rested. It was a measure of economy which we 
proposed, Originally, the contract with the Col- 

ins line was for twenty trips a year. 

Mr. COLLAMER. If the gentleman is going 
on when there is no question before us, I shall ! 
claim the privilege myself of showing that his 
grounds are unfounded. $ : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator | 
from Florida is out of order, without unanimous 
consent, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Explanations are unneces- 
sary; we all understand the matter. 


REVENUE-CUTTER AT NEW YORK. 

During the consideration of the mail steamer 
appropriation bil, a message was received from 
ths Elouse of Representatives, by Mr. CuLLOM, 
their Clerk, announcing that they had passed a 
bill (H. R. No. 251) to authorize the President 
of the United States to cause to be procured by 
purchase or otherwise, a suitable steamer to be 
stationed at the port of New York, as a revenue- 
cutter, for the purpose of affording relief to dis- 
tressed vessels, their passengers and crews. 

Mr. SEWARD. If there be no objection, I 
should like to have that bill considered now. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I object. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move its reference to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It requires 
unanimous consent, as there is a question pend- 


ing. 
Mr. CLAY. I object. 


MESSAGE. FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Curnom, their Clerk, announced that 
they had concurred in the amendment of the 
Senate to the House joint resolution (J. R. No. 
26) giving an increased compensation to all labor- 
ers in the employment of the legislative and ex- 
ecutive departments of the Government, in the 
city of Washington. 

CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The message also announced that the House 
further insisted on their disagreement to the} 
amendments of the Senate, heretofore disagreed | 
to -by the House, to the bill (I1. R. No. 201) 
making appropriations for certain civil expenses 
of the Government, for the year ending the 3Qth 
of June, 1856, asked for a second conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had | 
appointed Messrs. James H. CAMPBELL, Tuomas 
L. Harris, and J. Morrison Hargis, managers 
at the conference on their part. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate fur- 
ther insisted on its amendments disagreed to by 
the House, and agreed to the second conference 
asked for by the House, on the civil appropria- 
tion bil. Messrs. Pearce, Srvarr, and Bay- 
ARD, were appointed the conferees on the part of | 
the Senate. 

CLERKS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WELLER. I offer the following resolu- | 


tion: | 


| stated. 


‘| officer on an important committee, where you have 


Affairs be paid since he has been go employed, in the same 
manner as the clerk of the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. BAYARD. Does that resolution come 
from a committee, or is it an individual motion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is not 
It requires unanimous consent to con- 
sider the resolution now. z 

Mr. BAYARD. If the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs says it is necessary, I 
shall not object. 

Mr. BIGGS. There was a resolution from the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, of the same 
character; which was ‘referred to the Committee 
-on Contingent Expenses. I move to refer this 
resolution to the same committee. 

The motion was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution 
is before the Senate, and open to amendment. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. By the unanimous in- 
struction of the Committee on Indian Affairs, I 
am instructed-to offer an amendment to the reso- 
lution before the Senate, so as to embrace the 
clerk of that committee. : 

Mr. CLAY. {Lobject. I did not know thatit 
could be offered without consent. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
to amend the resolution by inserting the clerk of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. The Chair 
rules that amendment in order. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The sense of the com- 
mittee is, that the services of the clerk are indis- 
pensable to an efficient discharge of the ditigs of 
the committee. We think it is important. e 
have many cases now before the committee in- 
volving claims requiring examination. The clerk 
can be just as usefully employed during vacation 
in the efficient discharge of duties such as he has 
been rendering up to this time, in preparing re- 
ports and statistics. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Thatis not the object of 
the original resolution. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, 
be read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolu- 
tion is before the Senate. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move to amend it by adding 
a. provision authorizing the employment of the 
clerk of the Committee on the Judiciary in the 
same manner. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is first on the amendment of the Senator from 
Arkansas. — 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. J ask that the resolution 
be read. There seems to be some misconception 
of what its terms are, 

‘The Secretary again read the resolution of Mr. 
WeLLER. 

Mr. STUART. I desire to understand, if I 
can, the object and effect of that resolution. There 
was a resolution passed at the beginning of the 
session, authorizing the committees to employ 
clerks, and their payis fixed at six dollars aday. 
Willany body tell me what it means to pay the 
clerk of the Committee on Military Affairs in the 
same way that the clerk of the Claims Commit- 
tee is paid? F wish to know the effect of that 
language. If we are in this blind way to con- 
tinue the clerk during the recess of the Senate, let 
us know it; but do not let us talk about paying 
him in the same way as some other officer, be- 


Task that the resolution 


lars a day for the whole year. 
Mr. BAYARD. I willexplain the proposition 
which I offered, and, without hesitation, give 


i| the reasons for it. The amendment which I have 


offered is recommended by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and was submitted to the Senate yes- 
terday, or the day before, as a separate resolution. | 
The basis on which it is recommended is this: | 
The Finance Committee and the Committee on 
Claims for many years have had their clerks con- | 
tinued during the recess; we think the clerk of | 
the Committee on the Judiciary might, with ben- 


j efit, be continued during the recess. I have had | 


very little individual knowledge ef the clerk ‘of 
the Judiciary Committee; I had nothing to do 


j With his appointment, and, therefore, I do not 


speak of this as a maiter of any personal interest | 
on my part; but as a matter pertaining to the | 


public business. I say that the experience of an | 


a changeable body like the Senate, is of immense | 


Resolved, That the clerk of the Committee on Military 


importance to the new members coming into the | 
body. This reason, of course, applies only to i 


cause it is simply to hand him over the six dol- | 


the more important committees. You cannot 
expect that a responsible man, with a family, 
fitted to fill such a post, can support himself and 
| family on a sulary of six dollars a day, paid for 
eight and a half months in one year, and three 
months in the next year. I think the experience 
of an officer, qualified for the clerkship of an 
important committee of this body, is just of 
such moment to that committee—particularly to 
its new members, but also to its old ones in many 
respects—as the experience of such a Secretary 
of the Senate as you have. Every member must 
have seen this. I confine my remarks entirely 
to the more important committees, in which 
knowledge and experience are of great moment 
in facilitating the labors of the committees. It is 
on that basis, and on that bagis alone, as far as 
my judgment is concerned, that I offered this 
proposition. f think the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary will have its future labors facilitated for 
the henefit of the Senate and country by contin- 
uing its clerk. Having observed the course of 
the present clerk, I am satisfied that he is com- 
petent; I am satisfied that while he continues to 
perform his duties as he has performed them, 
every additional year will make him of greater 
value for the country. I think a man situated 
with a family, as he is, cannot live on the pay of 
six dollars a day, one year out of two—making 
it in fact only three dollars a day continuously. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I wish to correct the 
phraseology of the amendment which I offered to 
the resolution of the Senator from California. I 
propose to make my amendment read in this way: 

That the Committee on Indian Affairs be authorized to 
continue their clerk at the same annual compensation as the 
clerk of the Committee on Finance. 

My object is to ask for the continuance of the 
service of our clerk at less compensation than he 
is paid now. ‘This rate annually is less than six 
dollars per diem. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to inquire if 
it is too late to object to the consideration of these 
resolutions to-day ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis too late, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I wish to say afew 
words in reference to them, The manner: in 
which they are brought before the Senate does 
not disclose at all their character, The payment 
to this clerk is to be “ the same as to the clerk of 
the Finance Committee.” If Iremember rightly, 
but a few days ago a proposition was made to 
increase the pay of the clerk of the Finance Com- 
mittee because it was said to be necessary to have 
a person of superior ability, acquainted with the 
finances of the country, and to take an individual, 
perhaps from some of the departments, and that 

e must be paid a high price. That was assented 
to, perhaps properly. Now a proposition is 
made to pay these other clerks the same rate that 
is paid to the clerk of the Finance Committee. 
The Judiciary Committee proposed to retain their 
clerk during the recess. What occasion is there 
for a clerk to the Judiciary Committee during the 
recess? Whathas he todo? Itis not pretended 
that he has anything to do; but the Senator from 
Delaware tells us he is not paid enough. Then 
raise his salary; state precisely what it is to be, 
and let us understand the matter I am not fa- 
miliar with the committees at all. I have never 
seen a committtee in session since I have been 
i here, and, of course, have very little knowledge 
of what their clerks do; but I understand that 
there is very great abuse in this system. .. I have 
been told that committees have clerks, which do 
not meet twice during the session; and some, I 
am told, that have never met during the whole 
session, have a clerk. f 

I am opposed to this whole practice. I do not 
mean to be understood as being opposed to allow- 
ing a clerk to any of the committees; but Iam 
opposed to the system of raising the salary of a 
clerk of some important committee, and then 
making that the lever by which to raise up the 
; Salary of the clerk of every unimportant commit- 
tee, and-perhaps of committees that need no 
clerks. I would like to know how much is to be 
: paid to these persons. I hope these amendments 
| will not be adopted until we can have time to 
i understand how much is to be paid to these dif- 
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I ferent clerks under the resolution. I call for the 


| yeas and nays on its passage. 
| Mr. BRIGHT. It may be that there are com- 
| mittees having clerks, which seldom, or never 


but they are few compared to the number ` 
of committees which we have. I will venture 
to say, that if there be such committees having | 
clerks, the merabers of the committee, from the | 
chairman down, find the clerks useful; that is to | 
say, if those clerks are like the gentlemen whom | 
I know. There are some clerks connected with | 
the conmittees herewith whom I have-not a per- : 
sonal acquaintance; but so far as my knowledge | 
extends, the clerksare worthy,though poor men, | 
and if they have families they have hard work | 
to live on what they get. I am not in favor of | 
“ extras,” but [am not for making war on clerks. | 
I think, when committees have good clerks, who 
are used by the members and the chairmen of the | 
committees to do their corresponding and direct- 
ing, and attend to their department business, they 
are worth all that we pay for them, not only to 
the committees, but to the country. It is money 
well spent to employ a good clerk to assist a com- 
mittee. When a committee has a good clerk, it 
ought to retain him. I amin favor of the reSolu- 
tion, and I am willing to make it embrace every | 
committee. | 
Mr. BAYARD. I can have no reply to make to | 


meet, 


the honorable Senator from Illinois, who chooses j4 


to depart entirely from the point which I made, | 


and bring in an entirely irrelevant matter. I said | 
nothing as to whether ‘there were or were not 
abuses in reference to the employment of clerks | 
by committees to whom no clerks are necessary. 
I spoke only of my own committee, and the res- 
olution which I had moved as an amendment. I 
leave to other members to vindicate for their own 
committees the propriety of the application they | 
make. 

I have been a member of the Committee on the | 
Judiciary for, I believe, three sessions, probably | 
four; and I am perfectly satisfied that the com- 
mittee is of sufficient importance—that its duties 
are of sufficient magnitude, to require an expe- 
rienced clerk, who should be a permanent officer. | 
I am equally satisfied that the sum you allow | 
him, if paid only during the sessions of Congress, | 
will not support him unless he is a single man. į 
I think, therefore, there is nothing against the 
interests of-the country, nothing improper or 
irregular in your employing him all the year, ! 
although the entire performance of his duties may 
not require his close attention for the whole year. | 
He collects for us, as he has on former occasions, 
valuable information during the recess; but the 
great necessity for the continuance, as I before- 
mentioned, is that he gains experience, which, | 
if the honorable Senator from illinois shall ever 
become a member of that committee, he will find | 
is of great importance to a man who first comes 
as a new member on the committee. He will 
find that it facilitates his labors; and in facilita- 
ting his labors, it facilitates the action of the com- 
mittee, and the action of the Senate; and, there- 
fore, it is beneficial to legislation to have a com- 
petent clerk on yourcommittees. I said nothing 
of any other committee. I claim for the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary that it is an important | 
committee. I claim that it has a great deal of | 
business to do, which requires experience and 
knowledge on the part of its clerk; and any | 
member, who has ever been on it, will, I am sure, 
back me in the assertion that a clerk who is com- 
petant with a knowledge of the laws, who knows | 
1 


ow to refer to them readily, and to recur to the | 
proceedings which took place previously in the } 
committee, is of inestimable value. You cannot | 
expect a steady, intelligent man to remain in that ; 


position, and give you the benefit of his expe- || 


rience, unless you pay him something more than | 
six dollars a day for nine months at the most in į 
one year, and three months in the other, which | 


is six dollars a day for one year out of two, or || the, : _ and | 
i| Claims ought never to have had this provision |; 


three dollars a day continuously. oo 
I think the form in which the compensation is : 


raised is immaterial. Isee no objection togiving | 


a man six dollars a day during the yearany more į 


than to giving him a salary equal to that, though | 


he may not be actually employed the whole year. 
The object is to pay a competent sum for the ; 
performance of this service. Though the clerk 
may not be engaged the whole time in the per- 
formance of. his services, he can render us valu- 
able aid during the recess. He has many facts, 


as you know, sir, (Mr. Toomss in the chair,) |i 


il So far from the Committee on 


from your own experience, to collect in reference 
to contemplated amendments of the laws. 


| rations from the 4th of March to the Ist Monday 


| lessened by the establishment of the Court of 
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and on Military Affairs, to whose fidelity and i 
| efficiency I bear ample testimony. The truth is, i 


| tee of Ways and Means of the House, and the 
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óffered by the Senator from California is ver 
well understood. If the Senate will look atit; it 
cannot be misunderstood at all. It proposes to 
pay the clerk of the Committee on Military Af 
fairs in the same way that the clerk of the Com- 
mittee on Claims is paid. i 

Mr. BAYARD. ‘The Finance Committee. 

Mr. IVERSON. It is the same thing. 

Mr. BAYARD. The one I offered ‘refers to 
the pay of the clerk of the Committee on Finance | 
as the standard. 

Mr. IVERSON. The resolution of the Sena- 
tor from California, which ‘is the original proposi- 
tion, to which all these are appended as amend- 
ments, is to pay the clerk of the Committee on 
Military Affairs in the same way that the clerk 
of the Committee on Claims is paid. Now, the 
clerk of the Committee on Claims has been receiv- 
ing six dollars a day during the vacation from the 
4th of March, 1855, up to the Ist Monday of De- 
cember last; and this resolution, if passed, will | 
pay the clerk of ‘the Military Committee back 


of December, 1855. That is the effect of the | 
resolution—it is simply to give him back rations || 
for those nine months. The amendments go to 
make all these clerks salaried officers—to give 
them pay during the vacation as well as the ses- 
sion of Congress. The proposition is simply 
reduced to this: that every clerk of every com- 
mittee of this body will receive six dollars a da 
for three hundred and sixty-five days in eac 
year, equal to $2,000. 

While I bear ample and cheerful testimony to | 
the fidelity and to the promptness and to the ; 
efficiency of the clerks of the two committees on | 
which I have had the honor to serve—the Com- j 
mittees on Claims and on Military Affairs—and || 
am perfectly willing to allow them six dollars a} 
day during the sessions of Congress while they 
are employed, I cannot conscientiously vote for 
giving them six doilars a day during the vaca- | 
tioh. I am satisfied, from my experience and 
observation, that even the clerk to the Committee 
on Claims, although that is an important com- | 
mittee, has little else to do during the vacation | 
than merely keep possession of the papers. The 
duties of that committee have been very much 


Claims. Ido not believe the committee clerks are 
entitled to, or ought to have, more than six dol- 
lars a day during the session of Congress. Why, 
sir, according to my observation and experience, | 
during the session of Congress they do not per- 
form half as much duty or service as the clerks in j 
the Departments who get only $1,200 a year. I| 
consider that itis too high compensation. To give || 
six dollars a day during the session is enough; | 
but to give them six dollars a day during the | 
vacation and make them salaried officers at $2,000 
a year, it seems to me is piling the agony on too 
much. Although I am perfectly willing to pay |) 
the clerks a fair compensation for their services, 
I do not believe there is any necessity for retain- 
ing them during the vacation. They are mere | 
custodians of the papers of a committee, and are || 
not entitled, in my opinion, to receive this money. | 
I regret that I am compelled to take this posi- į 
tion against the clerks of the Committees of Claims | 


i 
i 


the clerks of the Committees on Finance and | 


made for them. It ought tobe repealed. That is |; 
my opinion; but if you set the example presented || 
here to-night, it will result in making every clerk į 
of every committee of the Scnate a salaried officer i 
at $2,000 a year. Ido not think that this isa | 
good system, and I shall vote against the propo- i 

ton. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. For years past, the Com- 
mittee of Claims of the House, and the Commit- 


Committee on Claims and the Committee on Fi- | 
nance of the Senate, have had permanent clerks. | 


laims having its |! 


duties lessened by the establishment 6: 
of Claims, I say they- have been inereased. 
cause all the business’. from: that court : 
before the committee.: ‘You must have somebod: 
to keep the cases and- prepare’thems during:thi 


| recess.: There is a large number. now peddingi 
i| If other committees ‘say, it-is nècessaty to. con 


tinue their-clerks, I am quite willing to-do:it; but: 
I am opposed to paying them back rations. do: 
not understand that this is'to be the result of: thése: 
resolutions. If so, Tam for abolishing the ‘whole 
concern, and then I shall ask leave to ‘resign my: 
post as chairman of. the Committee:on Claims. u 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, -I desireto correct a mis-: 


Í take of fact into which the Senator from Georgia’ 


fell, I am sure-inadvertently.. The original res- 
olution is, that the clerk of. the Committee on’ 
Military Affairs shall be paid as-the-clerk of the 
Committee on Claims. That, it’is contended;: 
relates back. to the 4th of March, : 1855.: "The: 
amendment which I offer, and to which the Sen- 
ator from Delaware presents a further amend: 
ment, does not propose to fix the salaries of the: 
two latter named. clerks on the. same footing, but 
oniy- to continue them at the rate of the clerk of: 
the Committee on Finance.” They are different’ 
propositions. .The Senator. from’ Georgia was 
mistaken in supposing that the addition to. the: 
pay of the clerks of other committees would relate 
ack in like manner as that of the clerk to the 
Committee on Claims. They go forward, and: 
that is all, The proposition is to continue.them: 
in future from this time, and not to go back. 
The propositions embraced in the amendment,: ` 
and in the original resolution,-are entirely. dis- 
tinct. ‘The proposition in regard to the Commit- 
tees on Indian Affairs and on the Judiciary, is 
simply a continuance during the recess of these 
two clerks. E 
Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator from Georgia. 
is right in saying that if these different amend- 
ments are adopted, to continue the clerks of these: 
committees during the recess, it will necessarily 
carry with it the proposition to make each of the 
clerks of the committees permanent. during the 
year. If so, I cannot stand by and see the clerk 
of my committee omitted. I believe his post is’ 
as laborious as that of the clerks of most of the: 
committees of the Senate. J cannot consent to 
have him turned out during the recess; and the * 
other clerks retained. I think he has as high: 
qualifications as any man employed in the:Capi-: 
tol in the capacity of clerk, and he is as ‘useful to: 
the country, and stands as much in need of this’ 
patronage. If we are going into this business we 
had better reduce it to one formal resolution, that’ 
the clerks of all the committees of the Senate 
receive their per diem during the whole year 
round. That is, I understand, to be the effect of 
what we are doing; but I am unwilling to continue 
a portion of these officers without continuing the 
rest, because you cannot make any just-discrim-: 
ination. The argument of the Senatorfrom Del- 
aware applies as much to the clerk of one com- 
mittee as of another. If acommittee has no need 
of a clerk at all, dismiss him; but with commit- 
tees that require clerks, familiarity with the 
dutics, the advantage to be derived from experi- 
ence are as useful to one committee as to anuther.: 
I hope that, instead of making the amendment 


| for particular special favorites, you will make the 


resolution gencral, and either adopt it or rejectit. 
Mr. MALLORY. I should. prefer the :propo- 
sition of the Senator from Hlinois. I have an 
amendment to offer to the original resolution, to 
include the clerk of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 1 shall not vote for any such proposi- 
tion, unless the chairmen of the several commit 
tees say to the Senate that they deem the services 
of those clerks necessary in the recess. I would 
not apply for the continuance of the clerk of the 
Naval Committee unless l thought he could be 
usefully employed in getting up the business of 
the committee during the recess. If there are 
committees which have never assembled, and do- 
not need a clerk, they ought to be excluded from 
the general proposition; but I see no reason why, 
in a general proposition, you should not embrace 
all the clerks of committees, whose chairmen: 
vouch for the necessity of their continuance, F 
am free to confess that Congress will adjourn). 
leaving on the files of the Naval Committee nu- 
merous cases which we have not been able to 
take up. Ineed not say anything of the industry 
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of that committee. ‘They-sit very regularly, in- 
deed; and Lam free to say that we find a clerk 
indispensable. If the elerks. of the Military 
Committee and the Committee on Claims are to. 
he allowed this. compensation, | deem it proper 
tostate thatit ig. necessary: to. get: up our back 
business during the recess; our clerk is perfectly 
familiar with all. subjects/touching naval affairs; 
he has. given: a. great, deal of attention to them, 
and we cannot well dispense with his: services. 

Mr.CLAY.. i shall vote against all these propo- 
sitions, unless perhapsasto the clerk of the Com- 
mitteeon Finance. Theseclerks, under resolutions 
submitted.in: the last: hours of the session, since I 
have had a.seat in this body: have been receiving 
Ea per annum. They receive, during one 
Jongress, more than many of the Senators who 
sit on this floor. Many of them are perfect sine- 
curists, so far as the duties of the committees of 
the Senate are concerned. Many. of them have 
very little to do, and what they do, as far as my 
observation goes, is for the benefit of the chair- 
mes of the committees. [never had a clerk to 
write my letters; none of them have been aman- 
uenses for me; none of them direct my documents. 
L employ aclerk, and I pay him to do. that busi- 
ness, or so much of it as I do not do myself. F 
am opposed to continuing this system. Ag has 
been suggested, let us come out fairly and boldly, 
and give these clerks a salary such as. we think 
is competent, or let us restrict them. to their six 
dollars a day during the sittings of Congress. I 
anr not disposed to employ men during the recess 
of the Senate, simply to go and occupy the room 
in which a committee may sit. I think we ought 
to stop this system. Either give them a, fixed 
salary, or confine them to their per diem during 
the sessions of the Senate. Ihave never had any 
of them to serve me in any other capacity than 
as a member of a committee. They do serve 
useful purposes to the chairman of a committee, 
ani confess I have frequently felt the want of a 
clerk, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have no doubt it is a 
very great convenience tothe chairman of a com- 
mittee to have a clerk to write his letters, to run 
to the Departments for him, and to direct his doc- 
uments; but T am utterly astonished that it should 
be insisted here that that is a correct practice. I 
am astounded that the Senator from Indiana 
should come outand say, if there is no other rea- 
son for a clerk, he is useful to the chairman of 
the committee to write letters and frank docu- 
ments. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 

“ frank.” 

Mr, TRUMBULL. ‘To direct documents. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Yes, sir; I used that term. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I stand corrected—to di- 
rect documents, [ do not suppose it is one of the 
appendages attached to the position of chairman 
of a committee that he is to have a clerk to attend 
to business of that character for him. I should 
like to know—it has not yet been disclosed—what 
the salary of the clerk of the Finance Committee 
is. As the chairman of that committee is present, 
I should be glad if he would inform me. 

Mr. HUNTER, One thousand eight hundred 
dollars, the same as the clerks in the Secretary’s 
office. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
session? 

Mr. HUNTER. For the year. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Now, it is proposed to 
pay six dollars a day to some other clerks, which 
will amount to $2,190; not merely $2,000, as the 
Senator trom Georgia said. 

Mr. MALLORY. That cannot be so. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Six dollars a day, for three 
hundred and sixty-five days, amounts to $2,190. 

Mr. IVERSON. F was under the impression 
rye they got paid for only three hundred working 

ays. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I believe they never ex- 
elude Sundays in a calculation of that sort. I! 
consider this a very great abuse. Nothing could | 
be attended with less excuse for the expenditure | 
of public money than to pay the clerk of a com- 
mittee which has not metatall. I stated that I 


was not familiar with the meetings of the com- 
mittees. 


I did not use the word 


For the year or for the 


Mr. PUGH. Wil the Senator name the com- 
mittee to which he rofers, that never met at all ? 
Mr. TRUMBULL: Tke Senator from Massa- 


i 


chusetts,. [Mr. Wipsow,] when I was. speaking 
before, stated to. me; that. there was. some com- 
mittee that had aclerk which. had not had a-meet- 
ing at all during the session. I do not Knew:to 
what.committee he referred. Ihave heard before 
that there was suck committees: in this. body at, 
former sessions, who had clerks. I hageno. per- 
sonal knowledge of the facts, but E have under- 
stood that committees have. had clerks, who did 
not meet at all. F think that is a very: great 
abuse. Iam opposed to. paying persons. in this 
way. I do.not wish to: be understood as oppos- 
ing a reasonable, fair, and adequate compensation 
to a clerk for services performed. I am well 
aware that a clerk is necessary for some com- 
mittees of this body, and it must.be so. E am 
entirely. willing that he- should be paid, and I will 
not stickle about a few dollars in the amount of 
his salary; but I think this matter should be reg- 
ulated properly. It should be stated on the face 
of the resolution what the pay is, that we may all 
understand it. I hope these resolutions will not 


be suffered: to passin the shapein which they are.. 


Mr. BIGGS. Mr. President, we have, if I un- 
derstand the rules of this body, a committee to 
audit and control the contingent expenses of the 
Senate; and it seems to me that a proposition of 
this kind in reference to these clerks ought to 
have been referred to that committee. [introduced 
a resolution for the purpose of paying, during the 
recess only, the compensation thatis now received 
by the clerk of the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. I was induced to do that by the coxfsid- 
eration operating on my mind that the business 
before that committee was of such an important 
character as required investigation, particularly 
in regard to one claim, between now and the next 
session of Congress. 

It seems to me that there ought to be equality 
in this matter; and if we are going to pay these 
clerks during the recess, (ahd that is as far as I 
am willing to go—not to make them permanent 
appointments,) all ought to receive the same com- 
pensation. l understand that the clerk of the 


finance Committee gets a salary of $1,800 a | 


year, and the other clerks a per diem of six dol- 
dollars. I propose that the-clerks of those com- 
mittees which actually need the services of their 
clerks during the recess, shall be paid a pro 
rata compensation, the same as is received by the 
clerk of the Committee on Finance. T think 
that would be equalizing the matter, and would 
afford an ample compensation for these clerks in 
the recess, and not make them, as is proposed 
by this resolution, permanent appointments, to 
receive a compensation beyond the amount now 
paid to the clerk of the Committee on Finance. 
| move, therefore, as a substitute for this resolu- 
tion and amendments, 

That the Committees on Claims, on Military Afairs, on 
the Judiciary, on Indian Affairs,on Private Land Claims; 
and on Naval Aflairs—~ 
which it is stated are necessary for the purpose 
of investigating cases during the recess— 
be authorized to continue the employment of their several 
clerks during the recess; and that the said clerks be paid 


the pro rala compensation now paid to the clerk of the | 


Committee on Finance. 


If we had time, I think this is a subject which 
ought to be referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate; but it is too late to do that. Jt seems to me 
that it is only just to these clerks to equalize their 
pay. Itis proposed, by the several committees 
which I have named in my resolution, that their 
clerks should be continued during the recess. 
This confines them to the recess, and does not 
make them permanent officers, to receive a com- 
pensation after the adjournment of the present 
Congress on the 4th of March next. 

Mr. WILSON. Complaints have been made 
that there have been great abuses in regard to the 
appointment of clerks of the various committees 
of the Senate and of the House of Representa- 
tives, 
mittees, if not more, in this body, that have not 
met during this session, who have had clerks at 
a salary of six dollars a day, or $1,560 for the 
session. It may be very convenient for the chair- 
men of those committees to have clerlis at an ex- 
pense of $1,560 a year to the public; but I believe 
that is not right, and it ought not to be sustained 
by the Senate. I ought to speak, and intend to 
speak, very carefully in regard to the importance 


Tam toid that there are two of the com- | 


of clerks for the various.committees;. | ama new: 
member of. this body; and I have not had at this 
session, and do not expect at any session while ` 
Lam here, to have much to do with the commit- 
tees of this body. It seems to me that there are 
afew. committees which ought to have good-clerks; 
but there are many. committees of this body that 
do not need a clerk at all. I am.opposed to these 
propositions. That the Committee on Finance 
andthe Committee on Claims. shall have a per- 
manent, clerk, appears to me. to be reasonable. 
When.we have provided for them I think we have. 
one quite far enough. You, sir, (Mr. Toomns 
in the chair,) are a member of the Judiciary Com- 
i mittee, and know the importance of your clerk; 
but I think the Judiciary Committee cannot have 
an extraordinary amount of business for a clerk, 
and especially during the vacation. of the Senate. 
I think that, if these propositions to pay a per- 
manent salary to clerks of committees which 
never need a clerk, be passed, it will be under- 
stood’ by the country as an extravagant measure, 
and that these. gentlemen are to be used during 
this vacation for political purposes, and for the 
special purposes. of gentlemen connected, with 
committees, I hope we shall adopt no policy of 
| this kind. I agree in the remarks made by some 
gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber, that 
we have gone quite far enough in this mattter. 

Mr. WELLER. Is there any reasonable way 
of bringing the Senate to a decision on this im- 
portant question? Itis now half past three o’clock 
| on Sunday morning, and we are engaged in the 
discussion of a question ag to the compensation 
that shall be allowed to the clerks of our-com- 
mittees. It is a very grave and a very serious 
question—one which involves a large amount of 
public money and perhaps the-liberties of the 
country. {Laughter.] 

A Senator. And the Constitution. 

Mr. WELLER. One might suppose so, from 
the gravity with which itis discussed. There are 
|| certain committees in the Senate which in my 
judgment require clerks. I would not undertake 
to discharge the duties of chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. without a clerk. Iam 
very sure that I should be utterly unable to dis~ 
pose of the various cases referred to that commit- 
tec unless I had the assistance of a clerk, The 
Senator from Massachusetts is afraid that the 
clerks will be used for political purposes, that 
they will be used in franking documents deroga- 
tory to the character of the candidate of the great 
Republican party now in the field, flushed with 
hopes of success, entertaining no doubt whatever 
of their ability to come into the possession of the 
honors and emoluments of this Government ou 
the 4th of March next. What I desire to say in 
fy ae to the clerk of the Committee on Military 
Affairs on that point is, that I do not propose to 
engage him in any such business. I propose that 
he shall attend strictly to military affairs. Iin- 
tend to devote my time to the political question 
myself. I will look out for that. If he will attend 
| to those duties which appertain to the Military 
| Committee, I will attend to the other. 

No one has been more assiduous, I am sure, 
than the clerk of the Committee on Military 
Affairs. The Senate may judge fór themselves. 
| If the amount of business sent to that committee 
is not sufficient to show the necessity of a clerk, 
ĮI would not ask for his continuance. I hold that 
that there is as much business before that com- 
mittee as before the Committee on Claims. There 
was a time when the Committee on Claims was 
an important one, and had an immense amount 
of labor to perform; but we have established a 
Court of Claims. They pass upon all these. cases; 
they examine the whole of them; they collect the 
testimony; they report; and the chairman of the 
committee can, infive minutes, determine whether 
a claim reported by them be a just one or not; 
so that, so far from that being an important com- 
mittee, I regard it as unimportant and secondary 
to some of the committees which have never had 
clerks, and in point of rank itis next to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals. [Laughter.] This 
whole difficulty was introduced by the chairman 
of the Committee on Claims himself. He came 
in the other day and had a resolution for his clerk 
passed, and of course the rest of us who repre- 
| sented committees that rank at least with his, 
Í have come in and asked to put them on an equal 
i! footing, which my resolution attains. 
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Mr. PUGH. I propose a compromise. We 
have adopted a compensation bill for ourselves, 

iving ourselves a salary. It seems to me that, 
if the clerks of our committees were mere scribes, 
we could employ them from session to session, 
but for important committees it requires some- 
thing more. I have endeavored to ascertain from 
my friend from Virginia, who is chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, what would be a reason- 
able compensation to the clerks of these commit- 
tees which now ask to have their clerks made 
permanent. I think the clerk to the Committee 
on Finance ought to have a higher compensation 
than the rest. I have drawn this provision as a 
substitute for the resolution, and I hope it will be 
accepted: 

That the following named committees of the Senate be 
authorized to employ one clerk each at the annual compen- 
sation of &1,400, to wit: The Committees on Foreign 
Relations, Military Affairs, hidian Affairs, Naval A(fuirs, 
Judiciary, Territories, Private Land Claims, Publie Lands, 
and Pensions, such clerks to be subject to the direction of 
the Secretary of the Senate during the recess, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thatisnotnow 
inorder, The first question in order is the amend- 
mentof the Senator from Delaware to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. BAYARD. I withdraw my amendment, 
and acceptthe substitute of the Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. I withdraw mine also. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
asks me to include the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Idoso for the reason that 
I understand the clerk of the Committee on 
Claims receives more than the clerk of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and I promised the chairman 
of the Committce on Contingent Expenses to 
reduce it. There was an allegation that he re- 
ceived over §2,000 a year, and I promised hirn to 
reduce it. I wish'to comply with my word. 

Mr. WELLER. Laccept the substitute. Any 
way inthe world to bring this question to a con- 
clusion. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question, 
then, is on the resolution as modified. 

Mr. PUGH. I wish to insert the clerk of the 
Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
as amended. 

It was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the following named committees of the 
Senate be authorized to employ a elerk each, at an annual 
ensation of &1.400, to y the Committees on For- 
Relations, Military Affairs, Indian Affairs, Naval 

Fudiciary, Territories, Private Land Claims, Public 
Lands, and Pensions; sueh clerks to be snbjeet to the 
direction of the Secretary of the Senate during the recess. 

Mr. BIGLER. I wish to offeran amendment, 
to add to the resolution: 

That there be allowed and paid to each of the employés } 
of the Senate the same compensation that is allowed to 
the employés of the House of Representatives by a resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives of the 15th A 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, | 
the direction of the committee to audit and control į 
the same. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I promised to reduce the 
compensation of the clerk of the Committee on 
Claims to the- same as the clerk of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, which is $1,800 a year. 

Mr. WELLER. I cannot vote to give him 
more than the clerk of the Committee on Military | 
Affairs. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move te amend the resolu- | 
tion by inserting the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. PUGH. I have no choice as to that. 
do not object to it if itis stated to be necessary. |i 
1 do not belong to that committee. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move to add the clerk of the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims, who is a 
very meritorious man.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first 
question is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bieter.) 

Mr. BIGGS. Laid on the table before the |i 
Senator from Ohio a substitute, which has been 
overlooked. 1 want to modify that, and give 
notice of the modification which I propose. I 

diesolved, That such of the committees of the Senate 
as may deem it expedient may continue their clerks during | 
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the recess, at the same 
; to the clerk of the Cor 


pro rata compensation as that paid 
ninittee on Finance. 


_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Ohio was accepted in 


place of the resolution before the Scnate, and | 


this is an amendment to it. 

Mr. BIGGS. My object is to make the com- 
mittees themselves responsible, to determine the 
question whether they think it expedient to con- 


; unue their clerks during the recess, and give 


them, 1f continued, the compensation of the clerk 
of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PUGH. That gives them $1,800 a year, 
and mine gives them $1,400. 

The PRESIDING OFFCER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Bieter.] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the amendment of the Senator from 
New York, [Mr. Sewarp,] to insert the Com- 


mittee on Commerce. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


i now is on the amendment of the Senator from 


Connecticut, (Mr. Fosrer,] to insert the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims, & 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. REID. I move to insert the clerk of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. “I think 
that committee has as much use for a clerk during 
the recess as the other committees, 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, [Mr. Brown,] who is at the head of 
that committee, desired me to state that a major- 
ity of the committee coneurred in the necessity 
of that provision. 

The amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next ques- 
tion is on the substitute of the Senator from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Brees.} 

Mr. BRIGHT. That proposition commends 
itself to my judgment. I think it is the one 


which should beadopted. It throws the respons- | 


ibility on the committees to say on their honor 
whether or not they need a clerk during the re- 
cess. 

Mr, IVERSON. I think that is no responsi- 
bility at all, because every committee will yicld 


! out of good nature to the clerk. 


Mr. CLAY. I will judge of what is to be by 
what has Leen heretofore. Heretofore we have 
retained nearly al! of them, and if it has been 
done heretofore, I think it will be done in the fu- 
ture. All will get $1,800 then, which is $400 more 
than the proposition of the Senator from Ohio. 
I shall vote against it. 

The substitute of Mr. Bigas was rejected. 

Mr. BRIGIIT. I move to insert $1,600, in 
place of $1,400, in the substitute that has been 
voted down. 

Mr. IVERSON. It is too late. 


The substi- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
| decides that the amendment is not it order to 
: this proposition. It is not germane to it, The’ 
| question is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Indiana, [Mr. Bareur.] ` 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 17, nays 15; as follaws: 

YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, 
Biggs, Bright, Brodhead, Douglas, Jones of Iowa, Mallory, 
Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Thompson of Ken- 
uucky, Wade, and Weller—i7. ps 

NAYS — Messrs. Bigler, Clay, Fish, Foster, Geyer, Har- 
lan, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Pearce,. Pratt, Toombs, 
Trumbatl, Wilson, and Yulee—15. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


: The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on agrecing to the resolution as amended. x 

Mr. TRUMBULL called for the yeas and 
i nays, and they were ordered; and being taken, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, 
Bigter, Bright, Brodhead, Douglas, Jones of Iowa, Mattory, 
Pagh, Reid, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Thompson of Ken- 
tucky, Wade, Weller, and Yulee—18.g A 

NAYS — Messrs. Biggs, Clay, Fish, Foster, Geyer, Har- 
lan, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, 
Toombs, Trumbull, and Wilson—15. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COLLAMER. The committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
| on the bill (H. R. No. 315) having met, after full 
| and free conference, agree to recommend that the 
| House of Representatives agree to the amend- 
i ments of the Senate, numbered as sections three, 
‘four, six, seven, eight, nine, ten, and eleven; 
; and that the Senate recede from the amendments 
| numbered as sections five, twelve, thirteen, four- 
| teen, and fifteen, I will state the amendments 
| from which the Senate are recommended to re- 
: cede, One was a provision for allowing mail 
| contractors to locate lands as preémptors in quar- 
‘ter sections for stations on the roads in Minne~ 
i, sota, east of the Mississippi. | Last year a law 
| of that kind was passed in relation to contractors 
on roads west of the Mississippi river, providing 
that they might locate a section for every twenty 
miles on the route. It was proposed in this amend- 
ment to extend the same privileges to routes it 
Minnesota, cast of the river. The House disd- 
greed to that provision, and the committee recom- 
mended the Senate to recede. The twelfth, thir- 
| teenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth sections, are by 
relation to the overland mail to California, 

Mr. WELLER. The substance of thé report 
is, that the committee sacrifice the overland mail 
to California and secure all the other amend merits 
by giving that up. 

Mr. COLLAMER. And the amendment for 
Minnesota, 

Mr. WELLER. I wish the Senate to under- 
stand that the compromise is to give up évery- 
thing that California has asked for. , 

The report of the committee was concurred in. 


| 
| 
| 


tute has been rejected. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 
$1,600. 

Mr. TRUMBULL called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. : 

Mr. WILSON, What is the question ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the substitute offered by the Senater from 
Indiana, which is the same as that of the Senator 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Biecs,}] but Aixing the 
rate of compensation at $1,600. . 

Mr. BRIGHT. For the sal iring th 
e of the measnre, wili 61,500, leav- 
twith the committees to certify whether they 
necd a clerk. 

Mr. WILSON. 
mat. 
Resolved further, That the Secretary of the Senate sub- 
č „Rt the commencement of the next si 
biting the üwmber af p ns, 
d other commun 


of se 


ĮI wish to propose an amend- 


a pre Hi 
8, or reports reported by 
said committees during the present session 


ach cf the 


I offer it in that shape with ʻi 


have em- i 
the num- | 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bill and resolution: 

An act to establish certain post roads; and i 

A resolution giving an increased compensation 
_to the laborers in the employment of the execu- 
‘tive and legislative departments of the Govern- 


; Ment in the city of Washington. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


PE nae 
insist and agree to the conference asked for by 


i the House. 
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Mr. SEWARD. I call for the yeas and nays 
on that question. . 

“Fhe yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 26, nays 8; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, 
Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Clay, Douglas, Geyer, 
Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Jones of lowa, Mallory, Mason, 
Peurce, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Stuart, Thompson 
of Kentucky, Toombs, Weller, and Yulee—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Collamer, Fish, Foster, Harlan, Seward, 
Trumbull; Wade, and Wilson—8. 

“So the motion was agreed to. Messrs. Toomss, 
Doveras, and SEWARD, were appointed the man- 
agers at the third conference, on the part of the 
Senate. 

Mr. SEWARD I move that the Senate ad- 

journ, (ten minutes after four o'clock, a. m.) 

The. motion was not agreed to. 


EXTRA COMPENSATION TO EMPLOYES. 


“Mr. BIGLER. I offer the following resolu- 
tion, the effect of which will be to give twenty 
per cent. to the subordinate employés: 

Resolved, That there be allowed and paid to each of the 
einployés of the Senate the same compensation that is 
allowed to the employés of the House of Representatives, 
by a resolution of the House of Representatives of the 15th 
of August, 1856, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate, under the direction of the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


Mr. HUNTER. I am not for considering that 
resolution now. I think we passed a law raising 


their salary a gw years ago, and added twenty | 


per cent. to the salary. 
` The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Toomss.) 
It requires unanimous consent to consider the 
resolution. 
Mr. MASON. I object. 
~The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then it lies 
over. 
COMMITTEE CLERKS. 


Mr. ADAMS. IL understand that the construc- 
“tion placed on the resolution which has been 
adopted by the Senate in regard to the employ- 
ment of clerks of committees, is understood to 

ive more than was the intention of the Senate. 
f; so, J move a reconsideration of the vote. 

‘The resolution, as it was adopted, was read, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That such of the committees of the Senate as 
deem it expedient, may coutinue their clerks during the 
recess, at the rate of $1,500 per aunum. 


Mr. ADAMS. If I understand it, they are 
still tu be entitled to six dollars a day, and then 
to receive pay at the rate of $1,500 during the 
vacation. 
intended by the mover, who fixed the salary for 
one year, It now amounts to $1,800. { insist 
ona reconsideration of the vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous 
consent the words ‘6 dame the recess,”’ 
stricken out, 

Mr. MASON. I want to understand 

uestion. 
understand, and now proposes some modifica- 
tion which is to be made. 


the 


modification being made unless in the regular 
form. 

Mr. ADAMS. ‘Well, I insist on the motion 
ta reconsider. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
js on reconsidering the yote passing the resolu- 
tion 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution 
is now before the Senate. 

Mr. MASON. 1 move to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and, at fifteen; 
minutes past four o’clock, a. m., of Sunday, | 


August 17, the Senate adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monnay, August 18, 1856. 


Prayer bythe Chaplain, Rev. Henry C., Dean. | 


Mr. TOOMBS. 
last day of the session to dispense with the read- 
ing of the Journal; and as we have but three 
hours, I move that the reading of the Journal be 
dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can only 


be done by unanimous consent. The Chair hears 
no objection. 


his woud amount to more than was | 


can be | 


The Senator moves to reconsider, as | 
’ 


l cannot but think | 
the whole measure wrong, and Í object to any | 


‘The question | 


I believe it is usual on the} 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will have read, for the information of the Senate, 
the resolution adopted on Saturday, fixing the 
course of proceeding to-day. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


Resolved, That when the Senate adjourns to-day (Satur- 
day) it be to meet on Monday next, at nine o'clock; and 
that none but appropriation bills, House bills, and bills in 
respect to which there shall be disagreement between the 
House and Senate, shall be considered by the Senate on 
that day. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the President of 
the United States, transmitting a report from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in answer to a reso- | 
lution of the Senate of the 11thinstant, in relation 
to the public accounts of Colonel John C. Fré- 
mont; which, on motion of Mr. Biges, was or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed. 


CLERK TO A COMMITTERE. 


Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate, to whom was referred the resolution offered by 
Mr. Brees, on the 16th instant, to authorize the 
Committee on Private Land Claims to continue 
the employment of their clerk during the recess, 
for the purpose of continuing the investigation, 
and the collection of facts and authoritics, in 
reference to several important claims now pend- 
ing before the said committee, reported it with an 
amendment to add to the resolution the words: 

He shall be allowed/ therefor the same pro rata com- 
pensation tht is paid to the Clerk of the Committee on 
Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 give notice that I shal 
object to all resolutions coming here to pay clerks 
in'that way; and, if it is not too late, 1 wish to 
object to the consideration of this resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolu- 
tion is reported from the Committee on Contin- | 
gent Expenses, and the question is on agreeing 
to it. 

Mr, TRUMBULL. 
tion, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator 
cannot object. It has been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Contingent Expenses, and reported | 
back. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Whathas become of the gen- 
eral resolution on the same subject? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote on 
its passage was reconsidered, and it is still before 
the Senate as unfinished business. 

Mr. ‘TOOMBS. I hope the Senate will not, in 
the last hours of the session, pass any such reso- 
lution as this. I move to lay it on the table, or 
shall do it before 1 take my seat. If it is neces- 
sary to change the salary of our employés, we 
have had seven mouths in which to do tt—abun- 
dance of time; and why should we attempt it now, 
when we have publie business—appropriation 
bills of the most urgent necessity—before us? 
Why should we be called upon here to be fixing 
this matter now, as we were on Saturday night 
to pass a resolution to give one half the Senators 
private clerks at the rate of $1,500 a year? This | 
1s part of the same system. 1 move to lay the 
resolution on the table, 

The motion was agreed to. 


PENSACOLA NAVY-YARD. 


Mr. MALLORY snbmitted the following res- 
olution; whigh was ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That the Seeretary of the Navy cause a thor- 
ough examination to be made, by a board of military aud 
civil engineers, of the condition and probable duration of 
the wooden dock at the Pensacola navy-yard, together with 
the annnal expense of maintaining it in working condition 5 
and also the cost of constructing at said yard, on the most 
approved plan, a permanent stone dock for docking the 
Jargest naval vessels which the depth of water ou the Pen- 
sacola bar admits. 


ORDER OF PROCEEDING. 


Mr. BIGGS. Task the Senate to take up and | 
pass five little bills that have been reported frm 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, which 
have passed the House of Representatives, and 
require no appropriation at all, to confirm land | 
titles to parties who have been in possession of 
their tracts for a large number of years. 


I object to its considera- 


| 
i 
ji 
| 
| 
| 


up particular bills specially, we take up the Cal- 
endar of Private Bills. 

Mr. BIGGS. These bills require no appropri- 
ation atall. I trust the Senate will take them 
up. They are merely to confirm land titles; anä 
ĮI ask, asan act of justice to the claimants, that 
they be acted upon. This is the only appeal I 
make. 

Mr. GEYER. I think it much better that we 
take up the Calendar in its order, instead of 
wasting our time on special bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from North 
Carolina. 

The question being taken, on a division there 
were—ayes 15, noes 14; no quorum voting, 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I hope there will be 
no objection to taking up the Calendar in its 
order. i 

Mr. TOOMBS. I object to taking up any 
| Calendar when we have no quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
cannot receive the motion. 

Mr. BIGLER. I desire to take up House joint 
resolution (No. 11) in reference to the Arctic ex- 

pedition of Dr. Kane, for the purpose of making 
| it the order of the day for the 10th of December 
neXt. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I think there is a quorum 
present; and perhapsit would be better to call for 
the yeas and nays on the motion of the’ Senator 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I move to amend that 
| motion so as to take up the Calendar in its order. 

Mr. BIGGS. I will modify my motion so as 
to apply to House bills that give rise to no debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be 
no objection, House bills will be taken up and 
considered in the order in which they are on the 
! Calendar. The Chair hears no objection. The 
| first bill on the Calendar is the bill (H. R. No. 
| 99) to amend ‘* An act to provide for the pay ment 


i 


The Chair 


l of horses and other property lost or destroyed 


in the military service of the United States,” 
approved March 3, 1799, which has been reported 
with amendments from the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

The bill and amendments were read. 

Mr. HUNTER. How did that bill get up? 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By general 
consentthe Senate ordered that House bills should 
be taken up. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope that bill will be laid 
aside. It will lead to debate. Such a bill ought 
not to pass without debate. - 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to lay the: bill on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on a 
| division—ayes 21, noes 14. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
vy Mr. Curuom, their Clerk, anounced that they 
had agreed to the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the disagrecing votes of the two 
! Flouses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
‘bill (H. R. No. 315) making appropriations for 
| the service of the Post Office Department for the 
| fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1857. 


BARRING OF CONTINGENT REMAINDERS. 


The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill (H. R. No. 215) to 
authorize the circuit court of the District of 
Columbia to decree the sale of real estate in cer- 
tain cases. 
| lt provides that in all cases in which real estate 
| within the District of Columbia shall have been 
i limited heretofore, or shall be limited hereafter, 
| by the provisions of any deed or will, to one or 
more for life or lives, with a contingent limitation 
over to such issue of one or more of the tenants 
for life, as shall be living at the death of their 
| parent or parents, and the deed or will contain- 
ing the limitation shall not prohibit a sale, the 
circuit court for the District, upon the application 
of the tenants for life, may decree a sale of the 
real estate, if, upon the proofs, it shall be of the 
‘opinion that itis expedient to do so, and to de- 


i 
| 
| 


i 
| 
i 
i 
| 
| 


i 
| 
| 
| 


i 
i 
i 
i 
| 


| cree to the purchaser an absolute and complete 


title in fee-simple. i 
The applieation for the sale in such cases is to 


| be by bill in equity, verified by the oath of the 


| 


Mr. YULEE. I suggest that, instead of taking 


parties, in which all the facts shall be distinctly 
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dy 
to be expedient that a sale should be decreed; | 


plated by the limitation*as shall be in existence 
at the time of the application for the sale, are to 
be made parties defendant to the bill by guardian 
ad litem, together with all who would take the 
estatcin case thelimitation over should never vest. 
Such of the parties defendant ds shall be of the 
age of fourteen years or more, are to answer in 
proper person, on oath, and all evidence is to be 
taken upon notice to the guardian ad litem, and |i 
in his presence. li 

The proceeds of the sale are to be held under |: 
the control, and subject to the order of the court, |; 
and are to be vested under its order and super- 
vision, upon real or personal security, or in Gov- | 
ernment or city securities; and are, to all intents 
and purposes, to be deemed real estate, and stand 
in the place of the real estate, from the sale of 
which the proceeds have arisen, and, as real estate, 
be subject to the limitations of the deed or will, 

Mr. BIGGS. I understood that the order was 
to take up House private bills. 

Mr. IVERSON. There is but one other bill 
on the general Calendar, before we reach the pri- i; 
vate bills. 1 hope we shall go on regularly. f 

Mr. STUART. This bill ought to be passed. |! 

The bill was reparfed to the Senate without |: 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the | 
third time, and passed. i 


CIVIL APBROPRIATION BILL. à į 


Mr. PEARCE. Iam prepared to make a re- 
port from the conumittee of conference on the civil | 
or miscellaneous appropriation bill. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair |: 
will receive it. 

Mr. PEARCE. The committee of conference 
onthe disagreeing votes of the two Houses on | 
the bill (H. R. No. 201) making appropriations |: 
for certain civil expenses of the Government for | 
the year ending 30th of June, 1857, have met, and į; 
have agreed to recommend to their respective |i 
Houses the adoption of the report which I send 
to the Chair. 

I beg leave to say, before the report is read, |: 
that it proposes that the Senate recede from thir- |: 
teen of their amendments, and that the House |, 
recede from over thirty of their disagrecments to | 
our amendments, There are certain important |) 
amendments on which it would be as well, per- 
haps, to state the results of our conference. 

In regard to the water-works, we have recom- 
mended an appropriation of $250,000, to be applied, 
however, only in extinguishing existing labili- 
ties on account of that work, and putting itina |; 
state of complete preservation, so that it may be 
protected from the weather. With regard to the 
California war bonds, we have adopted the bill 
which was submitted in the Senate, with an 
amendment which provides that, after the unpaid 
coupons are taken off, and after the redemption 
and payment of the bonds, they shall be delivered 
to the Secretary of War, to be canceled. I be- 
lieve these are the two matters about which gen- 
tlemen here had felt mostinterest. If any expla- 
nations are required, as the report is being read, |: 
I can give them. In regard to the Baltimore post |. 
office, | will now say that we have authorized || 
the President to reconsider the selection of the | 
site, and to appoint a commission, which com- 
mission is to select a site for the building, and 
submit the same to the President for his approval. | 


ti 
l 
ii 
j; 


If he approve, the decision is to be final; if he | 
disapprove, the whole matter is to be referred 
again to Congress. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
taken on the report without reading it. 
had the disputed items explained. 

The report was concurred in. j 


SENATE BILES BECOME LAWS. i 


A message from the President of the United | 
States, by Mr. Wensrer, his Secretary, an- | 
nounced that he had approved and signed the 
following bills and joint resolutions: j; 

An act (S. No. 407) for the relicf of Francis A. 7 


I hope the question will be ; 
We have | 


Gibbons and Francis X. Kelly; ¢ 

An act (S. No. 204) fixing the graduation pe- 
riods for lands in the Greensburg district, in the 
State of Louisiana; i 

An act (S. No. 339) to authorize protection to 


jj entitled “ An act to amend the several acts re- 
specting Re sents February 3, 1831; | 
S. No. 264) to amend an act entitled | 


i Scranton and James M. Hunt; 


and others; 


: Davidson, of Kentucky; 


i, Brigadier General John B. Walbach, of the United | 


! P. Johnson, mail contractors; and 


£ wants, I believe also, and [have so expressed my 
self frequently, that the location of some of them | 
: was unwisely determined, and that the public in 
` terests demand a change, A resolution was intr 
duced within the past week, calling upon the | 


be given to citizens of the United States who may 
discover deposits of guano; 


An act (S.-No. 239) supplemental to an act 


An act 
“An act requiring foreign regulations of com- 
merce to be laid annually before Congress,” ap- 


proved August 16, 1842, and for other purposes; |} 
An act (S. No. 182) for the relief of John | 
! Tucker; i 


An act (S. No. 169) for the relief of Josiah S. 
Little; 

An act (S. No. 280) for the relief of Anthony 
Rankin, of Tennessee; 

An act (S. No. 289) for the relief of the heirs 
of Jabez B. Rooker, deceased; 

An act (S. No. 299) for the relief of John M. 
Melntosh; f 

An act (S. No. 162) for the relief of John H. | 


An act (S. No. 136) for the relief of Isaac Cook 


An act (S. No. 262) for the rclief of James 


An act (S. No. 229) for the relief of F. A. | 
Cunningham, paymaster United States Army; 

An act (S. No. 120) granting a pension to Ben- 
jamin Berry, a soldier of the Revolution; 

An act (S. No. 285) granting a revolutionary 
pension to Sarah Blount; 

An act (S. No. 181) for the relief of Rebecca 
Halsey «widow of Zephaniah Halsey, an officer 
of the Revolution; 

_An act (S. No. 256) for the relief of Nancy 
Bowen and Sarah Larrabee; 

An act (S. No. 287) granting a pension to 


: Nancy M. Gunsally, formerly widow of Lyman jj 
| M. Richmond, deceased; 


An act (S. No. 296) granting five years’ half 
pay to Mrs. Ann Turner, widow of Elbert Tur- 
ner, deceased; 

An act (S. No. 245) for the relief of Franck 
Taylor; i 

An act (S. No. 309) for the relief of Brevet | 


States Army; 


|| Executive to report to us whether either of the 
existing yards on the Atlantic sea-boatd.can be 
| dispensed with, or their locations changed. Great 
3ritain, with her great naval resources, finds her 
seven navy-yards of Woolwich, Portsmouth, 
Plymouth, Pembroke, Chatham, Sheerness, and 
Deptford, amply sufficient for their creation and 
| maintenance; while we, with about one twentieth 
|| of her existing force, have eight navy-yards. In 
number, therefore, I think we have sufficient, but 
their locations should be changed. ` 
| One of the mostimportant yards of our country, 
importantin every point in which such establish- 
ments can be viewed, is within my own State, that 
of Pensacola. Located within a deep, capacious 
| bay, strongly fortified at all approaches from at- 
| tack, with a deep, frigate bar of easy access in all 
weather; having a climate which, on the scale of 
health, stands the fourth in the Union, and in 
which mechanics may work every day in the 
year, surrounded by nature with forests of live 
i oak, pinc, and cedar, the finest constructing tim- 
| ber in the World; having an area greater than that 
| of any yard in our country, and nearly as great 
| as that of the largest yard of Great Britain;—with 
| all these rare advantages our Government has 
| almost ignored its existence. Not only have the 
| naval ships of the Gulf been permitted to leave 
| their station to summer at the North, thus depriv- 
i 
| 


ing tbe yard of all advantages from their presence 
; and expenditures, and throwing di8credit upon it, 
| but the live oak and pine timber, growing at the 
_ very gates of the yard, have been cut and trans- 
| ported at great expense and loss to northern yards 
| for construction. 

| A strange prejudice among those who have 
| long wielded an influence over such matters seems 
to have existed against this yard; and it is only 
since the present able chief of the Navy Depart- 
ment came into office, that we have been able to 


ji have a frame of a sloop of war placed there, to be > 


constructed whenever Congress shall order addi- 
tional sloops. 

But as yet, sir, we have no ship-house, no 
general forge orfoundery, no arsenal—all of which 
the public interests demand, and all of which I 
trust will soon be supplied. The Senate will re- 


i 

An act (S, No. 375) for the relief of Eliza RB. | 
McNeill; i 

An act (S. No. 345) for the relief of Nathan 
M. Lounsbury; 

An act (S. No. 313) for the relief of Adam D. 
Steuart and of Alexander Randall, executor of 
Daniel Randall; ° 

An act (S. No. 308) for the relief of John H. 
Scranton and James M. Hunt, owners of the 
steamer Major Tompkins; 

A resolution (S. No. 34) for the settlement of | 
the aécounts of Charles M. Strader and Edward | 


A resolution (S. R. No. 24) for the benefit of | 
Susan Decatur, widow of Commodore Stephen | 
Decatur, late of the United States Navy. 


NAVY DEPOT AT BRUNSWICK. 
The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 


member, sir, that one of my first acts from the 
Vaval Conmittee of this body was the prepara” 
on of a report upon the condition of this yard, 
ailing the attention of the country to its rare po- 


c 
li sition and extraordinary advantages with refer- 
l: ence to the great and growing commerce of the 
| Gulf of Mexico, already amounting to about four 
U hundred millions of dollars. It is the only point 
ion the entire Gulf where a yard can be éstab- 
! lished. Depots of coal and supplies, rendezvous, 
; and ports of refuge and convoy, must be created 
| at proper intervals along the route of this vast 
| commerce; but no navy-yard is required, ‘nor is 
į there a suitable point for one, besides Pensacola. 
And yet, sir, at this very session, the depart- 
mental estimates for this yard have been reduced 
in the House of Representatives about $200,000, 
and it was with great difficulty that we obtained 
pan appropriation for marine barracks, though 


authorizing the establishment of a navy depot 


| on Blythe Island, at Brunswick, on the coast of < 


Georgia, and for other purposes. It proposes to 
appropriate $290,000 to enable the President of 
the United States to purchase a site for a navy 
depot on Blithe Island, on the coast of Georgi 
and to erect such buildings and make such im 


provements as may be necessary for the repair of | 
' United States vessels of war, and afford rét 


therefor. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, unwilling as 
I am to detain the Senate at this closing hour of 
the session, I still feel constrained to say a, 
or two upon this subject. This bul, appropriati 
4900,000 for the establishment of a naval di 
and refuge at Brunswi 
came to us from the House of Representatives 
three days ago, and by direction of a majority of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom it w 
referred, I reported it to this body on Saturde 


night. Believing, as Udo, that the number of our | 


navy-yards is amply sufficient for our national 


1 


Whole, to consider the bill (H. R. No. 301) i 


| marines have been stationed there for thirty years 


ve, sir, reported a resolution in the follow- 


nut the Secretary of the Navy cause a thor- 
ion to be made, by a board of military and 
"tne condition and probabile duration of 
sacola navy-yard, together 
niaining itin working con- 
gat said yard, upon 
ent stone dock for dock- 
which the depth of water on 


to be able to induce Congress, at its 
on, to repair the unwise legislation 
‘which created this dock. There is no navy- 
prea position in the country where 
dock can he constructed with 
is there a yard where one is 
ed. he existing wooden structure is 
evidence of that extravagant ‘* penny- 

bolish”? policy which has governed 
: ation of the affairs of this yard, and 
I trust that we shall soon replace it bya perma- 
nent structure of stone. 

Mr. President, | have said thus much of the 
superior claims and advantages of this yard, not 
in opposition to the proposition ‘before us, for 
: i concede that we require a constructing yard 


ye 
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onthe Atlantic. sea-board between Norfolk and 
Pensacola, but to attract the attention of Con- 
gress to our navy-yards generally. We certainly 
ought to discontinue at least two northern yards, 
and establish others; but I have not sufficient in- 
formation to enable me to decide whether Bruns- 
wick or Beaufort, or any other position in that 
vicinity, be the most. appropriate. 

“As the establishment of a navy-yard will neces- 
sarily involve a large expenditure, and will pre- 
clude, for. many years, the creation of another 
one, we should weigh with care the advantages 
and disadvantages of the various points sug- 
gested. I will cheerfully vote for one at Bruns- 
wick, if. L can be satisfied that it possesses ad- 
vantages. for such an establishment over other 
southern points on the Atlantic sea-board. 

Mr. YULEE. I must object to the passage of 
this bill at the present session. It is possible that, 
on farther inquiry, if I be satisfied in respect to 
some particulars, I shall be disposed to favor it at 
the next session; but it is not such a meéagure as 
ought to be passed by the Senate without investi- 

ation at this session. It has come up too late 

or consideration. TheSenate,I presume, hardly 
appreciates the extent to which the Government 
will become inyolved by this bill. Although it 
is apparenUy a small one now, it will involve 
appropriations to an amount the extent of which 

no one can now determine. Without owning a 
single acre of land at the point where itis pro- 
posed to establish a navy-yard, the Department 
is directed to purchase Jand, and commence the 
establishment of a navy-yard. The establish- 
ment of a new navy-yard involves a great many 
Important questions. 

r. IVERSON, Itis for a naval depot. 

Mr. YULEE, That amounts to the same 
thing; for we know what follows a commence- 
ment of this kind. Already the Senate, by a 
resolution adopted this session, has instructed | 
the Secretary of the Navy to report at the next | 
session upon the propriety of abolishing some of 


the existing yards, and to inform us at what other |! 


poins it may be proper and advisable to cstab- | 
ish navy-yards. 

My own opinion is, that if another yard is to 
be established south of the Chesapeake, there 
is another port infinitely better suited to the 
purpose than the one proposed by this bill, and 
that is the port of Beaufort, which is a harbor 
worthy of being used for naval purposes. It 
has water sufliciont for naval purposes; but the 
port of Brunswick, which is proposed now to be 
established as a navy-yard, without any investi- 
gation, and without any report, is shown, by a 
recent survey by the officers of the coast survey, 
not to have enough water to admit the smallest 
vessel of war that you have now in the Navy. 
I do not believe there is even a sloop of war in 
our Navy which can enter that port at low water. | 
And yet, without any investigation, you propose 
to make an appropriation of $200,000, which will 
not even be enough to purchase the land; for you 
imperatively instruct the Secretary to make the 
purchase; and when he is once directed the own- 
ers.of the land will charge whatthey please. You 
imperatively direct the establishment there, to be 
followed by appropriutions—to what extent you 
do not know. Almost all the yards already 
established have cost millions, We have had 
experience enough already in this matter by the 
establishment of a yard at Memphis. We ex- 
pended over a million of dollars there; and the 
best thing the Government could do at last was 
to hand the yard over to the corporation of | 


Memphis. H 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I rise to a queation of | 
order. I wish to know whether this billig in | 


order under the resolution which we have adopted ! 
to proceed with the private bills? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is 
under the impression that itis in order. It ison 
the file of the House bills. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Itis not a private bill. 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘Che resolution | 
18 not that private bills alone shall be considered. | 

My. YULEE. The bill ought not to pass | 
without amendments; and inorder that the Senate ! 
may not be occupied with the consideration of į 
amendments if they are notdetermined to goonj 
with the bill, I move that it lie on the table for | 
the present. >? 


Mr. TOOMBS. Thope atleast that the motion | 


j 
i 
! 
i 


j! 


ii opinion has been confirmed by a more recent! 


| will not be urged until I can have five minutes to 
explain the bill.. Personal and private interests 
are interfering with it. 

Mr. YULEE. I withdraw the 
tainly. 

Mr. TOOMBS. In the first place, the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. YuLer] is wrong as to there 
having been no examination of this point. Under 
| a resolution for this very purpose, all the ports 
have been surveyed from the capes of Virginia 
to Cape Sable, in Florida; and reports from the 
Navy Department have been sent in by authority, 
which ean be produced, saying that this is the 
best point for the parposes of a naval depot. Its 
capacity has been known from the earliest British 
| settlement, for the British Government started a 
! naval depot at Brunswick in colonial times. There 
| is a navy-yard, as the gentleman states, at Pen- 
| sacola; but along your coast for eighteen hundred 
miles there is not a single -point where you can 
find safety, south of the capes of Virginia, until į 
you get entirely around to Pensacola. Professor | 
Bache, of the Coast Survey, has surveyed this 
port; it has twenty-four feet of water; and the 
| Department have uniformly recommended it, as 
lall the surveys have proved, to be the best port 
on the coast. [know that other points and private 
interest are growing up for the purpose of defeat- 
ing this measure. The opposition ought not to 
come from the State of Florida, in the South, for 
the purpose of putting the depot somewhere else. 
The question hes been fully considered by the 
Naval Committee of the House of Represent- 
atives. It has passed there, been brought here, | 
| and reported by our committee, and received as 
much consideration, I doubt not, as nine tenths 
of all the bills that have been passed. There is 
now in the desk of my colleague the report of the 
coast survey, showing all about the harbor and 
its position. It is no new place; surveys of it | 
have been made before; and, if you will look into 
your own records, you will find that it is stated | 
by the United States engineers to be the best port 
for a naval depot from the capes of Virginia to 
Cape Sable. Of that [have no doubt. There is 
i no evidence to the contrary, except the partial 
; Statements of those who want to make a different | 
arrangement, The Senator from Vermont, {Mr. 
Foor,] 1 know, from his past business trans- 
actions, is well acquainted with it, and I yield 
the floor to ask him to bear his testimony on that | 
point, | 

Mr. FOOT. Mr. President, a former official 
| connection with the Brunswickeand Florida Rail- 
road Company led me to become acquainted with 
|| this locality; [spent some considerable time there; 
and my kuowledge grows out of personal observa- 
uon of the character of this harbor. IT will say, 
however, in justice to myself, that I have no 
pecuniary interest at Brunswick, either with the | 
railroad or any other matter, directly or indi- | 
rectly, absolute or contingent, and have no ex- 
cua of ever again visiting or secing that | 
nhaee. | 


motion, cer- 


i 


ji 


In 1834 the Navy Department ordered a com- | 
mission to make av examination ofall the southern | 
Atlantic ports, with a view to the selection of | 
that which would best accommodate a naval 
| station. ‘That examination was made by a naval 
board of commissioners, and they came unani- 
| mously to the opinion, (reporting the result, after | 
a fall and thorough examination of Charleston, | 
| Savannah, Beaufort, and other ports, together 
| with Brunswick, that Brunswick, taking all things 
into consideration, was the best possible point. | 
i That report was made as early as 1834, and that | 


| 
t 
} 
| 
| 
| 
j 


| Investigation. 

| I cansay, from my personal knowledge, that 
: having reference to the capacity of the harbor, to 
its depth of water, to the ease of entrance, to | 


I will say further, that although this locality is 
at the extreme South, the bill partakes not of a 
sectional or local character. Although the money 
is to be expended on a southern point, it is to 
inure to the benefit of ofr northern shipowners 
in a very great measure. ' 

Mr. BROWN. I think it very evident, from 
the indications. we have already had, that if we 
go on with this bill it will consume the residue 
of the session. I move to lay the bill on the 
table. 

Mr. IVERSON. [I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope my colleague will 
withdraw that call for the present. 

Mr. IVERSON. Very well, I withdraw it. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being on 
a division—ayes 9, noes 23. 

Mr. MALLORY. ‘When the Senator from 
‘Georgia [Mr. Toomss} refers to any private in- 
terest of Florida as opposing this bill, I trust he 
has no reference to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Notat all. 

Mr. MALLORY. Iam in favor of the bill; 
that is to say, I am in favor of the expenditure 
for another navy-yard South. My only doubt 
is whether this precise position is the best one to 
be chosen. I have not the information before me 
to decide on that point. I believe a navy-yard 
South is absolutely essential, We ought to have 
one between Norfolk and Pensacola. 

Mr. YULEE. I take it for granted, that when 
the Senator from Georgia speaks of private in- 
terests he means local interests. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. YULEE. Well, sir, I assure him that 
there is no local interest in Florida which would 
interfere with the accomplishment of the purpose 
he has in view—none at all. I agree that the 
harbor of Brunswick is an excellent commercial 
harbor. Ifa yard is to be established South, we 
of Florida should desire it to be as near our bor- 
dersas possible. There isno possible reason what- 
ever why there should be on the part of any inter- 
est in Florida opposition to the establishment of a 
navy-yard at Brunswick—none in the world that 
I know of. I beg to assure the Senator from 
Georgia also, that on my part there is no consid- 
eration influencing me which has reference to any 
local interest of my State, for there is none of 
which J am aware that will be interfered with in 
the least by the establishment of this yard. But 
my objection is one having reference to the in- 
terests of our own section and of the United 
States. I know that if another yard be estab- 
lished there can be but one. I do not believe it 
is likely that another yard can be established 
between the Chesapeake and Key West if this 
| bill shall be passed. That will end any such 
hope. 

Now, my opinion is, and it is a conscientious 
opinion with me, that if we are to have a new 
navy-yard south of the Chesapeake, we ought to 
look further before we determine definitely on the 
point. The Senator from Georgia is totally mis- 
taken in the opinion which he has expressed, 
that there is twenty-four feet of water at Bruns- 
wick, He may mean at high tide. At high tide 
there may be that depth; but I assert the fact, 
which will be made evident by a reference to the 
coast survey reports, that there are but seventeen 
feet of water upon the bar at Brunswick. I say 
further—and I believe I shall be sustained in it 
by whoever is familiar with the facts—that there 
is not even a sloop of war in our Navy which, 
when loaded with her armament and provisions 
ready fora eruise, will not draw more than sev- 
enteen feet of water. If she were at Brunswick, 
by waiting for high water she might be got out; 
but that is a condition which we should avoid, if 
possible, in the establishment of a yard. It ought 


| the depth of water over the bar, to the healthful- 
; ness of the location, and to the supply of the best 
' qualities of ship-building timber, live oak and 
| yellow pine, no more eligible position—none so 
| eligible, ean be found elsewhere on the whole 
| southern Atlantic coast. 


t 
l 


always to be open to the ingress and egress of 
our vessels of war. In the Savannah river you 
have sufficient water for a navy-yard; there is 
twenty-one or twenty-two feet there at low 
water, and I think you can reach a point on that 


| river suitable for a navy-yard. 


There is a still better harbor which is worthy 
of examination. If a survey shall be found to 
confirm what I have understood to be the fact, 
(and the Senator from South Carolina can inform 
me as to it,) it will undoubtedly be a preferable 
point, both from its location and harbor—I mean 
Beaufort, South Carolina, lying about midway 


1856. 
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between Charleston and Savannah, the two com- 
mercial centers of that portion of the southern 
coast. "That port, I understand, has twenty-two 
or twenty-three feet at low water, with some six 
feet rise of de. If that be so, it is a harbor 
worthy of improvement;and its location between 
the two great commercial cities of the South, and 
midway between the Chesapeake and the capes 


of water, make it well worthy, at all events, to be 
considered in competition for the location. ftis 
because, when we do establish a yard south of 
the Chesapeake on the Atlantic coast, I want it 
to be a yard which in all emergencies, and under 
all contingencies, will be valuable and useful to 
the section of country in which it is to be estab- 


lished, that I prefer that we should look further | 


before we determine definitively. What harm 
can result to the public service by leaving the bill 
to remain until the next session? It has come 
here within the last two days, and the Senate has 
had no time to investigate the subject. It in- 
volves an ultimate expenditure which cannot fall 
short of two or three millions of dollars, if we 
judge by the cost of other yards. 

I think the Senate would be proceeding very 
unwisely to take up this subject, so important in 
reference to the future interests of the country, 
and decide on it hastily, without that mature con- 
sideration which it deserves. 
navy-yard was commenced in the same way. 
An appropriation of $100,000 or $200,000 was 
made at the heel of a session to commence the 
yard, We commenced it, and went on expend- 
ing money until the expenditure reached, I think, 
one or two millions of dollars; and then the best 
thing the Government could do was to ask the 
corporation of Memphis to accept the yard, with 
all its incidents, asa present, and I believe more 
than a year clapsed before the corporation of 


Memphis would agree to accept it as a present, | 
and | do not know whether in fact they have | 
I hope the Senate will take | 


done so to this day. 


time to consider this matter. I shall offer an 


amendtnent, which E hope will be accepted, at all | 


events, if the bill be passed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- : 


ator from Florida offer an amendment? 

Mr. YULEE. [wish to do so if the Senate 
determine to proceed with the bill. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I desire to make a sug- 
ecstion ta the friends and opponents of this bil. 
There are some two or three Senate bills which 
have been returned from the House with unim- 
portant amendments, and if they will permit us to 
pass those bills, we can then resume the consider- 
atlonof this. Those bills will be complete on the 
Senate concurring in the House amendments 
which are simply verbal. 

Mr. BROWN. I object to any such arrange- 
ment. 

Mr. FOOT. I will not continue this discus- 
sion; but I destre to say, in reply to the declara- 
tion of the honorable Senator from Florida, {Mr. 
Yerec,}] in regard to the depth of water across 
this bar entering the harbor of Brunswick, that 
he is certainly mistaken, if reliance can be placed 
at allon the report of the very able board of com- 
issioners. That board of commissioners report 
adepth of twenty-three feet across the bar at St. 
Simon’s [sland at low water, and twenty-nine feet 
at high water; and I know that vessels fully loaded 


with iron have entered that harbor without a pilot, |} v on g EU 
tive we are unwilling to put the Army of the Uni- 


| ted States in his hands, with the wide discretion | 


and with a stranger captain who never entered 
the harbor before. 

Mr. BUTLER. I know there is no time now 
to investigate these matters, and [ cannot, there- 
fore, vote for the bill at this moment. 
know that I have any particular local preference, 
but if we judge from tradition, history, and the 


The Memphis | 


T do not! 


{ 
i 


say to the Senator from Vermont that my state- 
ment rests upon a view of the soundings of the 
coast survey just returned to the office here. 

Mr. FOOT. 
anie Senator as speaking from his personal knowl- 
edge. 

Mr. BROWN called for the yeas and nays on 


id we y À cay i Mr. ALten’s motion, and they were ordered; 
of Florida, its healthfulness, and the sufficiency |; 


and being taken, resulted—yeas 24, nays 23; as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Alien, Benjamin, Biggs, Bigier, 
Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Clayton. Crittenden, 


; Houston, Hunter, Jones of Iowa, Mason, Pratt, Reid, Se- 


bastian, Slidell, Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, Trum- 
bull, Wilson, and Yulee—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Cass, Clay, Collamer, Dodge, Durkee, Fish, 
Fitzpatrick, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Hale, Harlan, Iverson, 
James, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Seward, Toombs, 
Wade, and Weller—23., 


So the motion to postpone was agreed to. 
CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. CuLLom, their Clerk, announced that the 


House had concurred in the report of the com: |; 


mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of | 
the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 201) 


| 

{ 

: eee pelea: 1 
making appropriations for certain civil expenses | 
of the Government, for the year ending 30th of | 


June, 1857. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the fol- 


lowing enrolled bills, which had heretofore re- 

ceived the signature of the Speaker of the House: 
An act making appropriations for the service 

of the Post Office p 

year ending the 30th of June, 1857; 


tation of the United States mail, by ocean steam- ! 


I did not understand the honor- | 


epartment during the fiscal | 


has been made by the Senator from Georgia: I 
am for leaving the door open till the last: moment, 
| for agreement between the two Iousės; on this 


i| to produce an agreement; but still, so long as” 
there is the slightest. chance, I would: not ciose 
the door by adhering. I move to-amend the 
| motion of the Senator from Georgia, by strikin, 
| out “adhere,” and inserting “insist.” I woul 
| insist, and appoint committees of conferenée until 
the last moment, to see if it be not possible to 
save the Army appropriation bill. Many of the 
officers, as well as the men, of the “Army; are 
living, as it were, from hand to mouth, and I do 
not know anything mote disastrous that could 
well happen now, than the lass of this bill. I 
am so anxious to save it that 1 desire every effort 
to be made for that purpose, until the last mo» 
ment. ` 
Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I had -the 
honor to be upon this committee. of conference 
on the pa of the Senate—a minority on it. I 
have but a word to say inexplanation of my own 
course, and even this would not be necessary had 
not the majority thought proper to explain theirs, 
The House of Representatives, as I understand, 
while they have voted all the supplies required 
by the Executive administration of the Govern- 
ment, for the Army of the United States, have 
deemed it proper to insert one condition in the 


ii they appropriate shall be expended for the sup- 
ij port of the so-called laws of the Territorial Legis- 
ij lature of Kansas. I was of opinion that this 
il was a lawful condition, and was not revolution- 
|| ary, because the enactments of that Legislature 
|| of Kansas were irregular, and the body itself 


An act making appropriation for the transpor- | revolutionary. 


ers and otherwise, during the fiscal year ending | 
30th June, 1857; | 

An act making appropriations for light-houses, | 
light-boats, buoys, &c., and prowiding for the | 
erection and establishment of the same, and for | 
other purposes; ` j 

An act making appropriations for the legisla- | 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- | 
ernment for the year ending the 30th of June, | 


1857; and i 


An act to regulate the consular and diplomatic :; 


system of the United States. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


by Mr. Cuntom, their Clerk, announced that the 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
H 
| 
i 


y 
: had passed the bill (S. No. 438) for the relief of 


Thomas H. Baird. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TOOMBS. The third committee of con- | 
ference on the disagrecing votes of the two Houses | 


ask to be discharged. 
Mr. President, I move in this case that the Sen- 
ate adhere to their amendment, and notify the | 
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word of observation on this report. While the | 
majority of the Senate were very desirous of 
agreeing with the House, they had insuperable , 
objections to the amendment of the House. While | 
we have great confidence in the existing Execu- 


The bill authorizes no suspension of any con- 
stitutional laws of the United States, but merely 


{ 


| directs the President to execute constitutional 
i! laws, and refuses to allow him to execute uncon- 


i stitutional and revolutionary enactments. With 


| these views, I dissent from the majority of the 
committee, and I am opposed to adhertng to the 
| position which the Senate has taken; and upon 
| the question of agreeing to the report, 1 ask for 
| the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. à 

|, _ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
| from Delaivare moves to amend the motion of the 
H 

| 


Senator from Georgia, by striking out thé word 
“adhere,” and inserting “insist.” 

Mr. HUNTER. Itcannotbeamended. These 
motions take precedence in this order: whichever 
will end the bill first, is to take precedence. A 
: motion to recede takes precedence of any other, 
because its adoption settles the bill. Next comes 
| a motion to adhere. We cannot amend one or 
! the other. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will put the question first, on the motion of the 
Senator from Georgia to adhere to the amendment 
| of the Senate. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Tinsist on that. This is the 
: third committee of conference. 
| Mr. CASS. There is not the remotest possi- 


| House of that determination. I will make one || bility, in my opinion, of a majority of the Senate 


| ever acceding to the proposition of the House of 
Representatives. I would, however, suggest to 
the honorable Senator if he had not better, under 
! the circumstances, move to insist. Let us do all 
we can,and give time to the House for reflection 
We have not much time left until twelve o’clock 


important bill. 1 do not know that it is possible - 


bill; and that is thatno part of the moneys which ` 


rlainmentof a survey, there is no comparison | 
tavern Port Royal harbor and any other harbor | 
Tsay the | 


harbor at Port Royal is indicated by nature as | 
one of the fineston the whole southern coast. | j 
make that assertion,and may appeal to the results | 
of the coast survey to sustain me; but whether f 
{ 
t 


as 


b 


from Norfolk around the whole coast. 


l ever it may suit his pleasure. | e 
ii the proviso of the House, declare martial law m 
l! Kansas and Missouri, but for the restraining | 
it is a proper place to have a naval depot, I cannot 


| $ 
A A j nvention, 
l eannot vote fer this bill now. | con. 


Whenever the House of Representatives ee 
i 


say impossible to agree with the House, because their 


af Deeember. ai 
Mr. YULEE. Allow me, before the vote is |; 
taken, to correct a statement of fact. I wish toi 
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principle incorporated into it, and we must yield ji 


our opposition. Why, sir, this is a fundamental 

change of the Constitution of the country. 
iay not call it revolutionary, but it will lead to 
“revolution, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I understand this 
principle to be the great principle of English lib- 
erty incorporated into our Constitution, and it is 
the only means by which the Parliament of Great 
Britain have held the King in check. If we sur- 
render it, we shall give our own Executive an 
arbitrary power unknown tothe Constitution, and 
not eit the King of England. 
principle that is left of popular government by 
which the supremacy of the popular will can be 
maintained in this country, or in England; and 
if we give itup to-day, we may just as weil give 
up the experiment of this Government. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I have refrained 
from saying a word on the subject of this disa- 
greement between the two Houses; but I think 
it very manifest that, as we have haGthree con- 
ferences on this bill, and are now within two 
hours of the adjournment, it would be idle in the 
Senate to offer any further terms. Sir, I repose 


much upon that greatmaxim of meeting the enemy 
at the threshold—venienti occurrite morbo. This 


House of Representatives, of whom I speak with 
all tespect, have tried on more than one bill, and 
now, after three conferences, insist-to the latest 
hour on making the appropriation bills the vehicle 
of revolutionary measures. For ono, I am pre- 
pared to try it before the American people, and 
to try with it the strength of this Confederacy. 1 
shall vote to adhere, unless the motion be changed 
by the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. SEWARD. L am sure the honorable 


Senator from Virginia speaks in a figurative | 


sense, and not with real meaning, when De says 
that he is meeting the “enemy ”at the threshold. 


The “enemy” in this case is the House of Rep- | 


resentatives. Sir, the House of Representatives 
is in no sense an enemy to the Senate of the 
United States. Ft stands in a position of differ- 
ence, and it may be called collision, but—— 
Mr. MASON, Allow me to interrupt the 
Senator. He is right. I spoke in a figurative 


senge in alluding to the House, of whom L spoke | 


with great respect; but I spoke of that public 
sentiment which the Jouse now represents, 
That is the cnemy of this Confederacy. 

Mr. SEWARD. That publie sentiment which 


the House in this ease represents, in my jadg- 


ment, with great deference to the honorable | 


Senator from Virginia, is the sentiment of con- 


stitutional law, the sentiment of devotion to civil | 


liberty, the sentiment of the rights of man. ft 
is altogether a misapprehension to suppose that, 
in political differences which arise between the 
Senate and the House of Representatives, either 
is actuated by hostile feelings te the other, or by 
feelings hostile to the Union, or feelings hbstile 
to the rights of mankind. 


good temper and good pature, submit their differ 
ences to the people of the United States, who are 
sovereign to us all, and will preserve the Union 
and the Constitution, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have been a nember of 
two committees of conference on this bill, and | 
am perfectly satisfied that we may as well adhere 
now as insiste J suppose it is not iniproper to 
remark, that the last committee, afier the fullest 
conference, were wnaninously of the opinion that 
it was unwise for cither House to propose another 


conference; that committees could neyer agree on | 


this question; and that, if the bill were passed at 
all, it must be passed by the action of the House 
overruling a committee. “Phat being the case, 
there will be no recommendation for a further 
committee of conference in the other House, and 
none here. 
repeat, in reconnnending their two Houses to 


adhere to their present position, and not oceupy | 


further time with the bill, That being the case, 
I shall vote to adhere at once. 

One word upon the principle involved. 7 hold 
that the prov of the House is not only pal- 
pably unconstitutional, but direetly revolutionary 
it establishes martial law, or makes the will of 
the President the onl 
life and property on the rivers and naviga 
highways, as well as in the Territory of Kansas 
Lt substitutes the will of the President as the sole 


You | 


It is the only | 


Hach party doubtless |: 
thinks it is right, and cach party may well, in} 


The committer were ananimous, L | 


y jaw for the protection of : 


and only law in the Territory of Kansas, and 
elsewhere, for the protection of life and property, 
in contravention of any local law- which may 
' exist in the States or Territories. I hold it to be 
wholly unconstitutional and revolutionary. 

Mr. BUTLER Mr. President, I shall group 

| what I have to say in about ten sentences, and 
those ten sentences will be aimed at the Senator 
from New York, [Mr. Sewarp.] Ata time when 
we were prepared to take some initiative meas- 
ure on this subject, I appealed to the Senator from 
New York, as the oldest Senator on the other 
side of the House, representing one of the strong- 
est States, whether he would consent to an appro- 
| priation bill to stop the supplies of this Govern- 
ment by an amendment of this kind, and he told 
me he would not. 1 thanked him. [am sorry f 
made an acknowledgment to one who has vio- 
li lated his pledge, There is a limit to everything. 
He has spoken on both sides. I believe—I say 
it here—he has spoken on both sides, and ina 
way to*deceive, every time that he has spoken. 
The remarks alluded to are as follows. On the 
ist of March, 1855, Mr. Burer said: 
t CI intend to close by a question which F desire the 
honorable Senator from New York {Mr. Sewarp] to hear. 
He has stated on this occasion, that what he opposed in 
this case was the precedent which this will set. Now, 1 
wish him, for himself and those who concur with him, to 
say, in the presence of the Senate, and before the tribunal 
which we are now erecting by the tributary testimony 
which we are giving, whether, if an appropriation bill should 
come from the House of Representatives, next year, with 
a provision repealing the fugitive slave law, or the Nebraska. 
bill, he would vote for it??? 


| On the same occasion, Mr. Sewarp responded 
as follows: i 

“The honorabie Senator from South Carolina appeals to 
me how E would act in a case which he imagines, which 
may happen, aud which may never happen ; and that is, 
that if there slet bea House of Representatives the next 


here a bill to repeal the $ 
yore on that? 


Live slave law, then how will I 


REWARD. Ifthe honorable Senator will wait, I will 
state his question and answer it. 

“Mr. Burner. Very well, sir. 
i| “Mr. Sewanp. When the House of Representatives 
sends that bill here, it wili be the beginning of that reaction 
whieb, when the fugitive slave law was ed, I knew 
| was to begin in the near future. The question being stated 
j| in that simple form, of course the honorable Senator knows, 
and everybody bere and throughout the country, E trust, 
knows, what my answer would be. | have voted here more 
than once for the repeal of the fngitive slave law; and 
wheu tbe guestion comes, this year, or the next year, or 
‘the year after, or so long as 1 have a place in the Senate, I 
shall always vote for it, when L can vote forit constitution- 
ii aliy, and that t can always do when it comes here as n sep- 
wate bill, 
tOrher honorable Senators ask what I will do if the 
H House of Representatives shall vext year send a bill for the 
| restoration of the wri compromise? Sir, l trust that 
© that House of Repres ti whether it be constituted of 
I anti Nebraska men, or of American men, or whatever may 
he its constitution, will send up such a bill here, 1 think 
i the nest House will seud it, or at any rate, the next one 
harrer that; aud when it shail eome here, E will be prepared 
i to vote for expunging slavery from every foot of the common 
territory of the United States of America, when 1 ean do 
ihat constitutionally ; and Lean always do it when it is in 
a separate biH. 

* Now, sir, having thus stated my faith as to what T ean 
do constitubonally, and without laction or revolution, E 


| 
i 
H 


owiH teu the honorable Senator from South Carolina—and 


j! there are on this tloor the witnes of what J say—that 
(E more than once sinee the fugitive slave law was passed, 1 
bave warned my friends that they niust not put upon an 
appropriation biH, which involves the payinent of the ex- 
penses of Government, a provision for the repeal of the 
i fugitive slave law, and that, if they did, they would uot have 
pony vote, [ cua tell the honorable Senator from South 
| Carolina that there are those bere who will bear me witness, 
i that when it has been proposed on this bill I have refused 
u to give it my support.” 
| Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, while Ien- 
; tirely concur jn the utter impropricty of yielding to 
| the amendment proposed by the House of Repre- 
“sentatives on this appropriation bill, and while I 
i deeply deplore the position of that House upon 
j it, Lam not prepared to adopt the report of this 
i commniteeand adhere until all hope of saving 
the bill is gone, nor do I see any necessity for 
such a vote. Itis suffftient to insist. The mo- 
: ment a resolution to adhere is adopted, there is 
an end of all possible chance of accommodating 
“the difference between the two Houses. To 
© * adhere” is language of one House to the other 
; which, among parliamentary men, is perfectly 
; understood to be You must and you shall sur- 
į render;”? and under these circumstances we can 
Xpect nothing from them. Why not now, I 
appeal to geutiemen, leave the door open ull the 


i 
il 


year whieb ft trust in God may be the case—that willsend | 


last moment? Do we exhibit less firmness by 
saying, ‘ We insist,” than bysaying, “ We ad- 


-here?”? Iam for insisting, and } will continue to 


insist; but I would leave the door open. 

I ask gentlemen what is to be the consequence 
of the loss of this bill? The President is left 
without a dollar to pay the Army, either a man 
or an officer. What is he to do under theége cir- 
cumstances? I see no course left for him but to 
call Congress back to another session immedi- 
ately. 

Mr. CASS. Allow me to interrupt the Sena- 
tor, and say he is right in supposing the Army 
cannot be paid; but, worse than that, they cannot 
be fed., The result must be the disbandment of 
every soldier of the United States. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Defeat this bill, and they 
cannot be paid, fed, or clothed. Look at it well t 
See what a picture is before you! If it be pos- 
sible to save the country from this calamity, lam 
anxious to do it, and I will not consent that we 
shall adhere till the last instant. If we defeat 
this bill I hold it to be the duty of the President 
of the United States to call an extra session of 
Congress, and then, thank God, you will have 
the privilege of working for nothing and finding 
yourselves, for the compensation act which you 
have passed denies you a sixpence for attending 
an extra session more than you get by staying at 
home. I say, the President’s duty is to call you 
back; and I trust he will do it if Congress shall 
adjourn without settling this question. 

Disbanding the Army isan appalling calamity. 
I cannot look on the refusal of Congress to pro» 
vide against it with any degree of patience. I 
entertain the opinion decidedly that the House 
of Representatives are in the wrong; but I say 
again, that, though prepared to insist, Iwill not 
adhere, because I know well what will be the 
immediate and inevitable consequence of that vote. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I do not 
understand this question, cither as the Senator 
from Georgia or the Senator from Michigan un- 
derstands it. I am unwilling that it should go 
before the country with the explanations which 
they have made. The clause of this bill to which 
the Senate, by refusing to agree, have made an 
issue with the House, docs not place all power 
inthe hands of the President. It directs the Pres- 
ident to protect the citizens of the country, on 
its national highways, against unlawful searches 
and seizures. Does that put all power in the 
hands of the President? Is it not his duty to do 
that? Have we not laws in existence now which 
proot the citizens of the country on the national 

ighways? Tf not, it is time for us to enact them. 

r. DOUGLAS. ‘Will my colleague state 
what law protects the citizen on the Missouri 
iver, except the laws of Missouri. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I sitppose the laws pro- 
tecting the commerce of the United States, and 
the licensed vessels of the United States, will pro- 
tect them on the Missouri river. If they do not, 
itis time that we had laws which will do it. We 
regulate the vessels on that river; we license them. 
We have passed a law regulating the boats on the 
Missouri river as well as on others; and itis com- 
petent for Congress to give the President power to 
protect the vessels on the Missouri river as well 
as on the Hudson. The acts against which it is 
sought to have the interposition of the President, 
if committed on the Hudson river, where the tide 
ebbs and flows, would subject the perpetrators to 
punishment by death. They would be nothing 
less than piracy. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Will the Senator from Illi- 
nois permit me to ask him if he undertakes to 
maintain, as a lawyer, that the Federal legislation 
against crimes covers disturbances of the peace 
of the Missouri river? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I undertake to say, that 
it is competent for Congress to make it cover that 
river. Whether the existing law reaches the Mis- 
souri river may be another question; but it is 
entirely competent to cover it, and this clause 
may doit. Isay the legislation of Congress docs 
already protect vessels on řivers where the tide 
ebbs and flows, and it is just as competent to pro- 
tect a passenger on the Missouri river as on the 
Hudson; and I say. it is our duty to do it. 

Then J do not understand that this is a propo- 
sition to place all power in the hands of the Pres- 
ident, I am as much opposed to that as any man. 
If the proposition were, as the Senator from Géor- 
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gia says, to place all power in the hands of the | | 
President, E would be the last man to agree to it. | 

Ido not understand that to be the proposition. ji 

Now, what is the position in which the two | 
Houses are placed? The Senator from Michi- i 
gan tells us that it is an attempt by one House ! 
to coerce the other, and if this is permitted Con- 
gress wil degenerate into a French convention. 
Which House has attempted to coerce the other? 
Has the House of Representatives refused to pro- 
vide for your Army? Has the House of Repre- 
sentatives taken a step which will disband the 
Army, and leave it to go unfed? No, sir; it has | 
provided more than twelve millions of dollars for | 
the support of your Army; and what has it re- 


stitution of thecountry? The Senate represents 
the sovereign States of this Confederacy. It is | 
an essential, an elementary part of the constitu- | 
tional organization of the Government; and allow | 
t 
| 
t 


me to say that if, in 1788, at the period of the |} 
convention, a proposition had been submitted to | 
make this a mere Government of popular num- 
bers, you would not have had a chance for a 
Constitution. The tendency of this principle is 
| to concentrate all power in the House of Repre- 
| sentatives; to allow ther to annex any provision 
| they please, without reference to the subject of 
| appropriation. Appropriation bills are intended 
| to be bills to carry into effect preéxisting laws; 
| but this would be the establishment of a great |! 
fused to do? It has refused to place money in the || fundamental, unconstitutional principle, irrecon- 

hands of the President to execute alleged laws, | cilable with the nature of our Government. That 

which the House of Representatives say are ‘| is the tendency of the attempt of the House of 

nullities and nothing else; and you, the Senate, i| Representatives. The honorable Senator from | 
have said to the House that, unless it will pro- :} Illinois has taken another ground which to me is 

vide money to enforce the laws of Kansas—the | most strange; and that is, that the President of the |! 
laws of a bogus Legislature, as that House has i United States may use the military force of the i 
found it to be on examination—unless it will fur- || United States on the roads and rivers reaching | 


nish moncy to enforce such laws, and prosecute || Kansas. 
innocent men now confined in tents upon the || Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘National highways.” |) 
plains of Kansas, not a dollar shall be paid to the Mr. CASS. I want to know what authority 


Army anywhere else. It is the Senate that has 
done the deed; and the Senator says here, that the 
Army shall be disbanded, if that be the effect— 
that the troops shall not be fed, unless the House 
of Representatives will succumb, and appropriate 
money to enforce the disputed laws of Kansas. 
That House has made ample provision for the | 
Army; and the question is, simply, shall the 
House of Representatives be coerced into an ap- 
pee of money to enforce laws which have 
cen found to be void, or shall this appropriation 
bill go unpassed? I say, sir, the responsibility 
is here, and it cannot be charged that it is adopt- 
ing a revolutionary measure; but the responsi- 
bility is upon the Senate, which demands an ap- | 
enero of money to enforce bogus laws ın Í 
ansas. | 
Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, there are | 
two points which have not been made in this 
debate. The first is, that this is the first appro- 
priation bill upon which either House has insisted 
on incorporating a legislative provision. The 
second point to which I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate and the country is, that the 
House of Representatives receded from a similar 

provision in regard to Kansas, on the legislative, 
executive, and judicial appropriation bill, which |; 
contained an appropriation to pay ourselves. If jj 
this bill contained an appropriation for the legis- į 
lative branches of the Government, it would be a 
different thing; but what will be the effect of the || ti ] uon, 
loss of this bill, even in Kansas, permit me to |; uon with respect to navigation is extended to 
ask? The President of the United States would || rivers of importance, where boats float carrying 
be obliged to disband the Army; you would have || ten tons; but no law of the United States ever 
three thousand soldiers in Kansas discharged || extended to highways. There is no such lawon | 
unpaid, and the question would be, on which || our statute-book. It is not the President of the | 
side would they be found? || United States, but the laws of the United States, $ 
« Mr. CASS. ` The honorable Senator from Illi- || that afford protection to commerce on the rivers | 
|| anywhere. What right has the President to step | 


nois (Mr. Tromseri] has assailed with great || é € Spa 
in and presuppose that the laws will not be exe- | 
None at all. He must ascertain that | 


earnestness the position that I took, but, I must į L 
be allowed to say, not with equal success. What | cuted? . 
does he now contend? He contends that the |! fact in the mode pointed out by law. There 
IÍ must be an attempt to execute the laws by the 
| proper officer, If he fails from the want of force, 
ior opposition, he must go to the judge 


Senate is the assailing party; that the Senate, by | 
or superi 


not agreeing to the provision of the House of | 
Representatives, have become the assailants, and ) € a 
i : ‘ and vet his certificate. Then the case goes to the t 
President, and he orders out the forces im order || 


| the President of the United States has to go into 
| Missouri, and interfere with her roads and rivers? 
It is not the President of the United States who 
protects commerce; itis the law. How is he to į 
| ascertain that the laws have been violated, and | 
i that a force is required to execute them in that || 
State? Not by his own act. The Constitution į; 
is very clear on that point. It presupposes that | 
| the laws will support themselves; but if they do 
not, the statute docs not require the President to ;! 
| step in, but there must be a report from the 
marshal that the power in his hands is not suffi- 
cient; then, with the certificate of a judge of the 
Supreme Court, he goes to the President. The | 
President is then authorized to call out the armed || 
force in the States, but not until then, That has 
been the provision of our laws since the adoption 
of the Constitution. I repeat my question to the 
| honorable Senator from Llinois, what right has 
this Congress to give power to the President to 
call out the forces in the first instance, before 
this state of things has been ascertained by the 
proper authorities of the respective States? {| 
i! 

i 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I wilianswerin one word. | 
This provision applies to “the national high- || 
ways’’—not roads going to Kansas. It means |! 
only those highways under the jurisdiction of || 
the National Legislature. i 

Mr. CASS. There is no such thing as a na- |f 
tional highway over which the Government of | 
the United States has jurisdiction, The jurisdic- | 


it 


| has signified his willingness to do so. 


| send the bill back to the House. 


are disposed to hazard one of the great appro- 
wriation bills of the country. What is the fact: i 
Phe Senate and the House have agreed upon an |; to carry into effect the laws passed by Congress. || 
appropriation for the Army. Both branches say | That is his power, and all his power, over the 
i 4 ý sy if Wi G 
that the bill ought to pass. We stand on equal +; subject. aes tied 
ground, The bill has fulfilled its functions of | Mr. TOOMBS. Theredson wiy hE Cona 
providing for the making of all appropriauons . tee thought proper to make this motion to aano [ 
required for the support of your Army; just what | 1s, that our sands are nearly exhausted. _ Phere |i 
it purports to be, and just what it should be— || are now less than two hours of the session left. 
making appropriations to carry out the existing | We have had three committees of conference on 
srovisions required by law. So stand both | this bill, After great deliberation, on full con- | 
Huss upon equal ground. What then comes? sultation, it was the Pie opinion of all a 
The House annexed to it a totally independent committees unanimously, t rat anagreeme nt could | 
provision, Is the coercion on our side or thei not be hiad; and, therefare, we deemed it unneces- |) 
The House say, We will have this provision |) sary to do more. nee oon 
on this Sparse ation bill, which we say is cor- i opinions of the honorable Senator from Michi- 
rect.”? We agree to the bill, with that exception; | gan, whose age and pe ani panoi 
i i ire A ae S, fe -willing to | 
but still the House say it skall not pass with- e all so much respect, am per saly e ns 
out this provision. Who is the assailing party alter my motion to one of insisting, i Poe Hale 
there? it best, that the House should have en oppor 
ey r. . * pe Px "i -t 
‘That brings us back to the original principle— MEAM EE E A CASS A 
should the Senate tolerate an attack not merely |; vote the same determinano one tee he : 
on lis constitutional privileges, but on the Ceon- i The point which I make has been adverted t 


| nity to reflect. F mean süli to express b 
t b 


łn deference, however, to the ij at 


i: ta 
t here, Nera revenue oji 


The provision in the bill is, that 

shall “ protect persons and property therein, and 
on the national highways leading to said Territory, 

fom all unlawful searches and scizures.’? As hag 
been well remarked by the Senator from Michi-' 
gan, this gives the Presidentabsolute power, with- 

outcondition, withoutany preliminaries. Suppose» 
the bill should pass with this provision. requiring 

the President to give this protection by the Army 

as I stated when I first arose, it would be a 

declaration of martial law; and it is against the 


| Constitution, if it is to be enforced in a State; 


kecause the Constitution expressly provides that 


| you shall not call out the military to actina State, 


to enforce State laws, except on demand by the 


| Legislature, or, if the Legislature cannot be con- 


vened, on a requisition by the Governor of the 
State. Ifa military force be necessary to execute 
a law of the United States, the preliminaries re- 
quired, before the President can act, are fixed by 
statute, as properly stated by the Senator from 
Michigans 


Our fathers were jealous of this power. No 


| free government ever did, before this bill, propose 


to give to its sovereign—to its executive—the 
army, and say, ‘‘ You keep the peace; you pro- 
tect property everywhere.” Our forefathers in 
1787 would not let him use the army at all; he 
had to call for the militia. They were jed@lous 
of the whole military power in the States of the 
Union. They put only two provisions in regard 
to it in the Constitution. They wanted to keep 
it down. The Constitution kept it down; and 
this is striking at that constitutional provision. 
It says to the President, ‘Take your fifteen 
thousand men, preserve order on the national 


| highways as you please, irresponsible ta law, 


irresponsible to the Constitution, irresponsible to 
the courts.” Gentlemen talk about disbanding 
the Army. Sir, I say let the Army go; let it be 
disbanded; but preserve the Constitution for the 
protection of the people. 

I withdraw my motion to adhere, and move to 
insist. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, the honor- 
able Senator from Sovth Carolina (Mr. Burter] 
has aimcd ten round, full, heavy sentences at 
the Senator from New York. I am sorry that 
he thought it necessary todo so. This is a great 
public question; it is a great national question; it 
is a great question affecting the welfare of society 
and the liberties of the country. ‘The. Senator 
from New York is but one of the sixty-two mem- 
bers of this body—one of the three hundred mem- 
bers of the Congress of the United States. It is 
aiming quite short of the mark to aim at a single 
Senator ammunition and balls that ought in fact 
to be directed against the House of Representa- 
tives. But, sir, I will show the honorable Sena- 


' tor from South Carolina that his balls fall harm- 
| less at my feet. 


e The House of Representatives 
last year sent here a civil and diplomatic appro- 
priation bill, and upon it they sent—— 

Mr. HUNTER. Will the Senator from New 
York allow me to make a suggestion to him? 

Mr. SEWARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Michigan 
has asked that the motion be changed from ad- 
hering to insisting, and the Senator from Georgia 
If we are 
going to insist we ought to do it at once, so as to 
Let us take the 


vote. x 
Mr. SEWARD. If the honorable Senator had 


! allowed me I should be through in three minutes. 


Mr. HUNTER. I would not have interrupted 


i the Senator but for the short time we have left. 


Mr. SEWARD. I was going to say that last 
year the House of Representatives sent here a bill 


| containing appropriations for the civil and diplo- 


matic expenses of the Government, and upon it 
was a condition that the revenue system, the sys- 
tem of raising money for the support of the Gov- 
ernment, should be changed in a material respect. 
I maintained, that for the House of Represent- 
ives to attach a revenne system, which is & 
bject within their exclusive juris Hetion, pan 
appropriation bill, which the Constitution of the 
| nied States gives the Senate a right t ad, 
without any necessity, and the prey i 
entirely unnecessary, was d 
tended towards revoladen. 
Now, the House of 


a 


right in the former case, 1am equally right in 
this case. The cases are different, and I am con- 
sistent. 

Mr. HUNTER. Will the Senator allow me 
to suggest to him that he can kill the bill by 
speaking? If that is his wish let us know it, and | 
he can go on-to twelve o’clock, and I shall inter- 
rupt him no more. 

Mr. SEWARD. Honorable Senators need 
not trouble themaclves about my killing this bill. 
I have no desire to kill it; but I have no desire to 
save it in the shape in which it will satisfy them. 
They act on their responsibilities, as Æ do upon | 
mine.” For aught that I have to say, they shall | 
have ample time yet to try the virtue of the House | 
of Representatives. 1 do not mean that my own 
shall fail. I have no more to say to the Senator 
from South Carolina. I have no more to say in 
explanation of my own consistency. What I 
hav@to say now is simply this: that, practically, | 
the proposition of the House of Representatives 
is to repudiate the so-called territorial laws and | 
Legislature of Kansas. Honorable gentlemen 
have got up what is an immaterial, and indirect, į 
anda collateral issue, upon a proposition connected | 
with it, in regard to executing laws upon the na- 
tional rivers and highways. ‘Chis L think will: 
fail them. It does not at all divert me from the | 
main issue. Who is it that Senators are desiring | 
to protectin this careful way, by preventing the 
President from exercising martial law on the na- 
tional highways? Those who stop passengers, j 
emigrants, citizens of the United States, passing 
from the States in peace, to locate themselves in 
the Territory of Kansas, and establish a free 
State there. 

Nat. one word of complaint has ever come to 
the Congress of the United States against obstruc- 
tions of free transit on the national highways, 
except to these interruptions of the passages lead- 
ing to Kansas, and these obstructions amount to 
piracy and murder. How is this piracy and 
murder to be prevented by the President of the 


United States? The provision is, that he shall | 


take care that the laws shall be enforced against 
all unlawful violations of the rights of person 
and property upon the national highways, ‘The 
‘President is not to employ the Army to prevent 
lawful obstructions, but unlawful obstructions 
upon the national highways. What the law 
allows men to do the Army mast permit them. 
Then what the President is required to do is, to 
prevent, with armed force if nee 


in a lawful way and manner. 

Mr. President, it is apprehended that great and 
serious disasters will overtake the country in con- 
sequence of the defeat of this Army appropriation 
bil. Why, sir, the Army will go On just as it 
did before. Every man will have his rations, and 
every man will have his pay, and the Army will 

erform all its functions and all its duties. What 
has the Army to do now? There is np war, 
forcign or domestic. There is nowhere any use 
or employment for this Army, in a legitimate 
sense, except inthe Territory of Kansas, and on 
the national highways leading toit. Everywhere 
else peace and harmony prevail in the entire 
country. But if there be any danger of such dis 
asters, the President is here, his Seerctarics are 
here, and the Congress of the United States yet | 
remains. In a hundred days from this time Con- 
gress will be here again. ‘This Army has had | 
no supphes granted by Congress since the Ist | 
day of July, and still it goes on. 
part of the executive Government that has had | 
any supplics by law from the national Treasury | 


since the Ist of July, and still the Government |! 


stands, and the country is prosperous and happy. 
Who will tell me that the state of things which 
has existed without any man in the country even 
being aware of it from the Ist of July until the 
lèth of August, cannot exist, and be continued 


ra 


| firmly 


ssary, unlawful i! 
violations of the rights of persons on the na-| 
tional highways, and of course he is to do that | 


There is no |! 


adhere to that House. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I shall detain 
the Senate but a short time 

Mr. TOOMBS, I will remark to the Senate 
that it takes half an hour in the House of Repre- 
sentatives to-call the roll. 

Mr. BAYARD. I have heard sentiments ex- 
pressed here which I do not approve. I have 
heard the honorable Senator from New York de- 
tain the Senate on a personal explanation which 
involves only his own personal standing in the 
community. I have heard these personal dis- 
putes. I should like to say something on the gen- 


P: 


i 
i 


at all, and I do not feel disposed to let these doc- 
trines go- abroad without a bricf reply. 
be very bricf, and simply on the question of co- 
ercive legislation on the part of the House. The 
Senator from Mlinois [Mr. Trumpett] has boldly 
presented that question; but I siy no special 
pleading can avoid the result of the determination 
ofthe American people; and if there is wrong here 
the wrong is on the part of the TIouse of Repre- 
sentatives, and not on the part of the Senate. 

Now, what is the position of the facts? Igo 
not into the details of this provision at all. The 
Senate and the House of Representatives have 
‘from the commencement of the session differed 
as to the causes of the disturbances which have 
xisted in Kansas, They have proposed different 
remedies. ‘Lhe House bas sent us one bill, and 
we have sent them another bill, which we call a 
peace bill—a pacification bil — 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Delaware 
will allow me to make an appeal to him. If we 
are to send the ‘bill to the Louse, we ought to do 
itat once. 

Mr. BAYARD. It is very hard; but I will 
give way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Georgia. 

_ Mr. WILSON. 1 have no wish to take up 
uume—— 

Mr. TOOMBS. The motion is to insist and 
i| ask for another conference, 

The question being taken by ye 
‘| resulted—yeas 39, nays 12; 
| VRAS—Messr 

i sec, Ben i 
H Butler, Ca 
fi Evans, P 
| James, Jone 


j 


asand nays, 
as follows: 


tuns, Allen, Bayard, Bell of Tennes- 


Clayton, Crittenden, Dodge, Douglas, 
patrick, Geyer Houston, Hunter, Iverson, 
MW lowa, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Ma- 


j Vater 

NAYS — Messrs. Bett of New Hampshire, Collamer, 
| Durkee, Fish, Poot, Poster, Hale, Harian, Seward, Trum- 
bull, Wade, and Wilson—12, 


So the motion was: 


greed to. 

i Messrs. Cass, CRITTENDEN, and BENJAMIN, 
| Were appointed the committee of conference on 
! the part of the Senate. 

PUBLICATION OF DEBATES. 


Mr. CASS. Thope the resolution submitted 
by the honorable Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. 
| Brown, ] in regard to the payment of newspapers 
‘for publishing the debates of the Senate, will be 
: taken up and passed. 

Mr. MASON. JT hope it will not be taken up 
Tt certainly wiil lead to a grent deal of debate. 
shall feel it my duty to oppose it, and oppose i 
| very strenuously, and at length. 


| i 
t 


get up the resolation, and then he can move to 
i lay it on the table, and we can consider that asa 
i test vote. 
| Mr. MASON. That will not accomplish my 
object. 1 wish to state the reasons why I have 
uniformly opposed it. 
| 
i that question, but it is one which will occupy a 
day in its discussion. 

Mr. BAYARD. It willnot be passed without 
debate. [have something to say on it. 

Mr. BIGGS. Is there not an order in regard 


to the consideration of private bills to-day ? 


eral question; I have not spoken on the subject | 


It shall | 


y Binter, Bright, Brodhead, Brown | 


i| son, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian. Slidet, Stuart, į 
, Puomson ot New Jersey, Toombs, Weller, Wright, and i 


Mr. BROWN. Wil my friend allow us to | 


Mr. BIGGS. Does it not require unanimous 
consent to consider this resolution ? 

The PRESIDEN'T pro tempore. No, sir. 

Mr. BIGGS. We have already.passed an 
order to go on with the Calendar of House 
bills. 

Mr. GEYER. I call for the reading of the 
resolution adopted on Saturday before we pro- 
ceed. I think it excludes all business of that 
kind. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
refer to resolutions. It will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution adopted on 
Saturday, on the motion of Mr. Sruanr, pre- 
scribing what bills should be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not 
refer to resolutions at all. 

Mr. STUART. It does not affect anything 
but bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
| asked the mover of the resolution, at the time of 
its adoption, whether he intended to embrace res- 
olutions, and he said not. The question is on 
taking up for consideration the resolution of the 
Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Brown.] 

Mr. MASON asked for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

Mr.STUART. [hope the Secretary, in calling 
the roll, will call the name of a Senator but once, 
and let those not here at the first call vote after- 
wards. i 

Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator need not be im- 
patient. He is a long way from getting this 
resolution passed. 1] hope the rule will not be 
departed from. 1 give the Senator my word that 
he is further from the end of this resolution than 
he thinks. . 

‘The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 19, nays 22; as follows: ` 

YEAS — Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Ten- 
nessce, Bright, Brown, Buyer, Cass, Clayton, Douglas, 
Hale, Harlan, James, Jones of Jowa, Jones of Tennessee, 
Pratt, Pugh, Seward, Thomson of New Jersey, Weller, and 
Wright—i9. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, Brod 
head, Clay, Durkee Evans, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Geyer 
ilouston, Iverson, Mallory, Mason, Reid, Slidell, Stuart, 
Toombs, ‘frambull, Wade, and Yulee—22. 

So the Senate refused to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the resolution. 


WASHINGTON A. BARTLETT. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I beg leave to ask the 
indulgence of the Senate for three minutes. T shall 
not be long. The Committee on Naval Affairs 
made a report upon the memorial of Washineton 
A. Bartlett, formerly an officer of the Navy. ‘That 
report has been misconstrued and misunderstood, 
and represented through the country as a sentence 
| of condemnation on him, or an expression of 
| opinion against him. Lwish to ask the gentle- 
f man who reported it, whether that is the fair 
meaning or was the intent of the committee ? 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee, That report was 
made by me under the direction of the commit- 
tee, and it was not intended to express an opin- 
ion pro or con. in relation to the guilt or inno- 
cence of Mr, Bartlett. The committee designed 
merely to report the evidence. If itis capable of 
a diferent interpretation, itis the result of care- 
| less composition or careless consideration of the 
import of terms. It was not the intention of the 
committee to express their opinion on the import 
| of the evidence, or draw any conclusion pro or 
| con. in regard to the conduct of Lieutenant Bart- 
lett; the object of the committee being merely to 
spread before the Senate and the country the evi- 


dence. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President 

Mr. STUART. I object to any discussion on 
that topic. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is 
under the impression, that the discussion of the 
question raised by the Senator from Kentucky is 
not in order, 

Mr. MALLORY. The Senator from Tennes- 
see appealed to the Senate as an act of courtesy 
to allow him to proceed, and I made no objection. 
I only want him to say, whether in fact the re- 
port did express any opinion on the evidence, 
and if—— 

i Mr. STUART. 
| cussion., 


It does not 


ij 
1 


| 
| 
| 


i 
i 
| 
| 


| 


1 
i 
i 
i 
i 


t 
! 


I object to any further dis- 


1856. 


e 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


he PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills, which had heretofore re- | 
ceived the signature of the Speaker of the House: | 
An act to authorize the circuit court of the Dis- | 
trict of Columbia to decree the sale of real estate | 
in certain cases; and 
An act for the relief of Thomas H. Baird. 


WILLIAM HUMPHREYS, 


The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the hill (H. R. No, 208) 
for the relief of William Humphreys, owner of 
the fishing schooner Good Exchange, lost at sea. 
It proposes to allow him the fishing bounty to | 
which he would have been entitled, if the vessel 
had been engaged for four months in the cod 
fisheries. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amerdment, and ordered to a third reading, read | 
the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE BUSINESS, 
Mr. MASON. I move that the Senate iow 


proceed to the consideration of executive busi- | 
ness, 
_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore put the ques- | 
tion, and declared that the noes appeared to have | 
it. 

Mr. MASON. I will ask for the yeas and | 
nays. | 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered; and being | 
taken, resulted—yeas 18, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bell of ‘Tennessee, Biggs, Brod- | 
head, Butler, Cass, Clay, Douglas, Hartan, Hunter, Iverson, 
Jones of ‘Tennessee, Mallory, Mason, Pugh, Reid, Stuart, 
Thomson of New Jersey, and ‘Voombs—19. 

NAYS~--Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Benja- 
min, Bigler, Bright, Brown, Collamer, Crittenden, Durkee, 
Eyans, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Hale, Houston, James, 
Jones-of Lowa, Pearce, Pratt, Sebastian, Seward, Slidell, 
Trumbull, Wade, Weller, Wilson, Wright, and Yulee—25. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

CHAPLAIN OF THE SENATE. | 


` | 

Mr. CLAYTON. I desire to offer the follow- ! 
ing resolution for the consideration and action of | 
the Senate: | 
Resolved, That there be paid to the Chaplain of the Senate, Hi 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate, the sum of &500, |; 
in addition to his salary for his services during the present | 
session. | 
Mr. HALE. Let it lie over. | 

AMBROSE LANFEAR. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. I move that the Senate | 

$ : : ; | 
proceed to consider those bills which it has al- | 
ready passed, and have been returned from the | 
House with slight verbal amendments; there are,|| 
three or four of them, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill (3. No. 377) for the relief of Ambrose | 
Lanfear, of Louisiana, which proposes to confirm | 

EN > j 
a land claim, had been returned from the Fouse | 
of Representatives with an amendment, adding 
the following proviso: 

And provided further, That any person or persons who i 
are now settled on the said lands, or any portion of the iH 
said lauds embraced in the said surveys, shail be eutitled t 
to have and maintain an action to test the validity of said ;! 
surveys, and the extent of the said claims of the children į 
of Paul Toups, and of Dispit St. Armand, Nos. 74 and 529, | 
and to have the same determined judicially in the same | 
manner as though the land on which they are settled had į 

i 
i 
t 


been surveyed as public land, and they had been permitted | 
to enter the same by way of preémption, it being the truc | 
intent and meaning of this act, that no person who would į 
be now entitled to a right of preémption to any part of the 
said land, if the same were the property of the United : 
States, shall be deprived of the same, unless it is judicially | 
decided that the said surveys were made in conformity | 
with the logal sight of the said Ambrose Lanfear, under the | 
said confirmation. 


i 
| 

Mr. BENJAMIN. i 
the amendment of the House. : i 
The amendment was concurred in. | 
i 

| 

] 

| 

i 

i 

i 

i 


J move a concurrence in | 


ABRAHAM KINTZING. 


The Senate next procecded to consider the | 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. No. 222) 
for the relief of Abraham Kintzing, which was | 
to strike out ‘4583 33, being the difference be- | 
tween his salary as special examiner of drugs, | 
and that of assistant appraiser at Philadelphia, | 
during the time he performed the duties of the | 
latter office;’’ and insert: 


Three hundred and nineteen dollars and fifty cents, | 
being the difference between bis salary as spreial examiner 


: House bill. 


and that of assistant appraiser for three months and twenty- | 
five days, the period during which he performed the duties | 
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1 
of the latter office, in addition to his own, 


in consequence 
of the death of its incumbent. 3 


The amendment was concurred in, 
HANNIBAL FAULK AND OTHERS. 


i 
i 
The bill (S. No. 270) for the relief of Hannibal || 
Faulk and Eliza 8. Collier, (formerly widow lj 
Scriber,) and the heirs and legal representatives | 
of Benjamin Scriber, deceased, had been returned | 
from the House’of Representatives with an amend- | 
ment, to add to the clause providing that the con- 
firmation made by the bill should not affect the 
rights of third parties, the words: 
Whether entitled to a preémption under the laws of the 


ee States, or having other valid claim to any part of said į 
and. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
SALLY T. MATHEWS. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the House 

amendment to the bill (S. No. 296) for the relief | 
r : ; 

of Sally T. Mathews, which was to add at the 

end of the bill the following additional section: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That from and after the | 
passage of this act, any clerk, messenger, or other person, 
permitted to enter the service of the United States without 
the authority of law, the compensation due for such service, 
when paid by the Government, shall be deducted by the 
accounting officers trom the salary or compensation due or | 
accruing to such head of Department or bureau, who may j 
have so employed such persons without such legal authority 
aforesaid, unicss the Presidentshail certify that such assist- 
ance was absolutely necessary to the public service. f 

Mr. STUART. I should like to know some- || 
thing about that amendment. Ewant to know | 
what bill it is to which it is offered as an amend- | 
ment? | 

The Secretary read the bill making provision 
for the services of W. P. Mathews as an extra 
clerk in the Treasury Department, 

Mr. STUART. I do not think the Senate | 
ought to agree to this amendment to such a bill, | 
because there are cases frequently arising in this į 

i 
Í 


Government when the services of extra clerks are | 
indispensable in order to do the business of the | 
Government. I move to Jay the whole bill and. 
amendment for the present on the table. | 

The motion was agreed to. f 

J. W. NYE. 

‘The House joint resolution (No. 23) in favor 
of J. W. Nye, was read the first time. 

Mr. SEWARD. I hope it will be put on its! 
passage. 

Mr. SLIDELL. How does that come under | 
consideration? I think there was a resolution to |} 
proceed with bills from the House of Represent- 
atives. 


The PRESIDENT pre tempore. 


This is a 


Mr. SLIDELL. _Is it in regular order on the | 
Calender? If not, I object. i 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tary will procecd with the Calendar 


PASCAL L. CERRE. 

The bill (H. R. No226) to authorize the legal 
representatives of Pascal L. Cerre to enter certain 
lands in the State of Missouri, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, with an amendment to strike outall after 
the enacting clause, and insert: 


That the legal representatives of Pascal L. Cerre be, and 
they are hereby, authorized to locate, free of costs, on any : 
of the public lands of the United States in the State of | 
Missouri, agreeably to the United States surveys, subject 
to sale at private entry, at the minimam price, the quantity 
of seven thousand and fifty-six arpents of tand, less such į; 
quantity of lands as they may have already acquired under | 
and by virtue of the confirmatory act of 1806, entiled “An | 
act confirming elaims to lands in the State of Missouri, and | 
for other purposes,” approved July 836; and the Com- 
missioner of the General Land OM cei 
the proper certificate or certificates, 
that such claimants are such | 
cause a patent or patents to be issued as in other cases. 


The Secre- | 


The amendment was agrecd to. ‘The bill was 
reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | 
ment was concurred in, and ordered to be en- || 
grossed, and the bill to be read a third time. It 
was read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN NASH. j 
The bill (H. R. No. 338) for the relief of John || 
Nash, was considered as in Committee of the | 


Whole. A | 
It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- | 
ury to pay $100 te John Nash, owner of the ii 


schooner L. J. Bowden, that’ sum being. one 
moiety of the penalty collected of the master of 
that vessel by the collector of the port of Fred- 
ericksburg, in 1853, for a breach of the revenue 


laws, it having been made to appear that the pèn- 


alty was incurred without any design. to violate 


i the law. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. f 

CALVIN HALL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 332) 
for the relief of Caivin Hall, assignee of William 
Jones. Its object is to provide for the payment 
of three hundred and two sheep belonging to 
William Jones, improperly seized by the. Gov- 
ernment officers in 1831, for an alleged non-pay- 
ment of duties. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PEYTON G. KING. 


The bill (H. R. No. 37) for the relief of Peyton 
G. King, late receiver of public moneys at Mon- 
roe, Louisiana, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in adjusting the accounts of Peyton C. King, 
as late receiver of public money at the United 
States land office at Monroe, Louisiana, to give 
him credit for $7,853 92, the amount of the public 
money of which he was robbed on the 22d of 
January, 1855, while acting in his official capacity. ` 

The propriety of giving this direction to the 
Secretary of the Treasury depends, first, upon 
the fact, that Mr. King was robbed of the amount 
of public money spoken of; and, second, upon 
the existence of an obligation on the part of the 
Government to release him from any personal 
right it might have under the law, as it now 
stands, to claim from him the payment of the 
amount of which he had been deprived by a. 
robbery. As to the fact of robbery, the money 
is known to have been in the safe until its disap- 
pearance was discovered, on Mr. King going into 
his office, and opening the safe, in the presence 
of W. K. Johnson; and all the proof goes to 
establish the fact of the commission of the theft 


| or robbery by some other person or persons, in 


the most conclusive manner. Indeed, it is alto- 
gether unusual, when a crime of such a character 
has been committed, to have such a mass of proof 
to show the actual commission of the crime, and 
the impossibility of there having been any com- 
plicity in the commission of the crime on the 
part of the one who had the money in his charge. 
As to the existence of an obligation on the part 
of the Government to release Mr. King from any 
claign against him for the repayment of the money 
of whieh he is shown to have been robbed, it is 
shown that, very soon after the organization of 
the Government under the Constitution of the 
United States, Alexander Hamilton, in a report 


! made by him on the 9th of December, 1791, upon 


a case referred to him, observed, that it was “a 
principle which had been admitted in practice at 
the Treasury, upon the strength of legal opinions 
officially given, that when a receiver of public 
moneys, as a mere agent, is robbed of such money, 
which may have been in his keeping, the loss is 
to be borne by the Government;”’ and from va- 
rious cases cited, that such has been the practice 
of the Government. 

Mr. STUART. What committee. reported 
this bill ? : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Com- 
mittee on Claims. , 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, aud passed. 

HENRY L. ROBINSON. 


The bill (H. R. No. 335) for the relief of Hen- 
ry L. Robinson was considered asin Committee 


|! of the Whole. 


It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to Robinson $171 for bounty for service in the 
United States Army, from April, 1814, until dis-. 
charged in 1815. f 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 


| amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. : 
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WILLIAM B. COZZENS. 


The bill (H. R. No. 334) for the relief of Wil- 
liam B. Cozzens was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. G 

Its purpose is to allow W. B. Cozzens $1,000 
in full compensation for his store-house, taken 
from him for the use of the United States in 
January, 1847, by Captain L. H. Webb, by order 
of Quartermaster General Jesup. 

The bill was. reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


MRS. MAGDALENE BRONTIN. 


The Senate next proceeded, as in Committee of 
the Whole, to consider the bill (E. R. No. 345) 
for the relief of the heirs and legal represent- 
atives of Mrs. Magdalene Brontin, widow of De 
la Ronde. 

It proposes to confirm the title to a tract of 
land containing two thousand superficial arpents 
in the Greensburg land district, Louisiana, which 
was granted to Don Pedro de la Ronde, by Don 
Juan Ventura Morales, Intendant of West Flori- 
da, on the 19th of January, 1804. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


IGNACIO DELINO. 


The bill (H. R. No. 346) for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of Ignacio Delino, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to confirm a title to a land tract in 
the Greenburg district, Louisiana. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. , 


RUHAMA AND REBECCA WHITTAKER. 


The bill (H. R. No. ra to confirm the title of 
Ruhama Whittaker and Rebecca Whittaker to 
certain lands in the State of Louisiana, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, reported 
to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


BERNARD HEMKIN. 

The bill (II. R. No. 348) for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of Bernard Hem- 
kin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to authorize Bernard Hemkin’s rep- 
resentatives to locate two hundred arpents of land 
on any unappropriated public lands in the Oua- 
chita district, Louisiana, in lieu of a lot recom- 
mended by the register and receiver, at Monroe, 
to be confirthed to him, in their report as commis- 
siouers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendinent, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. E 

LOUIS REGGIO. 


The Senate bill (No. 350) for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of Louis Reggio, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It Proposes to confirm a title to one thousand 
six hundred arpents of land in the Greenburg dis- 
trict, Louisiana. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

BOUNTY LAND TO SOLDIERS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. No. 351) to extend the rights granted by 
an act approved January 7, 1853, entitled ‘An 
act authorizing certain soldiers of the late war 
with Great Britain to surrender the bounty lands 
drawn by them, and draw others in lieu thereof.” 

Mr. STUART. What is that bill? I should 
like to hear its title read again. 
stand it to be a private bill by any means. 
a publie bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolu- 
tion is not confined to private bills. 

Mr. STUART. But I thought we were acting 
underan order, I move to lay the bill on the table. 
We can take it up next session. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. If my friend will hear it, 
he will net object, 

The Secretary read the bill. 

_ Mr. STUART. J insist on my motion to lay 
it on the table. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


It is 


I do not under- | 


KANE’S ARCTIC EXPEDITION. 


The next business on the Calendar was the 
House joint resolution (No. 11) for the purchase 
of Dr. Kane’s forthcoming work on Arctic ex- 

lorations, and for the presentation of medals to 

r. Kane, his officers, and men; which was re- 
ported from the Committee on the Library with 
an amendment. _ 

Mr. CLAY. I presume that will lead tosome 
debate. 1 move to lay it on the table. 

Mr. BIGLER: I desire to make a motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis not in 
order to say a word after a motion has been made 
to lay on the table. 

Mr. CLAY. I move to postpone it till the 
second Monday in December, if that will be sat- 
isfactory- E 

Mr. CLAYTON. I hope we may have a vote 
on the bill. Ido not see why it should be de- 
bated. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JONES, of Jowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the following 
bills and joint resolution, reported them without 


amendment: 
A bill (H. R. No. 281) for the relief of Betsey 


Nash; 

A bill (H. R. No. 367) for the relief of Mary 
B. Winship, widow of Oscar F. Winship; and 

A joint resolution (No. 24) to pay the pen- 
sion due Parmelia Slavin, late wife of John Blue, 
deceased, to her administrator. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 366) 
for the relief of Rebecca Smith, reported it with- 
out amendment. 


ANTOINE ROBEDEAU. 


The bill (H. R. No. 196) for the relief of 
Antoine Robedcau, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

It proposes to require the Secretary of the In- 
terior to inscribe on the invalid pension roll the 
name of Antoine Robedeau, who was an inter- 
preter to General Kearny, whilst in command 
of the army of the West, and was wounded in 
the battle of San Pasqual, at the rate of $16 66 
per month, to commence on the Ist of December, 
1855, and to continue during his natural life. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


EDMUND MITCHELL, 


The bill (II. R. No. 222) for the relief of Ed- |} 


mund Mitchell, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to allow him a pen- 
sion of eight dollars a month, from March 1, 1854. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W., TORRENCE. 

The bill (H. R. No. 859) increasing the pen- 
sion of George W. Torrence, was the next bill on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. CLAY. I object to that bill being passed. 
Let it he on the table. I make that motion. 

The question being taken, on a division there 
were—ayes 18, noes 12; no quorum voting. 

Mr. IVERSON. ‘There is evidently a quorum 
present. 

Mr. STUART. [ask for another division. 

Mr. CLAY. F make the motion because we 
have paid him $1,500 ina round sum at once, and 
this is more than we allow as the highest pension 


| in the Army. Iam willing to give him thirty dol- 


lars a month, but I object to forty. 
The bill was ordered to lie on the table. 


URSULA E. COBB. 


The bill (11. R. No. 363) for the relief of Ur- 
sula E. Cobb, widow of Charles Cobb, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to allow her a pension out of the naval 


| pension fund, from May 9, 1853, in accordance 
| with the act of March 3, 1837. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 


i third time, and passed. 


JOHN CONNOLLY, : 
The bill (H. R. No. 373) for the relief of John 


dollars per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered toa third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


ABNER DICKSON. 


The bill (H. R. No. 377) for the relief of Abner 
Dickson, a soldier in the war of 1812, which 
allows him a pension of sixteen dollars a month, 
instead of the pension heretofore allowed him, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
reported to the Senate, ordered toa third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL WALDO. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 468) pro- 
viding an increase of pension to Daniel Waldo, 
of Onondaga county, New York, which directs 
the Secretary of the Interior to cause his pension 
to be changed on the pension roll, from $26 66 
per annum to eight dollars per month, commence- 
ing on the 4th March, 1831, and continuing during 
his natural life. 

Mr. CLAY. I object to that bill, because it 
goes baek. I have never voted for any of these 
back rations, and I never will do it. If we set 
the precedent, it will exhaust the Treasury. I 
move to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Let it be recommitted to the 
committee. 

The bill was recommitted to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. STUART subsequently said: The bill which 
was recommitted to the Committee on Pensions 
provided, I understand, for an increase of pension 
to the old gentleman whois Chaplain to the House 
of Representatives. Ido not believe we can do 
a better thing than increase his pension. 

Mr. CLAY. It goes back to 1831. 

Mr. STUART. I move to reconsider the vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Did the Sen- 
ator vote with the majority? 

Mr. STUART. Yes, sir. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. STUART. Lhope the Senate will pass 
the bill. The old gentleman cannot live more 
than a few years at any rate. 

Mr. BRODHEAD.  Iagrêe to this bill, but 
there is another thing that ought to bedone. The 
Senate Chaplain ought to have the usual compen- 
sation. 

Mr. STUART. This is not compensation, 
but a pension. 

Mr. CLAY. Itisa vicious precedent, that will 
be used hereafter, The bill proposes to go back 
to 1831, and pay him an increased pension from 
that time to this. The reason for it is, that he 
is a very old man, and cannot live long. That is 
rathera reason why he does not need the money. 
It is a vicious precedent, and I hope it will not 
be set. I trust that party considerations cannot 
operate here to give bounty to the Chaplain of the 
House, and refuse the usual compensation to the 
Chaplain of the Senate. 

Mr. STUART. The precedent does not go 
beyond this case. IfI shall ever see a man who 
is as old a man and as good a man, and has done 
as good service to his country and to his fellow- 
men as this man, I will reindorse the precedent. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


LOUIS HEMBERT. 

The next bill on the Calendar was (H. R. No. 
472) for the relief of Louis Hembert, which di- 
rects that he be placed on the roll of invalid pen- 
sioners at the rate of sixteen dollars a month, 
commencing Ist June, 1856, and continuing dur- 
ing his natural life, instead of the pension now 
allowed him. 

Mr. CLAY. I move that that bill be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MANUEL GONZALES MORO. 
The bill (H. R. No. 224) authorizing the legal 


representatives of Manucl Gonzales Moro toenter 


1856. 
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pets 


certain lands in Missouri, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole, reported to the Senate, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. $ 


HEIRS OF THOMAS GORDON. 


The bill (H. R. No. 260) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Thomas Gordon, de- 
ceased, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to direct the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to the representatives the 
sum of nineteen dollars and eighteen ninetieths, 
with interest at the rate of six per centum from į 
1801, in full for a certificate given by Timothy 
Pickering, Quartermaster General, to Thomas 
Gordon, deceased, for nineteen dollars and eigh- 
teen ninetieths, with interest, bearing date 29th 
July, 1782. aa 

he bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


JOHN OTIS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
considered the bill (H. R. No. 331) for the relief 
of John Otis, which directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay him $917 50, in full compensa- 
tion for services rendered in taking care of the 
sick and wounded at the battle of Sandy Creek, 
and materials furnished, in the year 1814. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


LIEUTENANT CHARLES E. JARVIS. 


The bill (H. R. No. 269) for the relief of the 
sureties of the late Lieutenant Charles E. Jarvis, | 
of the United States Army, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct ! 
the accounting officers to allow $3,098 37, in the 
accounts of Lieutenant Charles E. Jarvis, de- 
ceased, late acting assistant commissary of sub- 
sistence, for disbursements made on his passage 
to California, and transportation on his arrival 
there, the vouchers having been stolen after his 
death in California. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS AP CATESBY JONES. 


The Senate considered, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill (H. R. No. 275) for the relief of 
Captain Thomas Ap Catesby Jones. It directs 
the accounting officers to pay him $900, in full 
for the moneys paid by him to Hall McAllister, 
Esq., as counsel on the trial of Black, and five 
others, for mutiny. | 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


EXTENSION OF THE SESSION. 


Mr. HUNTER. I have some reason to be- 
lieve that, if we extend the session for two hours, 
the difference between the two Houses on the 
Army appropriation bill may be settled. There 
is not time enough now. ‘The House is voting 
on a motion to suspend the rules for the purpose 
of extending the session two hours. I wish to 
submit a motion that the Senate, (the House of 
Representatives concurring,) extend the session 
until two o'clock to-day. Two o’clock is the 
hour proposed by themselves, and let us agree 
to it. 

Mr. HALE. Lhope not. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I object. 

Mr. BUTLER. . And I object. , 

Mr. TOOMBS. The time has come to adjourn. į 
{ have been paid, and I want to go home. 

Mr. HUNTER. It is only for two hours. 
Within one or two hours the House may recede. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I would not give five minutes 
to pass all the appropriation bills you have passed 
this session. ae 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question į 
is on the resolution of the Senator from Virginia, 
which is: 

Resolved, (the House of Representatives concurring,) 
ae the present session be extended to two o’clock this 

ay. : 
Mr. SEWARD. Can that resolution be con- | 
sidered now, unless by unanimous consent? i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a ques- | 
tion of privilege relative to the immediate business | 
of the body, and cntitled to be considered at once. i 


Mr. SEWARD called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. MASON. As the prompting of my own 
mind alone—I have had no conversation with 
others—I say that, if this resolution be adopted, 
it may save the necessity of an extra session. I 
have no information, but F think so. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 41, nays 7; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Bell of Tennes- 
see, Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Cass, Clay, 
Clayton, Collamer, Crittenden, Douglas, Evans, Fish, Fitz- 
patrick, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, Houston, Hunter, 
Iverson, Jaimes, Jones of Iowa, Jones of ‘Tennessee, Mal- 
lary, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Stuart, 
Thomson of New Jersey, Trumbull, Weller, Wright, and 
Yulee—41. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Butler, Hale, 
Seward, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, and Wade—7. 


So the resolution was agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills: 

An act for the relief of Hannibal Faulk and 

liza S. Collier, (formerly widow Scriber,) and 
the heirs and legal representatives of -Benjamin 
Scriber, deceased; 

An act for the relief of Abraham Kintzing; 

An act for the relief of Ambrose Lanfear, of 
Louisiana; and 

An act making appropriations for certain civil 
expenses of the Government for the year ending 
June 30, 1857. 


LIEUTENANT J. W. TODD. 


The bill (H. R. No. 11) for the relief of J. W. 
Todd, a lieutenant of ordnance in the United 
States Army, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Its object is to direct the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury to give credit to Lieutenant 
Todd, in the sum of $2,450, being the amount 
placed in his hands by the United States, and 
charged to him as a disbursing officer, which was 
irrecoverably lost whilst in his charge and cus- 
tody by the burning and sinking of the steamboat 
Gipsey on the Misssisippi river, between Baton 
Rouge and New Orleans, on the 7th of December, 
1854, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, and read 
the third time. + 

Mr. BAYARD. I wish simply to state that 
the Senate have passed some private bills this 
morning directing the accounting officers of the 
Treasury to pay money. I think it questionable 
whether they can pay money, because they, have 
no warrant to do so. This bill, I believe, 1s dif- 
ferent. It directs them to give a credit. 

The bill was passed. 


SALVADOR ACCARDI. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
-considered the bill (H. R. No. 4) for the relief of 
Salvador Accardi. It directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place his name on the pension roll, at 
the rate of six dollars a month, commencing the 
Ath of March, 1854. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


JAMES M. LINDSAY. 
The bill (C. C. No. 3) for the relief of James 


the Whole. { 

It proposes to confirm the claim of-James M. 
Lindsay, of the State of Alabama, to fractional 
section twenty-one, township six, range five, 
west of the Alabama river, (except the south 
half of the southeast quarter and the south half 
of the southwest quarter of that section,) being 
the part of a reservation made to Samuel and 
David Hale, Creck Indians, by the treaty of the 
9th of August, 1814, between the United States 
and the hostile Creeks. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. CHASE. 
The bill (H. R. C. C. No. 6) for the relief of Wil- 
liam H. Chase, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 


It directs the accounting officers to pass to the 
\ credit of William H. Chase,a major inthe Army, 


M. Lindsay, was considered as in Committee of |) 


fin the settlement of his accounts, the sum: of 
| $812 50, being for an amount heretofore disal- 
| lowed him in lieu of quarters and fuel in the years 
į 1838 and 1839, and the further sum of $130 paid 
| by him to convey him, in the course of his duty, 
from Key West to Havana in the year 1835—in 
all $942 50. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to.a third reading, read the 
| third time, and passed. 


| RUDOLPH KUSSMAUL. 


The Senate proceeded as in Committee of the 
Whole to consider the bill (H. R. No. 568) for 
the relief of Rudolph Kussmaul. 

_It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
his name on the pension list at the rate of twelve 
dollarsa month from the 30th of June, 1856, during 
his natural life, instead of six dollars a month, 
t which he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


SENATE BILLS BECOME LAWS, 


A message from the President of the United 
| States, by Mr. Wexsrer, his Private Secretary, 
| announced that he had approved and signed the 
following bills: 

An act (No. 222) for the relief of Abraham 
Kintzing; 

An act (No. 270) for the relief of Hannible 
| Faulk and Eliza S. Collier, (formerly widow Scri- 
| ber,) and the heirs and legal representatives of 
Benjamin Scriber, deceased; ; 

An act (No. 377) for the relief of Ambrose Lan- 
fear, of Louisiana; and 

An act (No. 438) for the relief of Thomas H. 
Baird. 

CHAPLAIN TO THE SENATE. 


Mr. STUART. I desire to call up a resolution 
which I understand was objected to by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, (Mr. Hate;] but he 
is willing to withdraw his objection. It is the 
resolution in reference to our Chaplain, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no 
objection, the resolution will be taken up. The 
Chair hears no objection. ‘The resolution is: 
| Resolved, ‘That there be paid to the Chaplain of the Sen. 
i ate, out of the contingent fund of the Senate, the sum of 
| 3500 in addition to his salary. : : 

Mr. HALE. Upon an appeal made ‘to me by 
several Senators not to defeat this resolution by 
| my personal objection, I have withdrawn it, but 

I have an objection to the passage of the resolu- 
tion, which 1 will occupy a very few minutes in 
stating. 

Mr. President, I hold in my hand a pamphlet 

(of which the Rev. Henry Clay Dean, Chaplain 
of the United States Senate at this time, is the 
| author) entitled “ The great fraud upon the public 
credulity in the organization of the Republican 
party upon the ruins ofthe Whig party,’’ signed 
t National Whig.’ In this pamphlet of our 
reverend Chaplain, Í find the following language 
used in reference to a party with which itis my 
| pride to act: 


“The Republican party invites contest, and provokes 
| quarrel, but it is the contest of passion and prejudice—the 
virus ofenvy infused from the poisoned tongue of slander,and 
| thrown into the life-blood of the body politic; the contest of 
| jealousy, whose infernal fires are fanned by detraction, and 
; fed by falsehood ; the contest of malignity that huuts down 
| the living, that throws its missiles at the good name of the 
| absent, and, jackall-like, howls around the sepulchers of 


| the illustrious dead. Nor is it the quarrel of contending 
| parties, aroused by a sense of injustice done them, and fear- 
| jess ofeonflict and death. Itis the bandying of epithets—the 
| inauguration into the council-chambers of the country of 
i the vernacular of the billiard saloon and the billingsgate of 
the beer-shop.”” 

In this same pamphlet, it is alleged of the Re- 
publican party: 

“Their object, in the coming campaign, is the spoils of 
office, or the dissolution of the Union.” 


And it is immediately added: 

“The following paragraphs cannot be easily misappre- 
hended. Read them: 
i tt REPUBLICANISM AND Disenron—Jonn P. Hare.. The 
| Abolition candidate for President against Scott and Pierce 
| in 1852: What is his record? On the 7th of February, 1850, 
| he presented, insisted upou, and along with Chase and Sew- 
| ard alone, voted to receive, refer, and consider a petition . 
; demanding of Congress ‘an immediate dissolution of the 
| Union,’ because a union with slaveholders is violative of 
| Divine law and human rights. Cass, Corwin, Benton, 
| Clay, and Webster, with forty-six other Senators, voted 
| against it.” > 


$ . . 
|; Now, sir, as our reverend Chaplain has de- 


| 
| 
: 
| 


liberately charged upon the Republican party that 
their object is the spoils of office, or the disso- 
latian of the Union,” and has paraded Repenu- 
cantmanp Disuniow in large letters under that 
charge, and then has placed my name and action 
on aformer occasion as proof of that charge, and 
in conjunction therewith has added the names of 
Messrs: Seward and Chase, then members of the 
Senate, and their votes on my motion as proof 
of the charge, [ propose briefly to state from the 
record what was said and done on that occasion, 
both by myself and those two gentlemen. 

I read from the Congressional Globe, February 
7; 1850: : Bry. 

“Mr. Hare. Ihave received a petition from inhabitants 
of Pennsyivania and Delaware, stating that they believe 
that the Federal Consutution, in giving its support to sli- 
very, violates the Divine law, and makes war upon human 
rights, and is inconsistent with republican principles, and 
that the attempt to unite slavery aud freedom in one body 
politic has already brought upon the country great and man- 
ifold evils, and bas fully proved that no such union can, 
exist but by the sacrifice of freedom to the supremacy of 
slavery. They, therefore, respectfully ask Congrese to pro- 
pose, without delay, some plan for the immediate and 
peacefial dissolution of the American Union, t trust, as 
the Senate decided yesterday that it was in order to receive 
resolutions threatening to do the same thing forcibly, they 
will at least receive a petition asking them to do it peace- 
ably.” 

The question of reception was raised, and a 
protracted debate ensued. [ closed the few re- 
marks I made on that occasion with these words: 

& E hope the petition will be disposed of in the usual way, 
and laid on the table, though £ will uot make the motion to 
do it.” 

Mr. Seward, whose name and action on thatoc- 
casion are also lugged in by the reverend Chaplain 
to prove that Republicanism and disunion are one 
and the same, moved to add, after the petition 
was received— 

That it he referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
with instructions to report, without unreasonable delay, 
that the Senate has neither the power nor the disposition 
to entertain the question,” 

And the same gentleman further said: 


“| have considered ~ I was going on to say—the course 
taken by a distinguished and lamented statesman in the 
other House, upon the occasion of presentation of petitions 
of a character similar to that which is now presented—t 
mean the late doin Quiney Adams; and fam satisfied, as 
he was, that the petition ought to be received, by way of 
vindicating the right of petition. f have no more sy upathy 
than he had with the object of a petition which ys tora 
dissolution of this Union. J bave no tear of a dissolution 
of the Union. f believe it was not made by madmen, nor 
ean neuhnen destroy it; and 1 believe none but madmen 
would petition for its dissolution, and my rule always is in 
regard to madmen to have vo controversy with thearn”? 


Mr. Chase spoke as follows: 

“Tam unwilling, sit, to give a vote upon that question at 
this time, untess | have an opportunity atforded me to as- 
sign the reasons for that vote, in order that they may 
outwith the vote itself fam one of those who believe that 
the right of petition belongs to the people, and that it is not 
within the constitutional power of this body, or ofany other 
legislative body, to abridge that right? — 
and much more of the same sort, Messrs. Sew- 
ard, Chase, and myself, all disclaimed any sym- 
pathy with the object of the petitions we simply 
desired to vindicate the right to petition. Mr. 
Seward, in closing the debate, said: 

“We are all agaist even the thought of dissolution. 
Under these ciredinstinces, E shall vote tor receiving the 
petition, for the reason E hive already assigned; aud i 
think it the right way to vindicate the right of petition, and 
the way best calculated to suppress the agitation.” 

And, sir, notwithstanding these distinct avowals 
of our purpose simply to vindicate the right of 
petition, and the strongest expressions of devo- 

4 eS Š $ ; 
tion to the Union, the reverend Chaplain of this 
body, sustaining to its members the relation of 
their spiritual teacher, whose appropriate func- 
tion would be in the hour of sickness, aud pos- 
sibly of dissolution, to stand around their bed- 
side administering the consolations of that reli- 
gion of which he isa professed minister, has seen 
fit to make himself an instrument of circulating 
the foulest slanders against some of them. 

Sir, Lam represented by the Chaplain not only 


as presenting but insisting upon a petition for the | 


dissolution of this Union. I shall make no mo- 
tion, nor join in any reproach against ministers 


of tie Gospel for meddling with politics. [ leave | 


that to the eloquent denunciation so freely poured 
forth on another occasion, when three thousand 
clergymen of New England rémoostrated against 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise. T wil 
only add that, if the Secretary of the Senate, the 
Sergeant-at-Arms, or any other officer of the Sen- 
ate, shall so far forget what I think belongs to 


$ 
1 
t 
i 


the proprieties of his position as to libel any 
member of the Senate as the reverend Chaplain 
has myself, 1 will vote for his immediate dismis- 
sal from ofice. If our Chaplain is entitled to any 
extra compensation, it should come from the 
political clubs which circulate such pamphlets as 
the one he has published. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BIGLER. I move to amend the resolution 
by adding the following: 

That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate tosuch of the employés of the Senate whose pay 
has not been inereased at the present session, or whose sal- 


aries do not exceed $2,500, twenty per cent. on their pay 
now fixed by law, for the last fiscal year. 


Mr. EVANS. I think it will be better to put 
an end to this whole discussion. The contingent 
fund seems to bea fund that is grappled at by 
everybody, and I therefore move to lay the res- 
olution and amendment oa the table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. EVANS. I move to refer the resolution 
and amendment to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. SEWARD. I will vote for the payment 
of this Chaplain on the ground, that chaplains 
ought to be employed, and that when employed 
they ought to be paid, and that with his services 


in any other capacity, though IT regret to see him | 
departing from his high vocation, I have nothing 


to do. 

Mr. BUTLER. Allow me to say one word 
in reference to this genUeman. The pamphlet 
alluded to is an anonymous production, and such 
as has often been resorted to by clergymen in 
England, by Bishop Burnett, Horne Tooke, and 
others, and they have never been questioned or 
called upon for writing under an anonymous 
name, He has not written it as a clergyman, 

Mr. HALE. You do not deny that he is the 
author? 

Mr. BUTLER. You say so? 

Mr. HALE. Ido. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, that is enough. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, (Mr. Bieuer.] 

Mr. CLAYTON. Itis a proposition to pay 
the employés of this House the same sum that 
is paid to the officers of the other House, and no 
more. Why should not our officers have the 
same sum that they have? I can see no reason 
for the difference, 

Mr. PEARCE, Tt is in fact allowing the 
Tlouse to fix the amount of the salaries that we 
shall pay to our officers. I cannot subscribe to 
that. The House may do as they please with 


their own officers; but here we have on deliberate | 


consideration arranged the salaries, and l am not 
willing to depart from that scale. 

Mr. COLLAMER,. If this amendment be 
added to the resolution, I shall insist on a divis- 
ion of the question on the adoption of the reso- 
lution as amended. I may be willing to vote for 
one branch of the resolution, and not for the 
other, L inquire of the Chair whether, if it be 
added, we shall be at liberty to divide the ques- 
tion ? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 


now is on the amendment of the Senator from į 


Pennsylvania. 

Mr. COLLAMER. But, if it be adopted, can 
we divide the resolution ? 4 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, sir, it 
becomes a part of the resolution, and the question 
will be on the resolution as it is. 

Mr. BIGLER, [can see no well-founded ob- 
jection to my proposition. Ft is the rate of salary 
fixed by the House. They have added twenty 
per cent. to their officers. 

Mr. COLLAMER. 
nays on the amendment. 

Mr. BIGLER. J withdraw it. 

Mr. PUGH. I think this discussion will ac- 


complish no purpose. I move to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table. : 


The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. WADE, and others. It is twelve o’clock. 
_ Mr. HALE, | object to any further proceed- 
ings. The hour of twelve o’clock has arrived. 


The clock has struck twelve, and I refuse to vote. | 


I ask for the yeas and | 


} 
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August 18, _ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Sroarv.) 
Call the roll.” 
The question being taken hy yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 30, nays 6; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, 
Builer, Cass, Clay, Clayton, Douglas, Evans, Fitzpatrick, 
Foster, Harlan, Houston, Hunter, James, Jones of Towa, 
Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Pratt, Reid, Sebastian, 
Seward. Slide, Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, Thomson 
of New Je Weller, and Wrighi—30. 
NAYS—Mesers. Brodhead, Coliamer, 
Toombs, and Wade—6. 
So the resolution was adopted. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. CuLLom, their Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker had signed divers enrolled bills; which 
were signed by the President pro tempore, and are 
as follows: 

An act for the relief of Captain Thomas Ap. 
Catesby Jones; 

An act for the relief of the heirs and le 
resentatives of Ignacio Deline; 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Mrs. Magdalene Brontin, widow of De la 
Ronde; 

An act for the relief of Peyton G. King, late 
receiver of public moneys at Monroe, Louisiana; 
Anact for the relief of William B. Cozzens; 

An act for the relicf of William Humphreys, 
Jr., owner of the fishing schooner Good Ex- 
change; 

An act for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of Louis Reggio; 

An act for the relief of Henry L. Robinson; 

An act for the relief of Edmund Mitchell; 

An act for the relief of the sureties of the late 
Lieutenant Charles E., Jarvis, of the United States 
Army; : 

An act for the relief of John Nash; and 

An act for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of Bernard Hemkin. 

Mr. HUNTER, I believe it is usual to notify 
the President that the Senate is ready to adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The hour of 
twelve, fixed by the resolution of the two Houses, 
having arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair 


to announce that the Senate is adjourned sine die. 
. er 


Foot, Pearce, 


gal rep-, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, August 18, 1856. 
The House met at nine o’clock, a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Danten Warno. 
CREEK AND SEMINOLE INDIANS. 
Mr. PHELPS. I desire to appeal to the House 


| to take up and consider Senate bill (No. 462) for 


fulfilling treaty stipulations with the Creek and 
Seminole Indians, of August 7, 1856. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I desire to have 
the Journal read. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal is not prepared 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to make this state- 
ment in reference to that bill: On Saturday the 


i Senate ratified a treaty made with the Creek and 
| Seminole Indians, by which it becomes necessary 


to make additional appropriations. In addition to 
that, the conditions of the treaty with the Semi- 
noles provides for ridding the State of Florida 
of the remainder of the Seminoles in that State. 
This matter has been fully examined by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Indian Affairs. We 


| have the estimates of the Secretary of the Interior 


relating to it. It isa Senate bill, and unless now 
acted upon it must fail. T believe, from my cx- 
amination of the bill, that it ought to pass with 
an amendment, providing that it shall not take 
effect until the Indians consent to the amend- 
ment which the Senate made to the treaty. 

Mr. JONES. I ask for the reading of the 
Journal. 

Mr. CARLILE. 
bill. 

Mr. JONES. I wantto have the Journal read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has announced 
to the House that the Journal is not prepared. 

Mr. JONES. Then read what is prepared. 

The SPEAKER. There is no part of the Jour- 
nal ready. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move to suspend the 
rules, that the reading of the Journal may be dis- 
pensed with. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by 
the officers of the House~and it is due to them 


I object to taking up that 
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anes = = : 
to make the statement to the House—that for i Kelly, Letcher, Lumpkin, Maxwell, MeMutlin, McQueen, 
many years the Journal has not been read on the || 
last day of the session. i 

The question wes put on Mr. Cumeman’s! 
motion; and, on a division, there were—ayes 91, | 
noes 28. i 

So (two thirds having voted in favor thereof) | 
the rules were suspended, and the reading of the | 
Journal was dispensed with. . 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by | 
Mr. Dickins, its Secretary, notifying the House | 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of its | 

| 
i 


tarh, Talbott, Taylor, Thurston, Trippe, Wheeler, and Zol- 
| licotfer—44. 4 

| So (two tmrds voting in favor thereof) the rules 
! were suspended. 


The question being on ordering the bill to be 
read a third time, 
Mr. KNIGHT called the previous question. 


thereof the bill was ordered to a third reading; 
and it was read the third time. i 

Mr. KNIGHT moved the previous question 
on the passage of the bil. . 
|, < The previous question was seconded; and the 
| main question was ordered to be put. 
i| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the yeas 
| and nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 103, nays 64; as follows: 

VEAS—Messrs. Allison, Barbour, Barclay, Benson, Bil- 
linghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Bowie, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, 
| Butfinton, Cadwalader, Janes H. Campbetl, Lewis D. | 
Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Comins, Covode, ! 
| Cragin, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, 
Timothy Davis, Dick, Dickson, Durfee, Edie, Edwards, | 
Etheridge, Flagler, Flarence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, | 
Thomas J.D. Puller, Galloway, Robert B. Hall, J. Morrison 
Harris, Harrison, Herbert, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B, 
Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Knowlton, Kunkel, Lake, Leiter, Mace, Killian Miller, 
Millward, Moore, Morrill, Moit, Murray, Norton, Parker, | 
Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Petit, Pike, Pringle, j 
Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, Roberts, Sapp, Scott, Sher- 
man, Simmons, Sneed, Spinver, Stanton, Stranahan, 
Swops, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Trafton, Trippe, | 
Tyson, Vail, Valk, Wade, Waldron, Walker, Cadwalader 
C. Washburne, Edihu B. Washburne, Welch, Williams, 
i Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zollicofler—1)3. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Barksdale, Hendtey S. 
Beunett, Bocock, Boyce, Brooks, Burnett, John P. Camp- 
bell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, | 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Craige, Davidson, Dean, 


committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the Post Office appropri- 
ation bill. 


RESIGNATION OF A MEMBER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- | 
munication from Wiruram A. Ricnarpson, a! 
member of the House from the State of Illinois, | 
notifying him that he had addressed a letter to || 
the Governor of Ilinois, resigning his seat as a 
member of this House, to take effect from the 
25th instant. . 
NEW MEMBER. 


Mr. HAVEN. Mr.Speaker, the Hon. Tuomas ! 
P. Axers, who has been elected a member of this | 
House from the State of Missouri, in the place | 
of Mr. Miter, who diet since this House met 
in December, is present. I hold in my hand the 
certificate of his election, and I desire that the || 
oath be administered to him. 

Mr. Angers advanced: and the Speaker admin- 
istered to him the oath to support the Constitu- | 
tion of the United States, 


CREEK AND SEMINOLE TREATY. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Puerrs] asks the consent of the |} 
House to take from the Speaker’s table a Senate i| Dodd, Dowdell, Edmundson, Emrie, Eu Evans, Faulk- | 
bill for fulfilling the stipulations of the treaty i| ner, Giddings, Gonde, Greenwood, Harlan, Thomas t. | 


i pri í k «h i| Harris, Haven, Hickman, Hoffman, Houston, George W. 
with the Creek and Seminole Indians of the 16th ea laney dunes: Knor, Leizh Lupkia, baite. 
of August, 1856. | ; 

| 
| 


A y son, Maxwell, McMulliin, McQueen, Milison, Morgan, An- | 

Mr, ALLISON. I raise the point of order, | ` ‘ i i 
that the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. Puers] | 
cannot take the floor from my colleague, [Mr. | 


A. Smith, William Smith, Stewart, Taibott, Taylor, Todd, 
Underwood, Walbridge, [srael Washburn, Wheeler, Whit- 
i ney, and John V. Wright—64. 


Milison, Nichols, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Ruffin; Sandidge, | 
Savage, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Sinith, Stew- | 


The previous question was seconded; and the | 
main question ordered; and under the operation | 


drew Oliver, Orr, Porter, Ruffin, Sandidge, Savage, Samuel i 


s 
sènt of the House to introduce the 
resolution: : i 
a » 

i| Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives 

he, and heis hereby, authorized to pay to William IF. SHver, 

H an extra page, the suin of two dollars perday, from the 9th 


| day of February until the close. of the session, with. the 
usual extra compensation. 


| Mr. LETCHER objected. : : 
ur BARKSDALE moved to suspend the 
rules, 

The gles were suspended, two thirds having 
voted in favor thereof. 

, Mr. BARKSDALE moved the previous ques- 
tion on the resolution. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Jask the consent 
of the gentleman from Mississippi to propose an 
amendment to the resolution, that the Clerk shall 
be directed to pay the extra compensation voted 
the other day to the employés of the House pro 
rata to those who were in the employ of the 
House prior to the organization of the House at 
the present session. I think itis but right, if this 
extra compensation is to be paid, that those who 
were in the employ of the House at the com- 
; mencement of the session should share im it in 
proportion to the time for which they, were em- 
ployed. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. T should be very glad to 
accommodate my friend from Tennessee, but I 
cannot yield for that purpose. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof, the resolution was agreed to, 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the 
vote adopting the resolution, and to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider on the table; which latter motion. 
was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, informing the House that he 
had, on this day, approved and signed bills and 
| joint resolutions originating in this House of the 
following titles: ` 

An act to continue the land office at Vincennes, 
Indiana, and to ascertain and adjust the titles to 
certain lands in the State of Indianaand Minois, 
| formerly included within the Vincennes land dis- 
trict; 


following 


Kxigur,} who was entitled to the floor on Sat- 
urday evening, on a motion to suspend the rules. 
He has the floor on that motion, ; 
The SPEAKER. The point of order is well | 
taken; but the gentleman from Missouri asks the 
unanimous consent of the House. 
Mr. ALLISON. I object. MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


THOMAS H. BAIRD. | A message was received from the Senate, by 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be on || Mr. Dicxrss, its Secretary, notifying the House 
the motion of Mr. Kxicir to suspend the rales | that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
for the purpose of having taken from the Speak- || committee of conference on the disagreeing votes i 
er's table, and “considered at this time, Senate || of the two Houses on House bill (No. 201) 
bill (No. 438) from the Court of Claims for the || making appropriations for certain civil expenses 
relief of Thomas H. Baifd,- on which the yeas || of the Government for the year ending the 30th | 
and nays had been ordered. of June, 1857. X 
The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury || Also, that the Senate had passed House bill | 
to pay to Thomas H. Baird, administrator of the | 
estate of Absalom Baird, deceased, a commis- | 
sioned surgeon in the army of the Revolution, | 


So the bill was passed. 


i 
i 


estate in certain cases. 


(No. 215) to authorize the circuit court of the || 
District of Columbia to decree the sale of real | 


i 
ii 
} 


An act for the relief of Larrane Kirby; 
An act for the relief of John Poe, of Louisville, 
| Kentucky; AS : 

An act to establish certain post routes; 

An act making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian depart- 

ment, and- for fulfilling treaty stipulations with: 
| various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 
30, 1857; ; f 

An act to extend the jurisdiction of the corpo- 
ration of the city of Washington over the lower: . 
Eastern Branch, or Navy-Yard bridge, and: to: 
regulate travel on the upper Eastern Branch, or 
Benning’s bridge, and for other purposes; 

An act making appropriations for fortifications: 
and other works of defense, and tor repairs. of 
barracks and quarters, for the year ending 30th 
of June, 1857; 

An act for the relief of Talbot C. Dousman; 


ý BILLS i| An act for the relief of the representatives and: 
ENROLLED BILLS. i 


. 


sureties of Robert King, deceased; 


Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as truly enrolled an act to regu- 
late the diplomatic and consular systems of the 


YEAS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Barelay, ; 


piate i t 
Barksdale, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Bowie, | United States; when the Speaker signed the same. 
Branch, Brenton, Broom, Bafiinton, Cadwalader, James | Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
H, Campbell, Lewis Guin pelo eee e penec || Bills, reported as truly cnroiled a bill making | 
Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cox, Gra- | aan Si : é active. an 
gin, Cumbaek, Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy || appropriations for the legislative, executive, a 


Davis, Dean, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Edmundson, | 
Edwards, Emrie, theridge, Eustis, Flagler, Flore: i 
Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gidding 
Gilbert, Granger, Greenwood, Harian, J. Morrison Harris, į 
Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Holoway, Thomas R. Horton, | 
Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, ! 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Lake, Mace, | 
Matteson, MeCarty, Killian Miller, Millward, Moore, Mor- | 
gan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, i 
Pearce, Pelton, Penuingion, Perry, Pettit, F ike, Pringle, : 
Puryear, Ready, Rieaud, Ritchie, Rive Sage, Sapp, ; 
Scott, Seward, Sherman, Simmons, ©) : Spinner, Stan- | 
ton, Stephens, Stranahan, Swope appan, Thorington, | 
Todd, ‘Tratton, Tyson, Vail, Vaik, Wade, Walbridge 
Waldron, Cadwalader ©, Washbume, Elihu B. W 
burne, Isracl Washburn, Welch, Whitney, Williams, | 
Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth —123. l 
NAYS — Messrs. Henry Bennett, Hendley S. Bennett, | 
Toyee, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, Clingman, | 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige, Davidson, ! 
| 


signed the same. f A 
Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on: 


Enrolied Bills, reported as truly enrolled bilis į 


the same: 

An act making appropriations for light-houses, | 
light-boats, buoys, &c., and providing for the ; 
erection and establishment of the same, and for | 
| other purposes; and a ! 
Anact making appropriations for the transpor- 
, © tation of the United States mail, by ocean steamers | 
and otherwise, during the fiscal year ending the - 


i| 30th of June, 1857. 
EXTRA PAGE. | 
| Mr. BARKSDALE asked the unanimous con- | 


Denver, Faulkner, Goode, Thomas L., Harris, Hickman, 
Hoffman, Houston, George W, Jones, J. Giancy Jones, 


of the following tities; when the Speaker signed jl 


lution giving an increased compen- 
aborers in the employment of the 
executive and legislative departments of the Gov- 
ernment, in the city of Washington; and 

A joint resolution for extending the time for the 
creditors of Texas to present their claims, 


ASSAULT UPON MR. GRANGER. 
Mr. SIMMONS. 


A joint reso 
sation to all I 


i the Capitol ; 
Mr. HOUSTON. Lappeal to the gentleman 

i from New York—and I know that he will not 
| object to what Lam going to say — that he will 
i allow a report to be made from a committee of 


| conference on one of the appropriation bills which 


now ready to report. Let the business of the 
Louse be transacted, and then let the gentleman 
bring up his resolution. T i 
‘Mr. SIMMONS. I do not give way I am 
informed—— 7 

| The SPEAKER. The gentleman must state 


2238 


August 18, 


what is | the proposition he makes. to the 


House. ° : ` 

* Mr. SIMMONS. I wish first to state the facts. 
Cannot I be allowed to state the facts upon my 
honor asa member? | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can make no 
statement. He must submit his proposition, and 
the Chair will submit it to the House. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Well, sir, I submit the fol- 
lowing resolution, and demand the previous ques- 
tion upon it: * 

Resolved, That a committee of five be appointed to in- 
vestigate the alleged assault upon Hon. Amos P. GRANGER, 
a Representative from the State of New York, by Hon. 
Fayerre McMutuin, a Representative from the State of 
Virginia, on the morning of the 18th instant, and that they 
report their action to. this House on the second Monday 
of December next. 


Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I submit the ques- 
tion of order, that the resolution does not involve 
a question of privilege. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the resolution involves a question of privi- 
lege. The question is upon the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. McMULLIN, I most respectfully ask 
the unanimous adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

The SPEAKER thereupon appointed Messrs. 
Simmons, Smitu of Virginia, Perrir, Evie, and 
FuLLeRr of Maine, to constitute such committee. 


¢ ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled an 
act making appropriations for the service of the 
Post Office Department during the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1857; when the Speaker signed 
the same. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL-~-REPORT OF 
CONFERENCE COMMITTEE. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. The com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses, on House bill (No. 201) making 
appropriations for certain civil expenses of the 
Government for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1857, have met, and, after full and free conference, 
have agreed to recommend to their respective 
Houses, as follows: 


That the House of Representatives do concur in the sec- 
ond amendment of the Senate, which is as follows: 

« fneert after the word ¢ approve’ in the following: 

“Phat the sum of $200,000 be, and the same is hereby, ap- 
propriated, to enable the President to procure and pay fora 
site for a building for the accommodation of the United States 
courts in the city of Baltimore, and to erect thereon a tre- 
proof building for such purpose, on such plan as the President | 
may approve: Provided, That no part of the money shall be | 
applied for the erection of such building till a contract | 
shall be concluded with responsible parties, with detailed | 
plans and estimates, to erect and complete said building, 
according to such plan and estimates, and to deliver the 
game to the United States for or within the sum above ap- 
er hg after paying thercout for the tand contracted for || 

y the President, under the authority of law, for the site of 

such building— 


These words: 


“ And the further sum of $267,000, to enable the Presi- 
dent to purchase the lot, and repair the building thereon, 
conditionally purchased by him of the Merchants? Exchange 
company, tor a post office, in the said city of Baltimore.” 


With the following amendment: 


Strike out the Senate’s amendment, and ia Heu thereof 
Insert the following : 

And the further sum of $800,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, for a post office in the said city; and the | 
President is hereby authorized to reconsider the conditional ; 
contract heretofore made by him with the Merchants? Ex- i| 
change Company, and to appoint a commissioner, to whom, |) 


together with another commissioner to be appointed by; 
the Mayor of Baltimore, he shall refer the question of the (| 


{ mi 


selection of a site, or site and building, for said post office 
and, if said commissioners disagree, they shall choo: 
third; and the said commissioners shall me 
and submit the same to the President for hi 
if the President approve their selection, his 
be final; and, if he disapprove their selection, the whole |! 
subject shall be referred by him to Congress at their next :i 
session. 4 i 


That the House do concur in the nineteenth || 
amendment of the Senate, with an amendment: į 


Strike out the Senate amendment: “For continuing : 
the construction of the Washington aqueduct, $500,000;”? | 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: | 


Por paying existing liabilities for the Washington aque- | 
duct, and preserving the work already done from injury, |: 


such sum of money as shall be necessary, no ceeding i 
$250,000. y Aa EA 
* | 

i 


That the House do concur in the twenty sev- 
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enth amendment of the Senate, with an amend- 
ment: 


Strike out “thousands,” and insert “hundreds ;” so that 
the paragraph will read: - 

For enlarging and shelving the law library room, and a 
new carpet, and other furniture for the same, $400. 


That the House do concur in the forty sixit 
amendment of,the Senate, which is as follows: 


For additional compensation and mileage of members of 
the House of Representatives, and Delegates from Terri- 
tories for the present Congress, $773,432; 


With an amendment to add the following: 

And to enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
to pay the additional compensation to its employés, and 
others, authorized by the resolution of the House of August 
15, 1856, a sum sufficient for that purpose is hereby appro- 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, and is hereby added to the contingent fand of 
the House of Representatives. 


That the House do concur in the forty-seventh 
amendment of the Senate, which is in these 


words: 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That, in the office of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, the Secre- 
tary of the Interior shall be authorized to take nine clerks 
of class three, in charge of branches of service, and put 
them in class four; and, in addition to those now allowed 
by law, the Postmaster’ General shall be authorized to em- 
ploy four clerks of class one; and the sum of $6,600 is 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to pay.such increased compensa- 
tion, and the clerks thus authorized, including arrears now 
due to temporary clerks, to the 30th of June, 1857 ; 


With the following amendments: 


Strike out from the words, “ And be it further enacted, 
That,” to the words, “in class four and ;” and strike out 
« 96,600,” and in lieu thereof insert ‘ $4,800.” 


That the House do concur in the fifty-first 
amendment of the Senate, which is as follows: 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 

Jar is hereby authorized and directed to pay, to the hold- 
ers of the war bouds of California, the amount of money 
appropriated by an act of Congress approved August 5, 1854, 
in payment of “ expenses incurred and now actually paid by 
the State of California, in the suppression of Indian hostili- 
ties within the said State prior to the Ist day of January, anno 
Domini 1854,” to wit: the sum of $924,259 65, under the 
following restrictions and regulations ; Any and all of said 
bonds, prior to their redemption by the Sceretary of War, 
shall be presented by the holders thereof to the commis- 
sioners appointed by the State of California, under an act 
of the Legislature of said State, entitled “An act concern- 
ing the war debt of this State, and providing for the redemp- 
tion thercot,” approved April 19, 1856, who shall compute 
the amount due upon each bond on the 20th day of Decem- 
ber, 1853, and indorse thereon the amountso found by them 
to be due; they shall also certify, by their indorsement on 
each bond, its genuineness. Upon presentation to the Sec- 
retary of War of any bond, or bonds, thus indorsed, it shall 
be his duty to. draw his warrant in favor of the holder or 
holders thereof, for the amount indorsed thereon as due by 
said commissioners, upon the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, 
who is hereby directed to pay the same: Provided, That said 
payments shall not, in the aggregate, excecd the amount 
of money appropriated by act of Congress approved August 
5, 1854: And provided further, That no payments shall be 
made except upon such of the aforesaid bonds are certi- 
fied and direeted to be paid by the said commissioners of 
the State of California, by an order in writing upon the Bec- 
retary of War. Said bonds, after the payments as above set 
forth shall have been made, shall be returned by the Secre- 
tary of War to said commissioners, who shall receipt to hiin 
for the same: 

With an amendment to strike out in the Senate 
amendment ail after the word © bonds”? where it 
first occurs, and insert, in lieu thereof, the follow- 
ing: 

Of the State of California the amount of money appro- 


' printed by act of Congress, approved May 5, 1854, in pay- 
| ment of expen 


incurred, and now actually paid by the 
State of California, for the sappression of Indian hostilities 
within the said State, priorto the first day of January, anno 
Domini 1854, under the folowing restrictions and regula- 
tions: Before any bonds shall be redeemed by the Secre- 
tary of War, they shall be presented to the board of com- 
missioners appointed by the Legislature of said State, by 
an act approved April 19, 1856, and the amount due and 
payable upon cach bond be indorsed thereon by said com- 
ioners. Upon presentation to the Secretary of War 
of any bond or bonds thus indorsed, it shall be his duty to 
draw his warrant in favor of the holder or holders thereof, 
for the amount certified to be due upon the same: Provided, 


That said amounts in the aggregate shall not exceed the jj 


amount of money appropriated by act of Congress, approved 
August 5, 1854. Said bonds, after redemption, and after 
taking of the coupons that may remain unpaid, shall be de- 
livered to the Secretary of War to be canceled. 

Mr. Speaker, that proviso limits the amounts 
of appropriation to the amount appropriated by 
the act of August, 1854. 
the payment of any interest. 
for the payment of these bonds under the act of 
the California Legislature—the commissioners of 


that State to certify to the genuineness of the | 


bonds. The appropriation is limited to the 
amount of the appropriation made in 1854. 

Mr. ORR. Suppose the appropriation is in- 
sufficient to pay the bonds? 


| Mr. CAMPBELL. Then the Government of 
the United States is not liable to pay an additional 
dollar. There is no assumption in this amend- 
ment of any amount exceeding that formerly ap- 
propriated, $924,000. 
r. ORR. I hope the reporters will be partic- 
ular to take down that remark. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The committee also rec- 
ommend that the House do concur in the fifty- 
seventh amendment of the Senate, with an 
amendment, as follows: 


After the word “ commission,” in line twelve of said 
amendment, insert the words, “ of three.” 


This amendment limits to three, the number of 
commissioners to ascertain the expenses incurred 
by the Territory of Oregon in the suppression of 
Indian hostilities. 

That the House concur in the sixty-third 
amendment of the Senate, with an amendment, 
as follows: ` 

Strike out the words, “ whenever it shall exceed,” in 
lines seven and eight in said amendment, and insert the 
word “ exceeding.” 

This is a mere verbal amendment, designed to 
make good English in the clause in reference to 
| paying for the publication of the Congressional 

lobe. 

That the Senate do recede from the following 
amendments: 

Twenty-fourth amendment, making an appro- 
priation of $15,000 for printing the works of 
General Greene. 

Twenty-sixth amendment, which makes an 
appropriation of $10,000 forthe Washington In- 
| firmary, thus reducing the appropriation to its 
original amount, $3,000. 

Thirticth amendment, appropriating $2,500 for 
lighting Georgetown with gas. 

Thirty-second amendment, appropriating $600 
for pay of messengerin Navy Department. That 
is provided for in the joint resolution for pay of 
messengers and laborers. 

Thirty-eighth, thirty-ninth, and fortieth amend- 
ments, in reference to the purchase of Audubon’s 
Birds of America, and Quadrupeds of North 
America, for presentation to foreign Govern- 
ments. The Senate receding from these amend- 
ments restores the original namber—one hundred 
each — of those works. 

Forty-third amendment, appropriating $590 to 
pay to F. La Fontaine, of the Miami tribe of In- 
dians, under an award of commissioners on 
claims against that tribe of Indians. 

Forty-fourth amendment, which appropriates 
$100,000 to carry into effect an agreement of 


It does not provide for | 
It only provides | 


Samuel Harney with certain bands of Sioux In- 

dians. 5 het 
Fifty-second amendment,” providing for a 

survey for a ship canal across, the , Isthmus of 

Darien. ; 

|  Fifty-fifth amendment, appropriating $10,000 

i for repairing capitol buildings in Nebraska. 

Fifty-sixth amendment, providing for a contin- 
uation of the compilation and publication of the 
| ‘American State Papers.” 

Sixticth amendment, providing for the appoint- 
' ment of an agent to enroll Cherokees east of the 
Mississippi river. 

The committee recommend that the House 
| concur in the following amendments of the 
| Senate: 

Third amendment, which is a mere verbal one, 
i| in connection with the Baltimore city post office 
| —substituting “ buildings” for “ building.” 

| Fifth amendment, appropriating $86,000 for 
| completing marine hospital at Cincinnati. 

Sixth amendment, appropriating $13,401 30 
|| for improving battery and streets around the post 
i| office and custom-house at San Francisco. 

| Thirteenth amendment, changing the rate of 
i! pay of officers of the exploring expedition to the 
China seas and Behring’s Straits. 

Twenty-fifth amendment, which appropriates 
$10,494 40 for restoring the plates of the Japan 
| exploring expedition, destroyed by fire at Phila- 
i delphia on the 11th of April last. 
| wenty-eighth and twenty-ninth amendments, 
| extending the streetsin Washington to be lighted 
with gas. 

Thirty-first amendment, appropriating $6,000 
for constructing culvert over Tiber creek, on In- 


i 
| 


a 


diana avenue. , 
Thirty-third amendment, providing for plans, 
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estimates, &c., for a new bridge across the Poto- 
mac. i : 

Thirty-fourth amendment, appropriating $6,000 | 
for repairing, extending, &c., the Government | 

reen-house. 

Thirty-fifth amendment, reducing appropria- | 
tion from $15,000 to $3,000 for improvement of 
grounds south of President’s house. À 

Thirty-sixth amendment, providing for selec- 
tion of a site, &c., for a new jail in Washington. 

Thirty-seventh amendment, increasing appro- 
priation from $5,000 to $75,000 for continuing ' 
construction of Little Falls bridge. l 

Forty-first amendment, appropriating $119,300 | 
for constructing a powder magazine at San Fran- | 
cisco. | 

Forty-second amendment, appropriating $7,000 | 
for continuing extra clerk hire in the office of In- | 
dian Affairs. 

Forty-fifth amendment, appropriating $178,128 | 
for additional compensation and mileage of Sen- ! 
ators. 

Forty-cighth amendment, which appropriates 
$100,000 for the purchase of three stores at the 
Atlantic dock, New York. 

Forty-ninth amendment, providing for the pay | 
of commissioner under the treaty with Great | 
Britain of June 5, 1854. 

_ Fiftieth amendment, providing for extra cler- 
ical services, &c., in the offices of registers and | 
receivers of the public land offices. 

Fifty-third amendment, increasing the number | 
of examiners and assistant examiners in the! 
Patent Office. 

Fifty-fourth amendment, providing for arrear- 
ages of pay of examiners and assistant examiners 
in the Patent Office. f 

Fifty-eighth amendment, providing for com- |! 
pensazion to the clerk of the circuit and district 
courts of the southern district of Illinois, for 
certain extra services. i 

| 
i 


i 
| 
i 
1 
| 
| 
$ 
| 


| 
i 
! 


Fifty-ninth amendment, providing additional ' 
pay to the commissioners for settling private | 
land claims in California. | 

Sixtieth amendment, providing for ascertaining | 
the number of Cherokees, east of the Mississippi, || 
that were omitted in the census taken by D. W. || 
Siler, in 1851. 

Sixty-second amendment, increasing compen- 
sation of the chaplain of the United States Pen- 
itenuary. ; 

Sixty-fourth amendment, appropriating $2,000 | 
for a special examiner of drugs, &c., at San Fran- jj 
cisco. H 

Sixty-fifth amendment, for constructing a build- |; 
ing at Portsmouth, New Hampshire, for custom- jj 
house, post office, and United States court-rooms, 
not to exceed $88,000. : 

Sixty-sixth amendment, appropriating $99,000 | 
for same purpose as above, at Nashville, Ten- | 
nessee. i 
Sixty-seventh amendment, which appropriates ji 
$59,000 for same purpose as above, at Ogdens- į 


i 
| 
j 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Sixty-ninth amendment, appropriating $88,000 
for same purpose as above, at Dubuque, Iowa. 

Seventieth amendment, appropriating $88,000 | 
for same purpose as above, at Knoxville, Ten- 
nessee, . 
Seventy-first amendment, which appropriates |; 
50,000 for same purpose as above, at Galena, 
iHinois. 

Seventy-second amendment, which appropri- | 
ates $50,000 for court-house and post office at | 
Springfield, Hlmois. , . 4 
Seventy-third amendment, which appropriates | 
495,000 for court-house and post office at Wind- :| 
sor, Vermont. j 

Seventy-fourth amendment, a proviso that no ii 
money shall be expended under the act for the 
ercetion of a cusiom-house where the duties col- , 
lected do not equal the expense of collection. — 

Seventy-fifth amendment, contalmng restric- | 
tions upon the expenditure of the above sums of | 
money for erection of eustom-houses, post offices, |} 
and court-rooms, : 

Seventy-sixth amendment, which appropriates |: 
$19,500 for enlarging the building for custom- ;; 
house and post office at Sandusky, Ohio; and a 
_ Seventy-seventh amendment, which appropri- i 

ates $8,000 for the construction of a building for |i 


i 
H 


$ 
l 


| 
| 
H 


the accommodation of the. United States district 
court for the southern district of Florida. 


The committee of conference submit this report ! 
to the House, and I move that the House concur | 


in the report.. I ask the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. PRINGLE called for the yeas and nays 
on_the adoption of the report. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 111, nays 79; as follows: 


YEAS—Messgrs. Akers, Albright, Allison, Ball, Barclay, 
Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Bowie, Bradshaw, 


Broom, Buffinton, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, | 


Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clingman, Comins, 
Cragin, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Den- 
ver, Dick, Dickson, Dodd. Durfee, Edmundson, Edwards, 
Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Florence, Foster, Henry M. Ful- 
ler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Greenwood, Grow, Robert B. 
Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, 
Herbert, Hickman, Hoffman, Thomas R. Horton, Valen- 
tine B. Horton, Howard, Kelly, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Kunkel, Lake, Lindley, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, 
Maxwell, Killian Miller, Millward, Moore, Morrill, Mott, 
Nichols, Parker, Pearce, Peck, Pelton, Pike, Porter, Pur- 


year, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, Roberts, | 


Robison, Sage, Scott, Seward, Sherman, Samuel A. Smith, 
William R. Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Stephens, Stewart, 
Stranahan, Swope, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
Trafton, Tyson, Vail, Vatk, Wade, Wakeman, Walker, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Wells, 


| Whitney, Williams, Wood, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer— 


ill. 

NAYS—Messts. Aiken, Barbour, Barksdale, Henry Ben- 
nett, Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Boyce, Branch, Bren- 
ton, Burnett, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, Clawson, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Covode, 
Cumback, Damrell, Davidson, Dean, Dowdell, Edie, Elliott, 
Eimrie, Faulkner, Flagler, Galloway, Gilbert, Goode, Har- 


Jan, Sampson W. Harris, Haven, Holloway, Houston, | 


Hughston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelsey, Kid- 
well, Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Mace, 
Samuel S. Marshall, McCarty, McMullin, McQucen, Mor- 
gan, Murray, Andrew Oliver, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, 
Phelps, Powell, Pringle, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Sapp, 
Savage, Shorter, Simnions, Stanton, Taylor, Trippe, Un- 
derwood, Waibridge, Waldron, Israel Washburn, Welch, 
Wheeler, Winslow, Woodruff, and John V. Wright—79. 


> 
So the report of the committee of conference 
was agreed to. 


Mr. FLORENCE moved to reconsider the vote | 
by which the report was agreed to, and also | 


moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 


: the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as truly enrolled an act for the 
relief of Thomas H. Baird; and an act to author- 
ize theeircuit court of the District of Columbia 
to decree the sale of real estate in certain cases; 


|! when the Speaker signed the same. 


CORRECTION OF AN ERROR IN BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. It is the duty of the Chair 
to submit a question relating to past business of 
the House on the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the part of the House’ in reference to 
the bill making appropriations for the service of 
the Army. The gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. Orr] moved that a second committee of 
conference be appointed, and that the committee 


be instructed to report that the House receded | 


from its amendment to the Senate amendment. 
The vote of the House on that motion was stated 


to have been 97 in the affirmative and 98 in the į 


negative. n 
that the vote of the House was 98 in the affirm 


ative and 98 in the negative—thus throwing on 


the Chair the responsibility of a casting vote. 


: The question is thus restored before the House; 


and the Chair votes in the negative. The noes 
have it; and the motion is not agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


that the Senate insisted on its disagreement to 


‘the amendments of the House to the Army ap- } 
propriation bill, and had appointed another com- | 


mittee of conference. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of | 


the United States, notifying the Houses that he 


titles, viz: f 
An act making appropriations for the legisla- 

tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 

ernment for the year ending 30th June, 1857; 


On a revision of the Journal it appears | 


A message was received from the Senate, by | 
| Mr. Dicars, its Secretary, notifying the House ʻi 


had approved and signed bills of the following : 


An act making appropriations for the service of 
the Post Office Department during the fiscal year. 
ending the 30th of June, 1857; ue s 

An act making appropriations for the transpor- 
į tation of the United States mail, by ocean stéam- 
ij ers and otherwise, during the fiscal year ending’ 
the 30th of June, 1857; and ; 

_ An act making appropriations for light-houses, 

light-boats, buoys, &c., and providing for: the 
erection and establishment of the same, and for 
other purposes. i 


ARMY AFPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, presented the fol- 
lowing report from the committee of conference 
| on the disagreeing vote of the two Houses, on 

House bill (No. 153) making appropriations- for 
the support of the Army‘ 

The committee of conference on. the disagreeing vote of 
|| the two Houses on bill (No. 153) making appropriations for 
the support of the Army tor the year ending 30th June, 
|| 1857, having met, and atter full and free conference having 
been unable toagree on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the House to the amendment 
i| of the Senate, which in effect proposes to insert on the 
original bill as follows: y 
||, Provided, however, and it is hereby declared, that no por- 

tion of the military force of the United States for the ser- 
vice of which appropriations are made by this.act, shall 
be employed in uid of the enforcement of any enactment 
of a body claiming to be the Territorial Legislature of 
Kansas, nnti} such enactment shall have been affirmed and 
approved by Congress; butthis proviso shall not be so con 
strued as to prevent the President from employing an ade- 
quate military force, but it shall be his duty to employ such 
force to prevent the invasion of said Territory by armed 
bands of non-residents, or any other body of non-residents 
acting, or claiming to act, as a posse comitatus of any otfiecr 
in said Territory, in the enforcement ‘of any such enact- 
ment, and to protect persons and property therein, and on 
national highways leading to said Territory, from all unlaw- 
ful searches and seizures. And it shall be his further duty 
to take efficient measures to compel the return of and with- 
hold all arms of the United States’distributed in or to said 
Territory, in pursuance of any law of the United States, 
authorizing the distribution of arms to the States and T'er- 
ritories,—ask to be discharged. 

[A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Dicxins, their meer announcing that 
the Senate had passed a bill of this House for 
the relief of William Humphreys, Jr., owner of 
the fishing schooner Good Exchange, lost at sca. ] 
| Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The Senate have 
|| asked of the House another conference upon the 
| disagteeing votes of the two Houses upon the 
i! amendment just reported. The committee of 
i: conference, last appointed, were unable to agree, 
il unless we would, at least by implication, ac- 
i knowledge the validity of the laws enacted by 

the Territorial Legislature of Kansas, assembled 
at Shawnee Mission. can i 

Mr. ORR. Ithinkthe gentleman is mistaken, 
It was proposed to say nothing upon the subject 
of the validity of those laws. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman from 
| South Carolina and I should, perhaps, be unable 
i to agree as to what was the effect of the propo- 
| sition made. It was proposed that there should 
| bea recital of the laws of 1795 and of 1807, which, 
unless the proposition was stated in the negative, 
would, by implication, have the effect of acknowl- 
| edging the validity of those laws. I will not 
launch the House into a discussion of the sub- 
| ject; but for the purpose of bringing us at once 
to a vote, I move that the House do further 
insist, and accede to the request of the Senate 
‘| by appointing another committee of conference; 
and I demand the previous question. ; 

The message from the Senate, announcing that 
the Senate had insisted on their disagreement, 
i had asked another conference,and had appointed 
Messrs. Cass, CRITTENDEN, and BENJAMIN, as 
such committee on their part, was taken up and 
‘tread. 

i Mr. CLINGMAN. lask the gentleman from 
!| Ohio to allow me to submit a motion to recede, 
so that we may have a test vote at once. 

| Mr. CAMPBELL. Let the vote upon my 
made a test one. 

BB, of Georgia. Very well; let the 


i motion be 
i Mr. CO 
i| vote be considered a test. : i 
|i Mr. ORR. T desire to inquire whether, if the 
| demand for the previous question be voted down, 
|| it will not then be in order to move that the House 
recede? 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. SPINNER. 


It will be in order. 
I move to lay the motion of 


{ 
1 
j 
i 
| the gentleman from Ohio on the table. A 

| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Will that motion 
not carry the bill with it? 


Re 


2239 


2240 


he SPEAKER. Itwil if the House shall 
Jay the motion on the table. 
The motion was not agreed to. 
~The question then recurred.on seconding the 
demand for the previous question. 
Mr: PHELPS demanded tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Houston 
and Morgan were appointed. 
“The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 96, noes 88. 
So the previous question was seconded. 
The main question was then ordered to be put. 


Mr. PENNINGTON demanded the yeas and | 


nays on Mr. CAMPBELL’ S motion. 


: The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. STEPHENS. 


the House recede from its amendment, and agree 
to the Senate amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order. 

Mr. FLAGLER. Will nota motion toadhere 
have precedence of a motion to recede? 

The SPEAKER. 
cede has precedence. 

Mr. STEPHENS. To vote down the motion 
to insist, and then to recede from the House 
amendment, and agree to that of the Senate, is 


now, in my judgment, the only way to save the | 


bill. 

Mr. COLFAX. If this motion is agreed to, 
cannot the Senate recede? [Loud cries of ‘ Or- 
der! ” from every part of the Hall.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide ques- 
tions of order as they arise. 

The question was taken on Mr. CAMPBELL’S 


motion, and it was decided in the negative—ycas | 


98, nays 103; as follows: 


YRAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Barelay, | 
Henry Bennett, Bensou, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Brad- į 


shaw, Brenton, Buflinton, James H. Campbell, Lewis D, 
Campbell, Chattee, Mara Clark, Clawson, Colfax 
Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Damrett, Timothy Davis, Dean, 
Diek, Dickson, Dodd, Durtee, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Flag 


ler, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert 8. 


Hall, Harlan, Hotloway, Thomas R, Horton, Valentine B. 


Horton, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Rnight, Knowl ji 


ton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Matteson, MeCarty, Killian 
Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichots, Norton, 
Androw Oliver, Parker, Pearee, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, 
Pout, Pike, Pagle, Ritchie, Roberts, Robison, Sage, Sapp, 
Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, 
Tappan, Thoringion, “Mharston, Todd, Tratton, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
barnc,, Bitihu B. Washbame, Israel Washburn, Welch, 
Wood, Woodrut, and Woodworthi—98. 

NAYS— Messrs, Aiken, Akers, Barksdale, Hendley S. 
Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Broom, 
Burnett, Cadwalader, Jobn P. Campbell, Cartile, Caruthers, 
Jaskio, Chogwan, Howell Cobh, Willi 
Cox, Craige, Cullen, Davidson, Henry 
ver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Bihott, Ee 
ner, Florence, Poster, Henry M. Puber, Thomas J. D. 
Futter. Goode, Greenwood, J. 
W. Harris, Thomas L. Garris, Barrison, Haven, Herbert, 


Hickman, Hoffman, Houston, George W. Jones, Je Grucy | 
Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, | 


Alexander K. Marshall, Ehunphrey Marshall, Samuel S. 
Marsbat, May 
Miltsou, Millward, Moore, Orr, 
Powell, Puryear, Quitman, R 
Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Sc 
Smith, Wilham Smith, William R. Surith, Sneed, Ste- 
Gee Stewart, Swope, Talbott, ‘Taylor, Trippe, Tyson, 


Peck, Phelps, Porter, 


Jnderwood, Vail, Vath, Walker, Wells, Wheeler, Whit- | 


ney, Williams, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John V. 
Wright, aud Zohicofer—103. 


So the motion was disagreed to. 
Pending the above call, 


Mr. STUERIDGL stated ‘that he had paired | 


off with Mr. Day. 

Mr. HOWARD stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Quiver, of Missouri. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Assuny Dicktins, their Scerctary, notifying the 
Tlouse that the Senate had passed bills of the 
House of the following titles: 

A bill (No. 345) for the relief of the heirs and 
legal representatives of Mrs. Magdalene Brontia, 
widow of De la Ronde; 


A bill (No. 346) for the relief of the heirs and : 
legal representatives of Ignacio Delino; ` 


Whittaker and. Rebecca Whittaker, to certain 
lands in the Siate of Louisiana; 
A bill (No. 348) for the relief of the heirs and 
legal representatives of Bernard Hemkin; 
lil (No. 384) for the relief of Wiliam B. Coz- 
Zens, 
A bil 
inson; 
A bil 


(No. 335) for the relief of Henry L. Rob- 
(No. 338) for the relief of John Nash; 


If the motion to insist be | 
voted. down, wili it not be in order to move that i 


It will not;a motion to re- | 


Comins, | 


son R. W. Cobb, i 
iter Davis. Den- | 
is, Evans, Pauls- | 


Morrison Harris, Sampson : 


roll, MeMullin, McQueen, South Miller, | 


ady, Rieand, Rivers, Ratin, | 
ard, Shorter, Samael A. | 


iell 
A bill (No. 347) to coniiem the title of Ruhama | 
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A bill (No. 332) for the relief of William J ones; 


and 

A bill (No. 37) for the relief of Peyton G. 
King, late receiver of public money at Monroe, 
Louisiana. 

Also, that the Senate had concurred in the 
amendments of the House to bills of the following 
titles: 

An act (S. No. 377) for the relief of Ambrose 


Lanrear, of Louisiana; 


Kintzing; and , 
An act (S. No. 270) for the relief of Hannibal 
Faulk and Eliza S. Collier, (formerly widow 


of Benjamin Seriber, deceased. 
Mr. KONKEL. t 
mittee of conference be appointed, and on that 
motion I call for the previous question. 
ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had examined 


land found truly enrolled an act (FT, R. No. 201) ! 


making appropriations for certain civil expenses 
of the Government for the year ending the 30th 
day of June, 1857; when the Speaker signed the 
same. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL—-AGAIN. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I appeal to the gentleman 


ment to his motion, that the House recede from 
its amendment, and agree to the amendment of 
the Senate. 

Mr. KUNKEL. No, sir, I will not. 
on my motion. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
tion you will defeat the bil. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
yania is not in order, the same question having, 
in substance, been just voted on, 

Mr. KUNKEL. The motion just voted on 
was a motion to insist. 

Mr. RUST. 
Does he take an appeal? 

Mr. KUNKEL. [ do; and call for the yeas 
and nays on the appeal. 


EXTENSION OF THE SESSION. 
_Mr. MILLSON. I rise to a privileged ques- 
| tion. | offer the following resolution: 


Resolved. (the Senate concurring,) ‘That the time fixed 
by the resotntion of the ——, for the adjournment of the 
present session of Congress, be, and the same is hereby, 
extended to Monday, the 18th instant, at two o'elock, p. me 


The SPEAKER. Itis not a privileged ques- 


I insist 


i tion, 


Mr. COBB. I move to suspend the rales for 
the purpose of its introduction. 
Mr, KUNKEL. 


Mr. COBB. 
this bill by factious movements. 


upon the motion to suspend the rules. 
Mr. KUNKEL. 
precedence of the appeal ? 
The SPEAKER, 
the rules, and takes precedence. 
Mr. MILLSON. 
filling the blank by inserting the day upon which 


ii the resolution was passed—the 22d ultimo, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Asger D 


deau; 


legal representatives of Louis Reggio; 
A bill (No. 368) for the relief of Ursula E. 


: Cobb, widow of Charles Cobb; | 


A bill (No. 373) for the relief of John Con- 


i noliy, late a private ia company A, sixth infan- 


try, United States Army; and 
A bill (No. 377) for the relief of Abner Dick- 
son, a soldier in the war of 1812. 


And that the Senate had passed, with an amend- |i 


Anact (S. No. 222) for the relief of Abraham | 


Scriber,) and the hcirs and legal representatives į 


I move that another com- j 


from Pennsylvania toallow me to movean amend- ! 


And by factious opposi- | 


I call the gentleman to order. | 


. 
If gentlemen will agree to | 
another committee of conference, I will not ob- 

| Jeet. 


The gentleman seeks to defeat | 


Mr. SLIERMAN. 1demand the yeas and nays 
I ask if that motion takes 
it is a motion to suspend | 


{ modify my resolution by | 


A message was received from the Senate, by | 
skaNs, their Secretary, announcing that |) 
the Senate had passed, without amendment, bills | 
of the House of the following tities: ji 
A bill (No. 196) forthe relief of Antoine Robe- ! i : 

i! be dispensed with. 


A bill (No. 282) for the relief of Edmund Mitch- | 


A bill (No. 350) for the relief of the heirs and |] 


if son, Eliott, Etheridge, Bast 
| Florence, Foster, Henry M. F 
Goode, Greenwood, J, Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Har- 


ment, in which he was directed to ask'the con- 
currence of the House, a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

A bill (No. 226) to authorize the legal repre- 
sentatives of Pascal L. Cerre to enter certain 
lands in the State of Missouri. 


EXTENSION OF THE SESSION— AGAIN: 


Mr. HOUSTON. I suppose 

Mr. RUST. I call the gentleman to order, 
Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I was only going to appeal 
to the House to let the majority express their 
opinion upon receding. [Cries of ‘* Order!’? 
‘Order!’ : 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. I demand the yeasand nays 
upon the motion to suspend the rules, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk commenced the call of the roll, but 
was several times interrupted by messages from 
the President and Senate, and by reports of en- 


; rolled bills, as follows: 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 377) for the rclicf of Ambrose 
Lanfear, of Louisiana; 

An act (S. No. 222) for the relief of Abraham 
Kintzing; and 

An act (S. No. 270) for the relief of Hannibal 


"Faulk and Eliza S. Collier, (formerly widow 


Scriber,) and the heirs and legal representatives 
of Benjamin Seriber, deceased. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message was received from the President of 
the Unitéd States, by Sipvey Wesster, bis Pri- 
vate Secretary, announcing that he had approved 
and signed a bill to authorize the circuit court of 
the District of Columbia to decree the sale of real 


| estate in certain cases. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was reecived from the Senate, by 
Assury Dicktys, their Secretary, announcing that 
the Senate had pagqsed, without amendment, 
House bills of the following titles: 

A bill (No. 244) to amend an act passed on the 
3d of March, 1819, entided “ An act authorizing 
the sale of certain military sites;”’ 

A bill (No. 260) for the relief of the legai rep- 
resentatives of Thomas Gordon, deceased; 

A bill (No. 269) for the relief of the sureties of 
the late Lieutenant Charles E. Jarvis, United 
States Army; . 

A bill (No. 275) for the relief of Thomas 
Ap Catesby Jones; 

A bill (No. 331) for the relief of John Otis; and 

A bill (No. 468) providing an increase of pen- 
sion to Danicl Waldo, of Onondaga county, New 
York. 

Also, that the Senate had passed a resolution, 
in which he was directed to ask the concurrence 
of the House, extending the time of adjournnient 
till two o’clock this day. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Swnry WEBSTER, his Pri- 


| vate Sceretary, informing the House that he had 


approved and signed an act making appropriations 


| for certain civil expenses of the Government for 


the year ending the 30th of June, 1857. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr, DURFEE stated that Messrs. PURVIANCE 
and Waryer, being both ill, had paired off. 

After the call of the roll was concluded, 

Mr. CRAIGE moved (at fifty-three minutes 
past eleven o’clock) that the reading of the names 


n PRINGLE, Mr. SHERMAN, and others, 
objected. f 
The Clerk then read the names; when the result 


YEAS — Messis. Aiken, Ball, Barksdale, Hendley S. 
Bennett, Boeock, Bowie. Boyce, Brauch, Brenton, Brooks, 
Broom, Bumett, Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, John Py 
Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, 


i Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson BR. W. Cobb, Colfax, 
: Covode, Cox, Cr. 


ge, Culle 


f Davidson, Henry Winter 
is, Den 


Dickson, Dowdell, Edinand- 
vans, Faulkner, Fiagler, 
ier, Thomas J, D. Fuller, 


Davis, Timothy De 
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ris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison Haven, Herbert, Hickman, 
Hoffman, Houston, Hughston, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, King, Knapp, Knight, Knox, Kunkel, 
Take, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, 
Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S, Marshall, Maxwell, Me- 
Mullin, McQueen, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Milison, 
Millward, Moore, Mott, Orr, Parker, Peck, Pelton, Phelps, 
Pike, Porter, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, 
Ritchie, Rivers, Roberts, Rufin, Rust, Sage, Sandidge, 
Savage, Scott, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William 
Smith, Wiliam R. Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Stranahan, 
Swope, Talbott, Tappan, Taylor, Thurston, Todd, Trippe, 
Tyson, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Wakeman, Walker, Wells, 
Wheeler, Whitey, Williams, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, 
John V. Wright, and Zollicotfer—131. 

NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Barclay, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bliss, Buf- 
finton, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, 
Comins, Cumback, Damrell, Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, 
Edwards, Emrie, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, 
Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. 
Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, Knowlton, 
Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, 
Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Pearce, Pennington, 
Perry, Pettit, Pringle, Robison, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, 
Spinner, Stanton, Thorington, Trafton, Wade, Walbridge, 
Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Washbume, Ellinu B. Wash- 
Purne, Israel Washburn, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and 
Woodworth—68. ¢ 


So the rules were not suspended, (two thirds 
not voting in favor thereof.) > 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


While the names on the call of the roll were 
being read— ; 


i 


| Army. 


Mr. PIKE, from the Committee- on Enrolled 
Bills, reported. as truly enrolled House bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: F 

Anact (No.37) for the reliefof Peyton R. King, 
late receiver of public moneys at Monroe, Louis- 
iana; 

An act (No. 345) for the relief of the heirs and 
legal representatives of Mrs. Magdalene Brontin, 
widow of De la Ronde; 

An act (No. 338) for the relief of John Nash; 

An act (No. 334) for the relief of William B. 
Cozzens; 

An act (No. 208) for the relief of William Hum- 
hreys, jr., owner of the fishing schooner Good 
xchange, lost at sea; 

‘An act (No. 350) for the relief of the heirs and 

legal representatives of Louis Reggio; 

‘An act (No. 346) for the relief of the heirs and 
legal representatives of Ignacio Delino; 

“An act (No. 348) for the relief of the heirs and 
legal representatives of Bernard Hemkin; 

-An act (No. 275) for the relief of Captain 


| Thomas Ap Catesby Jones; 


An act (No. 335) for the relief of Henry L. 
Robinson; 

An act (No. 269) for the relief of the sureties of 
the late Lieutenant Charles E. Jarvis, United States 


Mr. DAVIDSON . ‘I would annotnce to the 


| House that, unléss the time of adjournment: is 


extended, it will be impossible to get signed a 


‘large number of private bills, which have passed 


both Houses. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, (ateleven o’clock 


; and fifty-eight minutes.) Imoveto take from the 
| Speaker’s table and put upon its passage, the 


Senate’s resolution, in reference to the extension 
of the session. : 

The resolution was reported to the House as. 
follows: a 

Resolved, (the House of Representatives concurring,) 
a the present session be extended to two o'clock. this 

ay. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon the adoption of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk commenced the call of the roll, and 
had called one name only, when he was inter- 


j rupted by— ` 


he SPEAKER, who said, [Mr. MiLLson, 
twice interrupting, and saying ‘I rise to a ques- 
tion of order,”] By virtue of a resolution of the 
House, agreed to on the 22d ultimo, fixing this 
day and hour for the termination of this session, 
the House now adjourns without day. 
The House thereupon adjourned sine die. 


LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


PUBLIC ACTS OF THE THIRTY-FOURTH CONGRESS 


OF THE 


UNITED STATES, 


Passed at the First Session, which was begun and held at the City of Washington, in the District of Columbia, on Monday, 
the 3d day of December, 1855, and ended on Monday, the 18th day of August, 1856. 


Franklin Pierce, President; Jesse D. Berent, President of the Senate pro tempore ; Naruantet P. Bangs, JR., Speaker 


of the House of Representatives. 


Prauic, Lân Act to relieve the Commissioner of || 
Pensions from the performance of certain Clerical | 
Duties. l 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, That the Conunissioner of Pensions is 
hereby authorized, with the approval of the Sec- | 
retary of the Interior, to appoint such person as || 
may from time to time be thought proper to sign 
the name of such Commissioner of Pensions to 
certificates or warrants for bounty land; and all 
such certificates or warrants so signed shall be as 
valid, to all intents and purposes, as if signed by 
said Commissioner. 

Approven, February 20, 1856. 


< 


Prsuic, I.——An Act authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to change the names of Vessels in cer- | 
tain cases. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
i 
| 


sentatives of the United States of America in Congress | 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, | 
and hereby is, authorized to permit the owner or 
owners of any vessel to change the name of the 
same, when, in his opinion, there shall be suffi- 
cient cause for so doing; and he may establish 
such rules and regulations as he shall deem proper 
for that purpose. 
Approvep, March 5, 1856. 


Pesic, [L— dn Act to define the Jurisdiction | 
of the District and Circuit Courts of the United » 
Stuies for the District of East Tennessee. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre 
sentatives of the United States of Imerica in Congres 
assembled, That the jurisdiction of the district | 
and circuit courts of the United States for the 
eastern district of Tennessee be, and the same 
is hereby, declared to extend to and include the |; 
followine counties of said State, to wit: Ander- 
son, Bledsoe, Blount, Bradley, Campbell, Car- | 
ten, Claiborne, Cocke, Grainger, Greene, Haw- | 
kins, Hamilton, Hancock, Jefferson, Johnson, | 
Knox, MeMi 


Washington, Union, and Cumberland; and any | 


new county which may hereafter be formed out i 
of the ‘Territory of one or more of said counties |} 


shall be included in said jurisdiction. 
Approven, March 19, 1856. 
Báru Conc,—Ilsr Srss.—! 


i courts in the northern district of Ohio and in the 
i northern district of Illinois be authorized to trans- 


| penitentiary. 


i June twelfth, eighteen hundred and forty, shall 


: provi 
; hereby made applicable to the! ] 
| myra; in the State of Missouri, and the register : 
: and receiver thereof, : 


nn, Meigs, Marion, Monroe, Mor- | 

$ = £ 3 Qine rh j 
gan, Polk, Rhea, Roane, Sevier, Scott, Sullivan, | . . 
| Poruic, Vian Act to constitute the Cities of 
Hannibal, Missouri, and Peoria, Illinois, Ports of . 


Prge, 1V.—An Act relating to Punishment in the 
Penitentiary. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- i 
| sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That where any judicial district has 
been, or may hereafter be, divided, the cireuitand | 


district courts of the United States shall have | 


| power to sentence any one convicted ofan offense 
| punishable by imprisonment and hard labor, to | 
the penitentiary within the State, though it be | 


out of the judicial district in which the conviction 
is had, 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said 


fer to the penitentiary of the respective States any 
prisoner or prisoners who may now be confined | 
in jail in either district, whose offense by law is 
punishable by confinement to hard labor in the | 


Approvep, March 28, 1856. 


Prsiic, V.— An Act to continue temporarily the 
Land Officers at Kalamazoo, in the State of Michi- | 
gan, and at Palmyra, in the State of Missouri. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- | 


sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress |: 
assembled, That the officers of register and re- | 
| ceiver of the land office at Kalamazoo, in the | 
‘State of Michigan, and the office itself, shall be i 
| continued unti such time as, in the opinion of |; 


the President, the same can be discontinued with- , 


out prejudice to the public interest. And that ;' 


until that time, the act of Congress approved 


not apply to the said office or officers. 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 


compensation of the said register and receiver | 


shall be allowed them agreeably to Jaw, during the | 


i uime of discontinuance under the existing order. 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the ' 
sions of sections one and two of this act are ; 
and office at Pal- 


Approven, April 5, 1856. 


Delivery. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives ef the United States of America in Congress 


assembled, That the city of Hannibal, in the State 
| of Missouri, shall be, and is hereby, constituted 
'a port of delivery, annexed to and made a part of 
: the collection district of New Orleans, and shall 
' be subject to the same regulations and restrictions 
as other ports of delivery in the United States; 
and all the privileges and facilities afforded by the 
act of Congress of the second March, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-one, entitled ‘ An act allow- 
ing the duties on foreign merchandise imported 
“into Pittsburg, Wheeling, Cincinnati, Louisville, 
|, St. Louis, Nashville, and Natchez, to be secured 
‘and paid at those places,” shall be, and are here- 
‘by, extended to said port. A surveyor of the 
; customs shall be appointed to reside at said port, 
‘and perform the duties prescribed by law, and 
: shall receive, in full compensation for his services, 
-asalary of one thousand dollars per annum, 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, ‘That Peoria, 
‘in the State of Ilinois, be, and is hereby, consti- 
: tuted a port of delivery within the collection dis- 
i trict of New Orleans, and there shall be appointed 
! a surveyor of the customs for such port, who shall 
i be resident thereat. Said surveyor shall perform 
‘the duties and receive the salary and emoluments 
prescribed by the act of Congress approved on 
‘the second day of March, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-one, entitled “ An act allowing the duties 
on foreign merchandise imported into Pittsburg, 
Wheeling, Cincinnati, St. Louis, Nashville, and 
: Natchez, to be secured and paid at those places.”’ 
Approven, April 5, 1856. 


Pesic, VI.—4An Act making Appropriations for 
restoring and maintaining the peaceable disposition 
of ihe Indian Tribes on the Pacific, and for other 
purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, Thatthe sum of three hundred thousand 
dollars be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to be expended under the direction 
of the President of the United States, for restor- 
ing and maintaining the peaceable disposition of 

the Indian tribes on the Pacific. 

Sec. 2. Ind be it further enacted, That the sum 
of one hundred and twenty thousand dollars. be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 

: ated, for the purchase of gunpowder for the Pa- 

© cific coast. 

Approven, April 5, 1856. 
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Laws of the United States. 


Pousuic, VILL.—An Act making Appropriations for 
the payment of Invalid and other Pensions of the 


United States, for the vear ending the thirtieth of | 


June, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the payment of pensions for the year ending the 
thirtieth of June, one thousand eight hundred and 
fifty-seven: 

For invalid pensions, under various acts, five 
hundred and three thousand three hundred dol- 
lars. 

For pensions under acts of the eighteenth 
March, one thousand eight hundred and eighteen, 
fifteenth May, one thousand eight hundred and 
twenty-eight, and seventh June, one thousand 
eight hundred and thirty-two, one hundred and 
thirteen thousand six hundred dollars. 

For pensions to widows of those who served 
during the revolutionary war, under the third 
section of acts of fourth July, one thousand eight 
hundred and thirty-six, seventh July, one thou- 

<- sand eight hundred and thirty-eight, third March, 
one thousand eight hundred and forty-three, sev- 
entcenth June, one thousand eight hundred and 
forty-four, second February, one thousand eight 
hundred and forty-eight, and second section act 
of third February, one thousand eight hundred 
and fifty-three, four hundred and sixty thousand 
dollars, 

For pensions to widows and orphans, under act 
of twenty-first July, one thousand eight hundred 
and forty-cight, first section act of third February, 
one thousand cight hundred and fifty-three, two 
hundred and four thousand dollars. 

For half-pay pensions, payable through the 
Second and Third Auditors of the Treasury, 
thirty-eight thousand and forty-seven dollars and 
seven cents, 

For Navy invalid pensions, thirty thousand 
dollars. 

Tor Navy pensions to widows and orphans, 
under act of elevenik August, one thousand eight 
hundred and forty-cight, one hundred and ten 
thousand dollars, 

Por paying pensions of invalids who were 
wounded on board of private-armed vessels during 
the last war with Great Britain, in addition to the 
unexpended balance of former appropriations for 
the same object, thirteen hundred and filly -seven 
dollars. 

Spe. Q. And be it further enacted, That so much 
‘of the first section of the act entitled t An act for 
the relief of certain surviving officers and soldiers 
of the army of the Revolution,” approved fifteenth 
May, one thousand eight hundred and twenty- 
cight, of the first section of the act entitled © An 
act supplementary to the act for the relief of cers 
tain surviving officers and soldiers of the army of 
the Revolution,” approved seventh June, one 
thousand cight hundred and thirty-two, and of 
the first proviso of the first scetion of the act en- 
titled An act renewing certain naval pensions, 
and extending the benefit of existing laws respect- 
ing naval pensions to cngincers, firemen, and 
coal-heavers in the Navy, and to their widows,” 
approved eleventh August, one thousand cight 
hundred and forty-vight, as provides for the pay- 
ment of all pensions under the aforesaid acts out 
of moncys in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, be, and the same is hereby, repealed, from 
and after the thirtieth of Func, one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty-six. 

Se And be it further enacted, That any 
appropriated by the act of thirty-first 
May, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, to supply 
deficiencies for the fiseal year ending the thirtieth 
of June of that ycar, and by the second section 
of the act of twenty-vighth of February, cighteen 
hundred and fifty-five, making appropriations for 
the payment of pensions applicable to the pay- 
ment of pensions of invalids, who were wounded 
on board of private-armed vessels 
war with Great Britain, not required under the 
provisions thereof, may be applied to the same 
purpose subsequent to the thirtiet 
teen hundred and fifty-five, it being hereby pro- 
vided, that pensions to invalids thus wounded 
shall be paid from moneysin the Treasury of the 


during the last |} 


h of June, cigh- | 


i 
j 
] 
| 


United States in the same manner, upon appro- 
priations made, omto be made, as other pensions 
for naval or military service. 


Approven, April 5, 1856.. 


Pusric, [X.—An Act to change the Times of holding 
the United States Couris in the Southern District 
of Illinois. y 
Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, That instead of the times heretofore 
fixed by law, the circuit and district courts of the 

United States for the southern district of Ilinois 

shall hereafter be held as follows: 

AtSprinegfield on first Mondays in January and 
first Mondaysin June—and all writs, pleas, suits, 
recognizances, indictments, or other proceedings, 
eivil or criminal, issued, commenced, or pending, 
in either of said courts, shall be returnable to, be 


| entered and have day in court, and be heard and 
tried according to the times of holding said courts 


as herein provided. 

Suc. 2. And beit further enacted, That the clerk 
of the said district court of the southern district 
of Ilinois is hereby authorized, under the direc- 


| tion of the judge of said district court, to make a 


transcript from the records of the district and 
circuit courts of the northern district of Illinois, 
of all such matters and proceedings as relate to 
or concern titles to real estate or causes origina- 
ting in that part of the State of Ilinois included 
within said southern district aforesaid; and that 
the compensation of said services be the same as 
now allowed for like services under existing laws: 
Jind provided, ‘Phat such transcripts and records, 
when so made, shall be certified by said clerk to 
be true and correct, and the same shall be evidence 
as fully and cilectually as though originally entered 
and made in the courts of the United States for 
the southern district of Illinois. 
Avproven, April 23, 1856. 


Puric, X.—An Act making Appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the year ending 
the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
Seven. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and Louse of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated, out of any money 
in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the support of the Military Academy, for the 
year ending the thirtieth of June, one thousand 
cight hundred and fifty-seven: 

For pay of oflicers, instructors, cadets, and 
musicians, ninety-one thousand one hundred and 
six dollars, 

For commutation of subsistence, two thousand 
and forty-four dollars. 

For forage for ollicers’ horses, eight hundred 
and sixty-four dollars. 

For current and ordinary expenses, as follows: 
repairs and improvements, fuel, and apparatus, 
forage, postage tationery, transportation, print- 
ing, clerks, miscellancousand incidentalexpensés, 
and departments of instruction, thirty-four thou- 
sand seven hundred and ninety dollars. 

Vor gradual increase and expense of library, 
one thousand dollars. 

For expenses of the Board of Visitors, three 
thousand dollars, 

for forage for artillery and cavalry horses, 
eight thousand six hundred and forty dollars. 

For replacing dead and worn out cavalry and 
artillery horses, one thousand dollars, 

For repairs 
ters, five thousand dollars. 

For furniture for hospital for cadets, one hun- 
dred and fifty dollars. 

for a gun pendulum, six hundred dollars. 

For a public clock, seven hundred dollars. 

For additional stables for dragoons’ and artil- 
lery horses, ten thousand dollars. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
amounts disbursed, or that may be disbursed, out 
of moneys appropriated for the support of the 


Miltary Academy by the acts of May tenth, | 


eighteen hundred and fifty-four, and March third, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, in payment of 
additional compensation to the librarian, assistant 
librarian, and certain enlisted men at that post, 


and additions to professors’ quar- | 


be passed to the credit of the disbursing officer: 
Provided, That the additional pay to said libra- 
rian and assistant librarian shall not exceed the 
sum of one hundred and twenty dollars each per 
annum, and to the non-commissioned officer in 
charge of mechanics and other labor at the post, 
the soldier acting as clerk in the adjutant’s office, 
and the fourenlisted men in the philosophicaland 
chemical departments, and lithographic office, not 
exceeding the sum of fifty dollars each per annum; 
and that alike measure of compensation be hereby 
authorized to be allowed hereafter for said ser- 
vices respectively. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Senate furnish annually the library 
of the Military Academy at West Point with a 
copy of all documents published by the Senate. 

Approven, April 23, 1856. 


Pusuic, XI.—4n Act to repeal part of an Act en- 
titled “An Act to provide for the Safe-Keeping of 
the Acts, Records, and Seal of the United States, 
and for other purposes.” 


Be tt enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That so much of the act entitled “An 
act to provide for the safe-keeping of the acts, 
records, and seal of the United States, and for 
other purposes,’’ as is embraced in the last clause 
of the sixth section of said act, and which reads 
in words as follows: ‘* For authenticating a copy 
of a record or paper, under the seal of office, 
twenty-five cents,” shall be, and the same is 
hereby, repealed. 

Arrroyen, April 23, 1856. 


Puric, XUI.—.An Act amendatory of an Act en- 
titled “An Act to regulate the Fees and Costs to 
be allowed Clerks, Marshals, and Mitorneys of the 
Circuit and District Courts of the United States, 
and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That so much of the act entitled “An 
act to regulate the fees and costs to be allowed 
clerks, marshals, and attorneys of the circuit and 
district courts of the United States, and for other 
purposes,” approved February twenty-sixth, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-three, as applies to the 
fees of jurors, be, and the same is hereby, made 
to embrace the jurors of the United States courts 
for the District of Columbia. 

Avproven, April 23, 1856. 


Pousuic, XIIL.—.4n Act to alter and amend an Act 
entitled “ An Act to establish a Circuit Court of 
the United States in and for the State of Califor- 
nia,” approved March third, cighteen hundred and 
Jifty-five. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and ITouse of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the circuit court of the United 
States for the district of California shall hereafter 
hold four regular sessions in each year, two of 
which, beginning respectively ou the first Mon- 
day in January and July, shall be held at San 
Francisco in and for the northern district of Cal- 
ifornia; and the other two, beginning respectively 
on the first Monday of March and September, 
shall be held at Los Angeles, in the southern dis- 
trict of California, and the circuit judge of Cal- 
ifornia shall have the same powers in relation to 
his attendance on said sessions and the arrange- 
ment of business thereat as are vested in the other 
circuit judges of the United States by the second 
section of the act approved the seventeenth of 
June, one thousand cight hundred and forty- 
four, entitled ‘An act concerning the Supreme 
Court of the United States:”? Provided, That the 
term of said court herein provided to be held at 
San Francisco on the first Monday in January 
next, may be held in advance of that time under 


| order of the said circuit judge upon notice pre- 


viously given in conformity with the second sec- 
tion of the act of which this act is amendatory. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said 
circuit court shall he presided over by the judge of 
the circuit court of the United States for the dis- 
tricts of California, and by the judge of the district 
court for the district in which the courtis holden, 
either of whom shall constitute a quorum; and 
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| 


the said circuit court and the said circuit judge, | Py 
and cach of the said district judges within his | Illinois the Cumberland Road in said State i 
1 ’ . . > - . į g d 
separate district, when sitting as circuit judge, |! pei i 
: i e it ena re- | 
shall be, and they are hereby, respectively vested : Hirer Uy Dye Dennie umd House d Repre |i 
2 seniatives of the United States of Americain Congress |! 


with all the authority, powers, and jurisdiction, | assembled, That so much of the Cumberland road | 
which are vested by ents in the several | as lies within the State of Ilinois, and all the | 
cireni coor Ort United tates, T the judges il interest of the United States in the same, together 
ASe Aa i a OF pa of laws, which || with all the stone, timber, and other materials 
now are, or may hereafter be, enacted, regulating | belonging to the United States, and procured for 
ji the purpose of being used in the construction of 
the same, and all therights and privileges of every 
court for each of said districts of California. And | kind belonging to the United Şiates; as connected i 
ye marshal of the United States for each district | blastn eatery adden este gp oer A 


the jurisdiction, process, and practice of the cireuit 
courts of the United States, shall be, and the same | 
are hereby, made applicable to the said circuit į 


t | erat $ 

: ; S MISILES {tran : - 
of California shall act as marshal of said circuit |; ronsferred and isúrrendered to-said cate ae Hi 
court for his district, and shall attend not only |: 7 


h : || Approvep, M 56. 
the regular sessions of said courts, but such i F > May 9, 1856 


special or extra terms as may be held in either | 
district, which the said circuit judge is hereby |! Posxuic, XVI.—.4n Act to amend the Actin addition 
authorized to order in conformity to the mode |; to certain Acts granting Bounty Land to certain 


Officers and Soldiers who have been engaged in the | 


irected by the second section of the act of which jte 
Military Service of the United States, approved 


this act is amendatory. 


Src. 3. And be it further enacted, Thattheclerk i| March third, eighteen hundred and fifty-five. 
of the suid circuit court of the United States for |! 
t 


e sa : à | Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- ; 
he districts of California shall keep the records | sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
of said court ia the city of San Francisco, and he |: assembled, That in all cases where a certificate or 
“warrant for bounty land for any less quantity 


is hereby authorized to appoint a deputy or: 
deputies, whose official acts, signatures, attesta- | than one hundred and sixty acres shall have been 
issued to any officer or soldier, or to the widow 


tions, and certificates, shall be entitled to as full 
or minor chiid or children of any officer orsoldiexr, 


credit as those of the said clerk. i 
Suc. 4. And be it further enacted, Thatall suits © under existing laws, theevidence upon which such |, 
` certificate or warrant was issued shall be received ! 


or causes instituted in the district courts of Cali- : 

fornia prior to the first Monday of July, eighteen |: to establish the service of such officer or soldier in 
hundred and fifty-five, and which remain pending | the application of himself, or of his widow or 
in either of said courts, or in which final process |; minor child or children, for a certificate or war- i 
has not been executed, and which are properly 


| 

+8 nexcouul Win rant for so much land as may be required to make i 
within the jurisdiction of circuit courts, and not H 
j 

j 

i 


ant ij up the full sum of one hundred and sixty acres, | 

of district courts of the United States, shall be |; on proof of the identity of such officer or soldier, |; 
removed for the district in which the cause is || or,in case of his death, of the marriage and iden- | 
pending by a transfer and delivery to the clerk of | tity of his widow, or, in case of her death, of the 
the said circuit court of the original papers with ;' identity of his minor child or children: Provided, | 
an exemplification of the record or docket entries | nevertheless, That if, upon a review of such evi- 
under the seal of the district court, for which ex- | dence, the Commissioner of Pensions shall not 
emplification the clerk of the said district court‘) be satisfied that the former certificate or warrant | 
shall reecive the same fees as are allowed for sim- |) was properly granted, he may require additional | 
ilar services in making transcripts for appeals or | evidence as well of the term as of the fact of ser- || 
i 


writs of error, to be paid by the party appiying |) vice. i 
for the same, and taxed as costs on final judg-|} Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That in all | 
ment; and all causes now pending in said circuit || cases where a pension has been granted to any i: 
court of the United States, against parties resid- | oiicer or soldier, the evidence upon which such |i 
ing in the southern district of California, shall, || pension was granted shall be received to establish 
on application of the parties defendant, made ;! the service of such officer or soldier in his appli- 
within three months from the date when this act ; cation for bounty land under existing laws; and 
shall take effect, be removed in like manner to the | upon proof of his identity as such pensioner, & 
said circuit court held in the southern district © certificate or warrant may be issued to him for i 
of California, and all such causes shall take rank © the quantity of land to which he shall be en- 
on the docket according to the date of removal; | titled; and in case of the death of such pensioned 
and all suits removed under the provisions of this || officer or soldier, his widow shall be entided to 
section shall be proceeded in, and conducted in | a certificate or warrant for the same quantity || 
the same manner as if originally instituted in the || of land to which her husband would have been 
court to which they may be removed. | emiled if living, upon proof that she is such ji 
Suc. 5. udbeif further enacted, Thatalllaws, } widow, and in case of the death of such officer | 
or parts of laws, contrary to or inconsistent with | oy soldier, leaving a minor child or children and | 
this act, shall be and remain repealed, from the | no widow, or where the widow may have deceased || 
date when this act shall take effect. before the issuing of any certificate or warrant, |. 
Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That this act || such minor child or children shall be entitled to 
shall take effect in ninety days after the passing |! a certificate or warrant for the same quantity of 
thereof, and not before that period. ‘land as the father would have been entitled to 
Approvep, April 30, 1856. i| receive if living, upon proof of the decease of 
l| father and mother: Provided nevertheless, That if, 
Pusuic, XIV.—.In Act creating Columbus, in Ken- | upon a review of such evidence, the Commis- |; 
tucky, a Port of Delivery. i sioner of Pensions shall not be satisfied that the | 
i pension was properly granted, he may require |! 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress , additional evidence as well of the term as of the 
assembled, ‘That Columbus in the State of Ken- | fact of service. 
tucky be, and is hereby, constituted a port of : 
delivery, within the collection district of New | 
Orleans, and there shall bea surveyor of customs 
appointed for the said port, who shall perform the ; 
duties and receive the salary and emoluments pre- |, 
scribed by the act of Congress, approval on the 
second day of March, cighteen hundred and thirt 7 
one, entitled “An act allowing the duties on for- | 
eign merchandise imported into Pittsburg, Wheel- | 
ing, Cincinnati, Louisville, St Louis, Nashville, i i had beon or may be claimed, be, and tlie 
and Natchez, to be secured and paid at those | rant has been sa EE ie Rare he) 
> Provided, ‘That it shall be the duty of | same 16 hereby, npea oag ay pi te NM ee 
etary of the Treasury to abolish said port | where no record evidence exists, may e adn ee 
Seen ye wer in his iudement the public | ted to prove the service performed, uncer such | 
of delivery whenever in his judgment the pi il I hati the Coniissionen oe 
interest shall no longer require a port of delivery i rules, and resu rene la ne © S$sion H 
at that place. ! Pensions may prescribe. 


t 
.Arrroven, May 9, 1856. i i Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, 


Suc.3. And beit further enacted, That so much tt 
of the third section of the ‘Act in addition to | 
certain acts granting bounty lands to certain offi- 
cers and soldiers who have been engaged in the || 
military service of the United States,” approved |, 
arch third, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, as © 
requires the party claiming a certificate or war- | 
‘rant, under the provisions of said act, to estab- 4 
lish his or her right thereto, by record evidence |; 
of the service for which such certificate or war- j 


ii 
i 

ali 
$ 


i 
4 
That the i 


| said roads. 
‘| United States have, when the lines or routes of 


| persons engaged in the naval service of the United. 


States during the revolutionary war, and the 
widows and minor children of all such officers, 
marines, seamen, and other persons; engaged as 
aforesaid. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the pro- 
visions of the said act shall extend to all persons 


: who have served as volunteers with the armed 


forees of the United States, subject to military 
orders for the space of fourteen days, in any of 
the wars specified in the first section of the said 
act, whether such persons were or were not mus- 
tered into the service of the United States. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the 
widows and minor children of all such persons as 
are specified in the last preceding section of this 
act, and are now dead, shall be entitled to the same 
privileges as the widows and minor children of 
the beneficiaries named in the act to which this is 
an amendment. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That when 
any company, battalion, or regiment, in any or- 
ganized form, marched more than twenty miles 
to the place where they were mustered into the 
service of the United States, or were discharged 


' more than twenty miles from the place where such 


company, battalion, or regiment, was organized, 
in all such cases, in computing the length of ser- 
vice of the officers and soldiers of any such com- 

any, battalion, or regiment, there shall be al- 
owed one day for every twenty miles from the 
place where the company, battalion, or regiment, 
was organized to the place where the same was 
mustered into the service of the United States, and 
also one day for every twenty miles from the 


| place where such company, battalion, or regiment, 


was discharged, to the place where it was organ- 
ized, and from whence it marched to enter the 
service: Provided, That such march was in obe- 
dience to the command or direction of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, or some general officer 
of the United States commanding an army or de- 


| partment of the chief executive officer of the State 


or Territory by which such company, battalion, 
or regiment, was called into service. 


Aprproven, May 14, 1856. 


Pusiic, XVII.—2n Act making a Grant of Lands 
to the State of Iowa, in alternate sections, to aid in 
the construction of certain Railroads in suid State. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


| sentatives of the United Siates of America in Congress 


assembled, Thatthere be, and is hereby, granted to 
the State of Iowa, for the purpose of aiding in 
the construction of railroads from Burlington, on 
the Mississippi river, to a pointon the Missouri 
river near the mouth of the Platte river; from the 
city of Davenport, via Towa City and Fort Des 
Moines, to Council Bluffs; from Lyons City 
northwesterly to a point of intersection with the 


i main line of the Iowa Central Air-Line railroad, 
| near Maqvoketa; thence on said main line, run- 
i ning as near as practicable to the forty-second 
| parallel across the said State to the Missouri river, 


from the city of Dubugue to a point on the Mis- 
souri river pear Sioux City, with a branch from 
the mouth of the Téte Des Morts to the nearest 
point on said road, to be completed as soon as the 
main road is completed to that point, every altex- 
nate section of land, designated by odd numbers, 


| for six sections in width on each side of each of 


But in case it shall appear that the 


said roads are definitely fixed, sold any sections, 
or paris thereof, granted as aforesaid, or that the 
right of preémption has attached to the same, 
then it shall be lawful for any agent or agents, to 
be appointed by the Governor of said State, to 
seleet, subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
the Interior, from the lands of the United States 
nearest to the tiers of sections above specified, so 
much land, in alternate sections or parts of sec- 
tions, as shall be equal to such lands as the United 
States have sold or otherwise appropriated, or to 
which the rights of preémption have attached as 
aforesaid; which lands (thus selected in lieu of 
those said, and ta which preémption rights have 
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Laws of the United States. 


t 
attached as aforesaid, together with the sections || 
‘and parts of sections, designated by odd num- |; 
bers as aforosaid, and appropriated as aforesaid) |; 
shall be held by the State of Iowa for the useand |} 
¥purpose aforesaid: Provided, That the land to be 
so located shall,in no case, be further than fifteen 
miles from the lines of said roads: Provided fur- 
ther, That the lands hereby granted for and on 
account of said roads severally shall be exclu- 
sively applied to the construction of that road for 
‘and on account of which such lands are hereby 
granted, and shail be disposed of only as the work 
progresses, and the same shall be applied to no 
other purpose whatsoever: And provided further, 
That any and all lands heretofore reserved to the | 
United States by any act of Congress, or in any 
other manner by competent authority, for the 
‘purpose of aiding in any object of internal im- | 
provement, or for any other purpose whatsoever, 
be, and the same are hereby, reserved to the United | 
States from the operation of this act, except so far ; 
as it may be found necessary to locate the routes 
of said railroads through such reserved lands, in 
which case the right of way only shall be granted, 
subject to the approval of the President of the 
United States. : 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the sec- 
tions and parts of sections of land which, by such || 


grant, shall remain to the United States within || 


sixmiles on each side of said roads, shall not be 
sold for less than double the minimum price of 
the public lands when sold; nor shall any of said 
lands become subject to private entry until the 
same have been first offered at public sale at the 
increased price. 

Sac. 3. And be it further enacted, That the said | 
lands hereby granted to the said State shall be 
subject to the disposal of the Legislature thercof, 
for the purposes aforesaid, and no other; and the 
said railroads shall be and remain public high- 
ways for the use of the Government of the Uni- 
ted States, free from toll or other charge upon the 
transportation of any property or troops of the 
United States. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the lands 
hercby granted to said State shall be disposed of 
by said State only in manner following: that is 
to say, that a quantity of land not exceeding one | 
hundred aud twenty sections for ench of said 
roads, and included within a coutinrous Teneth 
of twenty miles of each of said roads, may be | 
sold; and when the Governor of said State shall 
certify to the Secretary of the Interior that any | 
twenty continuous miles of any of said roads is | 
completed, then another quantity of land hereby 
granted, not to exceed one hundred and twenty | 


sections for each of said roads having twenty |) 
continuous miles completed as aforesaid, and in- j; 


eluded within a continuous length of twenty miles 
of cach of such roads, may be sold, and so from 
time to time until said roads are completed; and 
if any of said roads are not completed within ten | 
years, no further sale shall be made, and the lands 
unsold shall revert to the United States. | 

Sree. 5. And be it further enacted, That the 
United States mail shall be transported over said 


roads, under the direction of the Post Oflice De- || 


partment, at such price as Congress may by law | 
direct: Provided, ‘That until such price is fixed ! 
by law the Postmaster General shall have the 
power to determine the same. 

Avproven, May 15, 1856. 


Pursue, XVHI.—An Act to supply Deficiencies in 
the Appropriations for the service of the fiscal year 
ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-six. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- : 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress | 
assembled, That the following sums be, and the | 
same are hereby, appropriated to supply def-|/ 
ciencies in the appropriations for the service of ! 
the fiscal year cnding the thirtieth of June, one 
thousand eight hundred and fifty-six, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated; namely: 

For the compensation of the officers, clerks, 
messengers, and others receiving an annual salar 
in the service of the Senate: 

For the chief clerk and clerk to the Committee 
on Finance, two thousand four hundred and thir- 
teen dollars and fifty-four cents, 


t 
i 
1 


i 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
! 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
j 
{ 
i 
| 
i 
i| 
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For contingent expenses of the Senate: 
For binding, eleven thousand dollars. 
For lithographing and engraving, twenty-five 


| thousand dollars. 


For misceijlancous items, five thousand dollars. 
For the contingent expenses of the House of 
Representatives: 


ordered to be printed for the use of the House, 
eighty-nine thousand seven hundred and fifteen 
dollars and fifty-six cents. 

For the completion of the engraving ordered at 
the second session of the Thirty-Third Congress, 
one hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

For the engraving of maps, charts, and other 
plates, accompanying documents ordered to be 
printed at the first session of the Thirty-Fourth 
Congress, nineteen thousand dollars. 

For furniture and repairs, three thousand five 
hundred dollars. 

For stationery for members, four thousand 
dollars. 

For the pay of clerks upon the land maps for 
the use of the Committce on Public Lands, six 
thousand seven hundred and seventy dollars and 
eighty cents. 

Kor the pay of nine clerks to committees of the 
Fouse under resolutions of the present session, 
five thousand five hundred dollars. 

- For miscellaneous items, twenty thousand dol- 
lars. 

To enable the Clerk to purchase the Statutes 
at Large for the use of members of the House 
of Representatives, per resolution of February 
twenty-first, cighteen hundred and fifty-six, 
five thousand two hundred and eighty-five dol- 
lars. 

To pay John C. Rives a balance due for report- 
ing and publishing in the Daily Globe the pro- 
ceedings of the House of Representatives for the 
second session of the Thirty-Third Congress, one 
thousand one hundred and seventy-seven dollars 
and fifty cents. 

To enable the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to pay John C. Rives for reporting and 
publishing in the Daily Globe the proceedings of 
the House of Representatives for the first session 
of the Thirty-Pourth Congress, prior to the first 
of July, cighteen hundred and fifty-six, seventeen 
thousand three hundred and cighty dollars. 

To enable the Clerk of the House of Represent- 
| natives to pay for onc hundred copies of the con- 
tinuation of the Annals of Congress for the library 
| of the House of Representatives during the pres- 
ent figeal year, one thousand five hundred dol- 
lars, 

‘Lo enable the Clerk of the House of Represent- 
atives to pay for the continuation of the Annals 
of Congress for the members of the Thirty-Sec- 
ond Congress, three thousand dollars. 

Publie Printing. —Ta supply deficiencies in the 


p 


the first session of the Thirty-Third Congress, 
y S 


1, Gfty-seven thousand one hundred and seventy- 
i three dollars. i 
p oP ies in the ¢ Jati , 
Lo supply deficiencies in the appropriation for 


printing of the second session of the Thirty- 
Third Congress, which deficiencies were trans- 
> 
ferred to the account of the first session of the 
Thirty-fourth Congress, in virtue of the joint 
ve 5 J 


forty-four thousand one hundred and eighty- 
eight dollars and ninety-five cents. 

‘To provide for the engraving of the maps and 
drawings accompanying the reports of explora- 
tions and surveys to determine a Pacific railroad 
route, forty-nine thousand two hundred dollars, 


i or so much thereofas may be necessary; and the 


said maps and drawings shall be engraved to the 
satisfaction of the Seeretary of War. 

For the compensation of ten clerks of class one, 
employed temporarily in the office of the Third 
Auditor, on account of military bounty lands, 
three thousand four hundred and sixty-six dol- 
lars and seventy-six cents. 

Contingent expenses of the Post Office Depart- 
ment.—For blank books, binding, and stationery, 
fuel for the General Post Office building, including 
the Auditor’s office, cil, gas, and candles, print- 
ing, labor, day watchman, and for miscellaneous 
items, three thousand dollars, 


| 
For the completion of the binding of documents 


resolution approved February twenty-seventh, | 
eighteen hundred and fifty-six, two hundred and į 


Appropriation for printing and paper ordered at || 


1 


Assay Office, New York.—For wages of work- 
men, seven thousand dollars. 

For salary of the surveyor general of Utah, 
eight hundred and thirty-three dollars and thirty- 
three cents. 

For salaries of the Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court and eight associate judges, one thousand 
four hundred and forty-four dolars and eighty- 
one cents. ` 

For salary of the circuit judge of California, 
fourteen hundred and eighty-seven dollars and 
fifty cents. 

For compensation of the district attorneys, four 
thousand six hundred and ninety-six dollars and 
eighty-six cents. 

For compensation of the marshals, five thou- 
sand one hundred and fifty dollars and ninety- 
nine cents. 

For salaries of the assistant treasurers of the 
United States at Boston and St. Louis, three thou- 
sand nine hundred and cighty-three dollars and 
thirty-three cents. 

To supply a deficiency inthe fund for the relief 
of sick and disabled seamen, one hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars. 

To supply a deficiency in the revenue of the 
Post Office Department, one million one-hundred 
and cighty-eight thousand one hundred andeighty- 
one dollars. 

For arrearages, purchase of vessel and outfit, 
and for field service, provided in the first article 
of the reciprocity treaty with Great Britain, ten 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For the purchase of blank-books, stationery, 
arms of the United States, presses, flags, and for 
the payment of postages for the consuls of the 
United States, ten thousand dollars. 

For expenses of the consulates in Turkey, viz: 
interpreters, guards, and other expenses of the 
consulates at Constantinople, Smyrna, Candia, 
and Alexandria, two thousand dollars. 

For interpreters, guards, and other expenses 
of the consulate at Beirout, five hundred dollars, 

For expenses incurred by consuls of the United 
States in procuring information required by the 


| circulars of eighth October, eighteen hundred and 


fifty-three, and fifteenth March, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-four, on queries propounded by 
the State and Treasury Departments, and for in- 
formation called for by the resolutions of the 
House of Representatives of the fourteenth De- 
cember, eighteen hundred and fifty-three, and 
twenty-sixth December, eighteen hundred and 
fifty foar; cight thousand dollars. 

or compensation for clerical services per- 
formed in the office of the United States Legation 
at London, from December, eighteen hundred 


i and fifty-two, to August, eighteen hundred and 
| fifty-three, inclusive, one thousand dollars. 


To compensate the clerk of the United States 
district court for the State of Connecticut for mak- 
ing certified copies of all copy-rights recorded in 
his oflice between January, cightcen hundred and 
forty-six, and February, cighteen hundred and 
fifty-two, ninety dollars and twenty-five cents, 

Contingent expenses of the Department of 
State.—For miscellaneous items, five hundred 


| dollars. 


For fitting up and furnishing thes court rooms 
and conference rocm, and offices for the solicitor 
and clerk of Court of Claims, three thousand 
dollars. k 

For filling up and grading the grounds belong- 
ing to the custom-house building, Norfolk, Vir- 
ginia, one thousand dollars. 

for transportation of officers, and for fuel and 
quarters, the payment of which is no longer made 
by the quartermaster’s department, two thousand 
one hundred and twenty-seven dollars and twelve 
cents. n 

For contingencies of the Army, five thousand 
dollars. 

For the regular supplies of the quartermaster’s 
department, consisting of fuel, forage in kind for 
the horses, mules, and oxen of the quarter- 
master’s department, at the several military posts 
and stations, and with the armies in the field; for 
the horses of the first and second regiments of 
dragoons, the companies of light artillery, the 
regiment of mounted riflemen, and such compa- 
nies of infantry as may be mounted, and also for 
the authorized namber of officers’ horses when 
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serving in the field and at the outposts; of straw 
for soldiers’? bedding, and of stationery, including 
company and other blank books for the Army, 
certificates for discharged soldiers, blank forms 
for the pay and quartermaster’s departments, and 
for the printing of division and department orders, 


Army regulations, and reports, four hundred and : 


sixty thousand dollars. 


For the incidental expenses of the quarter- | 


master’s department, consisting of postage on 
letters and packets received and sent by officers 
ofthe Army on public service; expenses of courts- 
martial and courts of inquiry, including the ad 
ditional compensation to judge-advocates, record 
ers, members, and witnesses, while on that ser- 
vice, under the act of March sixteenth, eightcen 
hundred and two; extra pay to soldiers employed, 
under the direction of the quartermaster’s depart- 
ment, in the erection of barracks, quarters, store 
houses, and hospitals; the construction of roads 
and other constant labor for periods of not less 
than ten days, under the acts of March second, 
ci¢hteen hundred and nineteen, and August fourth, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, including those 
employed as clerks at division and department 
headquarters; expenses of expresses to and from 
the frontier posts and armies in the field; of es- 
corts to paymasters, other disbursing officers, and 
trains, when military escorts cannot be furnished; 
expenses of the interment of non-commissioned 
officers and soldiers; authorized office furniture; 
hire of laborers in the quartermaster’s depart- 
ment, including hire of interpreters, spies, and 

ides for the Army; compensation of clerk to 
of the quartermaster’s department; com- 


hensauion of forage and wagonmasters, author- i 


ized by the act of July fifth, eightven hundred and 
thirty-eight; for the apprehension of deserters, 
and the expenses incident to their pursuit; the 
various expenditures required for the first and 
second regiments of dragoons, the companies of 
light artillery, the regiment of mounted riflemen, 
and such companies of infantry as may be 
mounted, viz: for the purchase of horse equip- 
ments, as saddles, bridles, saddie-blankets, nosc- 
bags, iron-combs, curry-combs, and spurs and 
swaps; of travelling forges, blacksmiths’ and 
shocing tools, horse and mule shoes, iron and 
steel for shoeing, hire of veterinary surgeons, 


purchase of medicines for horses and mules, | 


shocing horses of mounted corps, and repairing 
dragoon and rifle equipments, one hundred ‘and 
eighty thousand dollars. 

For transportation of the Army, including the 
baggage of the troops when moving either by 
jand or water; of clothing, camp and garrison 
equipage 


chase and from the places of delivery under con- 
tract, to such places as the circumstances of the 


service may require it to be sent; of ordnance, ;: 


ordnance stores and small arms, from the found- 


eries and armories to the arsenals, fortifications, ` 
frontier posts, and Army depots; freights, wharf- i 


age, tolls, and ferriages; for the purchase and 
hire of horses, mules, and oxen, and the purchase 
aud repair of wagons, carts, drays, ships and 
other sea-going vessels and boats, for the trans- 
portation of suppli 
for drayage and c: 
of teamsters; trans 
and other disbursing departments; the expense 
of sailing public transports on the various rivers, 
the Gulf of Mexico, and the Atlantic and Pacific; 
and for procuring water at such posts as from 
their situation require that it be brought from a 
distance, and for clearing rozds and removing 


tage at the several posts; hire 


obstructions from roads, harvors, and rivers, to , 
the extent which may be required for the actual ; 


operations of the troops on the frontier, one mil- 
hon dollars. 


For defraying the expenses of the supreme, | 


circuit, and district courts of the United States, 
including the District of Columbia; also, for 
jurors and witnesses in aid of the funds arising 
from fines, penalties, and forfeitures incurred 


and horse equipments, from the depot | 
at Philadelphia to the several posts and Army | 
depots; of subsistence from the places of pur- 


, and for garrison purposes; : 


portation of funds for the pay | 


‘ithe United States, and for the safe-keeping of 


‘| For the collection of agricultural statistics, in- 
; vestigations for promoting agriculture and rural 
‘economy, and the procurement and distribution 
| of cuttings and seeds, to be expended under the 
‘| direction of the Commissioner of Patents, thirty 


i! thousand dollars. 

For compensation and mileage of the members 
| of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and 
| contingent expenses of the Assembly for the Ter- 


ritory of Minnesota, six thousand dollars. 

_For contingent expenses of the Territory of 
f New Mexico, and to enable the Governor to em- 
|! ploy an interpreter or translator, five hundred 
dollars. 
| „For filling up and draining the grounds in the 
‘| Vicinity of the national green-houses, known as 
il the Botanic Garden, and for walling the creek 
|| which passes through the same, five thousand six 
:: hundred and fifty dollars. 

i} For continuing the grading and planting with 
‘trees the unimproved portions of the mall, ten 
: thousand dollars. 


i Forconstruction of asewer in Judiciary Square, || 


‘i six thousand dollars. 

| For placing the sewer openings along Pennsyl- 
i; vanja avenue under the footway, and trapping the 
: same, cight thousand dollars. 


For repairing old portion of the Patent Office | 
building, constructing water-closets therein, and :; 
i casual repairs of the cast wing of said building, ; 


i four thousand dollars. 

Foran additional furnace erected for the Library 
‘of Congress, five hundred dollars. 

| For finishing the portico and exterior of the 
; west wing of the Patent Office building, to pay 
‘the reservations due, put up iron railing, and lay 
, down the necessary flagging and pavements, one 

hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 


Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That the joint | 


resolution of Congress “to fix the compensation 
of the employés in the legislative department of 
the Government, and to probibit the allowance of 
i the usual extra compensation to such as receive 


‘| the benefits thereof,” approved the twentieth of ; 


July, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, and the 
‘| provision in the act of third March, eighteen hun- 
i dred and fifty-five, which authorizes the applica- 
tion of the benefits of said resolution to apply to 
‘the librarian and assistants and messengers in the 
| library of Congress, be so construed as to allow 
them ‘twenty per centum upon the compensation 
provided by the seventh section of the act of fourth 
‘August, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, making 
i appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- 
penses of Government; and the said joint resolu- 
tion shall not be construed to apply to the public 
printer for either branch of Congress; and thatso 
much of the act approved the third of March, 


re 
re 


l 


Executive Departments shall be furnished under 
the direction and supervision of the Superintend- 
ent of the Public Printing be, and the same is 
“hereby, repealed. 
Sec. 3. And be il further enacted, That the pro- 


Oregon, New Mexico, Washington 


- the Governor of New Mexico be, and the same is 
! hereby, increased to the sum of three thousand 
| dollars, shall be construed by the accountng ofh- 


‘cers of the Treasury to be the full salary of that | 


| officer as Governor and as Superintendent of In 
i dian Affairs. j 
i Approvep, May 15, 1856. 


Puge, NIX.—in Met to provide for at least two 
Election Precincts in cach Ward in the City of 
Hashinglon, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


i 
H 
i 


‘| sentatives of the United States of 


in the fiscal year ending the thirtieth of June, | 
eighteen hundred and fifty-six, and previous 
years; and likewise for defraying the expenses | 
of suits in which the United States are concerned, | 


: 7 7 ; “nst i| mive full fore eet to this section. 
aud of prosecutions for offenses committed against i give full force and effect to this secil 


corporation to provide at least two election pre- 
cinets in cach ward, to ap 


superintend elections in t 


i 
f 
! 
i 
t 
t 


cighteen hundred and fifty-five, as requires all ‘i 
blank books, binding, and ruling for the several | 


vision in the actof July twenty-seventh, eighteen | 
‘ hundred and fifty-four, entitled “An act to increase | 
} the salaries of executive and judiciary officers in |; 
, Utah, and | 


Minnesota,’?? which declares that the salary of); 


America in Congress | 
‘assembled, That it shall be the duty of the city : 


povi commissioners to | 
xe same, and to adopt į 
such other regulations as may be necessary to |; 


__ Sec. 2. And whereas, native-born citizens, res- 
ident of the city of Washington, who arrive at 
the age of twenty-one years between the thirtieth 
day of December next preceding the election and 
the day of election, are not allowed to vote at such 
| election— S 

Be it further enacted, That no. person, being- 
naturalized between the said day of December and 
| the day of the succeeding election, shall be entitled 
to vote at such next succeeding election. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That at all 
elections to be held at the city of Washington for 
municipal officers, the polls shall be opened at 
‘| seven o’clock, a. m. and closed:at seven o’clock, 
p. m.; and that all acts and parts of acts incon- 
sistent with this act are hereby repealed. 
Approvep, May 16, 1856. 


Pusiic, XX.—.4n Act granting Public Lands, in 
alternate sections, to the States of Florida and Al- 
abama, to aid in the construction of certain Rail- 
roadsin said States. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
' assembled, That there be, and is hereby, granted 
to the State of Florida, for the purpose of aiding 
in the construction of railroads fram St. John’s 
i river, at Jacksonville, to the waters of Escambia 
bay, ator ncar Pensacola; and from Amelia Island, 
| on the Atlantic, to the waters of Tampa bay, with 
‘a branch to Cedar Key, on the Gulf of Mexico; 
| and also a railroad from Pensacola to the State 
| line of Alabama, in the direction of Montgomery, 
i every alternate section of land designated by odd 
numbers, for six sections in width on cach side 
: of each of said roads and branch. But in case 
‘it shall appear that the United States have, when 
‘ the lines or routes of said roads and branch are 
definitely fixed, sold any sections, or any parts 
thereof, granted as aforesaid, or that the right of 
| preémption has attached to the same, then it shall 
be lawful for any agent or agents to be appointed 
by the Governor of said State to select, subject 
to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, 
from the lands of the United States nearest to the 
‘tiers of sections above specified, so much land, 

in alternate sections or parts of sections, as shall 

be equal to such lands as the United States have 
_ sold, or otherwise appropriated, or to which the 
' rights of preémption have attached as aforesaid; 
which lands (thus selected in lieu of those sold, 
and to which preémption rights have attached as 
| aforesaid, together with the sections and parts of 
sections designated by odd numbers, as aforesaid, 
and appropriated as aforesaid,) shall be held by 
i the State of Florida for the use and purpose afore- 
said: Provided, That the land to be so located 
' shall in no case be further than fifteen miles from 
the lines of said roads and branch, and selected for 
and on account of each of said roads and branch: 
Provided further, That the lands hereby granted 
for and on account of said roads and branch, sev- 
erally, shall be exclusively applied in the con- 
i struction of that road or branch for and on ac- 
count of which such lauds are hereby granted, 
‘and shall be disposed of only as the work pro- 
gresses, and the same shall be applied to no other 
purpose whatsoever: And provided further, That 
any and all lands heretofore reserved to the United 
States by any act of Congress, or in any other 
manner by competent authority, for the purpose 
of aiding in any object of internal improvement, 
or for any other purpose whatsoever, be, and the 
same are hereby, reserved to the United States 
from the operation of this act, except so far as it 
may be found necessary to locate the routes of said 
‘railroads or branch through such reserved lands; 
in which case the right of way only shall be 
| granted, subject to the approval of the President 
of the United States. 

Sec. 2. And be tt further enacted, That the sec- 
‘tions and parts of sections of land which, by such 
_ erant, shall remain to the United States, within 
"Six miles on each side of the roads and branch, 
| shall not be sold for less than double the minimum 
i price of the publie lands when sold; nor shallany 
' of said lands become subject to private entry 
until the same have been first offered at public 
sale at the increased price. x 
© Sre.3. And be it further enacted, "That the said. 
lands hereby granted to the said State shall, be 


| 


St 


6 
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subject to the disposal of the Legislature thereof 

for the purposes aforesaid, and no other; and the 

said railroads and branch shall be and remain 

public highways for the use of the Government 

of the United States, free from toll or other 

charge upon the transportation of any property 
` or troops of the United States. 

Suc. 4. And be it further enacted, That the lands 
hereby granted to said State shall be disposed of 
by said State only in manner following—that is 
to say: that a quantity of land, not exceeding 
one hundred:and twenty sections for each of said 
roads and branch, and included within a contin- 
uous length of twenty miles of each of said roads 
and branch, may be sold; and when the Governor 
of said State shall certify to the Secretary of the 
Intérior that any twenty continuous miles of any 
or cither of said roads gy branch is completed, 
then another quantity of land, hercby granted, 
riot to exceed one hundred and twenty sections 
for each of said roads or branch having twenty 
continuous miles completed as aforesaid, and in- 
eluded within a continuous length of twenty miles 
of each of such roads or branch, may be sold; and 
so, from time to time, until said roads and branch 
are completed; and if any or either of said roads 
or branch is not completed within ten years, no 
further sale shall be made, and the lands unsold 
shall revert to the United States, 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the 
United States mail shall be transported over said 
roads and branch, under the direction of the Post 
Office Department, at such price as Congress may, 
by law, direct: Provided, That until such price is 
fixed by law, the Postmaster General shall have 
the power to determine the same. 

Suc. 6. And be tt further enacted, That a similar 
grant of alternate sections of public land is hereby 
made to the State of Alabama, to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad from Montgomery, in said 
State, to the boundary line between Florida and 
Alabama, in the direction of Pensacola, and to 
connect with the road from Pensacola to said line, 
upon the same terms and conditions in all respects 
as are hereinbefore prescribed for the grant to 
Florida. 

Apprrovep, May 17, 1856. 


Posie, XXI .An Met to Incorporate St. Thomas’s 
Literary Society, in the District of Columbia. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in. Congress 
assembled, That Nicholas P, Young, George J. 
A. Wilson, and Sidney A. Clarkson, and their 
successors, be, and they are hereby, made a body 
politic and corporate, forever, by the name of St. 
Lhomas’s Literary Society, for purposes of char- 
ity and education, and by that name may sue and 
be sued, prosecute and defend, may have and use 
a common seal, and the same alter and renew at 
pleasure, may adopt and establish rales, regula- 
tions, and by-laws nat repugnant to the Constitu- 
tion and laws of the United States, for properly con- 
ducting the affairs of said corporation; may take, 
receive, purchase, and hold estate, real, personal, 
and mixed, not exceeding in value the sum of 
five hundred thousand dollars at any one time, 
and may manage and dispose of the same at pleas- 
ure, and apply the same, or the proceeds of the 
sales thereof, to the uses and purposes of the said 
corporation, according to the rules and regula- 
tions which now are, or may hereafter be, estab- 
lished; and the said corporators shall and may, 
from time to time, as the necessities of the sad 
corporation shall or may require, increase their 
number, but so as not to exceed, at any time, ten 
persons, to be corporators in the same. 

Sec. 2. And be it furlier enacted, That the said 

corporation shall have and enjoy the power and 
faculty to confer and confirm upon such pupils in 
the institution, or others, who, by their proficiency 
in learning or other meritorious distinctions, they 
shall think entitled to them, such degrees in the 
liberai arts and sciences as are usually granted in 
colleges, 
_ Sec. 3, And be it further enacted, That nothing 
in this act shall be so construed as to authorize 
the said corperation to issue any note, token, 
device, scrip, or other evidence of debt, to be used 
as a currency. 

Sec. 4, And be it further enacted, That each of 


the corporators in said corporation shall be held 
liable, in his individual capacity, for all the debts 
and liabilities of the said corporation, however 
contracted or incurred, to be recovered by suit, as 
other debts or liabilities, before any court of com- 
petent jurisdiction. 

Sec. 5, And be it further enacted, That Congress 
may. at any time hereafter alter, amend, or repeal 
the foregoing act. 

Approven, June 2, 1856. 


Puszric, XXI.—An Act to transfer certain Rights 
and Duties conferred upon the Trustees of the Town 
of Vincennes, Indiana, to the Common Council of 
the City of Vincennes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That all the rights and duties conferred 
upon the trustecs of the town of Vincennes, in 
the State of Indiana; under the act entitled ‘ An 
act to adjust the claims to lots in the town of 
Vincennes, and for the sale of the land appropri- 
ated as a common for the use of the inhabitants 
of the said town,” approved the twentieth day 
of April, eighteen hundred and eighteen, be, and 
the same are hereby, transferred to and vested in 
the Common Council of the city of Vincennes, in 
said State. 

Arrroven, June 2, 1856. 


Puse, XXIT.—An Act for the Benefit of the He- 
brew Congregation in the City of Washington. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That all the rights, privileges, and im- 
munities, heretofore granted by law to the Chris- 
tian churches in the city of Washington, be, and 
the same are hereby, extended to the Hebrew con- 
gregation of said city, and that the third section of 
the act approved. the seventeenth of June, cigh- 
teen hundred and forty-four, entitled “An act con- 
cerning conveyances or devises of places of public 
worship in the District of Columbia,” shall be so< 
construed as to allow the members of the Hebrew 
congregation from time to time, by a vote of two 


thirds, to elect their own trustecs, and the same, 
by a like vote, to displace at pleasure; which said 
trustees shall, during their continuance in ofice, 
have the same title in and power over any lot or 
j tract. of Jand as if held by them under the act 
aforesaid for a Christian church, or as ifthey were 
appointed under said act trustees of any Christian 
chureh: Provided, That any and all legal and 
equitable rights, demands, or liabilities, of the said 
Hebrew congregation, acquired or assumed by or 
through said trustees, shall be limited to the trust 
property ofsaid congregation held by said trustees. 
Approven, June 2, 1856. 


Purne, XXUV.—An Act granting Public Lands, 
in aliernate Sections, to the State of Alabama to 
aid in the construction of certain Railroads in said 
Stale. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That there be, and is hereby, granted 
to the State of Alabama, for the purpose of aiding 


see river, at or near Gunter’s Janding, to Gads- 
den, on the Coosa river; from Gadsden to con- 
nect with the Georgia and Tennessee line of 
| railroads, through Chattooga, Wills, and Look- 
out valleys; and from Elyton to the Tennessee 
| river at, or near Beard’s bluff, Alabama, every 
| alternate section of land designated by odd num- 
| bers, for six sections in width on each side of each 
| 

i 


of said roads. But in case it shall appear that | 
the United States have, when the lines or routes 
| of said roads are definitely fixed, sold any sec- 
| tions or any parts thereof, granted as aforesaid, 
or that the right of preémption has attached to 
; the same, then it shall be lawful for any agent or 
agents, to be appointed by the Governor of said 
State, to select, subject to the approval of the Sec- 
i retary of the Interior, from the lands of the 
| United States nearest to the tiers of sections 
above specified, so much land, in alternate sec- 
tions or parts of sections, as shall be equal to 
such lands as the United States have sold, or 


in the construction of railroads, from the Tennes- |} 


otherwise appropriated, or to which the rights 
of preémption have attached as aforesaid, which 
lands (thus selected in lieu of those sold and to 
which preémption rights have attached as afore- 
said, together with the sections and parts of sec- 
tions designated by odd numbers, as aforesaid, 
and appropriated as aforesaid) shall be held by 
the State of Alabama, for the use and purpose 
aforesaid: Provided, That the land to be so lo- 
cated shall in no case be further than fifteen miles 
from the lines of said roads, and sclected for and 
on account of each of said roads: Provided further, 
That the lands hereby granted for and on account 
of said roads, severally, shall be exclusively ap- 
plied in the construction of that road for and on 
account of which such lands are hereby granted, 
and shall be disposed of only as the work pro- 
| gresses, and the same shall be applied to no other 
purpose whatsoever: And provided further, That 
any and all lands heretofore reserved to the United 
States by any act of Congress, or in any other 
manner by competent authority, for the purpose 
of aiding in any object of internal improvement, 
or forany other purpose whatsoever, be, and the 
same are hereby, reserved to the United States 
from the operation of this act, except so far as it 
may be found necessary to locate the routes of 
said railroads through such reservéd Jands, in 
which case the right of way only shall be granted 
subject to the approval of the President of the 
United States. 

Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That the sec- 
tions and parts of sections of land which, by such 
| grant, shall remain to the United States, within 
six miles on each side of said roads, shall not be 
sold for less than double the minimum price of the 
public land when sold, nor shall any of said lands 
become subject to private entry until the same 
have been first offered at public sale at the in- 
creased price. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the said 
lands hereby granted to the said State shall be 
subject to the disposal of the Legislature thereof, 
for the purposes aforesaid, and no other; and the 
said railroads shall be and remain public high- 
ways for the use of the Government of the United 
States, free from toll or other charge upon the 
transportation of any property or troops of the 
United States. 

Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That the 
lands hercby granted to said State shall be dis- 
posed of by said State only in manner following, 
that is to say: That a quantity of land, not ex- 
ceeding one hundred and twenty sections for each 
of said roads, and included within a continuous 
length of twenty miles of each of said roads, may 
be sold; and when the Governor of said State 
| shall certify to the Secretary of the Interior that 
any twenty continuous miles of any of said roads 
| is completed, then another quantity of land 
hereby granted, not to execed one hundred and 
| twenty sections for each of said roads having 
twenty continuous miles completed as aforesaid, 
and included within a continuous length of 
twenty miles of each of such roads, may be sold; 
and so, from time to time, until said roads are 
completed; and if any of said roads is not com- 
pleted within ten years, no further sale shall be 
| made, and the lands unsold shall revert to the 
| United States. A 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Uni- 
ted States mail shall be transported over said 
|| roads, under the direction of the Post Office De- 
partment, at such price as Congress may, by law, 
direct: Provided, That, until such price is fixed 
| by law, the Postmaster General shall have the 
| power to determine the same. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That a grant 
of land shall be made to said State to aid in the 
construction of the following roads in said State, 
j to wit: the Memphis and Charleston railroad, 
extending from Memphis, on the Mississippi 
river, in Tennessee, to Stevenson, on the Nash- 
| ville and Chattenooga railroad, in Alabama; the 
; Girard and Mobile railroad, from Girard to Mo- 
bile, Alabama; the Northeast and Southwestern 
railroad, from near Gadsden to some point on the 
| Alabama and Mississippi State line, in the direc- 
| tion to the Mobile and Ohio railroad, with a view 
to connect with said Mobile and Ohio railroad; 
the Coosa and Alabama railroad, from Selma to 
Gadsden; the Central railroad from Montgomery 


Sess. 


tosome point on the Alabamaand Tennessee State 
line in the direction to Nashville, Tennessee; and 
that alternate sections of the public lands, to the 
game extent and in the same manner, and upon 
the sane limitations and restrictions in every re- 
spect, shall be, and is hereby, made to aid in the 
construction of the roads in said State mentioned 


in this act: Provided, That the lands hereby | 


granted to said State for the purpose of con- 
structing a railroad from the northeast to the 
southwestern portion of said State, lying north- 
west of Elyton, shall be assigned to such road as 


may be designated by the Legislature of said | 


State. 
Approven, June 3, 1856. 


Prsiic, XXV.—.An Act making a grant of Lands 
to the State of Lowisiana, to aid in the construction 
of Railroads in said State. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there be, and is hereby, granted 
to the State of Louisiana, for the purpose of 
aiding in the construction of a railroad from the 
Texas line, in the State of Louisiana, west of the 


town of Greenwood, via Greenwood, Shreveport, | 
and Monroe, to a point on the Mississippi river, | 
ve Vicksburg; and from New Orleans, by | 


pele s, to the State line of ‘Texas; and from 
New Orleans to the State line, in the direction to 
Jackson, Mississippi; every altcrnate section of 
land designated by odd numbers, for six sections 
in width on each side of said road. But in case 


it shall appear that the United States have, when |! 


| 


| 
| 


i 
|i 
ji 
i 
i 


the line or route of said road is definitely fixed, | 
` the west end cf Lake Superior; and to Bayfield; 


sold any sections, or any parts thereof, granted 


as aforesaid, or that the right of preémption has |) 
attached to the same, then it shall be lawful for | 
any agent or agents, to be appointed by the Gove 
crnor of said State, to select, subject to the ap- |! 
‘tively. But in case it shall appear that the United || 

States have, when the lines or routes of said 


sroval of the Seeretary of the Interior, from the 
finds of the United States nearest to the tier 
g 
8 
such Jands as the United States have sold, or 
otherwise appropriated, or to which the right 
of preémption has attached as aforesaid; which 
lands (thus selected in licu of those sold, and to 
which preémption rights have attached as afore- 
said, together with the sections and parts of § 
tions designated by odd numbers as aforesaid, 
and appropriated as aforesaid) shall be held by 
the State of Louisiana for the use and purpose 
aforesaid: Provided, that the lands to be so located 
shall in no case be further than fifteen miles from 
the Hine of said 
account of said roads: Provided further, That the 
lands hereby granted shall be exclusively applied 
in tue construction of said roads, and shall be 
i d of only as the work progresses, and the 
li be applied to no other purpose what- 
( d provided further, That any and all 
lands heretofore reserved to the United States by 
any aet of Congress, or in any otner manner, by 
competent authori I 
any oljcet of internal improvement, or for any 
other purpose whatsoever, be, and the same are 
hereby, reserved to the Un i 
operation of this act, except so far as it may be 
found necessary to locate the route of said rail- 
roads through such reserved lands, in which case 
the meht of way only shall be granted, subject to 
the approval ofthe President of the United States. 
Sre, 2. tad be th furl 
tions, wid parts of sections, of land which, by 
ant, shall remain to the United States, 
x nules on cach side of said roads, shall 


with s 


not be sold for less than doublethe minimum price | 


of the publie lands when sold; nor shall any of 
said lands become subject to private entry until 
all have been first offered at public 


the same 
sale at the increased price. 

Sec, 3. dad be it further enacted, 
lands hereby granted 
subject to the dispost 
for the purposes aforesaid, and no other; and the 
said railroads shall be and remain a public high- 
way for the use of the Government 
States, free from toll or other cha 
transportauon of any property or 
United States. 


That the said 


ree upon the 


stions above specified, so much in alternate ii 
tions, or parts of sections, as shall be equal to į; 


roads and selected for and on: 


ited States from the | 


ther enacted, That the sec- i 


lof the Legislature thereof, i 


| 
| 


Sec. 4, And beitfurther enacted, That the lands 

| hereby granted to said State shall be disposed of 

‘only in manner following; that is to say, 
| quantity of land not exceeding one hundred and 
i twenty sections, and included within a continu- 
| ous length of twenty miles of said roads, may be 
' sold; and when the Governor of said State shall | 


val a 


shall revert to the United States. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Uni- 
ted States mail shall be transported over said 
roads under the direction of the Post Office De- 
partment, at such price as Congress may, by 
law, direct: Provided, That, until such price is 
fixed by law, the Postmaster General shall have 
the power to determine the same. 

Avproven, June 3, 1856. 


Pusuic, XXVI.—An Act granting Public Lands to | 


the State of Wisconsin to aid in the construction 
of Railroads in said State. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- | 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress | 
i assembled, That there be, and is hereby, granted 


to the State of Wisconsin for the purpose of aid- 
ing in the construction of a railroad from Madi- 
son, or Columbus, by the way of Portage city 
to the St. Croix river or lake between townships 
twenty-five and thirty-one, and from thence to 


and also from Fond du Lac on Lake Winnebago, 
northerly to the State line, every alternate section 
of land designated by odd numbers for six sec- 
tions in width on each side of said roads respec- 


roads are definitely fixed, sold any sections or 
parts thereof granted as aforesaid, or that the 
right of preémption has atiached to the same, 
then it shall be lawful for any agent, or agents, to 
be appointed by the Governor of said State to 


select, subject to the approval of the Secretary of | 
| the Interior, from the lands of the United States 
Í nearest to the tier of sections above specified, so 
| much land in alternate sections, or parts of sec- 


tions, as shall be equal to such lands as the 
Jnited States have sold or otherwise appropri- 


ated, or to which the right of preémption has at- 


troops of the | 


tached, as aforesaid, which lands (thus selected 


‘in lieu of those sold and to which preémption has 
| attached as aforesaid, together with the sections 
' and parts of sections designated by odd numbers 


as aforesaid, and appropriated as aforesaid) shall 
be held by the State of Wisconsin for the use and 
purpose aforesaid: Provided, That the lands to 


be so located shall in no case be further than fif- B 


teen miles from the line of the roads in cach case, 


land selected for and on account of said roads: 
ty, for the purpose of aiding in | Provided further, That the lands hereby granted 
‘ ‘shall be exclusively applied in the coustruction 
| of that road for which it was granted and selected, 
: and shall be disposed of only as the work pro- | 
shall be applied to no other | 
ii purpose whatsoever: And provided further, That | 
‘any and all tal 
by any act of Congress for the purpose of aiding | 


gresses, and the same 
lands reserved to the United States 


in any object of internal improvement, or in any 


manner for any purpose whatsoever, be, and the | 
i same are hereby, reserved to the United States || 
‘from the operation of this act, except so far as | 
it may be found necessary to locate the route of 


railroads through such reserved lands, in which 
case the right of way only shail be granted, sub- 


States. 


Sec. 2 


And be it further enacted, That the 


i sections and parts of sections of land which, by 
to the said State shall be | such grant, shall remain to the United States, 
| within six miles on each side of 
: not be sold l 
‘price of the public lands when sold; nor shall} 
of the United © any of said lands become ur 

“ynul the same have been first offered at public 


sale at the increased price. 


said roads, shall 
for less than doubl 


Sec, 3. And be if further enacted, That the said 


cet to the approval of the President of the United | 


e the minimum li 


subject to private entry | 


l: lands hereby granted to said State shall be subject 
|: to the disposal of the Legislature thereof, for the 
|; purposes aforesaid, and no other; and the said 
|. railroads shall be and remain public highways for 
‘the use of the Government of the United States, 
free from toll or other charge upon the transport- 
ation of property or troops of the United States. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the lands 
| hereby granted to said State shall be disposed of 
| by said State only in manner following, that is to 
i say: That a quantity of land not exceeding one 
| hundred and twenty sections, and included within 
| a continuous length of twenty miles of roads, 
| respectively, may be sold; and when the Gov- 
; ernor of said State shall certify to the Secretary 
| of the Interior that any twenty continuous milos 
| of either of said toads are completed, then another 
| like quantity of land hereby granted may be sold; 
| and so, from time to time, until said roads are 
| completed; and if said roads are not completed 
within ten years, no further sales shall be made, 
and the land unsold shall revert to the United 
i States. 

Sre. 5. And-be it further enacted, That the 
United States mail shall be transported over said 
roads, under the direction of the Post Office De- 
partment, at such price as Congress may, by law, 
direct: Provided, ‘That until such price is fixed 
by law, the Postmaster General shall have the 
power to determine the same. 

Approven, June 3, 1856. 


— 


f 
Pusurc, XXVII.—An Act making a grant of al- 
ternate Sections of the Public Land, tothe State of 
Michigan, to aid in the construction of certain 
Railroads in said State, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 

i assembled, That there be and hereby is granted to 
| the State of Michigan, to aid in the construction 
of railroads from Little Bay de Noguet to Mar- 
quette, and thence to Ontonagon, and from the 
tivo last-named places to the Wisconsin State 
line; and also from Amboy, by Hillsdale and 
Lansing, and from Grand Rapids to some point 
on or near Traverse Bay; also from Grand Haven 
and Pere Marquette to Flint, and thence to Port 
Aaron, every alternate section of land designated 
! py odd numbers; for six sections in width on each 
side of each of said roads; but in case it shall 
appear that the United States have, when the lines 
or routes of said roads are definitely fixed, sold 
any section or any part thereof granted as afore- 
said, or that the right of preémption has attached 
to the same, then it shall be lawful for any agent 
or agents, to be appointed by the Governor of 
said State, to select, subject to the approval of 
the Secretary of the Interior, from the lands of the 
i! United States nearest to the tiers of sections above 
| specified, so much land in alternate sections or 
| parts of sections, as shall be equal to such lands 
as the United States have sold or otherwise ap- 
|| propriated, or to which the right of preémption 
i has attached as aforesaid; which lands (thus se- 
i! lected in lieu of these sold, and to which preémp- 
{i tion rights have attached as aforesaid, together 
with the sections and parts of sections designated 
i by odd numbers as aforesaid, and appropriated 
as aforesaid,) shall be held by the State of Mich- 


ji 

i| igan for the use and purpose aforesaid: Provided, 
i| That the lands to be so located shall in no case 
‘| be further than fifteen miles from the lines of said 
|i roads, and selected for and on account of each of 
il saidroads: Provided further, Thatthe lands hereby 
| granted shall be exclusively applied in the con- 
struction of that road for and on account of which 
such lands are hereby granted, and shall be dis- 
| posed of only as the work progresses, and the 
| same shall be applied to no other purpose v rhatso- 
|i ever: And provided further, That anyandall lands 
heretofore reserved to the United States by any act 
‘| of Congress, or in any other manner, by com- 
petentauthority, for the purposes of aiding inany 
object of internal improvement, or for any other 
i} purpose whatsoever, be, and the same are hereby, 
| teserved to the United States from the operations 
il of this act, except so far as it may be found 
I| necessary to locate the routes of said railroads 
i| through such reserved lands; in which case, the 
jf right of way only shall be granted, subject to the 
il approval cf the President of the United States. 
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not be sold for less than double the minimum | 
price of the public lands when sold; nor shallany 
of said lands become subject to private entry until 
the same have been first offered at public sale at | 
the increased price. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the said 
lands hereby granted to the said State shall be sub- | 
jectto the disposal of the Legislature thereof, for 
the purposes aforesaid, and no other; and the said 
railroads shall he and remain public highways for 
the use of the Government of the United States, 
free from toll or other charge upon the transpor- 
tation of any property or troops of the United 
States. 

Sec. 4. And beit further enactad, That the lands 
hereby granted to said State shall be disposed of | 
by said State only in manner following, that is to 
say: That a quantity of land not exceeding one 
hundred and twenty sections for each of said 
roads and included within a continuous length of 
twenty miles of each of said roads, may be sold; 
and when. the Governor of said State shall certify 
to the Secretary of the Interior that any twenty 
continuous miles of any of said roads is comple- 
ted, then another quantity of landhereby granted, 
not to exceed one hundred and twenty sections 
for cach of said roads having twenty continuous 
miles completed as aforesaid, and included within 
a continuons length of twenty miles of cach of |! 
such roads, may be sold; and so from time to time | 
until said roads are completed; and if any of said 
roads is not completed within ten years, no further 
sales shall be made, and the Jands unsold shall 
revert to the United States. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Uni- 
ted States mail shall be transported over said roads, 
under the direction of the Post Office Department, | 
at such price as Congress may by law direct: | 
Provided, That until such price is fixed by law, |! 
the Postmaster General shall have the power to 
determine the same. 

Aprnroven, June 3, 1856. 


erento 


Punic, XXVUE—An Act to change the place of 
holding the Courts of the United Slates in the Dis- 
trict of Deluware. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- |! 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress || 
assembled, That the courts of the United States in 
and for the district of Delaware shall hereafter be | 
held at the city of Wilmington, in the said dis- | 
trict, and the offices of the clerks of the cireuitand | 
district court for said district, and the records of | 
said courts shall be kept in the said city of Wil- | 
mington. ` 

Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That no pro- 
cess issued, or proceedings pending, in either of 
the said courts, shall be avoided or impaired by 
this change of the place of holding the said courts; |! 
but all process, bail-bonds, or recognizances re- | 
turnable at the next term of either of the said 
courts, shall be returnable and returned to the 
term of said courts respectively, next held accord- į 
ing to this act, In the same manner as if so made | 
returnable on the face thereof, and shall have full | 
effect accordingly; and all continuances may be | 
made to conform to the provisions of this act. 

Aprroyen, June 14, 1856. 


Pusuic, XXTX.—.2n Act to revivre and continue in 
force the provisions of the Act of 1853, in relation | 
to “* Suspended Entries of Public Lands,” and the iF 
Act of 1846, in relation to Suspended Pre- | 
emption Lend Claims.” | 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- | 

sentatives of the Unitéd States of America in Congress | 

assembled, That the several provisions of the act | 
approved March third, eighteen hundred and | 
fifty-three, in relation to ** suspended entries of | 
public lands,” and the several provisions of the 
act approved August third, eighteen hundred and | 
forty-six, in relation to “ suspended preémption | 

Jand claims,” be, and the same are hereby, | 

| 


revived and continued in force, and those pro- | 
visions are hereby declared to be applicable to | 
all cases of suspendedentries and locations which | 


| or returnable to said courts respectively, shall be 


| ern district, of Virginia, commencing as now, on 


| Batthis act shall not take effect until the next term 


have arisen since said acts were passed, or which 
were omitted to be acted upon under either of 
said a&ts, as well as to all cases of a similar kind | 


which may hereafter occur, and shall be regarded jj 


as applying to locations under bounty land war- 
rants, as well as to ordinary entries or sales, and 
to all other preémption cases or locations where 
the law has been substantially complied with, 
and the error or informality has arisen from igno- 
rance, accident, or mistake, and is satisfactorily 
explained, and where the rights of no other 
claimant or preémptor will be prejudiced, or where 
there is no adverse claim. 


APPROVED, June 26, 1856. 


Pusiic, XXX.—JMn Act changing the Time of hold- 
ing the District Court of the United States at Withe- 
ville, in the Western District of Virginia. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That instead of the times now pre- 
scribed by law for holding the courts of the Uni- 
ted States, in the western district of Virginia, the 


said courts shall hereafter be held annually, at |! 


Clarksburg, on the twenty-fourth days of March 
and August; at Wheeling on the sixth days of 
April and September; at Charleston on the nine- 
teenth days of April and September; at Staunton 
on the first days of May and October; and at 
Withe court-house, on the fourth Mondays of 
May and October; and that all suits, actions, and 
proceedings of whatever kind, now depending in, 


taken to be continued or returnable tot 
herein established. 

Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That the term 
of the circuit court of the United States shall be 
holden annually at Lewisburg, in the said west- 


he terms | 


the first Monday of August. 

Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That this act 
shall be in force from and after the passage 
thereof, 

Arrnoven, June 26, 1856. 


Posie, XXXI.—An Act to change the Times of 
holding the United States Courts in Tennessee. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
ussembled, That instead of the times now fixed 
by luv, the circuit and district courts of the 
United States for the several districts in Tennes- 
see shall hereafter be held at the following times, 
to wit: at Jackson on the first Mondays in April 
and October; at Nashville on the third Mondays 
in Apriland October; and at Knoxville onthe third 
Mondays in Mayand fourth Mondays in Novem- 
ber; and all writs, processes, recognizances, and 
other proceedings, shall be returnable to the said | 
times, and shall be heard and tried accordingly. 


of said courts after the passage of this act in the 
said divisions shall be held. 
Arrnovep, July 3, 1856. 


Pusric, XXXIT.—An Act granting to certain Citi- 
zens of the State of Missouri the right to enter | 
certain Lands in the Plattsburg District, in said 
State. 

Whereas, the State of Missouri, under the pro- 
visions of the cighth section of the act of Con- 
gress of the fourth September, cighteen hundred 
and forty-one, selected certain lands in the Platts- 
burg district, in the said State of Missouri, which 
lands were thereupon withheld from sale by the 
United States; and whereas, the said State of | 
Missouri permitted entries thereof to be made at 
the State land office; and whereas, also, the said 
selections by the State of Missouri were subse- 
quently rejected and not confirmed to the said 
State; now, therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress | 
assembled, That in all cases where persons pur- 
chased such lands from the said State of Mis- 
souri, by entry at the State Jand office, the title 
to which lands is still in the United States, such 
persons so having purchased the same, or their | 


and conveyed, shall be permitted to enter the 
same at the proper land office of the United States, 
at the price of one dollar and twenty-five cents 
peracre: Provided, That in all cases where entries 
of such lands have been permitted to be made at 
the proper United States land office, at one dollar 
and twenty-five cents per acre, by persons who 
had purchased the same from the State of Mis- 
souri, or their assignees, such entries or sales 
shall be, and the same are hereby, confirmed: 
Provided further, That nothing in this act con- 
tained shall be construed so as to interfere with 
the rights of third parties. 

Approyen, July 3, 1856. 


Pusuic, XXXITI.—4n Act to remove Obstructions 
to Navigation in the Mouth of the Mississippi 
River, at the Southwest Pass and Pass & V Outre. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
| sentatives ofthe United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That for the opening and keeping open 
ship channels of sufficient capacity to accommo- 
| date the wants of commerce through the South- 
west Pass and Pass 41’Outre, leading from the 
Mississippi river into the Gulf of Mexico, the 
sum of three hundred and thirty thousand dollars 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, to be 
paid out of any money in the Treasury not oth- 
erwise appropriated, and to be expended under 
the superintendence of the Scerctary of War, 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the Secretary of War to apply said 
moneys to the opening ar keeping open of the 
aforesaid ship channel, by contract, and at an 
early day in the next session of Congress to 
report the progress of the work, the amount 
necessary to complete it, and an estimate of the 
annual cost of keeping said channels open; and 
any contract made shall be limited to the amount 
herchy appropriated. 


In THE SENATE or THE Unitep Srarus 
1856. 

The President of the United States having re- 
turned to the Senate, in which it originated, the 
bill entitled ** An act to remove obstructions to 
navigation in the mouth of the Mississippi river, 
at the Southwest Pass and the Pass à 1’Outre,’? 
with his objections thereto, the Senate proceeded, 
in pursuance of the Constitution, to reconsider 
the same; and 

Resolved, That the said bill do pass, two thirds 
of the Senate agreeing to pass the same. 

Attest: ASBURY DICKINS, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


s July 7, 


In rue Hover or REPRESENTATIVES or THE 
Uxirep Srares, July 8, 1856. 

The House of Representatives having been no- 
tified by the Senate thatthe bill entitled “ An act 
to remove obs‘ructions to navigation in the mouth 
of the Mississippi river, at the Southwest Pass 
jand the Pass a l’Outre”’ had been returned by 
the President, with his objections, to the Senate, 
| in which it originated, and that the Senate having 

proceeded, in pursuance of the Constitution, to 
reconsider the same, had ‘ Resolved, That the 
said bill do pass, two thirds of the Senate agree- 
ing to pass the same;”’ the House of Represent- 
atives proceeded, in pursuance of the Constitu- 
tion, to reconsider the said bill, and 

Resolved, That the said bill do pass, two thirds 
of the House of Representatives agreeing to pass 
the same. 

Attest: 


WILLIAM CULLOM, 
Clerk House Representatives. 


Prste, SX XIV.—An Set making an appropriation 
Jor deepening the Channel over the Flats of the St. 
Mary’s River, in the State of Michigan. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the sum of one hundred thou- 
sand dollars be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated towards deepening the channel of the 
St. Mary’s river, in the State of Michigan, by 
the west channel through Lake George, according 
to. the estimate of Captain Macomb, of the topo- 


assignees, in case the same shall have been sold 


i graphical corps, communicated to the Senate in. 


1856.] 
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the report of the Secretary of War, dated January | 


Is tHe Senare or THE Usiren States, July 
7, 1856. 

The President of the United States having re- 
turned to the Senate, in which it originated, the 
bill entitled ‘ An act making an appropriation for 
deepening the channel over the flats of the St. 
Mary’s river, in the State of Michigan,” with his 
objections thereto, the Senate proceeded, in pur- 
suance of the Constitution, to reconsider the 
same; and 

Resolved, That the said bill do pass, two thirds 
of the Senate agreeing to pass the same. 

Attest ASBURY DICKINS, 

Secretary af the Senate. 


In tHe House or REPRESENTATIVES OF THE 
Unirep Srares, July 8, 1856. 


the State of Michigan, 
President, with his objections, to the Senate, in 
which itoriginated, and that the Senate having pro- 
ceeded, in pursuance of the Constitution, to recon- 
sider the same, had ‘+ Resolved, That the said bill 
do pass, two thirds of the Senate agreeing to pass 
the same;’? the House 6f Representatives pro- 
ceeded, in pursuance of the Constitution, to recon- 
sider the said bill, and 

Resolved, That the said bill do pass, two thirds 
of the House of Representatives agreeing to pass 


the same. 
Attest: WILLIAM CULLOM, 
Clerk House Representatives. 


Pustic, XXXV.—.An Act making an appropriation 
for deepening the Channel over the St. Clair Flats, 
in the State of Michigan. 


Be it enacted by the Senaie and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


i 


j 


| 


assembled, That the sum of forty-five thousand |; 
dollars be, and the same is hereby, appropriated |: 
forthe purpose of deepening the channel over the |; 


St. Clair flats, in the State of Michigan. 
Is Senate or THE Uyitep Srartes, July 7, 1856. 
The President of the United States having re- 


turned tn the Senate, in which it originated, the |! 


bill entitied An act making an appropriation 
for deepening the channel over the St. Clair flats, | 
in the State of Michigan,” with his objections 
thereto, the Senate proceeded, in pursuance of 
the Constitution, to reconsider the same; and 
Resolved, That the said bill do pass, two thirds 
of the Senate agreeing to pass the same. 
Attest: ASBURY DICKINS, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


Ix tHe House of REPRESENTATIVES OF THE 
Unxirep Srares, July 8, 1856. 

The House of Representatives having been 
notified by the Senate that the bill entided “ An 
act making an appropriation for the deepening 
the channel oversihe St. Clair flats, in the State 
of Michigan,” had been returned by the Presi- 
dent, with his objections, to the Senate, in which 
it originated, and that the Senate having pro- 
cecded, in pursuance of the Constitution, to 
reconsider the same, had “Resolved, That the 
said bill do pass, two thirds of the Senate agree- 
ing to pass the same;’’ the House of Represent- 
atives proceeded, iu pursuance of the Constitu- 
tion, to reconsider the said bill; and ; | 

Resolved, That the said bill do pass, two thirds | 
of the House of Representatives agreeing to pass į 


the same. 
Attest: WILLIAM CULLOM, 


} 


Clerk House Representatives. li 


Pousuic, X 
Way to the St. Louis and Iron Mountain Rail- 
road, through the Arsenal, Magazine, and Jeffer- 
son Barracks Tracts. 


° 


| sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 

assembled, That the right of way, sixty feet in 
width, through the lands in which the St. Louis 
arsenal, the St. Louis marine hospital. and Jeffer- 
son barracks, are situated, in the State of Mis- 
souri, be, and the same is hereby, granted to the 
| St. Louis and iron Mountain Railroad Company, 
for the construction of a railroad from the city of 
St. Louis through said lands: Provided, Said road 
shall be constructed on the jine upon which it is 
now located: Provided, further, That a strong, sub- 
stantial plank fence be erected by said company 
between the road and the public grounds, and 
| between the road and the river, at such place and 
of such character as the commanding officer at 
Jefferson barracks shall direct, with suitable iron 
gates, not exceeding four, at such points as shall 
be selected by such commanding officer; and the 
said company shall also cause to be constructed 
not exceeding four covered ways, at suitable 
| places in part of said public grounds, and in such 
| manner as shall be approved by said command- 
ing officer; and if, after the fence herein provided 
for shall have been erected, and the said road put 


in operation, it shall be found, in the opinion of 
the President, to be insufficient for the protection | 
of lives and property, he may require a fence of | 


brick, stone, or iron, on the land side, to be con- 
structed, and the said company shall cause the 
same to be erected accordingly at their proper 
cost and charge: Provided also, That the said 
| company shall be liable for all losses which may 
be sustained by the public, either by the destruc- 
i tion of public property, or by collision with the 
trains in passing over said grounds: And provided 
further, That said company shali use on their 
locomotives the customary or most approved 
means for arresting sparks from the chimneys; 
and that when the Government expects to re- 
ceive, or intends to ship, powder at tne magazine 


|i landing, upon giving twenty-four hours’ nouce 


to said company of such exnectavion or inten- 
tion, horse-power alone shall be used by said 
company in passing during the receiving or ship- 
ping of powder: and that so much of an act 
passed February fourteenth, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-three, as is inconsistent with this act, be, and 
the same is hereby, repealed. 

Arpnrover, July 14, 1856. 


“Punic, XXXVIL.—An Act to explain the Act ap- 


Districts in the Territory of Minnesota.’ 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre 


assembled, That the words, ** west of the Missis 
sippi river,” employed in the description in the 
| first section of the act of twelfth April, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four, entitled ‘* An act,to estab- 
lish additional land districts in the Territory of 
Minnesota,” shall be construed so as to embrace 


main channel of said river, in the new districts 
created west of the same by said act. 
Aprproven, July 8, 1856. 


| Pusuic, XXXVIUL—.4n Act lo establish two 2d- 


nesote. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of. Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


of the nearest township line, to be determined 
: hereafter by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, west of said river, extending thence 
west to the Missouri river, be, and the same is 
hereby, divided into and shall constitute two ad- 
ditional land districts, to wit: All that portion 
lying cast of the line dividing ranges eighteen 
| and nineteen west of the fourth principal merid- 
‘jan shali constitute a land district, to be called 


XXVI.—An Act granting the Right of :i the northeastern land district; and all that por- 
ii Hon west of the line dividing said ranges eighteen 


i 


Be it enacted by the Senute and House of Repre- : 


proved twelfth April, eighteen hundred and fifty- || 
Jour, entitled ** An act to establish additional Land || 


sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


all the islands lying west of the middle of the») 


ditional Land Districts in the Territory of Min- | 


assembled, That all that portion of the Territory | 
of Minnesota which lies north of the line dividing | 
townships forty-five and forty-six, north of the | 
base line east of the Mississippi river, and north | 


‘and nineteen shall constitute an additional land 
district in said Territory, to be called the north- 
western land district—the location of the offices 
: for which shall be designated by the President 
il of the United States, and shall by him from time 
‘to time be changed, as the public interests may. - 
i Seem to require. ; 

ji Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
|| President be, and he is hereby, authorized, when- + 
j ever in his judgment the public interest shall 
ji require, to appoint, by and with the advice and 
|; consent of the Senate, or during the recess thereof, 
|i and until the end of the next session of Congress 
j| after such appointment, a register and a receiver 
| for each or either of the districts hereby created, 
i who shall respectively be required to resideat the 
site of their offices, have the same powers, re- 
sponsibilities, and emoluments, and.be subject to 
the same acts and penalties which are or may be 
prescribed by Jaw in relation to other land offices 
of the United States. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
President is authorized to cause the public lands 
in said districts, with the exception of such as 
have been or may be reserved for other purposes, 
to be exposed for sale, in the same manner and 
| upon the same terms and conditions as other 
public lands of the United States. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That for the 
| Survey, at augmented rates, of meridian, standard 
| parallel, townghip, and section lines, in the dis- 
tricts hereby created, the sum of forty thousand 
dollars be, and the same is hereby, appropriated. 

ApproveD, July 8, 1856. 


Puse, XXXIX.—.aIn Act to authorize the Presi- 
dent of the United States to cause the Southern 
Boundary Line of Kansas Territory to be surveyed 
and marked. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and Louse of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the President of the United States 
is hereby authorized and directed to cause the 
southern boundary line of the Territory of Kan- 
sas, between the State of Missouri and the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico, to be surveyed and dis- 
tinctiy marked; and a plat of said survey shall 
be deposited in the office of the Secretary of the 
Interior, and another plat of said survey shall be 
deposited in the office of the secretary of the 
Territory of Kansas. 

Approven, July 8, 1856 


il 
i 


i| Pusiic, XL.—An Act for the construction of a 
Road:from Fort Ridgely} in the Territory of Min- 
nesola, to the South Pass of the-Rocky Mountains, 
in the Territory of Nebraska. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
i! sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the sum of fifty thousand dollars 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury, for the construction 
ofa road from Fort Ridgely, in the Territory of 
Minnesota, to the South Pass of the Rocky 
Mountains, in the Territory of Nébraska, the 
said road to be constructed- under the direction 
of the Secretary of,the Interior, pursuant to con- 
tracts to be madé by him. 

APPROVED, July 22, 1856. 


| Posuic, XLI.—An Act making appropriations for 
the Consular and Diplomatic Expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending the thirtieth of June, 
eightcen hundred and fifty-seven. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the objects hereafter expressed, for the fiscal year 
ending the.thirtieth-of June, one thousand eight 
| hundred and fifty-seven; namely: | i 
i| For salaries of envoys extraordinary and min- 
listers plenipotentiary of the United States. at 
i| Great Britain, France, Spain, Russia, Austria, 
i| Prussia, Switzerland, Rome, Naples, Sardinja, 
|; Belgium, Holland, Portugal, Denmark, Sweden, 


10 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


{ August, 


347H Cona... 1ST Sess. 


Laws of the United States. 


Turkey, China, Brazil, Peru, 
Republic, New Granada, Bolivia, Ecuador, Ven- 
ezuela, Guatemala, Nicaragua, and Mexico, two 
hundred and sixty-seven thousand five hundred 
dollars. 

For salaries of the secretaries of legation of the 
United States at Great Britain, France, Spain, 
Russia, Austria, Prussia, Switzerland, Rome, 
Naples, Sardinia, Belgium, Holland, Portugal, 
Denmark, Sweden, Brazil, Peru, Chili, Argen- 
* tine Republic, New Granada, Bolivia, Ecuador, 
Venezuela, Guatemala, Nicaragua, and Mexico, 
forty-four thousand five hundred dollars. 

For salary of the commissioner to the Sandwich 
Islands, six thousand dollars. 

For salary of an interpreter to the mission of 
China, at the rate of five thousand dollars per 
annum, five thousand dollars. 

Tor salary of a dragoman to the mission to 
Turkey, two thousand five hundred dollars. 

For contingent expenses of all the missions 
abroad, seventy-five thousand dollars. 

For contingent expenses of foreign intercourse, 
sixty thousand dollars. 

For expenses of intercourse with the Barbary 
Powers, six thousand dollars. 

For the relicf and protection of American sea- 
men in foreign countries, one hundred and twenty- 
five thousand dollars. 

For expenses which may be incurred in ac- 
knowledging the services of the masters and 
crews of foreign vessels in rescuipg citizens and 
vessels of the United States from shipwreck, three 
thousand dollars, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the President of the United States. 

For the parchase of blank books, stationery, 
arms of the United States, presses, and flags, and 


for the payment of postages for the consuls of the į 


United States, fifteen thousand dollars. 

For compensation of the commissioner pro- 
vided in the first article of the reciprocity treaty 
with Great Britain, two thousand dollars: 

For salarics of consuls and commercial agents 
of the United States at London, Liverpool, Glas- 

ow, Dundee, Newcastle, Leeds, Belfast, Hong- 
Tone: Calcutta, Halifax, Melbourne, Nassau, 
Kingston, (Jamaica,) Rotterdam, Amsterdam, 
Aix la Chapelle, Paris, Havre, Marseilles, Bor- 
donux, Lyons, La Rochelle, Nantes, Cadiz, Mal- 
aga, St. Jago de Cuba, Matanzas, St John’s, 
(P.R.,) Trinidad de Cuba, Ponce, (P. R.,) Ha- 
vana, Lisbon, Funchal, Antwerp, St. Petersburg, 
St. Thomas, Elsineur. Trieste, Vienna, Leipsic, 
Munich, Bremen, Wamburg, Frankfort-on-the 


Chili, Argentine || 


For the salary of the consul general to the 
| British North American provinces, four thousand 
| dollars. 

` For estimated loss by exchange on drafts of 
consuls and commercial agents for salary, forty- 
two thousand one hundred and twelve dollars and 
fifty cents. 

For the prosecution of the work, including pay 
of commissioner, and all other expenses provided 
in the first article of the reciprocity treaty with 
Great Britain, eleven thousand five hundred and 
ninety-five dollars. . , 

For expensos of the consulates in the Turkish 
! dominions, viz: interpreters, guards, and other 
expenses of the consulates at, Constantinople, 
Smyrna, Candia, and Alexandria, two thousand 
dollars. 

For interpreters, guard, and other expenses of 
the consulate at Beirut, five hundred dollars. 

Aprroven, August 1, 1856. 


Pousiic, XLIU.—.An Act for the relief of the Widows 
and Orphans of the Officers, Seamen, and Marines 
of the United States sloop of war Albany, and for 
other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
| assembled, That for the purpose of fixing the time 
at which shall commence the pensions, under the 
existing laws, of the widows and orphan children 
of the officers, seamen, and marines, and others 
in service, who were lost in the United States | 
sloop of war Albany, as well as the time to which 
the pay of said officers, seamen, and marines, 
and others in service, shall be allowed, the eigh- 
teenth day of April, one thousand eight hundred 
and fifty-five, shall be deemed and taken to be 
the day on which the said sloop of war Albany 
foundcredatsea. And that, for the like purposes, 
the twenty-ninth day of June, one thousand eight 

hundred and fifty-five, shall be deemed and taken 
ji ` . 2 . 
to be the day on which the United States brig 
Porpoise was lost in like manner. 
| Suc. 2 And be it further enacted, That the | 
widow, or child or children, and in ease there 


Maine, including the Grand Duchy of Tesse | 


Darmstadt, the Eleciorate of Hesse Cassel, the 
Duchy of Nassau and the Landeravate of [esse 
Homburg, Stuttgardt, Carlsruc, 3asle, Zurich, 
Geneva, Genoa, Leghorn, Naples, Palermo, Mes- 
sina, Constantinople, Smyrna, Beirut, Jerusa- 
lem, Alexandria, ‘Tangiers, Tripoli, Tunis, Can- 
ton, Shanghai, Amoy, Fouchow, Ningpo, Flon- 
olulu, Port au Prince, City of St. Domingo, Vera 
Cruz, Acapulco, St. Juan del Norte, St. Juan del 
Sur, Panama, Aspinwall, Laguayra, Rio de Ja- 
neiro, Pernambuco, Buenos Ayres, Callao, Val- 
paraiso, Southampton, Bristol, Leith, Dublin, 
Cork, Galway, Bombay, Singapore, Gibraltar, 


Island of Malta, Cape Town, Fort Louis, St. | 


John’s, (N. B.,) 


Pictou, Demarara, Sidney, 


Falkland Islands, Hobartown, Bermuda, Turk’s |; 


Island, Barbadoes, Island of Trinidad, St. [elo- 
na, St. Christopher, Antigua, Ceylon, Odessa, 
Galatza, Martinique, Miquelon, Barcelona, Ma- 
nilla, Macao, Mozambique, Fayal, St. Jago, 


Cape Vod, Hanover, Schwerin, Oldenburg, : 
> 3 F D 


Santa Cruz, Gottenburg, Venice, Spezzia, Athens, i 


Candia, Cyprus, Zante, Monrovia, Zanzibar, 


Bay Islands, Cape Haytien, Aux Cayes, Mexi- ii 
co, Paso del Norte, Tampico, Matamoras, Tabas- |: 
co, Mazatlan, Tehuantepec, Minatitlan, Omoa | 
and Truxillo, San Jose, Carthagena, Sabanillo, | 


Ciudad Bolivar, Puerto Cabello, Maracaibo, Guy- 
aquil, Maranham Island, Rio Grande, Bahia, 
Para, Montevideo, Talcahuano, Parta, Tumbez, 
Lahaina, Hilo, Apra, Tahite, Lanthala, Bata- 
via, Paramaribo, Pandang St. Martin, and Cura- 
goa, two hundred and seventy-one thousand 
seven hundred and fifty dollars. 

For the salary of the consul general at Simoda, 
in Japan, five thousand dollars. 


i hundred and fifty-one, shall be deemed and taken | 


i be no widow, or child or children, (as aforesaid,) 
| then the parent or parents, and if there are no 
| parents, the brothers and sisters, of the officers, 
| seamen, marines, and others in service, who 
i| were lost in said sloop of war Albany and brig 
! Porpoise, including captains’ clerk, and assistant 
ii draughtsman, shall be entitled to, and receive, 


| out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, a sum equal to twelve months’ pay 
| of their respective deceased relations aforesaid,” 
in addition to the pay due to the said deceased ! 
at the date of the loss of said vessels respect- 
lively. 

Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
proper accounting officers of the Treasury De- 
partment be, and hereby are, authorized and 
directed to settle the accounts of Nixon White, 
late purser in the Navy, who was lost in the sloop 
of war Albany, with all his accounts and vouchers i 
| for expenditures and payments made by him, and 
| with all the money, stores, and supplies procured 
! for the use of said vessel, and to allow hima i 
credit for whatever sum appears to be due from 
| him on the books of the Department. 

Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That the pen- 
sions and payments made to the proper represent- 
atives (as provided for in this act) of Passed | 
Midshipmen William K. Bridge, who was in | 
‘command as acting lieutenant of the brig Por- 
poise when she was lost, and of the other passed 
midshipmen who were on board the Porpoise 
when she was lost, under orders from the Navy 
Department, as acting lieutenants, as well as their | 
pay from the time of their joining said vessel, 
shall be the same as though they were then duly 
commissioned and actually holding said rank of 
; Heutenant. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That, for the 
purpose of fixing the time to which the pay of 
Passed Midshipman William C. Smith shall be 
allowed, the firstday of May, one thousand eight | 


i 
i 
i 
| 
| 


to be the day on which the said Smith was lost 
at sea. 


| to the same, then it shal 


Aprrovep, August 1, 1856. 


| Pousuic, XLIII.—.An Act to amend an Act entitled 


«An Act to establish a Court for the investigation 

of Claims against the United States,” approved 

February twenty-fourth, eighteen hundred and 

Jifty five. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That any two of the judges of the 
court of claims, authorized by the act to which 
thisis an amendment, approved the twenty-fourth 
day of February, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
shall constitute a quorum, and may hold a court 
for the transaction of business, and the court may 
appoint commissioners to take testimony in the 
manner prescribed in the said act. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That an as- 
sistant solicitor shall be appointed by the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, whose duty it shall be to aid the solicitor 
in the performance of the duties mentioned in 
the said act, and shall take an oath to support 
the Constitution of the United States, and dis- 
charge faithfully the dutics of his office, and he 
shall receive a salary of three thousand five hun- 
dred dollars per annum, and shall hold his office 
for a period of four years, unless sooner removed 
by the President. Ånd the solicitor of the United 
States, mentioned in the act to which this is an 
amendment, shall have power, and he is hereby - 
authorized, to employ a deputy, who shall receive 
a salary of two thousand five hundred dollars 
per annum, and whose duty it shall be to aid the 
said solicitor in the performance of the duties 
mentioned in said act, in such way as the said 
solicitor shall direct. 

Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That the clerk 
of the said court shall be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to disburse, under the direction of the said 
court, the contingent fund which may hereafter 
be appropriated from time to time for the use of 
said court: Provided, He shall first give bond in 
such an amount, and in such form, and with such 
security, as shall be approved by the Secretary 
of the Treasury: nd provided, further, That his 
accounts shall be settled by the proper account- 
ing officers of the Treasury in the same way as 
the accounts of other disbursing agents of the 
Government aye now settled. And from and after 
the firstday of April, one thousand eight hundred 
and fifty-six, the salary of the said clerk shall be 
three thousand dollars per annum, and the salary 
of the assistant clerk shall be two thousand dol- 
lars per annum. 

Approven, August 6, 1856. 


Pusuic, XLIV.—.2n Act granting Public Lands 
in alternate Sections to the State of Mississippi, to 
aid in the construction of Railroads in said Stale, 
and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and Fouse of Repre- 
sentatives ofthe United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there be, and is hereby, granted 
to the State of Mississippi, for the purpose 
of aiding in the construction of railroads from 
Jackson to the line between the State of Mis- 
sissippi and the State of Alabama; from Tusca- 
loosa to the Mobile railroad within Mississippi; 
and from Brandon to the Gulf of Mexico, every 
alternate section of land designated by even nam- 
bers, for six sections in width, on each side of 
each ofsaid roads. But in case it shall appear 
that the United States have, when the lines or 
routes of said roads are definitely fixed, sold any 
sections, or any parts thereof, granted as afore- 
said, or that the risht of preémption has attached 

be lawful for any agent 
ted by the Governor of 
ect to the approval of the 
r, from the lands of the 
he tiers of sections above 
specified, so much land, in alternate sections or 
parts of sections, as shall be equal to such lands 
as the United States shall have sold, or otherwise 
appropriated, or to which the right of preémption 
has attached as aforesaid; which lands (thus se- 
lected in lieu of those sold, and to which preémp- 
tion rights have attached as aforesaid, together 
with the sections, and parts of sections, desig- 
nated by even numbers, as aforesaid, and appro- 


or agents, to be appoin 
said State, to select, subj 
Secretary of the Interio 
United States nearest to 


| priated as aforesaid) shall be held by the said 
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State for the use and purpose aforesaid: Provided, | 
That the land to beso located shall in no case be 
further than fifteen miles from the lines of said | 
roads, and selected for and on account of each of 
said roads: Provided further, That the lands hereby 
granted shall be exclusively applied in the con- | 
struction of that road for and on account of which 
gaid lands are hereby granted, and shall be dis- 
posed of only as the work progresses, and the 
same shall be applied to no other purpose what- 
soever: nd provided further, That any and all | 
lands heretofore reserved to the United States by 
any act of Congress, or in any other manner by 
competent authority, for the purpose of aiding in 
any object of internal improvement, or for any 
other purpose whatsoever, be; and the same are 


hercby, reserved to the United States from the |! 


operation of this act, except so far as it may be 
found necessary to locate the routes of said rail- 
roads through such reserved lands, in which case 
the right of way only shall be granted, subject to 
the approval of the President of the United States. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the sec- 
tions and parts of sections of land which, by said | 
grant, shall remain to the United States within | 
six miles on each side of said roads, shall not be 
sold for less than double the minimum price of the ! 
poe lands when soid, nor shall any of the said 
ands become subject to private entry until the 
same have been first offered at public sale at the 
increased price. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the said 
lands hereby granted to the said State shall be 


subject to the disposal of the Legislature thereof |' 


for the purpose aforesaid, and no other; and the 
said railroads shall be and remain public high- 


ways, for the use of the Government of the Uni- || and the same to break, alter, and renew at pleas- | 


ted States, free from toll or other charge upon the 


transportation of any property or troops of the || 


United States. 

Sec. 4. dnd be it further enacted, That the lands 
hereby granted to the said State shall be disposed 
of by said State only in manner following: that 


is to say, that a quantity of land not exceeding || 


one hundred and twenty sections for each of said 


roads, and included within a continuous length | 


of twenty miles of each of said roads, may: be 
sold; and when the Governor of said State shall 
certify to the Secretary of the Interior that any 
continuous twenty miles of either of said roads 
is completed, then another like quantity of land 
hereby granted, not exceeding one hundred and į 
twenty sections for such road, may be sold; and | 
so, from time to time, until said roads are com- 


pleted; and if said roads are not completed within |j 


ten years, no further sales shall be made, and the 
lands unsold shall revert to the United States. 
Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the 

United States mail shall be transported over said | 
railroads under the direction of the Post Office | 
Department, at such price as Congress may by 
law direct: Provided, THat until such price is 
fixed by law, the Postmaster General shall have 
the power to determine the same. 


Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That a like f 


grant to the same extent, and on the same terms | 
and conditions inall respects, is hereby made to 


aid in constructing a railroad from the city of |) 


Mobile to New Orleans, such grant to be made 
tothe several States through which said road shall 
pass so far as said road is within their respective 
limits, 

Approvep, August 11, 1856. 


Prsuic, XLV.—.4n act to Incorporate the Colum- 
bia Library of Capitol Hill, in the City of Wash- 
ington. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That James Adams as president, and 
Jacqueline S. Pendleton, William H. Winter, 


James A. Brown, James A. Tait, and James | 


McDermott, and their successors duly elected or 
appointed in the manner hereinafter directed, be, 
and they are hereby, made, declared, and consti- 
tuted, a corporation or hody-politic, in law and in 


fact, to have continuance forever by the name, | 


style,and title, of “ The Columbia Library of 
Capitol Hill, in the city of Washington,” and by 
that name, style, and title, shall be hereafter for- 
gyer able and capable, in law and equity, to sue 


and be sued, plead and beimpleaded, answer and 
be answered unto, defend and be defended, in any 
court or courts, or other places, and before any 
judge or judges, justice or justices, or other per- 
son whatsoever, within the District of Columbia, 
or elsewhere, inalland all manner of suits, actions, 
complaints, pleas, causes, matters, and demands 
of whatever kind or nature they may be, in as full 
and effectual a manner as any other person or per- 
sons, bodies-politic or corporate, may or can do. 
Sec. 2, And be it further enacted, ‘That all and 
singular the goods, chattels, and other effects, of 
what kind or nature soever, heretofore given, 
granted, or devised to the said library, or to any 
person or persons for the use thereof, or that 
may have been purchased for or on account ‘of 
the same, be, and the said goods and chattels 
and other effects are hereby, vested in and con- 
firmed to the said corporation. And the said 
corporation may take and receive any sum or 
sums of money or any goods, chattels, or other 
i effects, of what kind or nature soever,which shail 
or may hereafter be given, granted, or bequeathed 
unto them by any person or persons, bodies poli- 
tic or corporate, capable of making such gift, 


i: grant, or bequest: Provided, That the goods, chat- 


tels, and other effects, vested in and confirmed to 


Í 
i said corporation, and the moneys, goods, chattels, 
| 
| 


| and other effects, which by this act the said cor- 
|| poration is authorized hereafter to receive, shall 
| not in the whole exceed the value of one hundred 
i thousand dollars. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the said 
corporation shall have full power and authorit 
+: to make, have, and use, a common seal, with suc 
‘| device and inscription as they shall think proper, 


| ure; to appointa treasurer and librarian, and such 
other officers as they may from time to time deem 
|; necessary; to assign them their duties, fix their 
I| compensation, and remove him or them from 
i| office, and appoint. another or others in his or 
i! their place as often as they shall think fit; to 
make, ordain, establish, and execute such by-laws 
'|and ordinances as may be deemed useful to the 
said library, and the same to alter, amend, or 
abrogate at pleasure; to procure, by purchase or 


or for taking out and returning books; to fill up 
vacancics that may happen in their own body 
between twoannual elections; to levy and collect 


f and transact all business and matters appertain- 
ing to the said corporation and library, agreeable 
to the rules, ordinances, and by-laws thereof, 
during their continuance in office: Provided, That 
no less than a majority of the said directors be a 
quorum to do business; that no rule, ordinance, 
| or by-law, be made repugnant to the laws of the 
District of Columbia or of the United States. 

| Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, Thatan elec- 
tion for seven directors of this corporation shall 
be held on the first Monday of April next, and 
on the first Monday in April annually thereafter, 
at the library-room, under the direction of such 
persons as the present directors and their suc- 
cessors may appoint; which appointment shall be 
at least ten days previous to the day of election. 
: They shall also publish the names of the persons 
so appointed to hold the election, in some paper 


! three days previous to such election being held, 
the polls for which shall be kept open from three 
to nine o’clock, p. m. And no person shall be 
eligible as a director, or have a right to vote fora 
director, who is not at the time of voting or being 
voted for, a member of the Columbia Fire Com- 
| pany of the city of Washington, or who shall be 
| in arrears to the said library for any annual con- 
| tribution, fines, or forfeitures; allpersons qualified 
| to vote, may vote either personally or by proxy, 
by ballot. : 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That this act 
may be repealed, altered, or amended, atany time, 
by the Congress of the United States. 

Src. 6. And be it further enacted, That the 
| directors of this library, for the time being, shall 
‘| be responsible for the debts and liabilities thereo 
l which may have been created or incurred during 
|| their respective continuance in office as such 
li directors. 


j 
l 
i 
f 


otherwise, a suitable place for keeping the library; . 
to appoint the time for keeping the library open, ! 


| fines and forfeitures; and to determine upon, do, | 


| published in the city of Washington, at. least ; 


| 
| 


i 
i 
i 
f 
| 
| 


Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 

retary of the Interior be, and he. is: hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to furnish. to said. library. 
bound copies of the laws of the United. States; 
and to furnish annually thereto a bound copy of 
all documents, journals, Jaws, and State papers, 
which shall hereafter be published by the author- 
ity of Congress. 
_ Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That nothing 
in this act shall be so construed as to authorize 
the said corporation to issue any note, token, 
device, scrip, or other evidence of debt, to be used 
as a currency in this District or elsewhere. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the debts 
and liabilities of the said corporation shall not, 
at any time, exceed the amount of their capital, 
and that each stockholder shall be held liable, in 
his or her individual capacity, for all the debts 
and liabilities of the corporation,. however in- 
curred or contracted, to be secured by suit, as 
other debts and liabilities, in any court or before 
any tribunal having jurisdiction of the case. 

Approven, August 11, 1856. 


Posric, XLVI.—An Act to amend the Charter of 
Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Corporation of Georgetown, 
in the District of Columbia, shall have full power 
and authority, and are hereby required, to lay and 
impose the present year, and annually thereafter, 
a school tax upon every free white male citizen, 
of the age of twenty-one years and upwards, of 
one dollar per annum; said tax to be levied and 
collected under such regulations as the said cor- 
poration may prescribe. 

Sec. 2. And be i further enacted, That, from 
and after the passage of this act, every free white 
male citizen of the United States, who shall have 
attained the age of twenty-one years, and shall 
have resided within the corporate limits of George- 
town, in the District aforesaid, one year imme- 
diately preceding the day of election, and shall 
have Been returned on the books of the corpora- 
tion during the year ending on the thirty-first day 
of December next preceding the day of election 
ag subject to school tax for that year, (except 
persons non compos mentis, vagrants, paupers, and 
persons who shall have been convicted of any 
infamous crime,) and who shall have paid the 
school taxes due from him, shall be entitled to 
vote for Mayor, members of the Board of Alder- 
men, and Board of Common Council, and for 


| every officer authorized to be elected at any elec- 


tion under the acts of said corporation: Provided, 
That if, during the year ending on the thirty-first 
day of December next preceding the day of the first 
election after the passage of this act, no persons 


| shall have been returned on the books of the said 


corporation as subject to a school tax, then all 
ersons who shall have been returned on the 
ooks of the said corporation as subject to a 


| school tax before the day of the said first election, 


and who shall in all other respects be qualified 
under this act to vote, and who shall have paid 


; the said school tax, shall be entitled to vote at the 


said first election afterthe passage of this act; and 
if any person shall buy or sell a vote, or shall vote 


i more than once at any corporation election, held 


in pursuance of law, or shall give or receive any 
consideration therefor in money, goods, or any 
other thing of value, or shall promise any valu- 
able consideration, or vote in consideration of such 
promise, he shall be disqualified forever thereafter 
from voting or holding any office under said cor- 
poration; and on complaint thereof to the attorney 
of the United States for the District of Columbia, 
it shall be the duty of said attorney to proceed 
against said offender or offenders by indictment 
and trial, as in other criminal cases; and if found 
guilty it shall be the duty of the court to sentence 
him to pay a fine of not less than ten dollars, and 
to imprisonment not more than two months, nor 
less than ten days. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the clerk of said corporation, on 
the presentation of the corporation tax collector’s 
receipt showing that the applicant, has paid his 
school tax for that year, to enter the name of 
such school tax payer on the books of said cor- 
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oration, and to furnish the judges of elections to 

e-held under the laws of said corporation at each 
precinct, before or on the morning of any elec- ! 
tion, before the hour for. opening the polls, with |! 
a list of the names of all persons who shall have | 
paid their school. taxes for that year. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the 
school tax which shall be levied and collected 
under this act shall constitute a fund, or be added | 
to any other fund now or hereafter to. be con- 
stituted. by any act of said corporation, for the 
establishment. and support of common schools, 
and for no other purpose, under such regulations 
as the corporation may prescribe. $ 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of said corporation to provide or es- 
tablish at east two election precincts within the 
limits of the corporation of Georgetown, and to 
appoint not less than three judges of election for 
each precinct,and to adopt such other regulations 
as may be necessary to give full force and effect | 
to this section. à 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That all acts | 
or parts of acts in conflict with this act be, and 
the same are hereby, repealed. 

Approven, August 11, 1856. 


Pusric, XLVIL.—An Act to confirm to certain 
persons therein named their Titles to certain Lots 
in Prairie du Chien, Wisconsin. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress | 
assembled, That all those farm and village lots at 
Prairie du Chien, in the State of Wisconsin, as 
designated upon the plat of the private land claims 
at suid place, in volume four of the public lands 
American State Papers, which plat was made 
in the year of our Lord eighteen hundred and 
twenty, by Isaac Lee, Esquire, the agent ap- 
pointed by the commissioners to adjust land 
titles at Green Bay and Prairie du Chien, which | 
have not heretofore been confirmed and patented | 
to the claimants, are hereby confirmed unto the | 
several persons named upon said plat and the | 
report of said Lee, and to their assigns and legal | 
representatives; and village lots numbers six, | 
ten, and eleven, in the main village, as designated 
upon said plat, are hereby confirmed to Hereules 
L. Dousman; and lot number nine, in said vil- | 
lage, to Edward W. Pelton; and patents to the | 
lots hereby confirmed shall issue to such persons | 
as now own or as shall have the right to the 
same: Provided, That the confirmation hereby ii 
made shall not interfere with any heretofore ii 
made, and that such confirmation shall ouly |} 
operate as a relinquishment of title on the part of |! 
the United States, and shall in no manner inter- |! 
fere with any valid adverse right of any persons, |! 
if such exist, to the same land. i 

Aprnoven, August 11, 1856. 


t 
Puse, KUVII. —An Act to establish a Library for 
Young Men in the District of Columbia. | 
Be it enacted by the Senute and House of Repre- ii 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress `' 
assembled, That James Dunlop, Chief Justice of 
the cireuitcourtin the District of Columbia; John į 
T. Towers, Mayor of the city of Washington; |; 
Henry Addison, Mayor of the city of George- || 
town; Joseph Henry, Secretary of the Smithso- |! 
nian Institution; John S. Meehan, Librarian for |! 
Congress, and their successors in said respective 
offices, with such persons as the Mayor of Wash- |i 
ington may designate, and with such person as || 
the Mayor of Georgetown may designate; are || 
hereby created a corporate body forever, under the |} 
name of “Columbia’s Library for Young Men,” |! 
and in that name to sue and to be sued, in any [| 
court of competent jurisdiction. 
Sec. 2, And be it further enacted, That said cor- || 
poration may receive and possess property, real |: 
and personal, not exceeding in value one hundred |) 
thousand dollars, for a library, for the purpose || 
aforesaid. Ifa lot and house shall be granted or |) 
devised for said library, and the same shall be | 
accepted by said corporation, no sale thereof shall || 


be made without the consent of Congress. 

_ Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That power 
is given to said corporation to appoint needful |! 
officers, messengers, and laborers, and to com- | 
pensate them; to pass such by-laws, rules, and |i 


H 
fi 
li 
qf 


| same shall remain dedicated to the purposes of a 


i any time, exceed the amountof their capital, and 


t or her individual capacity, for all the debts and 


it abilities of the corporation, however incurred or 


i sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


| whom shall be residents of that portion of the 


: three between Rock creek andthe Eastern Branch; | 


regulations, as may be necessary to carry into 
effect this act; to alter, amend, or revoke them; 
to limit the ages within which the young men of 
said District may be entitled to the benefit of this 
act; to diffuse knowledge among them in such 
ways as shall be best calculated to instruct them, 
to elevate their morals and fit them for usefulness, 
and to receive assurances of permanent aid from 
the corporations of Washington and Georgetown, 
and either of them, to sustain said institution by 
annual or other aid. | 
Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the cor- 
porations may elect a presiding officer from one 
of their number. If this shall be omitted, the | 
person holding the office first named shall preside, 
if present, and in succession, in case of absence 
in the order of the offices designated in the first 
section. H 
Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the 
meeting to organize may be held at such time 
and place within said District as a majority may 
designate, having given notice in writing three 
days to all the members. 
to be held at the library room, on the first Mon- 
days of January and July. AH votes, resolutions, į 
by-laws, regulations, and other proceedings, to be 
recorded, and subject to the inspection of each of 
the corporations of Washington and Georgetown, 
or committee of either. | 
Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the prop- 
erty of said corporation shall be exempted from 
all public assessments and taxes so long as the 


library. 
Sue, 7. And be it further enacted, That each 
erson designated as provided by the mayor of | 
Washington or Georgetown, may hold his ap- 
pointent two years, and until his successor shall 
e appointed. 

Src. 8. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be lawful for Congress at any time hereafter to 
amend or repeal this act. | 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That nothing 
in this act shall be construed to authorize said | 
corporation to make, issue, or put in circulation, 
any bill, draft,check, promissory note, or change 
ticket, or anything eise promising or agreeing to 
pay money intended to circulate as money, or the 
tendency of which shall be to circulate as money 
or currency. And the violations of any onc of 
the provisions of this section shall be a forfeit- 
ure of the charter herein granted, and a fine of fifty 
dollars against each one of the directors voting 
for the same. 

Suc. 10. And beit further enacted, That the debts 
and liabilities of the said corporation shall not, at 


that each stockholder shall be held liable, in his 


contracted, to be recovered by suit, as other debts 
and liabilities, in any court, or before any tribu- 
nal having jurisdiction of the case. 

Approven, August 11, 1856. 


Puric, XLIX.—An Act to provide for the Public 
Instruction of Youth in Primary Schools through- 
out the County of Washington, in the District of | 
Columbia, without the limits of the Cities of Wash- 
ington and Georgetown. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- | 


assembled, That the levy court of the county of 
Washington. in the District of Columbia, at their 
first meeting after the passage of this act, shall 
appoint seven intelligent inhabitants of the said 
county, who shall reside without the limits of the 
cities of Washington and Georgetown, two of 


said county lying and being west of Rock ereck; | 


and two east and south of the Eastern Branch, | 
to be commissioners of primary schools for said | 
county; which said commissioners shall hold | 
their offices until the second Monday in May, in 
the year one thousand eight hundred and fifty- 
seven, and until others are appointed in their 
places; and in case any of the said commissioners 
thus appointed or to be appointed, as aforesaid, 
shall refuse to serve, or die, or remove from 
the county, or become incapable of serving, the 


Semi-annual meetings || 


i 


vacancy or vacancies shall be filled by the levy 
court as soon as practicable, 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That each of 
the said commissioners, before he enters upon the 
execution of his office, and within fifteen days 
after notification of his appointment by the said 
levy court, shall take and subscribe an oath before 
some justice of the peace of the said county, in 
the form following, that is to say: I, ———, do 
solemnly and sincerely promise and swear, (or 
affirm, as the case may be,) that I will in all 
things, to the best of my knowledge and ability, 
well and truly execute the trust reposed in me as 
commissioner of primary schools for the county, 
without favor or partiality; and every justice of 
the peace before whom such oath shall be taken 


| shall, without fee or reward, certify the same in 


writing, and, within eight days thereafter, trans- 
mit or deliver said certificate to the clerk of the 
levy court for record. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the commissioners of primary 
schools, or a majority of them, to divide the 
county into seven suitable and convenient school 
districts, two of which shall be located west of 
Rock creek, three between Rock creek and the 
Eastern Branch, and two east and south of the 
Eastern Branch, and to alter and regulate the 
same as hereinafter provided. And it shall be the 
further duty of the commissioners of primary 
schools aforesaid, immediately after the forma- 
tion or alteration of any such school districts in 
said county, to describe and number the same, 
and deliver the description and number thereof, 
in writing, to the clerk of the levy court, who is 
hereby required to receive and record the same in 
the records of that court without fee or reward: 
and, Provided, That, in laying off said school 
districts, or in altering the same, no tracts, or parts 


| of tracts, of land lying contiguous and forming 


one farm, shall be divided so that portions of the 
same property shall be included in two separate 
districts. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the said 
commissioners may alter and change the school 
districts, with a view to their better arrangement 
and the more general convenience of the people: 
Provided, however, That unless the trustces of the 
districts so to be altered or changed shall assent 
thereto, no such alteration or change shall be 
made. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the county collector to notify the 
different officers to be appointed, in virtue of the 
provisions of this act, of their appointments, 
within ten days after his having received notice 
of such appointments from the appointing power, 
whose duty it shall be to give such notice to the 
county collector aforesaid. 

Src. 6. And be it further enacted, That the said 
commissioners shall hold two stated meetings in 
each year, which mectings shall be held at such 
pines and at such times as shall be determined on 

y said commissioners, and of which they shall 
give public notice in each of said school districts, 
and such other meetings as circumstances may 
from time to time require; butif less than three 
members attend any meeting, no business shall 
be transacted thereat, except that of adjourning 
to some time and place, to-be agreed on by the 
commissioners present; and at all meetings of 
said commissioners, the treasurer of the school 
fund of the county, hereinafter to be appointed, 


| shall attend and lay before them his books and 
| accounts for their inspection and examination. 


Sec. T. Jind be it further enacted, That the said 
commissioners shall cause to be kept a regular 
record of all their acts and proceedings ina book 
to be kept for that purpose, and said record, or a 


| copy thereof, certified to be correct under the 


hands and seals of a majority of said board of 
commissioners, shall be considered evidence of 
their acts and proceedings in all judicial proceed- 
ings. And the board of commissioners aforesaid 
shall have power to appointa clerk, prescribe his 
duties, and pay him a salary, and also to allow 
the treasurer of the school fund, hereinafter to be 


| appointed, an annual compensation for his ser- 


vices out of the general school fund, hereinafter 
to be provided: Provided, That neither the said 
clerk nor treasurer shall be paid more than one 
hundred dollars per annum. 
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Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That on or || 
about the second Monday in May, in the year 
eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, and annually 
thereafter, the said levy court shall appoint one of 
said board of commissioners from each primary 
school district; and the said commissioners ap- || 
pointed as aforesaid shall, each acting in his res- 
pective district, examineall persons who shall offer 
themselves as candidates for teaching in such dis- 
trict; and in such examination it shall be the duty 
of the commissioners aforesaid to inquire, and, 
so far as he shall be enabled thereto, to ascertain 
and inform himself as to all the qualifications 
mentioned and contained in the certificate here- 
inafter specified and given in form, and if he shall 
be satisfied as to the sufliciency of such qualifica- 
tions, he shali certify in writing, under his hand, 
aud deliver such certificate to the person so exam- 
ined by him as aforesaid, in form and substance 
following, viz: I, the undersigned, resident com- 
missioner of primary schools of district No. —, 
do certify that I have examined $ 
and do believe he (or she, as the case may be) 
is of a good moral character, and of sufficient 
learning and ability, and in all other respects well 
qualified to teach a primary school. Given under 
my hand the ——— day of ———, in the year 
of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and | 
_———. commissioner of primary | 
school district No, —. And dismiss any intem- | 
perate, cruel, negligent, or immoral teachers, and | 
cause to be putup in every school-house such gen- |} 
eral system of rules and regulations as may be | 
adopted by the board of commissioners, which i 
board shall also direct what books shall be used, 
and what branches shall be taught; and the res- 
ident commissioners: aforesaid shall visit theii 
schools in each of their respective districts at least ;! 
twice a year, exercise a general supervision, and | 
endeavor to promote a full, equal, and useful in- 
struction of the youth of said county. i 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That when- || 
ever any school district shall be formed by the | 
commissioners of primary schools as aforesaid, | 
it shall be the duty of the said commissioners, 
within twenty days thereafter, to make a notice 
in writing, describing the metes and bounds .of 
such district, and appoint a time and place for the | 
first district meeting, and notify the taxable in- |: 
habitants residing in such district as aforesaid, by ‘| 
public advertisements to be put up atthe most; 
public places of the said district, at least six days 
before the time of such meeting; and in case such | 
notice shall not be given as aforesaid, or the in-i! 
habitants of such district when so notified shall, 
neglect or refuse to assemble or form a district ;! 
meeting in pursuance of such notice, or in case | 
any district, having been formed or organized in | 
pursuance of such notice, shall, in the opinion of | 
the commissioners aforesaid, be dissolved by ji 
adjournment without day, or from any other į! 
cause whatever, it shall and may be lawful for: 
the commissioners aforesaid, or any one of them, 
at any time thereafter, to renew such notice, and | 
the inhabitants of such district liable to pay taxes | 
as aforesaid shall assemble together in pursuance | 
of such notice; and when so assembled in dis- | 
trict meeting, it shall and may be lawful for them 
or a majority of such of them as shall be present : 
at such district meeting, to adjourn to any other | 
time or place, and at such first or any future legal | 
district mecting, it shall and may be lawful for 
them, or a majority of them as shall be present 
as aforesaid, to adjourn from time to time as 
occasion may require, to fix on a time and place 
for holding their future annual meetings, which 
annual meetings they are hereby authorized and 
required to hold; to choose by ballot three trus- 
tees to manage the concerns of such school dis- 
trict, and one district elector; also to designate a |! 
suitable and central site for a school-house, to 


vote a tax on the property in such school district į; 


sufficient, in addition to the proportion of the 
school fund (hereinafter to- be provided for) al- 
lotted to such school district; to purchase, lease, 


| change shall be defrayed by donation or by levies 


| zens of such school district upon the assessable 


| and deliver the same certified under their hands 
i| and seais within ten days after such meeting to 


| recorded in a book kept for that purpose. 


i schools hereby authorized in said county, which 


and no change shall be made after such school- 
house shall have been built but by consentof a 
majority of said commissioners consenting there- 
to; all the expenses incurred by making such 


authorized to be made by a majority of the citi- 


property therein. 

Src. 10. And he it further enacted, That the 
clerk of the levy. court shall annually, without 
fee or reward, make out for the trustees of pri-. 
mary school districts, or such of them as shall 
apply for the same, copies from the assessment 
books of said county of all the assessable prop- 
erty in said district or districts. 

_ Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That all meet- 
ings of the school districts, held for the purpose 
aforesaid, shall be organized by appointing a 
president and clerk pro tempore, who shall take 
minutes of the proceedings, specifying particu- | 
larly the amount of tax voted by said meetings, 


the commissioners of primary schools, or any one 
of thern, to be delivered by them or him to the 
clerk of the commissioners, and by him to be 


Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That all tax | 
to be voted by the citizens of any and every school | 
district in said county, under and by virtue of 
this act, shall be levied on all the assessable prop- 
erty in said district, agreeably to the assessments 
of the last preceding county tax, excepting, 
nevertheless, the property assessed to, and actu- 
ally owned by, free people of color. 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, Thatit shall 
be the duty of the levy court of the county afore- 
said, at their first mecting after the passage of 
this act, and in each succeeding year thereafter, 
when the annual county levy is made, to impose 
and levy a school tax of one eighth of one per 
cent. on all the assessable property of said coun- 
ty, without the limits of the citics of Washing- 
ton and Georgetown, for the support of primary 


tax shall be due at the same time, and shall be 
collected by the county collector in the same 
manner, and under the same regulations and re- 
strictions, as are prescribed by law in relation to 
the collection of other county taxes, and which 
are hereby made applicable to the collection of 
the school tax imposcd by this act; and when 
collected, shall be paid to the treasurer of the | 
levy court, who is hereby constituted and ap- 
pointed treasurer of the primary school fund for 
said county, and who shall qualify by making 
oath or affirmation that he will welland faithfully 
discharge the duties required of him by law, as 
treasurer of the school fund for said county, and 
not use the same to his own use or advantage; 
and he shall also give bond to the United States, 
with two good and sufficient sureties, conditioned | 


of him by this act, which bond, being approved | 
by the commissioners of primary schools afore- 
said, shall be filed with the clerk of the circuit 
court of the District of Columbia, who is hereby | 
required to file the same without fee or reward, 
and a copy of the said bond, under seal of said 
court, shall be sufficient evidence of the making 
thereof. 

Sec. 14. 4nd be it further enacted, Thatit shall 
be the duty of the trustees of each school district, 
whenever a district meeting shall have voteda suffi- 
cient tax for that purpose, to purchase a suitable 
site for their school-house, and to build, keep in 
repair, and furnish such school-houst with neces- 
sary fuel, books, stationery, and appendages; and 
it shall be the further duty of the trustees afore- 
said to agree with and employ all teachers to be 
employed in such district: Provided, That no 
teachers shall be employed by them who shall | 
not have received the certificate of approbation 


for the faithful discharge of the duties required |; 


| the trustees of any schoo! district shall enter upon 
the duties of their office, they shall each take an 
oath or make affirmation before a justice of the 
peace of said county, or one of the commissioners 
of primary schools, who is hereby authorized to 
administer the same, that he will well and: truly 
discharge the duties pertaining ‘to his said office 
of trustee without. prejudice or partiality; and it 
shall be the duty of the said trustees of each: of 
said school districts, or a Majority of them, to 
furnish, at the expiration of their term of service, 
to the commissioners aforesaid, a correct. state- 
ment of all money transactions done by them in 
virtue of their office as trustees of said primary 
school district. 
` Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the commissioners of primary 
schools aforesaid to apportion all moneys which 
shall come into the hands of the treasurer of the 
school fund aforesaid, under and by virtue of the 
provisions of this act, after paying the salaries 
of the clerk of the commissioners and the treas- 
urer of the school fund, for the use of primary 
schools aforesaid, as soon as may be after such 
moneys shall be received by the said treasurer, 
equally among the several school districts in said 
i county, which shall have complied with the pro- 
visions of this act; and all moneys so to be ap- 
portioned by the commissioners, as aforesaid, 
shall be caused to be paid by them, according to 
; such apportionment, to the trustees of the district 
‘to which such moneys shall be apportioned as 
aforesaid, whose receipts therefor shall be good 
| and sufficient evidence of such payment, which 
moneys, so to be received by the trustees, as 
| aforesaid, shall be applied and expended by them, 
after the apportionment for the first year, in pay- 
ing the salaries of the teachers to be employed by 
them, and for no other purpose: Provided, That 
no moneys apportioned as aforesaid, except the 
apportionment miade for the first year, shall be 
paid by the commissioners aforesaid, until the 
white taxable inhabitants, and the trustecs of the 
district to which such moneys shall be appor- 
tioned as aforesaid, shall have substantially com- 
plied with the provisions of this act: And provided, 
| further, That it shall not be lawful for the com- 


|| missioners aforesaid to draw dny moneys from 
i] the hands of the treasurer of the school fund afore- 


| said, after paying the salaries ‘of the clerk of the 
į commissioners and. the treasurer of the school 
fund aforesaid, except by draft, in favor of the 
trustees of the school district to which such 
moneys shall be apportioned as aforesaid; and all 
moneys which shall be apportioned by the com- 
missioners as aforesaid, and which shall remain 
unpaid for the space of two years thereafter, 
either from the omission or neglect of the trustees 
of the primary school district entitled to receive 
the same, to apply therefor and to make the neces- 
| sary certificates to entitle them to the same, or 
from any defect in such certificates, said moneys 
shall, after the expiration of said term, be added 
to the moneys next thereafter to be apportioned 
by the said commissioners, and shall be appor- 
į tioned and paid together with such moneys as 
| aforesaid. 

Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That the trus- 
tees of each school district shall hold their office 
| till their successors shall be elected and qualified; 
j and in case of vacancy, such vacancy shall be 
| filled by the remaining trustees within one month; 
| and in case the said trustees shall fail to fill such 
vacancy within that time, then it shall be the 
| duty of the commissioners of primary schools as 
soon as may be thereafter. : a 

Sec. 18. And be it further enacted, That if any 
trustee of any primary school district shall make 
a false certificate or report, by means whereof 
any moneys shall be fraudulently obtained from 
| the commissioners aforesaid, such trustee signing 
i such certificate or report shall forfeit and pay 
double the amount so fraudulently obtained to the 


| 


from the commissioners of primary schools afore- | 
said, as hereinbefore provided; and it shall be 


or rent, a site for a school-house; to build, lease, 
or rent, and keep in repair, said house; to supply 
fuel, books, stationery, and furniture; to pay the 
salary of a teacher, and all other necessary cx- 
penses: Provided, however, That no location ofa 


i| fand for their respective districts which shall | 


i| aforesaid, so far 


the further duty of the trusices to pay the salaries | 
of teachers out of the apportionment of the school | 


come into their hands through the commissioners 


i . 
i as the same shall be sufficient 


ll 
| 


commissioners of primary schools, to be recov- 
; ered, with costs of suit, by action of debt before 
i any court of justice, or any justice of the peace, 
having cognizance thereof, in the name of said 
commissioners; and such sum, exclusive of the 
cost of suit, shall be applied, when recovered, to 
the use of the primary school in such district. 
Sec. 19. And be it further enacted, That the said 


school-house shall be fixed upon unless the same 
be approved by a majority of the commissioners, 


i 


for that purpose. i 
Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That before 


| 
i Thati 
| trustees shall keep an account of-their proceed- 
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ings ina book kept for that purpose, and shall | 
also keep an account against the district collector 
for the sums authorized to be collected, and for 
other sums paid into his hands, and shall give 
him credit for the sums legally paid by him, also 
for his legal commissions, and for such taxes as 
cannot be collected by legal steps and proper dil- 
igence; and that said collector shall have the 
keeping of all moneys collected by him, and other 
sums paid into his hands, subject to the written 
order of a majority of the trustees, drawn in 
favor of such persons having claims against said 
school; and he shall report to the trustees when- 
ever required the amount of funds in his hands, 
and a full statement of his accounts. 

Sec. 20. And be it further enacted, That the 
trustees of any primary school district in said 
county shall be, and they are hereby, authorized, 
in their discretion, to require from any child 
attending school the payment of any sum of 
money, not exceding one dollar a month, to be 
applied to the payment of the expenses of said 
district school; and in the exercise of this power 
the trustees aforesaid may, from time to time, 
discontinue the payment thereof altogether, or 
may graduate the payments according to the 
ability of the children and the exigencies of the 
school. 

Sec. 21. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the trustecs of each school district, 
whenever a district meeting shall have voted a 
district tax, as soon as may be, to make a rate 
bill or tax list, which shall raise the sum voted 
for in due proportion on all the taxable property 
in such district, agreeably to the assessment of 
the last preceding county tax, and to annex to 
such tax list or rate bill a warrant, and to deliver 
the same to the collector of such district, which 
warrant shall be substantially as followeth: 

County or WASHINGTON, D. ©., ss: 

To ————— , collector of the —— district 
in the county aforesaid, greeting: You are hereby 
required and commanded to collect, from each of 
the inhabitants of said district, the several sums 
of money written opposite to the name of each 
of said inhabitants un the annexed tax list, and, 
within sixty days after receiving this warrant, to 
pay the amount of the moncys by you collected 
to the order of the trustees of said district, or a 
majority of them; aud if any one or more of said 
inhabitants shall neglect or refuse to pay the sume, 
you are hereby further commanded to levy on | 
the goods and chattels of each delinquent, and 
rake sie thervof according to law. Given under 


our hands and seals this ——— day of ———, 
A. D. ——. 
P, 
Q, > Trustees. 
R, 


And if the sum or sums payable by any person 
named in such tax list or rate bill shall not be paid 
by him or collected by virtue of said warrant 
within the time therein limited, it shall bo lawful 
for the trustees aforesaid to renew such warrant 
in respect to such delinquent person or persons. 

Src. 22. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the trustees of cach district to make 
a report to the commissioners of primary schools 
on or before the thirty-first day of December, in 
each year; in which report shall be stated the | 
sums received from different sources, the amount 
expended, and in what manner, the number of 
children taught in said school, and, as far as can 
be ascertained, the whole number of white chil- 


j 


dren in said district between the ages of five and |! 


sixteen years, 
Sec. 23. And be it further enacted, That the col- 


lector of each school district shall give bond with 
security, to the satisfaction ofthe trustees, for the 
faithful discharge of the duties of lus office, and 
shall have the same power and authority, and 
have the same. fee for collecting, and be subject 
to the same rules, regulations, and duties, with 
respect to the collection of the district tax, as by 
law appertain to the office of collector of the 
county tax; and the said county collector may be 
eligible as the school district collector. 

Sec. 24. And be it further enacted, That each 
organized schoo) district shall be a corporation 
by the name of Primary School district, No.—, 
(the blank to be filled with an appropriate num- 
ber,) with power to take and hold by devise, 


bequest, and donation, real and personal estate for 
the use of the primary school in said district, and 
may alien and sell the same, when, in the opinion 
of the trustees and resident commissioner of said 
district, it will be for the interest and advantage 
of the primary school in said district, and in- 
vest the money arising from the sale in some safe 
and profitable stock, and the dividends received 
from the same applied to the use of such primary 
school, and in their corporate name prosecute and 
maintain actions for injury done to the grounds, 
houses, property, school-houses, appurtenances, 
and furniture, and may sue for and receive all 
moneys due them, or for real and personal prop- 
erty to which they may be entitled. 

Sec. 25. And be it further enacted, That when 
any land in any school district in said county 
may become charged for the payment of any 
school tax, and the collector of the tax can find 
no personal property in said district liable for, or 
chargeable with, the payment of the same, the 
said collector shall be, and is hereby, directed 
and required to return to the trustees of the said 
district, at such time or times as the said trus- 
tees shall dircct or require, a list of such lands, 
and the amount of taxes thereon respectively due, 
and the names of the persons respectively charge- 
able with the payment of the same; and the said 
trustees shall thereupon have, and exercise, in 
relation to said lands, all the powers which might 
or could be exercised by the levy court of said 
courty in like cases; and the collector of said 
school district shall have the same powers and 
authority, and be subject to the same rules, reg- 
ulations, and daties in the premises as by law 
appertain to the office of the collector of county 
clneses in like cases, 

Src. 26. And be it further enacted, That incase 
the trustees of any school district should not be 
able to purchase or lease a suitable site for the 
erection of their school-house, they shall have 
power to value and assess a convenient lot, with 
the improvements thercon, if any, not exceeding 
onc acre of land, for that purpose, and the decision 
of the said trustecs as to the worth of the said 
land and improvements, if any, shall be final and 
conclusive, unless an appeal shall be prosecuted 
as hereinafter provided andthe amount of damage 
for the land and improvements, if any, so valucd 
and assessed as aforesaid, being paid, or offered 
to be paid, to the person or persons entitled to 
receive the same, of which payment or offer to 
pay a certificate, signed by a majority of the said 
trustees, and recorded among the land records of 
Washington county, or a copy of such record 
duly certified and scaled, shall be suflicient evi- 
dence; the said trustees, in their corporate charac- 
ter, shall be thenceforward considered the lawful 
owners of the said land and improvements, ifany, 
and all right, title, estate, and interest therein, at 
law or in equity, shall be vested in them for the 
purpose aforesaid: Provided, however, That if the 
owner or owners of the said land aud improve- 
meñts, if any, his, her, or their, guardian or guard- 
ians, trustee or trustees, shall conceive him, her, 
or themselves aggrieved by such valuation and 
assessment, and shall, within thirty days alter the 
payment of the valuation so offered as aforesaid, 
notify to the said trustees the same in writing, it 
shail and may be lawful, and it shall be the duty 
of the said trustees, or a majority of them, to issue 
| their warrant to the marshal of the District of 


|, Columbia, commanding him to summon a jury of 


six fregholders of the school district, not inter- 
ested in the matter, to appear, ona day by the 
said trustees to be appointed, on the premises, 
and any one’of the said trustees, or any justice 
| of the peace of the said county, is authorized to 

administer an oath or aflirmation, as the case may 
be, to each and every person so summoned as 
aforesaid, that he will, without favor, affection, 
partiality, or prejudice, assess the damages sus- 
tained by the person or persons at whose request 
the said inquisition shall be taken, by reason of 
his, her, or their land and improvements, if any, 
about to be made as aforesaid, and the persons so 
summoned and qualified as aforesaid shall there- 
upon proceed to value and assess the damages 
accordingly: Provided, That if such appeal from 
the assessment and valuation of the said trustees 
be confirmed by the jury herein directed to be 


| summoned and qualified us aforesaid, or should 


the same be reduced to a lower rate of valuation 
and assessment by the said jury, the party ap- 
pealing in that case shall pay the whole expense 
incurred thereby, otherwise, the trustecs, in their 
corporate character as such, shall pay the expense 
incurred by reason of such appeal. 

Sec. 27. And be it further enacted, That the 
said trustees or’ the said jury, as the case may 
be, immediately after they shall have completed 
their valuation and assessment or inquisition, as 
aforesaid, and done all things required of them 
or cither of them, as the case may be, under the 
provisions of this act, shal! make out a fair state- 
ment of their proceedings, setting forth in the 
same a full and distinct description of the land 
or real estate and improvements, if any thereon, 
as valued by them or either of them, as the case 
may be, and all matters and things connected 
with the said valuation and assessment, and the 
performance of the dutics required of them by 
this act, and to the said copy, fairly to be written 
out as aforesaid, they shall subscribe their names 
and thereunto affix their seals, and they shall de- 
posit the same in the office of the clerk of the cir- 
cuit court of the District of Columbia, and it shall 
be the duty of the said clerk to preserve a record 
of the said proceedings without fee or reward; 
and a copy of such record, certified by the said 
clerk under the seal of the said court, shall be 
evidence of all matters therein stated, in the same 
manner as certified copics of other records are 
evidence. 

Sec. 28. And be it further enacted, That in the 
event of an appeal and the inquisition of a jury 
as provided by this act, the amount of damages 
for the land or real estate and improvements so 
valued and assessed as aforesaid, being paid or 
offered to be paid as aforesaid, the said trustees, 
in their corporate character as aforesaid, shall 
thenceforward forever thercafter be considered 
the lawful owner of the said land and improve- 
ments as aforesaid, and all right, title, interest, 
and estate therein, at law or in equity, shall be 
vested in the said trustees for the purpose afore- 
said: Provided, That it shail not be lawful to 
locate the said site within the cultivated fields, 
orchards, or gardens, nor within three hundred 
yards of any dwelling of any person or persons 
whatever, without the assent of the proprictor of 
such field, orchard, garden, or dwelling, as the 
case may be. 

Sec. 29. And be it further enacted, That if any 
treasurer or collector, having any school funds 
in his hands, or neglecting or refusing to obtain 
such funds as by law authorized and directed, 
shall refuse to pay for two weeks any order of 
the said commissioners or trustees, or a majority 
of cither, drawn in conformity to the requisitions 
of this act, such treasurcr or collector shall be 
liable, on proof thereof before any court of jus- 
tice or justice of the peace having cognizance and 
without stay of execution, to pay the full amount 
of said order and interest thereon at the rate of 
twenty percent. per annum from the first refusal 
until the day of payment, by way of damages. 

Src. 30. And be it further enacted, That if any 
collector appointed or acting under the provisions 
of this act, shall in any case collect more than is 
duc, the person aggrieved shall have his remedy 
against such collector by suit or warrant, and if 
he recover he shall have judgment for double the 
amount improperly and unjustly extorted from 
him, and costs, 

Suc. 31. And be it further enacted, That the 
levy court of Washington county shall exercise 
a gencral supervision over the proceedings of said 
commissioners, may examine their books and 
papers, and shall prosecute for any delinquencies 
or violations of their duty; and the said commis- 
sioncrs shall exercise the same power over the 
proceedings, books, and papers of the trustees in 
the several school districts, and shall prosecute 
for all violations of this act by them committed. 

Sec. 32. And be it further enacted, That the 
trustees of the several school districts shall have 
the power of exercising discipline in their respect- 
ive schools by the expulsion of the refractory 
pupil, or such other punishment as may be neces- 
sary to correct the evil, and carry out the great 
ends of education, moral and intellectual; and they 
may permit any of the said school-houses to be 
used for public worship. 
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established and actually in operation in the dis- 
trict in which such persons so to be privileged 
shall reside, and that all the provisions of this 
act shall have been substantially complied with 
by said district. 

Sec. 34. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
not be lawful for a member of the levy court of 
said county to be a commissioner of primary 
schools or trustee of any of*the schoo! districts, 
nor for any person to be at the same time com- 
missioner and trustee as aforesaid. 

Sec. 35. And be it further enacted, That this 
act be, and the same is hereby, declared public 
and remedial, and shall be construcd by all courts 
of justice according to the equity thereof; and no | 
proceedings of the inhabitants or of the trustees 
of any school district, or of the commissioners of 
primary schools, or of any other officer created 
under the provisions of this act, shall be set aside 
or adjudged to be void for defect of form or for 
any irregularity therein, so as the requisitions of 
the said act are substantially complied with. 

Sec. 36. And be it further enacted, That so soon 
as the commissioners shall have laid out the school 
districts, as provided for in the third section of 
this act, they shall make a written report to the 
levy court, defining the metes and bounds of said 
districts, and it shall be the duty of said levy 
court, within two months after the filing of said 
report, to designate a day and appoint a place, 
within each of said districts, for the people of 
that district to assemble and determine by ballot 
whether they will for Themselves accept this act. 
The court aforesaid shall appoint three taxable | 
inhabitants in each district to superintend the 
voting, who shall open a poll at nine o’clock, a. 
m., and keep it open till five, p.m. The qualified | 
voters shall be those persons residing and paying | 
taxes within the limits of the district in which 
the poll is opened. Those who are for this act | 
shall write on their ballots ‘‘ school,” and those 
opposed, ‘no school.’ It shall be the duty of | 
the superintendents of the voting to make imme- 
diate return of the votes cast to the levy court, 


and if it shall appear that a majority have voted 
“ school,” the said court shall proceed, with as 
little delay as possible, to levy and cause to be 
collected the taxes as is provided for in this act, 


and this act shall be considered as in force within i Pusuic, LI.—An Act to authorize and direct the 


the limits of that district. f 

Sec. 37. And be it further enacted, That if any 
of the school districts reject this act by castmg a 
majority of votes against it, the act shall in no wise 
apply to that district; but ifat any time a majority 
of the taxable inhabitants of said district shall 
desire to take a second ballot, it shall be the duty 
of the levy court again to submit the question in 
the manner pointed out in the last preceding | 


section. | 
Approven, August 11, 1856. | 


Pusuic, L.—An Act to provide for carrying into | 
effect the First Article of the Treaty between the | 
United States and her Majesty the Queen of the. 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, of 
the fifteenth day of June, eighteen hundred and 
Sorty-six. 
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Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- | o be dhe to the said bank be paid. out of any 


i| money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 


sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That, fur the purpose of carrying Into 


effet the first article of the treaty between the |€ 3 tno: 
United States and her Majesty the Queen of the j; ized to be paid shali not exceed the sum of six 
; f hundred and sixty-three dollars and seventy- 


| eight cents, and that the account be sustained by 
| such vouchers as are required in similar cases. 


United Kinedom of Great Britain and Ireland of | 
the fifteenth day of June, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and forty-six, there shall be appointed by | 
the President of the United States, by and with | 
the advice and consent of the Senate, a commis- 
sioner, and chief astronomer and surveyor, to | 
unite with similar officers to be appointed by her | 
jritannic Majesty ’s Government; and there shall ! 
be appointed by the President an assistant as- 
tronomer and surveyor. : 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said 
commissioner shall have power to appoint a see- 
retary; and the said chief astronomer and sur- 
veyor shall have power to appoint a clerk. i 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That, for the 
purpose of carrying into effect the said first arti- 


|| cle of the said treaty, there be appropriated, out 
i| of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 


propriated, the following sums: 
For the salary of the commissioner, for one 
year, three thousand dollars. 


For the salary of the secretary, for one year,4 


two thousand dollars. 

For the salary of the chief astronomer and 
surveyor, for one year, three thousand dollars. ` 

For the salary of the assistant astronomer and 
surveyor, eighteen hundred dollars. 

For the salary of the clerk, for one year, twelve 
hundred dollars. 

_ For provisions, transportation, and contingen- 
cies, sixty thousand dollars, 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That, until 
otherwise provided for by law, the proceedings 
of the said commission shall be limited to the 
demarkation of that part of the said line of boun- 
dary which forms the boundary line between 
Washington Territory and the British posses- 
sions. 

Src. 5. And be it further enacted, That, for the 
purpose of aiding in the demarkation of the said 


| line, the President be authorized, in his discre- 


tion, to direct the employment of such officers, 
assistants, and vessels, attached to the coast 
survey of the United States, as he may deem 
necessary or useful. 

APPROVED, August 11, 1856. 


Pusriec, LI.—An Act to alter and amend “An act | 


to appropriate Money to remove obstructions in the 
Savannah River, below the City of Savannah, in 
the State of Georgia, approved March third, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Uniled States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the balance of the unexpended 
appropriation made by the act of third March, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, ‘for removing 
certain obstructions in the Savannah river,” may 
be, and is hereby, authorized to be applied under 
the direction of the Secretary of War, to remove 
the bars, shoals, banks, and other impediments 
in said river, caused by said obstructions, as 
proposed in the project of the commissioners, 
approved by the War Department in February, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-three. 

Approvenp, August 7, 1856. 


Settlement of the Account of the Bank of the Siate 
of Missouri for Money advanced for the Subsist- 
ence and Transportation of Volunteers. 

Be it enacted by ihe Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury Department be, and they are here- 


by, authorized and directed to audit the account | 
‘of the Bank of the State of Missouri against the 


United States, for moneys advanced in the year 
eighteen hundred and forty-six, for subsistence 
and transportation of certain companies of vol- 


unteers, which, by order of General E. P. Gaines, | 
assembled at St. Louis, Missouri, in the months | 


of May and June of that year, with the view of 
being mustered into the service of the United 
States, in the same manner as if the said compa- 
nies had been regularly received into the said 
service; and that the balance which may be found 


ated: Provided, That the amount herein author- 


Aprproven, August 16, 1856. 


Pussic, LIIL.—An Act to alter the Time for holding i 


the District Court in South Carolina, and for 
other purposes. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


|| sentatives ofthe United States of America in Congress 
! assembled, That so much of the act of Congress, 


passed the twenty-fifth May, eighteen hundred 
and twenty four, as provides for holding the dis- 
trict court of the United States at Laurens Court- 


= 


House, South Carolina, on the Tuesday: next 
ensuing after the adjournment of the circuit court 
of the United States at Columbia, be, and. the 
same is hereby, repealed; and that in place thereof 
the said court shall be holden at Greenville Court- 
House, South Carolina, on the first. Monday in 
August in each year. 3 ‘ 

Sec. 2. Andbe it further enacted, That the jurors 
for the said court, grand, as well as petit, be drawn 
from the inhabitants of Greenville district, South 
Carolina, who are or may be liable, according to 
the laws of South Carolina, to do jury duty in 
the courts of law in the said State. “And that 
the jurors to be drawn for ibo first term of the 
said court shall be drawn at the term of the dis- 
trict court to be holden in the city of Charleston: 
Provided, That they shall be drawn at least ninety 
days previous to the time appointed for holding 
the said court at Greenville. But from-and after 
the holding of the first term of the said court, 
all jurors for the next succeeding term shall be 
drawn at Greenville, during the sitting of the 
said court. 

Sec. 3. Andbe it further enacted, That the said 
district court for Greenville, in addition to the 
ordinary jurisdiction and powers of a district 
court of the United States, shall have jurisdiction 
of all causes (except appeals and writs of error) 
which now are, or may be hereafter, made cogni- 
zable in a circuit court of the United States, and 
shall proceed in the same manner as a circuit 
court, 

Aprroven, August 16, 1856. 


Pursue, LIV.—An Act making Appropriations for 
the Legislative, Executive, and Judicial Expenses 
of the Government for the year ending the thirtieth 
of June, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of ihe United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the objects hereafter expressed, for the fiscal year 
ending the thirtieth of June, one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty-seven, namely: 

Legislative. _ i 

For compensation.and mileage of Senators, one 
hundred and eight thousand ,eight hundred and 
seventy two-dollars. ; 

For compensation of the officers, clerks, mesg- 
sengers, and others, receiving an annual salary 
in the service of the Senate, viz: Secretary of the 
Senate; three thousand six hundred dollars; offi- 
cer charged with disbursements o? the Senate, 
four hundred and eighty dollars; chief clerk, two 
thousand five hundred dollars; principal clerk and 
principal executive clerk in office of the Secre- 
tary of the Senate, at two thousand one hundred 
and sixty dollars each; eight clerks in office of 
the Secretary of the Senate, at one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty dollars each; keeper of the sta- 
tionery, one thousand seven hundred and fifty- 
two dollars; two messengers, one at one thou- 
sand andeighty dollars, and one at seven hundred 
and fifty dollars; one page, five hundred dollars; 
Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper, two thousand 
dollars; Assistant Doorkeeper, one thousand 
seven hundred dollars; Postmaster te the Senate, 
one thousand seven hundred and fifty dollars; 
Assistant Postmaster and mail-carrier, one thou- 
sand four hundred and forty dollars; two mail- 
boys, atnine hundred dollars each; superintendent 
! of the document room, one thousand five hundred 
dollars; two assistants in document room, atone 
thousand two hundred dollars each; superintend- 
ent of the folding room, one thousand five hun- 
dred dollars; two messengers, acting as assistant 
doorkeepers, at one thousand five hundred dollars 
each; fifteen messengers, at one thousand two 
hundred dollars each; superintendent in charge 
of Senate furnaces, one thousand and eighty 
dollars; assistant in charge of furnaces, six hun- 
dred dollars; laborer in private passage, six hun- 
dred dollars; two laborers, at four hundred and 
! eighty dollars each; clerk or secretary to the 
: President of the Senate, one thousand seven hun- 
| dred and fifty-two dollars; clerk of Committee on 
| Finance, eighteen hundred and fifty dollars; clerk 
| of printing-records, sixteen hundred and sixty- 
| nine dollars and two cents; draughtsman, one 


a 


thousand eight hundred and fifty dollars; Chap- 
lain of Senate, seven hundred and fifty dollars— 
making seventy-five thousand nine hundred and 
eighty-three dollars and two cents. n Si 

For the contingent expenses of the Senate, viz: | 
`. For binding, forty-five thousand dollars. R 

‘For Hthographing and engtaving, forty-five 
thousand dollars. 

For books, five thousand dollars. 

For stationery, twelve thousand dollars. 


For newspapers, three.thousand dollars. | 
For Congressional Globe and binding:tthe same, | 
seventy-two thousand six hundred and fifty-one | 
t 

i 


dollars. 


For reporting proceedings, including the usual 


extra compensation to the reporters of the Senate, 
eight hundred dollars each, ten thousand four | 
hundred dollars. i 

For clerks to committees, pages, police, horses 
and carry-alls, twenty-seven thousand four hun- 
dred'and sixty dollars: Provided, That the amount 


estimated for compensation of the clerks to the! 


Committee on Finance and printing be deducted 


| 
therefrom. H 


For miscellaneous items, twenty thousand dol- 


lars. H 


For compensation and mileage of members of 
the House of Representatives and Delegates from 


Territories, three hundred and sixty-five thou- | 


sand and forty-eight dollars. 


For compensation of the officers, clerks, mes- | 


sengers, and others, receiving an annual salary 
inthe service of the House of Representatives, 
viz: Clerk of the Fouse of Representatives, 
three thousand six hundred dollars; two clerks, 
at two thousand one hundred and sixty dollars | 
each; seven clerks, at one thousand cight hun- 
dred dollars; Sergeunt-at-Arms, two thousand one 
hundred and sixty dollars; Doorkeeper, two | 
thousand one hundred and'sixty dollars; Post- 
master, two thousand one hundred and sixty 
dollars; one messenger, at one thousand seven 
hundred and fifty-two dollars; librarian, one | 
thousand eight hundred dollars; reading clerk, 
one thousand eight hundred dollars; clerk to 
Committee of Claims, one thousand “eight hun- 
dred dollars; clerk to Committee of Ways and 
Means, one thousand eight hundred dollars; clerk 
to Sergeant-at-Arms, one thousand eight hundred 
dollars; five messengers, at one thousand four 
hundred and forty dollars each; clerk in charge 
of books for members, one thousand eight hun- 
dred dollars; clerk in charge of stationery, one 
thousand cight hundred dollars; chaplain, seven 
hundred and fifty dollars; messenger in chai 
of the Hall, seventeen hundred and forty dollars; 
twenty-one messengers, including saperintend= 
ents of the folding and document roonis, twenty- 
eight thousand four bundred*and:four dollars— 
making seventy-nine thousand four hundred and 
forty-six dollars. 

For contingent expenses of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, viz: 

For binding documents, one hundred 
twenty-five thousand dollars. 

For furniture, repairs, and boxes for books, 
fifteen thousand dollars. 

For stationery, fifteen thousand dollars. 

For horses, carriages, and saddle horses, five 
thousand dollars. 

For fuel, oil, and candles, two thousand five 
hundred dollars. 


and 


For newspapers, twelve thousand five hundred 
dollars. 

For engraving, clectrotyping and lithographing, 
one hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars. 

For Capitol policc, five thousand four hundred 
and ninety dollars. 


For miscellaneous items, seventy thousand | 


dollars. 


For pages and mail boys, eight thousand four | 


hundred dollars. 
For folding documents, including pay of folders, 


folding paper, twine, and paste, forty thousand | 


dollars. 


For twenty-four copies of the Congressional | 
Globe and Appendix for each member and Dele- |; 
gate of the first session of the Thirty-Fourth | 


Congress thirty-four thousand seven hundred and | 
four dollars. i 

For binding twenty-four copies of the Con-| 
gressional Globe and Appendix for each member | 


and Delegate of the first session of the Thirty- 
Fourth Congress, sixteen thousand six hundred 
and fifty-seven dollars and ninety-two cents, 

For twenty-four copies of the Congressional 
Globe and Appendix for each member and Dele- 


gate of the second session of the Thirty-Fourth 


Congress, seventeen.thousand three hundred and 
fifty-two dollars. 

For binding twenty-four copies of the Congres- 
sional Globe and Appendix for each member and 
Delegate of the second session of the Thirty- 
Fourth Congress, eight thousand six hundred and 
seventy-six dollars. ' 

For reporting and publishing the proceedings 
of the House of Representatives, including the 
usual additional compensation to the-reporters of 
the House for the present session, eight hundred 
dollars eath, twenty thousand four hundred and 
twenty dollars, in addition to the unexpended 
balance of thé-appropriation contained in the act 
aporoved fifteenth May, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and -fifty-six, for the same purposes poor 
to the first July, one thousand eight hundred and 
fifty-six. 

For clerks on land maps, clerks to committees, 
and temporary clerks in the office of the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives, twenty-eight thou- 
sand four hundred and sixty dollars. 

For one hundred copies of the Congressional 
Globe and Appendix, and for binding the same, 
for the first and second sessions of the Thirty- 
Fourth Congress, for the House Library, four 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For furniture for committee-rooms in the south 
wing of the extension of the Capitol, ten thou- 
sand dollars. 

For entire compensation to the clerks, sergeant- 
at-arms, and reporter of the Kansas investigating 
commitice, of three hundred dollars cach, two 
thousand four hundred dollars. 

Library of Congress. 

For compensation of librarian, three assistant 
librarians, and messenger, nine thousand dollars. 

For contingent expenses of said library, one 
thousand dollars. 

For expense of procuring proper apparatus for 
warming said library, and providing fuel for the 
same, five thousand dollars. 

For maintaining the botanic garden and green- 
houses, including pay of horticulturist and assist- 
ants, under the direction of the Library Com- 
mittee of Congress, five thousand dollars. 

Por purchase of books for said library, five 
thousand dollars. 

For purchase of law books for said library, 
two-thousand dollars. 

For compensation of the Superintendent of 
Public Printing and the clerks and messenger in 
his office, eleven thousand five hundred and four- 
teen dollars. 

For contingent expenses of his office, viz: For 
blank-books, stationery, postage, advertising for 
proposals for paper, furniture, traveling ex- 
penses, and miscellaneous items, two thousand 
three hundred dollars. ` 

For rent of ware-room, two hundred and fifty 
dollars. 

For cartage and labor in storing and transpor- 
tation of paper, five hundred and fifty dollars. 

For paper required for the printing of the sec- 
ond session-of the Thirty-Fourth Congress, one 
hundred and fifty-six thousand four hundred and 
eight dollars. 

For printing required for the second session of 
the Thirty-Pourth Congress, one hundred and 
fifteen thousand dollars. 

And the appropriation to supply deficiencies in 


| the appropriation for printing of the second ses- 


sion of thé Thirty-Third Congress, contained in 
the act of fifteenth of May, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-six, shall he construed by the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury, to include the cost 
of paper necessary for said printing. 

For procuring drawings to illustrate the Patent 
Office report for the year eightecn hundred and 
fifty-six, six thousand dollars; to be expended 
under the direction of the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents. 

Executive. 


_ For compensation of the President of the 
United States, twenty-five thousand dollars. 


For compensation of the Vice President of the 
| United States, from the fourth of March to the 
thirtieth of June, one thousand eight hundred and 
fifty-seven; two thousand six hundred and twen- 
ty-two dollars and twenty-two cents. 

For compensation to secretary to sign patents 
for lands, one thousand five hundred dollars. 


Department of State. 


For compensation of the Secretary of State, 
and Assistant Secretary of State, clerks, messen- 
ger and assistant messenger in his office, and for 
laborers employed therein, at the rate of four 
hundred and eighty gollars per annum, per act of 
fourth August, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, 
fifty-one thousand six hundred and twenty dol- 
lars. 

For the Incidental and Contingent Expenses of said 
Department. : 

For publishing the laws in pamphlet form, and 
in the newspapers of the States and Territories, 
and in the city of Washington, forty-seven thou- 
sand three hundred and one dollars. 

For proof-reading, packing, and distributing 
laws aand documents, including cases and trans- 
portation, fifteen thousand two hundred dollars. 

For stationery, blank-books, binding, painting 
and glazing, six thousand five hundred dollars, 

For copper-plate prifting, books and maps, 
two thousand dollars. 

For newspapers, six hundred dollars. 

For extra clerk-hire and copying, two thousand 
dollars; said clerks to be employed only during 
the session of Congress, or when indispensably 
| necessary, to enable the Department to answer 
some call made by either House of Congress at 
one session to be answered at another. 

For miscellaneous items, one thousand five 
hundred dollars. 

To enable the Secretary of State to pay for the 
services of a messenger sent to the Government 
of Texas upon the passage by Congress of the 
Texas ‘indemnity bill, in eighteen hundred and 
fifty, five hundred dollars. 

To enable the Secretary of State to purchase 
fifty copies each, of volumes eighteen and nine- 
teen of Howard’s Reports of the Decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, five hundred 
dollars. 

To enable the Secretary of State to purchase 
five hundred copies of the three volumes of the 
Diplomatic Correspondence of the United States, 
from seventeen hundred and eighty-three to sev- 
enteen hundred and eighty-nine, seven thousand 
five hundred dollars. 

To reimburse the consular agent of the United 
States at the Island of St. Thomas for that amount 
expended by him, by orders of this Government, 
jin landing and storing the cargo of the bark 
| Amelia of New York, and other expenses inci- 
dent thereto, laden with arms and munitions of 
war, which were seized by order of the Govern- 
ment, and carried into said island and then landed, 
four thousand eight hundred and fifty dollars, to 
be disbursed under the direction of the Secretary 
of State. 

To enable the Secretary of State to procure 
copies of Dr. Kohl’s maps of the continents and 
islands of America, the sum of six thousand dol- 
lars, which shall be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of State in such manner as he 
may deem best for that object. 


Northeast Executive Building. 


For compensation of four watchmen of the 
northeast executive building, and two laborers 
employed therein, at the rate of four hundred and 
eighty dollars per annum, per act of fourth Au- 
gust, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, three thou- 

sand three hundred and sixty dollars. 
| For contingent expenses of said building, viz: 
for fuel, light, and repairs, three thousand three 
hundred dollars. 


Treasury Department. 


For compensation of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, clerks, 
messenger, and assistant messenger in his office, 
and for laborers employedstherein at the rate of 
four hundred and eighty dollars per annum, per 
act of fourth August, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, forty-eight thousand two hundred and sixty 


dollars. 
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For compensation of the First Comptroller, and | 
the clerks and messenger in his office, and for | 
Jaborers employed therein, at the rate of four 
hundred and eighty dollars per annum, per act of 
fourth August, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, 
twenty-seven thousand nine hundred dollars. 
For compensation of the Second-Comptroller, 
and the clerks and messenger in his office, and 
for laborer employed therein, at the. rate of four 
hundred and eighty dollars per annum, per act 
of fourth August, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, | 
twenty-six thousand seven hundred and twenty i 


bores 
2 
3 
i 


For compensation of the Fifth Auditor, and the 


dollars. 
for laborer i 


clerks and messenger in his office, and 
employed therein, at the rate of four h i 
eighty dollars per annum, per act fourth August, | 
ightecn hundred and fifty-four, sixteen thousand | 

4 

| 


H 
elg j 
one hundred and twenty doilars. 
For compensation of the Auditor of the Post | 
Office Department, and the clerks, messenger, and | 
assistant messenger in his office, and for laborers | 
employed therein, at the rate of four hundred and | 
eighty dollars per aunum, per act fourth August, | 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, one hundred and ; 
sixly-four thousand one hundred and sixty dol- 
lars. . 
For compensation of the Treasurer of the United |! 
States, and the clerks, messenger, and assistant |: 
messenger in his office, and for laborers employed 
therein, at the rate of four hundred and eighty 
dollars per annum, per act fourth August, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-four, twenty-five thousand j 
H 


three hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the Register of the Treas- | 
ury, and the clerks, messenger, and assistant | 
messenger in his office, and for laborers employed ; 
therein, at the rate of four hundred and eighty : 
dollars per annum, per act fourth August, cigh- | 
teen hundred and fifty-four, forty-nine thousand | 
eight hundred and sixty dollars. | 

For compensation of the Solicitor of the Treas- | 
ury, and the clerks and messenger in his office, | 
sixteen thousand nine hundred dollars. 

{for compensation of the Commissioner of Cus- | 
tom:. ond the clerks and messenger in his office, | 
end laborer employed therein, at the rate of! 
ndreq and cighty dollars per annum, per ii 


fou: 
ate cuth August, eighteen hundred and fitty- 


four, iweniy thousand three hundred and twenty | 
dollars. i 
For compensation of the clerks and messenger | 
| 
j 


of the Light-House Board, and for laborer em- į 
ployed therein, at the rate of four hundred and | 
cighty dollars per annum, per act fourth August, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, nine thousand | 
dollars. | 


Contingent Expenses of the Treasury Department. 


In the office of the Secretary of the Treasury: 
Xor copying, blank-books, stationery, binding, | 
sealing ships’ registers, translating foreign lan- | 
guages, advertising, and extra elerk-hire for pre- 
paring and collecting information to be laid before 
Cangress—said clerks to be employed only during 
the session of Congress, or when indispensably 
necessary to enable the Department to answer 
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| ture, lights, washing towels, ice, horse for mes- 
; senger, telegraphic dispatches, and stoves, two 


such extra clerk shall receive more than three | 
dollars thirty-three and one third cents per day 
for the time actually and necessarily employed— 
and for miscellaneous items; thirteen thousand 
seven hundred and fifty dollars: 


In the office of the First Comptroller: 

. For furniture, blank-books, binding, stationery, 
public documents, and miscellaneous items, one 
thousand eight hundred dollars. 

In the office of the Second Comptroller: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, pay for 
the National Intelligencer and Unior, to be filed 
and preserved for the use of the office, office fur- 
niture, and miscellaneous items, one thousand 


‘five hundred dollars. 


In the office of the First Auditor: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, office 
furniture, cases for records and official papers, 
and miscellancous items, including subscription 
for the Union and National Intelligencer, to be 
filed for the use of the office, one thousand eight 


|! hundred dollars. 


In the office of the Second Auditor: 


For blank-books, binding, stationery, office || 


furniture, and miscellaneous items, including two 
of the daily city newspapers, to be filed, bound, 
and preserved for the use of the office, one thou- 
sand two hundred dollars. 

In the office of the Third Auditor: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, office 
furniture, carpeting, two newspapers, the Union 
and Intelligencer, preserving files and papers, 
bounty-land service, misccllaneous items, and 
arrearages, three thousand five hundred and forty 
dollars. 

In the office of the Fourth Auditor: 

For stationery, books, binding, labor, and 
miscellaneous items, one thousand one hundred 
dollars. 

In the office of the Fifth Auditor: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, office 
furniture, carpeting, and miscellaneous expenses, 
in which are included two daily newspapers, six 
hundred. dollars. 


In the officeof the Auditor of the Post Office 
Department: 
For stationery, blank-books, binding and ruling, 
ten thousand and fifty dolars. 
For miscellaneous items, fur file-boards, repairs, 
cases and desks for safe-keeping of papers, furni- 


thousand five hundred dollars. 


In the office of the Treasurer: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
cellancous items, one thousand two hundred dol- 
lars. 

In the office of the Register: 

For ruling and full-binding books for recording | 
collectors’ quarterly abstracts of commerce and 
navigation, and blank abstracts for their use, 
blank-books, binding, and stationery, arranging 
and binding canceled marine papers, cases for 
oficial papers and records, and miscellaneous 
items, seven thousand dollars. 

In the office of the Solicitor: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, labor, 
and miscellancous items, and for statutes and re- 
ports, two thousand two hundred dollars. 


In the office of the Commissioner of Customs: 
For blank-books, stationery, and miscellaneous 
items, two thousand dollars. 
Light-House Board: - 
For blank-books, binding, stationery, miscel- 
lancous expenses, and postage, seven hundred 
and fifty dollars. 


For the General Purposes of the Southeast Executive 
Building. 

For the compensation of eight watchmen of the 
southeast executive building, four thousand eight 
hundred dollars. 

For compensation of nine laborers of the south- 
east executive building, four thousand three hun- 
dred and twenty dollars. : 

For contingent expenses of said building, viz: 

Fuel, lights, repairs, and miscellaneous, eight 


_ For compensation of four watchmen for build- 
ing oceupied in part by.the Attorney General, 
and in part by the First Auditor of the Treasury, 
two thousand four hundred dollars. ` 
_ Forcompensation of two laborers for said build- 
ing, nine hundred and sixty dollars. ` 
For rent of said building, fuel, and miscellane- 
; ous items, six thousand dollars. 


Department of the Interior. 


| For compensation of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and the clerks, messengers, and assistant mes- 

sengers in his office, and for laborers employed 

therein, at the rate of four hundred and eighty. 

dollars per annum, per act fourth August, eighteen 

| hundred and fifty-four, thirty thousand three hun- 
dred and twenty dollars. ae 

For compensation of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, and the recorder, draughts- 
man, assistant draughtsman, clerks, messengers, 
assistant messengers, packers, and watchmen in 
his office, and for laborers employed therein, at 
| the rate of four hundred and eighty dollars per 
| annum, per act fourth August, eighteen hundred 

and fifty-four, one hundred and seventy-one thou- 
sand two hundred and ten dollars. 

~ For additional clerks in the General Land Of- 
| fice under the act of third March, one thousand 
| eight hundred and fifty-five, granting bounty lands, 
| and for laborers employed therein, at the rate of 
| four hundred and cighty dollars per annum, per 
| act fourth August, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, fifty-eight thousand one hundred and sixty 
dollars: Provided, That the Secretary of the In- 
terior, at his discretion, shall be, and he ishereby, 
authorized to use any portion of said-appropria- 
tion for piece-work, or by the day, week, month, 
| or year,at such rate or rates as he may deem 
just and fair. 

For compensation of the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, and the clerks, messenger, assistant 
messenger, and watchmen in his office, and for 
laborer employed therein at the rate of four hun- 
dred and cighty dollars per annum, per act fourth 
August, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, thirty- 
! one thousand five hundred and twenty dollars.. 
For compensation of the Commissioner of Pen- 
| sions, and the clerks, messenger, and assistant 
| messenger in his office, and for laborers employed 
| therein, at the rate of four hundred and eighty 
| dollars per annum, per act fourth August, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-four, one hundred and 
eighty thousand cight hundred dollars. 
| For compensation of additional clerks, messen- 
ger, and assistant messenger, in the office of the 
Commissioner of Pensions, under the act of third 
March, one thousand eight hundred and fifty-five, 
granting bounty lands, and for laborers employed 
therein, at the rate of four hundred and eighty 
dollars per annum, per act fourth August, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-four, seventy-one thou- 
| sand two hundred dollars. 
| For compensation of the Commissioner of Pub- 
| lic Buildings and the clerk in his office, three 
| thousand two hundred dollars. 
| For stationery, blank-books, plang, drawings, 
| and other comingent expenses of the office of the 
Yommissioner of Public Buildings, two hundred 


and fifty dollars. 


Contingent Expenses—Department of the Interior. 


Office Secretary of the Interior: 
For books, stationery, furniture, and other 
! contingencies, and for books and maps for the 
| library, four thousand seven hundred dollars. 


General Land Office: 

For cash system and military patents, under 
‘jaws prior to twenty-cighth September, eighteen 
| hundred and fifty; patent and other records; tract~ 
! hooks and blank-books for this and the district 
| land offices; binding plats and field-notes; sta~ 
| tionery, furniture, and repairs of same, and mis- 
ecllaneous items, including two of the daily city 
newspapers, to be filed, bound, and preserved for 
the use of the office, thirty-three thousand five 
hundred and twenty-five dollars. 


i 
| 
H 
| 
| 
| 
i 


swamp-land act of twenty-eighth September, 
eighteen hundred and fifty, mi 
of twenty-eighth September, eighteen hundred 
and fifty, and twenty-second March, eighteen 


litary bounty acts 


thousand five hundred dollars. 


1 
| 
i 
| 
| For contingent expenses, in addition, under 
i 
| 
| 
j 


hundreďand fifty-two, and act thirty-first August, 
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‘eighteen hundred and fifty-two, for thesatisfaction 

of Virginia land warrants, twenty-six thousand 
one hundred dollars. 

For contingent expenses necessary to carry out 
the provisions of the act of third March, one 
thousand ‘eight hundred and fifty-five, granting 
Bounty lands, to wit: For patents, patent and 
other records, stationery, and miscellaneousitems 
under said act, thirteen thousand dollars. 

Expenses incident to the removal of the Gen- 
eral Land Office from the Treasury to the west- 
ern wing of the Patent Office building: 

For record and patent cases, cases for files of 
correspondence, certificates, land warrants, and 
other ‘papers, repairing and reconstructing old 
cases, so far as they can be made available, and 
for carpets, matting, oil-cloth, and miscellaneous 
items; ten thousand dollars. 

For fuel, lights, and incidental expensés at- 
tending the same, including pay of furnace-keep- 
ers, four thousand dollars. 


Office of Indian Affairs: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, fuel, and 
lights, and miscellaneous items, including two of 
the daily city newspapers, to be filed, bound, and 
preserved for the use of the office, two thousand 
dollars. ; 


Pension Office: - 

For stationery, binding books, furniture, and 
repairing the same, and misccllancous items, in- 
eluding two of the daily city newspapers, to be 
filed, bound, and preserved for the use of the 
office, eleven thousand five hundred dollars. 

For contingent expenses in the said office under 
the bounty-land act of third March, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and fifty-five. 

For rent of rooms, stationery, engraving plates 
for bount 
the saines bindine books, blank-books for regis- 
ters, office furniture, and misevllancous items, 
twenty thousand dollars. 

For compensation of four night watchmen, and 
one day watchman, for the eastern wing of the 
Patent Office, occupied by the Secretary of the 
Interior, three thousand dollars. 

For Contingent Expenses of the Eastern Wing of 
the Patent Office Building. 

For fuel, lights, and incidental expenses, two 
thousand five hundred dollars. 


For the Preservation of the Collections of the Explor- 
ing Expedition. 

For compensation ‘of keepers and watchmen 
therefor, and for laborers employed at the rate of 
four hundred and cighty dollars per annum, per 
act fourth August, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, three thousand two hundred and ten dollars. 

For contingent expenses, two hundred dollars. 

Surveyors General and their Clerks. 

For compensation of the surveyor general 
northwest of the Ohio, and the clerks in his office, 
eight thousand three hundred dollars. ; 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Minois and Missouri, and the clerks in his office, 
five thousand eight hundred and twenty dollars. 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Louisiana, and the clerks in his office, four thou- 
sand four hundred and sixty-one dollars and 
ninety-five cents, 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Florida, and the clerks in his office, five thousand 
five hundred dollars, 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Wisconsin and Lowa, and the clerks in his ofice, 
eight thousand thrée hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Arkansas, and the clerks in his office, eight thou- 
sand three hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Oregon, and the clerks in his ofice, seven thou- 
sand one hundred and twenty-four dollars and 
sixty-eight cents. 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 

California, and the clerks in his office, thirteen 
thousand three hundred and sixtcen dollars and 
fifty-eight cents, 
__ Fer compensation of the surveyor general of 
Wascugton Territory, and the ‘clerks in his 
ofice, six thousand and thirty-three dollars and 
ninety-seven cents. : 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 


-land warrants, paper, and prmting | 


New Mexico, and the clerks in his office, six 
thousand two hundred and fourteen dollars and 
sixty-seven cents. 

For compensation ‘of the surveyor general of | 
| Kansas and Nebraska, and the clerks in his office, 
eight thousand and one dollars and nine cents. 

For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Utah, and the clerks in his office, seven thousand 
dollars. 

For compensation of clerks in the offices of the 
surveyors general, to be appointed to them accord- 
ing to the exigencies of the public service, and to 
be employed in transcribing field-notes of surveys, 
for the purpose of preserving them at the seat of 
Government; forty-one thousand dollars. 

For salary of the recorder of land titles in 
Missouri, five hundred dollars. 


War Department. 


For compensation of the Secretary of War, 
and the clerks, messenger, and assistant messen- 
ger, in his office, and for laborer employed therein, 
at the rate of four hundred and eighty dollars per 
annum, per act fourth August, eighteen hundred |! 
and fifty-four, twenty-one thousand one hundred | 
and forty dollars. 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of the Adjutant General, thirteen 
thousand four hundred dollars. H 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of the Quartermaster General, six- 
teen thousand two hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of the Paymaster General, twelve 
thousand four hundred and forty dollars. 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of the Commissary Gencral, and for 
laborer employed therein at the rate of four hun- 
dred and eighty dollars per annum, per act fourth 
August, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, nine 
thousand six bundred and eighty dollars. 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of the Surgeon General, five thousand 
dollars. 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of the Chief Engincer, cight thousand 
dollars. 

Kor compensation of the clerks and messenger., 
in the oflice of Topographical Engineers, and for 
laborer employed therein at the vate of four hun- 
dred and eighty dollars per annum, per act fourth 
August, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, eight 
thousand four hundred and eighty dollars. 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of the Colonel of Ordnance, twelve 
thousand dollars. 

Contingent Expenses of the War Department. 
Office of the Secretary of War: 

For blank-books, stationery, and miscellaneous 
items, two thousand dollars. 

For books, mips, and plans, one thousand 
dollars. 

For extra clerk-hire, one thousand five hundred 
dollars. 

Office of the Adjutant General: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery,and mis- 

cellancous items, two thousand dollars. 
Office of the Quartermaster General: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
cellancous items, nine hundred and fifty dol- 
lars. 


Office of the Commissary Gencral: 

For blank-books, binding, stauonery, advertis- 
ing, and miscellaneous items, two thousand five 
hundred dollars. 

Office of the Chief Engineer: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, and mis- | 
cellaneous items, including two daily Washing- 
ton papers, nine hundred dollars. : 

_ Office of the Surgeon General: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
cellaneous items, four hundred dollars. 

Office of the Colonel of Ordnance: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, and mis- 

cellaneous items, nine hundred and fifty dollars. 
Office of the Colonel of Topographical Engi- 
neers: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, and mis- 


cellaneous items, one thousand two hundred dol- 
lars. 
I 


For the General Purposes of the Northwest Executive 
Building. f 

For compensation of four watchmen of the 
northwest executive building, two thousand four 
hundred dollars. 

For compensation of two laborers of the north- 
west executive building, nine hundred and sixty 
dollars. 

For fuel, light, and miscellaneous items, four 
thousand dollars. 


è 


For the General Purposes of the Building, corner of 
F and Seventeenth streets. 


For compensation of superintendent and four 
watshmen for said building, and for two laborers 
employed therein, at the rate of four hundred and 
eighty dollars per annum, per act fourth August, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, three thousand 
six hundred and ten dollars. z 

For fuel, compensation of firemen, and miscel- 
laneous items, four thousand eight hundred dol- 
lars. 


ay 


Navy Department. 


For compensation of the Secretary of the Navy, 
and the clerks, messenger, and assistant messen- 
ger in his office, and for laborer employed therein, 
at the rate of four hundred and eighty dollars per 
annum, per act fourth August, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-four, twenty-nine thousand two hundred 
dollars. 

For compensation of the Chief of the Bureau 
of Ordnance and Hydrography, and the clerks 
and messenger in his office, and for laborer em- 
ployed therein, at the rate of four hundred and 
cighty dollars per annum, per act fourth August, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, twelve thousand 
two hundred and twenty dollars. 

For compensation of the Chief of the Bureau 
of Navy Yards and Docks, and the civil engineer, 
clerks, and messenger in his office, and for laborer 
employed therein, at the rate of four hundred and 
eighty dollars per annum, per act fourth August, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, sixteen thousand 
nine hundred dollars, 

For compensation of the Chief of the Bureau 
of Construction, Equipment, and Repairs, and of 
the engincer-in-chicf, and the clerks and messen- 
ger in his office, and for laborers employed therein 
at the rate of four hundred and eighty dollars per 
annum, per act fourth August, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-four, twenty-one thousand one hundred 
dollars. 

Tor compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, and for 
laborer employed thercin at the rate of four hun- 
dred and eigh.y dollars per annum, per act fourth 
August, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, eight 
thousand seven hundred and twenty dollars. 

For compensation of the Chief of the Bureau 
of Medicine and Surgery, and the clerks and 
messenger in his office, and for laborer employed 
therein at the rate of four hundred and eighty 
dollars per annum, per act fourth August, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-four, nine thousand four 
hundred and twenty dollars. 


Contingent Expenses of the Navy Department. 


Office Secretary of the Navy: 
For blank-books, binding, stationery, news- 
papers, periodicals, and miscellaneous items, two 
thousand eight hundred and forty dollars. 
Bureau of Ordaance and Hydrography: 
For blank-books, stationery, and miscellaneous 
items, seven hundred and fifty dollars. 
Bureau of Yards and Docks: 
For stationery, books, plans, and drawings, 
eight hundred dollars. 


Bureau of Construction, Equipment, and 
Repairs: 
For blank-books, binding, stationery, printing, 
and miscellaneous items, eight hundred dollars. 
Bureau of Provisions and Clothing: 
For blank-books, stationery, and miscellaneous 


| items, seven hundred dollars. 


Bureau of Medicine and Surgery: 
Forblank-books, stationery, and miscellaneous 
items, four hundred and fifty dollars. 
For the General Purposes of the Southwest Executive 
‘ Building. . 
For eompensation of four watchmen of the 
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southwest execu 
hundred dollars. 
For contingent expenses of said building, viz: 

For labor, fuel, lights, and misccllancousitems, 
three thousand cight hundred and sixty-five 
dollars. 


tive building, two thousand four 


Post Office Department. - 


For compensation of the Postmaster General, 
three Assistant Postmasters General, and the 
clerks, messenger, assistant messerfgers and 
watchmen-of said Department, and for laborers 
employed therein, at the rate of four hyndred and 
eighty dollars per annum, per act fourth August, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, one hundred and 
fifty thousand eight hundred and forty dollars. 

Contingent Expenses of said Department. 

For blank-books, binding, and stationery, fuel 
for the General Post Office building, including | 
the Auditor’s office, oil, gas, and candles, day 
watchman, and for miscellaneous items, nine 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For repairs of General Post Office building, for 
office furniture, glazing, painting, white-washing, 
and for keeping the fire-places and furnaces in 
order, three thousand dollars. 

_ Printing for Executive Departments. 

For paper and printing for the executive de- 
partments, including the annual statement of | 
commerce and navigation, and annual estimates 
of appropriations, fifty-five thousand dollars. 


Mint of the United States at Philadelphia. 


For salaries of the director, treasurer, assayer, 
melter and refiner, chief coiner, and engraver, 
assistant assa yer, assistant melter and refiner, and 
seven clerks, twenty-seven thousand nine hun- 
dred dollars. 

For wages of workmen an 
four thousand dollars. 

For incidental. and contingent expenses, in- 
cluding wastage, in addition to other available 
funds, seventy-five thousand dollars. 

For specimens of ores and coins to be reserved | 
atthe mint, three hundred dollars. 

For transportation of bullion from New York | 
assay office to the United States mint for coinage, 
ten thousand dollars. 

For the purchase of new fixtures and machin- 
ery, twenty-one thousand dollars. 


At New Orleans. 


For salaries of superintendent, treasurer, as- 
gayer, coiner, melter and refiner, and three clerks, | 
eighteen thousand three hundred dollars. | 

For wages of workmen, twenty-six thousaud 
eight hundred and ninety dollars, 

For incidental and contingent expenses, in- 
cluding wastage, in addition to other available | 
funds, eighteen thousand and ten dollars. 


4 
i 
i 
j 
i 


d adjusters, sixty- 


: A f | 
For the increased compensation of clerks in the |; 


branch mint at New Orleans, under the twenty- 
third section of the act of third March, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and fifty-five, for the year 
ending thirtieth Junc, one thousand eight hundred 


and fifty-six, six hundred dollars. 
„At Charlotte, North Carolina. 

For salaries of superintendent, coiner, assayer, 
and clerk, six thousand dollars. 

For wages of workmen, three thous 
hundred dollars. : : 

For incidental and contingent expenses, includ- 
ing wastage, in addition to other available funds, 
two thousand one hundred dollars. 

At Dahlonega, Georgia. 

For salaries of superintendent, coiner, assayer, 
and clerk, six thousand dollars. 

For wages of wor 
hundred and eighty dollars. 


and five | 


For incidental and contingent expenses, includ- | 
ilable funds, : 


ing wastage, in addition to other ava 
two thousand dollars. 
At San Francisco, California. 
For salaries of superintendent, treasurer, as~ 
gayer, melter and refiner, coiner, and five clerks, 
2 B venty-cight thousand dollars. 


a H A 4 rei Eag i 
For wages of workmen and adjasters, one | For salary of the circuit ju 


hundred and seventy thousand and two hundred 

dollars. i 
For incidental and contingent expenses, mM- 

cluding wastage, in addition to other available 


| ated therefor. 


kmen, two thousand eight | 


ae: seventy-three thousand three hundred dol- 
ars. 
Assay Office, New York. 2 

For salaries of officers and clerks, nineteen 

ousand two hundred dollars. 

For wages of workmen, forty-three thousand 
dollars. 

Government in the Territories. 
TERRITORY OF OREGON.? 

For salaries of Governor, three judges, and 
secretary, twelve thousand five hindred dollars. 

For contingent expenses of said Territory, one 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For compensation and mileage of the members 
of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and 
contingent expenses of the Assembly, twenty 
thousand dollars. 


TERRITORY OF MINNESOTA. 


For salaries of Governor, three judges, and sec- 
retary, nine thousand three hundred dollars. 

For contingent expenses of said Territory, one 
| thousand dollars. 

For compensation and mileage of the members 
| of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and 
contingent expenses of the Assembly, twenty-six 
thousand dollars: Provided, That hereafter said 
| compensation, mileage, and contingent expenses, 
| shall not exceed the sums previously appropri- 

. 


TERRITORY OF NEW MEXICO. 


For salaries of Governor, superintengent of In- 
dian affairs, three judges, and secretary, twelve 
thousand five hundred dollars: 

For contingent expenses of said Territory, one 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

To enable the Governor to employ an inter- 
| preter or translator, five hundred dollars. 

For compensation and mileage of the members 
of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and 
| contingent expenses of the Assembly, twenty 
| thousand dollars. 

For providing for fire-proof vaults for the secu- 
rity of the archives of the Territory of New Mex- 
| ico, two thousand dollars, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary. 


TERRITORY OF UTAH. 


` For salaries of Governor, superintendent of In- 
dian affairs, three judges and secretary, twelve 
| thousand dollars. 
For contingent expenses of said Territory, one 
! thousand dollars. 

For compensation and mileage of the members 
of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and 
|| contingent expenses of the. Assembly, twenty 
| thousand dollars. 

TERRITORY OF WASHINGTON. | 


For salaries of Governor, superintendent of In- 
dian affairs, three judges, and secretary, twelve 
| thonsand five hundred dollars. 

For contingent expenses of said Territory, one 
thousand five hundred dollars. 
| For compensation and mileage of the members 

of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and 
contingent expenses of the Assembly, twenty 
| thousand dollars. 

TERRITORY OF NEBRASKA. 

| For salaries of Governor, three judges, and sec- 
| retary, ten thousand five hundred dollars. 
For contingent expenses of said Territory, one 

thousand dollars. : 
| For compensation and mileage of the members 

of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and 
“contingent expenses of the Assembly, twenty 
| thousand dollars. 

TERRITORY OF KANSAS. 

For salaries of Governor, three judges, and 
secretary, ten thousand five hundred dollars. 

For contingent expenses of said Territory, one 
thousand five hundred dollars. 
| Judiciary. 

For salaries of the Chief Justice of 
| Court, and eight associate judges, fifty 
sand five hundred dollars. 


i 


i 
i 


the Supreme 
-four thou- 


ur thousand five hundred dollars. 
| For salaries of the district judges, one hundred 
f and one thousand two hundred and fifty dollars. 


i For salaries of the chief justice of the District 


| fo 


dge of California, : 


! the books, accounts, & 


| sand eight hundred dollars. 


of Columbia; the desociate judges, and the judgés 
of the criminal court and the orphans’ court, 
eleven thousand seven hundred dellars. 


Office of the Attorney General. 

For salaries of the Attorney General,.and the 
clerks and messenger in his office, eighteen thou 
sand and forty dollars. 

For contingent expenses of the. office. of the 
Attorney General, one thousand five -hundred 
dollars. ; ` 

For legal assistance and other neceskary eX- 
penditures in the disposal of private land claims 
in California, twelve thousand dollars. 

For purchase of law and necessary books, and 
binding for the office of the Attorney General, 
one thougand five hundred dollars. 

For the purchase of Mexican and Spanish law- 
books for the office of the Attorney General, five 
hundred dollars. 

For fuel and labor for the office of the Attorney 
General, five hundred dollars. * 

For office furniture and book-cases for office 
of Attorney General, five hundred dollars. 

For contingent expenses of commission for 
codifying the laws of the Districe of Columbia, 
including necessary books, six hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the district attorneys, 
eleven thousand three hundred and fifty dollars. 

For compen8ation of the marshals, nine thou- 
Wor salary of the reporter of the decisions of 
the Supreme Courts, one thousand three hundred 
dollars. ; 

For salaries of two commissioners to, codify 
laws of the District of Columbia, six thousand 


| dollars. 


Court of Claims. 
For salaries of three judges of the Court of 
Claims, the solicitor, assistant solicitor, deputy, 


| clerk and assistant clerks, and messenger thereof, 


twenty-seven thousand dollars. 

For stationery, fuel, gas, labor, printing, and 
miscellaneous items for the Court of Claims, three 
thousand dollars. 

For fees of witnesses, in behalf of the Govern- 
ment, in the Court of Claims, and of agents or 
attorneys to be appointed by the solicitor thereof 
to attend to the taking of depositions, one thou- 
sand five hundred dollars. 

Independent Treasury. 

For salaries of the Assistant Treasurers of the 
United States at New York, Boston, Charleston, 
and St. Louis, sixteen thousand five hundred 
dollars. t 

For additional salaries of the Treasurer of the - 
mint at Philadelphia of one thousand dollars, and 
of the Treasurer of the branch mint at New Or- 
leans of five hundred dollars, one thousand five 
hundred doilars. 

For salaries of six of the additional clerks, 
authorized by the acts of sixth August, eighteen 
hundred and forty-six, twelfth August, eighteen 
hundred and forty-eight, third March, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-one, thirty-first August, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-two, and fourth August, 
eightcen hundred and fifty-four, six thousand five 
hundred dollars. E 

For salary of additional clerk in office of Assist- 
ant Treasurer at Boston, one thousand two hun- 
dred dollars. 

For salaries of clerks, messengers, and watch- 
men inthe office of the Assistant Treasurer at New 
York, thirteen thousand nine hundred dollars, 

For salary of a clerk to the treasurer of the 
branch mint at San Francisco, California, two 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For contingent expenses un 
safe-kecping, collectmg, transfer, an 
ment of the public revenue, of sixth August, 
eighteen hundred and forty-six, ten thousand dol- 
lars, in addition to premium reccived on transfer 
drafts: Provided That no part of said sum shall 
be expended for clerical services. , 

For compensation to special agents to examine 
nd money on hand of the 
act of sixth Au 
six, five thou- 


der the act fot the 
d disburse- 


several depositaries, under the 
gust, eighteen hundred and forty- 
sand dollars. 

For compensation to suc 
designated by the Secretary 
receive and keep the public money, 


h persons as may be 
of the Treasury to 
under the Rf- 


20 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. . 


[August, 


84ru Cona... 1st Sess. 


Laws of the United States. 


teenth section of the act of sixth August, eighteen 
hundred and forty-six, for the additional services 
required under that act, at the same rates provided 
in the act approved second Maréh, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-three, and under the same restric- 
tions and limitations, fifteen thousand dollars. 

For salaries of nine supervising and fifty local 
inspectori appointed under act thirtieth August, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-two, for the better pro- 
tection of the lives of passengers by steamboats, 
with traveling and other expenses incurred by 
them, eighty thousand dollars. 


Expenses of the Collection of Revenue from Lands. 


To meet the expenses of collecting the revenue 
from the sales of public lands in the several 
land States and Territories, in addittan to the 
balances of former appropriations: 

For salaries and commissions of registers of 
land offices, and receivers of public moneys, two 
hundred thousand dollars. ` 

For*expenses of depositing public moneys by 
receivers of public moneys, thirty-eight thou- 
sand dollars. 

Fot incidental expenses of the several land offi- 
ces, fifteen thofsand dollars. 


Penitentiary. 


For compensation of the warden, clerk, phy- 
sician, chaplain, assistant keepers, guards, and 
matron, of the penitentiary of the District of Co- 
lumbia, twelve thousand five hundred and sixty 
dollars. 

For compensation of three inspectors of said 
penitentiary, seven hundred and fifty dollars. 

For the support and maintenance of said peni- 
tentiary, ten thousand and eighty-five dollars, in- 
cluding four thousand dollars for furnaces. 

For defraying the expenses of the Supreme, 
circuit, and district courts of the United States, 
including the Districtof Columbia; also for jurors 
and witnesses, in aid of the funds arising from 
fines, penalties, and forfeitures, incurred in the 
fiscal year ending Juncthirlieth, cighleen hundred 
and fifty-seven, and previous years; and likewise 
for defraying the expenses of suits in which the 
United States are concerned, and of prosecutions 
for offenses comniitted against the United States, 
and for the safe-keeping of prisoners, one million 
dollars. 

For rent of surveyor general’s office in Oregon, 


fuel, books, stationery, and other incidental ox- | 


penses, three thousand dollars. 

For office rent for the surveyor general of 
Washington Territory, fuel, books, stationery, 
and other incidental expenses, three thousand 
dollars. 

For rent of surveyor gencral’s office in Kansas 
and Nebraska, fuel, books, stationery, and other 
incidental expenses, three thousand dollars. 

For office rent for the surveyor general of Utah 
Territory, fuel, books, stationery, furniture, and 
other incidental expenses, three thousand dol- 
lars. 

For compensation of a translator in the office 
of the surveyor general of New Mexico, two 
thousand dollars. 

For rent of the surveyor gencral ’s office in New 
Mexico, fuel, books, stationery, and other inci- 
dental expenses, three thousand dollars. 

For compensation, in part, for the messenger 
in charge of the main furnace in the Capitol, 
three hundred and fifty dollars, and twenty per 
cent. thereon, per act twenty-second April, one 
thousand eight hundred and fitty-four—making, 
together, four hundred and twenty dollars. 

For compensation to the laborer in charge of 
the water-closets in the Capitol, three hundred and 


sixty-five dollars, and twenty per cent. thereon, |; 


per act twenty-second April, one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty-four--making, together, four 
hundred and thirty-cight dollars. 

For compensation to the publicgardener, twelve 


act twenty-second April, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and fifty-four—making¥ together, one thou- 
sand four hundred and.forty dollars. 

lor compensation of sixteen laborers employed 
in the public grounds and President’s garden, at 
forty dollars per month each, and twenty per 
cent thereon, per act twenty-second April, one 


. thousand eight hundred and fifty-four--making, | 


! nated in said act. i 


together, nine thousand two hundred and sixteen 
dollars. 

For compensation of the keeper of the western 
gate, Capitol square, seven hundred and thirty 


twenty-second April, one thousand eight hundreg 
and fifty-four—making, together, eight hundre 
and seventy-six dollars. 

For compensation of two day watchmen em- 

loyed in thé Capitol square, at five hundred dol- 
fars each, and twenty per cent. thereon, per act 
twenty-second April, one thousand eight hundred 
and fifty-four—making, together, one thousand 
two hundred dollars. 

For compensation of two night wafchmen, em- 
ployed at the President’s House, at five hundred 
dollars each; and twenty per cent. thereon, per 
act twenty-second April, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and fifty-four—making, together, one thou- 
sand two hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the door-keeper at the 
President’s House, five hundred dollars, and 
twenty per cent. thereon, per act twenty-second 
April, one thousand eight hundred and fifty-four 
—making together, six hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the assistant door-keeper 
at the President’s House, three hundred and 
sixty-five dollars, and twenty per cent. thereon, 
per act twenty-second April, one thousand cight 
hundred sand fifty-four — making together, four 
hundred and thirty-eight dollars. 

For compensation of one night watchman em- 
ployed fowthe better protection of the buildings 
lying south of the Capitol, and used as public 
stables and carpenters’ shops, five hundred. dol- 
lars, and twenty per cent. thereon, per act 
twenty-second April, one thousand eight hundred 
and fifty-four—making, together, six hundred 
dollars. i 

For compensation of four draw-keepers at the- 
Potomac bridge, and twenty per cent. thereon, 
per act twenty-second April, one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty-four, and for fuel, oil, and 
lamps — making, together, three thousand two 
hundred and sixty-six dollars. 

For compensation of two draw-keepers at the 
two bridges, across the eastern branch of the 
Potomac, at four hundred and fifty dollars each, 
and twenty per cent. thereon, per act twenty- 
second April, one thousand eight hundred and 
fifty-four, and for fuel, oil, and lamps—making, 
together, one thousand one hundred and eighty 
dolls. 

For arrearages due Bailey Brown, keeper of 


dollars, and twenty per cent. thereon, per acti 


the upper Eastern Branch bridge, for expenses 
incurred in the years eighteen hundred and fifty- 
three and eighteen hundred and fifty-four, in the 
wurchase of fuel, oil, and repairs of lamps, one 
[mired dollars. 

For compensation of the auxiliary guard, and 
for fuel, and oil for lamps, nineteen thousand 
four hundred dollars. . 

For furnace-keeper at the President’s House, 
three hundred and sixty-five dollars. 

For printing and publishing one thousand 
copies of the papers of James Madison now in 
the archives of the State Department, under the 


the Library of Congress, six thousand dollars: 
Provided, 'Yhat said works be printed by the pub- 
lic printer, and that no more be paid for such 
| printing than the amount authorized by the law 
regulating the public printing. 

Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That the first 


| dred and fifty-five, shall be so construed as that 
the annual compensation fixed for the diplomatic 
representatives of the United States at the several 
countries therein enumerated, shall be the same 
as thercin specified therefor respectively, whether | 


a superior grade; and that such compensation 
| shall commence from the first day of July, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-five, as the period desig- 


l 

| Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
| Seeretary of War be authorized to employ, in | 
| addition to those now allowed by law, one clerk 


i : x h : | 
direction and control of the Joint Committee on 


secton of the act entitled “An act to remodel || 
the diplomatic and consular systems of the | 
United States, passed March first, eighteen hun- | 


| such representatives shall be of the grades exist- |: 
hundred dollars, and twenty percent. thereon, per jj 


of class four, in the office of the colonel of 


topographical engincers, and to take one clerk 
from class two, and add one to class four in his 
office; that the Secretary of the Interior be au- 
thorized to employ in his office, one clerk of class 
four, in addition to those now allowed by law, 


‘and temporarily, one clerk of class two, to take 


charge of the census returns; and the Secretary 
of the Treasury be authorized to employ one 
clerk of class three, in the office of the Fifth 
Auditor, gnd to take one clerk from class two, 
and add-one to class three, in the office of the 
First Comptroller; and to take one clerk from 
class three, and add one to class four, in the office 
of the Register; and such sum as may be neces- 
sary to carry into effect the provisions of this 
section, to the thirtieth of June, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-seven, is hereby appropriated out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated; and to enable the Secretary of War 
to employ temporary clerks in the office of the 


| Quartermaster General on bounty land service, 


five thousand dollars, and that the same is hereby 
also appropriated. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That, to en- 
able the Secretary of State to pay to the clerks in 
his office of class four the same compensation ag 
was paid to the same class in other Executive De- 
partments from the first of July, eighteen ‘hun- 
dred and fifty-three, to the thirtieth June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five, inclusive, the sum of 
twenty-one hundred and seventy-eight dollars and 
seventy-six cents be, and the same is hereby, ap- 
propriated, out of any moncy inthe Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the pay 
of the marines in the service of the United States 
who compose the corps of musicians known as 
the ‘‘ Marine Band,”’ stationed at the navy-yard 
in Washington city, be, and the same is hereby, 
increased at the rate of four dollars per month, 
commencing on the first of May last, and tocon- , 
tinue as long as they shall perform by order of the « 
Secretary of the Navy or other superior oflicer, 
on the Capitol grounds or the President’s grounds. 

Arprovep, August 18, 1856. 


| Pusric, LV.—An Act making Appropriations for 


certain Civil Expenses of the Government for 
the year ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-seven, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated, for the objects 
hereafter expressed, for the fiscal year ending the 
thirtieth of June, one thousand eight hundred 
and fifty-seven, viz: 


Survey of the Coast. 
For survey of the Atlantic and Gulf coast òf 


| the United “States, (including compensation to 


superintendent and assistants, and excluding pay 
and emoluments of officers, and men of the Army 
and Navy, and petty officers and men of the Navy, 
employed on the work,) two hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars. 

For continuing the survey of the western coast 
of the United States, one hundred and thirty thou- 
sand dollars. 

For continuing the survey of the Florida reefs 
and keys, (excluding pay and emoluments of offi- 
cers of the Army and Navy, and petty officers and 
men of the Navy, employed on the work,) forty 
thousand dollars. 

For running a line to connect the triangulation 
on the Atlantic coast with that on the Gulf of 
Mexico, across the Florida peninsula, fifteen thou- 


! sand dollars, 


For publishing the observations made in the 
progress of the survey of the coast of the United 
States, fifteen thousand dollars. 

For repairs and alterations of steamers “ Het- 


s 2 rade zel?” and ‘* Vixen,” and of sailing vessels em- 
ing at the time of the passage of this bill, or of |! ployed in the coast survey, fifteen thousand dol- 


i lars. 


For fuel and quarters, and for mileage and 
transportation for officers and cnlisted soldiers of 
the Army serving in the coast survey, in cascs 


| no longer provided by the quartermaster’s depart- 


ment, ten thousand dollars. , 
For the discharge of such miscellaneous claims 
not otherwise provided for, as shall be admitted 
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> 


in due course of settlement at the Treasury, five | 
thousand ddilars: Provided, That no part of this 
appropriation shall be drawn from the Treasury | 
except in pursuance of some law or resolution of 
Congress authorizing the expenditure. 

To supply the deficiency in the fund for the 
relief of sick and disabled seamen, two hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars. 


Light-House Establishment. 


For supplying five hundred and eleven light- 
houses and beacon-lights with oil, glass chim- | 
neys, wicks, chamois skins, polishing powder, 
whiting and cleaning materials, transportation 
and other necessary expenses of the same, re- 
pairing and keeping in repair the lighting appa- 
ratus, two hundred and ninety-three thousand 
three hundred and fifty-seven dollars and fifty- 
five cents, | 

For repairs and incidental expenses, refitting } 
and improvements of all the light-houses, and \ 
buildings connected therewith, one hundred and 
seventy-three thousand two hundred and eighty- 
nine dollars and twenty-one cents. 

For salaries of five hundred and forty-three 
keepers of light-houses and light beacons and their 
assistants, and including one thousand two:hun- 
dred dollars for salary of superintendent of sup- 
plies on the upper lakes, two hundred and eigh- 
teen thousand four hundred dollars. 


: ; \ 
For salaries of fifty-one keepers of light-vessels, || Pass a l’Outre, in Louisiana, twelve thousand 


twenty-nine thousand and fifty dollars. 
For seamen’s wages, repairs, supplies, and 
incidental expenses of fifty-one light-vessels, one | 
hundred and ninety-four thousand six hundred j 
and thirty-four, dollars. | 
For expensés of raising, cleaning, painting 


fen é l S: 
repairing, remooring, and supplying losses of | 


buoys and day beacons, and for chains and sink- i 


crs for the same, and for coloring and numbering | 


For completing the light-house on Ship shoal, 
Louisiana, to take the place of the light-vessel at 
that point, thirty-eight thousand and nineteen 
dollars and seventy cents. 

For continuing the construction of the light- 
house on the rocks called the “ Sow and Pigs,” 
near the entrance to Buzzard’s bay, in Massa- 
chusetts, twenty thousand dollars. 

For continuing the constraction of theslight- 
house on Minot’s Ledge, one of the Cohasset 
Rocks, Boston bay, Massachusetts, seventy-five 
thousand dollars. - : 

_ For restoring the bracing, and repairing’ inju- 
ries to the iron screw-pile light-house on Brandy- 


| wine shoal, by the breaking up of the ice in the 


Delaware river and bay, seven thousand three 
hundred and fifty-two dollars and three cents. 
For restoring and: repairing beacons, buoys, 
and spindles, destroyed or injured by the break- 
ing up of the ice on the coasts of Maine and 
Massachusetts, in Long Island sound, and in 
Newark, New York, Delaware, and Chesapeake 


| bays, forty-one thousand eight hundred and 


seventy-four dollars. ; 

For restoring lost moorings, and repairing in- 
juries to light-vessels, by the breaking up of the 
ice in Vineyard sound, Boston and Chesapeake 


| bays, fourteen thousand seven hundred and 


twenty-seven dollars and fifty-four cents. 
For the erection of a ‘boarding station’’ at 


dollars. 

For fuel and quarters for officers of the Army 
sérving qn light-house duty, the payment of which 
is no longer provided for by the quartermaster’s 
department, five thousand eight hundred and fifty- 
nine dollars and thirty-eight cents. 

For enlarging the mint at San Francisco, Cali- 
fornia, forty-five thousand dollars. 

For the purchase money agreed by the Secre- 


| approval shall be final; and if he disapproves their 
| selection the whole subject shall be referred by 
| him to Congress, at their next session: Provided, 
: That no part of the money shall be applied for 


the erection of such buildings till a contract shall 


| be concluded with responsible parties, with de~. 


| tailed plans and estimates, to erect and complete 


lí such building according to such plan and esti- 


| mates, and to deliver the same to the United States 

| for or within the sum above appropriated, after 

| paying thereout for the land contracted for by the 

! President under the authority of law for the site 

i of such building. . 

| __For raising the roof of the marine hospital at 

| Natchez, Mississippi, one thousand five hundred 

| dollars. 

| To enable the Secretary of the Treasury. to 

| purchase for the United States the lot in the rear ’ 
of marine hospital at Mobile, Alabama, six thou- 

sand dollars. % 

i For the completion of the marine hospitals at 

| St. Marks, Florida, and Galena, Ilinois: . 

| For St. Marks, seventeen thousand dollars. 

For Galena, twenty-five thousand dollars. 

For completing the custom-house and post 

| office building at Cincinnati, Ohio, with all neces- 

sary additions, appendages, and accommodations, 

thirty-five thousand dollars. E 

- For fencing and ‘trading the grounds of the 

marine hospital at St. Louis, Missouri, twenty- 

| six thousand three hundred dollars. 

| For completing the marine hospital at Evans- 

| ville, Indiana, ten thousand dollars, or so much 

| thereof as may be necessary. 

| 


For annual repairs of marine hospitals, twenty 
| thousand dollars. 
i _ For the continuation of the custom-house at 


‘| New Orleans, Louisiana, three hundred thousand 


; dollars. 
To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pro- 


| 
| 
all the buoys, one hundred and seven thousand | | 
two hundred and twenty-eight dollars and seventy-, | 
eight cents, re , DO || building for the use of the United States courts i 
For expenses of visiting and inspecting lights, | at Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania, i! 
and other aids to navigation, two thousand dol- i| seventy-cight thousand dollars, to be paid out of | 
lars. oo i any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
Forcommissions, at two and a half per centum, |! propriated; but said payment is not to be paid |į 
to such superintendents as are entitled to the | until the Attorney General’s certificate is pro- 
game under the proviso to the act of third March, | duced to the Secretary of the Treasury that a |; 
] 


| tary of the Interior to be paid, on the part of the |! 
| United States, for the purchase of a lot and | 


i 


cure a lease from the board of supervisors of 
Ontario county, New York, for a court room and 
post office at Canandaigua, New York, and to 
furnish the same, twelve thousand dollars. 

For inclosing and grading the lot, constructing 
pavements and cisterns, and introducing gas for 
the custom-house at Oswego, New York, five 
thousand dollars. 3 . 

For fencing and grading the grounds, com- 
and furnishing the custom -house at Barn- 


| 
j 


eighteen hundred and fifty-one, entitled “< Anact | 
making appropriations for the civil and diplo- | 
matic expenses of Government for the year end- | 


ing June thirtieth, eighteen hundred and fifty- |! 


two, and for other purposes,’ on the amount that 
they may be disbursed by them, cight thousand 


dollars. |; 


For the coasts of California, Oregon,'and | 
Washington: 


For oil and other supplies for twenty-three f 
ials of all kinds, and trans- || 


lights, cleaning materi 
portation for the same, expenses of keeping lamps 
and 
mariners of changes of aidsto navigation, forty- | 


five thousand three hundred and twenty-eight dol- i 
|| parcel of land. 


lars and seventy-five cents. 


For repairs and incidental expenses of twenty- ti l j 
i i| in the building hereby authorized to be purchased 


| of the Bank of Pennsylvania, to adapt it to the 


three lights, and buildings connected therewith, 
twenty-four thousand five 
three dollars. i 
For salaries of forty-six keepers and assistant | 
keeg of light-houses, at an average not exceed- | 
ing cight hundred dollars per annum, thirty-six, 
thousand cight hundred dollars. od 
For expenses of raising, cleaning, repairing, 
remooring, and supplying losses of floating bea- 
cons and buoys, and chains and sinkers for the 
same, and for coloring and numbering all the 
buoys, iwenty-one thousand five hundred dollars. 


f 
| 
i 
1 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
| 


For commissions, at two and a half per centum, | 
to such superintendents as are entitled to the same |; 


j 

| 
under the proviso to the act of third March, cigh- | 
teen hundred and fifty-one, entitled “An act! 
making appropriations for the civiland diplomatic 
expenses of Government for the year ending June | 
thirticth, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, and for : 


bursed by them, one thousand dollars. 

For completing the light-house near Coffin’s 
Patches, olf Dry Bank, on the Florida reef, be- 
tween Carysfort reef and Sand Key light-houses, 
twenty-four thousand one 
lars and sixty cents. 


{belonging to the Bank 


machinery in repair, publishing notices to i: 


hundred and sixty- |! 
i uses of a post office 


_ other parposes,’? on the amount that may be dis- || the Mavor of Baltimore, 


i 
i 
i 
į 
i 
i 
ji 
i 


hundred and five dol- i 


valid; unincumbered title is become vested in the 
United States. 

For the purchase of the lot or parcel of land, 
with the appurtenances and buildings thereon, 
of Pennsylvania, and 
particularly referred to and described in articles 
of agreement bearing date the twelfth day of 
July, one thousand eight hundred and fifty-six, 


| for the purposes of a post office in the city of 


Philadelphia, two hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars: Provided, That no part of the money 
hereby appropriated shall be expended for the 
purchase aforesaid, until the Attorney General 
of the United States shall give his written opinion 
in favor of the validity of the title of said lot or 


For the purpose of making alterations required 


+ 
i 


in the city of Philadelphia, 
and to furnish the necessary cases and boxes for 
the same, fifty thousand dollars. That the sun of 
two hundred thousand dollars be, and the same 


|| is hereby appropriated, to enable the President to 


procure and pay for a site for a building for the 


|! accommodation of the United States courts in the 


city of Baltimore, and to erect thereon a fire-proof 
building for such purpose, on such plan as the 
President may approve; and the further sum of 


three hundred thousand dollars, orso much thereof | 


essary for a post office in the said 


as may be ng a ) y 
resident is hereby authorized to re- 


city; and the 


|! consider the conditional contract heretofore made 
‘| by him wyh the Merchants’ Exchange Company; 


to appoint a commissioner, to whom, together 
with another commissioner to be appointed by 
he shall refer the ques- 
tion of the selection of a sit ; ; 
for said post office; and if said commissioners 
disagree they shall choose a third; and the said 
commissioners shall make their decision and sub- 


mit the same to the President for his approval; 
and if the President approve their selection his 


Í ploring expedition to the 


site, or site and building, | 


pleting 
stable, Massachusetts, nine thousand eight hun- 
dred and seventy dollars eighty cents. 

For bridging the Kenduskeag river on each 
| side of the custom-house at Bangor, Maine, from 
the middle bridge to the lower bridge, five thou- 
i sand three hundred dollars; and the Secretary of 
the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 
| to sell the old custom-house and lot at Providence, 

Rhode Island, and apply the proceeds thereof to 
the purchase of land for the enlargement of the 
site of the custom-house now being constructed 
at that place; or to exchange said old custom- 
house and lot for land for the enlargement of said 
site, if, in the opinion of the said Secretary, it 
| shall be more advantageous. 


For compensation of the members of the board 


| of revisors appointed in pursuance of the act of 


Congress approved March third, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-five, entitled “An act to improve 
| the laws of the District of Columbia, and to codify 
ithe same,” twelve thousand dollars: Provided, 
That the President of the United States shall 
i determine the sum to be received by each mem- 
ber of said board, the same not to exceed the sum 
of one thousand dollars per annum to each during 
his term of service, and that the whole compen- 
gation shall not exceed the sum hereby appro- 


t 
i 
| priated. 


late surveying and ex- 
China Seas and Bher- ~ 
ing’s Strait who, under the orders of the Secretary 
ofthe Navy, performed the duties of grades higher 
than their own respectively, shall be entitled to 
receive, in lieu of the pay of their own grade, the 
| pay of the grades whose duties they performed 
| respectively, for and during the time they per- 
formed the same, and that the same be paid out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 
That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
lis hereby, directed, out of any money in the 


That the officers of the 


i 


Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay to 
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Henry Woods, and to the legal representatives 
of Samuel Roseburg, deceased, the sum of three 
dollars a day, each, for the services of the said 
Woods and the said Roseburg in superintending 
the construction of the building for a custom- 
house, post office, and court-house, at Pittsburg, 
Pennsylvania. 

For. completing custom-house. at Pensacola, 
Florida, five thotisand dollars in addition to sum 
already appropriated. . 

_.. For the completion of the marine hospital at 
New Orleans, in addition to the appropriation 
heretofore made by an act approved August 
fourth, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, one hun- 
dred and fifty-one thousand and six hundred and 
fifty-nine dollars and twenty cents: Provided, 
That the Secretary of the Treasury shall be au- 
thorized to direct the said hospital to be built 
either of iron or of brick, or of both materials, 
and fire-proof, as in his discretion he may deem 
best adapted to the climate. 

For enlarging the building provided by law to 

be constructed at Chicago, in the State of Illinois, 
for, a custom-house, post office, and court-house 
over the plan heretofore adopted for that purpose, 
and so modifying said plan as in the opinion of 
the Secretary of the Treasury the public conveni- 
ence shall require, sixty-five thousand dollars, and 
ten per centum on the san for contingencies: 
Provided, That such enlargement and modifica- 
tion can be completed within the sums heretofore 
and hereby appropriated. 
__ For completing the custom-house at Norfolk, 
Virginia, fifty-four thousand six hundred and 
fifty-two dollars and fifty-three cents: Provided, 
That the proceeds that shall be received from the 
sale of the present custom-hause shall be paid 
into the Treasury of the United States. 

For enlarging the building provided by law to 
be constructed at Bristol, Rhode Island, for a post 
office and court-house, over the plan adopted under 
the appropriation heretofore made, out so modi- 
fying said plan as in the opinion of the Secretary 
of the Treasury the public convenience shall re- 
quire, seven thousand five hundred dollars, and 
ten per centum on the same for contingencies: 
Provided, That such enlargement and modifica- 
tion shall be completed within the sums hereto- 
fore and hereby appropriated. 

To complete the rooms in the City Hall, Utica, 
New York, necessary for the proper accommoda- 
tion of the United States districtand circuit. courts 
held in said city, and their officers, which was | 
directed by the act of Congress approved thirtieth 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty, five thou- 
sand dollars. 

lor the alteration and improvement of the court 
room in the City Hall of the city of Washington, 
in the District of Columbia, the sum of two thou- 
sand five hundred dollars. . 

For the continuation of the custom-house at 
Charleston, South Carolina, three hundred thou- 
sand dollars, 

For annual repairs of custom-houses, thirty 
thousand dollars. 

For building vaults as additional security to the || 
public funds in sixty-six depositories, sixty-six 
thousand dollars. 

Vor ventilating basement-rooms of the Treasury 
building in addition to surplus funds for ventila- 
ting and lighting upper rooms of the same build- 
ing, fifteen thousand dollars. 

Forcontinuing the Treasury extension ,four hun- 
dred thousand dollars; and that the appropriation 
far removing the stone wall which now forms the 
southern boundary of the park at the President’s 
may be expended in accordance with such plan 
as may be hereafter approved by the President, 
for the purpose of removing said wall and inclos- 
ing said park. 

For continuing the Capitol extension, seven 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

For continuing the grading and planting with 
trees the unimproved portions of the mall, ten 
thousand dollars. 

For paying existing liabilities for the Washing- 
ton aqueduct, and preserving the work already |; 
done frominjury, such sum of money as shall be ij 
necessary, Not exceeding two hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars, : 

For continuing the construction of the new |} 
dome of the Capitol, onehundred saousand dollars. |! 


S 


| districts where the surveys are about being com- 


That the President shall cause the money ap- 
propriated for the erection of a suitable house for 
the plants recently brought from Japan for the 
United States to be applied as directed by the 
act making appropriations for the civil and diplo- 
matic expenses of Government for the year end- 
ing the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-six. 

nq, that the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to cause the building 
provided by law to be constructed at Detroit, in 
the State of Michigan, for a custom-house, post 
office, and court-house, to be increased in length 
over the plan heretofore adopted for that purpose, 
not to exceed twenty-five feet, and to modify and 
enlarge said plan so as to adapt the same to such 
increased length, if in the opinion of the Secretary 
the public convenience shall require such modifi- 
cation: Provided, That such extension and mod- 
ification can be accomplished at an expense not 
exceeding thirty thousand dollars, and a sum not 
exceeding ten per cent. on the said last-mentioned 
sum, for superintendence and contingencies, which 
sums, or so much thereof as shall be necessary, are 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated: And ‘pro- 
vided further, That no money shall be paid under 
this clause of this bill until the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall contract for the completion of said 
so extended building, at a cost within the sums 
heretofore and hereby appropriated therefor. — 

For payment of messengers of the respective 
States for conveying to the seat of Government 
the votes of the electors of the said States for 
President and Vice President of the United States, 
twenty thousand dollars. 


Survey of the Public Lands. 


For surveying the public lands, (exclusive of 
California, Oregon, Washington, New Mexico, 
Kansas, Nebraska, and Utah,) including inci- 
dental expenses and island surveys in the inte- 
rior, andall other special and difficult surveys de- 
manding augmented rates to be apportioned and 
applied to the several surveying districts accord- 
ing to the exigencies of the public service, in- 
cluding expenses of selecting swamp lands, and 
the compensation and expenses to survey or 
to locate private land claims in Louisiana, in ad- 
dition to the unexpended balances of all former 
appropriations, one hundred thousand dollars. 

lor resurveying and correcting erroneous sur- 
veys in the lower peninsula of Michigan, at a rate 
not exceeding six dollars per mile, nine thousand 
seven hundred and filty dollars. 

For correcting erroneous and defective lines of 
public and private surveys in Hlinois and Mis- 
souri, at arate notexcceding six dollars per mile, 
two thousand dollars. 

For completing the survey of towns and vil- 
lages -in Missouri, one thousand two hundred 
dollars, i . 

For the resurvey and correction of old crrone- 
oùs surveys in Arkansas discovered since the 
last report by the surveyor general, ata rate not | 
exceeding six dollars per mile, nine thousand 
seven hundred and twenty dollars. i 

For the renewal and correction of old, errone- | 
ous, and defective surveys in Arkansas discov- | 
ered since the last estimate by the surveyor gen- ! 
eral, where the marks have become obliterated by | 

F 
i 


time, accident, and other causes, at a rate not 
exceeding four dollars per mile, five thousand 
seven hundred and sixty dollars. 

For surveying in Louisiana at augmented rates | 
now authorized by law, five thousand and fifty- | 
five dollars and sixty-six cents. ! 

For preparing the unfinished records of public | 
and private surveys to be transferred to the State 
authorities under the provisions of the act of | 
twelfth June, eighteen hundred and fétty, in those | 


pleted, eighteen thousand one hundred dollars. 
For resurvey and examination of tfe survey 
of the public lands in those States where the 
offices of the surveyors general have been, or: 
shall be, closed under the acts of the twelfth | 
June, eighteen hundred and forty, and twenty- | 
second January, eighteen hundred and fifty-three, 
including two thousand dollars for the salary of 


| ungencies: Provided, That the mone 


the clerk detailed to this special service in the 
General Land Off ce, three thousand dollars. 


For continuing the surveys of the keys off 
the coast of Florida by the officers df the coast 
survey, thirty thousand dollars. That all public 


‘lands heretofore reserved for military purposesin 


theState of Florida, which said lands in the opin- 
ion of the Secretary of War are no longer useful 
or desired for such purposes, or so much thereof 
as said Secretary may designate, shall be and are 
hereby placed under the control of the General 
Land Office, to be disposed of and sold, in the 
same manner and under the same regulations as 
other public lands of the United States: Provided, 
That said lands shall not be so placed under the 
control of said General Land Office until said opin- 
ion of the Secretary of War giving his consent, 
communicated to the Secretary of the Interior, in 
writing, shall be filed and recorded. 

For continuing the survey of the islands off 
the coast of California by the officers-of the coast 
survey, forty thousand dollars. 

For surveying the public lands and private land 
claims in California, including office expenses in- 
cident to the survey of claims, and to be disbursed 
at the rates prescribed by law for the different 
kinds of work, fifty thousand dollars. 

For continuing the survey of the base, meridian, 
correction parallels, township, and section lines in 
the Territory of Utah, fifty thousand dollars. 

Forcontinuing the survey of the base, meridian, 
standard parallels, township and section lines 
in New Mexico, thirty thousand dollars. 

For defraying the expenses of running the 
boundary line between the State of Texas and the 
Territory of New Mexico, ten thousand dollars. 

For the support, clothing, and medical treat- 
ment of the insane of the District. of Columbia, 
and of the Army and Navy, at the‘asylum in said 
District, including five hundred dollars for books 
and incidental expenses, twenty thousand five 
hundred dollars. 

For the erection of a barn and carpenter’s shop 
at the Insane Asylum of the District of Columbia, 
seven thousand two hundred dollars, 

Forinclosing the grounds of the Insane Asylum 
of the District of Columbia, thirteen thousand 
eight hundred and seventy-two dollars. > 

For the completion of the center building and 
three other sections of the Insane Asylum of the 
District of Columbia, one hundred and thirty- 
cight thousand six hundred and seventy-three 
dollars. 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pur- 
chase five hundred burial lots in the Congressional 
burying-ground, a sum not exceeding five thou- 
sand dollars: Provided, That the same be ex- 
pended in the construction of an iron fence on the 


a 


| north side of said burial grounds. 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
for, or allow for, the engraving of the ** fngraham 
Medal,” in pursuance of a contract made by 
direction of the Secretary of the Navy, under 
authority of law, two thousand two hundred 
dollars. . 

For replacing the works of the exploring expe- 
dition destroyed by the fire at Philadelphia on the 


| eleventh April last, the sum of ten thousand four 


hundred and ninety-four dollars and forty-six 
cents, 

To authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
enlarge the building now in progress of erection 
to be used -asa custom-house and post office, at 
Toledo, in the State of Ohio, by the addition of 
‘another story, and otherwise, as he may find 
expedient, the sum of nineteen thousand five hun- 
dred dollars, with ten per centum thereon for con- 
hereby 
appropriated shall not be expended until the Sec- 
retary shall have contracted, upon such security 


building so enlarged, ata sum equal to, or less, 
than the amount heretofore and hereby appro- 
priated. 

For arranging and binding, for preservation, 
the original returns of the seventh census, and 
those prior thereto, two.thousand five hundred 
dollars. 

For surveying the necessary base, meridian, 
standard parallels, township and section lines, in 
Kansas and Nebraska; also, outlines of Indian 
reservations, one hundred and one thousaud dol- 
lars. i 

For support, care, and medical treatment of 


[August, 


2 


| ashe may approve, for the completion of the said ` 
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transient paupers, medical and surgical patients 
in Washington Infirmary, three thousand dollars. 

For purchase of manure for the public grounds, 
one thousand dollars. 

For hire of carts on the public grounds, ne 
thousand dollars. i 

For purchase and repair of tools used in the 
public grounds, five hundred dollars. 

For purchase of trees, and tree-boxes, to replace 
where necessary such as have been planted by the 
United States, and the repair of pavements in 
front of the public grounds, five thousand dollars. 

For furnishing and ornamenting the Capitol 
with such works of art as may be ordered and 
approved by the Joint Committee on the Library, 
to be placed in either wing of the extension when | 
ready, for their reception, twenty thousand dol- | 

ars. 

For enlarging and shelving the law-library | 
room, and a new carpet and other furniture for | 
the same, four hundred dollars. 

Forannual repairs of the Capitol, water-closets, 
public stables; water-pipes, pavements and other | 
walks within the Capitol square, broken glass, 
and locks, eight thousand dollars. | 

For annual repairs of the President’s house and 
furniture, improvement of grounds, purchasing 
trees and plants for garden, and making hot-beds į 


1 
{ 
$ 


therein, and contingent expenses incident thereto, || 


six thousand dollars. 

For fuel in part for the President’s house, one 
thousand cight hundred dollars. 

For lighting the President’s house, and Capi- 
tol, the public grounds around them, and around 


33 


For the collection of agricultural statistics, in- | 


vestigations for promoting agriculture and rural 


lars, to be expended under the direction of the i 
Commissioner of Patents: Provided, That the | 


to be purchased under this appropriation, from |; 
whom, and where obtained, and the cost of the || 
same. f 

Towards the erection of the north front of the |; 
Patent Office building, for the accommodation of | 
the Department of the Interior, two hundred || 
thousand dollars. j! 

To complete the bridge across the Potomac at | 
Little Falls, agreeably to the plan already adopted, 
seventy-five thousand dollars. | 

To meet necessary expenses attendant upon the | 
execution of the neutrality act of the twelfth |} 
April, one thousand eight hundred and eighteen, j 
ten thousand dollars, to be expended under the p 
direction of the President, pursuant to the third |; 
section of the act of Congress of the first May, | 
one thousand eight hundred and ten, entitled “sAn i 
act fixing the compensation of public ministers || 
and consuls residing on the coast of Barbary, and : 


H 
i 
i 
j 
į 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 


for other purposes. ”? i! 
To enable the President of the United States to | 
Í carry into effect the act of Congress of the third | 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That not 
more than two competent officers (one of whom 
to be a captain or first licutenant, at the discretion 
of said Secretary) shall be allowed to each of said 
six cutters. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That in addi- 
tion to those now allowed by law, the Postmaster 
General shall be authorized to employ four clerks 
of class one; and the sum of four thousand eight 
hundred dollars is hereby appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to pay such increased compensation and 
the clerks thus authorized, including arrears now 
due to temporary clerks to the thirtieth of June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-seven. 

Sno. 5. And be it firther enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury be authdrized to purchase 
for the United States the three stores at the 
Atlantic dock, at the port of New York, now 
held by the United States under a lease for a 


term of years; and the sum of one hundred thous | 


sand dollars, or sò much thereof as’ may be 
required for the purpose, is hereby appropriated, 


the executive offices, Pennsylvania avenue, and || 


: , March, one thousand eight hundred and nineteen, 
East Capitol street, to Second street, twenty- | 


and any subsequent acts now in force for the 


4 out of any money in the 


r Treasury not otherwise 
‘appropriated: Provided, That the title to said 


seven thousand dollars. 

For grading, graveling, and completing the 
culvert across Tiber creek, on Indiana avenue, | 
six thousand dollars. 

For the payment of laborers employed in shov- | 
eling snow from the walks to and around the | 
Capitol, the President’s house, and other public | 
buildings, five hundred dollars. 

For purchase of books for library at the Ex- | 
ecutive mansion, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the President of the United States, two 
hundred and fifty dollars. . 

For repairs of the Potomac, Navy-Yard, and 
upper bridges, eleven thousand dollars. 

And with a view to the construction of a new | 
and substantial bridge across the Potomas, the 
Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized to cause drawings and estimates for | 
the construction of an iron suspension bridges | 
and also for a stone-arch bridge, to be prepared | 
and submitted to Congress at its next session; | 
and with a further view of enabling Congress to | 

| 
t 
j 
| 


select the most eligible site for satd bridge, the 
Secretary aforesaid is instructed to cause draw- 
ings and estimates to be prepared for a bridge | 


at or near the site of the present Potomac bridge, || 


another at or near a place known as the “* Three 
Sisters,” and another at such intermediate point 
as may be deemed most eligible. 

For repairs of Pennsylvania avenue, three 
thousand dollars. \ 

For filling up ravine in Judiciary square, three | 
thousand dollars. | 
For the purchase of one dozen settees for La- | 
fayette square, one hundred and seventy-five | 
dollars. Í 

For repairs of water-pipes, five hundred dol- i 
lars. 


direction of the Commissioner of Public Buildings. 
For public reservation number two, and La- 


thousand dollars. 


hereby, authorized 
ble site for a new jail to be selected 
penitentiary, in the city of Washington, 


i] stores, and the grounds thereunto belonging, 


i! and twenty-two dollars and four cents. 


‘Indian department, 


| teen thousand dollars. 


suppression of the slave trade, eight thousand 
dollars. {| 

To enable the Secretary of State to purchase | 
one hundred copies, each, of Audabon’s * Birds | 
of America,” and “ Quadrupeds of North Amer- || 
ica,” for presentation to foreign Governments, in 
return for valuable works sent to them by the | 
Government of the United States, sixteen thou- | 
sand dollars. | 

For filling up the dock between Central and | 
Long wharves in Boston, the widening of the | 
street on the east front of the custom-house, and i} 
the extension and maintenance of the drains, fif- i! 


1 
For arrearages on account of legislative ex- | 
penses of the Territory of Minnesota, being for || 
printing, binding, and miscellaneous items for the ; 
sessions of eighteen hundred and fifty-one, eigh- | 
tcen hundred and fifty-two, eighteen hundred and | 
fifty-three, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, eigh- | 
teen hundred and fifty-five, and eighteen hundred 
and fifty-six, twenty-two thousand one hundred | 


For the construction of a powder magazine for 
the naval service at Mare Island, California, the 
sum of onc hundred and ninetcen thousand three 
hundred dollars. | 

For the continuation of extra clerk hire in the |) 
office of Indian Affairs authorized by an act i 
making appropriations for the support of the || 
Army, approved August fifth, eighteen hundred | 
and fifty-four, and the act making appropriations | 
for the current and contingent expenses of the |! 
approved March third, eigh- 
thousand dol- 


teen hundred and fifty-five, seven 


i twenty-eight doilars. 


ii members of the House of Representatives and || 


five | the additional compensation to its employés and 
li others authorized by the resolution of the House | 
of the || of Representatives of August fifteenth, eighteen 


Prosident’s Hlouse, continuing the improvements : hundred an 
three |; purpose is t r 

|i in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and | 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 2 
and required to cause a suita- || House of Representatives, 
at or near the i 
and that || 


lars. 
For additional compensation and mileage of 


Senators for the present Congress, one hundred į 
i and seventy-eight thousand one hundred and | 


For additional compensation and mileage of 


| Delegates from Territories for the present Con- į 
gress, seven hundred and seventy-three thousand | 
Four hundred and thirty-two dollars; and tuenable |i 
of Representatives to pay #) 


d fifty-six, a sum sufficient for that) 
hereby appropriated out of any money 


‘is hereby added to the contingent fund of the i 


land fifty-six, 


who is hereby directed to pay the same: 


Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- | 
retary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, | 


shall be made to the United States in such man- 

ner as shall be satisfactory to the President. 
Src. 6. And be it further enacted, That the com- 

missioner under the treaty with Great Britain, of 


| June fifth, eighteen hindred and fifty-four, shall 


be allowed the sum of four dollars per diem for 
subsistence, the same to be paid out of the appro- 
priation made on the first of August, eightcen 
hundred and fifty-six, ‘for the prosecution of the 
work, including pay of commissioner, and all 
other expenses provided in the first article of the 
reciprocity treaty with Great Britain.” 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That in the 
settlement of the accounts of registers and re- 
ceivers of the public land offices, the Secretary of 
the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
allow, subject to the approval of Congress, such 
reasonable compensation for additional clerical 
services and extraordinary expenses incident to 


l said offices as he'shall think just and proper, and 


report to Congress all such cases of allowance at 
each succeeding session, with estimates of the 
sum or sums required to pay the same. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of War is hereby authorized and directed 
to pay to the holders of the war bonds of the 
State of California the amount of money appro- 
priated by act of Congress, approved May fifth, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, “* in payment of 
expenses incurred and now actually paid by the 
State of California for the suppression of Indian 
hostilities within the said State prior to the first 
day of January, anno Domini eighteen hundred 
and fifty-four, under the following restrictions 
and regulations: Before any bonds shall be re- 
deemed by the Secretary of War, they-shall be 
presented to the board of commissioners ap- 
pointed by the Legislature of said State by an 
act approved April nineteenth, eighteen hundred 
and the amount due and payable 
upon each bond be indorsed thereon by said com- 
missioners. Upon presentation to the Secretary 
of War of any bond.or bonds thus indorsed, 1t 
shall be his duty todraw his warrant in favor of 


the holder or holders thereof for the amount cer- 


i tified to be due upon the same by the said com- 


missioners upon the Secretary of the Treast Ys 

Tos 
vided, That said amounts in the aggregate shall 
not exceed the amount of money appropriated by: 
act of Congress approved August fifth, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four, said bonds, after redemp- 
tion, and after taking off the coupons that may 
remain unpaid, shall be delivered tothe Secretary 
of War to be canceled. 
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Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be appointed and paid in the manner now 
provided by law, two principal examiners and 
two. assistant examiners, in addition to the exam- 
ining force now authorized by law to be so em- 
ployed in the Patent Office. 

Sec. 10. And be it further, enacted, That the 
Commissioner of Patents is hereby authorized to 
pay those employed in the United States Patent 
Office from April first, eighteen hundred. and fifty- 
four, until April first, eightéen hundred and fifty- 
five, as: examiners and assistant examiners of 
patents, at the rates fixed by law for these respect- 
ive grades: Provided, That the same be paid out 
of the Patent Office fund, and that the compensa- 
tion thus paid shall not exceed that received by 
those duly enrolled as examiners and assistant 
examiners of patents for the same period. 

Sec. 11. And be it further enucted, That the 

- Secretary of War be directed to examine into the 
amount of expenses necessarily incurred in the 
suppression of Indian hostilities in the late Indian 
war in Oregon and Washington, by the Territorial 
Governments of said Territories, for the mainte- 
nance of the volunteer forces engaged in said war, 
including pay of volunteers; and that he may, if 
in his judgment it be necessary, direct a com- 
mission of three to proceed to ascertain and re- 
port to him all expenses incurred for purposcs 
above specified. 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That the 
compensation of the clerk of the district and cir- 
cuit courts of the United States for the southern 
district of Ilinois for transcribing certain records 
under the act of Congress approved A pril twenty- 
third, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, shall be the 
same as is authorized by the act of February 
twenty-six, eighteen hundred and fifty-three, 
concerning fees and costs for copying records and 
attending courts during their sittings. 

Sec. 13, And be it further enacted, That there 
be allowed and paid to the late commissioners for 
settling private land claims in California, ap- 

ointed under the act, of March third, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-one, and acts additional thereto, 
one month’s salary for services rendered subse- 
quent to March third, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
six, (and to the several disbursing agents for 
said commission the same conipensation for the 
receiptand disbursement of moneysas is allowed 
to other disbursing officers of the Government in 
California, the sune to be paid out of the unex- 
pended balance of moneys heretofore appropriated 
for the salaries and expenses of said commission.) 

Suc. VW. And be it further enacted, What the 
Secretary of the Interior ascertain the number of 
Cherokees east of the Mississippi that were omit- 
ted in the census taken by D. W. Siler in eighteen 
hundred aud fifty-one, and pay the five thousand 
dollars appropriated by the eighth section of the 
act making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian department, ap- 
proved July thirty-one, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, to said Indians, according to the per 
capita distribuuion made by the Department of 
the Interior in pursuance of the principles: son- 
tained in the opinion of the Attomey General of 
the United States on that subject, of April six- 
teenth, eighteen hundred and fifty-one. | 

Src. 15. And beit further enacted, That the an- 
nual compensation of the chaplain to the United | 
ted States Penitentiary shall be five hundred dol- | 
lars, andawenty per cent. on the same from July 
firsi, eighteen hundred and fifty-three. 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That there 


person as special examiner of drugs, 
n medicines, &c., at San Francisco, in 
Califor vhose annual salary shall be two thou- 
sand dollars. : 


Sec. 18. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to cause to be constructed 
the following buildings: i 

At Portsmouth, New Hampshire, for the ac- 
commodation of the custom-house, post office, 
and United States courts, a building of stone,with 
fire-proof floors, of iron beams and brickwork, 
iron roof, shutters, sills, &c., eighty-five feet long, 
by sixty wide, and sixty feet high, to cost not 
more than eighty-eight thousand dollars. 

At Nashville, Tennessee, for the accommoda- 
tion of the custom-house, post office, United 
States courts and steamboat inspectors, a building 
of like materials, eighty-five feet long, by sixty 
deep, and sixty feet high, to cost not more than 
ninety-five thousand dollars, 

At Ogdensburg, New York, for the accommo- 
dation of the custom-house and post office, a build- 
ing of like materials, sixty feet long, by forty-five 
deep, and thirty-two feet high, to cost not more 
than fifty thousand dollars. 

At Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, 
for the accommodation of the custom-house and 
post office, a building of like materials, sixty 
feet long, by forty-five deep, and thirty-two féct 
high, to cost not more than fifty thousand dol- 
lars. 

At Dubuque, Iowa, for the accommodation of 
the custom-house, post office, and United States 
courts, a building of like materials, eighty-five 
feet long by sixty deep and sixty feet high, to 
cost not more than eighty thousand dollars. 

At Knoxville, Tennessce, fur the accommoda- 
tion of the custom-house, post office and United 
States courts, a building of like materials, cighty- 
five feet long by sixty deep, and sixty feet high, 
to cost not more than eighty-cight thousand dol- 


| lars. 


` At Galena, Illinois, for the accommodation of 
the custom-bouse and post office, a building of 
like materials, sixty feet long by forty-five deep, 
and thirty-two fect’ high, to cost not more than 
fifty thousand dollars. 

Ri Springfield, Ilinois, for the accommodation 
of the United States courts and post office, a 
building of like materials, sixty fect long by forty- 
five deep, and thirty-two fect high, to cost not 
more than fifty thousand dollars. - 

At Rutland, and at Windsor, Vermont, suitable 
buildings for the accommodation of the circuit 
and district courts of the United States, and the 
several offices connected therewith, and the post 
offices at said Radaud and Windsor, the cost 
| of which shall not excced the sum of twenty-five 
thousand dollars each: Provided, That no money 
shall be expended under this act for the erection 
of a custom-house where the duties collected do 
| not equal the expense of collection. 

Spc. 19. And be it further enacted, That the 
several stuns mentioned in the preceding section 
of this act, as the cost of the buildings therein 
| authorized to be constructed, together with ten per 
| cent. thereon to cover the compensation of arch- 
| iteets, superintendence, advertis ug, and other 
contingent expenses, and sa much as may be 
| required to purchase suitable sites for said build- 
ings, be, and the same are hereby, appropriated 
i for the purposes aforesaid, out of any money in 
| the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Pro- 
vided, ‘That no money hereby appropriated shall 
| be used or applied for the purposes mentioned 
| until a valid title to the land for the site of such 
| buildings in each case shall be vested in the United 
ates, and until the State shall also duly release 
wd relinquish to the United States the right to 
| tax or in any way assess said site, or the prop- 
erty of the United States that may be thereon 
during the time that the said United States shall 
i be or remain the owner thereof. 
| Sec. 20. And be it further enacted, That to au- 
i thorize the Secretary of the Treasury to enlarge 


Si 


i. the building now in progress of construction to 


| be used as a custom-house and post ofice at San- 
“dusky, Ohio, by the- addition of another story, 


iland otherwise, as the said Secretary may deem 
‘| expedient, the sum of nineteen thousand five 


i hundred dollars be, and the same is hereby, ap- 
propriated, with ten per cent. thereon for contin- 
gencies: Provided, That the money hereby appro- 


i: priated shall not be expended until said Secretary 
‘shall have contracted, upon such security as he 


| 


| year ending the t 


l ing for the post of 


ance by William L. Blanchard of 


may approve, for the completion of said building, 
so enlarged, at a sum equal to or less than the 
amount heretofore and hereby appropriated. 

Sec. 21. And be it further enacted, That the 
Pregident of the United States cause to be con- 
structed at Key West, Florida, a suitable building 
for the accommodation of the district court of the 
United States for the southern district of Florida; 
and that the sum of eight thousand dollars be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated for this 
purpose, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

Approvep, August 18, 1856. 


Pusric, LVI.—An Act making Appropriations 
for the Service of ihe Post Office Department 
during the fiscal year ending the thirtieth of 
June, cighteen hundred and fifty-seven. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated for the service of 
the Post Office Department for the year ending 
the thirtieth of June, one thousand eight hundred 
and fifty-seven, out of any moneys in the Treas- 
ury arising from the revenues of the said Depart- 
ment, in conformity to the act of the second of 
July, one thousand eight hundred and thirty-six: 

For transportation of the mails, (inland,) six 
million one huhdred and forty thousand dollars. 

For compensation to postmasters, two million 
one hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

For ship, steamboat, and way letters, twenty 
thousand dollars. 

For wrapping-paper, forty-eight thousand five 
hundred dollars. 

For office furniture in the post offices, six thou- 
sand five hundred dollars. 

For advertising, eighty-five thousand dollars. 

For mail-bags, fifty-eight thousand five hun- 
dred dollars. 

Jor blanks, and paper for the same, ninety-one 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For mail-locks, keys, and stamps, eighteen 
thousand five hundred dollars, 

For mail depredations and special agents, sixty- 
five thousand dollars. 

For clerks in the offices of postmasters, seven 
hundred and fifteen thousand dollars, ` 

For postage stamps and stamped envelopes, 
seventy-five thousand dollars. 

For miscellaneous items, one hundred and sev- 
enty thousand dollars. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the sum 
of two million two hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, 
to be paid out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise apprapriated, to supply deficiencies in 
the revenue of the Post Ofice Department for the 
hirtivth of June, one thousand 
cight hundred and fifty-seven, 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the sum 
of five hundred thousand dollars be, and the same 
is hereby, appropriated, for purchasing a site, and 
the erection or preparation of the necessary build- 
ice in the city of New York. 

Sec. 4, And be it further enacted, That the fourth 
section of the act of Congress approved fifth of 
August, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, entitled 
“An act making appropriations for the service of 
the Post Office Department, during the fiscal year 
ending the thirticth of June, one thousand elght 
hundred and fifty-five,” be, and the same is hore- 
by, continued for one year, from August fifth, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-six, 

Sue. 5. And be it further enacted, That the First 
Comptroller of the ‘Treasury shail proceed to 
execute the provisions of the ninth section of the 
act of March third, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
five, entitled ‘An act making appropriations for 
the service of the Post Office Department for the 
fiscal year ending the thirtieth of June, on 
hundred and fifty-six,” in conformity - 
directions of said act, notwithstanding n: 

ne 
eXtra compensation under his contract, 
payment being deducted from any furthe 
ance, if any, made under said act. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the First 
Comptroller of the Treasury be, and he is hereby 
required, to adjust the damages due to Edward 


sta’s 
said 
allow- 


1856.] 


GLOBE. 
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H. Carmick and Albert C. Ramsey, on account 
of the abrogation, by the Postmaster General, of 
their contract to carry the mail on Vera Cruz, 
Acapulco, and San Francisco route, dated the 
fifteenth February, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
three, to adjudge and award to them, acgording 
to the principles of law, equity, and justice, the 
araount so found due; and the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby required to pay the same to 
the said Carmick and Ramsey, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That there be 
allowed and paid to Jacob Hall, for carrying the 
mail on roate number eight thousand nine hun- 
dred and twelve, from Independence to Santa Fë, 
twenty-two thousand dollars per annum instead 
of the sum for which he contracted, commencing 
August, cightcen hundred and fifty-five, and end- 
ing with his contract, and the same shall be in 
full for all the losses by him sustained in said 
service by Indian depredations, or otherwise. 
This grant is made on the condition that the Post- 
master General may atany time, on giving three 
months’ notice, annul the contract of said Hall. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the Post- 
master General is hereby authorized to pay to 
George H. Giddings, contractor for carrying the 
mail on route number twelve thousand mine hun- 
dred, from Santa Fé, New Mexico, to San An- 
tonio, Texas, monthly cach way, according to 
the contract under which said service is now 
being performed, the sum of thirty-three thousand 
five hundred dollars for each year’s service, 
commencing with the eighteenth day of August, 
eighteen, hundred and fifty-five, and continue 
during his contract: Provided, ‘hat the Post- 
master General be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to annul said contract, on giving three months’ 
notice to said contractor. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the 
proper accounting officers of the Post Office De- 
partment be, and they are hereby, authorized 
and required to execute the ‘ Joint resolution for 
the relief of Seth M. Leavenworth, now deceased,” 
approved the sixth day of August, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-six, and that the amount found 
due shall be paid to his legal representatives out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. : 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the 
proviso at the end of the third section of the act 
of March third, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, 
entided “ An act making appropriations for the 
service of the Post Office Department during the 
fiscal year ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-two, and for other purposes,” 
is hereby repealed. 

Approrvep, August 18, 1856. 


Preire, LVIT.—An Act making Appropriations 
for Light-Houses, Light-Boats, Buoys, &c., 
and providing for the Erection and Establish- 
ment of the same, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the following appropriations be, 
and the same are hereby, made, and directed to 
be paid out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to enable the Secretary 
of the Treasury to carry the provisions of this 


act into effect: Provided, however, If a good title į; 


to any Jand, which it may be necessary to use, 
cannot be obtained on reasonable terms, or the 
exclusive right to such land cannot be acquired 
by cession, when the interest of the United States 
demands it, before the appropriation would by 
law fall into the surplus fund, in any and allsuch 
cases the appropriations shall be applicable to the 
objects for which they are made at any time 
within two years after the first meeting of the 
Legislature in any State wherein such land may 
be Situated, subsequent to the passage of this act, 
to wit: 

Maine. —For altering, refitting, and improving 


Gotlars. 

ior building a suitable tower and keeper’s 

welling, and for providing and placing the ne- 

ary illuminating apparatus at Martinicus 

Rock, thirty-five thousand five hundred dollars. 
For rebuilding the light-house tower and keep- 


the Hight at Mount Desert Rock, ten thousand | 


| 
; Point, and fitting it with proper illuminating ap- 


| 
f 
| 
i 
| 


‘breaker off White Head light-house, at the en- 


|i ledge, three thousand dollars. 


|! thousand dollars. 


| er’s dwelling, and for supplying and fitting first- 
, order illuminating apparatus, at Seguin, thirty-five 
i thousand dollars. . 

For rebuilding the light-house, and fitting it 
with proper illuminating apparatus, at West 
| Quoddy Head, fifteen thousand dollars. 

i For rebuilding Brown’s Head light-house, and 
| fitting it with proper illuminating apparatus, five 
! thousand dollars. 

For rebuilding the light-house at Marshall’s 


| paratus, five thousand dollars. 

| For rebuilding fhe light-house at Fort Point, 
and fitting it with proper illuminating apparatus, 
five thousand dollars. 

For alight-house at Deer Island Thoroughfare, 
five thousand dollars. 

For a light-house at Bass Head harbor, five 
thousand dollars. 

For a light-house on or near Spoon Island, in 
addition to the appropriation of five thousand 
dollars, approved August third, eighteen hun- 
; dred and fifty-four, for a light-house in Isle-au- 
Haute Thoroughfare, one thousand dollars. 

For a light-house on or near Widow’s Island, 
| in addition to the appropriation of third August, 
| eighteen hundred and fifty-four, two thousand 
| five hundred dollars. 


| For a bell buoy to be 


i 
f 
| 


placed on the south 


‘trance of Penobscot bay, five thousand dollars. 

;_, For a bell buoy to be placed on the ledge about 
| three miles east of Boone Island, five thousand 
į dollars. 

| For the erection of a stone beacon on Fiddler’s 


For placing buoys af various points in the 
| waters of Maine, for which none have heretofore 
| beenjgpthorizod, three thousand dollars. 

F&a light-house and keeper’s dwelling on 
Round Island, in Machias bay, five thousand 
| dollars. 

| Massachuseits.—For the construction and repair 
| a beacons at Newburyport, two thousand dol- 
| lars. 

For the erection of a light-house, on a proper 
foundation, on or near Billingsgate Island, in 
place of the present one, fourteen thousand dol- 
: lars. 
| For the erection of beacons on ‘Old Cock” and 
| « Cormorant” Rock, in Buzzard’s bay, and on 
| Great Rock, entrance to Hyannis harbor, three 


| 
i 
| 


I 
t 
} 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 


| Fora fog bell at Eastern Point light-house, 
eight hundred dollars. : 

' For a light-house on the Bishop and Clerk’s 
shoal, in place of the light-vessel now placed near 
that danger, and for stationing the light-vessel 
(on the completion of said light-house) off the 
south end of the ** Handkerchief” shoal, in the 
Vineyard sound, twenty thousand dollars. 

For rebuilding the ‘stone beacon at Lane’s 
Point, Annisquam harbor, seven hundred dol- 
lars. 

Rhode Island.—For the erection of a keeper’s 
dwelling, and foot-bridge to Lime Rock light- 
house, one thousand five hundred dollars. 

For reconstructing the light-house tower and 
| for new illuminating apparatus at Dutch Island, 
four thousand dollars. 

For rebuilding the light-house tower, for pres- | 
ervation of site, and for new illuminating appa- | 
i ratus, for Nayat Point light-house, six thousand 
: five hundred dollars. 

For completing the sea-wall for the preserva- 
‘tion of the Hght-house site at Watch hill, ten 
thousand dollars. 

For rebuilding a light-house tower on a proper 
site, in pl 
and for fitting the same w 
pine thousand dollars. i f 

For a beacon on Sand Spit, of Cannonicut 
Point, west side of entrance to Providence river, 
one thousand dollars. 

For restoring pier, dyke-wall, 
at Goat Island light-house, two thous 
! hundred dollars. 

For rebuilding keeper’s dwelling and for alter- 
ations at Point Judith light-house, three thousand 
five hundred dollars. 

Connecticut. —T'or the protection and preserva- 


j 
| 
| 
i 


ith suitable apparatus, 


and shore-facing 
and five 


ace of the present light on Block Island, | 


| for keeper at Lynde Point, mouth of Connecticut 
river, eight thousand six hundred dollars.. ` 

Fora light-vessel to mark the Long Sand Shoal, 
off Cornfield Point, in Long Island Sound, eigh- 
teen thousand three hundred and seventy dollars. 

New York.—For completing the first-class light- 
house at Great West bay, Long Island, twelve 
thousand dollars. f i 

For the protection and preservation of the light- 
house site at Sand’s Point, Long Island sound, 
four thousand nine hundred and thirty-five dol- 

ars. 

For securing the foundation and preservation 
of the light-house site at Execution Rocks, Long 
Island. sound, five thousand two hundred aad 
fifty dollars. 

or an iron spindle on the ‘Hen and Chickens?” 
Reck, Long Island sound, seven hundred dollars. 

For the protection and preservation of the piers 
inthe Hudson river, upon which lights are placed, 
five thousand four hundred and forty-eight dol- 
ars. 

For completing the light-house authorized 
August three, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, 
for Horton’s Point, in addition to the former ap- 
propriation of four thousand dollars, three.thou- 
sand five hundred dollars. 

For a light-house at or near Tarrytown Point, 
on the Hudson river, seven thousand dollars. 

For the preservation and protection of the light- 
house site at the mouth of the Genesee river, two 
thousand dollars. ; 

For rebuilding the beacon light at Van Wie’s 
dam, Hudson river, one thousand two hundred 
dollars. 

For a day beacon on Charity shoals, Lake 
Ontario, five thousand dollars. 

New Jersey.—For erecting a first-class light- 
house, and fitting it with first-order apparatus, at 
Barnegat, in place of the present ineflicicnt one, 
forty-five thousand dollars. - 

For continuing and completing the light-house 
authorized August third, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, to be erected at or near Absecum, seven- 
teen thousand four hundred and thirty-six dollars 
and sixty-two cents. 

For rebuilding the foundation of the light-house 
tower and keeper’s dwelling at Bergen Point, 
twenty thousand dollars. Fos 
i| For. rebuilding the foundation, light-house ` 
tower, and keeper’s dwelling at Passaic light- 
house, in Newark bay, twenty thousand dollars. 

For compensation of two superintendents. for 
the life-stations on the coasts of Long Island and 
New Jersey, three thousand dollars. 

For compensation of fifty-four keepers of sta- 
tions, at two hundred dollars each per annum, 
ten thousand eight hundred dollars. 

To complete the fitting of stations, old and new, 
on the coast of New Jersey, eleven thousand five 
hundred dollars. 

To complete the fitting out of stations, old and 
new, on the coast of New York, eight thousand. 
five hundred dollars. 

For contingencies, fivé thousand dollars. 

Delaware Bay—For making additions to the 
light-house works at Brandywine shoals, and for 
their protection and preservation, eighteen thou- 
sand one hundred and twenty-one dollars and 
forty-four cents. . 

For continuing the construction of the light- 
house authorized August third, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-four, on or near Ship John’ shoals, 
twenty-five thousand dollars. | 

For continuing the construction of the light- 
house authorized August third, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-four, for Cross ledge, forty-seven thou- 
sand four hundred and ninety-two dollars and 
twenty-nine cents. : i 

For banking in and protecting the site of the 
light-house on Reedy Island, three thousand eight 
hundred and forty-seven dollars and ninety cents. 

Delaware.—For the erection of a light-house 
| on Fenwick’s Island, twenty-five thousand dol- 
| lars. 

Maryland.—For buoys, stakes, and day-marks 
to mark the bars.and channels of Eastern bay 
and its tributaries (Chesapeake bay) at south 
end of Kent Island, at Southwest and Southeast 
Points, at Ward’s Point, and the bars and chan- 
nels leading to the St. Michael’s and Wye rivers, 


tion of the light-house site, and for anew dwelling | 


| five thousand dollars. 
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For a small beacon-light at or near the landing 
at Fort Wsshington, on the Potomac river, five 
hundred dollars. 

Virginia.—For rebuilding the Cape Charles 
light-house upon a proper site, and fitting it with 
proper illuminating apparatus, thirty-five thou- 
sand dollars. ` 

For rebuilding, on a proper site, the light- 
house destroyed by ice during the last winter, at 
Pungoteague, five thousand dollars. 

South Carolina.—For a first order lens appa- 
ratus, placing the same, and rebuilding dwelling 
for keeper and assistant, at Charleston light- 
house, fifteen thousand dollars. 

For a keeper’s house on Morris’s Island, 
Charleston harbor, in place of the one destroyed 
by the storm of September, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, two thousand five hundred dollars. 

For a Eght-house to be placed in or near the 
town of Mount Pleasant, Charleston harbor, six 
thousand dollars. 

For completing the two beacons or range- 
lights on South Island Point and North Island, 
Georgetown, in addition to the former appropria- 
tions, five thousand dollars. 

For a light-house on Fort Point, near George- 
town, six thousand dollars. 

Georgia.—For a beacon-light on or near the 
south point of Sapelo Island, to range with the 
main light for the bar and channel, one thousand 
five hundred dollars. 

For a beacon-light to range with the Amelia 
Island light and the outer bar, two thousand dol- 
lars. 

For two beacon lights and keeper’s dwelling, 
on or near the north front of Amelia Island, five 
thousand dollars, 

For a small light to be erected on the ‘ bay,” 
in the city of Savannah, to guide vessels from 
Fig Island light-house, two thousand dollars. 

For a bell-buoy to mark the entrance to Savan- 
nab river, five thousand dollars. 

For a bell-buoy to mark the approach to the 
bar at Doboy, five thousand dollars. 


Florida.—For continuing and completing the | 


erection of the first-class light-house, authorized 
Mareh three, eighteen hundred and fifty-three, 
to be placed near Jupiter inlet, nineteen thousand 
five hundred and twenty-two dollars and ninety 
cents. 

For continuing the efforts to erect a beacon on 
Rebecca shoal, authorized August thirty-one, 
eightecn hundred and fifty-two,and August three, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, ten thousand 
dollars. 

For a bell-buoy to mark the approach to the 
bar at the mouth of the St. John’s river, five 
thousand dollars. 

forasmalllight-vessel to be placed near Dame’s 
Point, in the St. John’s river, nine thousand five 
hundred dollars. 

For beacon-lights at Piney Point, Cuckoo Point, 

-and Nine-mile Point, in the St. John’s river, be- 
tween Jacksonville and Pilatka, fifteen thousand 
dollars. 


For buoys and day-marks in the St. John’s | 


river, two thousand dollars. 

For a day-beacon on Sea-horse reef, (Cedar 
Keys,) three thousand dollars, 

For buoys and stakes for Cedar Key channel 


and Manitee river, one thousand two hundred |! 


dollars. , 

For rebuilding the light-house, on a proper 
site, at Dry Tortugas, and fitting it with first- 
order apparatus, thirty-five thousand dollars. 


For the erection of proper range-lights for |; 


crossing the bar at the entrance to Pensacola har- 


bor, and for completing the light authorized at! 


that place August third, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, thirty thousand dollars. 

For rebuilding the light-house tower and keep- 
er’s dwelling at Egmont Key, sixteen thousand 
dollars. 


For a day-beacon at Turtle harbor, Florida | 


reef, onc thousand five handred dollars. 

For alight-house to mark the entrance to St. 
Andrew’s bay, fifteen thousand dollars. 

For buoys and stakes for the bar and channels 
leading to and in St. Andrew’s bay, four thousand 
dollars. 

Forbuoysand day-marks in Pensacola bay and 
tributgries, three thousand five hundred dollars. 


Alabama.—For the erection of a sea-coast light, 
and fitting it with proper illuminating apparatus, 
on Sand Island, off the entrance to Mobile bay, 
in place of the present light at that point, thirty- 
five thousand dollars, f 

For repairing the light-house and keeper’s 
dwelling, enlarging and fencing in the grounds 
attached to the same at Choctaw Point, near 
Mobile, AJabama, two thousand dollars. 

Mississippi.—For rebuilding the light-house and 
keeper’s dwelling at Round Island, eight thousand 
dollars. 

For rebuilding the lizht-house tower at the west 
end of Cat Island, and fitting it with proper illu- 
minating apparatus, twelve thousand dollars. 

Louisiana.—For rebuilding the light-house and 
keeper’s dwelling at Pass Manchac, ten thousand 
dollars. rA 

For the erection of a-light-house on the south- 
west reef near the entrance to Atchafalaya bay, 
to serve as a substitute for the present Atchafa- 
laya bay light-ship, and also for the light-house 
at Point de Fer, twenty thousand dollars. 

For a light-house at or near the mouth of the 
Amite river, on Lake Maurepas, Louisiana, six 
thousand dollars. 

Texas.—For the erection of a light-house at or 
near the head of the Swash, abreast of Alligator 
Head, in Matagorda bay, ten thousand dollars. 

For a beacon-light at the mouth of the bayou 
at Saluria, five hundred dollars. 

For buoys and stakes for the lower part of 
Arkansas bay, and for the inland channel to Cor- 
pus Christi, three thousand dollars. 

For the erection of a light at the mouth of the 
Rio Grande river, six thousand dollars. 

For a beacon-lightat Gorpus Christi, five thou- 
sand dollars. 7 

Pennsylvania.—For rebuilding the beacogggight 
at Erie, five thousand two hundred and fifty dol- 
lars. 
| Ohio.—For rebuilding the beacon-light at Hu- 
ron, four thousand five hundred and eighty dol- 
lars. 

For rebuilding the light-house at Black river, 
seven thousand three hundred dollars, And for 
the completion of the rebuilding and repairs of the 


| house is erected, and connecting the same with 

| the shore, eleven thousand and twenty six dol- 

i lars. 

| For achannelrange-light at Maumce bay, three 

thousand five hundred dollars. . 

|  Michigan.— or additional buoys in Detroit 

river, and to mark obstructions to navigation in 

| the St. Lawrence river and Niagara river, andin 

l| Lakes Ontario and Eric, five thousand dollars. 

| For a light-house to be erected on Traverse or 

Charity Island, in Saginaw bay, five thousand 

| dollars. 

For a light-house at the mouth of the Au Sable 

i river, on Lake Huron, five thousand dollars. 

| For alight-house at Fort Austin, on Saginaw 
bay, five thousand dollars. 

Por repairing light-house, banking in, and pro- 
tecting the site of the light-house at Huron, Ohio, 
| ten thousand dollars. A 
| For a light-house on Point Peninsula, between 
| Big and Little Bay du Noquet, in Lake Michi- 
; gan, five thousand dollars. 
| For a beacon-light at Sand Point, on the west 
i side of Little Bay du Noqucet, one thousand dol- 
t lars. 
| For a lake-coast light at Grand Point au Sable, 
» Lake Michigan, six thousand dollars. 
| Wisconsin. —For rebuilding the light-house at 
! Port de Mort, six thousand dollars. 
| For alight on the outer end of the outer pier 
! at Kenosha, one thousand dollars. 


i Lake Michigan, at or near the Portage, and op- 
| posite to the head of Big Sturgeon bay, five thou 
: sand dollars. 

Minnesota Territory. — For a light-house at 


For a light-house at Grand Marais, Lake Su 
perior, six thousand dollars. 


| 
| 


l iting the lights,and other aids; for inspections 
i are ae = E tol p 
and delivery of supplies; for placing and remov 


l ing buoys; and for the transportation of mate 


i 


| west pier and pier head, upon which said light- l 


For a lake-coast light on the west shore of | 


i Beaver bay, Lake Superior, six thousand dollars. . 


i California.—For providing a suitable vessel, ` 
-and for maintaining the same for one year in vis- | 


rials, supplies, and laborers, for constructing and 


repairing light-houses on the Pacific coast, sixty 
thousand dollars. 

For the construction of a road for the keeper’s 
dwelling at the South Farallone to the light-house 
tower on the Peak, one thousand five hundred 
dollars. 

For the construction of a road from La Playa, 
San Diego bay, to the light-house at Point Loma, 
one thousand. five hundred dollars. 

For improving the road from the Coxo or land- 
ing at Point Conception to the light-house, one 
thousand dollars. 

For the erection of a sea-coast light on the 
main land between Buena Ventura and Point 
Duma, at such place as may be determined upon, 
to indicate the approach to the Santa Barbara 
channel, in addition to the appropriation con- 
tained in the third section of the act of August 
third, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, making 
appropriations for light-houses, &c., thirty-five 
thousand dollars. 

For completing the light-houses at Santa Bar- 
bara, San Pedro, and Santa Cruz harbors, seven 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For a first-class light at Cape Mendocino, forty. 
thousand dollars. 

Washington Territory—For a light-house at 
Red Bluff, on Whidby’s Island, twenty-five thou- 
sand dollars. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to accept fiom the city of Charleston a 
conveyance of a lot, to be held and used solely 
for the purpose of a light-house site, and not 
otherwise; and that he be authorized to use the 
appropriations heretofore made for that purpose 
to erect a light-house or beacon-light on or near 
the Battery, in that city, upon the Attorney Gen- 
eral certifying to the validity of such limited title. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the fol- 
lowing named lights be discontinued, provided 
the Secretary of the Treasury so directs, viz: 

At Silver creek, on the southeast shore of Lake 
Erie, New York. 

At Barcelona, (or Portland,) on the southeast 
shore of Lake Erie, New York. 

At Port Clinton, in Portage bay, Ohio. 

At Cleveland, cast side of entrance to Cleve- 
land, (on the hill,) Ohio. 

At the Northeast Pass of the Mississippi: 
Provided, The Secretary of the Treasury shall 
decide said light to be unnecessary. 

At Dice’s Head, Maine. 

At Parmet harbor, Massachusetts. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the 
Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to have a reéxamination made (under 
the seventh section of the act approved August 
three, cighteen hundred and fifty-four, making 
appropriations for light-houses, and so forth) of 
the Point of Rocks, West Port, Massachusetts, 
to determine whether or not the light-house au- 
thorized for that place is necessary to the com- 
merce of that vicinity; and if reported upon 
favorably, and approved by him, to use the ap- 
propriation heretofore made for that purpose in 
erecting a light-house and keeper’s dwelling at 
or near that place. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That if pre- 
liminary surveys are required to ascertain the 
necessity for any light-housc or other aid provided 
for in this bill, or to determine the proper site for 
the same, or to ascertain more fully what the 
public exigency requires, the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall cause the necessary examinations 
and surveys on tlie sea-board to be made under 
the direction of the superintendent of the coast 
survey, and those on the northwestern lakes to 
be made under the direction of the bureau of 
topographical engineers; and in all cases in which 
adverse reports are made, they shall be submitted 
to Congress at its next session; and in all cases 
in which the objects authorized are favorably re- 
ported upon, the works shall be commenced im- 
mediately after valid titles and State jurisdiction 
shall have been obtained to the sites. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That ifagood 
title cannot be obtained by the United States to 


‘| Dry Point and Liniken’s Neck, on the western 


side of the Dainariscotta river, in the State of 
Maine, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
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authorized to cause another suitable site to be || 
selected for the light-house appropriated for at the | 
mouth of the said river, by the act of Congress 
approved August third, eighteen hundred and | 
fifty-four. i 
Aprroynn, August 18, 1856. 


Posie, LVHI.—An Act making Appropriations 
for the Transportation of the United States | 
Mail by Ocean Steamers and otherwise, during | 
the fiscal year ending the thirtieth of June, 
one thousand eight hundred and fifty-seven. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentalives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated, to be paid out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, for the year ending the thirtieth of June, 
one thousand eight hundred and fifty-seven: 

For transportation of the mails from New | 
York to Liverpool, and back, eight hundred and 
nineteen thousand five hundred dollars: Provided, | 
That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed 
to give the notice provided in the first section of 
the act entitled “ An act to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the service of the fiscal | 
year ending the thirtieth of June, one thousand | 
eight hundred and fifty-two,’? approved the | 
twenty-first July, one thousand eight hundred 
and fifty-two, to terminate the arrangements for | 
the additional allowance for the transportation of 
the United States mail between New York and 
Liverpool in the Collins line of steamers, as 
therein provided. 

For transportation of the mails from New York 
to New Orleans, Charleston, Savannah, Havana, 
and Chagres, and back, two hundred and sixty- 
one thousand dollars. 

For transportation of the mails from Panama 
to California and Oregon, and back, three hun- 
dred and twenty-eight thousand three hundred 
and fifty dollars. 

For carrying out thecontract entered into by 
the Post Office Department, under the provisions | 
of the act approved thirtieth August, one thousand 
eight hundred and fifty-two, establishing a tri- 
monthly mail by steam vessels between New | 
Orleans and Vera Cruz, via Tampico, sixty-nine |} 
thousand seven hundred and fifty dollars. 

Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That the fol- 
lowing sums be, and the same are hereby, appro- | 
priated for the serwice of the Post Office Depart- 
ment for the year ending the thirtieth of June, 
one thousand eight hundred and fifty-seven, out 
of any moneys in the Treasury arising from the 
revenues of said Department, in conformity to 
the act of the second of July, one thousand eight 
hundred and thirty-six: 

For transportation of the mails, in two steam- | 
ships, from New York, by Southampton, to Bre~ | 
men, and back, at one hundred thousand dollars | 
for each ship; and in two steamships from New | 
York, by Cowes, to Havre, and back, at seventy- | 
five thousand dollars for each ship, under the | 
contract with the Ocean Steam Navigation Com- | 
pany of New York, three hundred and fifty thou- | 
sand dollars. 

For transportation of the mails between Charles- 
ton and Havana, a sum not exceeding fifty thou- | 
sand dollars. 

For transportation of the mails across the Isth- 
mus of Panama, one hundred and thirty-five 
thousand dollars. 

Aprroven, August 18, 1856. 
Purne, LIX.—An Act to regulate the Diplomatic 
and Consular Systems of the United States. 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- | 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress | 
assembled, ‘That embassadors, envoys extraordi- ! 
nary and ministers plenipotentiary, ministers | 

i 
f 
i 


resident, commissioners, chargés d *affaires, and | 
secretaries of legation, appointed to the countries | 
hereinafier named in Schedule A, shall be entitled 
to compensation for their Services, respectively, 
at the rates per annum hereinafter specified; that | 
is to say: embassadors and envoys extraordin- 
ary and ministers plenipotentiary, the full amounts 
specified therefor in said Schedule A; ministers | 
residentand commissioners, seventy-five per cen- | 
tum; charges d'affaires, fifty per centem; and ii 


thousand dollars, per annum. 


| the rates per annum hereinafter specified in said 


secretaries of legation, fifteen per centum., of the 
said amounts, respectively: Provided, ‘That the | 
compensation of the secretary of legation to 
China, acting as interpreter, shall be at the rate | 
of five thousand dollars, and if not acting as such | 
at the rate of three thousand dollars, and that of | 
the sceretary of legation to. Turkey, acting as | 
dragoman, at therate of three thousand dollars, | 
and if not acting as such, at the rate of two | 


Scnepune A. ae: l 

Great Britain, and France, each, seventeen 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

Russia, Spain, Austria, Prussia, Brazil, Mexi- 
co, and China, each, twelve thousand dollars. 

All other countries, cach, ten thousand dollars. į 

Sec. 2. Andbe it further enacted, That the Pres- 
ident be, and is hereby, authorized to appoint for | 
the legations at London and Paris, respectively, | 
an assistant secretary of legation, who shall be 
entitled to compensation for their services, re- 
spectively, at the rate of fifteen hundred doilars 
per annum; for the legation to China, an inter- 
preter, when the secretary of legation shall not 
be acting as such, who shall be entitled to com- 
pensation at the rate of five thousand dollars; | 
and for the legation to Turkey, a dragoman, when | 
the secretary of legation shall not be acting as | 
such, who shall be entitled to compensation at 
the rate of one thousandgdollars per annum. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That consuls 
general, consuls, and commercial agents, ap- 
pointed to the ports and places hereinafter speci- 
fied in Schedules B and C, shall be entitled to 
compensation for their services, respectively, at! 


Schedules B and C; and if the President shall 
think proper to appoint a consul to any port or 
place named in the said Schedules B and C for a 
commercial agent, instead of such commercial 
agent, or vice versa, and an appointment shall be | 
made accordingly, the compensation for such | 
consular officer shall be the same in any such | 
case as that fixed for such port or place in the 
schedule embracing the same; and if he shall | 
think the public interests will be subserved by | 
appointing to any such port or place a consul | 
general, instead of a consul or commercial agent, | 
and an appointment shall be made accordingly, | 
the compensation for such consul general shall | 
be the same as that fixed for such port or place 
in the schedule embracing the same. 


Scuepute B. 
I.— Consuls: General 


Britis Norta Amertca—Quebec, four thou- 
sand dollars. 

Brrrisit Inp1A—Caleutta, five thousand dollars. 

Ferrr—Alexandria, three thousand five hun- | 
dred. dollars. | 

Japan—Simoda, five thousand dollars, | 

Cuspa—~Havana, six thousand dollars. i 

Turxey—Constantinople, three thousand dol- 
lars. 

Hanseatic AND Free Crrres—Frankfort-on- 
the-Maine, three thousand dollars. 


II,— Consuls. 


Great Brirain— Liverpool and London, each, 
seven thousand five hundred dollars. 
Melbourne, four thousand dollars. i 
Hong Kong, three thousand five hundred | 
dollars. Í 
Glasgow, three thousand dollars. 
Mauritius and Singapore, each, two thou- 
sand five hundred dollars. : 
Belfast, Cork, Dundee, Demarara, Halifax, 
Kingston, (Jamaica,) Leeds, Manchester, 
Nassau, (New Providence,) Southampton, 
and Turk’s Island, each, two thousand 
dollars. 
Prince Edward’s Island, one thousand dol- | 
lars. 
France.—Havre, six thousand dollars. 
Paris, five thousand dollars. x 
Marseilles, two thousand five hundred dol- 
lars. | 


Bordeaux, two thousand dollars. f 

La Rochelle and Lyons, each, one thousand | 
five hundred dollars. — 

Russta.—Moscow,. Odessa, Revel, and St. Pe- 


iersburgh, each, two thousand dollars. 


Spaiv.— Matanzas, Trinidad de Cuba, and San- 
uago de Cuba, each, two thousand five 
hundred dollars. : . 

San Juan, (Porto Rico.) two thousand dollars. 
Cadiz, Malaga, and Ponce, (Porto Rico,) 
each, one thousand five hundred. dollars. 

Avstriff.—Trieste, two thousand dollars. 

Vienna, one thousand five hundred dollars. 

Prussta.—Aix la Chapelle, two thousand five 
hundred dollars. es 

Cuiwa.—Cantonand Shanghai, each, four thou- 
sand dollars. 

Renee) three thousand five hundred dol- 
ars. 

Amoy and Ningpo, each, three thousand 
dollars. 
Turxey.—Beyrout and Smyrna, each, two 

thousand dollars. 
Jerusalem, one thousand five hundred dollass. 

Nerurrianps.—Rotterdam, two thousand dol- 


i 
| gigi, lars. ; 
msterdam, one thousand dollars. 
. LGIUM.— Antwerp, two thousand five hun- 


” dred dollars. i 
PorruveaL.— Funchal and Oporto, each, one 
thousand five hundred dollars. 
Denmarg.—St. Thomas, four thousand dol- 
lars. 
Elsineur, one thousand five hundred dollars, 
Sardinia. — Genoa, one thousand five hundred 
dollars. : ; 
SWITZERLAND. —-Basle, two thousand dollars. 
Geneva, one thousand five hundred dollars. 
Sicitres.—Messina, Naples, and Palermo, 
each, one thousand five hundred dollars. 
Saxony.—Leipsic, one thousand five hundred 
dollars. 

Bavaria.—Munich, one thousand five hundred 
dollars. . 
Tuscany.—Leghorn, one thousand five: hun- 

dred dollars. 
Wvurremnure.—Stuttgardt, one thousand five 
hundred dollars. 

Hanseatic AND Free Cirres.—Bremen and 
Hamburg, each, two thousand dollars. 
Barpary Srates.—Tangiers, Tripoli, and 
Tunis, each, three thousand dollars. 
Brazit.—Rio de Janeiro, six thousand dollars. 

Pernambuco, two thousand dollars. 
Mexico.—Vera Cruz, three thousand five hun- 

dred dollars. . 

Acapulco, two thousand dollars. 
Prerv.—Callao, three thousand five hundred 

. dollars. 
Curit.— Valparaiso, three thousand dollars. 
Buenos Ayres.—Buenos Ayres, two thousand 


dollars. 
Nicaracua.——San Juan del Sur, two thousand 
dollars. . 


New Granapa.—Aspinwall, two thousand 
five hundred dollars. 
Panama, three thousand five hundred dollars. 


Venezuera. —Laguayra, one thousand five 


handred dollars. 
Sanpwicu Istanps.—Honolulu, four thousand 


dollars. . 
Lahaina, three thousand dollars. 
IH.— Commercial Agents. A 
Nicaracua.—San Juan del Norte, two thou- 
sand dollars. : 


Sr. Domryco, (Istanp.)—Port au Prince, two 

thousand dollars. 
St. Domingo, (city,) one thousand five hun- 
dred dollars. 
Scuepute Č. 
I.—Consuls. 

Great Brivain.—Capetown and Falkland Isl- 
ands, each, one thousand dollars. 

Austria.—Venice, seven hundred and fifty 
dollars. 

Prussia.—Stettin, one thousand dollars. 

Tourxey.—Candia, one thousand dollars. 

Netuer_anps.—Batavia, one thousand dol- 

“lars. 

PortucaL.—Fayal and Santiago, (Cape de 
Verdes,) each, seven hundred and fifty 
dollars. $ 

Denmark. —Saint Croix, seven hundred and 
fifty dollars. f 

Sarpinia.—Spezzia, one thousand dollars. 

Greece.—Athens, one thousand dollars. 
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Muscar.—Zanzibar, one thousand dollars. 
-Brizit.—Pahia. Maranham Island, Para, and 
Rio Grande, each, one thousand dollars. 
Mexico.—Matamoras, Mexico, (city,) and 
Tampico, each, one thousand dollars. 
Paso del Norte and Tabasco, each five hun- 
dred dollars. bial ` 
Perv.—Paita and Tumbez, cach, five hundred 
dollars. 
Cunm.—Talcahuano, one thousand dollars. 
New Granapa.—Carthagena and Sabanillo, 
each five hundred dollars. 
Honvuras.—Omoa, one thousand dollars. 
Ecuapor.—Guayaquil, seven hundred and fifty 
dollars. 
Boutvia.—Cobija, five hundred dollars. 
Urnucauay.—Montevideo, one thousand dollars. 
Sociaty IsLanps.—Tahita, one thousand dol- 
«lars. 
New Zeacany.—Bay of Islands, one thousa 
dollars. Pe 
Navicarors? IsLann.—Apia, one thous 
dollars. . § 
Fersen Istawps.—-Lanthala, one thou: 
dollars. 
I.—Commercial Agents. 
Portuaat.—st. Paul de Loanda, (Angola,) 
one thousand dollars. 
Liserta.—Monrovia and Gaboon, each, one 
thousand dollars. 
Sr. Domingo, (Ishanp.)—Cape Haytien, one 
thousand dollars. 

Aux Cayes, five hundred dollars. 

Russra iN Asta.—Amoor river, one thousand 

dollars. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That consuls 
reneral, consuls, and commercial agents, not em- 
raced in Schedules B and C, shall be entitled, as 

compensation for their services, to such fees as 

they may collect in pursuance of the provisions 

of this act, respectively. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That no consul 
general, consul, or commercial agent, embraced 
in Schedule B, shall, while he holds his office, be 
interested in or transact any business as a mer- 
chant, factor, broker, or other trader, or as a 
clerk or other agent for any such person to, from, 


nd 


an 


ever he shall think the public good will be pro- 
moted thereby, to appoint consular pupils, not to 


poxceed twenty-five in number at any one time, 


who shall be citizens of the United States, and 
entitled to compensation for their services, re- 
spectively, at a rate not to exceed one thousand 
dollars per annum, to be determined by the Pres- 
ident; and to assign such pupils, from time to 
time, to such-consulates, and with such duties as 
he may think proper; and before the appointment 
of anyvsuch pupil shall be made, satisfactory 


evidence, by examination or otherwise, shall be | 
furnished of his qualifications and fitness for the | 
office to the Secretary of State, and by him laid 


before the President. 
Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That no per- 
son appointed, after this act shall take effect, to 


any such office as is mentioned in the first, second, | 


third, sixth, or seventh sections of this act, shall 
be entitled to compensation for his services 
therein, except from the time when he shall reach 
his post, and enter upon his official duties, to the 
time when he shall cease to hold such office, and 
for such time as shall be actually and necessarily 
occupied in receiving his instructions, not to 
exceed thirty days, and in making the transit be- 
tween the place of his residence, when appointed, 
and his post of duty, at the commencement and 
termination of the period of his official service, 
for which he shall in all cases be allowed and 
paid, except as hereinafter mentioned; and no 
person shall be deemed to hold any such office 
after his successor shall be appointed, and actually 
enter upon the duties of his office at his post of 
duty, nor after his official residence at such post 
shall have terminated, if not so relieved; but no 
such allowance or payment shall be made to any 
consul general, consul, or commercial agent, con- 
templated by the fourth section of this act, or to 
any vice consul, vice commercial agent, deputy 
consul, or consular agent, for the time so occu- 
pied in receiving instructions, or in such transit 
ag aforesaid; nor shall any such officer, as is re- 
ferred to in this section, be allowed compensation 
for the time so occupied in such transit, at the 
termination of the period of his official service, 
if he shall have resigned, or been recalled there- 


or within the port, place, or limits of his consul- 
ate or commercial agency, directly or indirectly, 
either in his own name, orin the name or through 
the agency of any other person; and if appointed 
after this act shall take effect, he shall, in his offi- 
cial bond, stipulate, as a condition thereof, not 
to violate this prohibition; and if appointed be- 
fore, and retained in office after this act shall take 
effect, he shall, within such reasonable time as 
the President shall prescribe, enter into a new 
official bond with such stipulation as a condition 
thereoñ and if any such consul gencral, consul, 
or commercial agent, shall violate such prohibi- 
tion, he shall be liable to a penalty therefor, for 
the use of the United States, equal in amount to 
the annual compensation specified for him in said 
Schedule B, which may be recovered in an action 
of debt at the suit of the United States, either 
directy for the penalty, as such, against such 
consul general, or consul, or commercial agent, 
or upon his official bond, as liquidated damages, 
for the breach of such condition, against such 
consul general, consul, or commercial agent and į 
his sureties, or any one or more of them; and in 
every such case all such actions shall be open to 
the United States for the collection of such pen- 
alty till the same shall be collected in some one of 
such actions; and every such penalty, when col- 
lected, shall be paid into the Treasury of the 
United States; and such prohibition shall be ap- 
plicable to all consuls general, but not to any 
consul or commercial agent not embraced in said | 
Schedule B, except as hereinafter authorized, || 
unless otherwise expressly provided by law. | 

Sec. G. And be it further enacted, That th 
President be, and is hereb 2 
three interpreters of the 
shall be cntitled to com 
vices, respectively, at a rate not to exceed fifteen | 
hundred dollars per annum, to be determined by | 
the President, and to assign such interpreters, | 
from time to time, to such consulates in China || 
and with such duties as he may think proper. i| 

Sec. 7. And be it further cnacted, ‘That the j 
President be, and is hereby, authorized, when- | 


~ O 


from for any malfeasance in his office. 

Suc. 9. And be it further enacted, That when to 
any diplomatic office held by any person there 
shall be superadded another, such person shall 
be allowed additional compensation for his ser- 
vices, in such superadded office, at the rate of 
fifty per centum of the amount allowed by this 
act for such superadded office; and such superad- 
ded office shall be deemed to coutinue during the 


and for such time as shail be actually and neces- 
sarily occupied in making the transit between the 
two posts of duty at the commencement and ter- 
mination of the period of such superadded office 
so limited, and no longer. 

See. 10. And beit further enacted, That for such 


| time as any sceretary of legation shall be law- 
| fully authorized to act as chargé d’affaires ad 
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ithe regular diplomatic oficer in the country to 


i which he shall be appointed, he shall be entitled, | 


lin addition to his compensation as such consular 
| officer, to receive compensation for his services 
| while so authorized, at the rate allowed by this act 
for a secretary of legation in such country. 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That no 
consular officer shall exercise diplomatic func- 
tions, or hold any diplomatic correspondence or 
relation on the part of the United States, in, with, 


or to, the Government or country to which he: 
shall-he appointed, or any other country or Gov- || 
| ernment, when there shalibe in such country any ; 
officer of the United States authorized to perform |: 


diplomatic functions therein; nor in any case, 
unless expressly authorized by the President so 
to do. : 


time to which it is limited by the terms thereof, | 


such time as any consular officer shall be author- || 
ized, pursuant to the provisions of this act, to | 
perform diplomatic functions, in the absence of; 


| Suc. 13. And be it further enacted, That every 
| consul general, consul, and commercial agent, 
appointed before, and retained in office after, this 
‘act shall take effect, shall, without unnecessary 
delay, and every such officer appointed after this 
act shall take effect shall, before he receives his 
commission or enters upon the duties of his office, 
enter into a bond to the United States, with such 
sureties, who shall be permanent residents of the 
United States, as the Secretary of State shall ap- 
prove, in a penal sum not less than one thousand 
nor more than ten thousand dollars, and in such 
form as the President shall prescribe, conditioned 
for the true and faithful accounting for, paying 
over, and delivering up‘of all fees, moneys, 
goods, effects, books, records, papas, and other 
property which shall come to his hands, or to the 
hands of any other person to his use as such 
consul general, consul, or commercial agent, un- 
| der any law now or hereafter enacted: and for the 
true and faithful performance of all other duties 
now or hereafter lawfully imposed upon him as 
such consul general, consul, or commercial agent; 
and in the cases of consuls general, consuls, and 
commercial agents embraced in schedule B, such 
bond shall contain, by way of further condition, 
the stipulation required by the fifth section of this 
act; and all such bonds shall be deposited with 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and in no case 
shall the penalty of such bond be less than the 
annual compensation allowed to the officer enter- 
ing into such bond; and the President shall be 
| authorized to require a new or additional bond 
from any such consul general, consul, or com- 
mercial agent, in like form, and in such penalty, 
within the limits aforesaid, in amount, as he shall 
prescribe, whenever, in his opinion, the public 
good shall require it. 

Sec. 14. And be il further enacted, That the Pres- 
ident be, and he is hereby, authorized to define 
the extent of country to be embraced within any 
consulate or commercial agency, and to provide 
for the appointment of vicgconsuls, vice commer- 
cial agents, deputy consuls, and consular agents, 
therein, in such manner and under such regula- 
tions as he shall deem proper; but no compensa- 
tion shall be allowed for the services of any such 
vice consul, or vice commercial agent, beyond, 
nor except out of the allowance made by this ace 
for the principal consular officer in whose place 
such appointment shall be made; and no vice 
consul, vice commercial agent, deputy consul, or 
consular agent, shall be appointed otherwise than 
insuch manner and under such regulations as the 
| President shall prescribe, pursuant to the provis- 
|| ions of this act. 
j 
j 


Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That every 
lj vice consul and vice commercial agent shall be 
entitled, as compensation for his services as such, 
to the whole, or so much of the compensation of 
the principal consular officer, in whose place he 
| shall be appointed, as shall be determined by the 
i; President, and the residue, if any, shall be paid 
| to such principal consular officer; and every con- 
i sular agent shall be entitled, as compensation for 
' his services, to such feesas he may collect in pur- 
‘| suance of the provisions of this act, or so much 
thereof as shall be determined by the President; 
| and the principal officer of the consulate or com- 
mercial agency within the limits of which such 
| consular agent shall be appointed, shall be entitled 
‘to the residuc, if any, in addition to any other 
compensation allowed him by this act for his ser- 
| vices therein; and the President shall have power 
to subject any consul, or commercial agent, con- 
; templated by the fourth section of this act, and 
| vice consul, vice commercial agent, deputy consul, 
: or consular agent, to the prohibition as to trade 
contained in the fifth section of this act, and to 
_ require from any of them such bond as is pro- 
i| vided for by the thirteenth section of this act, 
whenever he shall think the public interests will 
: be promoted thereby. 
i Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, hat the 
| President be, and is hereby, authorized to pre- 
! scribe, from time to time, the rates or tariffs of 
fees to be charged for official services, and to 
designate what shall be regarded as official ser- 
| vices, besides such as arc expressly declared by 
' law, in the business of the several legations, con- 
: sulates, and commercial agencies, and to adapt 
ii the same, by such differences as may be neces- 
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sary or proper, to each legation, consulate, or | 
commercial agency, and such rates or tariffs shall į 
be reported annually to Congress; and it shall be | 
the dut¥ of all officers and persons connected | 


with such legations, consulates, or commercial |} 


agencies, to collect for such official services such 
and only such, fees as may be prescribed for their | 
respective legations, consulates, and commercial 
agencies, and it shall be the duty of the collect- 
ors of the several districts, whenever any_clear- 
ance is granted to any ship or vessel of the United 
States, duly registered as such, and bound on any 
foreign voyage, to annex thereto, in every case, | 
a copy of the rates or tariffs of fees which shall ; 
be allowed in pursuance of the provisions of this 
act, and then in force; and it shall be the duty of | 
all consular officers at all times to keep up at 
their offices, respectively, a copy of such rates or 
tariffs as shall be in force, in a conspicuous place, 
and subject to the examination of all persons in- 
terested therein. 

Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of all consular officers to give receipts 
for all fees which shall be collected for their ofi- 
cial services, respectively, expressing the partic- 
ular services for which the same were collected; | 
and if any such consular officer shall collect, or 
knowingly allow to be collected, for any such ser- | 
vice, any other or greater fees than such as shall ; 
be allowed pursuant to the provisions of this act | 
for such services, he shall, besides his liability to 
refund the same, be liable to pay to the person 
by whom or in whosé behalf the same shall be 
paid, treble the amount of swid unlawful charge 
so collected, as a penalty therefor, to be recov- 
ered by such person in any proper form of ac- | 
tion, to and for the use of such person, besides 
costs of suit. And in any such case, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to re- 
tain, out of the compensation of such officer, the 
amount of such overcharge and of such penalty, 
and charge the same to such officer in account; 
and thereupon to refund such unlawful charge, 
and pay such penalty to the person entitled to 
the same, if he shall think proper so to do. 

Sec. 18. And be it further endcted, That all fees 
collected at any of the legations, or by the con- 
suls general, consuls, and commercial agents, men- 
tioned in Schedules Band C,and by vice consuls 
and vice commercial agents appointed to perform 
their duties, or by any other persons in their 
behalf, shall be accounted for to the Sceretary | 
of the Treasury, and held subject to his draft, or | 
other directions; and all such consuls general, | 


consuls, commercial agents, and consular agents, | 


as are allowed for their compensation the whole, | 
or any part of the fees which they may collect 
pursuant to the provisions of this act, and all vice 
consuls and vice commercial agents appointed to 
perform the duties of said consuls general, con- 
suls, and commercial agents, as are allowed for 
their compensation the whole, or any part of such 


fees ag aforesaid, shall make returns of all such |! 


fees as they or any other persons in their behalf 
shall so collect, in such manner as the Secretary 
of State shall prescribe; and all such fees as shall 
be so collected, accounted for, and reported, shall 
be reported annually to Congress, with the report 
of the rates or tariffs of fees required by the sev- | 
enteenth section of this act, with a full list of all 

consular oficers; and if any consul general, con 
sul, or commercial agent, mentioned in Schedule 


agent, appointed to perform the duty of any suci 
officer mentioned in said Schedules Band C, sha 
omit to collect any fees which he shall be entitled 
to charge, pursaant to the provisions of this act, 
for any official service, he shall be liable to the 
United States therefor, 
the same, unless, upon good cause shown therc- 
for, the Secretary of the Treasury shall think 
proper to remit the same; and every consular 
officer shall number all receipts given by him for 
fees received for official services, in the order of 
their dates, beginning wit í ; 
commencement of the period of his service, and 
on the first day of January in every year there- 
after; and he shall keep a book, in which he shall 
register all fees so received by him, in the order 
in which they shall be received, specifying in such 
register cach item of service and the amount re- 
ceived therefor, from whom, and the dates when 


received, and if for any service connected with 
any ship or vessel the name thereof, and indicating 
what items and amounts are embraced in each 
receipt given by him therefor, and numbering the 
same according to the number of the receipts 
respectively, so that the receipts and register shall 
correspond with each other; and he shall,in such 
register, specify the name of the person for whom, 
and the date when, he shall grant, issue, or verify 
any passport, certify any invoice, or perform any 
other official service in the entry of the receipt of 
the fees therefor, and also number each consular 
act so receipted for, with the number of such 
receipt, and as shown by such register; and it 
shall be the duty of all owners, agents, con- 


vessels to whom any receipt for fees shall be 
given by any consular officer, to furnish a copy 
thereof to the collector of the district in which 
such ships and vessels shall first arrive on their 
return to the United States; and it shall be the 
duty of every collector to forward to the Secretary 
of the ‘Treasury all such copies of receipts as 
shall have been so furnished to him, and also a 


to his office, giving the dates of the certificate and 
the names of the persons for whom, and of the 
consular officers by whom the same were certi- 
fied; and every consular officer, in rendering his 
account, or report of fees received, shall furnish 
| a full transcript of the register which he is hereby 
required to keep, under oath or affirmation that the 
same is true and correct, and that the same con- 
tains a full and accurate statement of all fees 
| received by him, or for his use, for his official 
services as such consular officer, to the best of his 


| knowledge, during the period for which the same 


; shall purport to be rendered, and that such oath 
or affirmation may be taken before any person 
having authority.to administer oaths and affirm- 
| ations at the port or place where such consular 
officer is located; and if any such consular officer 
shall willfully and corruptly commit perjury, in 
any such oath or affirmation, within the intent 
and meaning of any act of Congress now or here- 
after made, he may be charged, proceeded against, 
| tried, and convicted, and “dealt with in the same 
| manner, in all respects, ay if such offense had 
been committed in the United States, before any 
officer duly authorized therein to administer or 
take such oath or affirmation, and shall be sub- 
ject to the same punishment and disability there- 
i for as are, or shall be, prescribed by any such act 


That no 


signees, masters, and commanders of ships and | 


statement of all certified invoices which shall come | 


the wages or extra wages to which any seaman 
or mariner shall be entitled who-shall be dis- 
charged in any foreign country, or for any. money 
advanced to any -such seaman or mariner who 
shall seek relief from any consulate or commer- 
cial agency; nor shall any consular officer, or 
any person under any consular officer, be inter- 
ested, directly or indirectly, in any profit derived 
from clothing, boarding, or otherwise supplying 
| or sending home any such seaman. or mariner: 
Provided, That-such prohibition as to profit shall 
not be construed to relieve or prevent any. such 
officer who shall be the owner or otherwise inter- 
ested in any ship or vessel of the United States, 
from transporting in such ship or vessel any such 
seaman or mariner, or from receiving or being 
|! interested in such reasonable allowance as may 
| be made for stich transportation, under and by 
virtue of the fourth section of the act entitled 
“An act supplementary to the act concerning 
consuls and vice consuls, and for the further pro- 
tection of American seamen,” approved Febru~ 
ary twenty-eight, eighteen hundred and three. 
ii See. 21. And be it further enacted, That no 
compensation provided by this act for any such 
officer as is mentioned in the first section of this 
act, or for any assistant secretary of legation, or 
for any such officer as is mentioned in schedules 
| Band C of the third section of this actor any 
| appropriation therefor, shall be applicable to the 
į payment of the compensation of any person 
| appointed to or holding any.such office after this 
act shall take effect, who shall not be a citizen of 
the United States; nor shall any other compen- 
sation be allowed in any such case. 
Sec. 22. And be it further enacted, That the 
President be, and is hereby, authorized to pro- 
vide, at the publie expense, all such stationery, 
blanks, record and other books, seals, presses, 
flags, and signs, as he shall think necessary for 
i the several legations, consulates, and commercial 
agencies in the transaction of their business, and 
whenever he shall think there is sufficient reason 
i| therefor; to allow consuls general, consuls, and 
commercial agents, who are not allowed to trade, 
‘| actual expenses of office rent, not to exceed, in 
|| any case, ten per centum of the amount of the 
li annual compensation allowed to such officer, and 
; to prescribe such regulations and make and issue 
l such. orders and ‘instructions, not inconsistent 
i with the Constitution or any law of the United 
|| States, in relation to the duties of all diplomatic 
I! and consular officers, the transaction of their 
i business, the rendering of accounts and returns, 
' the payment of compensation, the safe-keeping 
| of the archives and public property in the hands 
| of all such officers, the communication of inform- 
‘ation, and the procurement. and transmission of 
| the products of the arts, sciences, manufactures, 
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B and C, or any vice consul, or vice commercial ii 
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as though he had collected : 


ho number one at the | 


title of any 


Sec. 20. 


whatever treaty, 

vices or personal expens 
red are or shall be required 
other than such as is provided b 
be made in any case for the outfit or 
of any such officer or person; and no consu 
officer shall, nor shall any person under any con- 
sular officer, make any charge, or receive, directly 
or indirectly, any compensation, by way of com- 
mission or otherwise, for receiving or disbursing 
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; and no allowance, , 
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to act, in any office or capacity under the United i 
States, or any of the States of the United States, | 
who shall not be lawfully authorized so to do, 
shall grant, issue, or verify any passport, or other 
instrument. in the nature of a passport, to or for | 
any citizen of the United States, or to or for any 
person claiming to be or designated as such in 
such’ passport or verification, or if any consular 
officer who shall be authorized to grant, issue, or 
verify passports, shall knowingly and willfally 
grant, issue, or verify any such’ passport to or 
for any person not a citizen of the United States, 
the person so offending shall be deemed and taken 
to be guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction 
thereof. shall be imprisoned not exceeding one 
year, or fined ina sum not to exceed five hundred 
dollars, or both, and may be charged, proceeded 
against, tried, convicted, and dealt with therefor | 
in the district where he may be arrested or in 
custody; and it shall be the duty of all persons 
who shall be authorized pursuant to the provisions 
of this act, to grant, issue, or verify passports, to 
make return of the same to the Secretary of State, 
in such manner and as often as he shall require; 
and such returns shall specify the names and 
all other particulars of the persons to whom the 
same shall be granted, issued, or verified, as em* 
braced in such passport: Provided, That in any 
countrygwhere a legation of the United States is 
established, no person other than the diplomatic 
representative of the United States at such place 
shall be permitted to grant or issue any passport, 
except in the absence therefrom of such repre- 
sentative. : 

Sec. 24. And be it further enacted, That every 
secretary of legation and consular officer is hereby 
authorized, whenever he shall be required or may 
deem it necessary or proper so to do, at thé post, 
port, place, or within the limits of his legation, 
consulate, or commercial agency, to administer | 
to, or take from, any person an oath, affirmation, 
affidavit, or deposition, and also to perform any 
notarial act or acts such as any notary public is 
required or anthorized by law to do or perform 
within the United States; and every such oath, 
affirmation, affidavit, deposition, and notarial act, 
administered, sworn, affirmed, taken, had, or 
done, by or before any such officer, when certi- 
fied under his hand and seal of office, shall be as 
good, valid, effectual, and of like force and effect 
within the United States, to all intents and pur- ; 
poses, as if such oath, affirmation, affidavit, dep- 
osition, or notarial act, had been administered, 
sworn, affirmed, taken, had, or done, by or before 
any other person within the United States duly 
authorized and competent thereto; and if any 
person shall willfully and corruptly commit per- 
jury, or by any means procure any person to 
commit perjury in any such oath, affirmation, 
affidavit, or deposition, within the intent and | 
meaning of any uct of Congress now or hereatter 
made, such offender may be charged, proceeded 
against, tried, convicted, and dealt with, in any 
district of the United States, in the same manner, 
in all respects, as if such offense had been com- 
mitted in the United States, before any officer 
duly authorized therein to administer or take sach 
oath, affirmation, affidavit, or deposition, and 
shall be subject to the same punishment and dis- 
ability therefor as are or shall be prescribed by 
any such act for such offense; and any document, 
purporting to have affixed, impressed, or sub- 
seribed thereto or thereon the seal and signature 
of the officer administering or taking the same in 
testimony thereof, shall be admitted in evidence 
without proof of any such seal or signature being || 
genuine, or of the official character of such per- || 
son; and if any person shall forge any such seal | 
or signature, or shall tender in evidence any such i| 
document with a false or counterfeit seal or sig- |, 
nature thereto, knowing the same to be false or |! 
counterfeit, he shall be deemed and taken to be 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction shall | 
be imprisoned not exceeding three years nor less | 
than one year, and fined in a sum not to exceed |! 
three thousand dollars, and may be charged, | 
proceeded against, tried, convicted, and dealt | 
with, therefor, in the district where he may be ʻi 
arrested or in custody. & f 

Sec. 25. And be it further enacted, That-when- 
ever any seuman or mariner of any vessel of 
the United States, shall desert such vessel, the i! 


crew, and the same shal! be officially authenticated | 
at the port or place of the consulate or commer- 
cial agency first visited by such vessel after such 
desertion, if such desertion shall have occurred 
in a foreign country, or if in such case such ves- | 
sel-shall not visit any place where there shall be 
any consulate or commercial agency before her | 
return to the United States, or the desertion shall 
have occurred in this country, the fact and time | 
of such desertion shall be officially authenticated 
before a notary public immediately at the first 
port or place where such vessel shall arrive after 
such desertaon; andall wages that may due to such 
seaman or mariner, and whatever interest he may | 
have in the cargo of such vessel, shallbe forfeited 
to and become the property of the United States, į 
and paid over for their use to the collector of the | 
port where the crew of such vessel are accounted | 
for as soon as the same can he ascertained; first 
deducting therefrom any expense which may 
necessarily have been incurred on account of such | 
vessel in consequence of such desertion; and in 
settling the account of such wages or interest, no 
allowance or deduction shall be made except for 
moneys actually paid, or goods at a fair price 
supplied, or expenses incurred to or for such 
scaman or mariner; any receipt or voucher from, 
or arrangement with, such scaman or mariner, to 
the contrary notwithstanding. 

Sec. 26. And be it further enacted, That upon } 
the application of any seaman or mariner for a || 
discharge, if ip shall appear to the consular officer | 
that he is entitled to his discharge under any act | 
of Congress, or according to the general princi- | 
ples or usages of maritime law, as recognized in 
the United States, hg shall discharge such seaman 
or mariner, and shall require from the master or 
commander of the ship or vessel from which such 
discharge shall be made, the payment of three 
months’ extra wages, as provided bythe act here- 
inbefore mentioned, approved February twenty- 
cight, eighteen hundred and three; and it shall 
be the duty of such master or commander to pay | 
the same, and no Ge payment or any part | 
thereof shall be remitted in any case, except such 
as are mentioned inethe proviso of the ninth 
clause of the act entitled “An act in addition to 
the several acts regulating the shipment and dis- 
charge of seamen and the duties of consuls,” 
approved July twentieth, eighteen hundred and 
forty, and as hereinafter provided; and the extra 
wages required to be paid by the said ninth clause 
of the last hereinbefore mentioned act, and by 
this section, shall be applicable to the same pur- 
poses and in the same manner as is directed by 
the said act approved February twenty-cighth, 
eighteen hundred and three, in regard to the extra 
wages required to be paid thereby; and if any con- 
sular officer, when discharging any seaman or |! 
mariner, shall neglect to require the payment of 
and collect the extra wages required to be paid in 
the case of the discharge of any seaman or mari- | 
ner, by either of the said acts, as far as they shall j| 
remain in force under this act, or by this act, 
he shall be accountable to the United States for 
the full amount of their share of such wages, and i 
to such seaman or mariner to the full amount of | 
his share thereof; and if any seaman or mariner 
shall, after his discharge, have incurred any ex- 
pense for board or other necessaries at the port 
or place of his discharge before shipping again, 
such expense shall be paid out of the share of! 
the three months’ wages to whieh he shall be 
entitled, which shall be retained for that purpose, 
and the balance only paid over to him: Provided, | 
however, That in cases of wrecked or stranded | 
ships or vessels, or ships or vessels condemned 
as unfit for service, no payment of extra wages 
shall be required. 

Sec. 27. And be it further enacted, That every | 
consular officer shall keep a detailed list of all 
seamen and mariners shipped and discharged by 
him, specifying their names and the names of the 
vessels on and from which they shall be shipped 
und discharged, and the payments, if any, made 
on account of cach so discharged, and also of the | 
number of the vessels arrived and departed, and 
the amounts of thcir registered tonnage, and the | 
number of their seamen and mariners, and of 


i 
i 
ł 
| 
| 


those who are protected, and whether citizens of | 


are true; and he shall, thereupon, by his certifi- 
cate, state that he was so satisfied; and it shall be 
the duty of every consular officer to furnish to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, as often as shall be 
required, the prices current of all articles of mer- 
chandise usually exported to the United States 
from the port or place in which he shall be located. 

Sec. 283. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of every master and commander of 
a ship or vessel of the United States, whenever 
he shall have occasion for any consular or other 
official service, which any consular officer of the 
United States shall be authorized by law or usage 
officially to perform, and for which any fees shal 
be allowed by the said rates or tariffs of fees as 
aforesaid, to apply to such one of the said officers 
as may then be officially located at the consulate 
or commercial agency, if any there be where 
such service shall be required, to perform such 
service,and such master or commander shall pay 
to such officer such fees as shall be allowed for 
such service, in pursuanee of the provisions of 
this act; andif any such master or commander 
shall omit so to dos he shall be liable to the Uni- 
ted States for the amount of the fees lawfully 
chargeable for such services as though the said 
services had been performed by such officer; and 
all consular officers are hereby authorized and 
required to retain in their possession all the papers 
of such ships and vessels, which shall be depos- 
ited with them as directed by law, till payment 
shall be made of all demands and wages on ac- 
count of such ships and vessels. 

Sec. 29. And be it further enacted, That if any 
citizen of the United States who shall die abroad 
shall, by any lawful testamentary disposition, 
leave special directions for the custody and man- 
agement, by the consular officer of the port or 
place where he shall die, of the personal pi sperty 
of which he shall die possessed in such country, 
as contemplated by the act entitled “ Anactcon- 
cerning consuls and vice consuls,” approved April 
fourteenth, seventeen hundred and nincty-two, it 
shall be the duty of such officer, so far as the law 
of such country will permit, strictly to observe 
such directions; and if any such citizen so dying 
shall, by any lawful testamentary disposition, 
have appointed any other person or persons than 
such oficer to take charge of and manage such 
property, it shall be the duty of such officer, 
whenever required by such person or persons so 
appointed, to give his official aid in whatever way 
may be necessary to facilitate the proceedings of 
such person or persons in the lawful execution of 
such trust, and, so far as the laws of the country 


j permit, to protect the property of the deceased 


from any interference of the local authorities of 
the country where such citizen shall die; and to 
this end, it shall be the duty of such consular 
officer to place his official seal upon all or any of 
the personal property or effects of the deceased, 
and to break and remove such seal as may be 
required by such person or persons, and not other- 
wise. 

Sec. 30. And be it further enacted, That all fees 
collected for and in behalf of the United States in 
pursuance of this act, shall be collected in the coin 
of the United States, or at its representative value 
in exchange. 

Sec. 31. And be it further enacted, That in the 
construction, and for the purposes, of all other 
acts and parts of acts which shall remain in force 
after this act shall take effect, defining any of the 
powers, declaring any of the rights, prescribing 
any of the dutics, or imposing any penalty or 
punishment for any act of omission or commis- 
sion of any consul, commercial agent, vice consul, 
or vice commercial agent, or allowing or enjoin- 
ing the performance of any act, matter, or thing, 
with or before ‘atry such officer, all such acts and 
parts of acts shall in all these several respects, so 
far as may be consistent with the subject-matter 
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and context of the same and with this act and the 
treaties of the United States, be deemed and taken 
to include and apply to all the consular officers as 
though all such officers were specially named 
therein; and the said official designations in con- 
templation.of all such acts and parts of acts, and 
of this att, shall be deemed and taken to have 
the respective meanings hereinafter assigned to 
them—that is to say, ‘ consul general,” ‘cons 
sul,” and “ commercial agent,” shall be deemed 
and taken to denote full, principal, and perma- 
nent ‘consular officers,” as distinguished from 
subordinates and substitutes; “t deputy consul” 
and “ consular agent’? shall be deemed and taken 
to denote “consular officers’? subordinate to 
such principals, exercising the powers and per- 
forming the duties within the limits of their con- 
sulates or commercial agencies respectively, the 
former at the same ports or places, and the latter 
at ports or places different from those at which 
such principals are located respectively; and 
‘vice consuls”? and “vice commercial agents” 
shall be deemed and taken to denote ‘ consular 
officers’? who shall be substituted, temporarily, 
to fill the places of ‘‘ consuls general,” ‘ con- 
suls,” or “f commercial agents,” when they shall 
be temporarily absent or relieved from duty; 
and the term “ consular officer,’’ as used in this 
act, shall be deemed and taken to include all 
such officers as are mentioned in this section, 
and none others; and the term ‘ diplomatic offi- 
cer,” as used in this act, shall be deemed and 
taken to include all the officers mentioned in the 
first section of this act, and none others. 

Sec. 32. And be it further enacted, That if any 
consular officer shall willfully neglect or omit to 

erform seasonably any duty imposed upon him 
b this or any other act, or by any order or in- 
struction made or given in pursuance of this or 
any other act, or shall be guilty of any willful 
malfeasance or abuse of power, or any corrupt 
conduct in his office, he shall be liable to all pers 
sons injured by any such neglect, or omission, 
malfeasance, abuse, or corrupt conduct, for all 
damages occasioned thereby; and for all such 
damages by any.such officer, he, and his sureties 
upon his official bond, shall be responsible there- 
on, to the fullamount of the penalty thereof, to 
be sued in the name of the United States for the 
use ofthe person or persons so injured: Provided, 
That such suit shall in no case prejudice, but 
shall be held in entire subordination to, the inter- 
ests, claims, and demands of the United States, 
as against such officer, under such bond, for every 
willful act of malfeasance or corrupt conduct in 
his office; and if any such officer shall refuse to 
pay any draft, order, or warrant which may be 
drawn ‘upon him by the proper officer of the 
Treasury Department for any public moneys of 
the United Sfates in his hands, or for any amount 
due from him to the United States, whatever the 
capacity in which he may have received or may 
hold the same, or to transfer or disburse any such 
moneys promptly upon the legal requirement of 
any authorized officer of the United States, he 
shall be deemed and taken to be guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be pun- 
ished by imprisonment not to exceed ten years, 
nor less than one year, or by fine not to exceed 
two thousand dollars nor less than two hundred 
dollars, or both, at the discretion of the court; 
and any such officer so offending may be charged, 
proceeded against, tried, convicted, and dealt 
with, in any district in which he may be arrested 
ap? in custody. 

Sec. 33. And be it further enagted, That the fifth, 
sixth, and seventh sections of the act hereinbe- 
fore mentioned, approved July twentieth, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty, and all of the act entitled 
“An act to remodel the diplomatic and consular 
systems of the United States,’’ approved March 
first, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, and all 
acts and parts of acts whereby any such fecs as 
are contemplated by the seventeenth section of 
this actare fixed or allowed, and any usage or law 
whereby any attaché is or may be allowed to any 

_legation other than such as are provided in this 
act, or requiring any secretary of legation to be 
employed otherwise than as provided by this act, 
and ali other acts and parts of acts, so far as the 
same are inconsistent with this act, be, and the 
same are hereby, annulled and repealed; and no 


attaché shall be allowed in any case, nor any 
secretary of legation, otherwise than as provided 
by this act. P. 

Sec. 34. And be it further enacted, That this act 
shall take effect on the first day of January next, 
and not before. i 

ArrroveD, August 18, 1856. 


Pusiic, LX.—An Act to authorize the Circuit 
Court of the District of Columbia to decree the 
sale of Real Estate in certain cases. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, ‘That in all cases in which real estate 
within the District of Columbia shall have been 
limited heretofore, or shall be limited hereafter, 
by the provjsions of any deed or will, to, one or 
more, for lifé or lives, with a contingent limitation 
over to such issue of one or moré of the tenants 
for life as shall be living at the death of their 
parent or parents, and the said deed or will con- 
taining the limitation shall not prohibit a sale, the 
Circuit Court for the District of Columbia, upon 
the application of the tenants for life, shall have 
power to decree a sale of such real estate, if, upon 
the proofs, it shall be of opinion that it is expe- 
dient to do so, and to decree to the purchaser an 
absolute and complete title in fee simple. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That applica- 
tion for the sale of such real estate shall be by 
bill in equity, verified by the oath or oaths of the 
party or parties, in which all the facts shall be 
distinctly set forth, upon the existence of which 
it is claimed to be expedient t such sale 
should be decreed; which facts shall be proved by 
competent testimony. Such of the issue contem- 
plated by the limitation as shall be in existence 
at the time of the application gor the sale of such 
real estate shall be made parti€s defendant to the 
bill, and if minors, by guardian ad litem, togeth- 
er with all whowould take the estate in case the 
limitation over should never vest. Such of the 
parties defendant as shall be of the age of four- 
teen years or more shall answer in proper per- 
son, on oath, and all evidence shall be taken upon 
notice to the parties and to guardian ad litem. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the pro- 
ceeds of the sale of such real estate shall be held 
under the control, and subject to the order, of the 
court, and shall be vested, under its order and 
supervision, upon real and personal security, or 
in Government securities; and the same shail, to 
all intents and purposes, be deemed real estate, 


| and stand in the place of the real estate from the 
! sale of which such proceeds have arisen, and, as 


such real estate, be subject to the limitations of 
the deed or will.” This act shall be in force from 
its passage. 

APPROVED, August 18, 1856. 


Pusxic; LXI.—An Act to authorize Protection to 
be given to Citizens of the United States who 
may discover deposits of Guano. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That when any citizen or citizens of 
the United States may have discovered, or shall 
hereafter discover, a deposit of guano on any 
island, rock, or key, not within the lawful juris- 
diction of any other Government, and not occu- 

ied by the citizens of any other Government, 
| and shall take peaceable possession thereof, and 
| occupy the same, said island, rock, or key, may, 
lat the discretion of the President of the United 

States, be considered as appertaining to the 

| United States: Provided, however, That notice be 

given by such discoverer or discoverers, as soon 
as practicable, to the State Department of the 

United States, of such discovery, occupation, 

and possession, verified by afiidavit, describing 

said island, rock, or key, and the latitude and 
| longitude thereof, as near as may be, and show- 
ing that such possession was taken in the name 
of the United States, and that satisfactory evi- 
dence be furnished to the State Department that 
such island, rock, or key, was Rot, at the time of 
the discovery thereof, or of the taking possession 
and occupation thereof by the claimants, in the 
possession or occupation of any other Govern- 
ment, or of the citizens of any other Govern- 


ment, 


Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said 
discoverer or discoverers, or his or their assigns,: 
being citizens of the United States, may be al». 


lowed, at the pleasure of Congress, the exclusive |. 


right of occupying said island, rocks, or keys, 
for the purpose of obtaining said guano, and of 
selling and delivering the same to citizens of the: 
United States, for the purpose of being used 
therein,and may be allowed to charge and receive 
for every ton thereof, delivered alongside a vessel 
in proper tubs, within reach of ship’s tackle, a 
sum not exceeding eight dollars per ton for the 
best quality, or four dollars per ton in its native 
place of deposit: Provided, however, That no guano 
shall be taken from said island, rock, or key, 
except for the use of the citizens of the United 
States, or of persons resident therein, as afore- 
said: And provided also, That said discoverer or 
discoverers, or his or their assigns, shail first enter 
into bonds, with such penalties or securities as 
may. be required by the President, to deliver the 
said guano to citizens of the United States, for 
the purpose of being used therein, and to none 
others, and at the price aforesaid, and to provide 
all necessary facilities for that purpose within a 
time to be fixed in said bond, And any breach 
of the provisions thereof shall be taken and 
deemed a forfeiture of all rights accruing under 
and by virtue of this act. x 

Sec. 3. And beil further enacted, That the in- 
troduction of guano from such islands, rocks, or 
keys, shall be regulated as in the coasting trade 
between different parts of the United States, and 
the same laws shall govern the vessels concerned 
therein. ; : 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That nothing 
in this act contained shall be construed obligatory ° 
on the United States to retain possession of the 
islands, rocks, or keys, as aforesaid, after the 
guano shall have been removed from the same. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, ‘That the Pres- 
ident of the United States is hereby authorized, 
at his discretion, to employ the land and naval 
forces of the United States to protect the rights 


| of the said discoverer or discoverers or their as- 


signs, as aforesaid. 
Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, ‘That, until 


| otherwise provided by law, all acts done, and of- 
| fenses or crimes committed on every such island, 


rocks, or keys; by persons who may land thereon, 
or in the waters adjacent thereto, shall be held 
and deemed to have been done or committed on 
the high seas, on board a merchant ship or vessel 


| belonging to the United States, and be punished 


according to the laws of the United States relat- 
ing to such ships or vessels and offenses on the 
high seas; which laws, for the purposes afore- 
said, ure hereby extended to, and over such 
islands, rocks, or keys. 

Approvep, August 18, 1856. 


Pupurc, LXII.—An Actto extend the Jurisdiction 
of the Corporation of the City of Washington 
over the lower Eastern Branch, or Navy-Yard 
Bridge, and to regulate Travel upon the upper 
Eastern Branch, or Benning’s Bridge, and for 
other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the bounds of the corporation of 
the City of Washington be, and the same are 
hereby, extended so far as to comprehend the 
lower Eastern Branch, or Navy-Yard bridge; 
and the said corporation is hereby empowered to 
adopt rules and regulations for the safety and 
security of property and of the persons crossing 
the said bridge. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
not be lawful for any person or persons to ride, 
drive, or lead any horse, mule, or other animal 
over the wooden partof the upper Eastern Branch, 
or Benning’s bridge, at a faster gait than a walk; 
orto discharge any gun or other fire-arm on or 
under the said bridge, or from the causeway lead- 
ing thereto; and all persons violating either of the 
provisions®f this section shall forfeit and pay, 
for each and every such offense, a penalty of not 
more than ten nor less than five doliars, to. be 
recovered in the name of the United States before 
any magistrate of the county of Washingionand 


District of Columbia, the money when collected 
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Laws of the United States. 


to be handed over to the levy court, and by them | 


applied to such repairs and improvements of the 
road, leading to the bridge, as from time to time 
may be required. 

AprrRovED, August 18, 1856. 


Pusuic, LXHI.--An Act to reimburse the State 
of Vermont the Expenses incurred by her in 
paying her Militia, called out in eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-eight and cighteen hundred and 
thirty-nine, to preserve the neutrality of the 
country. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Sceretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay 
to the State of Vermont, out of any moneys in 
the Treasury not otherwisc appropriated, the sum 


of four thousand and nine dollars and cightcen | 


cents, the same being the amount expended by 
said State.in paying and subsisting her militia 
called outto preserve the neutrality of the United 
States, then involved in the troubles on the Can- 
ada frontier, 

Aprnoven, August 16, 1856. 


Pusric, LXTV.—An Act forthe Improvement of 
the Navigation of the Patapsco River, and to 
render the Port of Baltimore accessible to the 
war-steamers of the United States. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- ; 
sentatives of the United States of mericain Congress 


assembled, That the sum of one hundred thousand 
dollars be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to be expended under the direction 
of the Sceretary of War, in deepening the chan- 
nel of the Patapsco river, and in rendering the 
port of Baltinore accessible to the steam-frigates 
and other war vessels of the United States. 
In tue Senare or rane Uxiren States, August 
` 16, 1856. 
The President of the United States having re- 


turned to the Senate, in which it originated, the | 
bill entitled “An act for the improvement of the | 


navigation of the Patapsco river, and to render 
the port of Baltimore accessible to the war steam- 
ers of the United States,’ with his objections 
thereto, the Senate proceeded, tn pursuance of the 
Constitution, to reconsider the same; and 


Resolved, That the said bill do pass, two thirds į 


of the Senate 
Attest: 


Same, 


NS, Secretary. 


erce ing to pass the 

ASBURY DICK 
Tlovse or REPRE 
Unirrp Spares, Augu 


Ixy rine ATIVES OF THE 


t 16, 1856. 


act for the improvement of the navigation of the 
Patapseo river, and to render the port of Balti- 
more accessible to the war steamers of the Uniled 
Sues, had been returned by the President, 
with his objections, to the Senate, in which it 


originated, and that the Senate having proceeded, | 


in pursuance of the Constitution, to reconsider the 
sume, had ‘Resolved, That the said bill do pass, 
two thirds of the Senate agreeing to pass the 
same,” the House of Representatives proceeded, 
in pursuance of the Constituuon, to reconsider 
the said bill; and 

Resolved, That the said bill do pass, two thirds 
of the House of Representatives agreeing Lo pass 
the same, 

Attest: 


WM. CULLOM, 


Clerk House Representatives. 


i 


Pesuic, LAV—An Act to fix the Graduation ' 


Periods of Lands in the Greensburg District,in | 


the State of Louisiana. 
Bei 


assembled, That in classifying the unsold and 
unappropriaied public lands in the istrict of 
Greensburg, subject to sale, in the State of Louis- 
iana, under the act entitled “An act to gradu- 
ate and reduce the price of the public lands to 
actual settlers and cultivators,” approved August 
fourth, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, the re- 
spective periods therein referred to shall be com- 


enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- | 
sentatives of ihe United States of America in Congress | 


Hi 
il 

| 
il 


{ 


it 


The Louse of Representatives having been j 
notified by the Senate that the bill entitled “An H 


‘ sation shall be four hundred dollars and one ration 


subject to private entry, after the first or original 
offering of the same. 
APPROVED, August 18, 1856. 


puted from the dates on which the lands became | 
| 


Pustio, LX VI—An Act making Appropriations | 
for the Naval service for the year ending the | 
thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and fifty- | 
seven. i 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- ; 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress | 
assembled, That the following sums be, and they | 
are hereby, appropriated, to be paid out of any | 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- | 
ated, for the year ending the thirtieth of June, | 
one thousand eight hundred and fifty-seven: 

For pay of commission, warrant, and petty | 
officers and seamen, including the engincer corps | 
of the Navy, three million four hundred and 
twenty-one thousand seven hundred and eighteen 
dollars. 

For provisions for commission, warrant, and | 
petty officers and seamen, including engincers | 
and marines attached to vessels for sea-service, 
eight hundred and forty thousand four hundred | 
and fifty dollars. 

For increase, repair, armament, andequipment | 
of the Navy, including the wear and tear of ves- | 
sels in commission, fuel for steamers, and pur- 
chase of hemp for the Navy, two million seven , 
hundred and ninety-nine thousand five hundred | 
dollars. | 


For ordnance and ordnance stores, and, small- ;; 


arms, includ Ñe incidental expenses, two hundred 
and twenty-one thousand dollars. 

For contingent expenses that may accrue for | 
the following purposes, viz: freight and trans- į 
portation, printing@and stationery, advertising in! 


newspapers, books, maps, models, and drawings, |} 


purchaseand repair of fire-engines and machinery, 

repairs of and attending to steam-engines in nevy- | 
yards, purchase and maintenance of horses and | 
oxen, and drawing teams, carts, timber wheels, 
and the purchase and repairs of workmen’s tools, 
postage of public letters, fuel, oil, and candles 
for navy-yards and shore-stations, pay of watch- 
men and incidental labor, not chargeable to any 
other appropriation, transportation to and labor 
attending the delivery of provisions and stores j 
on forcign stations, wharfage, dockage, and rent, | 
traveling expenses of officers and others under | 
orders, funcral expenses, store and office rent, | 
stationery, fuel, commissions and pay of clerks | 
to navy agents and storckeepers, flags, awnings, | 
and packing-boxes, premiumsand other expenses | 
of recruiting, apprehending deserters, per diem | 
p&y to persons attending courts-martial and courts ; 
of inquiry, and other services authorized by law, ° 
pay to judges-advoeate, pilotage and towage of | 
vessels, and assistance to vessels in distress, bills | 
of bealth, and quarantine expenses of vessels of | 
the United States Navy in foreign ports, eight | 


i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
{ 
i 
| 


hundred and fifty-nine thousand seven hundred |; 


and fifty dollars: Provided, That the expend 
tures under the foregoing appropriations shall be 


a | 
t4 


so accounted for as to show the disbursements | 


by cach bureau, under cach respective appropri- ; 
ation, i 

To enable the Seerctary of the Navy to publish | 
the charts of the explorations of La Platte river, | 


X 


and the charts of the surveys of Behring’s Straits 
5 


and eighty-six dollars. 

other vessel smaller than a frigate, shall be au- 
thorized to appoint a clerk in lieu of the steward 
heretofore allowed, subject to the approval of the ; 
commanding officer of such vessel; and such clerk 
shall have the privileges allowed to the clerk of 
the commanding officer,and his yearly compen- 


per day. 
Marine Corps. 
For pay of the officers, non-commissioned 
officers, musicians, and privates, clerks, mes-: 


| sengers, stewards, and servants, for rations and į 


‘| clothing for servants, subsistence, and additional 
i rations for five years’ service of officers, for 


| listments, and pay for unexpired terms of pre- 
| vious service, three hundred and twenty-three 


indrawn clothing and rations, bounties for reën- 


| 


thousand two hundred and thirty-three dollars 
and ninety-four cents. 

For provisions for marines serving on shore, 
forty-thousand nine hundred and thirty-four dol- 
lars and seventy-five cents. 

For clothing, fifty-five thousand two hundred 
and sixty-four dollars. 

For fuel, twenty thousand one hundred and 
eighty dollars and sixty-two cents. 

For military stores, repairs of arms, pay of 
armorer, for accouterments, ordnance’ stores, 
flags, drums, fifes, and musical instruments, nine 
thousand dollars. 

For transportation of officers and troops, and 
expenses of recruiting, twelve thousand dollars. 

For the erection and completion of marine bar- 
racks at Brooklyn, New York, ninety-six thou- 
sand dollars. 
| For the erection and completion of marine bar- 
racks at Pensacola, Florida, sixty thousand dol- 
lars. 

For repairs of barracks, and rent of temporary 
barracks and offices, eight thousand dollars. 

For contingencies, viz: freight, ferriage, cart- 
age,and wharfage, compensation to judges-advo- 
cate, per diem for attending courts-martial and 
courts of inquiry, for constant labor, house rent 
in Heu of quarters, burial of deceased marines, 
printing, stationery, postage, apprehension of 
deserters, oil, candles, gas, forage, straw, furni- 
ture, bed sacks, spades, shovels, axes, picks, 
carpenters’ tools, keep ofa horse for the messen- 
ger, pay of matron, washerwoman, and porter at 
the hospital headquarters, and for the building of 


| two cisterns at headquarters, thirty-two thousand 


five hundred dollars. 
NAVY-YARDS. 


For the construction and completion of works, 
and for the current repairs at the several navy- 
yards, viz: 

. Portsmouth, New Hampshire.—For completing 
launching ways to ship house number four, pitch 
house, tools for machinists and smiths, timber 
slip, dredging, fences, completing the extension 
of ship house number four, repairs of all kinds, 
seventy-eight thousand two hundred dollars. 

Bóston.—For stone wall and filling around ma- 
chine shop, battery, and ordnance quay, paving, 
pile-wharf, gas-pipes and burners for yard and 
officers’ quarters, cleaning out timber dock, braid- 
ing machine, fittings for hide cutter, bobbins for 
ropewalk, and strop gauging machine for block 
shop, dry-dock engines, (deficiency,) completing 
shear wharf, engine for gun carriage shop, steam 
pump for watering ships, and for repairs of all 
kinds, one hundred and twenty-one thousand 
three hundred and fifty dollars. 

New York.—VFor building and completing store- 
house, building and completing coal house, ex- 
tending quay wall, launching ways in ship houses 
D and E, dredging channels, repairs of cob wharf, 
dry dock, paving and flagging, permanent fix- 
tures for heating saw mill, improvement of new 
purchase for site of marine barracks, and piling 
for the same, if necessary filling low places, com- 
pleting walter pipes, lightning conductors, extend- 
ing sewers, completing steaming house and ma- 
chinery, completing oakum picking machine, and 
engine for the same, stable for commandant’s 
horse, and for repairs of all kinds, four hundred 
and twenty-one thousand four hundred and 
twenty-two dollars. 

For deficiency for castings for engine house, 
one thousand four hundred and sixty-six dollarg, 
and fifty-eight cents. 

Philadelphia.—For stcam-house and stoves, 


| dredging channels, repairs of dock, basin, and 
i railway, building and completing guard houses, 
| building and completing offices, and repairs of all 
| kinds, sixty-four thousand five hundred and twen- 


ty dollars. 

Washington.—For completing extension of boil- 
er shop, completing conversion of old ordnance to 
machine shop, timber shed, pavements, drains, 
and gutters, grading and filling, dredging, exten- 
sion of iron foundery, machinery and tools, and 
for repairs of all kinds, two hundred and twenty- 
one thousand and eighty-cight dolars. x 

For completing repairs of brass foundery, de- 
stroyed by fire, five thousand five hundred and 
fifty dollars. 
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Norfolk.—For grading and draining, iron rail- 
way and cars, dredging, continuing quay wall, 
timber landing and slip at saw mill, masting 
shears, engines, tools, cranes, and lighters, com- 
pleting and extending saw mill, and for repairs 
of all kinds, two hundred and six thousand five 
hundred dollars. 

Pensacola.—For completing permanent wharf, 
deep basin and dredging, completing rail tracks, 
completing removal of sunken caisson, complet- 
ing extension of granite wharf, dredging and piers 
in front of basin, mast shears, kitchen to ordinary 
quarters, repairs of dock, basin, and railway, 
completing wharves, paint shop, lightning con- 
ductors, and for repairs of all kinds, one hundred 
and seventy-seven thousand nine hundred and 
thirty-four dollars. 

San Franciseo.—Il*or four houses for officers, 
steam box, pitch kettles, wharf, with stone wall, 
saw mill, artesian well, grading, completing | 
smithery, joiners’ shop and timber shed, store- 
house, and wharf, three hundred and twenty- 
two thousand dollars. 


Hospitals: 


For the construction and completion of works, 
and for current repairs of the several naval hos- 
pitals: 

Boston.—For building and completing surgeon’s 
house, and for repairs of all kinds, sixteen thou- 
sand seven hundred and fifty dollars. 

New York.—For brick building, machinery,and 
fixtures for warming and ventilating hospital, for 
filling and grading cemetery, repairs of Jaboratory 
buildings, repairs of all kinds, twenty thousand 
six hundred and fifty dollars. 


Naval Asylums: 

Philadelphia.—For painting and repairing main 
building, governor’s and surgeon’s houses, iron 
railing for southwest wall, repairs of furnaces, 
grates, furniture, cleaning and whitewashing, gas, 
water rent, and miscellaneous repairs, eight thou- 
sand nine hundred dollars. 

Norfolk.—For repairs of all kinds, six thou- 
sand dollars. 

Pensacola.—For wall around burial ground, 
steam boiler, pump and reservoir, draining and 
filling ponds, and for general repairs, eighteen 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

Magazines: 

For the construction and completion of works,’ 
and for the current repairs at the several naval 
magazines: 

Portsmouth, New Hampshire.—-For ordnance 
building, shell house for loaded shells, gun skids 
and shot beds, forty thousand dollars. 

Boston.—lor repairs of all kinds, one thou- 
sand dollars. 

New York.—For altering gunners’ to store- 
house, shot beds, skids, powder boat, dredging, 
and repairs of all kinds, sixteen thousand dol- 
lars. 

Washington.—For building and completing iron 


i 
i 


shed for ordnance purposes, twenty-two thousand |, 


dollars. 

Novfolk.—For repairs of wall at Fort Norfolk, 
shot beds, gun skids and crane, new machinery 
and tools, eleven thousand dollars. 

Pensucola.—For brick wallaround shell house, 
and for current repairs, two thousand six hundred 
dollars. 

For pay of superintendents, naval construct- 
ors, and ail the civil establishments at the several 
navy-yards and stations, onc hundred and twenty- 
five thousand seven hundred and eighty-two dol- 
lars. g 


For the purchase of nautical instruments re- |; 


quired for the use of the Navy; for repairs of the 
same, and also of astronomical instruments; and 
for the purchase of nautical books, maps, and 
charts, and for backing and binding the same, 
twenty thousand dollars. — es 

For printing and publishing ‘sailing directions, 
hydrographical surveys, and astronomical obser- 
vations, fifteen thousand dollars: Provided, That 
the charts shall be sold when completed, and the 
instruments used be of American manufacture. 

Flor continuing the publication of the series of 
wind and current charts, and for defraying all the | 
expenses connected therewith, eighteen thousand 
dollars. 


3 


i| Pusuic, LX VIl.—An Act to regulate the Com- 


li the rate of three thousand dollars per annum 


freight, and transportation, for working litho- 
graphie press, including chemicals, for keeping 
grounds in order, for fuel and lights, and for all 
other contingent expenses of the United States 
Naval Observatory and hydrographical office, 
twelve thousand dollars. 

For the wages of persons employed at the 
United States Naval Observatory and hydro- 
graphical office—viz: one lithographer, one in- 


three thousand one hundred and sixty dollars. 

For erection, improvement, and repairs of 
buildings and grounds, and support of the Naval 
Academy at Annapolis, Maryland, thirty-nine 
thousand five hundred and ninety-five dollars and 
twenty-two cents. 

For preparing the American Nautical Almanac, 
twenty-five thousand seven hundred and thirty- 
two dollars and sixty-four cents. 

For Stevens’s war steamer, eighty-six thou- 
sand seven hundred and seventeen dollars and 
eighty-four cents. 

For completing basin and railway at the navy- 
yard at San Francisco, three hundred and five 
thousand dollars. 

“For completing coal depot at Key West, Flor- 
ida, twenty-five thousand dollars. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That out of 
the sum of thirty-one thousand five hundred dol- 
lars, appropriated by “ Act making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the year ending 
thirtieth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-six,” 
approved third March, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
| five, “For contingencies of the Marine Corps,” 
there be allowed and paid any expenses which 
have been incurred for the purpose of introducing 
gas into the quarters and hospital head-quarters, 
and for lighting the same. 

Approvenp, August 16, 1856. 


pensation of Members of Congress. 
! 


| Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
| sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the compensation of each Senator, 
Representative, and Delegate in Congress shall be 
| six thousand dollars for each Congress, and mile- 
age as now provided by law for two sessions only, 
to be paid in manner following, to wit: on the first 
day of each regular session cach Senator, Repre- 
sentative, and Delegate shall receive his mileage 
| for one session, and on the first day of each month 
| thereafter, during such session, compensation at 


i 
i 
| 


| during the continuance of such session, and at 
| the end of such session he shall receive the resi- | 
| due of his salary due to him at such time at the | 
rate aforesaid still unpaid; and at the beginning 
| of the second regular session of the Congress, 
| each Senator, Representative, and Delegate shall 
receive his mileage for such second session, and, 
| monthly during such session, compensation at 
the rate of three thousand dollars per annum till 
the fourth day of March terminating the Con- 
gress, and on that day each Senator, Represent- 
ative, and Delegate shall be entitled to receive 
any balance of the six thousand dollars not there- 
tofore paid in the said monthly installments as | 
above directed. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Pres- 
ident of the Senate pro tempore, when there shall 
| be no Vice President, or the Vice President shall 
| have become President of the United States, shall | 
| receive the compensation provided by law for the 
| Vice President; and the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives shall receive double the com- | 
ation above provided for Representatives, 
ble at the times and in the manner above 
ded for payment of the compensation of 
ives. ig g 
nd be it further enacted, That this law 
shall apply to the present Congress; and each 
Senator, Representative, and Delegate shall be 
entitled to receive the difference only between 
their per diem compensation already received 
under the law now in force, and the compensation 
provided by this act. f 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That in the 
event of the death of any Senator, Representative, 
or Delegate, prior to the commencement of the 


| pens 
paya! 
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strument maker, two watchmen, and one porter; | 


entitled to mileage or compensation; and: inthe 
event of death after the commencement of. any 
session, his representatives shall be entitled:.to 
| receive. so much of his compensation, computed 
i at the rate of three thousand dollars per annom, 
‘as he may not have received, and any mileage 
that may have actually accrued, and be due and 
unpaid. ; 

Sec. 5. And be if further enacted, ‘That if. any 
books shall hereafter be ordered to, and. received 
by members of Congress by a resolution of either 
or both Houses of Congress, the price paid for 
the same shall be deducted from the compensa- 
tion hereinbefore provided for such member-or 
members: Provided, however, That this shall-not 
extend.to books ordered to be printed by the pub- 
lic printer during the Congress for which the.said 
member shall have been elected. ifa 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House 
and Secretary of the Senate, respectively, tọ: de- 
duct from the monthly payments of members as 
herein provided for, the amount of his compen- 
sation for each day that such member’ shall be 
absent from the House or Senate, respectively, 
unless such Representative, Senator, or Delegate, 
shall assign as the reason for such absence the 
sickness of himself or of some member of his 
family. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That all acts 
| or parts of acts inconsistent with, or repugnant 
| to the provisions of this act, be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed. ` 

Approven, August 16, 1856. 


Pusuic, LXVII.—An Act to amend the Acts 
regulating the Fees, Costs, and other Judicial 
Expenses of the Government in the States, Ter- 
ritories, and District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That hereafter, before the accounts of 
| the United States marshals, district attorneys, 
i and clerks, are presented to the accounting offi- 

cers of the Treasury Department for settlement, 
| they shall be examined and certified toby the 


|| disirict judge of the United States in the district 
|| in which the officers presenting the accounts offi- 


| ciate, whether in the States or. Territories, and 
the same shall be subject to revision upon their 
merits by said accounting officers, as in case of | 
other public accounts: Provided, however, ‘That 
no accounts of fees or costs paid to any witness 
or juror, upon the order of any judge or commis- 
sioner, shall be so reéxamined as to charge any 
marshal for an erroneous taxation of such fees. or 
costs. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That. the 
accounts of the commissioners of the United 
States circuit*courts shall be examined and cer- 
tified to by the district judge of the district in 
which they are appointed, previous to their pre- 
sentation to, or revision by, the accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury Department, — 

- Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That in no 
case shall the fees of more than four witnesses be 
taxed against the United States in the examina- 
tion of criminal cases before the commissioners of 
the United States circuit courts, unless their ma- 
teriality and importance shall first be approved 
and certified to by the United States district 
attorney for the district in whichvthe éxamina- 
tion shall take place, subject to revision, as in 
other cases. 

Suc. 4. And be it further enacted, That in all 
these cases before mentioned, an appeal shall le 
from the decision of the accounting officers to the 
Seerctary of the Interior. ; 

Sre. 5. And be it further enacted, Thatthe judges 
of the supreme court in each of the Territories, 
or a majority of them, shall, when assembled at 
their respective seats of government, fix and ap- 
point the several times and places of holding the 
several courts in their respective districts, and 
limit the duration of the terms thereof: Provided, 
That the said courts shall not be held at more 
than three places in any one Territory: And pro- 
vided further, That the judge or judges holding 
| such courts shall adjourn the same, without day, 


t 
f 


frst session of the Congress, 


he shall be neither | 


atany time before the expiration of such terms, 
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whenever in his or their opinion the further con- 
tintiance thereof is not necessary. 

Sic. 6. And be it further enacted, That all costs 

and ‘fees for services rendered by the clerks of 
the several courts in the District of Columbia, 
chargeable to others than the United States, shall 
be payable immediately after the services are 
performed, and shall be collected by such rules 
and regulations, not incompatible with law, as 
may be prescribed by the courts in which such 
services are rendered, but shall in no case be paid 
~ “by the United States. 
Sec. T. And be it further enacted, That the sev- 
eral circuit and district courts of the United States, 
the district courts of the Territories, and the 
criminal court of the District of Columbia, shall 
have the power to discharge the grand juries of 
the respective courts whenever they shall be of 
opinion that the public interests will not be sub- 
served by a further continuance of the session of 
‘said grand jury. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That no of- 
cer of the United States courts, including the 
bailiffs, guards, or deputies of the United States 
marshals, whether in the States, Territories, or 
District of Columbia, shall be entitled to witness 
fees, either before a court or commissioners where 
he is officiating. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the Uni- 
ted States shall hereafter be liable to the justices 
and constables of the county of Washington, in 
the District of Columbia, for their fees and ser- 
vices in cases of felony only; and so much of the 
fifteenth section of the act of May seventeenth, 
eighteen hundred and forty-eight, entitled ‘* An 
act to continue, alter, and amend the charter of 
the city of Washington,” as provided otherwise, 
is hereby repealed; said fees shall be paid by the 
United States marshal, upon the approval of the 
judge of the criminal court of the District of Co- 

umbia, subject to the revision of the accounting 
officers of the Treasury, and to appeal to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. i 

Sec, 10. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of each of the judges of the supreme 
court of the respective Territories of the United 
States to designate and appoint one person as 
clerk of the district over which be presides, where 
one is notalready appointed, and to designate and 
retain but one such heel where more than one is 
already appointed, and ‘only such district clerks 
shall be entitled to a compensation from the Uni- 
ted States, except for fees taxable to the United 
States. 

Sec. Ll. And be it further enacted, Thatso much 
of the third section of the act of February twen- 
ty-six, cighteen hundred and fifty-three, entitled 
“An act to regulate the fees and costs to be al- 
lowed to clerks, marshals, and attorneys of the 


circuit and district courts of the United States, | 


and for other purposes,” as requires ‘* that when 
the compensation of any clerk sfall be less than 
five hundred dollars per annum, the difference as- 
certained and allowed by the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury shall be paid to him 
therefrom,” is hereby repealed. 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That all ac- 
counts of the United States district attorneys for 
services rendered in cases instituted in the United 
States or State courts, when the United States is 
a party in interest, but not of record; or in cases 
instituted against the officers of the United States, 
or their deputies or duly appointed agents, for 
acts committed or omitted or suffered by them 
in the lawful discharge of their duties, shall be 
audited and allowed as in other cases, assimilat- 
ing the fees, as near as may be, to those provid- 
ed by said act of February twenty-six, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-three; for like or similar ser- 
vices. i 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That no 
marshal, or deputy marshal, of any of the courts 
of the United States, shall hold or exercise the 
duties of commissioner of any of said courts, nor 
receive compensation therefor. 

Suc. 14, And be it further enacted, That, when- 
ever, from any cause, it may be impossible for 
the district attorney to attend at court, it shall be 
his duty to see that a meet and proper person, 
learned in the law, residing as near the place 
where the court is held as possible, does attend 
to such business as may appertain to the duties 


of his office; and in all such cases, the fees and 
charges to be paid shall be only such as the dis- 
trict attorney would have been authorized by law 
to charge, had he personally attended and per- 
formed the service: Provided, however, That be- 
fore any such substitution is sanctioned, or pay- 
ment made, the necessity thereof shall be shown 
to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the In- 
terior. 

Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That all 
provisions of law inconsistent with this act are 
hereby repealed. 

APPROVED, August 16, 1856. 


Pustec, LXIX.—An Act making Appropriations 
for Fortifications and other Works of Defense, 
and for repairs of Barracks and Quarters, for 
the year ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-seven. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be, and they 
are hereby, appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for, the 
construction, preservation, and repairs of certain 
fortifications, barracks, and quarters, for the year 
ending the thirtieth of June, one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty-seven: À 

For Fort Montgomery, outlet of Lake Cham- 
plain, twenty-five thousand dollars. 

For Fort Knox, at the Narrows of the Penob- 
scot river, Maine, sixty thousand dollars. 

For Fort Winthrop, Governor’s Island, Boston 
harbor, ten thousand dollars 

For Fort Richmond, at the Narrows, New York 
harbor, seventy-five thousand dollars. 

For Fort Warren, Boston harbor, twenty thou- 
sand dollars. 

For Fort Delaware, Delaware river, one hun- 
dred and fifty thousand dollars. 


For Fort Carroll, Baltimore harbor, one hun- || 


dred and fifty thousand dollars. 

For Mort Calhoun, entrance to Hampton Roads, 
Virginia, fifty thousand dollars. 

For Fort Sumpter, Charleston harbor, South 
Carolina, fifty thousand dollars. 

For Fort Pulaski, Savannah river, Georgia, 
nineteen thousand dollars. 

For Fort Clinch, entrance to Cumberland 
Sound, Florida, twenty-five thousand dollars. 

For Fort McRee, and preservation of its site, 
Florida, twenty-five thousand dollars, 

For Fort Barrancas, Pensacola harbor, Florida, 
twenty-five thousand dollars. 

For Fort Gaines, Dauphin Island, Alabama, 
fifty thousand dollars. 

For Fort Taylor, Key West, Florida, one hun- 
dred and fifty thousand dollars. 

For Fort Jefferson, Tortugas, Florida, one hun- 
dred and fifty thousand dollars. 

For fortifications at Alcatraz Island, San Fran- 
cisco bay, California, two hundred thousand 
dollars. 

For fortifications at Fort Point, entrance of 
San Francisco bay, California, three hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars. 

For repairs of Castle Pinckney, Charleston 
harbor, ten thousand dollars. 

Eor repairs of Fort Jackson, Savannah river, 
fourteen thousand dollars. 

For repairs of Fort Morgan, mouth of Mobile 
bay, Alabama, twenty-five thousand dollars. 

Por extension of Battery at Fort Jackson, 
Mississippi river, ten thousand dollars. 

For repairs and extension of Fort St. Philip, 
Mississippi river, thirty thousand dollars. 

For contingent expenses of fortifications not 
herein mentioned, the preservation of sites, the 
protection of titles,and repairs of sudden damages 
to forts, thirty thousand three hundred dollars. 

APPROVED, August 18, 1856. 


Pesic, LXX.—An Act to continue the Land 
Offices at Vincennes, Indiana, and to ascertain 
and adjust the Titles to certain Lands in the 
States of Indiana and Illinois, formerly in- 
eluded within the Vincennes Land District. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, That the register and receiver of the 


| land officesat Vincennes, to be appointed, together 

with a fit and proper person learned in the law, 
| and a citizen of Indiana, to be appointed by the 
President of the United States, are hereby consti- 
tuted commissioners to ascertain and adjust the 
title of any claimant to any tract of land, or any 
part or subdivision thereof, granted by the reso- 
lution of Congress of the twenty-ninth of August, 
seventeen hundred and ninety-one, entitled “An 
act for granting lands to the inhabitants and set- 
tlers at Vincennes, and the Ilinois country, in 
the territory northwest of the Ohio, and for con- 
firming them in their possessions,” and the sev- 
eral acts in aid of and supplementary thereto. 

Sxc.2. And be it further enacted, Thatevery such 
claimaattoany tract of land so granted, orany part 
| or subdivision thereof, shall, within three months 
‘ after the publication of the notice herein provided 
for, file his claim in writing with the said regis- 
! ter, in which he shall specifically set forth such 
facts as shall be required in the instructions of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office: Pro- 
vided, That in any case in which good cause may 
be shown why the claim was not filed within the 
period stipulated, such claim may be presented 
and acted upon at any time before the expiration 
of the commission. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That such re- 
gister, upon the receipt of such instructions, shall 
give notice in the several newspapers of generas 
circulation within said district and in the vicinity 
of said lands, by publication, of his readiness to 
receive applications of claimants, to which notice 
shall be appended the instructions of the com- 
missionct and a copy of this act. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That said com- 
missioners shall meet immediately after the time 
allowed for filing such claims, and shall hold their 
sessions at the town of Vincennes. They shall 
have power to issue subpenas, and compel the 
attendance of witnesses, administer all necessary 
oaths, and to hear and decide, in a summary man- 
ner, all matters respecting such claims. Minutes 
of the proceedings, decisions, meetings, and ad- 
journments of the board, shall be regularly entered 
in a book kept for that purpose. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That every 
claimant to any tract of Jand so granted, or an 
subdivision thereof, who can produce to such 
commissioners a regular chain of title from the 
original confirmee or donee to himself, or who 
can show to their satisfaction a continuous and 
connected possession in himself, and those under 
; whom he claims, fora period of twenty years or 
more next preceding the filing of his claim, or 
can show sucha claim or title as would, in the 
courts of Indiana, bar an action of ejectment, 
such claimant shall be confirmed in his title. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That said 
commissioners shall,in one year from the date of 
organizing said commission under this act, or 
| sooner, if the cases on their docket are all dis- 
posed of, transmit to the Commissioner of the 
| General Land Office a transcript of their decis- 

ions in favor of claimants, which shall contain a 
fair statement of the evidence on which each re- 
spective claim is founded; and also a transcriptof 
their decisions against claimants, with alike state- 
ment of the evidence, and the reason of such 
rejection. i 

Sec. T. And be it further enacted, That the Com- 
| missioner of the General Land Officé, upon the 
i receipt of such transcript of their decisions, shall 
issue a patent to such claimant so confirmed in 
j his title by the said commissioners; and where 
any such claims have been rejected, the said 
commissioner, upon application of the proper 
person, shall have power to revise such decision 
of the said board, and may, if in his opinion the 
evidence warrants it, reverse such decision, and 
| issue a patent therefor to such claimant: Provided, 
That this right to revise shall not extend to those 
claims rejected, where the same lands have been 
confirmed by the said board to some other claim- 
ant: And provided further, ‘That the patents so 
issued shall only be a relinquishment of the title 
of the United States, and shall not be considered 
or construed into an abridgment of the rights of 
third persons. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That imme- 
diately after the passage of this act the Commus- 
sioner of the General Land Office shall give direc 
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tions to the register and receiver of the land offices 
at Indianapolis forthwith to transfer to the land 
offices at Vincennes the books, documents, maps, 
plats, surveys, and ail other papers and writings 
deposited in the land offices at Indianapolis by 
the register and receiver of the land offices at Vin- 
cennes, and which originally were deposited in 
the land offices at Vincennes, and were transferred 
from said offices to the land offices at Indian- 
apolis, under the provisions-of the act ‘‘ for abol- 
ishing land offices under certain circumstances, 
and for other purposes,” approved June the 
twelfth, eighteen hundred and forty; and the said 
land offices at Vincennes are hereby reéstablished 
and reorganized, as fully and effectually for the 
transaction of business, and the sales of the public 
Jands, within said Vincennes land district, as if 
said land offices had not been abolished by the 
provisions of the act last aforesaid. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the com- 
missioner appointed under this act by the Presi- 
dent shall receive, as a full compensation for his 
services, a salary at the rate of- three thousand 
dollars per annum, payable quarterly out of the 
Treasury; and the register and receiver shall re- 
ceive such compensation for their services under 
this act as may be justand proper, in the discretion 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Suc. 10. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to prescribe such rules and regula- 
tions as may be necessary to give full effect to the 
provisions of this act. 

Approven, August 18, 1856. 


Pusuic, LXXI.—An Act making Appropriations 
for the Current and Contingent Expenses of 
the Indian Department, and for fulfilling Treaty 
stipulations with various Indian Tribes, for the 
ya ending June thirtieth, one thousand eight 

nundred and fifty-seven. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress | 
assembled, That the following sums be, and they |; 
are hereby, appropriated, out of any money in 
-the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
purpose of paying the current and contingent | 
expenses of the Indian department, and fulfilling |; 
treaty stipulations with the various Indian tribes: 

For the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian department, viz: À 

For the pay of superintendents of Indian affairs, | 
and of the several Indian agents, per acts of fifth | 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty, twenty-cighth 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty, twenty- | 
seventh February, eighteen hundred and fifty- |; 
one, third March, cighteen hundred and fifty- 
two, third March, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
three, thirty-first July, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, and third March, eightecn hundred 
and fifty-five, fifteen thousand dollars. 

For the pay of the several Indian sub-agents, | 
per act of thirty-first Jul „eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, ten thousand five hundred dollars. 

Yor the pay of clerk to superintendent at St, 
Louis, Missouri, per act of twenty-seventh June, 
eighteen hundred and forty-six, one thousand 
two hundred dollars. . , 

For the pay of clerk to superintendent in Cal- | 
ifornia, per act of third March, eighteen hun- 


| stallments in goods, per fourth article treaty fourth 
| October, eighteen hundred and forty-two, and 


| teen hundred and fifty-four, seven thousand dol- 
l lars, 


dred and fifty-two, two thousand five hundred | 
dollars. 

For presents to Indians, fi 

For provisions for Indians, 
eight hundred dollars. 

For buildings at agenci 
ten thousand dollars. 

For contingencies of the Indian department, 
thirty-six thousand five hundred dollars. 

For fulfilling treaty stipulations with the various 
Indian tribes: 

Blackfoot Nation.—For first of ten installments 
as annuity, to be expended in the purchase of |: 
such goods, provisions, and other useful articles, | 
as the President, at his discretion, may from ume 
to time determine, per ninth article of the treaty 
of seventeenth October, cighteen hundred and 
fifty-five, twenty thousand dollars. . 

For expenses of transportation and delivery of ; 
annuities in goods and provisions, sevenieen | 
thousand dollars- t 


ve thousand dollars. 
“eleven thousand 


: | 
es, and repairs thereof, | 


l 
| 
if 
it 
i 
| 


i! treaty thirtieth September, eighteen hundred and 


‘| Bois Forte Band, per 


For first of ten installments as annuity, to be i 


expended in establishing and instructing them in 
agricultural and mechanical pursuits, and in edu- 
cating their children, and promoting civilization 
and Christianity, at the discretion of the Presi- 
dent, per tenth article of the treaty of seventeenth | 
October, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, fifteen 
thousand dollars. 


Camanches, Kiowas, and Apaches, of Arkansas 
river.—For third of ten installments for the pur- 
chase of goods, provisions, and agricultural im- 

lements, per sixth article treaty twenty-seventh 
uly, eighteen hundred and fifty-three, eighteen 
thousand dollars. 

For expenses of transportation of the third of 
ten installments of goods, provisions, and agri- 
cultural implements, per sixth article treaty 
twenty-seventh July, eighteen hundred and fifty- 


| three, seven thousand dollars. 


Chippewas of Lake Superior.—Fulfilling the 


| treaty of thirtieth September, eighteen hundred 


and fifty-four: 
For two thirds of the last of twenty installments 


in money, per second article treaty twenty-ninth | 


July, eighteen hundred and thirty-seven, and 
eighth article treat 
teen hundred and fifty-four, six thousand three 
hundred and thirty-three dollars and thirty-three 
cents. = 

For two thirds of the last of twenty install- 


ments in goods, per second article treaty twenty- || 


ninth July, eighteen hundred and thirty-seven, 
and eighth article treaty thirtieth September, 


| eighteen hundred and fifty-four, twelve thousand | 


six hundred and sixty-six dollars and sixty- 


| seven cents. 


For two thirds of the last of twenty installments 


for the purchase of provisions, per second article | 


treaty twenty-ninth July, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-seven, and eighth article treaty thirtieth 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, one 
thousand three hundred and thirty-three dollars 
and thirty-three cents. 


For two thirds of the last of twenty install- | 
ments for the purchase of tobacco, per second į; 


article treaty twenty-ninth July, cighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-seven, and eighth article treaty 
thirtieth September, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, three hundred and “thirty-three dollars and 
thirty-three cents. 

For two thirds of fifteenth of twenty-five in- 
siallments in money, per fourth article treaty 


fourth October, eighteen hundred and forty-two, il 
|i and eighth article treaty thirtieth September, eigh- 


teen hundred and fifty-four, eight thousand three 
hundred and thirty-three dollars and thirty-three 
cents. 

For two thirds of fifteenth of twenty-five in- 


eighth article treaty thirtieth September, eigh- 


For two thirds of fifteenth of twenty-five in- 
stallments, for the support of schools, per fourth 
article treaty fourth October, eighteen hundred | 
and forty-two, and eighth article treaty thirtieth 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, one | 
thousand three hundred and thirty-three dollars 
and thirty-three cents. 

For two thirds of fifteenth of twenty-five in- 
stallments for the purchase of provisions and 
tobacco, per fourth article treaty fourth October, 
eighteen hundred and forty-two, and eighth article 
treaty thirtieth September, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, one thousand three hundred and thirty- 
three dollars and thirty-three cents. 

For second of twenty installments in coin, | 
goods, household furniture, and cooking utensils, 
agricultural implements and cattle, carpenters’ | 
and other tools and building materials, and for 
moral and educational purposes, per fourth article 


neteen thousand dollars. 


fifty-four, ni l; ; 
d of five installments in blankets, 


For secon 


|! cloths, nets, guns, ammunition, and such other 


articles of necessity as they may require, to the 
twelfth article treaty thirtieth | 
hundred and fifty-four, two | 


September, eightcen 
thousand dollars. . 4 
For second of twenty installments for six | 


thirtieth September, eigh- |i 


i, cents. 


smiths and assistants, per fifth and second articles 
treaty thirtieth September, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, five thousand and forty dollars. * 
or second of twenty installments forthe sup- 
port of six ‘smiths’ shops, per fifth and second 
articles treaty thirtieth September, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-four, one thousand three hundred 
and twenty dollars. `` Ra os 

Chippewas of the Mississippi.—Fulfilling the treaty 
wenty-sgcond February, eighteen hundred and 

ty-five: : 

n Por ‘one third of the last of twenty installments 
in money, per second article treaty twenty-ninth 
July, eighteen hundred and thirty-seven, and 
eighth article treaty thirtieth September, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four, three thousand one hun- 
dred and sixty-six dollars and sixty-seven.cents. 
_ For one third of the last of twenty installments 
‘in goods, per second article treaty twenty-ninth 
July, eighteen hundred and thirty-seven, and 
eighth article treaty thirtieth September, eighteen . 
hundred and fifty-four, six thousand three hun- 
dred and thirty-three dollars and thirty-three 
cents. g 

For one third of the last of twenty installments 
i| for the purchase of provisions, per second article 
treaty twenty-ninth July, eighteen hundred and 
| thirty-seven, and eighth article treaty thirtieth 
| September, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, six 
hundred and sixty-six dollars and sixty-seven 
| cents, - 

For one third of the last of twenty installments 
! for the purchase of tobacco, per second article 
treaty twenty-ninth July, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-seven, and eighth article treaty. thirtieth 
i| September, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, one 
| hundred and sixty-six dollars and sixty-seven 
: cents. ig 

For one third of fifteenth of twenty-five install- 
i| ments in money, per fourth. article treaty fourth 
| October, efghteen hundred and forty-two, and 
eighth article treaty thirtieth September, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four, four thousand one hundred 
and sixty-six dollars and sixty-seven cents. 

For one third of fifteenth of twenty-five install- 
ments in goods, per fourth article treaty fourth 
October, eighteen hundred and forty-two, and 
| eighth article treaty thirtieth September, eighteen 
| hundred and fifty-four, three thousand five hun- 
|! dred dollars. i i 

For one third of fifteenth of twenty-five install- 
ments for the support of schools, per fourth 
article treaty fourth October, eighteen hundred 
and forty-two, and eighth article treaty thirtieth 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, six 
hundred and sixty-six dollars and sixty-seven 
cents. 

For one third of fifteenth of twenty-five install- 
ments for the purchase of provisions and tobacco, 


| per fourth article treaty fourth October, eighteen 


hundred and forty-two, and eighth article treaty 
thirticth September, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, six hundred and sixty-six dollars and sixty- 
i seven cents. 

For one third of the last of twenty installments 
for the establishment of three smiths’ shops, sup- 
porting the smiths, and furnishing iron and steel, 
per second article treaty twenty-ninth July, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-seven, and eighth article 
treaty thirtieth September, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, one thousand dollars. 
| For one third of fifteenth of twenty-five install- 
ments for the support of two smiths’ shops, in- 
cluding the pay. of two smiths and assistants, 
and furnishing iron and steel, per fourth article 
| treaty fourth October, eighteen hundred and 
forty-two, and eighth article treaty thirtieth Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, six 
hundred and sixty-six dollars and sixty-seven 


| For one third of fifteenth of twenty-five install- 
ments for pay of two farmers, per fourth article 
treaty fourth October, eighteen hundred and for- 
ty-two, and eighth article treaty thirtieth Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, three 
! hundred and thirty-three dollars and thirty-three 
| cents. 
| “Por second of twenty installments of annuity 
| in money, per third article treaty twenty-second 

February, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, twen- 
ty thousand dollars. : 

Pillager and Lake Winnibigoshish Bands —For 
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second of thirty installments of annuity in 
money, per third article treaty twenty-second 
February, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, ten 
thousand six hundred and sixty-six dollars and 
sixty-six cents. 

For second of thirty installments of annuity in 
goods, per third article treaty twenty-second 
February, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, eight 
thousand dollars. i 

For second of thirty installments for purposes 
of utility, per third article treaty twenty-second 
February, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, four 
thousand dollars. 

-For second of twenty instaliments for purposes 
of education, per third article treaty twenty-second 
February, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, three 
thousand dollars. 

For,sccond of five annual installments for the 
purchere of powder, shot, lead, twine, and to- 

acco, per third article treaty twenty-second Feb- 
ruary, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, six hun- 
dred dollars. 

For second of five annual installments for the 
hire of six laborers, per third article treaty twenty- 
second February, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
two thousand four hundred dollars. . 

For second of fifteen annual installments for 
support of two smiths and smiths’ shops, per 
third article treaty twenty-second February, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-five, two thousand one | 
hundred and twenty dollars. 


Chippewas of Saginaw, Swan Creel, and Black 
River. —lor first of five equal annual installments 
for educational purposes, under the direction of 
the President, per second article of the treaty of 
second August, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
four thousand dollars. 

For first of five equal annual installments for 
agricultural implements and carpenters’ tools, 
houschold furniture, and building materials, cattle, 
labor, and necessary useful articles, per second 
article of the treaty of sccond August, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five, five thousand dollars. 

For first of ten equal annual installments in coin, 
to be distributed per capita, in the usual manner 
of paying annuities, per second article of the 
treaty of second August, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-five, ten thousand dollars. 

For first installment for the support of one 
blacksmith shop, for ten years, per second article 
of the treaty of second August, eighteen hundred | 
and fifty-five, twelve hundred and forty dollars. | 

For building a grist and saw mill, purchase of 
necessary fixtures and machinery, construction 
of dam, race, and other appurtenances, per sec- 
ond article of the treaty of second August, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-five, eight thousand dol- 
lars. 

For purchasing a saw mill; and repairs and 
fixtures to be erceted and located, in pursuance of 
the first amendment of the Senate to the second 
article of the treaty of second August, cighteen 
hundred and fifty-five, four thousand dollars. 

For the payment of the present just indebted- | 
ness of said Indians, in pursuance of the second | 
amendment of the Senate to the second article of | 
the treaty of second August, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five, twenty thousand dollars. 


Chickasaws.—For permanent annuity in goods, 
per act of twenty-fifth Vebruary, seventeen hun- 
dred and ninety-nine, three thousand dollars. 

For payment to the Chickayaws in full consid- 
eration for their interest in the lease provided for 
in the ninth article of the treaty of twenty-second 
June, cighteen hundred and fifty-five, ir conform- 
ity with the provisions of the tenth article of said 
treaty, two hundred thousand dollars, 

For expenses of commissioners who signed the 
treaty on the part of the Chickasaws, in coming 
to, returning from, and while remaining in, 
Washington city, per twenty-second article of 
the treaty of twenty-second June, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-five, seventeen hundred and sixty- 
six dollars, 


Chippewas, Menomonees, Winnebagoes, and New 
York fnulians.—For education, during the pleasure 
of Congress, per fifth article treaty eleventh Au- 
gust, eighteen hundred and twenty-seven, one 
thousand five hundred dollars. : 


Choctaws.—Foy permanent annuity, per second 


article treaty sixteenth November, eighteen hun- 
dred and five, three thousand dollars. 

For permanent annuity for support of light- 
horsemen, per thirteenth article treaty eighteenth 
October, eighteen hundred and twenty, six hun- 
dred dollars. 

For permanent provision for education, per 
second article treaty twentieth January, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-five, six thousand dollars. 

For permanent provision for blacksmith, per 
sixth article treaty eighteenth October, eighteen 
hundred and twenty, six hundred dollars. 

For permanent provision foriron and steel, per 
ninth article treaty twentieth January, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-five, three hundred and 
twenty dollars, 

Tor reappropriation of unexpended balance, 
per act of fourth June, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-two, on account of cattle delivered up to 
the agents of the Government, carried to surplus 
fund per warrant number twelve, dated thirtieth 
June, cightecn hundred and forty-eight, per six- 
teenth article treaty twenty-seventh September, 
eighteen hundred and thirty, one thousand and 
seven dollars and fifty cents. 

For part payment to the Choctaws for their 
relinquishment and lease of lands, in conformity 
with the provisions contained in the tenth and 
thirteenth articles of the treaty of twenty-second 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, one hun- 
dred thousand dollars. 

For interest on five hundred thousand dollars, 
at five per centum, for education and other bene- 
ficial purposes, to be applied under the direction 
of the general council of the Choctaws, in con- 
formity with the provisions contained in the tenth 
and thirteenth articles of the treaty of twenty- 
second June, cighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
twenty-five thousand dollars. 

For interest, from the twenty-second of June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, to the thirtieth of 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, on five hun- 
i dred thousand dollars, at five per centum, for 
education and other beneficial purposes, to be 
applicd under the direction of the gencral council 
of the Choctaws, in conformity with the provis- 
ions contained in the tenth and thirteenth articles 
of the treaty of twenty-second June, cightcen 
hundred and fifty-five, twenty-live thousand six 
hundred and sixteen dollars and forty-three 
cents. 

For expenses of commissioners who signed the 
treaty on the part of the Choctaws, in coming to, 
returning from, and while remaining in, Wash- 
ington city, per twenty-second article of the treaty 
of twenty-second June, eightetn hundred and 
fifty-five, three thousand nine hundred and sixty- 
one dollars and filty cents. 


Christian Indians. —I"or permanent annuity in 
money, per acts twenty-sixth May, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-four, and twentieth May, 
eightcen hundred and twenty-six, four hundred 
dollars. 


Creeks.—For permanent annuity in money, per 
fourth article treaty seventh August, seventeen 
hundred and ninety, one thousand five hundred 
dollars. 

For permanent annuity in money, per second 
article treaty sixteenth June, eighteen hundred 
and two, three thousand dollars, 

For permanent annuity in money, per fourth 
article treaty twenty-fourth January, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-six, twenty thousand dol- 
ars, 

Tor permanent provision for blacksmith and 
assistant, and for shop and tools, per eighth article 
treaty twenty-fourth January, eighteen hundred 
and twenty-six, cight hundred and forty dollars. 

For permanent provision for iron and steel for 
shop, per cighth article treaty twenty-fourth Jan- 
uary, cighteen hundred and twenty-six, two hun- 
dred and seventy dollars. 

For the last of twenty installments for two 
blacksmiths and assistants, and shops and tools, 
per thirteenth article treaty twenty-fourth March, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-two, one thousand 
six hundred and eighty dollars. 

For the last of twenty installments for iron and 
steel for shops, per thirteenth article treaty twen- 
ty-fourth March, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
two, five hundred and forty dollars. 


l 


For permanent provision for the pay ofa wheel- 
wright, per eighth article treaty twenty-fourth 
January, eighteen hundred and twenty-six, six 
hundred dollars. 

For twenty-sixth of thirty-three installments 
for education, per thirteenth article treaty twen- 
ty-fourth March, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
two, and fourth article treaty fourth January, 
eighteen hundred and forty-five, three thousand 
dollars. f 

For thirteenth of twenty installments for edu- 
cation, per fourth article treaty fourth January, 
eighteen hundred and forty-five, three thousand 
dollars. 

For blacksmith and assistant, and shop and 
tools, during the pleasure of the President, per 
fifth article treaty fourteenth February, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-three, cight hundred and forty 
dollars. 

For tron and steel for shop, during the pleasure 
of the President, per fifth article treaty fourteenth 
February, eighteen hundred and thirty-three, two 
hundred and seventy dollars. 

For wagon-maker, during the pleasure of the 
President, per fifth article treaty fourteenth Feb- 
ruary, cighteen hundred and thirty-three, six 
hundred dollars. 

For assistance in agricultural operations, dur- 
ing the pleasure of the President, per eighth arti- 
ele treaty twenty-fourth January, eighteen hun- 
dred and twenty six, two thousand dollars. ` 

For education, during the pleasure of the Pres- 
ident, per fifth article treaty fourteenth February, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-three, one thousand 
dollars. 


Delawares.—For life annuity to chief, per pri- 
vate article to supplemental treaty twenty-fourth 
September, eighteen hundred and twenty-nine, , 
to treaty of third October, eighteen hundred and 
eighteen, one hundred dollars. 

For life annuity to chief, per supplemental arti- 
cle to treaty twenty-sixth October, eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-two, one hundred dollars. 

For interest on forty-six thousand and eighty 
dollars at five per centum, being the value of 
thirty-six sections of land set apart by treaty of 
eighteen hundred and twenty-nine for education, 
per resolution of Senate, nineteenth January, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-cight, two thousand 
three hundred and four dollars. 

For third of eight equal installments for pay~ 
ment of five chiefs, per sixth article treaty sixth 
May, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, one thou- 
sand two hundred and fifty dollars. 


Florida Indians, or Seminoles.—Ior thirteenth 
of fifteen installments in goods, per sixth article 
treaty fourth January, eighteen hundred and 
forty-five, two thousand dollars. 

For thirteenth of fifteen installments in money, 


| per sixth article treaty fourth January, eighteen 


hundred and forty-five, and fourth article treaty 
ninth May, eighteen hundred and thirty-two, 
three thousand dollars. 


Towas.—For interest in heu of investment on 
fifty-seven thousand five hundred dollars, to the 
first July, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, at 
five per centum, for education or other beneficial 
purposes, under the direction of the President, 
per second article treaty nineteenth October, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-eight, and ninth article 
treaty seventeenth May, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, two ihousaiid. eight hundred and sev- 
enty-five dollars. 


Kansas.—For interest in lieu of investment on 
two hundred thousand dollars, at five per centum, 
per second article treaty fourteenth January, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-six, ten thousand dollars. 


Kaskaskias, Peorias, Weas, and Piankeshaws.— 
For payment of the last of three installments in 
moncy, of thirteen thousand dollars each, for pur- 
chase of former permanent annuities, and relin- 
quishment of claims and damages, per sixth arti- 
cle treaty thirtieth May, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, thirteen thousand dollars. 

F'or the third of five installments for support 
of blacksmith and assistant, per sixth article 
treaty thirtieth May, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, seven hundred and twenty dollars, 

For the third of five installments fur the pur- 
chase of iron and steel, per sixth article treaty 
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thirtieth May, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, 
two hundred and twenty dollars. 


Kickapoos.—For third installment of interest at 
five per centum on one hundred thousand dollars, 
for education, per second article treaty eighteenth 
May, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, five thou- 
sand dollars. i 

For the payment of this sum as the third in- 
stallmentupon two hundred thousand dollars, per 
second article treaty eighteenth May, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four, twenty thousand dollars. 


Menomonees.—For first of twelve installments 
for continuing and keeping up blacksmith shop 
and providing the usual quantity of iron and steel, 
per fourth article treaty eighteenth October, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-eight, and third article 
treaty twelfth May, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, nine hundred and sixteen dollars and sixty- 
six cents. 

For first of ten installments of annuity upon 
two hundred thousand dollars, balance of three 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars for cession of 
Jands, per fourth article treaty eighteenth Octo- 
ber, eighteen hundred and forty-eight, and third 
article treaty twelfth May, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, twenty thousand dollars. 


Miamies.—For permanent provision for black- 


smith and assistant, and iron and steel for shop, | 


per fifth article treaty sixth October, eighteen 
1undred and eighteen, and fourth article treaty 
fifth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, nine 
hundred and forty dollars. 

For permanent provision for miller, in lieu of 
gunsmith, per fifth article treaty sixth October, 
eighteen hundred and eighteen, fifth article treaty 
twenty-third October, eighteen hundred and thir- 
ty-four, and fourth article treaty fifth June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, six hundred dol- 
lars. ' 

For sixteen installments in moncy, per second 
article treaty twenty-eighth November, eighteen 
hundred and forty, and fourth and sixth articles 
treaty fifth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, 
twelve thousand and five hundred dollars. 

For interest on investment of two hundred and 
twenty-one thousand two hundred and fifty-seven 
dollars and cighty-six cents, at five per centum, 
for Miami Indians of Indiana, per Senate’s amend- 
ment to fourth article treaty fifth June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four, eleven thousand and sixty- 
two dollars and eighty-nine cents. 

For interest on fifty thousand dollars, at five 
per centum, for educational purposes, per third 
article treaty fifth June, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, two thousand five hundred dollars. 

For third of six equal annual installments to 
Miamies residing on ceded lands, for purchase of 
former perpetual and other annuities and relin- 

uishment of claims, per fourth article treaty fifth 
Jine; eighteen hundred and fifty-four, thirty-one 
thousand seven hundred and thirty-nine dollars 
and eleven cents. 


Miamies—Eel River.—For permanent annuity 
in goods or otherwise, per fourth article treaty 
third August, seventeen hundred and ninety-five, 
five hundred dollars. , 

For permanent annuity in goods or otherwise, 
per third article treaty twenty-first August, eigh- 
teen hundred and five, two hundred and fifty dol- 
lars. : : : 

For permanent annuity in goods or otherwise, 
per third and separate article to treaty thirtieth 
September, eighteen hundred and nine, three hun- 
dred and fifty dollars. 


Nuvajoes.—For fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
the Navajoes, pursuant to the requirements of the 
tenth article treaty ninth September, eighteen 
hundred and forty-nine, five thousand dollars. 


Nisqually, Puyallup, and other tribes and bands 
of Indians.—F or fulfilling the articles negotiated 
twenty-sixth December, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, with certain bands gf Indians of Pu- 
get’s Sound, Washington Territory: 

For second installment, in part payment for re- 
linquishment of title to lands to be applied to ben- 
eficial objects, per fourth article of treaty twenty- 
sixth December, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, 
three thousand dollars. 

For second of twenty installments for pay of 


instructor, smith, physician, carpenter, farmer, 
and assistant if necessary, per tenth article treaty 
twenty-sixth December, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four, four thousand five hundred dollars. 


Omahas.—For second of three installments, in 
money or otherwise, of forty thousand dollars 
each perannum, per fourth article treaty sixteenth 
March, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, forty 
thousand dollars. . 

For second of ten installments for support of a 
miller, per eighth article treaty sixteenth March, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, six hundred dol- 

ars. 

For second of ten installments for support of 
blacksmith and assistant, and iron and steel for 


shop, per eighth article treaty sixteenth March, | 


eighteen hundred and fifty-four, nine hundred 
and forty dollars. 

For second of ten installments for support of 
farmer, per eighth article treaty sixteenth March, 


eighteen hundred and fifty-four, six hundred dol- | 


lars. 


Osages.—For nineteenth of twenty installments, 
as annuity, in money or otherwise, per second 
article treaty eleventh January, eighteen hundred 


| and thirty-nine, twenty thousand dollars. 


For nineteenth of twenty installments for two 
smiths’ establishments, per second article treaty 
eleventh January, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
nine, two thousand dollars. 

For interest on sixty-nine thousand one hun- 
dred and twenty dollars, at five per centum, be- 
ing the value of fifty-four sections of land set 
apart second January, eighteen hundred and 
twenty-five, for educational purposes, per Senate 
resolution nineteenth January, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-cight, three thousand four hundred 
and fifty-six dollars. 


Ottoes and Missowrias.—For second of three in- 
stallments, as annuity, in money, or otherwise, 
per fourth article treaty fifteenth March, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four, twenty thousand dollars. 

For second of ten installments for pay of miller, 
per seventh article treaty fifteenth March, eigh- 


teen hundred and fifty-four, six hundred dollars. | 


For second of ten installments for blacksmith 
and assistant, and iron and steel for shop, per 
seventh article treaty fifteenth March, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four, nine hundred and forty 
dollars. . 

For second of ten installments for farmer, per 
seventh article treaty fifteenth March, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four, six hundred dollars. 

Ottawas.—For permanent annuity in goods or 
otherwise, per fourth article treaty third August, 
seventeen hundred and ninety-five, one thousand 
dollars. 

For permanent annuity in money or otherwise, 
per second article treaty seventeenth November, 
eighteen hundred and seven, eight hundred dol- 
lars. 


For permanent annuity in specie, per fourth ! 


article treaty seventeenth September, eighteen 
hundred and eighteen, one thousand five hundred 
dollars. 

For permanent annuity in specie, per fourth 
article treaty twenty-ninth August, eighteen hun- 
dred and twenty-one, one thousand dollars. 


Ottowas and Chippewas of Jiichigan.—For pay- 
ment of the present just indebtedness of said In- 


dians, in accordance with the last amendment of | 


the Senate to the first article of the treaty of 
thirty-first July, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
forty thousand dollars. oy 

For first of ten equal annual installments for 
educational purposes, to be expended under the 
direction of the President, according to the wishes 
of the Indians, so far as may be reasonable and 
just, per second article of the treaty of thirty-first 
July, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, eight thou- 
sand dollars. ` i 

For first of five equal annual installments in 
agricultural. implements and carpenters? tools, 
household furniture, and building materials, cattle, 
labor, and necessary useful articles, per second 
article of the treaty of thirty-first July, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five, fifteen thousand dollars. 

For first installment for the support of four 
blacksmith shops for ten years, per second article 
of the treaty of thirty-first July, eighteen hundred 


and fifty-five, four thousand two hundred and forty 
dollars. at 

For first installment of principal payableannu- 
ally for ten years, to be distributed per capita, in 
the usual manner of paying annuities, per second _ 
article of the treaty of thirty-first July, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five, ten thousand dollars. : 

For interest on two hundred and ninety-six 
thousand dollars, unpaid part of the principal sum 
of three hundred and six thousand dollars, for-one 
year, at five per centum per annum, to be dis- 
tributed per capita, in the usual manner of paying 
annuities, per second article of the treaty of thir- 
ty-first July, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, four- 
teen thousand eight hundred dollars. 

For first of ten equal annual installments, in 
lieu of former treaty stipulations, to be paid per ` 
capita to the Grand River Ottowas, pergsecond . 
article of the treaty of thirty-first July, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five, three thousand five hun- 
dred dollars: Provided, Thatno part of the appro- 
priations for the Ottowas and Chippewas of Mich- 
igan shall be expended-until the assent of said 
Indians to the Senate amendments to said treaty 
shall first be obtained. 


Ottowas of Kansas.—F'or their proportion of the 
permanent annuities in money, goods, or other- 
wise, payable under the fourth article of the treaty 
of third August, seventeen hundred and ninety- 
five, second article of the treaty of seventeenth No- 
vember, eighteen hundred and seven, fourth article 
of the treaty of seventeenth September, eighteen 
hundred and eighteen, fourth article of the treaty 
of the twenty-ninth August, eighteen hundred 
ana twenty-one, two thousand six hundred dol- 
ars. 


Pawnees.—For agricultural implements, during 
the pleasure ‘of the President, per fourth article 
treaty ninth October, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
three, one thousand dollars. 


Pottawatomies.—For permanent annuity in sil- 
ver, per fourth article treaty third August, scven- 
hundred and ninety-five, one thousand dol- 
ars. 

For permanent annuity in silver, per, third 
article treaty thirtieth September, eighteen hun- 
dred and nine, five hundred dollars. . 

For permanent annuity in silver, per third 
article treaty second October, eighteen hundred 
and eighteen, two thousand five hundred dollars. 

For permanent annuity in money, per second 
article treaty twentieth September, eighteen hun- 
dréd and twenty-cight, two thousand dollars. 

For permanent annuity in specie, per second 
article treaty twenty-ninth July, eighteen hun- 
dred and twenty-nine, sixteen thousand dollars. 

For life annuity to chief, per third article treaty 
twentieth October, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
two, two hundred dollars. 

For life annuity to chiefs, per third article 
treaty twenty-sixth September, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-three, seven hundred dollars. 

For education, during the pleasure of Congress, 
per third article treaty sixteenth October, eigh- 
teen hundred and twenty-six, second arucle 


il treaty twentieth’ September, eighteen. hundred 


and twenty-eight, and fourth article treaty twen- 
ty-seventh October, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
two, five thousand dollars. . 

For permanent provision for the payment of 
money, in lieu of tobacco, iron, and steel, per 
second article treaty twentieth September, eigh- 
teen hundred and twenty-eight, and tenth article 
of the treaty of the fifth and seventeenth June, 
eighteen hundred and forty-six, three hundred 
dollars. 

For permanent provision for fifty barrels of 
salt, per second article treaty twenty-ninth July, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-nine, two hundred 
and fifty doilars. ` : * 

For interest on six hundred and forty-three 
thousand dollars, at five per centum, per seventh 
article of the treaty of the fifth and seventeenth 
June, eighteen hundred and forty-s:¥, thirty-two 


| thousand one hundred and fifty dollars. 


Pottawatomies of Huren.—Yor permanent an- 
nuity in money or otherwise, per second article 
treaty seventeenth November, eighteen hundred, 
and seven, four hundred dolars. : 


Quapaws.—For education, during the pleasure 
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of the President, per third article treaty thirteenth 
May, eighteen hundred and thirty-three, one 
thousand dollars. 7 

For blacksmith and assistant, shop and tools, 
and iron and steel for shop, during the pleasure 
of the President, per third article treaty thirteenth 
May, eighteen hundred and thirty-three, one 
thousand and sixty dollars. 

For farmer, during the pleasure of the Pres- 
ident, per third article treaty thirteenth May, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-three, six hundred 
dollars. 

For fulfilling treaties negotiated eighteenth 
November, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, with 
certain bands of Chasta, Scoton, and Umpqua 
Indians: 

For second of fifteen installments of annuity, 
to be expënded as directed by the President, per 
third article treaty eighteenth November, eigh- 
teen hundred and. fifty-four, two thousand dol- 
lars. i 

For second of fifteen installments for the pay 
of a farmer, pet fifth article treaty eighteenth 
November, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, six 
hundred dollars. 

For second of five installments for support of 
two smiths’ shops, per fifth article treaty eigh- 
teenth November, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
fout; two thousand one hundred and twenty dol- 
ars. 

For second of ten installments for pay of phy- 
sician, medicines, and expense of care of the 
sick, per fifth article treaty eighteenth Novem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, one thousand 
and sixty dollars. 

For second of fifteen installments for pay of 
teachers and purchase of books and stationery, 
per fifth article treaty eighteenth November, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, one thousand two 
hundred dollars. 


Rogue Rivers.—For third of sixteen installments | 


in blankets, clothing, farming utensils, and stock, 
per third article treaty tenth September, eigh- 
toen hundred and fifty-three, two thousand and 
five hundred dollars. 


Sacs and Foxes nf Mississippt.—For permanent 
annuity in goods or otherwise, per third article 
treaty third November, eighteen hundred and 
four, one thousand dollars. 

For twenty-fifth of thirty installments as annu- 
ity in oleae per third article treaty twenty-first 
September, eighteen hundred and thirty-two, 
twenty thousand dollars. 

For twenty-fifth of thirty installments for gun- 
smith, per fourth article treaty twenty-first Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and thirty-two, six hun- 
dred dollars. 

For twenty-fifth of thirty installments for iron 
and steel for shop, per fourth article treaty twen- 
ty-first September, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
two, two hundred and twenty dollars. 

For twenty-fifth of thirty installments for black- 
smith and assistant, shop, and tools, per fourth 
article treaty twenty-first September, cightecr 
hundred and thirty-two, eight hundred and forty 
dollars. 

For twenty-fifth of thirty insallments for iron 
and steel for shop, per fourth article treaty twen- 
ty-first September, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
two, two hundied and twenty dollars. ‘ 

For twenty-fifth of thirty installments for forty 
barrels of saltand forty kegs of tobacco, per fourth 


article treaty twenty-first September, eightcen | 


hundred and thirty-two, one thousand dollars. 

For interest on two hundred thousand dollars, 
atfive per centum, per second article treaty twen- 
ty-first October, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
seven, ten thousand dollars. 

For interest on eight hundred thousand dollars 
at five per centum, per second article treaty elev- 
enth October, eighteen hundred and forty-two, 
forty thousand dollars, 


Sacs and Foxes of Missourt.—For interest on one 
hundred and fifty-seven thousand four hundred 
dollars, at five per centum, under the direction of 
the President, per second article treaty twenty- 


first October, eighteen hundred and thirty-seven, į 


seven thousand eight hundred and seventy dollars. 
For the third installment.upon forty-eight thou- 
wand dollars, per sccond article treaty eighteenth 


May, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, ten thou- 


| sand doliars. 


Senecas.—For permanent annuity in specie, 
per fourth article treaty twenty-ninth September, 
eighteen hundred and seventeen, five hundred 
dollars. 

For permanent annuity in specie, per fourth 
article treaty seventeenth September, eighteen 
hundred and eighteen, five hundred dollars. 

For blacksmith and assistant, shop and tools, 
and iron and steel, during the pleasure of the 
President, per fourth article treaty twenty-eighth 
February, eighteen hundred and thirty-one, one 
thousand and sixty dollars. 

For miller, during the pleasure of the President, 
per fourth article treaty twenty-eighth February, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-one, six hundred 
dollars. 


Senecas of New York.—For permanent annuity, 
in lieu of interest on stock, per act of nineteenth 
February, eighteen hundred and thirty-one, six 
thousand dollars. 

For interest, in lieu of investment, on seventy- 
five thousand dollars at five per centum, per act 
of twenty-seventh June, eighteen hundred and 
forty-six, three thousand seven hundred and fifty 
dollars. 

For interest at five per centum, on forty-three 
thousand and fifty- dollars, transferred from On- 
tario Bank to the United States Treasury, per 
act of twenty-seventh June, eighteen hundred 
and forty-six, two thousand one hundred and 
fifty-two dollars and fifty cents. 


Senecas and Shawnees.—F or permanent annuity 
in specie, per fourth article treaty seventeenth 
September, eighteen hundred and eighteen, one 
thousand dollars, 

For blacksmith and assistant, shop and tools, 
and iron and steel for shop, during the pleasure 
of the President, per fourth article treaty twen- 
tieth July, eighteen hundred and thirty-one, one 
thousand and sixty dollars. 


Shawnees.—For permanent annuity for educa- 
tional purposes, per fourth article treaty third 
August, seventeen hundred and ninety-five, and 
third article treaty tenth May, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-four, one thousand dollars. 

For third installment of interest, at five per 
centum, on forty thousand dollars, for education, 
per third article treaty tenth May, cighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-four, two thousand dollars. 

for third ofeightapnuatinstallments of money, 
in payment for lands, per third article treaty tenth 
May, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, one hun- 
dred thousand dollars. 


For permanent annuity for educational pur- | 
| poses, per fourth article treaty twenty-ninth Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and seventeen, and third | 
| article treaty tenth May, eighteen hundred and 


fifty-four, two thousand dollars. 


Six Nations of New York.—For permanent 
annuity in clothing and other uscful articles, per 
sixth article treaty eleventh November, seventeen 
hundred and ninety-four, four thousand five 
hundred dollars. 


Siou of AississippiFor interest on three 
huudred thousand dollars at five per centum, per 
second article treaty twenty-ninth September, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-seven, fifteen thou- 
sand dollars. 


For the last of twenty installments in goods, | 
per second article treaty twenty-ninth September, | 
eighteen hundred and thirty-seven, ten thousand | 


dollars. 


For the last of twenty installments for the pur- | 
chase of medicines, agricultural implements, and ; 
for the support of farmer, physician, and black- } 
smith, per second article treaty twenty-ninth j 
September, eighteen hundred and thirty-seven, | 


eight thousand two hundred and fifty dollars. 
For the last of twenty installments for provis- 


ions, per second article treaty twenty-ninth Sep- ! 
tember, eighteen hundred and thirty-seven, five ; 


thousand five hundred dollars. 


For sixth of fifty installments of interest at five ! 
per centum on one million three hundred and sixty | 
thousand dolars, per fourth article treaty twenty- | 
third July, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, sixty- | 


eight thousand dollars. 


i per centum on one hundred and twelve thousand 
| dollars, being the amount in lieu of the reserva- 
| tions set apart in the third article of Senate’s 
| amendment of twenty-third June, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-two, to treaty twenty-third July, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-one, five thousand six 
hundred dollars. 

For sixth of fifty installments of interest at five 
| per centum on one million one hundred and sixty 
thousand dollars, per fourth article treaty fifth 
August, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, fifty-eight 
thousand dollars. : 

For sixth of fifty installments of interest at 
five per centum on sixty-nine thousand dollars, 
being the amount allowed in lieu of the reserva- 
tion of lands set apart by the third article of Sen- 
ate’s amendment of twenty-third June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-two, to treaty fifth August, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-one, three thousand 
four hundred and fifty dollars. 


Stockbridges and Munsees.—For expenses of im- 
provements, per second and fourth articles of the 
treaty of fifth February, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-six, forty-one thousand one hundred dollars. 

For expenses of their removal to the lands 
granted them by the provisions of the second and 
fifth articles of the treaty of fifth February, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-six, two thousand five hun- 
dred and seventy-five dollars; and the amount 
now in the Treasury appropriated by acts of third 
March, cignteen hundred and forty-nine, and 
thirty-first July, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, 
for the removal of the Stockbridges, shall also 
be applicable to the expenses of the removal pro- 
vided in the treaty aforesaid. 

For payment for improvements on lands ceded 
by the first article of the treaty of fifth February, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-six, per fifteenth article 
of said treaty, five thousand dollars. 

For purchase of stock and necessaries, and to 
settle their affairs, to be expended under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Interior, in con- 
formity with the amendment of the Senate to the 
second article of the treaty of fifth February, 
eighicen hundred and fifty-six, eighteen thousand 
dollars. 

For the expenses of the survey and allotment 
of lands, per third article of the treaty of fifth 
February, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, seven- 
teen hundred dollars; and the sum of two thou- 
sand dollars now in the Treasury, appropriated 
by the act of third March, eighteen hundred and 
forty-nine, as the first installment to ‘*sachems 
and chicfs,’? per amendment of the Senate to the 
treaty of twenty-fourth November, eighiteen hun- 
dred and forty-eight, and yow relinquished by 
ithe treaty of fifth February, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-six, shall also be applied for the ex- 
penses of said survey and allotment. 

For expenses of the examination and adjust- 
ment, by direction of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, of lots alloted to the Stockbridges, under 
the act of third March, eighteen hundred and 
forty-three, per thirteenth article of the treaty of 
fifth February, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, 
seven hundred and fifty dollars: Provided, That 
no part of the appropriations for the Stockbridges 
and Munsees shall be expended until the assent 
of said Indians to the Senate amendment to said 
treaty shall first be obtained. 


Treaty of Fort Laramie.—For sixth of ten install- 
ments, in provisions and merchandise, for pay- 
| ment of annuities and transportation of the same 
to certain tribes of Indians, per seventh article 
treaty seventeenth September, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-one, and Senate’s amendment thereto, 
seventy thousand dollars. 


Umpquas Cow Creck Band.—For third of twenty 
installments in blankets, clothing, provisions, and 
stock, per third article treaty nineteenth Septem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and fifty-three, five hun- 
dred and fifty dollars. 

Fulfilling the articles of twenty-ninth Novem- 
ber, eighteen hund¥ed and fifty-four, with the 


Umpquas and Calapooias, of Umpqua Valley, Ore- 
gon.—For second of five installments of annuity 
for beneficial objects, to be expended as directed 
by the President, per third article treaty twenty- 
ninth November, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, 
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For second of ten installments for the pay of a 
blacksmith and furnishing shop, per sixth article 
treaty twenty-ninth November, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-four, one thousand and sixty dollars. 

For second of fifteen installments for the pay of 
a physician and purchase of medicines, per sixth 
article treaty twenty-ninth November, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four, one thousand dollars. 

For second of ten installments for the pay of a 
farmer, per sixth article treaty twenty-ninth No- 
vember, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, six hun- 
dred dollars. . 

For second of twenty installments for the pay 
of a teacher and purchase of books and station- 
ery, per sixth article treaty twenty-ninth Novem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, seven hun- 
dred dollars. 

Fulfilling the articles negotiated tenth January, 
cighitesn hundred and fifty-five, with certain bands 
o 

Calapooias, Molala, and Clackamas Indians, of 
Willamette Valley.—For second of five install- 
ments of annuity for beneficial objects, per second 
article treaty tenth January, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-five, ten thousand dollars. 

For second of five installments for pay of phy- 
sician, teacher, blacksmith, and farmer, per third 
article treaty tenth January, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-five, two thousand two hundred and 
sixty dollars. 


Utahs.—For fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
the Utahs, pursuant to the requirements of eighth 
article treaty thirtieth December, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-nine, five thousand dollars. 


Winnebagoes.—-For twenty-eighth of thirty 
installments as annuity in specie, per second ar- 
ticle treaty first August, eighteen hundred and 
twenty-nine, eight thousand dollars. 

For twenty-fifth of twenty-seven installments 
as annuity in specie, per third article treaty fif- 
teenth September, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
two, ten thousand dollars. 

For twenty-eighth of thirty installments for 
fifty barrels of salt, per second article treaty first 
August, eighteen hundred and twenty-nine, two 
hundred and fifty dollars. 

For twenty-eighth of thirty installments for 
three thousand pounds of tobacco, per second 
article treaty first August, eighteen hundred and 
twenty-nine, six hundred dollars. 

For twenty-fifth of twenty-seven installments 
for one thousand five hundred pounds of tobac- 
co, per fifth article treaty fifteenth September, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-two, three hundred 
dollars. 

For tiventy-eighth ef thirty installments for 
three smiths and assistants, per third article treaty 
first August, eighteen hundred and twenty-nine, 
two thousand one hundred and sixty dollars. 

For twenty-eighth of thirty installments for 
iron and steel for shop, per third article treaty 
first August, eightcen hundred and twenty-nine, 
six hundred and sixty dollars. _ 

For twenty-cighth of thirty installments for 
laborer and oxen, per third article treaty first 
August, eighteen hundred and twenty-nine, three 
hundred and sixty-five dollars. ; 

For twenty-fifth of twenty-seven installments 
for education, per fourth article treaty fifteenth 
September, eighteen hundred and thirty-two, 
three thousand dollars. ‘ 

For twenty-fifth of twenty-seven installments 
for six agriculturists, purchase of oxen, plows, 
and other implements, per fifth article treaty fif- 
teenth September, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
two, two thousand five hundred dollars. 

For twenty-fifth of twenty-seven installments 
for the pay of two physicians, per fifth article 
treaty fifteenth September, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-two, four hundred dollars. 

Far interest on one million one hundred thou- 
sand dollars, at five per centum, per fourth article 
treaty first November, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-seven, fifty-five thousand dollars. 

For tenth of Way installments of interest on 
eighty-five thousand dollars, at five per centum, 
per fourth article treaty thirteenth October, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-six, four thousand two 
hundred and fifty dollars. 


4 


Wyandots.—For second of three equal install- 


ments upon three hundred and eighty thousand 
dollars, in lieu of former annuities and claims, 
per sixth article treaty thirty-first January, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-five, one hundred and 
twenty-six thousand six hundred and sixty-six 
dollars and sixty-seven cents. J 

Miscellaneous.—For carrying into effect the 
object of the act of March third, eighteen hun- 
dred and nineteen, making provision for the civ- 
ilization of the Indian tribes, the sum of five 
thousand dollars, in addition to the sum specified 
in said act, to be expended in the manner pro- 
vided in said act, : 

For surveying and marking the boundaries of 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw countries, in pursu- 
ance of the provisions of the nineteenth article of 
the treaty of twenty-second June, anno Domini 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, and for completing 
the survey of the Creek boundary, ten thousand 
dollars. 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pre- 
vent trespasses and depredations by Indians sep- 
arated from their respective tribes, within the 
States and Territories, and to remove and settle 
them within the Indian country, five thousand 
dollars. 

For the completion and construction of a map 


! of the Indian territories within the United States, 


for the use of the Committee on Indian Affairs of 


the Senate and House of Representatives, and of | 


the office of Indian Affairs, two thousand dollars. 

For payment to Ann Hyatt, for balance of un- 
adjudicated claim for an improvement under the 
Cherokee treaty of eighteen hundred and twenty- 
eight, as ascertained by the report of the Second 
Auditor, one hundred and sixtcen dollars. 7 

For compensation of three special agents and 
three interpreters for the Indian tribes of Texas, 
and for purchase of presents, fifteen thousand 
dollars. 

For the expenses of colonizing, supporting, 


i and furnishing agricultural implements and stoc 


for the Indians in Texas, seventy four thousand 
six hundred and fifty-eight dollars and fifty cents. 

For insurance, transportation, and necessary 
expenses of delivery of annuities, goods, and pro- 
visions, to the Indian tribes in Minnesota and 
Wisconsin, thirty thousand dollars. 

For the employment of temporary clerks by 
superintendents of Indian affairs, on such occa- 
sions and for such periods of time as the Secre- 
tary of the Interior may deem necessary to the 
public service, five thousand dollars. 

For fitting up and furnishing the rooms occu- 


| pied by the office of Indian affairs, two thousand 


dollars. 


To repay to a Choctaw Indian this amount || Fi s i s 
j Indian reservations, and of surveying, allotting, 


stolen from him by a soldier in the service of the 
United States, forty dollars. 

For salary of person in charge of collection of 
statistics and his copyist, two thousand nine hun- 
dred and thirty dollars. 

For the general incidental expenses of the In- 
dian service in the Territory of Utah, and pre- 
sents to Indians in said Territory, forty-five 
thousand dollars. 

For the general incidental expenses of the In- 
dian service in the Territory of New Mexico, 
and in making to the Indians in said Territory 
presents of goods, agricultural implements, and 
other useful articles, and in assisting them to 
locate in permanent abodes, and sustain them- 
selves by the pursuits of a civilized life, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, forty-seven thousand five hundred 
dollars. 

For the general incidental expenses of the In- 


dian service in California, embracing expenses |! 


of travel of the superintendent and agents and 
necessary subsistence of employés, twenty-seven 
thousand eight hundred and fifty dollars. 

For the pay of physicians, smiths, carpenters, 
and laborers, on the reservations in California, 
eighty-two thousand five hundred dollars. 

For defraying the expenses of the removal and 
subsistence of Indians in California to the res- 
ervations in that State, ninety-one thousand six 
hundred and fifty dollags. 

For the general incidental expenses of the In- 
dian service in the Territory of Washington, 
thirty thousand dollars. — i f 

For the expenses of adjusting difficulties and 


j preventing outbreaks in the Territery of. Wash-.. 


ington, ten thousand dollars. ee eee 
For the general incidental expenses of the. In- 
dian service in the Territory of Oregon, includ-.. 
ing insurance and. transportation. of: annuities,‘ 
thirty thousand dollars. ; EATR 
For adjusting difficulties and preventing out- 
breaks among. the: Indians in the Territory of. ` 
Oregon, ten thousand dollars. Allee wun 
To enable the Secretary. of the Interior to. set. 
tle and pay the awards of commissioners.. for. 
reservations, preémptions, and for. rents. and: 
improvements, under the twelfth, thirteenth, and 
sixteenth articles of the Cherokee treaty of twen- 


| ty-ninth December, eighteen hundred and thirty- 


five, five thousand seven hundred and twenty- 


| four dollars and thirty-six cents. 


For purchase of stock and agricultural imple- 
ments for the Great and Little Osages, persfourth. 


| clause of the second article of the treaty of 


eleventh January, eighteen hundred and thirty- ` 
nine, fifteen thousand dollars 

For liquidated balance found due the Creek 
Indians for losses sustained during the last war 
with Great Britain by that portion of the. tribe. 
that was friendly to and codperated with the Uni- 
ted States, to be paid to those individuals now 
living, and the legal representatives of those de- 
ceased, who are entitled to receive the same, the 
amount to be refunded to the United States, when 
recovered from the late Creek agent, Philip H. 
Raiford, or his sureties, eighteen hundred and. 
eighty-four dollars. 

For the reappropriation of this amount, for the 
expenses of revising, preparing, and printing, a 
new code of regulations for the Indian Depart- 
ment, in connection with all laws and portions 
of laws in force in relation to Indian affairs, 
duties, and responsibilities, of superintendents 
and agents, and disbursing and accounting for 

ublic moneys, two thousand dollars: Provided, 


| That the Secretary of the Interior, out of said 


sum, may allow a reasonable compensation to 
any cleyks or officers he may designate to prepare 
the compilation, for actual services rendered in 
that duty at such times as will not interfere with 
the proper discharge of the regular duties of their. 
respective stations. whe f 
For payment of interest tó the children of John, 
Connolly, deceased, on the sum of two hundred 
dollars, secured to said John Connolly, deceased, 
by the fifth article of the treaty of twenty-eighth” 
September, eighteen hundred and thirty-six, with 
the Sacs and Foxes of Mississippi, such sum of 
money as may be necessary is hereby appro- 
priated. ` ' 
For expenses of surveying the boundaries of 


and defining Indian reserves and half-breed lands, 
and for other incidental expenses of carrying” 
into effect the treaties with the Indian tribes in: 
Michigan, and with the Chippewa Indians of the’ 
Mississippi and of Lake Superior, so far as any 
of the said treaties provide for the survey or al- 


| Jotment of lands, or set apart reservations for the” 


tribes or bands, five thousand dollars. ° 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That if any 
person who has been removed from the Indian" 
country under the provisions of the tenth'séction™ 
of the act of Congress, approved the thirtieth of” 
June, eighteen hundred and thirty-four, entitled . 
* An act to regulate trade and intercourse with 
the Indian tribes, and preserve peace on the fron- 


| tiers,” shall thereafter, at any time, return or be + 


found within the Indian territory, such offender 
shall forfeit and pay the sum of one thousand 
dollars. ` re 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
act of the twenty-seventh of February, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-one, fixing the rate of compen- 
sation for interpreters, as far as relates to Cali- 
fornia, be, and the same is hereby, repealed; but ` 
the yearly pay of interpreters in that State shall 
in no case exceed one thousand dollars. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 


| retary of the Interior be required to pay to Spunk 


or Bald Frog, alias Joseph Henson, the amount: 
of four hundred dollars for his valuation of an 

improvement under the Cherokee treaty of eigh-~ 
teen hundred and thirty-five, in pursuance of the. 
provision of the twenty-fourth section:of the: act : 
of March third, eighteen hundred: and: fifty-five, . 
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making appropriations fer the civil and diplo- 
matic expenses of the Government. 

Sec 5. And be it further enacted, That, in 
addition to the number now allowed by law, the 
President be authorized to appoint one Indian 
agent, east of the Rocky Mountains, at a salary 
of one thousand five hundred dollars. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Interior be authorized and required 
to cause an investigation to be had of the claims 
for depredations by Indians in the Territory of 
New. Mexico that may have been heretofore 
made and filed in the Department of the Interior, 
and report to the next session of Congress, or as 
soon as practicable, the facts in each case, and 
particularly enumerating such as come within the 
provisions of the intercourse law, and for which, 
an his opinion, indemnity should be provided by 
Congress: Provided, That nothing herein con- 
tained shall be construed to bind the United 
States to make payment of said claims. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the 
Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay the amount of six- 
teen thousand and twenty-four dollars and eighty 
cents, the unclaimed balance of the Choctaw 
orphan fund, arising from sales of lands under 
the nineteenth article of the treaty of eighteen 
hundred and thirty, to the Choctaw national 
authorities, to aid in the establishment of orphan 
schools and asylums in that nation, on condition, 
nevertheless, that said nation shall refund at 
any time, on the demand of the Sceretary of the 
Interior, such amount as may be necessary to 
pay any claimant, his heirs or assigns, who may 

hereafter claim and establish a right to the same 
to the satisfaction of the said Secretary. 

Avrnoven, August 18, 1856. : 


Puste, LXXII.—An Act providing for a neces- 
sary increase and better organization of the 
Medical and Hospital Department of the Army. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there be added to the medical 
department of the Army four surgeons, and eight 
assistant surgeons, to be appointed in accordance 
with existing laws. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to appoint, from the enlisted men of the Army, 
or to cause to be enlisted, as many competent 
hospital stewards as the service may require, not 
to exceed one for each military post. The said 
hospital stewards to be mustered and paid on 
hospital muster-rolls, as non-commissioned staft 
oflicers, with the rank, pay, and emoluments of 
a sergeant of ordnance, and to be permanently 
attached to the medical and hospital department, 
under such regulations as shall be prescribed by 
the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That soldiers 
acting as cooks and nurses in hospitals be, and 
are hereby, allowed the extra pay authorized to 
soldiers on fatigue duty by ‘‘An act to increase 
the pay of the rank and file of the Army,” ap- 

roved August fourth, eighteen hundred and 
Eft -four. 
PPROYED, August 16, 1856. 


Pusuic, LAXIT.—An Act supplemental to an 
Act entitled ‘An Act to amend the several acts 
respecting Copyright,” approved February 
third, eighteen hundred and thirty-one. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
- sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, That any copyright hereafter granted, 
under the laws of the United States, to the author 
or proprietor of any dramatic composition de- 
signed or suited for public representation, shall 
be deemed and taken to confer upon the said 
author or proprietor, his heirs or assigns, along 
with the sole right to print and publish the said 
composition, the sole right, also, to act, perform, 
or represent the same, or cause it to be acted, 
performed, or represented on any stage or public 
place, during the whole period for which the copy- 
right is obtained; and any manager, actor, or 
other person acting, performing, or representing 


7 
the said composition, without or against the con- 


sent of the said author or proprietor, his heirs or 
assigns, shall be liable for damages, to be sued 
for and recovered by action on the case, or other 
equivalent remedy, with costs of suit, in any 
court of the United States; such damages in all 
cases to be rated and assessed at such sum not 
less than one hundred dollars for the first, and 
fifty dollars for every subsequent performance, 
as to the court having cognizance thereof shall 
appear to be just: Provided, nevertheless, That 
nothing herein enacted shall impair any right to 
act, perform, or represent a dramatic composition 
as aforesaid, which right may have been acquired, 
or shall in future be acquired, by any manager, 
actor, or other person, previous to the securing 
of the copyright for the said composition, or to 
restrict in any way the right of such author to 
process in equity in’ any court of the United 
States, for the better and further enforcement of 
his rights. 
Arrroven, August 18, 1856. 


Pusric, LXXIV.—An Act for continuing the 
improvement of the Des Moines Rapids, in the 
Mississippi River. ; 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


| sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


assembled, That there be, and is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of two hundred 
thousand dollars for continuing of the improve- 
ments of the Des Moines Rapids, in the Missis- 
sippi river, to be expended under the superintend- 
ence of the Secretary of War. 
N. P. BANKS, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
J. D. BRIGHT, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 


In rur House or REPRESENTATIVES OF THE 
Unirey Srares, August 11, 1856. 

The President of the United States having re- 
turned to the House of Representatives, in which 
it originated, the bill entitled ‘* An act for con- 
tinuing the improvement of the Des Moines rapids, 
in the Mississippi river,” with his objections 
thereto, the House of Representatives proceeded, 
in pursuance of the Constitution, to reconsider 
the same; and 

Resolved, That the said bill do pass, two thirds 
of the House of Representatives agreeing to pass 


the same. 
Attest: WILLIAM CULLOM, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 


In tux Senate or tHe Unrrep STATES, August 
16, 1856. 


The Senate having proceeded, in pursuance of 
the Constitution, to reconsider the bill entitled 
‘An act for continuing the improvements of the 
Des Moines rapids, in the Mississippi river,” 
returned to the House of Representatives by the 
President of the United States, with his objec- 
tions, and sent by the House of Representatives 
to the Senate, with the message of the President 
returning the bill: 

Resolved, That the bill do pass, two thirds of 
the Senate agreeing to pass the same. ` 


Attest: ASBURY DICKINS, Secretary. 


CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


In tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, August 16, 
1856. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives be directed to present to the Secretary 
of State the act entitled ‘An act for continuing 
the improvement of the Des Moines rapids, in the 
Mississippi river,” together with the certificates 
of the Clerk of the House of Representatives, and 
Secretary of the Senate, showing that the said act 
was passed by a vote of two thirds of both Houses 
of Congress, after the objections of the President 
thereto had been received, and after the reconsid- 
eration of said act by both Houses of Congress, 
in accordance with the Constitution. 

Attest: WILLIAM CULLOM, Clerk. 


Puso, LX XV.—An Act to amend an Aet en- 
titled ‘An Act requiring Foreign Regulations 
of Commerce to be laid annually before Con- 
gress,” approved August sixteenth, eighteen 
hundred and forty-two, and for other pur- 
poses. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That in addition to the changes and 
modifications in the commercial systems of other 
nations now required, of said act, it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of State to lay before Con- 
gress annually, within sixty days after the com- 
mencement of each ordinary session, as a part 


-of said report, all other commercial information 


communicated to the State Department by con~ 
sular and diplomatic agents of this Government 
abroad, or contained in the official publications 
of other Governments, which he shall deem suffi- 
ciently important. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That to enable 
the Secretary of State to make said report, it is 
hereby declared to be the duty of consuls and 
commercial agents of the United States in foreign 
countries, to procure and transmit to the Depart- 
ment of Statc, authentic commercial information 
respecting said countries, of such character, and 
in such manner and form, and at such times, as 
said Department may, from time to time, pre- 
scribe; and it shall be the duty of the Secretary 
of State in said annual report, to specify the 
names of any of said officers who may have been 
remiss in their duty enjoined by this act. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of State be, and is hereby, authorized and 
required to appoint one clerk, who shall have 
charge of statistics in said Department, and shall 
be called ‘* Superintendent of Statistics,” and 
shall receive a salary of two thousand dollars per 
annum, and shall be allowed, as an assistant, one 
clerk of the third class, which clerk the Secre- 
tary of State is hereby authorized and required 
to appoint. 

‘Approve, August 18, 1856. 


Pusuic, LXXVI.—An Act making an Appropri- 
ation for the Survey of the Southern Boundary 
Line of Kansas Territory. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress - 
assembled, That to enable the President of the, 
United States to execute the act entitled ‘ An act 
to authorize the President of the United States to 
cause the southern boundary line of Kansas Ter- 
ritory to be surveyed and marked,’’ the sum of 
thirty-five thousand four hundred dollars is here- 
by appropriated out of any money in the’ Treas- 
ury. 

Approven, August 18, 1856. 


Pusuic, LXXVII.—An Act to establish certain 
Post Roads. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the following be established as 
post roads: >- 

ALABAMA. 

From Burnt-Corn, via Andalusia, Elba, In- 
digo Head, Hawkridge, Westville, Daleville, 
Newton, Abbeville, to Fort Gaines, Georgia. 

From clayton, via Louisville, Justice’s Store, 
Rocky Head, Haw-Ridge, Indigo Head, to Elba. 

From Burnt-Corn, in Monroe county, to Fort 
Gaines, Georgia. - 

From Elba, via Old Town, 
Florida. 

From Elba, via Indigo Head, and Rocky 
Head, to Louisville. 

From Greenville, via Starlington, to Sparta. 

From Elba, via Indigo Head, Rockyhill, and 
Louisville, to Clayton. 

From Greenville, via Milleville, Cook’s Store, 
Greenland, to Elba. 

From Genoa, via Barber’s Ferry, to Anda- 
lusia. 

From Andalusia, to Williams’s Mill, in Cov- 
ington county. 

From Enfala, via Fort Browden, Spring Hill, 
Enon, to Tuskagec. 

From Jonesboro’ to Mudd Creek. 

From Jonesboro’ to Waldron’s Mill. 


to Almaranti, in 
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From Fort Gaines, Georgia, via: Abbeville, j 


Newton, Daleville, Indigo Head, Elba, Anda- 
lusia, Sparta, to Burnt-Corn, Alabama. 

From Louisville, in Barbour county, via Jus- 
tice’s Store, Rocky Head, to Indigo Head, in 
Coffee county. 

From Woodshop, in Dale county, to Newton. 

From Elba, via Greenland, Cook’s Store, Mill- 
ville, to Greenville. 

From Abbeville, via Flag Pond, to Big Creek, 
in Dale county. 

From Andalusia, in Covington county, to Uch- 
eana, Florida. K 5 

From Perote, in Pike county, to Monticello. 

‘From Mount Meigs, via Lime Creek, Bruce- 
ville, Arbor Vitæ, Perote, Indian Creek, to Mount 
Andrew. 

From Waverly, via Heme, to Wind Creek. 

From Oxford, via Arbachoochu, Bowdon, and 
Cawatton, (Georgia,) to Newman, (Georgia. ) 

From Benton, by Pleasant Hill, Cantonville, 
and Richmond, to Camden. 

i From Greenville, via Oaky Streak, to Anda- 
usia. 

From Marion, Perry county, by Burrough’s 
Ferry, on the Cahaba river, Ford’s Mill, and 
James Griffin’s, to Randolph, Bibb county. 

From Abbeville, via Flag Pond, to Big Creek. 

From Newton, via William Britt’s and Bark- 
er’s Mills, to Genoa, 

From Andalusia to Ucheana, (Florida.) 
hil Beaverton to Orin Davis’s, (at Thorn- 

ill. 

From Eufaula, via Fort Browden, Springhill, 
Enon, to Tuskegee. 

From Winchester, on Mobile and Ohio railroad, 
to Linden, Merango county, Alabama, via Jersey, 
Butler, Mount Sterling, and Tompkinsville, in 
Choctaw county, Alabama. 

From Thornhill, Hancock county, to Moscow, 
Marion county, via Greene Haley’s. 

From the Lauderdale Springs, in the State of 
Mississippi, via Livingston, in Sumpter county, 
Alabama, Demopolis, Springhill, Dayton, and 
McKinley, in Marengo county, Orville, Cahaba, 
to Selma, in Dallas county, Alabama. 

From Oak Level, via Pumpkin Pile, Georgia, 
to Cedartown, Georgia. 

From Wetumpka, via Buycksville, Travelers’ 
Rest, Weogufka, Marble Valley, Talladega 
Springs, and Fayetteville, to Syllycogga. 

From Columbiana, via residences of James M. 
vee Henry Webster, and E. Cook, to Cross- 
ville. 

From Asheville to Levi ©. Blair’s. 

a Crawford, via Waughtula, to Society 

ill. 

From Van Buren to Ashville. 

From Gadsden, via Fairview, Lookout Moun- 
tain, Hendrixville, to Bellefonte. 

From Ashville, via Chesallyric, to Blounts- 
ville, 

From Ashville, St. Clair county, to Blounts- 
ville, via Chepultepec, Blount county, 

From Wedower, via Haywood, K. B. Short’s, 
to Franklin, Georgia. $ 

From Mount Meigl, via Line Creek, Bruce- 
ville, Arbor Vitæ, Perote, Indian creek, to Mount 
- Andrew. 

From Jacksonville, via Nance’s creek, to Cedar- 
town, Georgia. f . 

From Shippersville, via Summer Hill, to New- 
ton. 

From Oak Bowery, via Kendall ’s -+ Roads, to 
Dudleyville. ; 

From Newton to Woodshoss. : oy 

From Newton, (east of the river,) via William 
Buitt’s, Barker’s Mill, to Genra. 

From Perota, via Monticello, to Troy. 

From Shippersville, in Dale county, to New- 
ton. 


From Fredonia, via Hickory Flat, to Roanoke. | 


From Jasper, by Thornhill, to Russelville. 


From Mobile, via Hollywood, to Donnelly’s | 


Mills, Baldwin county. . 
From Crawford, via Waughtula, to Society 


Hill. 
ARKANSAS. -~ 
From Pocahontas, via Cherokee, to Poplar 
Bluffs, Missouri. . 
From Pocahontas, by James D. Cross’s, in 
Randolph county, to Doniphan, in Missouri. 


i 


From St. Charles, via De Witt, to Brownsville, | 


in Prairie county. 

From London to Jones, St. Francis county. 

From Danville, up Dutch Creek, to Waldron. 

From Dessare, Prairie county, to Oakland, St. 
Frances county. 

From Chienla, Yell county, via Pleasant Val- 
ley, Shoals. Creek, Morrison’s Bluff, to Rose- 
ville, Franklin connty. a 

From Mount Ida, Montgomery county, by 
Maddox Sulphur Springs and Big Bend, to Paut- 
tier, Polk county. 

From Dessare, in Prairie county, to Cotton 
Plant, in St. Francis county. 

From Holly Point, Ashley county, by Haz- 
zard’s Store, Newport, Cooper’s Store, and D. 
P. Stevens’s, in Drew county, to Monticello. 

From Hot Springs, via Howell’s, P. P. Pytch- 
lin’s, Robinson, in Polk county, Sucksata, and 
Wright’s Ferry, on Red river, to Paris, in Lama 
county, Texas. 

From Pine Bluff, in Jefferson county, to Aber- 
deen, in Prairie county. 

From Salmora, Izard county, to Locust Grove, 
in Leary county. i 

From Pocahontas, in the State of Arkansas, 
via Cherokee Bay, to Poplar Bluffs, in the State 
of Missouri. i 

CALIFORNIA. 


From Placerville, to Genoa, Carson county, 
Utah Territory. 

From Trinidad, in Kalamalk county, by Or- 
leans, Bar Forks of Salmon river, and Restville, 
to Petersville. 

From Orleans Bar, by Happy Camp, to Yreka, 
in Liskyion county. 

From Nelson Point to Quincy Court-House, 
Phimas county. 

From Post of San Francisco, by sea, direct to 
Humboldt Bay. 

From San Diego, via El Paso, to San Antonio, 
Texas. ~ 

From Pitulena, in Sonora county, to Fomaies. 

From Stockton te San Bernardino, via Miller- 
ton, Visalid, and Fort Lyon. 


CONNECTICUT. 


From Litchfield, by Milton, Warren, and East 
Kent, to Kent, 
FLORIDA. 


From Pensacola to Greenville, Alabama. 

From St. John’s River, on the Bellamy road, 
via Danielsville and the Sand Hills, to Newmans- 
ville. 

From Sosschoppy by way of Governor Call’s, 
to White Bluff. 

From Orange Spring to Cedar Key. 

From Quincy, via William Winderwerdler’s 
and D. B. Rich’s to Ridleysville, in Gadsen 
county. 

From Mariana to Osheesee, extending the 
route from Columbia, Georgia, to the latter place. 

From Fort Yates, via Liola, Orange Lake, 
Fort Brane, Flemington, Wacoopootee and Shell 
Pond,to Long Pond, Levy county. 

From Ferdandina to New York city, in steam- 
ers. 
From Cedar Key to New Orleans, in steamers. 

GEORGIA. p 
From Beakley, via Colquitt, the site of Miller, 
to Bainbridge. i 

From Chenubba, by Terrill Court-House, Do- 
ver, and Morgan, to Colquitt, the county site of 
Miller. 

From Roswell, by Cherokee Line, Troy, Field ’s 
Cross Reads, Freemansville, and Hickory Flat, 
to Canton. 

From Tennville to Mount Vernon. 

From Calhoun, via Floyd’s Springs, to Rome. 

From Jacksonville to Trader’s Hill, (Georgia,) 
via Josiah Lewis’s, on Mill Creek- 

From Colquitt, via Milford, to Newton. — 

From Vienna, via Pennsboro’, and Hahira, to 
Troupville. A 

From Reidsville, in Tatnall county, Georgia, 
to Hinesville, in Liberty county, Georgia. 

From Mount Pleasant, in Glynn county, to 
Pendarvis’s store, in Wayne county, Georgia. 

From Cook’s store, in Appling county, via 
Daniel Morrison’s, in Coffee county, to Douglas, 
the county site of Coffee county. 


| Haralson county. ° 


From Canton, via Sharpe Top;Rich Mountain: 
Copper Mines, to Jasper, Pickens-county. = 
From Preston, via Richland, Lumpkin, ‘and 
Bladen creek, to Eufaula, Alabama. HD Ae 
From Cartersville, via Dallas, to: Villa Rica, 

oe phe 
From Marietta, via Dallas, Vanvert, to: Cedar- 
town, Polk county.. ar 
INDIANA. 


From Decatur, in the county of Adams; in the ` 
State of Indiana, by way of Oakes, Bluffton, and 
the Salamono, in Wells county, to Warren, in’ 
Huntington county. 

From Frankfort to Reece’s mills, to Lebanon, 
thence to Danville, via New Brunswick, Eliza- 
bethtown, and Jamestown. f ‘ 

From Noblesville, in Hamilton county, to 
Andersontown, by Strawtown, Perkinsville, and 
Hamilton. : 

From Le Gras, in Wabash county, via Dora, 
New Folland, and Mount Etna, to Warren, in 
Huntingdon county. 

From Renssalear, in Jasper county, to Mo- 
mence, in Kankakee county, Illinois. 

From Anderson to Noblesville. 

From Crawfordsville, via Jacksonville, Har- 
veysburg, Lodiville, and Eugene, te Georgetown, 
in Illinois. j 

From Sullivan, via New Lebanon, Merom, in 
Indiana, and Palestine, to Robinson, in Illinois. 

From Rensselaer, via Pilot Grove, and Mo- 
rocca, to Kankakee city, IHinois. 

From Lexington, in Scott county, to Little 
York, in Washington county, via Camargo, 
Wooster, New Frankfort, and Austin. 

From Leavenworth, in Craw county, to Paoli, 
in Orange county, via Magnolia, English, Mount 
Prospect, and Williamsburg. 

From Richmond to Union City, via Middle- 
borough, Hillsborough, Béthel, Arba, Spartans- 
burg, Bartonica, and Salem. 

From New Providence, in Clark county, to 
Martinsburg, in Washington county. 

From Williamsport, via West Labandas to 
Danville, Ilinois. 

- From Austin, via New Frankfort, and Woos- 
ter, and Camargo, to Kent, in Jefferson county.’ 

From Salem to Little York, via New Phila- 
delphi, ` ye 

rom Princeton, 
in Illinois. 

From Spencer, Owen county, Indiana, by way 
of Cataract, to Cloverdale, in Putnam county, 


ILLINOIS, 


From Avon, via Greenbush, to Monmouth. 

From New Boston, High Point, Aledo, Viola, 
Oxford, and Bishop’s Hill, to Galva Station. 

From Mangom, via Ellicott’s Mills, Truro, and 
Victoria, to Walnut Grove. 

From Ridge Farm, via Indianola, New Homer, 
and Sydney, to Urbana. 

From Kankakee City, via Limestone, Kiniza, 
and Essex, to Gardiner. 

From Quincy, via Mill Creek, to Douglasville. 

From Macomb to Canton. 

From Mount Carroll, via Rock Creek, Elk- 
horn, Milledgeville, Genesee Grove, Mount 
Pleasant, New Genesee, and Emline, to Sterling. 

From Mount Carroll, via Argo and Bluffville, 
to Fulton City. 

From Polo, via Mount Morris, Oregon, and 
Daysville, to Franklin. 

From Carrolton, via Pearl P. O., Monument 
P. O., and Pleasant Hill. 

From Elgin, along Fox river, to Aurora. 

From Aurora, via Batavia, Geneva, St. Charles, 
and Clinton, to Elgin. 

From St. Charles and Clinton to Elgin. 

From Crawfordsville, via Jacksonville, Har- 
veysburg, Lodiville, Eugene, Georgetown, In- 
dianolo, Hickory Grove, and New Albany, to 
Piscatum Station. i : 

From Lewistown, via Cuba, Fiatt, and Ellis- 
ville, to Avon. , 

From St. Mary’s to Fountain Green. 

From Huntsville to Putnam. 

From De Kalb to Dorset P. Q. : 

From Mount Vernon, Indiana, via Carmi and: 
Fairfield, Ilinois, to Xenia, Illinois.. =“ j 

From Mount Leansboro’, via. Lovilla, to 
Mount Vernon. ; 


ie 


via Mount Carmel, to Olney, 
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From Mount Leansboro’, via the Mill Shoals, 
in White county, to Fairfield, Hlinois. 

From Caledonia, via Walbridge, to Thebes, 
Illinois. 

From Emporium City to Villa Ridge, Illinois. 

From Gallatia, via Locust Grove, Frankfort, 
and Malkeytown, to Duquoin, Ilinois. 7 

From Caledonia to Valley Forge, Ilinois. 

From Golconda, via Big Bay, New Liberty, 
and Brooklyn, to Actropolis City. 

From Equality, Ilinois, via Cave-in-Rock, to 
Marion, Kentucky. 

From Carbondale to Urbane, in Jackson coun- 
ty, IHinois. 

From Carbondale, via Jacob Millikin’s and 
Willard’s Ferry, to Jackson, Missouri. 

From Carlinville, via Otter Creek, Greasy, and 
Chapman’s Point, to Waverly. 

From Springfield, via Taylorsville and Owam- 
co, to Paria. 

From Springfield, via Athens, Petersburg, and 
Chandlersville, to Beantown. 

From Clinton, on East Feliciana, via Darling- 
ton, Guwsba, and Kemp’s Bridge, to Amita, on 
the New Orleans and Jackson railroad, from Lake 
Providence, in the Parish of Carroll, thence to 
Pecan Grove, in said parish. 

From Kankakee City, Kankakee county, 
thence to Limestone, Kainosa, and Essex, to 
Grundy. 

From Mount Carroll, by Rock Creek, Elkhorn, 
Milledgeville, Genesee Grove, Mount Pleasant, 
New Genesee, Emline, to Sterling. 

From Richmond, Illinois, to Milwaukee, Wis- 
consin. 


IOWA. 
From West Union, Fayette county, to Lodi, 
Cook’s, Jacksonville, Prairieville, Howard, 


Wilksburg, Cardiff, Mitchell, St. Augar, and Or- 
ville, to Jordan and Austin, in Minnesota Terri- 


tory. 

Prom Freeman, Floyd county, by Floyd, Gil- 
mantown, and Cora, to Mitchelville, Mitchell 
county. 

From Decorah, Wineshick county, by New 
Oregon, Howard county, Villanovia, and Nute, 
to Mitchell, : 

From Vinton, Benton county, by Yankee 
Grove, Collins’s Grove, Union Grove, Tama 
county, and Green Mountain, to Albion, Mar- 
shall county, Decorah, by Stephensville, Hough- 
ton, and Looncysville, to Menona, in Wiscon- 
sin. 

From Jonesville, by Shell Rock Village, Clarks- 
ville, and Clind’s Springs, Butler county, Breler’s 
Grove, Rockford, Floyd county, and Owen’s 
Grove, Mason county, to Clear Lake city. 

From Dubuque, by English Mill, John Gra- 
ham’s, Preston, Mount Pleasant, Hopkinton, and 
Vinton, to Fort Des Moines. 

From Cedar Rapids, by Sister’s Grove, Bish- 
op’s Grove, Redman, Temaville, Toledo, and 
Reedsvillc, to Albion, in Marshall county. 

From Dubuque, by Independence, Wambo, 
Bradford, St. Charles, and Floyd Centre, to 
Osage, Mitchell county. 

From McGregor’s Landinesby Fort Atkinson 
and Howard, FLoward county, to Osage. 

From Dyersville, Dubuque county, by Hickory 
Grove, Eads’s Grove, Forest Hill, Buffalo Grove, 
and Greetier’s Grove, to Waverly, Brewer county. 

From Montezuma, Poweshick county, by Mill 
Grove, Granville, and Peoria, to Pella, in Marion 
county. 


From Independence, Buchanan county, by |! 


Greely’s, Bruch’s Point, and Long Grove, to 
West Union, Fayette county. 

From Cedar Rapids, by Coleman’s Hotel, Clin- 
ton township, Linn county, Pickaway, Bishop’s 
Grove, and Salt Creek, in Benton county, to 
Toledo, Talma county. 

From Clarksville, Butler county, via Hardin 
city and Point Pleasant, to Nevado, the court- 
house of Story county. 

From Lancaster, by Potosi, Wisconsin, to 
Dunleith, in Ilinois. ; 

From Sioux City, by the Vermillion river, 
Minnesota Territory, to Fort Pierre, Nebraska 
Territory. 

_ From Sioux City, by L’Edw-quis-cours river, 
in Nebraska Territory, to the South Pass. 

From Decorah, by Vernon Springs, Howard 


| Centre, Jamestown, and Cardiff, to Cora, in Mit- 
chell county. 

From Abel, C. H. of Dallas county, by Pierce’s 
Plantation, Paduca, and Ripley, to Jefferson 
C. H. 

From Lansing, by Dorchester and Bellville, to 
Elliota, in Fillmore county, Minnesota Territory. 

From Waterloo, up Black Hawk creek, by 
Grundy Centre, to Eldorado, in Hardin county. 

From St. Charles, by Freeman’s Rock, Creek 
City, toShellRock Falls, in Cerro Gordo county. 

From Dyersville, by Poultney, Plum Springs, 
Yankee Settlement, Honey Creek, Cox Creek, 
Volga city, Highland, Elgin, and Clermont, to 
Decorrah. 

From Rockville, by Cascade, to Canton; Rock- 
! ville, by Colony, to Elkador, Old Mission, by 
Burr Oak Springs, Vernon Springs, Howard, 
Cora, and Mitchell, to Ausgar. 

From West Union to Bradford, by St. Charles. 

From Phito to Bedford, via Union City and 
Lexington. 

From Maringo Crossing, to Millersburg. 

From Chariton to Plattsmouth, Nebraska 
Territory, via Oceola, Quincy, Frankfort, and 
Glenwood. 

From Council Bluff to Salt Lake City, Utah 
Territory. 

From Fort Des Moines to Nevado, thence to 
Quebec and Eldora. 

From Marietta to Fort Dodge. 

From Waterloo to Fort Dodge, via Grundy 
Centre, to Eldorado. 

From Clear Lake to Algona. 

From Council Bluffs and Swing City, in the 
State of Towa, to Fort Laramie, or Great Salt 
| Lake, in Utah Territory. 

KENTUCKY. 
From Olive Hill to Portsmouth. 
| From Woodstick, in Pulaski county, to James- 
town, in Russell county. 

From Germantown, via Minerva, to Dover, 
Monticello, Wayne county, (Kentucky,) to 
Huntsville, Scott county, (Tennessee.) 

From Maysville, via Minerva, to Dover. 

From Cloverport, by Falls of Rough and Ca- 
neyville, to Bowling Green. 

From Hopkinsville to Greenville, Ceralvo to 
Hartford. 

From Henderson to Steamport. 

5 From Henderson, by Spottsville, to Owens- 
Oro. 

From Calhoun, via Livermore, to Hartford. 

From Fort Washington, Chaplinton, via Fair- 
field aud Bloomington. 

From Louisville, via Fairfield, to Bloomfield. 

From Padueah, via Benton, Waidsboro, and 
Murray, to Paris, ee 

From New Concord ta mouth of Sandy river, 
(Tennessce.) 

From Canton, via France’s Ferry, to Murray. 

From Manchester, via Red Bird creek and 
Cumberland river, to Mount Pleasant. 

From Mount Pleasant, via Isaac W. Huff’s, 
to Jonathan Richmond’s, Lee county, Virginia. 

From Manchester, Clay county, by way of 
Reuben May’s Steam Mill, thence to Red Bird 
creek, thence up Red Bird, and with the county 
road to the Cumberland river, and up said Cum- 
berland river to Harlan Court-House, in the 
county of Harlan. 

From Jackson, Breathitt county, Kentucky, 
| main county road, crossing the middle fork of 
the Kentucky river, to Proctor, in the county of 
| Owsley, State of Kentucky. 

From Whitesburg, in the county of Letcher, 
to the residence of John Lewis, on the poor fork 
of Cumberland river, in the county of Harlan. 

From Jackson to Boonville. ‘ 

From Irvine to Boonville or Manchester. 

From Manchester to [arlan Court-Llouse. 

From John Lewis to Whiteburg. 


KANSAS TERRITORY. 


From Ossawatamie to Neosha City. 

From Cofachique, via Le Roy, to Columbia. 

From Fort Scott to Cofachique, via Le Roy, 
to Columbia. 

From Columbia to Council Grove. 

From Sac and Fox Agency to Le Roy. 

From Lecompton, via Glendale, to One Hun- 


i dred and Ten, or Richardson. 


From Shermanville to Cofachique. 

From Allen to Columbia. 

From Topeka, in Kansas, via Nebraska City 
county, Mount Pleasant, and Burlington, (lowa.) 


LOUISIANA. 


From. Vermillionville, via Randolph Cady’s, 
on the Bayou Quene Tortue, and Mier’s Settle- 
ment, on the Bayou Blanc, to Cottrell’s on the 
Mermonton river. 

From Providence, by Floyd, to Bastrop. 

From Pecan Grove to Floyd. 

From Marion, via Brook’s Store, Cherry Ridge, 
Spearsville, Cornic Bluffs, and Lisbon, to Ho- 
mer. - 

From Harrisonburg, in Catahoula Parish, to 
Good Water, in Winn Parish. 

From Clinton, in East Feliciana, to Prospect 
Hill, on railroad, via Darlington, Greensburg, 
and Kemp’s Bridge. 

_From Bastrop to Ashton, on the Mississippi 
river. 


From Columbia to Natchitoches, via Castor 
», 


Spy’s. 

Pirom Louisville (Arkansas) to the Orchard 
Grove in the Parish of Bossier, (Louisiana) by 
way of F. D. Harris and A. Byrne’s. 

From Franklington, in Washington parish, 
to Davidson, via Charles Knight’s and Dunn 
Crane’s. 

From Iuddleston, via Anacoco, Mill creek, 
and Manny, to Belmont. 

From St. Martinsville, by way of Cote Jelly, 
to Vermillionville. 

MAINE. : 


From West Buxton, via Bonny Eage Village 
and Rivvel, to Livingston Village. 

From Standish, via East Livingston, North 
Livingston, Cornish Hiram, and Brownsfield, to 
Fryesburg. 

rom kixeter Corner, via South Exeter and 
Stetson, to Etna. 

From North Dixmouth, via Dixmont Corner, 
to Jackson. 

From Pittsfield, by Hartland, St. Albans, and 
Ripley, to Cambridge. ; 

From Emery’s Mills, via Sharpleigh, to West 
Newfield. : 

From Oxford, via West Poland and North Ray- 
mond, to Gray. 

From Mattewamkeag to Nicheton, Stark’s Vil- 
lage, by Anson, to New Portland. 

From Lyndon Corner to Island Pond, Vermont. 

From Gardner to Damariscotta, 

From Sabatus to Lewistown. 


MARYLAND, 
From Freeland, via Union Meeting House, to 


| Paper Mills. 


From Churchville, by Hartford Furnace, to 
Perrymanville, by the most direct public roads. 

From Upper Marlboro, via Hill’s Bridge, Bris- 
tol, and Dunkirk, to Friendship. 

From Piscataway, in Prince George’s county, 
to Pomunkey, in Charles county. 

From Cambridge to a convenient point near 
Hill’s Point. 

From Cambridge to a convenient point on the 
railroad from Dover to Seaford. 

From Cambridge, via Airy’s Meeting House, 
Bucktown, and Drawbridge, to Vienna. 

From Iederalsburg to Vienna, via Harrison 
and Crotcher’s Ferry. 

From Cambridge, via Church creek, Tobacco 
Stick, Taylor’s Island, Golden Hill, Lakesville, 
to Bladensburg. 

From Princess Anne to Fairmount. 

From Princess Anne to Deal’s Island. 

From Princess Anne to Tryaskin. 

From Kingston to Shelltown, 


MISSISSIPPI. 

rom Hillsboro, by Shuman Hill, to Garlands- 
ville. 

From Ocean Springs to Dwier’s Ferry, in 
Jackson county. 

From Okalona, via Redland, to Sarepta. 

From Paulding, via Colemanna and Rearing 
Creek, to Ocoha. . 

From Oshalono, via Palmetto and Chesterville, 
to Ellistown. 

From Beaverdam, via Napier and Owenton, to 
Erata. 
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From Hillsboro, via Sebastopol and Steeles, 
to Philadeipnia. i 

From Westville to Harrisville. : i 

From Yazoo City to W. H. Lambith’s on : 
Silver Creek. > 

From Macon to Marshalvile, Louisville, New | 
Prospect, French Camps, Middleton, to Carrol- | 
ton. 

From Scorbar to Cooksville. 

From Charleston via Big Mound, to McNutt, ' 
Mississippi. i 

From Grenada, by way of Tuscahama and Big | 
Mound, to McNutt. i 

From Pittston to Greysport. 

From Hernando, in De Soto county, by way | 
of Areabutta, Hudson’s Ferry, to Austin. i 

From Canton, via Madisonville and Denson- | 
town, to Hillsboro. 

From Wahalak to Scoober. 

MISSOURI. 

From Hartville, via Hickory Springs, to, 
Thomasville. | 

From Aaron Rock to Cambridge. | 

From Caledonia to Centreville. | 

From Hermitage to Lynn Creek, 

From Warm Fork, via Mammoth Springs, 
Arkansas, to Smithville, Arkansas. 

From Osceola to Montervallo. 

From Versailles to California. 

From Chamois, via Bailey’s Creek, Pryor’s | 
Mill, Mount Sterling, to Delphi. __ 

From Appleton, via Attenberg, Neely’s Land- 
ings Pleasant Hill, and Jackson, to Apple Creek. 

rom Apple Creek to Murphrysboro, Illinois. | 

From Palmyra, via Houston and Nelsonville, 
to Newark. | 

From Gentry ’s Court-House, via Grant’s Mill, ; 
to Winterset, Iowa. 

From Camden, via Ashland and St. Bernard, 
to Liberty. 

From Jefferson City, via E. E. Basse’s and A. 
Bradford’s to Columbia. 

From Gray’s Summit, via Port William and 
Traveler’s Repose, to Weston’s. 

From Linden, via Sonora, to Mount Vernon, 
Nebraska. 

From Louisiana, via Saverton, to Hannibal. 

From Williamsburg to Portland. 

From Louisiana to Frankfort. @ 

From Calhoun, in Henry county, to Warrens- 
burg, in Johnson county. 

From Monticello to Newark, in Knox county. : 

From Versailles, via St. Mark’s, in Camden | 
county, and Black Oak Point, Hermitage. 

From Kirksville, in Adair county, to Union- | 
ville, via Nineveh and Shelby’s Point. 

From Waynesville, via Vienna and Rich Foun- 
tain and Linn, to Wallace’s Landing. 

From Lexington, viaJasper and Wagon Knob, 
to Rope Hill, Johnson county. 1 

From Kansas City, via Frémont, to Spring- 
field. 

From Princeton to Cainesville, thence to | 
Eaglesville, thence to Lott’s Grove, in Gentry | 
county. : p r | 

From Sharpsburg to Shelbyville, in Shelby ! 
county, via Samuel B. Hardy’s store. 


From Milan to Middleburg, in Mercer county, || 


via J. N. Winter’s store. , 

From Point Pleasant to Walnut Grove, via 
Dr. Parker’s, in West Prairie. 

From Logan’s creek to Austen, in Texas 
county, via Dr. Reed’s, on Curren’s river, Chil- | 
ton’s Mills, and Mchin’s Mills. 

From Gray’s Summit to Wishon’s, in Craw- 
ford county. DW hes fae Si 

From Appleton to Jonesborough, Illinois, via | 
Pleasant Hill and Verneell’s Ferry. A i 

From Popiar Bluff to Van Dove’s, at Little . 
Black post office. j 

From the town of St. Genevieve, by French 
Village, in St. Francis county, to Silver Springs. | 

MICHIGAN. 

From Okemo’s, via Bath, Victor, to Duplain. : 

From Newago post office, direct to Sebastopol | 
post office. | 

From Gardiner’s Corners, in the town of | 
Bingham, by East Essex, to Maple Rapids and | 
Essex post office. 

| 


From Brady via Wakeshma and Pine creek, 
toAbseota, 


it 


From Allegan, by Monterey, Salem, Byron, 


and Grandville, to Grand Ranids. 


From Oswego to.Paw Paw. 
_ From Newago, by Weaver’s Mill, to White 
river. i 
From Laphamville, by Cedar Springs, Nelson 
township, in. Kent county, John Moore’s, and 


i| Thornkain’s, in Mecosta county, to Croton and 


the forks of Muskegon river. 

From Cavunna, by Hartwellville, Perry, and 
Woodhall, to Lansing. 

From Owassa, by MapleValley and St. John’s, 
to Lyons. 

From Owassa, by Bennington and Woodhull, 
to Lansing. 

From Flint to Flushing, and North Venice to 
Corunna. 

From Corunna, by Shiausse, Vernon, and By- 
ron, to Howell. 

From St. John’s, by Gardner’s Corners, Spring- 
brook, Pompeii, Gratiot Centre, and St. Louis, 
to the county seat of Isabella county. 

From St. Louis, by Midland, to Hampton. 

From Midland, by Titibawasse and Jay, to 
Saginaw. 

From EastSaginaw, by Portsmouth, to Hamp- 
ton. 

From Vassar, by Waltonsville, Fairgrove, and 
Akoon, to Auchville. 

From Vassar to Port Sauilac. 

From Bridgeport to Corunna. 

From Fentonville, by Tyrone, Hartland, North 
Brighton, and Whitmore Lake, to Ann Harbor. 

From Lapeer, by North Branch and Buel, to 
Lexington. = 

From Almont, by Goodland, to North Branch. 

From Croton to Traverse City. 

From Traverse City, by Glen Harbor and Carp 


|| river, to Northport. 


From Traverse City, by Dougherty’s Mission 
and Centreville, to Northport. 

From Traverse City, by Stephen’s, Charlevoix, 
and Little Traverse, to Duncan. 

From Greenville, by Montcalm, to Muskegan 
Rapids. 

rom Greenville, by North Shade, to Gratiot 

Centre. 

From Escanawba, b 
North Mainstee, to Sault de Ste. Marie. 

From Hillsdale to Angola, Indiana, via Read- 


i| ing and Frémont. 


MINNESOTA. 

From St. Paul to Hudson, Wisconsin. 

From Brownsville to Mankato, via Wilton and 
Winnebago agency. . . 

From Red Wing to Vernon, via Owatonia and 
Wilton. 

From Red Wing, via Owatonia, to Blue Earth 
City. . 

Prom Owatonia to Glencoe, via Henderson., 

From Red Wing, via Wasioga, in Dodge 
county, to St. Nicholas, in Freeborn coufty. 

From Owatonia to Hastings, in Franklin. 

From Red Wing, via Pine Islands and Mantoo- 
ville, to Austin, in Mercer county. 

From Owatonia to St. Nicholas, via Lemon 
and Adamsville. 

From Mimicska to Oronoka, via Beaver Dam 
and Greenwood. : 

From St. Paul to West Union, Iowa, via Can- 
non Falls, Mantorville, Pleasant Valley, Frank- 
ford, Lime Spring, New Oregon, and Fort At- 


|) kinson. 


¥rom Winona to Maukato, via Stockton, Utica, 
St. Charles, &c. i 

From Amoka to Henderson, via Pagaska. 

From La Cross, Wisconsin, via Hokah, to 
Decorah. . A f 

From St. Cloud to Superior, Wisconsin, via 


| Mille Lac. 


From St. Cloud to Fort Ridgely. i 

From St. Cloud to Pembina, via Sauk river and 
Otter Tail Lake. j 

From St. Cloud to Crow Wing. 

From St. Cloud to Tayior’s Falls. 

From St. Cloud to Lac qui Parle. 

From Burr Oak, Iowa, to Winona. 

From St. Paul to Monticello, via Greenwood. 


Sturgeon’s river and || 


From Glencoe to Traverse des Sioux, 
From Shakapee to Faribauct. 


(and Red Cedar Lake, to mouth of Sioux Wood 
river. : 

From St. Cloud to Long Prairie. 

From Manhattan to Forrest City: 

From Manhattan to Mille Lac. ` 

From Manhattan to Greenwood and Glencoe.: 

From Mineapolis to Chaska. f f 

From Lansing (lowa) to Brownsville, Minne- 
sota, via Calcedonia, to La Crosse, Wisconsin, 
via High Forest and South Bend. 

From Target Lake, Houston county, Minne- 
sota, to the South Bend of Minnesota river, via 
| High Forest. í 


| Mantorville, to Cannon Falls. 
From Austin, via Mantorville, to Canson: Falls. 


From La Crosse (Wisconsin) to Chatfield, 

From Winona to Oronoko, via Minnesota City. 

From Mitchell (Iowa) to Mankato (Minne- 
sota,) via St. Nicholas. 
i Eroni Reed’s Landing, via Mazeppa, to Fair- 
| bault. 

From Reed’s Landing, via West Albany and 
Oronoko, to Darango. 

From Crow Rapids to St. Peter. 


Parle. 
From Red Wing, via Northfield, to Le Sever. 
From Hastings to Northfield. ; 
From Shackopee to Northfield. 
From Little 
river, 
From Little Falls to Superior, (Wisconsin,) 
via Mille Lac. i 


river, to St. Cloud. 
From Le Crescent to Chatfield. 
From St. Paul to Alhambra. 


Wisconsin. 

From Bayfield to Superior. 

From St. Paul to Cambridge. 

From Minneapolis to Hutchinson. 

From Traverse des Sioux to Hutchinson. 

From Hastings, via Hampton, Lewiston, 
Northfield, Carinon City, and Fairbault, to St. 
Peter. £ 


ville. 


Island Lake, to Traverse des Sioux. 

From Minneapolis, via Greenwood and Buffalo, 
to Forest City. ` 

From Minneapolis, via Hutchinson and Red 
river, to Pembina. 

From Elliota to Prairie du Chien, Wisconsin, 
via Freeport, Wemkann, Waterville, and John- 
| son’s Landing, lowa. 

From Greenwood to Forest City. 

From Minneapolis, via Watertown, Camden , 
Glencoe, Highland Lake, Lake Addie, Hutchin- 
i son, Cedar City, and Forest City, to Monticello. 
From St. Augusta to Forch. 

From St. Augusta to Glencoe. 
From St. Augusta to Forest City. 


NEW YORK. 


| From St. Johnsville, via Crum Creek, Oppen- 
heim, and Lotville, to Whitesburg. 
From Rose, by Huron, to-North Huron. 
From Crosbyville, via Buena Vista, to How- 
ard. 
From Chenango Fork to Harpersville. 
From Palmyra, via Walworth, to Ontario. 
From Hopkinton Turnpike,via Duane, to Ma- 
| Jone. 
* From Rome to Lowell, by Vernon Centre, 
Knox, Knox-Corners, to Beachville and Hamil- 
ton. 
From Clarkesburg, by New Oregon and 
Woodward Hollow, to Morton’s Corners. 
From West Sand Lake, by South Sand Lake 
and North Nassau, to Hodge Corners. l 
From Booneville to Constableville. 


From Manklo to Blue Earth City. 

From Shakapee, via Chaska and Glencoe, to j 
Fort Ridgeley. 

From Glencoe to St. Cloud. ` 


From Ilion, via Columbian Springs, Cedar- 
ville, and Winfield, to West Winfield. i 

From Carthage, via Natural Bridge and Diana, 
| to Edwards. 


From Elliota, via Spring Valley, High Forest, | 


From Taylor’s Falls, Minnesota, to Bayfield, 


From Ilastings, via Cannon Falls, to Mantor-. 


From Monticello, via Buffalo and Red Cedar ` 


From Henderson, via Glencoe, Hutchinson,.! 


From Rochester, via Mantorville, to Fairbault, » 


From Dayton, via Crow Rapids, to Lac qui 


alls, via Long Prairie, to Red 


From Fort Ripley, via west side Mississippi 


a 
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NORTH CAROLINA. 


From Raleigh, via New Hill, Haywood, Oak- 
land, Egypt, The Gulf, Carbonton, to Carthage. 

From Burnsville to Marshall. : 

From’ Burnsville, via Crab Tree, Blue Ridge, 
Turkey Cove, and Thomas’s creek, to Marion. 

From Ashboro’, via Cedar Falls, Franklinsville, 
Reed Creek, Long’s Mill, to Graham. 

From Reed Creek to Pittsboro’. 

From Elizabethton to Clinton. 

From Hendersonville, via John Evans’s, Solo- 
mon Whitaker’s, Jesse Israel’s, to Curtis, in 
Buncombe county. 

From Hendersonville to Buncombe. 

From Good Springs, via Auman’s Hill and 
Matamoras, to Troy. 

From Troy, by James Page’s, to Plank Road, 
in Randolph county. . 

From. Ghildsville to Boone. 

From Cherryficld, via Tonaway, Cain creek, 
Estatohee, to Niger Trail. 

From Milton to Moore’s Store. 

From Reed Creek, via John Pope’s, Isaiah 
Cheeks, John Brewer’s, to Robert Goldstone, in 
Randolph county. 

From Gibsonville to Summer’s Mills. 

From Schocco Springs to Belford. 

From Shelby, via Sloan’s Store and Zion 
Church, to Newton, 

From Eagle Rock to Newton. 

From Mitchenor Station to Smithfield. 

From Winston to Yankinville, by the way of 
Red Plain, East Bend, Mount Nebo, Yadkin In- 
stitute, and Jonesvilic. 

From Winston to Glen’s Ferry, Red Plains, 
Yadkin county. 

From Eagle Rock, in the county of Wake, to 
Wilson, in Wilson county. 

From Branch to Hayward, in Chatham coun- 
w NEBRASKA TERRITORY. 

. From Nebraska City to Marysville, Kansas 
Territory, 

From Omadi to Fort Lookout. 

From Omadi to Elkhorn river. 

From Omaha City, by Fort Kearny 
Laramie, to Great Salt Lake City. 

From Omaha City, by Likhorn, Fontenelle, 
and Running Water, via Fort Randall, to Fort 
Picrre. 

From Omaha City, by Florence, Fort Calhoun, 
De Soto, Canning City, Tenama, Black Bird, 
and Omadi, to Dahkota City. 

From Omaha City to Kearny City. 

From Omaha Citv. by Nebraska City, Kear- 
ney City, Brownsv.ie, and Omaha City, to 
Whitehead. 

From Dahkota City to Sergeant’s Bluff, Iowa. 

From Dahkota City, by Azoway creek and 
Running Water river, to Fort Laramie. 

From Dahkota City to Mort Parx, 

From A madi to Sergeant’s Bhuf, Lowa. 

From Plattsmouth, by Kenosha and Wyom- 
ing, to Kearny City. 

from Wyoming to Sidney, Lowa. 

From Wyoming to Salt creek. 

From Nebraska City to Salt creck. 

From Kearny City to New Fort Kearny. 

From Brownville to New Fort Kearny. 

From Brownville to Linden, Missouri. 

From Missouri river, between Great and Little 
Nehama river, by Archer and Salem, and to Big 
Blue river. 


and Fort 


OHIO. 
From Leipsic, via Ottoway, Buckeye, and 
Cairo, to Lima. 
From Lallipolis, by Mercersville, Kennedy’s 
Cross Roads, and Scottsville, to Quaker, Boston. 
From Lee to Berlin Cross Roads. 


From Oak Hill, via Centreville, Ridgeway’s, | 


Harrisburg, Porter, Pine Grove, Annlin, and 
Rigersvillc, to Middle Fork. 

From Oak Hull, via Centreville, Ridgeway’s, 
Heanisburg, Pine Grove, Anselm, Kygerville, 
Middle Fort, to Pomeroy. 

From Gilead, by Westfield, Milton, Cormens, 
Jackson, and Pleasantville, to Portageville, in 
Hancock county. 

from Kinsman, via East Gustavus, Linden- 
yille; and East Cherry Valley, to Jefferson Court- 
Jouse. 


From New Philadelphia, via Buchers, Roger- 
ville, Rowville, New Bedford, Kelleys, to Mil- 
lersburg. 

From Peaceville, via New Falls, to Milton. 

From New London, via Clinton, North Fair- 
field, to Centreston and Steuben. 

From Harrisonville to Wilksville, through 
Salem township. 

From Cambridge, Guernsey county, via Creigh- 
ton, Adamsville, to Dresden, in Muskingum 
county, Ohio, (twenty-eight miles.) 

From New London to Centreville. 

From ‘‘ Lee’s,” in Athens county, to Berlin’s 
Cross Roads. 

From Lemfish to Woodsfield. K 

From Marysville, by the Kenton Pike, to 
Boke’s creek post office: 

From Canton, Stark county, via Mount Airy 
and McDonaldsville, to Akron,in Summit county. 

From Pomeroy, Ohio, via Chester, Meigs 
county, Coalville, Athens county, Belpre, Wash- 
ington county, Ohio, to Parkersburg, Virginia. 

From Dayton, in Montgomery county, via 
Clayton, to Centre, in said county. 

OREGON. 

From Corvallis, in Benton county, to Eugene 
City, via Pierce’s Office, on the Coast Fork, on 
the Willamette river, to Winchester, in Douglas 
county. 

PENNSYLVANIA, 

From Bristol,via Londcbaugh’s Corner, Oxford 
Valley, Summerville, and Ashland, to Dallington. 

From Bethlehem to Bath. 

From New Castle, via Brooks, Flarlandsburg, 
and Pelain Grove, to Centreville (Stepping Rock) 
Post Office. 

From Bristol, by Londe Borough’s Corner, 
Oxford Valley, Summerville, and Oakland, to 
Dallington, 

From Bristol, via Centreville and Falls, to 
Yardleville. 

From Shakelegville, via Londy creck and Lut- 
ton’s Corner, to Evansburg. 

From Reading, in Berks county, to New Hol- 
land, in Lancaster county. 

From Stoddardsville, via Clifton, to Sommers- 
ville. 

From Saxonburg, via Cyprus Cross Roads and 
Winfield Furnace, to State Lick. 

From Kittaning, via Davis, Knoxville, Rural 
Village, to Dayton, 

From Brady’s Bend, via Miller’s Ferry- and 
Black Fox Furnace, to Callensburg. 

From Worthington to Millersbure. 

From New Washington, via Miller’s Store, 
Horton’s and Neal’s Mill, to Punxsatawney. 

From Southwest—to Gacl and 

From Callenburg to Reinenburg, in Clarion 
county. 

From Morrisdale to Kylartown, 

From Punxsatawney, via Speankie’s Mill, to 
Pleasantville, 

From Laporte, via Eaglesman, Forkville, El- 
dreds, Shenk, to Canton. 

From Brady’s to Miller’s Eddy. 

From Gap post office, by Bashhill Center, to 
Moorstown post office. 

From Indiana to West Lebanon, in Indiana 
county. 

From Centerville, (Penn’s Creek P. 0O.,) 
through Mercer's Valley, to Middle Creek P. Ò. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


From Natural Grove to Johnsonville. 

From Gorkyville to Lyon’s Store, North Caro- 
lina. 

From Jefferson P. O., via Neil, Graham’s, 
Blackeney’s Bridge, Lynchwood, and Perkins, 
to Camden. 

From Lexington Court-House, by Sawyer’s 
Mills, Bull Swamp, to F. M. Bates’s, &c. 

From Camden, via Jefferson, McCroghan, 
Chesterfield Court-House, to Cheraw. 

From Ninety-six Depot, via Coopersville, 
Grove Hill, to Richardsonville. 

From Ritching’s Mills, via Robert Garvin’s, 
Jr., and Neil Ablis, to Rishe’s Store. 


TENNESSEE, 


From Seviersville to Strawberry Plains. 
From Hillsboro’, by Prairie Plains, Kenley’s 
Store, to Deehard, Franklin county. 


j 
| 


From Russelsville to Smeidsville. 

From Clinton, via Montgomery, Jamestown, 
to Livingston. 

Fror Concord, via Scarborough Mills, to Rob- 
ertsville, ; 

From Post Oak Springs to Yellow Springs. 

From Waverly to Dover, by Magnolia, in 
Stewart county. 

From Straight Fork to Snyder’s. 

From Russelville, via Spring Vale and War- 
rensburg, to Conoy Branch. 

From Springhill, via Vastal’s Tan-yard and 
Santa Fé, to Williamsport. 

From Speedwell, via Clearfield, to Boston, 
Kentucky. ; 

From Lebanon to Cookville, via Gordonsville 
and Trousdale’s Ferry. 

From Concord, via Lowe’s Ferry P. O., and 
Louisville, Marysville, to Mount Vale Springs. 

From Mossy creek, by Leadvale and Parrotts- 
ville, to Warm Springs, (North Carolina.) 

From McMinnville (Linn) to Danville, (Ken- 
tucky,) via Sparta, Cookville, Livingston, (Linn,) 
thence to Danville. 

TEXAS. 

From Austin, via Kapp’s Mills, Cammonville, 
Pittsburgh, Middleton,and Curiate, to Pesterdale. 

From Whalock, by Owensville, Eutaw, Polk, 
and Stecl’s creek, to Springfield. 

From Liberty, via Livingston and Sumpter, to 
Crockett. i 

From Eutaw, via Alto Springs, to Springficld. 

From Watt, by Birdsdale, Alton, and Sher- 
man’s, to Preston’s, 

From Jefferson, via Linden, Douglassville, 
Boston, and De Kalb, to Clarksville. 

From Dallas, by Birdsville and Weatherford, 
to Fort Belknap. 

From Paris, via Greenville, to Kaufman. 

From Austin, by Gatesville, Meridian, and 
Wardville, to Dallas, 

From Crockett, via Palestine and Athens, to 
Kaufman. 

From Kaufman, via Millwood, Spring Hill, to 
Bonham, 

From Tyler, in Smith county, by Hamburg 
and Lileco, to Waxahache’s, in Ellis county. 

‘rom Birdville, via Ashland, Walnut creek 
Village, to Fort Belknap. 

From Altoa, via Dallette, Ranch, Ashland, 
Cream Level, to Weatherford. 

From San Antonio to San Diego, in California. 

From McKinney, via Alton, to Birdville. 

From Alto, ʻin Cherokee county, by Rusk, 
Jacksonville, Larissa, to Tyler, in Smith county. 
wen Camden, via Belleview and Berrien, to 

yler. 

From Indianola, by New Braumfels and Mid- 
dleton, to Fredericksburg. 

From Chaffeville, via La Fayette, Baconi’s 
Store, to Quitman’s. 

From Palestine to Alto Springs. 

From Henderson to Carthage, via Grand Bluff. 

From Linwood, by the Rossel Place, near the 
Ferry on Neuces river, and Hancock’s, to No- 
gallis Prairie, in Trinity county. 

From Anderson, via Kellim’s Sulphur Springs, 
Lee’s, Vassbaiders, Wilson’s store, Joseph Hin- 
son’s, to Fairfield. 

From Bonham, via Kentucky Town and Pilot 
Grove, to McKinney. 

From Springfield, via Killsborough, Wardville, 
Fort Worth, Mount Calem, to Birdsville. 

From Tyler, via Hamburg, Lelico, to Waxa- 
hatchie. 

From Crockett, via Randolph, 
Fisher’s, to Nacogdoches. 

From Clarksville, via Mount Pleasant, to Tyler. 

From Henderson, via Knoxville, Lavissa, and 
Kickapoo, to Palestine, in Anderson county. 

From Austin to Fredericksburg. 

From Sarvant, via Paris and Lake creek, to 
Jernigaw. 

From Austin, via Florence and Galesville, to 
Waco. 

From Jasper, via Anderson’s Ferry, on the 
Angelma river, Mott’s and Jonesville, in Cher- 
okec county. 

From Galveston, via Richmond, to Lagrange. 

From Coffeeville, Upshurcounty, by Lafayette, 
Bacon’s Store and Hooker’s, to Quitman, in 
Wood county, 
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From Austin, via up the west bank of the Col- 
orado; to Burn’s ford, from thence by Mormon 
Hill, to Hamilton. 

From Nacogdoches, by Rainbalt’s, Caledonia, 
and Walnut, Hill, to Carthage, in Panola county. 
From Austin, via Burleson, to Gatesville. - 

From Fort Belknap to Preston. 

From Liberty Hill to Lampogas. 

From Sabine Pass, via Beaumont and Jasper, 
to San Augustine. 

From Austin to Benleson. 

From Fredericksburg to Austin. 

From San Augustine, via Carthage and Brew- 
ster’s Bluff, to Marshall’s. 

From La Grange, in Fayette county, to Gal- 
veston, via Richmond. 

From Austin to Gatesville, Coyell county. 

From Huntsville, via Madisonville, Leona, 
Centreville, Fairfield, and Corxcanica, to Waxa- 
hatchie. 

From Tyler, by Hamburg, Brownsboro, 
Athens, Buffalo, Taos, to Waxahatchie. 

From Anderson, via Kellene’s Springs, Lee, 
Washbindce’s, Wilson’s Store, and Hanson’s, 
to Tairfield. 

From Alto to Sumpter. 

From Cedar City, via Harmon’s, Pine Valley, 
to Santa Clora. 

From Paris, by Wright's Ferry, on Red River, 
Lackiatch, Eaglestown, Pytchlin’s, Powell’s, 
Flarris’s Mill, and Sterritt’s, to Hot Springs, in 
Arkansas. 

UTAH. 

From Cedar City, via Harmony, Pine Valley, 
to Santa Clara. 

VIRGINIA 

From Morgantown, via Woffington, Clinton, 
Furnace,'and Gladesville, to Kingwood. 

From Central Plains to Seven Islands, in the 
county of Fluvanna. 

_From Boggsville, via Spring Creek, to Run- 
ning Bpring. E 
. Erom West Milford, via New Milton, to Ox- 

ord, 

From Goshen Bridge, Alum Springs, to Cow- 
pasture Bridge. 

From Rock creek, via Mouth Gillut creek, Lit- 
tle Halfs creek, and Chearfield fork of Sandy 
river, to Lazwell Court-House. 

From near Coleman’s Store, Jagkson county, 
via Pond and Luckery creeks, to West Court- 
House. ? 

From Penn’s Boro to North Bend. 

From Middlebourne, via mouth Elk Fork 
or and Cavis’s school-house, to New Martins- 
ville. . 

From Jackson Court-House, via Elk fork of 
Mill creek, to Walton. 


From Langley, via Lewingville, to Fairfield | 


Court-House. 

From Sweet Spring to Stephen Hook’s. 

From Blount’s store to Sinking creek. 

From Central Depot on Virginia and Fred- 
ericksburg Railroad to Laurel Fork. , 

From Madesin, in Rockingham county, North 
Carolina, via Smith’s store, and Smith & Moore’s 
store, in Henry county, Virginia, to Horse Pas- 
ture store, in the same county. 

From Martinsville, via Fraylorsville and Coun- 
ty Line Mills, thence by Magis store and Spa 
Brook Station, to Patrick Court-House. 

From Elamsville, via Mr. Griffin’s store 
and Robert Saunder’s, to Rocky Mount, in 
Franklin county. i 

From Martinsville, via Rough and Ready Mls 
and Palamans, to Mr. Griffin’s store, in Frank- 
lin county. > 

From Leatherwood’s store, in Henry county, 
by Elger’s store, to Shady Grove, in Franklin 
county. i 

From Nevis Ferry, on the Richmond and 
Danville railroad, via Peytonsburg and Raceville, 
to Chalk Level, in Pittsylvania. : 

From Appomatox Depot, on the South Side 
railroad, via Oakville and Panky and Gray’s 
store, to Berk Creek. 

From Central Plains to Seven Islands, Flu- 
vanna county. . : 

From Amherst Court-Flouse, via Pedler Mills, 
to Big Island, Bedford county. 

From Jettersville, in Amelia county, to Cum- 
berland Court- House. 


From Chapmansville, Logan county, by Mrs. 
Toney’s and. Twelve. Miles creek, to Wayne 
Court-House. 

From Central Depot gVirginia and Tennessee 


|: railroad, Montgomery county,” Virginia, via 


Grayson’s Mills, to Indian creek, Floyd county, 
Virginia. 
VERMONT. ` 
From Lynden Corner to Island Pond. 


WISCONSIN. E 


From Sparta C. H., by Burr Oak, Los Ange- 
los, Galesville, to Monteville, on the Mississippi. 

From Mineral Point, by Linden, Constance, 
Highland, Tulaskee, Miscada, and Orion, to 
Richland Centre. 

From Burlington, in the county of Racine, by 
the way of Vienna, Honey Creek, East Troy, 
and Troy Center, in the county of Waurester. 

From Port Andrew, via Spencer, Petersburg, 
and Langdon’s, to Lynxville. 

From Ontonagon to Superior. 


From Heudson, via River Falls, Forestville, 


Seely’s, to North Pepin. 

From River Falls, in Pierce county, to Brook- 
ville, in St. Croix county. 

From Mineral Point to Orion and Richland 
Centre. 

From Labrosse, in Jarget, Lake Hokah, San 
Jacinto, Houston, Rushford, Chatfield, High 
Forest, to Mankata, Minnesota Territory. 

From Unleith, (Minois,) via Potosi, to Lan- 
caster, Wisconsin. ` 

From Hayle Green, via Meeker’s, North Elk 
Grove, and Bethel, to Cottage Inn. 

From Wingville, via Sylvester and Knowlton’s 
Mill, Bascobel, Manhatton, Marietta, Lowers- 


| ville, to Vieroguar. 


From Newport, via Plainville Point, Bluff 
Quincy, Strong’s Prairie, Grand Rapids, find 
Plover Portage, to Stevens’s Point. 

From Hudson to St. Paul. 


From Hudson, via River Falls and Rush- 


River, to North Pepin. 

From Hudson to Prestcott, (increase,) Prairie 
du Chien to Stillwater, (do.) 

From Prairie du Chien, by Johnson’s Landing 
and Waukon, Iowa, to Elliotta, Minnesota Ter- 
ritory.* 

From Kenamee to Sturgeon Bay. 

From Green Bay to Wausau. 

From Columbus, via Waterloo, to Jefferson. 

From Waupacca via Secundinavia, to Stevens’s 
Point. 

From Wyocena, via Pardueville, to Montillo. 

From Warsaw to Bayfield. 

From Bayfield to Superior. 

From Falls of St. Croix to Bayfield, Minne- 
sota. 

From Berlin, in Marquette county, to Stevens’s 
Point, in Portage county. 

WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

From Cowlitta Landing to Boice Fort Prairie. 

From Pacific City to Olympia, via Osterville 
and Braccport. 

From Cathlamet to Olympia. || 

From Oakpoint to Mount Prairie. . 

From Olympia to Fart Montgomery, via Na- 
than Eaton’s and Lelm Prairie. 

From Steilacoom to Fort Walla Walla, via 
Military Road. 

From Steilacoom to Seattle: 

APPROVED, August 18, 1856. 


PUBLIC RESOLUTIONS. 


No. 1.—A Resolution for the Appointment of 
Regents to fill the Vacancies in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the vacancies in the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, of the 
class ‘‘ other than members of Congress,” occa- 
sioned by the resignation of Rufus Choate, and 
the death of John McPherson Berrien, be filled 
by the appointment of George E. Badger, of North 
Carolina, and Cornelius C. Felton, of Massachu- 
seus. ; 

Approven, February 27, 1856. 


No. 2.—A Resolution to supply~a Deficiency in 
the Appropriations for Printing for the second 
Session of the Thirty-Third Congress. : 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and required to apply 
so much as may be necessary of. the appropria- 
tions for the printing and paper of the Thirty- 
Fourth Congress to the deficiencies for the: same 
purposes, ordered at the second session of the 
Thirty-Third Congress. 

Approven, February 27. 1956. 


No. 3.—A Resolution providing for the final Ad- 
justment of certain Cases of Appeal from 
ecisions made by the Auditor of the Treasury 

for the Post Office Department. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America, in Congress 
assembled, Thatin every case of account or claim 
not finally adjusted, upon which the present First 
Comptroller of the Treasury, as Auditor of the 


| Treasury for the Post Office Department may 


have decided, which may have been thereafter 
reéxamined by an auditor in said office on new 
testimony and decided by him on such testimony, 
and from whose decision an appeal has been taken 
to the present First Comptroller of the Treasury, 
it shall be the duty of the Second Comptroller of 
the Treasury and the Commissioner of Customs 
finally to adjust the same, and in case of disagree- 
ment between the said Second Comptroller and 
Commissioner of Customs, the decision of the 
Attorney General shall be as final as the decision 
of the First Comptroller would be, if he had acted 
under the eighth section of the act of July second, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-six, concerning the 
organization of the Post Office Department. ` 
Approven, March 13, 1856. 


No. 4.—Joint Resolution for enlarging the Cus- 
tom-House, Post Office, and Court-House at 
Buffalo, New York. 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to extend the build- 
ing now in process of construction at Buffalo, for 
a custom-house, post office, court-rooms, &c., not 
exceeding twenty-five feet in length, and erect 
proper vaults therein, if in his discretion the ptb- 
lic interest requires the same: Provided, That 
such extension can be completed at an expense 
not exceeding thirty-three thousand dollars, in- 
cluding ten per cent. for contingencies; which 
sum, or so much thereof as shall be necessary, 
is hereby appropriated out of any money remain- 
ing in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: 


| And provided further, That no money shall be paid 


under this joint resolution until the Secretary of 

the Treasury shall contract for the completion of 

said building so extended, at a cost within the 

sum heretofore and hereby appropriated. 
Approvenp, April 5, 1856. 


No. 5.—Joint Resolution relating tg the Public 
Lands appertaining to the Springfield and Har- 
per’s Ferry Armories, and the North Carolina 
Arsenal. 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of War'be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to exchange and convey the 
unoccupied lands and appurtenances belonging to 
the United States, known as the lower water 
shops, at the Springfield armory, in the State of 
Massachusetts, for such other lands contiguous 
to the lands attached to said armory upon the hill 
at Springfield, as he may deem necessary and 
proper for the improvement and convenience of 
said armory, or in his discretion to sell the said 
tract known as the lower workshops and appur- 
tenances, and to invest the proceeds of the same, 
or such part thereof as may be required, in the 
purchase of such lots or lands contiguous to the 
said armory on the hill, as he may deem suitable ` 
and proper. For this purpose, he is hereby au- 
thorized to convey the title of the United States 
to the lands and appurtenances hereby-authorized 
to be sold and conveyed, and to receive from 
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individuals or corporate proprietors, deeds and 
titles to the lands so exchanged, sold, or pur- 
chased. 

Sec.2. And be it further resolved, That the Sec- 
retary of War be, and-he is hereby, authorized 
to apply so much of the proceeds of the recent 
-sale of land and lots at Harper’s Ferry, as he 
may deem advisable, to the purchase of such 
other lots at that place, as he may deem neces- 
sary to the safety and convenience of the public 
buildings belonging to the United States, and that 
he apply the residue of the proceeds of said sales 
to the improvement of the property retained by 
the United States. 

Sec. 3. And be it further resolved, That the Sec- 
` retary of War be also authorized to make sale of 
such portion of the site of the United States arse- 
nal at Fayetteville, North Carolina, as in his 
judgment is not required for public purposes, and 
apply the proceeds of such sale, or so much as 
may be necessary, to the purchase of such addi- 
tional land for the use of said arsenal, as he may 
deem necessary. He is, for this purpose, author- 
ized to convey the title of the United States for 
the lands which he may sell, to the purchaser, 
and to receive proper deeds and titles for the lands 
which may be purchased by him, as aforesaid. 

Approven, April 23, 1856. ° 


No. 6.—Joint Resolution for enlarging the Cus- 
tom-House, Post Office, and Court-House, at 
Cleveland, Ohio. 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to cause the build- 
ing provided by law to be constructed at Cleve- 
land, in the State of Ohio, for a custom-house, 

ost office, and court-house, to be increased in 
ength over the plan heretofore adopted for that 


purpose, not to exceed twenty-five feet, and to 
modify and enlarge said plan so as to adapt the 


same to such increased length, if, in the opinion 
of the Secretary, the public convenience shall 
require such modification: Provided, That such 
eXtension and modification can be accomplished 
at an exponse not exceeding thirty thousand dol- 
lars, and a sum not exceeding ten per cent. on 
the said last mentioned sum for superintendence 
and contingencies; which sums, or so much 
thereof as shall be necessary, are hereby appro- 
riated out of any money in the Treasury not 
Otherwise appropriated: And provided further, 
That no money shall be paid wader this joint 
resolution until the Secretary of the ‘Treasury 
shall contract for the completion of said so ex- 
tended building at a cost within the sums hereto- 
fore and hereby appropriated therefor. 
Approvep, May 9, 1856. 


No. 7.—Joint Resolution relating to the Appro- 
riation for the Improvement of the Harbor at 

Ghebo peur, Wisconsin. 

Whereas, by act of Congress entitled © An act 
making appropriations for the improvement of 
certain harbors and rivers,” approved August 
thirtieth, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, the sum 
of ten thousand dollars was appropriated for the 
improvement of the harbor of Sheboygan, Wis- 
consin; and whereas, the city and county of She- 
boygan have, from time to ume, made appropri- 
ations for the improvement of said harbor to the 
amount of fifty thousand dollars, to be expended 
by commissioners appointed by said State; and 
whereas, it is desirable that said appropriations 
should be expended under one direction: There- 
fore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That after the Secretary of War shall 
have settled and paid all just charges exisung 
against the said appropriation of ten thousand 
dollars, the balance thereof, together with all 
tools, implements, materials, and, other property 
whatsoever, belonging to the United States, and 
ased in improving the said harbor, shall be trans- 
ferred and turned over by the said Secretary of | 


War to the commissioners for the improvement |! 


of the said harbor, appointed by the State of Wis- 
consin: Provided, That the said commissioners 
shall first give satisfactory security to the Secre- 


S i 
i State, which should be presented at the Treasury {| 


tary of War for the faithful expenditure of, the 
money in the improvement of the said harbor. 
Aprroven, May 12, 1856. 


No. 8.—Joint Resolutn for the Statistics of the 
Coastwise Commerce to be included hereafter 
in the Annual Reports of the Secretary of the 
Treasury on Gommerce and Navigation. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
his annual reports on commerce and navigation 
hereafter to be made to Congress, cause to be 
stated the kinds, quantities, and value of the mer- 
chandise entered and cleared coastwise into and 
from the collection districts of the United States; 
and the said Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized to make all rules and orders necessary 
to carry into effect the object of this resolution. 

Approvep, May 14, 1856. 


No. 9.—Joint Resolution for enlarging the Cus- 
tom-House, Post Office, and Court-House, at 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to extend the build- 
ing now in process of construction at Milwaukee, 
for a custom-house, post office, court-rooms, &c., 
not excecding twenty-five feet in length, and erect 
proper vaults therein, if, in his discretion, the 
public interest requires the same: Provided, That 
such extension can be completed at an expense 
not exceeding thirty-three thousand dollars, in- 
cluding the ten per cent. for contingencies; which 
sum, or so much thereof as shall be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated out of any money remaining 
iy the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: And 
provided further, That no money shall be paid 
under this joint resolution until the Secretary of | 
the Treasury shall contract for the completion of | 
said building so extended, at a cost within the 
sum heretofore and hereby appropriated. 

Apvrrovenp, May 15, 1856. 


No. 10.—A Resolution authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to modify the Plan of the Cus- 
tom-House at Ellsworth, Maine. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress | 
assembled, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and hereby is, authorized to modify the plan of | 
the custom-house in process of construction at 
Ellsworth, Maine, provided the increased ex- 
pense by so doing shall not exceed the sum of 
three thousand dollars. And said sum, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby ap- 
propriated out of any money in the Treasury for 
that purpose: Provided, That none of the money 
hereby appropriated shall be used until the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has contracted for the 
completion of the said work for the sums hereby | 
and heretofore appropriated. | | 

Aprroven, August 1, 1856. 


No. 11.—Joint Resolution extending the Time | 
for the Creditors of Texas to present their 
claims. i 


alives of the United States of America in Congress | 
assembled, ‘That as, agreeably to the provisions | 
of the fourth section of the act of 28th February 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, “ to provide for 
the payment of such creditors of the late Repub- | 
lic of Texas as are comprehended in the act of | 
Congress of September nine, eighteen hundred 

and fifty,” notice by public advertisement was | 
duly given for the space of ninety days, by the |: 
Secretary of the Treasury, of the time at which | 
payments of the amount appropriated by the fifth |! 
section of said act would be made prorata, on any | 
bond, certificate, or evidence of debt of said |! 


| 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- |! 
l 


Department thirty days preceding the thirteenth | 
day of June, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, the {| 
limit of said notice; and as it is represented by |! 
the said Secretary of the Treasury, that of said |! 
bonds, certificates, and evidences of debt, which | 
have been recognized by the State of Texas, the | 
same, equal to the sum of three hundred and i 


eighty-nine thousand six hundred and ninety- 
three dollars and seven cents were not presented 
to the Treasury Department prior to the said 
thirteenth of June: Therefore, in order to do full 
justice to the holders of said debt, the Secretary of 
the Treasury is hereby authorized to pay to the 
holders of any of the said bonds, certificates, or 
evidences of debt, not presented before the thir- 
teenth day of June last, who may present and 
prove the same at the Treasury Department be» 
tween the thirteenth day of June last and the first 
day of January next, and execute the proper re- 
leases to the United States and the State of 
Texas, their pro rata share of the said seven mil- 
lions seven hundred and fifty thousand dollars; 
and after payment thereof, the said Secretary of 
the Treasury is authorized and required to distrib- 
ute and pay the residue of the said seven millions 
seven hundred and fifty thousand dollars then re- 
maining in the Treasury, pro rataamongst all the 
said holders who may have proved their claims 
and executed the proper releases on or before the 
first day of January next. 
Aprroven, August 18, 1856. 


No. 12.—Joint Resolution giving an increased. 
Compensation to all Laborers in the employ- 
ment of the Executive and Legislative Depart- 
ments of the Governmentin the City of Wash- 
ington, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 


| assembled, Thatinstead of the compensation now 


allowed by law, there shall be one principal mes- 
senger in cach of the offices of the Secretaries of 
State, Treasury, Interior, War, and Navy, Post- 
master General and Attorney General, at an an- 
nual salary of nine hundred dollars, and one 
principal messenger in each of the bureaus of the 
several Executive Departments, at an annual 
salary of eight hundred and forty dollars each; 
and all other messengers or assistant messengers 
now authorized by law to be employed in said 
Departments, shall receive an annual salary of 
seven hundred dollars; and all laborers in the 
employment of the Government, in the Execu- 
tive Departments and on the publie grounds, in 
the city of Washington, shall receive an annual 
salary of six hundred dollars each, from and 
after the firgday of July, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-six, and such sum, in addition to the appro- 
priations otherwise provided, as may be required 
to pay the same, is hereby appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury nototherwise appro- 
priated. 
Arproves, August 18, 1856. 


PRIVATE ACTS. 


No. 1.—An Act to authorize the issuing of a 
Register to the Bark Monmouth. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives ofthe United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there be issued, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, a register 
j to the bark Monmouth, a Russian vessel, lately 
called the St. Harlampy, which vessel was sold 
to Dantel Draper and Son, of Boston, and Draper 
and Devlin, of New York, to pay for expenses 
and repairs incurred on her in the United States: 
Provided, It shall be proved to the satisfaction of 
said Secretary, that the cost of the repairs, put 


| upon said vessel in the United States, constitute 


three fourths of her present value. 
Arproven, February 20, 1856. 


No. 2.—An Act authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to change the Name of the French- 
built Brig Vigie to Minnie. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and is hereby, authorized and directed to change 
the name of the French-built brig Vigie, now 
owned by John Commins, of Charleston, South 
Carolina, to that of Minnie, and to issue a regis- 
ter in that name: Provided, It shall be proved to 
the satisfaction of said Secretary, that the repairs 
put upon said vessel in the United States shall 
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be equal to three fourths of her cost when so 
repaired. 
ArrrovED, February 27, 1856. 


No. 3.—An Act to change the Name of the Brig 
Hibernia to Victor of the Wave. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives ofthe United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and is hereby, authorized to change the name of 
the American-built brig Hibernia, owned by John 
Commins, of Charleston, South Carolina, to tkat 
of Victor of the Wave, and to grant her a regis- 
ter in that name. 

APPROVED, March 5, 1856. 


No. 4.—An Act to authorize the issuing of a 
Register or Enrollment to the Bark Cabargo. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there be issued, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, a register 
or enrollment for the bark Cabargo, formerly a 
British vessel, but now owned by Thomas Rig- 
ney, 4 citizen of the Stafe of New York, which 
said vessel having been dismantled on a voyage 
to New York, was purchased by him, and which 
he has caused to be repaired and refitted for sea 
again: Provided, It shall be proved, to the satis- 
faction of the Secretary of the Treasury, that the 
cost of repairing and refitting said vessel in the 
United ‘States, exceeds three fourths of the ori- 
ginal cost of building a vessel of the same tonnage 
in the United States. ; 

ArPROYED, March 5, 1856. 


No. 5.—An Act to admit to Register or Enroll- 
ment the Schooner Zadock Pratt. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and hereby is, authorized and directed to issue a 
register or enrollment to the schooner Zadok 
Pratt, now owned by William Peck and James 
B. Smith, citizens of Buffalo, in the State of New 
York: Provided, It shall be proved, to the satis- 
faction of said Secretary, that two thirds of the 
cost of the construction of said vessel was put 
upon her in the United States. 

Approven, March 13, 1856. 


No. 6.—An Act for the relief of the Distributees 
of Colonel William Linn. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury be, and they are hereby, directed 
and required to settle with the distributees of 
Colonel William Linn, an officer in the revolu- 
tionary army, and to allow them five years’ full 
pay as a colonel, which is the commutation of 
half-pay for life, to be paid out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. The j 
money to be paid to Mrs. Elizabeth A. R. Linn, 
upon giving satisfactory security to the said ac- 
counting officers, to be by her distributed accord- 
ing to the laws of the State of Missouri: Pro- 
vided, That the sum hereby directed to be paid 
shall be in full of all claims of the descendants or 
representatives of the said Colonel William Linn 
under any laws of the United States now or here- 
tofore in force. 

Approvep, April 1, 1856. 


No. 7.—An Act for the relief of Jacob Dodson. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the proper accounting officers of 
the Government be, and they are hereby, author- 
ized and directed to allow Jacob Dodson, a col- 

sored man, who, on the seventh day of July, one 
thousand eight hundred and forty-six, at the 
American Forks, in California, volunteered as a 
private, for during the war, in Captain Richard 
Owen’s company of the California battalion, and 
who was discharged therefrom on the fourteenth 
of April, one thousand eight hundred and forty- 
seven, at Los Angeles, in California, all the pay 


and allowances to which he would be entitled, 


under the existing laws for. such service, in the 
same manner as if he had been legally enlisted 
in, and honorably discharged from, the service of 
the United States, deducting therefrom the sum 
of two hundred and eighty-one dollars, paid to 
him by Colonel J. C. Frémont for his services as 
a member of the exploring expedition, within the 
period named above; the amount necessary there- 
for to be paid out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 
Approvep, April 18, 1856. 


No. 8.—An Act to authorize the Issue of a Regis- 
ter to the Brig Echo, of Boston. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to cause a register 
to be issucd to the brig Echo, a British-built 
vessel, purchased by Eben Wheelwright, a citi- 
zen of the United States, said vessel having been 
damaged at sea, and repaired by the said Wheel- 
wright: Provided, It shall be proved to the satis- 
faction of the said Secretary that the repairs made 
in the United States, after the purchase of the 
vessel by the said Wheelwright, are equal to, or 
exceed two thirds of the value of the vessel when 
so repaired. 


Approvep, April 18, 1856. 


No.9.—An Act for the relief of Mary E. Tillman. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of War cause to be 
paid to Mary E. Tillman, of South Carolina, a 
pension of twenty dollars per month, during her 
natural life, commencing on the fourth day of 
March, one thousand eight hundred and fifty- 
seven. 

Approven, April 23, 1856. 


No. 10.—An Act to continue Half-pay to Mrs. 
Lewright Browning for a further term of five 
Years. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, directed to continue to Mrs. 
Lewright Browning, widow of Robert L. Brown- 
ing, late of the Navy, half the monthly pay of 
her said deceased husband, for a further term of 
five years, from the time when the half pay 
granted her by act of Congress, approved Sep- 
tember twenty, eighteen hundred and fifty, shall 
cease. 


APPROVED; April 26, 1856. 


No. 11.—An Act for the relief of Christian Hax, 
of the State of Maryland. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the circuit court of the United 
States for the fourth circuit and Maryland dis- 
trict, be, and it is hereby, authorized to amend 
the record of the naturalization of Christian Hax, 
of date the twenty-third of April, eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-eight, so as to make the word 
« Hanks” read “Hax,” if satisfactory proof 
shall be introduced to said court to show that the 
said Christian Hax is the identical person who 
was then naturalized by order of the court, and 
that his name has been entered upon the records 
of said court as ‘* Hanks,” by mistake or mis- 
prision of the clerk of said courte And the said 
record, when so amended, shall have the same 
force and effect as if no misprision or mistake had 
been made by the clerk in misstating his name in 
the order of said court: Provided, Said amend- 
ment shall not be so construed as to affect the 
rights of any other person than the said “Hax,” 
which may, by luw, have vested prior to the 
correction of said record. 


Approvep, May 14, 1856. 


No. 12.—An Act for the relief of Captain Lang- 
don C. Easton, Assistant Quartermaster United 
States Army. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the proper accounting officers of 


the War Department be, and they are: hereby, 
authorized and directed to credit Captain Lang- 
don C. Easton, assistant quartermaster United 
States Army, on settlement of his accounts, with 
the sum of seventeen thousand six hundred ‘and 


| fifty dollars, being the amount of which, he was 


defrauded’ by -his late clerk, Gustavus McHar- 
court, while stationed at Santa Fé, New Mexico. 
Approvep, May 29, 1856. Ee 


No. 13:—An Act for the relief of John Crawford. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Répre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That John Crawford be, and he ig 
hereby, authorized to locate certificate number 
three thousand one hundred and fifty, for eight 
hundred and ninety dollars and ninety cents, for- 


i feited land-stock in the State of Mississippi, on 


any public lands in the United States subject to’ 
private entry, at not exceeding one dollar and 
twenty-five cents per acre. 

Approvep, May 29, 1856. 


No. 14.—An Act for the relief of William M. 


F. Magraw. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That, in consideration of Indian dis- 
turbances, and of the consequent increased ex- 
penses and difficulties of carrying the mails along 
the route number eight thousand nine hundred 
and eleven, from Independence to Salt Lake, the 
Postmaster General 19 hercby authorized. and 
required to allow and pay to William M. F. Ma- 
graw, contractor for the mail service aforesaid, 
the sum of thirty-six thousand dollars, for the 
year ending on the eighteenth day of August, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-six; which said allow- 
ance shall be in lieu of the present contract price 
for said service, and shall be paid 6ut of ‘the 
‘Treasury. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury be directed to pay out of 
the Treasury, to the said William M. F. Magraw, 
seventeen thousand seven hundred and fifty dol- 
lars, as full indemnity for his claim for property 
stolen and destroyed by the Indians, as included 
in his account filed with the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the con- 
trac} heretofore entered into by said William M. 
F. Magraw, for the transportation of the mails 
on said route, be, and the same is, with the assent 
of said Magraw, annulled from and after the 
eighteenth day of August, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-six; and that the Postmaster General be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and required to let said 
contract for the term of four years from Said day, 
and to advertise for proposals therefor, 

Approved, May 29, 1856. ` 5 


No. 15.—An Actto Incorporate St. Thomas’ Lit- 
erary Society, in the District of Columbia. 
Be it enacted by ihe Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, That Nicholas D. Young, George J. 

A. Wilson, and Sidney A. Clarkson, and their 

successors, be, and they are hereby, madea body- 

politic and corporate, forever, by the name of St. 

Thomas’ Literary Society, for purposes of char- 

ity and èducation, and by that name may sue and 

be sued, prosecute and defend, may have and use 

a common seal, and the same alter and renew at 

pleasure; may adopt and establish rules, regula- 

tions, and by-laws, not repugnant to the Consti- 
tution and laws of the United States, for properly 
conducting the affairs of said corporation; may 


| take, receive, purchase, and hold estate, real, per- 


sonal, and mixed, not exceeding in value the sum 
of five hundred thousand dollars at any one time, 
and may manage and dispose of the same at pleas- 
ure, and apply the same, or the proceeds of the 


| sales thereof, to the uses and purposes of the said 


corporation, according to the rules and regulations 


| which now are, or may hereafter be, established; 


and the said corporators shall and may, from 


| time to time, as the necessities of the said corpo- 
| ration shall or may require, increase their number, - 


but so as not to exceed, at any time, ten persons, 
to be corporators in the same. : : 
Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said 
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corporation shall have and enjoy the power and 
faculty to confer and confirm upon such pupils 
in the-institution, or others, who, by their profi- 
ciency in learning or other meritorious distinc- 
tions, they shall think entitled to them, such 
degrees in the liberal arts and sciences as are 
usually granted in colleges. : 

= Stc. 3. And be it further enacted, That nothing 
in this act shall be so construed as to authorize 
_the said corporation to issue any note, token, 
device, scrip, or other evidence of debt, to be used 
as a currency. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That each of 
the corporators in said corporation shall be held 
liable, in his individual capacity, for allthe debts 
and liabilities of the said corporation, however 
contracted or incurred, to be recovered by suit, 
as other debts or liabilities, before any court of 
competent jurisdiction. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That Congress 
may at any time hereafter alter, amend, or repeal 
the foregoing act. 

APPROVED, June 2, 1856. 


No. 16.—An Act for the benefit of the Hebrew 
Congregation in the City of Washington. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That all the rights, privileges, and im- 
munities heretofore granted by law to the Chris- 
tian churches in the city of Washington, be, and 
the same are hereby, extended to the Hebrew 
congregation of said city, and that the third sec- 
tion of the act approved the seventeenth of June, 
eighteen hundred and forty-four, entitled “An act 
concerning conveyances or devises of places of 
public worship in the District of Columbia,” shall 
be so construed as to allow the members of the 
Hebrew congregation from time to time, by a vote 
of two thirds, to elect their own trustees, and the 
same, by a like vote, to displace at pleasure; 
which said trustees shall, during their continu- 
ance in office, have the same title in and power 
over any lot or tract of land as if held by them 
under the act aforesaid fora Christian church, or 
as if they were appointed under said act trustees 
of any Christian church: Provided, That any and 


all legal and equitable rights, demands, or liabili- 
ties of the said Hebrew congregation, acquired or 
assumed by or through said trustees, shall be 
limited to the trast property of said congregation 
held by said trustees. 

Aprnoven, June 2, 1856. 


No. 17.—An Act for the relief of John S. Pen- 
dleton. 


Be itenacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, directed to pay, out of any 
moneys in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to John 5. Pendleton, for his full com- 
pensation whilst employed as Minister of the 
United States on special mission to the Oriental 
Republic of Uruguay, in the year eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-two, the sum of nine thousand dol- 
lars, deducting therefrom any amount which he 
may have beretofore received as compensation 
in said mission; and for like full compensation 
for his services in the same character to the Re- 
public of Paraguay, in the year eighteen hundred 
and fifty-three, nine thousand dollars, deducting 
threfrom any amount of moncy he may have 
heretofore received as compensation in said mis- 
sion to Paraguay. 

Approvep, June 2,°1856. 


‘No. 18.—An Act for the relief of Emma Bidamon. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentativesof the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there be paid to Emma Bidamon, 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, out of an 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, the sum of one hundred and ninety-seven 
dollars and thirty-five cents, with interest thereon 
from July eighth, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, | 
untl paid, in full payment of the sum adjudged | 
and decreed to her in lieu of dower by the circuit | 
court of the United States for the district of Hli- 
nois, at the July term, eighteen hundred and fifty- ! 


| two, in the case of “ the United States vs. Joseph 


Smith, et al. 
Approven, June 2, 1856. ~a 


No. 19.—An Act for the relief of John Nugent. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there be, and kereby is, granted 
to John Nugent, of the city of New York, in the 
State of New York, who, whilst-engaged in the 
discharge of his duty as a seaman on board of the 
United States sloop Germantown, on the nine- 
teenth day of November, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-five, when at Montevideo, and while in the 
act of firing a salute, in honor of the birthday of 
the Queen of Spain, had one of his arms blown 
off, and the other arm so badly shattered that 


l| amputation was necessary, in lieu of any pension 


or allowance to which he may now be entitled by 
law, a pension of thirty dollars per month, to 
commence on the thirty-first day of January, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-six, and to continue 
during his natural life, to be paid out of the navy 
pension fund. 

APPROVED, June 2, 1856. 


No. 20.—An Act making Appropriation for the 
Payment of certain Claims. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
pay to Samuel P. Todd, a purser in the Navy, 
the sum of five hundred and fifty-three dollars, 
being for the amoynt of depreciation upon certain 
Treasury notes sold by him for the purpose of 
paying seamen and others employed in the Uni- 
ted States Delaware flotilla, in the year cightcen 
hundred and fourteen. 

Sec. 2. Andbeit further enacted, That the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury pay to John Shaw, of Wis- 
consin, the sum of one thousand dollars, in full 
for his services, travel, and attendance, as an 
interpreter upon the trial of certain Winnebago 
Indians, in the year eighteen hundred and twenty- 
eight, before the honorable James Duane Doty, 
at Prairie du Chien. 

Suc. 3. &ndbe it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury pay to Isadore. D. Beau- 
grand, the sum of two hundred and fifty-seven 
dollars and twelve cents, in full for expenses in- 
curred and money expended by him for subsist- 
ence, quarters, and transportation furnished to 
Captain Bradley’s company of Ohio volunteers 
from the first to the fifth of June inclusive, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-six, prior to their being 
mustered into the service of the United States for 
the Mexican war. 

Sac. 4. And beit further enacted, That the several 
sums herein directed to be paid, be, and the same 
arc hereby, appropriated out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Aprroven, June 14, 1856. 


No. 2j.—For the relicf of the Heirs of Colonel 
Charles Simms, late Collector of the Port of 
Alexandria. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause 
the account of the late Colonel Charles Simms, 
collector of the port of Alexandria, to be audited 
and settled without any charge of interest on any 
indebtedness fluc from him to the Government at 
the time of his death. And when the principal 
of such indebtedness shall be paid, the estate of 
the said Charles Simms, and his heirs and repre- 
sentatives, shall be forever discharged from any 
liability on account of any interest that may have 
accrued thereon. 

APpprRoyED, June 26, 1856. 


No. 22.—An Act authorizing a Settlement of the 
Accounts of Charles P. Babcock, late Indian 
Agent at Detroit, in the State of Michigan. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and required to ad- 
just and pay the accounts of Charles P. Babcock, i 


late Indian agent at Detroit, in the State of Mich- 
igan; and that, in making such adjustment, cer- 
tain vouchers, heretofore presente by him, and 
now on file, for expenses incurred for premiums 
in eXchanging gold for silver coin, and also for 
one quarter’s salary for his own services, shall 
be allowed and paid: Provided, That any balance 
thus found due said Babcock shall first be applied 
‘in liquidation of his indebtedness to the United 
States, if any there shall be, and the remainder 
only shall be paid to him: And provided further, 
That the sum allowed to him shall not exceed the 
sum of four hundred and fifty-seven dollars and 
twenty-two cents. 
Approven, July 3, 1856. 


No. 23.—An Act to authorize the issue of a 
Register to the Bark Tropic Bird. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and heis hereby, authorized and directed to issue 
a register to the American-built bark Tropic Bird, 
now owned by Asa F. Tift, of Key West, Florida. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said 
bark Tropic Bird be?and is hereby, exempted 
from the payment of tonnage money to the United 
States, from the time she became American prop- 
erty. i 

PPROVED, July 3, 1856. 


No. 24.—An Act granting the Right of Way to | 
the St. Louis and Iron Mountain Railroad 
through the Arsenal, Magazine, and Jefferson 
Barracks Tracts. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the right of way, sixty feet in 
width, through the lands in which the St. Louis 
arsenal, the St, Louis marine hospital, and Jeffer- 
son barracks are situated, in the State of Mis- 
souri, be, and the same is hereby, granted to the 
St. Louis and Iron Mountain Railroad Company, 
for the construction ofa railroad from the city of 
St. Louis through said lands: Provided, Said road 
shall be constructed on the line upon which it is 
now located: Provided further, That a strong, sub- 
stantial plank fence be erected by said company 
between the road and the public grounds, and 
between the road and the river, at such place and 
of such character as the commanding officer at 
Jefferson barracks shall direct, with suitable iron 
gates, not exceeding four, at such points as shall 
be selected by such commanding officer; and the 
said company shall also cause to be constructed 
not exceeding four covered ways, at suitable 
places in part of said public grounds, and in such 
manner as shall be approved by said commanding 
officer; and if, after the fence herein provided for 
shall have been erected, and the said road put in 
operation, it shall be found, in the opinion of the 
President, to be insufficient for the protection of 
lives and property, he may require a fence of 
brick, stone, or iron, on the land side, to be con- 
structed, and the said company shall cause the 
same to be erected accordingly at their proper 
cost and charge: Provided also, That the said 
company shal! be lable for all losses which may 
be sustained by the public, either by the destruc- 
tion of public property, or by collision with the 
trains in passing over said grounds: And provided 
further, That said company’ shall use on their lo- 
comotives the customary or most approved means 
for arresting sparks from the chimneys; and that 
when the Government expects to receive, or in- 


|| tends to ship powder at the magazine landing, 


upon giving twenty-four hours’ notice to said 
company of such expectation or intention, horse- 
power alone shall be used by said company in 
passing during the receiving or shipping of pow- 
der; and that so much of anact passed February 
fourteenth, eighteen hundred and fifty-three, as 
is inconsistent with this act, be and the same is 
hereby repealed. 
Avproven, July 14, 1856. 


No. 25.—An Act to grant to L. Jane Horner and 
Children a Section of Land in Oregon. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of Imerica in Congress 

assembled, That one section, or six hundred and 


1856.] 


34ru Cona....1st Sess. : 


forty acres of land, in the Territory of Oregon, 
being the tract formerly in possession of Emanuel 
Homer, and on which his wife, L. Jane Horner, 
and her children now reside, be, and the same is 
hereby, granted to the said wife and ¢hildren, in 
the following manner: the south half of said sec- 
tion to the said L. Jane Horner, in her own right, 
and the north half to her said children: Provided, 
Itbe shown to the satisfaction of the register and 
receiver in Oregon, with the approval of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, that the 
continued possession by the said L. Jane Horner 
has been such as, under the conditions of the act 
of twenty-seventh [of] September, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty, in regard to settlement, would en- 
title her to a donation, and such as would have 
entitled the said Emanuel Horner to a donation 
had he remained in possession. 
Aprnoven, July 17, 1856. 


No. 26.—An Act for the relief of Captain J. P. 
Hatch, of the United States Army. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the accounting officers of the 
Treasury, in the settlement of the accounts of 
Captain J. P. Hatch, of the United States Army, 
be, and they are hereby, directed to allow to his 
credit the sum of six hundred and ten dollars, the 
amount lost by him whilst the recruiting officer 
at Cleveland, on the twenty-fifth day of October, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four. 

Approven, July 17, 1856. 


No. 27.—An Act for the relief of the legal Rep- 
resentatives of Captain Joseph H. Whipple, 
deceased. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That, in the settlement of the accounts 
of the late Captain Joseph H. Whipple, the ac- 
counting officers be authorized and directed to | 
pass to his credit the sum of twelve hundred and 
ninety-eight dollars and three cents, or so much 
thereof as, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, 
was properly expended by him on account of 
barracks at Turkey river;’’ and that the amount 
due on such settlement, if any, be paid out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, . 

Aprproven, July 17, 1856. 


No. 28.—An Act for the relief of Jacob. Price, of 
i Jefferson county, Virginia. 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, Thatthe Secretary of the Interior cause 
the name of Jacob Price, of Jefferson county, 
Virginia, to be placed on the pension-roll, at four 
dollars per month, during the term of his natural 
life, commencing the first day of January, one 
thousand eight hundred and fifty-four. 

Approve, July 17, 1856. 


No. 29.—An Act to authorize the Entry of certain 
Lands in the State of Iowa by Mrs. Caroline 
Newington. i 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, That Mrs. Caroline Newington be, and 
she is hereby, authorized to enter, at the proper 
land office, in the State of Lowa, the east half of 
section seven, and’the west half of section eight, 
in township ninety-six, north of range nine west, 
situated in the State of Iowa, upon payment to 
the receiver of the proper land office one dollar 
and twenty-five cents per acre: Provided, That 
said entry shall be made within six months after 
the passage of this act. 

APPROVED, July 30, 1856. 


No. 30.—An Act for the relief of Elizabeth V. 
Lomax, only surviving Child of Captain Wil- 
liam Lindsay, of the Revolution. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the proper accounting officers of | 


1 a í t 
the Treasury be, and they are hereby, ragpired H 


3Aru Cone.—Ist Suss.—d. 


to pay to Elizabeth V. Lomax the sum of five 
thousand six hundred and seventy-five dollars, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated; the same being the arrears of pen- 
sion due Captain William Lindsay, from the first 
of October, seventeen hundred seventy-eight, to 
the first of September, seventeen hundred and 
ninety-seven. j ; 
Approven, July 30, 1856. 


No. 31.—An Act for the relief of the legal Rep- 
resentatives of Zadock Thompson, of Ver- 
mont. : š 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there be paid to the legal repre- į 
sentatives of Zadock Thompson, of Vermont, the | 
sum of three hundred dollars, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; the 
same to be in full for his services in preparing a 
historical introduction to the returns of the sev- 
enth census for the State of Vermont. 

Approven, July 30, 1856. 


No. 32.—-An Act for the relief of the Heirs of 
Samuel Scott. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress | 
assembled, That the Commissioner of the General | 
Land Office be, and he is hereby, required to inves- 
tigate the claim of the heirs-at-law of Samuel 
Scott, late of the State of Virginia; and, if he 
should find, on such investigation, they were enti- 
tled to bounty land for revolutionary services, 
under the laws of that State, and that they failed 
to procure the same for the reason that the papers 
which established their right had been mislaid in 
the Pension Office, that he issue to them a war- | 
rant, or warrants, for such number of acres as 
they may be entitled to under the bounty land 
laws of the State of Virginia. 

Approven, July 30, 1856. 


No. 33.—An Act for the relief of Levi Robinson. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and is hereby, authorized and dirceted to pay, 
out of any unappropriated money in the Treasury, 
to Levi Robinson, of Eden, Maine, owner of the 
schooner Mary Jane, two hundred and sixteen 
dollars, as fishing bounty for eighteen hundred 
and fifty-two, said schooner having complied with 


i all the requisitions of law to entitle her to bounty, 


but was unable to present her papers, they having 
been consumed by fire. 
Approven, July 30, 1856. 


No. 34.—An Act for the relief of the Owners and 
Sharesmen of the Fishing Schooners Wan- 
derer, Mary, Olive Branch, Two Brothers, and 
Brothers. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and is hercby, authorizcd and directed to pay, out 
of any unappropriated money in the Treasury, 
to the owners of the fishing schooners hereinafter 
mentioned the following sums, respectively: 

To the owners of the schooner Wanderer, of 
Bristol, Maine, one hundred and thirty-six dol- 
Jars, as bounty for eighteen hundred and forty- 
eight. 

*P'o the owners of the schooner Mary, of Brooks- 
ville, Maine, one hundred and thirty-seven dollars 
and eighty-one cents, as bounty for eighteen han- 
dred and fifty-two. ; 

To the owners of the schooner Olive Branch, 
of Sedgewick, Maine, one hundred and fifty-four 
dollars and ninety cents, as bounty for eighteen | 
hundred and fifty-two. 

To the owners of the schooner Two Brothers, 
of Sedgewick, Maine, one hundred and twenty- 
six dollars and. thirty-five cents, as bounty for | 
eighteen hundred and fifty-two. 

"Po the schooner Brothers, of Lyme, Connec- 


No. 35.—An Act. directing a Settl 
vo» 2s Account of: David Got 

: Be it-enacted by the Senate a 
sentatives of the United States of A. 
assembled, ‘That the First Audi: 
be authorized ‘and required to adjust 
the account. of David: Gordon as examini ga 
of the land-offices in. Louisiana and Missis 
and- that he be allowed ‘the per diem specifies 
his letter of instructions, from the eighth day. of 
December, eighteen hundred ‘and fifty-two, the“ 
day upon which he commenced. the ‘service at- 
Greensburg, Louisiana, to the eleventh day of-* 
June following, when. he terminated :the service.” 
at Jackson, Mississippi, inclusive, and that. he” 
be allowed mileage from this city to the offices © 
visited and back, agreeably to a.schedule of dis 
tances furnished. by the General ‘Post Offic 
partment: Provided, That'the rate-of mileage 
not exceed that specified in his letter of instruc- 
tions; and that the same be paid out of any fund 
hitherto subject to be charged for such.special or 
contingent services: And provided furthe.', That 
the sum paid by the Seeretary of the Treasury on 
account of the second service be deducted in. the 
final settlement under this act. E 

Approvep, August 1, 1856. 


No. 36.—An Act for the relief of Cephise Piseros, 
Widow of Louis Labranche, of the Parish of 
St. Charles, and State of Louisiana. er 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 

assenvbled, That Cephise Piseros, as heir-at-law 
of Jean François Piseros, deceased, be, and she 
is hereby, confirmed in her title to a tract of land 
in the parish of St. Charles, and State of Loui- 
siana, situate on the left bank of the Mississippi 
river, of about four arpents in front, with a depth 
of forty arpents, bounded on the north by the 
claim of Jean Frangois Piseros, designated aa 

‘number eighty-eight” in the report of the board 

of commissioners for the eastern district of the 

Territory of Orleans, and on the south by the 

lands of Adelard Fortier, designated as claim 

* number four hundred and eighty-eight’’ by. the 

register and receiver of the land office for ‘the 

eastern district of Louisiana, in their report of 

March twenty-second, eighteen hundred and six- 

teen. gies ; 


ticut, three huridred and sixty dollars, as bounty | 
for eighteen hundred and fifty-three. 
Arproven, July 39, 1856. 


| eighteen ; One 
i confirmed by the said commissioners. 


Sue. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office shall, upon 
being presented with a plat and certificate of sur- 
vey of the said tract of land, legally executed by 
the proper officer, issue a patent for the same: 
Provided, however, That such patent shall operate 
only as a relinquishment on the part of the United 
States, and shall not affect or prejudice the rights 
of any third person. 
APPROVED, August 6, 1856. 


No. 37.—An Act for the relief of Randall: D. 
Livingston. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Reprer 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That Randall D. Livingston be, and he 
is hereby, confirmed in his title to a certain tract 
of land, lying and being within the limits-of ‘the 
“ Baron de Bastrop grant,” in the State of Loui- 
siana, and described as follows, to wit: Beginning 
at a corner post in the edge of a prairie known'as 

rairie ‘““ Mer Rouge;” running thence south one 
fondred and fifty poles, to two black oaks and 
three gums; thence east one hundred and thirty- 
three poles, to a hickory and gum; thence north 
one hundred and fifty poles, to three gums anda 
dogwood; thence west one hundred and thirty- 
three poles, to the place of béginning; containing 
two hundred acres, being the same tract of land 
conveyed by A. Morehouse to John Martin Mer- 
riwether, by deed, dated February first, anno 
Domini olen hundred and five; and being, 
also, that part cf the two tracts of land, amount- 
ing in the aggregate to four. hundred acres, 
claimed by the said Randall D, Livingston before 
the commissioners appointed under theact entitled 
“ An act for the settlement of certain classes of 

rivate land claims within the. limits of the Baron 
ae Bastrop grant,” &c., approved March) third, 
hundred. and fifty-one, which was not 
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States 


McKnight, Widow of Francis M. McKnight. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
‘sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to place 
‘upon the pension list the name of Mrs. M. E. 
McKnight widow of Francis M. McKnight, who 
‘was, while in the discharge of his duty as an 
‘artificer of ordnance, accidentally killed on the 
twenty-second June, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
‘five, in the same manner as if he had been killed 
in. battle—her pension to commence upon the day 
of the death of her late husband. 

Approven, August 6, 1856. 


No. 39.—An Act for the relief of Joseph Hill, 


-Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- | 
sentatives of the United Stutes of America in Congress 
assembled, That the pension allowed to Joseph 
Hill, an invalid pensioner, be increased to twelve 
dollars per month, from June twenty-five, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-six, and to continue during 
his. natural life. 
Approven, August 6, 1856. 


No. 40.—An Act to confirm Joseph Wandestrand 
in his Title to certain Lands, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That Joseph Wandestrand be, and he 
is hereby, confirmed in his tide to a certain tract |) 
of land in the State of Louisiana, and described 
as follows, to wit: Sections numbered fifty-five, | 
fifty-six, and fifty-seven,in township numbered 
twelve south, of range numbered ten cast, (cast 
of the Mississippi river, ) in the southeastern dis- 
trict of Louisiana: Provided, ‘Phat this act shall 
only be construed to be a relinquishment on the 
part of the United States: and shall not prejudice, 
or in any way affect, the rights of any third por- 
son. 

Approve, August 6, 1856. 


No. 41.—An Act for the Relief of Richard Al- 
britton. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United Slates of Americain Congress 


assembled, That Richard Albritton be, and he is |! 


hereby, authorized to locate, free of cost, six 
hundred and forty acres of land, upon any of the 
public lands belonging to the United States, and | 
subject to private entry, at the minimum price. 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the loca- 


tion so made shali be in full compensation to the |j 


said Richard Albritton for a certain private land 
claim for six hundred and forty acres, reported 
for confirmation by James O. Crosby, commis- 
sioner, under date of June seven, cightcen hun- 
dred and thirteen, and. confirmed by the act of 
Congress approved March three, eighteen hun- 
dred and nineteen. j 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Com- i 
missioner of the General Land Office, upon the | 
i 


A ` f ‘over la i 5 
receipt of the certificate from the proper land, shall also publish the names of the persons so 


office, shall issue a patent to the said Richard 


Albritton for the lands authorized to be located |i 


by this act. 
Aprrroven, August 6, 1856. 


No. 42,—An Act to incorporate the Columbia | 


t 

Library of Capitol Hill, in the City of Wash- | 
ington. 
Be åt enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- I! 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That James Adams, as president, and 


Jacqueline S. Pendleton, William Ef. Winter, | fied to vote, may vote either personally or by 


James A. Brown, James A. Tait, and James Me- | 


i 
j 


Dermott, and their guccessors duly elected or | 


|: days previous to such election being held, the 


l ble as a director, or havea right to vote fora 


Laws of the United 


appointed in the manner hereinaftér directed, be, 
land they are- hereby, made, declared, and consti- 
tuted a corporation or body-politic, in law and in 
| fact, to have continuance forever by the name, 
style, and title of “The Columbia Library of 
Capitol Hill, in the City of Washington,” and 
by that name, style, and title, shall be hereafter 
forever able and capable, in law and equity, to sue 
and be sued, plead and be impleaded, answer and 
be answered unto, defend and be defended in any 
court or courts, or other places, and before any 
judge or judges, justice or justices or other per- 
son, whatsoever, within the District of Columbia, 
or elsewhere, in all and all manner of suits, ac- 
tions, complaints, pleas, causes, matters, and 
i demands of whatever kind or nature they may be, 
in as full and effectual a manner as any other 
person or persons, bodies-politic or corporate may 
or can do. : 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That all and 
singular the goods, chattels, and other effects of 
what kind or nature soever heretofore given, 
granted, or devised to the said library, or to any 
person or persons for the use thereof, or that may 
have becn purchased for or on accountof the same, 
be, and the said goods and chattels, and other 
effects, are hereby vested in and confirmed to the 
said corporation. And the said corporation may 
take and receive any sum or sums of money or 
any goods, chattels, or other effects of what kind 
or nature soever which shall ar may hereafter be 
given, granted, or bequeathed unto them by any 
person or persons, bodies-politic or corporate, 
capable of making such gift, grant, or bequest: 
Provided, That the goods, chattels, and other 
| effects vested in and confirmed to said corporation, 
and the moneys, goods, chattels, and other effects 
which by this act the said corporation is author- 
ized hereafter to receive, shall not in the whole 
exceed the value of one hundred thousand dollars. 

Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That the said 
corporation shall have full power and authority to 
make, have, and use a common seal, with such 
device and inscription as they shall think proper, 
and the same to break, alter, and renew at pleas- 
ure; to appointa treasurer and librarian, and such 
other officers as they may from time to time deem 
necessary; to assign them their duties, fix their 
compensation and remove him or them from office, 
and appointanother or others in his or their place 
ag often as they shall think fit; to make, ordain, 
establish, and execute such by-laws and ordi- 
nances as may be deemed useful to the said li- 
brary, and the same to alter, amend, or abrogate 
at pleasure; to procure by purchase or otherwise 
asuitable place for keeping the library; to appoint 
the time for keeping the library open or for taking 
| out and returning books; to fill up vacancies that 
may happen in their own body between two an- 
nual elections; to levy and collect fines and for- 
feitures; and to determine upon, do, and transact 
all business and matters appertaining to the said 
corporation and library, agreeable to the rules, 
ord mancea, and by-laws thereof during their con- 
tinuance in ofice: Provided, That no less than a 
majority of the said directors be a quorum to do 
business; that no rule, ordinance, or by-law be 
made repugnant to the Jaws of the District of 
Johumbia or of the United States. 

Suc. 4. And be it further enacted, That an elce- 
tion for seven directors of this corporation shall 
be held on the first Monday of April next and on 
the first Monday in April annually thereafter at 
the Hibrary-room, under the direction of such per- 
: sons as the present directors and their successors 
may appoint, which appointment shall be atleast 
ten days previous to the day of election. They 


appointed to hold the election, in some paper pub- 
i Jished in the city of Washington, at least three 
| polls for which shail be kept open from three to 
nine o’clock,p.m. And no person skall be eligi- 


i director, who is notat the time of voting or being 
I 


pany of the city of Washington, or who shall be į 
in arrears to the said library for any annual con- 


i 
It . ` : : ` ee 

t ting i designate, having given notice in writing three 
i voted for, a member of the Columbia Fire Com- i! 


i 


may be repealed, altered, or amended at any time 
by the Congress of the United States. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the direct- 
ors of this library for the time being shall be 
responsible for the debis and liabilities thereof 
which may have been created or incurred during 
their respective continuance in office as. such 
directors. _ : 

Sec. 7. And be tt further enacied, That the Sec- 
retary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to furnish to said library 
bound copies of the laws of the United States. 
And to furnish annually thereto a bound copy of 
all documents, journals, laws, and State papers 
which shall hereafter be published by the authority 
of Congress. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That nothing 
in this act shall be so construed as to authorize 
the said corporation to issue any note, token, 
device, scrip, or other evidence of debt to be used 
as a currency in this District or elsewhere. ` 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the debts 
and liabilities of the said corporation shall not 
at any time exceed the amount of their capital, 
and that each stockholder shall be held Hable, in 
hisor her individual capacity, for all the debts and 
liabilities of the corporation, however incurred or 
contracted, to be secured by suit, as other debts 
and liabilities in any court, or before any tribunal, 
having jurisdiction of the case. 


Approven, August 11, 1856 


No. 43.—An Act to establish a Library for Young 
Men in the District of Columbia. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That James Dunlop, Chief Justice of 
the Circuit Court in the District of Columbia; John 
T. Towers, Mayor of the city of Washington; 
Henry Addison, Mayor of the city of. George- 
town; Joseph Henry, Secretary of the Smithso- 
nian Institution; John S. Mechan, Librarian for 
Congress, and their successors in said respective 
offices, with such person.as the Mayor of Wash- 
ington may designate, and with such person as 
the Mayor of Georgetown may designate, are 
hereby created a corporate body forever, under 
the name of Columbia’s Library for Young Men, 
and in that name to sueand be sued, in any court 
of competent jurisdiction. 

Sec. 2. And beit further enacted, That said cor- 
poration may receive and possess property, real 
and personal, not exceeding in valuc one hundred 
thousand dollars, for a library, for the purpose 
aforesaid.” If a lot and house shall be granted, 
or devised for said library,and the same shall be 
| accepted by said corporation, no sale theréof shall 
| be made without the consent of Congress, 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, ‘Phat power 
| is given to said corporation to appoint needful 
officers, messengers, and laborers, and to com- 
pensate them; to pass such by-laws, rules, and 
| regulations as may be ncecssary to carry into 
effect this act; to alter, amend, or revoke them; 
to limit the ages within which the young men of 
said District may be entitled to the benefit of this 
act; to diffuse knowledge among them in such 
| ways as shall be best calculated to instruct them, 
to elevate their morals, and fit them for useful- 
‘ness, and to receive assurances of permanent aid 
from the corporations of Washington and George- 
town, and either of them, to sustain said institu- 
tion by annual or other aid. 

| Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the cor- 
porations may elect a presiding officer from one 
| of their number. If this shall be omitted, the 
person holding the office first named shall preside, 
if present, and in succession, in case of absence, 
in the order of the offices designated in the first 
| Section. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the 
meeting to organize may be held atsuch time and 
place within said District, as a majority may 


days to all the members. : Semi-annual meetings 
to be held at the library-room, on the first Mon- 
days of January and July. All votes, resolu- 


tributions, fines, or forfeitures; all persons qual- 


proxy, by ballot. | 
Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That this act | 


| tions, by-laws, regulations, and other proceedings 
‘| to be recorded, and subject to the inspection of 


cach of the corporations of Washington and 
Georgetown, or committee of either. 


1856.] 
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Sec. 6. And beit further enacted, . That-the- 
property of said corporation shall. bé exempted 
from-all public assessments and: taxes.so longas 
the same shall remain dedicated to the purposes 
of a library. gt Ee 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That each 

erson designated as provided by the Mayor of 

‘Washington or Georgetown, may hold his ap- 
ointment two years, and until his successor shall 
e appointed. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, ‘That it shall 
be lawful for Congress at any. time. hereafter'to 
amend or repeal this act. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That nothing 
in this act shall be construed to authorize said 
corporation to make, issue, or put in circulation, 
any bill, draft, check, promissory note, or change 
ticket, or anything else promising or agreeing to 
pay money, intended to circulate as money, or: 
the tendency of which:shall be to circulate as 
money or currency, And the violations of any 
one of the provisions of this section shall be a 
forfeiture of the charter: herein granted, and a 
fine of fifty dollars against each one of the di- 
rectors voting for the same. Í 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the 
debts and liabilities of the: siid corporation shall 
not at any time exceed the’amount of their cap- 
ital, and that each stockholder shall be held liable, 
in his or her individual capacity, for all the debts 
and liabilities of the corporation, however in- 


curred or contracted, to be recovered by suit, as || 
other debts and liabilities, in any court, or before | 


any tribunal having jurisdiction in the case. 
Arprovep, August 11, 1856. 


No. 44.—An Act for the relief of Bridget Maher 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to settle 
and adjust the claim of Mrs. Bridget Maher, for 
boarding certain Cherokec Indians from the State 
of North Carolina, disallowed by him on the 
nineteenth of July, eighteen hundred and fifty; 
five, and to pay to her, out of any moneys not 
otherwise appropriated, such sum of money as 
she is in justice entitled to: Provided, That the 
sum so settled and adjusted shall not exceed the 
gum of two hundred and ninety-three dollars. 

Approvenp, August 11, 1856. 


No. 45.—An Act to continue the Pension of Mrs. 
Nancy Weatherford. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the pension granted to Nancy 
Weatherford, by the act of Congress entitled 
«c An act for the relief of Mrs. Nancy Weather- 
ford, widow of Colonel William Weatherford, 
of the first regiment of Ilinois volunteers in the 
Mexican war,” be, and the same is hereby, con- 
tinued for five years, from the fourth day of July, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four. 

Approven, August 11, 1856. 


No. 46.—An Act for the relief of Benjamin La 
Fonte, William Altenburg, and others. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That Benjamin La Fonte be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to enter the north half of 
northeast quarter of section thirty-six, township 
twenty-nine north, range twenty-three west; 
that William Altenburg be, and he is hereby, 

. authorized to enter the southeast quarter of sec- 
tion thirty-six, in township Awe niyo Yn of 
range twenty-one west; that William Davern be, 
and he is hereby authorized to enter the south- 
east quarter of section number sixteen, in town- 
ship twenty -eight north, of range number twenty- 
three west; that Louis Larivie be, and he is here- 
by, authorized to enter the northwest quarter of 
the southwest quarter, and lots numbercd. one 
and two of section sixteen, in township twenty- 
nine north, of range twenty-two west, (all of sald 
lands being in the Stillwater land district, Minne- 
sota Territory,) upon payment by said Benjamin 
La Fonte, William Altenburg, William Davern, 
and Louis Laravie of the usual minimum of one 
dollar and twenty-five cents per acre; and the 


Commissioner: of: the General Land Office is di- 


:rected to-issue patents omsaid entries.: > E 
Sec. 2. And be åt further enacted; Thatothed 


superintendent of public schools in the Territory 
of Minnesota is hereby authorized. to select, in 
equal amounts, other lands in said Territory for 
the use of public schools in 
herein granted. ` i 

Approvenp, August 11, 1856. 


No. 47.—An Act for the relief of Robert Mitchell. 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


assembled, That Robert Mitchell be, and he is |: 
hereby, authorized to enter lots B, C, and D, of |! 


fractional section nineteen, in township sixteen, 
of range twenty-one east, in the district of lands 
subject to sale at Montgomery, Alabama, upon 
his producing «proof, satisfactory to the land offi- 
cers for said district, and subject to the ‘ 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
of the occupancy and improvement of said lands, 
and paying therefor the minimum price of one 
dollar and twenty-five cents per acre; and, upon 
such proof and payment being made, a certificate 
and patent shall issue for said lots as in other 
cases of sales of public lands. 

Approyep, August 11, 1856. 


| No. 48.—~An Act for the relief of the ** Colum- 


bian Harmony Society,” of the City of Wash- 
ington. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- || 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress || 


assembled, That the association of free persons of 
color in the city of Washington, commonly known 
as the “Columbia Harmony Society,” be, and 
they are hereby, authorized and empowered to 
sell a certain square of ground, deeded to them on 
the twenty-sixth day of January, one thousand 
eight hundred and ‘twenty-nine, by J. Elgar, 
Commissioner of Public Buildings, and known 
in the plat of Washington city as square number 
four hundred and seventy-five, and to reinvest 
the proceeds of such sale in other grounds in the 
District of Columbia, outside of the corporate 
limits of the city of Washington: Provided, That 
no contract for the sale of said square shall be 
binding until first approved by the Secretary of 
the Interior, and that the reinvestment of the 
funds arising from such sale, shall in like man- 
ner be subject to the approval of the Secretary 
aforesaid. 
Approvep, August 11, 1856. 


No. 49.—An Act for the relief of Daniel Do- 
, land. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


| assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 


and he is hereby, directed to place the name of 
Daniel Doland, a private in Captain Steele’s com- 

any of New York volunteers, during the Mex- 
ican war, on the roll of invalid pensioners, and 
pay him the sum of six doliars and seventy-five 
cents per month, from the first day of January, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, during his natural 
life. 

APPROVED, August 13, 1856. 


No. 50.—An Act for the relief of Charles Stearns. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay 
to Charles Stearns, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
five thousand dollars, to in 2 
sustained and expenses incurred in defending his 
title to certain lands claimed by the United States; 
and also in defending two criminal procen gons 
brought against him by direction of the Secretary 
of War. 

AprrovED, August 13, 1856. 


No. 51.—An Act to construe the Act entitled 
“ An Act for the relief of James M. Goggin,” 
approved twenty-seventh July, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-four. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Untied States of Americain Congress 


lieu’ of the lands | 


approval | 


emnify him for losses | 


assembled, ‘That the: Postmaster’ € 
is hereby, authorized: and réquired;: 

strue’ the aet of <Congress,approved 
seventh July, eighteen hundrediand fifty-fa 
the relief of James M: Goggin; late speci 

of the Post Office. Department “in. Califor’ 
that he shall-be paid:the- same’ salary fori th 
‘he acted:as snéh agent, as is:now-paiâ to hi 
: cessor in office under the present) ; 
| the amount for office rent-and -clerk hire; which: 
i may be shown by. proper-vouchers to have. been 
! actually paid by im: for thesame:o 3 
| - Approven, August-1, 1856. bot 


Wilkinson: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and He ; 
sentatives ofthe United States of America in, Congre 
; assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be 
hereby required to place on the pension ‘roll, at 
the rate of seventeen dollars and fifty cents per 
month, to commence from: the :nincteenth Feb: 
ruary, eighteen hundred and. fifty-six, the name 
of Ansel Wilkinson, which said Ansel Wilkin- 
| Son was seriously injured while doing service as 
‘a piloton board the United States schooner Ariel, 
in the action fought on Lake Erie, under thë com: 
mand of Oliver H. Perry, on the tenth September, 
eighteen hundred and thirteen. Ais an ae 

Approvep, August 13, 1856, 


No. 52.—An Act granting a Pension to A 


No. 53.—An Act for-the relief of J. R. Powell. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
| sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Postmaster General be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and required to pay to 
J. R. Powell a reasonable compensation for the 
i additional expense incurred by him and extra 
services performed on mail route number. five 
| thousand five hundred and. eighty-five, made 
| necessary by imposing on said route a larger 
| mail than was contemplated at the time of making 
| the contract. ; : 
| Approven, August 13, 1856. 
| 


——— 


| No. 54.—An Act granting a Pensiön to 
Olivia W. Cannon, Widow of Joseph 8. Can- 
| non, late a Midshipman’in the United’ States 
| Navy, now deceased. : eee che 
‘Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United. States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, directed to pay to`Mrs. Olivia 
W. Cannon, widow of Joseph S. Cannon, late a 
midshipman in the United States Navy, now 
deceased, a sum equal to five years’ half pay of 
her deceased husband’s grade in the Navy, esti- 
mated according to his pay for active sea service, 
| under act of second Moreh, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-five: Provided, That said half-pay pen- 
sion shall be paid from any money appropriated, 
| or to be appropriated, to pay the half-pay. pen- 
sions of widows and orphans of the Navy, and 
that no sale, transfer, or mortgage of the whole 
| or any part of the sum granted by this act, made 
prior to the taking effect hereof, shall be valid... 
Approven, August 16, 1856.0 o py Ses 


No. 55.—An Act for the relief of Isaac Adams. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the letters-patent granted to'lsaac 
Adams on the fourteenth day of October, in the 
year eighteen hundred and thirty, for new and 
useful improvements in the printing machine 
called the power printing. press, and also letters- 
patent granted. to the said Adams on the second 
day of March, in the year eighteen-hundred and 
thirty-six, for additional improvements: inthe 
| power printing press, be, and the same are hereby, 
renewed, revived, and extended, for the term 
commencing with the date of the passage of ‘this 
act, and ending on the second day of March, 
eighteen hundred and sixty-four, for the benefit 
of said Adams, his heirs:and. legal representa- 
tives; and the Commissioner of Patentsis h by 
directed, upon the presentation of said-patents, 
and the payment of the fees and charges provided 
by law, to renew, revive, and extend said patenta, 


| by making a certificate on each of gaid patents, 


| 


_ 8ame manner as if. issued under the general law 
relating to patents: And provided further, That |! 


Ed 
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or upon certified copies thereof, of such exten- 
sion, in the name of the said Isaac Adams; and 
the said Commissioner is hereby directed to cause 
it to be entered on the record in the Patent Office. 
And the said patents, so renewed and extended, 
shall have the same effect in law, as if originally 
granted for terms extending to the end of the 
term ito which they are extended by this act, in 
the form herein provided: Provided, however, That 
said’ renewed and extended patents, respectively, | 
shall be open to legal inquiry and decision, in the 


all persons enjoying the lawful use of the im- 


| her widowhood, the sum of ninety-six dollars, 


to. commence on the twenty-eighth day of June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-three. 
Approven, August 16, 1856. 
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No. 60.—An Act for the relief of Levi C. Harris. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, instructed to place the name of 
Levi C. Harris, of the State of Mississippi, upon 
the roll of invalid pensioners, and pay him a pen- 
i sion at the rate of ninety-six dollars per annum, 


proved machines: so patented by the said Isaac 


Adams in his said patents, and the purchaser of j 
any machine so in use, or lawfully constructed |! 
therefor, may continue to use the same as if this | 


act had not been passed. 
Approyep, August 16, 1825. 


No, 56.—An Act restoring Joshua Mercer to the 
Roll of invalid Pensioners. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives ofthe United States of America in Congress 

assembled, ‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, 


No. 57.—An Act for the relief of West Drink- 
water and others. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Uniled States af America in Congress | 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay 
to West Drinkwater, Kings 


sentatives, the sum of thirty-three thousand two 
Hundred and thirteen dollars and seventeen cents, 
that being the amount paid into the Treasury of 
the United States, and placed to the account of 


fines, penalties, and forfiitures, in conseruence of |) 


a suit, Phe United States versus sloop Mary and 
cargo, in the district court of Maine, January 
and April, eighteen hundred and fifteen; the smd 
sloop having been captured by the aforesaid 


named persons from the British, uid delivered to | 


the proper authorities of the United States in the 
State of Maine; 
persons hereinbefore named, or to their heirs or 
legal representatives in equal parts. 

Arproven, August 16, 1856. 


No, 58.—An Act for the relief of Amos B. Eaton, | 
a Commissary of Subsistence in the United | 


Sites Army. 

Be tt enacted by lhe Senate and Ki 
sentatives of the United States of Mine 
assembled, That the proper accounting off 


the freasury be, and they are hereby, direeted | 


to allow and eredit to Amos B. Baton, a commis 
sary of subsistence in the United Stat 
the sum of cleven hundred and thirty- 
lars and seventy-vine cents, the amount 
him to Wiliam Sibicy, William FL Sper 
A, Hebert, who were clerks in the Unite ates 
commissary department, for services reudered by 
them as auctioncers in the sales of ecrtain dam- 
aged and surplus subsistenc 
Island, Texas, and at Monterey 
years eighteen hundred aud fori 
eighteen hundred and forty-eight. 
Approven, August 16, 1856 


ren and 


te 
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No. 59.---An Act for the relief of Betsy Whipple. | 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

seniatives of the United State Gmericu in € 

abled, That the Sceretary of the interior be, 

he is hereby, directed to place the name of | 

3etey Whipple, widow of Sieni hippie, la 

i a the re 


yshury Duncan, Jona- | 
than Clark, Samuel Duncan, aud John Dunean, | 
or to such persons as may be legally authorized | 
tg receive the same, as their heirs of legal repre- ! 


said sum to be paid to the several | 


stores at Brazos j: 
oO, in ihe | 


| from the first day of December, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-four, during his natural life. 
Avproven, August 16, 1856. 


i 
| 
| 
i 
i 
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No. 6f.—An Act for the relief of Cezaire Wal- 
lace, of the Parish of Bossier, and State of 
Louisiana. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That Cezaire Wallace be, and he is 
hereby, confirmed in his claim to the two tracts 


cultivation, and reported for confirmation by the 
register and recciver of the southwestern district 
‘of Louisiana, in their report dated November 
it first, eighteen hundred and twenty-four, in con- 
i: formity to the provisions of the act of Congress, 
j approved March third, eighteen hundred and 
; twenty-three, and the act supplementary thereto, 
; approved May twenty-six, cighteen hundred and 
|| twenty-four; which said claims are numbered, 
[i 

i 


respectively, * thirty-four” and * fifty-six,” and 

i embraced jn the ‘ third class” of the said report. 
Sec.2. And be it further enacted, Thatthe con- 
firmation made by this act shall not be construed 


i hereby confirmed shall be located under the di- 
i, rection of the register and receiver of the proper 
| land office, in conformity with the legal subdi- 
| visions of the public surveys, so far as practica- 
ble, and shall include the improvements of the 
claimant. 

Sue. 3. 2nd beit further enacted, That upon the 
location, as herein provided, such register shall 
forward certificates thereof to the Commissioner 
| of (he General Land Office, who, upon thereceipt 
| thereof, shall cause patents to be issued to the 
psaid Cozaire Wallace for the Jands so located: 
I 


‘hereby confirmed. And if its location as herein 
i; confirmed should interfere with any bona fide pre- 
emption claim, or other adverse valid right, the 
same to the extent of such confliction may be 
located on any publie land of the district to which 
there may be no existing preémption or other 


| prescribed by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. . 
Arrgoven, August 16, 1856. 


No. 62.—Aun Act to increase the Pension of Al- 
phous T. Paimer, late a Lieutenantin the Ninth 
Regiment United States Infantry, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
: assembled, Vhat the Secretary of the Interior be, 
j and be ts hereby, directed to pay to Alpheus T. 


{ 


» Palmer, jato n lieutenant in the ninth regiment 

United Staws Infantry, a pension at the mte of 

thirty dollars per month, instead of the pension 

; Of seventeen dollars per month, which he has 
heretofore received. 

Approves, August 16, 1856. 


fh 


p 
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No, 63.—An Act granting a Pension te Nathaniel 
Mothershead, of Missouri. 

| Beu enacted by the Senate end House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, That the etary of the Interior be, 

and he is hereby, 2 to place the name of 

tathaniel Mothershead, of Missouri, npon the 


to extend further than toa relinquishment of title | 
on the part of the United States; and the claims 


valid claim under such regulations as may be | 


Provided, The same does not exceed the quantity į 


a 


roll of invalid pensioners of the United States, 
and pay to him a pension at the rate of eight dol- 
lars: per month, from the. first day of January, 
anno Domini: eighteen hundred and fifty, during 
his natural life. 

APPROVED, August 16, 1856. 


No. 64.—An Act for the relief of Dempsey 
Pittman. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of War, are hereby authorized and directed 
to audit and settle the account of Dempsey Pitt- 
man against the United States, for his military 
services in Florida, in the year eighteen hundred 
and thirty-eight, and pay him such compensation 
and allowance as may be found to be justly due 
him, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated: Provided, That the amount 
shall in no case exceed the pay of a colonel of 
infantry for five months. 

Approven, August 16, 1856. 


No. 65.—An Act graiiting a Pension to Samuel 
B. Porter, a Soldier in the late War with Great 
Britain. , 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, instrueted to place the name of 
Samuel B. Porter on the list of invalid pensioners 
of the United States, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of six dollars per month, commencing 
on the first day of January, one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty-three, and continue during his 
natural life: Provided, That if, at any time here- 
after, he shall prove to the satisfaction of the 
Commissioner of Pensions that he is totally dis- 
abled in consequence of the injury alleged to have 
been received in the battle of Plattsburg, during 
the late war with Great Britain, then his pension, 
by this act granted, shall be increased to eight 
dollars per month; said increase to date from the 
com plalion of the proof of such increased disa- 

ility. 

AEROVED) August 16, 1856. 


No. €6.—An Act to increase the Pension of 
Amaziah Goodwin, of the State of Maine. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and Howse of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, That the Secretary of. the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, directed to pay to Amaziah 

Goodwin, of Maine, the sum of ten dollars per 

month, instead of the sum of six dollars per 


; month, now payable to him as an invalid pen- 


sioner of the United States. This incercase to take 
effect from and after the first day of January, one 
thousand eight hundred and fifty-two, and to con- 


| tinue during his natural life. 


Avproven, August 16, 1856, 


| No. 67.—An Act for the relief of Joseph Smith, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That Joseph Smith is hereby author- 
ized to locate, free of cost, one hundred and sixty 
acres of land, according to the legal subdivisions, 
on any of the public Jands of the United States 
subject to private entry, in eu of a location made 
by the said Smith on the went half cf the south- 
west quarter of section twenty-five, and the east 
half of the southwest quarter of section twenty- 
six, in the township seven south, of range. fifteen 
west, in the Kalamazoo land district, in the State 
of Michigan, as assignee of miliiary land warrant 
number fifty-five thousand and »inety-nine. and 


i Which location was canceled by the Commis- 


sioner of the General Land Office. 

Sre. 2. And be it further enacted, That the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, upon 
the receipt of the certificate of location from the 


i register of the proper land office, shall issue a 
id 
| 


patent to the said Joseph Smith, for the lands se 
located. 
Aprroven, August 16, 1856. 
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Aprroven, August 16, 1856. 


No. 69.—An Act granting a Pension te Morris 
Powers. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, directed to place the name of 
Morris Powers on the list of invalid pensioners 
of the United States, and pay to him the sum o 
eight dollars per month from the first day of Jan- 


uary, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, during his |{ 


natural life, 
Aprnovep, August 16, 1856. 


No. 70.—An Act for the relief of Norwood 


McClelland, Master of the Steamboat New || 


World. 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, directed to pay to Captain Nor- 
wood McClelland, master of the steamer New 
World, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise apprepriated, the sum of thirteen thou- 
sand eight hundred and eighty-nine dollars and 
eighty-six cents, being in full payment for losses 
and expenses occasioned by the detention of the 
steamboat New World, in the Arkansas river, 
while engaged in transporting military stores be- 
longing to the United States from New Orleans to 
Fort Smith, during the year one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty-five. 

Approven, August 16, 1856. 


No. 71.-—An Act increasing the Pension of Albert 
Hart. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be |; 


instructed to increase the pension of Albert Hart 
to sixteen dollars per month, and pay him atthe 
said rate of sixteen dollars per month from the 
first day of January, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, during his natural life. 

Approven, August 16, 1856. 


No. 72.—An Act for the relief of Thomas H. 


aird. 
Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 


and he hereby is directed, out of any money m | 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay |i 


to Thomas H. Baird, administrator of the estate 
of Absalom Baird, a commissioned surgeon in 
the army of the Revolution, the sum of ten thou- 
sand seventy-four dollars and eighty-four cents, 
with interest thereon from the twenty-seventh 
day of October, eighteen hundred and five, to the 
first day of June, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, 
deducting therefrom the sum of twenty-four hun- 
dred dollars paid under the act of June twenty- 
third, eighteen hundred and thirty-six. 
Approven, August 18, 1856. 
for the relief of Abraham 


No. 73.—An Act 
i Kintzing. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre-- 


sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That there be paid, out of any money 


N a soldier of the Revolution, on the roll of revolu- 


in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
Abraham Kinizing, late special examiner of drugs 
at Philadelphia, the sum of three-hundred and 
nineteen dollars and fifty cents, being the differ- 
| ence’ between his salary as special examiner and 
that of the assistant appraiser, for three months 
| and twenty-five days, the period during which he 
performed the duties of the latter office, in addi- 
tion to his own, in consequence of the death of 
| its incumbent. 
Approven, August 18, 1856. i f 


No. 74.—An Act granting Five Years’ Half-pay 
to Mrs. Ann Turner, Widow of Elbert Turner, 
deceased. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, directed to pay to Mrs. Ann 
Turner, widow of Elbert Turner, late of Norfolk, | 
Virginia, deceased, the sum of two hundred and || 
fifty dollars per annum, from the thirteenth day | 
of October, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, for 
| five years: Provided, That, in case of her death, 
| or intermarriage, before the expiration of thegfive į 
| years aforesaid, then the half-pay shall inure to 
i his children under sixtcen years of age for the 
| balance of the term. 
|! Approven, August 18, 1856. 


o. 75.—An Act granting a Revolutionary Pen- 
sion to Sarah Blount. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

| sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, That the Sccretary of the Interior be, 

and he is hereby, directed to place the name of 

Sarah Blount, widow of John Blount, deceased, 


Z 


tionary pensioners, and pay her the sum of twenty 


life. 
Approven, August 18, 1856. H 


i 
No. 76.—An Act granting a Pension to Nancy | 
M. Gunsally, formerly Widow of Lyman M. | 
Richmond, deceased. | 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
| sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 


and he is hereby, directed to place the name of 


Nancy M. Gunsally, formerly the widow of Ly- |! 
man M. Richmond, deceased, upon the roll of 
pensioners of the United States, and pay her at 
the rate of ninety-six dollars per annum, for five 
years, from the first day of January, Anno Domini 
eighteen hundred and forty-nine. al 
A prroven, August 18, 1856. 


i No. 77.—An Act for the relief of Francis A. 
Gibbons and Francis X. Kelly. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- i 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress || 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, |} 
and he hereby is directed, out of any money in | 
! the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay 
to Francis A. Gibbons and Francis X. Kelly, the 
sum of thirty-one thousand one hundred and 
| ninety dollars and fifty-four cents, in full for the 
balance due them, under their contract with the | 
United States for the building of light-houses in 
California and Oregon. 


1 

| 

pa it 

Approven, August 18, 1896. i 
ut 

i 

| 

1 

y 


| hundred and fifty-five. 


dollars per annum, from the fourth of July, eigh- |! 
teen hundred and thirty-six, during her natural || 


! 
jj 


| the Territory of Michigan, 


period, be paid ‘to: the surviving children’: 
Rooker, out ‘of any money in thé 
otherwise appropriated. ; > 
Approven, August 18, 1 


No. 79.—An Act forthe relief of John E 

ton and James M. Hunt. ~ we 
Beit enacted by the Senate. and. House of: Repre-: 
sentatives of the United States of America tn; Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary ofthe Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to.pay. 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to JohnH. Scranton. and James 
M. Hunt, the sum of. seven thousand three hun- 
dred and thirty-three dollars and: thirty-three 
cents, for conveying the United: States mailon 
Puget’s Sound, in the years: one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty-four and one thousand eight 


Arproven, August 18, 1856, 


No. 80.—-An act for the relief of Adam D. Steuart, 
and of Alexander Randall, Executor-of Daniel 
Randall. ; Tees ERLA 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repres 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, That the Sceretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to 


|, Adam D. Steuart, and to Alexander’ Randall, 


; executor of Daniel Randall, out of any money in 
| the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, a com- 
mission of one per cent. upon such amounts of 
j money as were respectively collected by the said 
Adam D. Steuart and Daniel Randall, and by them 
| disbursed or paid into the Treasury of the United 
States, in virtue of the authority specially invested 
in them, by order of the commanding general of 
the United States Army, and arising from duties 
on imports, taxes, or other assessments in Mex- 
ico, during the late war with that Republic. =" 
Approven, August 18, 1856. ; 


No. 81.—An Act for the relief of Talbot C. Dous- 
of Repre- 


man. Sa 
Beit enacted by the Senate, and- Elor 


i sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 


' assembled, That the: title of Talbot C. Dousman, 

the assignee of James Vieaux, to a certain tract 
| of land at Green Bay, Wisconsin, confirmed to 
said Vieaux by the commissioners’ appointed 
f under the act of Congress approved February 
twenty-one, eighteen hundred and twenty-three, 
entitled “An act to revive and. continue in force 
certain acts for the adjustment of Jand claims ‘in 
and which. is: des- 
cribed as follows: commencing at low-water mark 
on Fox river, and running west eighty arpents, 
and bounded on the north by a certain: tract occu- 
pied by the United States garrison, west by wild! 
lands, south by a tract of Jand. claimed. by John 
Baptiste Longevine, senior, and east’by Fox river, 
being five arpents in breadth more or less, be; and 
the same is hereby confirmed to the said Talbot 
C. Dousman; and that the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office cause the said tract of land 
to be surveyed in- the same manner: as other 
private claims to landat: Green: Bay have been 
surveyed; and that he be required to issue:a patent 
thereon to and in the name of the said Talbot ©. 
Dousman; as the assignee of the said-James 
Vieaux, as in other cases, and according.to-the 
provisions of the fifth section of the said act of 
eighteen hundred and twenty-three. 

Approven, August 18, 1856. 


| No. 82.—An Act for the relief of Brevet Briga- - 


! No. 78.—An Act for the relief of the Heirs of: 
Jabez B. Rooker, deceased. H 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- i 


i 
i 
if 
Í 
i 
l 


sentatives of the United States of America in Congress ji 
assembled, That the proper accounting officers of i 
the Treasury be directed to settle and adjust the 
accounts of Jabez B. Rooker, deceased, late clerk i 
to the Commissioner of Public Buildings, and to || 
allow at the: rate of nine hundred dollars per | 


rt 
annum for ihe time he was actually employed in}; 


dier General John B. Walbach, of the United 

States Army. ` : 

Be ùl enacted by the Senate and House: of. Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congrese 
essembled, That the Secretary of War. be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Bre- 
vet Brigadier. General John B. Walbach, United 
States Army, out of any money in the Treasury 


| not otherwise appropriated, such extra compen- 


sation as he may consider just and reasonable for 


fE 
said service subsequently to the third day of | 
March, eighteen hundred and forty-three; and) 
that the amount so found due, after deducting all |; 


| sums paid to him for his services during said = 


the extra services performed by the said: Walbach, 
as aid-de-camp. to General Wilkinson; commis- 
sioner of the-United States to treat with ‘western 
Indians, in the years one thousand eight hundred 
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Laws of the United States. 


and one and one thousand eight hundred and 
two: Provided, The per diem allowanee shall not 
exceed that paid to General Wilkinson, nor be 
less than that of the Secretary to the Commission 
for their extra services while they were engaged 
in the same service. 

Approven, August 18, 1856. 


No. 83.—An.Act for the relief of John Tucker. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of War cause to be 
paid to John Tucker, of Florida, the amount to 
-which he would have been entitled under the act 
entitled “An act providing payment for certain 
military services in Florida,” approved March 
third, one thousand cight hundred and forty-five, 
had his name appeared upon the roll as a private 
in Major Isaac Garrason’s command. 
Averovep, August 18, 1856. 


No. 84.—An Act for the relief of James David- 
son, of Kentucky. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sewtatives ofthe United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That in lieu of the pension now paid 
to James Davidson, of Kentucky, the Secretary 
of ihe Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
„and directed to pay to said James Davidson 
twenty dollars per month from the day his pres- 
ent pension commenced, for and during his natu- 
ral life. 

Approvep, August 18, 1856. 


No. 85.—An Act for the relief of Isaac Cook and 
others, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, directed to pay to Isaac Cook, 
B. A. Napier, and Pelatiah Shepard, or the legal 
representatives of such of them as may be de- 
ceased, the sum of two hundred dollars, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
‘priated, in full for the use of the schooner Tem- 
pest, belonging to them and impressed by Major 
J. G. Camp, in the month of September, Anno. 
Domini eie hiteh hundred and fourteen. 

Arrroven, August 18, 1856. 


No. 86.—An Act for the relief of Franck Taylor. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 

sand he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay 
outof any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to Franck Taylor, of the city of 
ashington, the amounts of duties paid by or for 
him to the collectors of the ports of New York 
and Philadelphia, upon importations of quills, by 
or for him during the years eighteen hundred 
and fifty-three, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, 
and eighteen hundred and fifty-five: Provided, Said 
quilla shall have been imported and delivered at 
the navy-yard of the United States, in Washing- 
ton city, in pursuance of any contract with, or 
orders from, the Bureau of Ordnance and Hydro- 
graphy of the United States. 
Avrroven, August 18, 1856. 


No. 87.—An Act for the relief of the Representa- 
tives and Sureties of Robert King, deceased. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That the district attorney of the United 
States for the district of East Tennessee be author- 
ized, and he is hereby directed, to dismiss the 
suit by him instituted in favor of the United 
States, on the official bond of the late Robert 
‘King, former pension agent at Knoxville, Ten- 
-nessee; and that the claim of the United States 
founded upon said bond, and sought to be enforced 
in said suit, be, and the same is hereby, released 
and discharged: Provided, however, That the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury shall first adjust 
the accounts of Robert King as pension agent, 
allowing to the defendants for him two per cent. 
on the moneys paid out by him for all the time he 
acted as such agent, and for which he was never 


allowed, and that the defendants shall have first | 


paid the balancce, if any, which may be found 
due to the United States: 
APPROVED, August 18, 1856. 


No. 88.—An Act granting a Pension to Benjamin 
Berry, a Soldier of the Revolution. f 
Be it enacted. by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, directed to place the name of 
Benjamin Berry, a soldier of the Revolution, and 
now a resident of the State of Maine, upon the 
list of revolutionary pensioners, and pay to him 
the sum of ninety-six dollars per annum, from 
the first day of January, eighteen hundred and 
fifty, during his natural life. 
erior August 18, 1856. 


No. 89.—An Act for the relief of Anthony Ran- 
kin, of Tennessee. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasur 

ay to Anthony Rankin the sum of thirty dol- 
fae out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, it being the amount paid by 
said Rankin, in eighteen hundred and fourteen, 
while engaged in the military service of the Uni- 
ted States, for medical aid and attendance when 
confined by a severe illness. 

Aprroven, August 18, 1856. 


No. 90.—An Act for the relief of Nancy Bowen 
and Sarah Larabee. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, directed to place the name of 
Nancy Bowen, formerly the widow of Robert 
Brice, upon the roll of pensioners, and pay to her 
the sum of ninety-six dollars per annum, from the 
fourth day of July, cighteen hundred and fifty, 
during her natural life; also, that he be, and is 
hereby, directed to place the name of Sarah Larra- 
bee, formerly the widow of Barstow Newell, upon 
the pension rolls, and pay to her the sum of nine- 
ty-six dollars per annum, commencing on the 
first day of March, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, and continuing during her natural life. 

Avrroven, August 18, 1856. 


No. 91.—An Act for the relief. of John Poe, of 
Louisville, Kentucky. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, directed to pay, out of an 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, to John Poe, of Louisville, Kentucky, the 
Sum of seven hundred and fifty-two dollars and 
fifty cents, in full compensation for his services 
in purchasing horses and mules for the Army of 
the United States in eightecn hundred and forty- 
six. 

Approven, August 18, 1856. 


No. 
Little. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That there be paid to Josiah S. Little, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of one thousand dollars, 
in full remuneration for a piece of land to which 
he lost title by the operation of the fourth article 
of the “ Treaty to settle and define the boundaries 
between the Territories of the United States and 
the possessions of her British Majesty,” &c., of 
the ninth of August, eighteen hundred and forty- 
two. 

Aprproven, August 18, 1856. 


No. 93.—An Act for the relief of Nathan M. 
Lounsbury. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, required and authorized to pay 
to Nathan M. Lounsbury, of Rutland county, 
Vermont, the sum of seven hundred and. fifty- 


92.~An Act for the relief of Josiah S. | 


six dollars, being at the rate of eight dollars per 


month, for arrears of pension, from the eighteenth 
day of March, eighteen hundred and eighteen, 


‘|| to the fourth day of February, eighteen hundred 


and twenty-six, out of any moncy’in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. % 
Approven, August 18; 1856. 


No. 94.—An Act for the relief of Rebecca Hal- 
sey, Widow of Zephaniah Halsey, an Officer 
of the Revolution. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, directed to place the name of 
Rebecca Halsey, widow of Zephaniah Halsey, 
deceased, an officer of the Revolution, on the list 
of revolutionary pensioners, and pay to her a 
pension at the rate of thirty-five dollars per 
month, from the fourth day of July, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-cight, to continue during her nat- 
ural life. 

Approvep, August 18, 1856. 


No. 95.—An Act for therelief of John H. Scran- 
tonand James M. Hunt, Owners of the Steamer 
‘« Major Tompkins.” 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
cause to be paid, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to John H. 
Scranton and James M. Hunt, owners of the 
steamer ‘‘ Major Tompkins,” the sum of nine 
thousand six hundred dollars, in full satisfaction 
for the services rendered, and for the risk, loss, 
and damages incurred in saving the United States 
mails and treasure, and in rescuing the passen- 
gers and crew which were on board the steamer 
“t Southerner,” at the time of the wreck of that 
vessel on the uninhabited coast of Washington 
Territory, in the month of December, one thou: 
sand cight hundred and fifty-four, and for the 
clothing and subsistence necessarily furnished to 
said passengers and crew. 
Approvep, August 18, 1856. 


No. 96.—An act for the relief of F. A. Cunning- 
ham, Paymaster United States Army. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury Department be, and they are hereby 
authorized and directed, in the settlement of the 
accounts of F. A. Cunningham, paymaster of the 
United States army, to allow him a éfedit in the 
sum of thirty-six thousand and eighty-five dol- 
lars, of which sum of public money he was 
robbed at Santa Fé, New Mexico, on the eigh- 
teenth of January, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 

Arrroyen, August 18, 1856. 

No. 97.—An act for the relief of John M. Meln- 
tosh. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and required to cause 
to be paid to John M. McIntosh, the sum of one 
hundred and sixty-four dollars, that being the joint 
amount of two accounts against the Government, 


‘| duly certified to be correct, in favor of John Clutes 


and Jacob Hart, for eighty-two dollars each; said 
accounts being on duplicate certificates, the ori- 
ginals having been lost and considered as canceled; 
the same to be paid out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise a propriated: Provided, 
That the said McIntosh shall file a bond, to be 
approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, to 
indemnify the United States against future labil- 
ity for the payment of said accounts. 
Approvep, August 18, 1856. 


|| No. 98.—An Act for the relief of Eliza B. Mc- 


Neill. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Navy be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and required to 


place the name of Eliza B. McNeill upon the pen- 
sion list, and to allow ‘her a pension equal in 
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amount to half the pay her husband, F. B. Mc- 

Neill, was entitled to as captain in the United 

States marine corps at the time of his death, for 

five years, from April twenty-five, eighteen, hun- 

dred and fifty-six, payable semi-annually. : 
Approvep, August 18, 1856. 


No. 99.—An act for the relief of Ambrose Lan- 
fear, of Louisiana. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the surveys of claim number sev- 
enty-four, known as the claim of the children of 
Paul Toups, and of claim number five hundred 
and twenty-nine, known as the claim of Daspit 
St. Amand, executed by Maurice Hanké, United 
States deputy surveyor, and approved of by Wil- 
liam J. McCulloh, United States surveyor general 
for the State of. Louisiana, on the fifth day of 
May, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, be, and the 
said surveys are hercby confirmed in favor of 
Ambrose Lanfear for the lands embraced within 
the said surveys hereby confirmed: Provided, 
That such confirmation ‘shall ‘only be construed 
into a relinquishment of title on the part of the 
United States, and shall not affect the rights of 
any third person claiming title either under ad- 
verse title or as preémptor: And provided further, 


That any person or persons, who are now settled 


on the said lands, or any portion of the lands em- 
braced in the said surveys, shall be entitled to 
have and maintain an action to test the validity 
of said surveys and the extent of the said claims 
of the children of Paul Toups, and of Daspit St. 
Amand, numbers seventy-four and five hundred 
and twenty-nine, and to have the same determined 
judicially in the same manner as though the land 
on which they are settled had been surveyed as 
public land, and they had been permitted to enter 
the same by way of preémption, it being the true 
intent and meaning of this act that no person who 
would be now entitled to a rightof preémption to 
any partof the said land, if the same were the prop- 
erty of the United States, shall be deprived of the 
same, unless it is judicially-decided that the said 
surveys were made in conformity with the legal 
right of the said Ambrose Lanfear, under the said 
confirmation. : i 
Approven, August 18, 1656. 


pone 


No. 100.—An Act for the relief of Hannibal Faulk 
and.Eliza S. Collier, (formerly widow Scriber,) 
and tlie heirs and legal representatives of Ben- 
jamin Scriber, deceased. 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That Hannibal Faulk and Eliza S. Col- 
lier, (formerly widow Scriber; ) and Abraham H. 
Scriber, Mary Ann Scriber, and William J. C. 
Seriber, heirs-at-law of Benjamin Scriber, de- 
ceased, according to their respective interests, be, 
and they are hereby, confirmed in their title to a 
certain tract of land, lying within the Baron de 
Bastrop grant, in the State of Louisiana, being 
a remainder .of twenty-two h 
arpents of a tract of three thousand arpents, re- 
ported on by the register and receiver of the land 
office at Monroe, Louisiana, under date of July 
thirtieth, eighteen hundred ‘and fifty two, and 


numbered in said. report as number-one, of the | 


first class; and being also that: portion of said 
tract of land. which was rejected by the said regis- 
ter and receiver, but recommended to the discre- 
tion andliberality of the Government. The con- 
firmation hereby made, together with the confirm- 


undred and fifty |} 


ation under the act of Congress approved June 
twenty-nine, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, 
shall be construed to confirm the title to. the entire 
tract of land containing three thousand arpents, 


claimed by the said parties before the said regis-: 


ter and receiver, and more particularly. described 
in the deed from John McBride to Abraham Scri- 
ber, dated the fifteenth June, eighteen hundred 
and eighteen, a copy of which accompanies the 
said report of the thirtieth July, cighteen hundred 
and fifty-two. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, upon the 
receipt of a plat and survey of the said ‘tract of 
land, executed by the proper officer, shall cause 
a patent to be issued therefor: Provided, however, 
That such patent shall only operate as a relin- 
quishment of title on the part of the United States, 
and shali not affect the right of any third person, 
whether entitled to a preémption under the laws 
of the United States, or having other valid claim 
to any part of said land. 

Approven, August 18, 1856. 


PRIVATE RESOLUTIONS. 


No. 1.—A resolution for the relief of the South- || 


western and Muscogee Railroad Companies. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- | 


atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Postmaster General be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to correct the error in 
the bid of R. R. Cuyler, for the president of the 
Southwestern and 
nies, on mail route six thousand three hundred 
and three; and that he be required to allow them 
fifteen thousand three hundred dollars per an- 
num for the double daily service, from the com- 
mencement of their service to the expiration of 
the contract, or so long as the New York and 
New Orleans mail may continue to be transported 
over said route. 
Approved, May 9, 1856. 


No. 2.—Joint Resolution authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to settle the Accounts of 
Oliver M. Wozencraft. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 


! assembled, That the Secretary of the’Interior be, 
land he is, authorized to audit and settle, upon 


just and equitable principles, the accounts of 
Oliver M. Wozencraft, late commissioner and [n- 


dian agent for California, for actual disbursements 


| made by him; and that a sum not exceeding seven 


thousand dollars be appropriated for the purpose 
of carrying this resolution into effect, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated: Provided, That nothing herein contained 
shall authorize the settlement of any contracts 
entered into by said Wozencraft, or drafts drawn 


| by him, on which individuals now base claims 


against the United States. 
-Approven, July 3, 1856. 


No. 3.—Joint resolution for the relief of Dr. 
William P. A. Hail, late of the Tennessee Vol- 
unteers in the Mexican War. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the proper accounting officers of 


the Treasury be authorized and directed to adjust 
the claim of Dr. W. P. A. Hail, for medical ser- 


uscogee Railroad Compa- |; 


vices rendered to the volunteers while seryin 
Mexico, upon the following ‘principles; to 
to allow said Dr. Hail the ‘pay of assistant 
geon while engaged in professional services 


D ERRE ee aan Sa bite Bees Pop ae git 
the consentof his commanding officer, deducting 
therefrom the amount paid to said Hail as a prii- 
vate inthe first regiment of Tennessee volunteers, 
during the period he performed the duties of’sur- 
geon. : a, ae 

Sec. 2. And be it further resolved, That the 


Secretary of the Treasury pay to Dr. W. P. A 
Hail, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, such sum as may, upon 
i said adjustment, be found to be due him for meéd- 
i ical services aforesaid. ENS 


Approven, July 17, 1856. 


No. 4.—A Resolution for the relief of John Y. 
Laub, a Clerk in the Office of the First Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, | Har 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent-, 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, Thatthe increase in the salary of John | 
Y. Laub, a clerk in the office of the First Comp~ 
troller of the Treasury, authorized by the act of 
| the thirtieth of September, eighteen hundred and 
: fifty, shall commence on the first of July, eighteen 
i hundred and forty-nine, the date of the com- 
mencement of the additional services performed 
by said Laub: Provided, The amount hereby 
authorized to be paid shall not exceed the sum of 
three hundred and thirty-three dollars and thirty- 


i three cents. 


Approven, July 30, 1856. 


[A 


No. 5.—A Resolution for the-relief of Susan De- 
catur, Widow of Commodore Stephen ‘Deta- 
tur, late of the United States Navy. <4 i: 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent: 

atives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
land he is hereby, directed to cause a pension 
certificate to be issued to Susan Decatur, widow 
of Commodore Stephen Decatur, late of the Uni- 
ted States Navy, at the rate of fifty dollars: per 

month, for five years, to cease on ‘thé 0) 

marriage of said Susan Decatur. j 
APPROVED, August 18; 19856. ` 


No. 6.—-A Resolution for the Settlement of the 
Accounts of Charles M. Strader and .Edward 
P. Johnson, Mail Contractors. k 


Resolved by the Senate and Howse. of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in: Congress 
' assembled, ‘That the. Postmaster. General be; and 
| he is hereby, authorized and directed to:cause the 
accounts of the late Charles M. Strader, deceased, 
and Edward P. Johnson, mail contractors on 
route number three thousand. three hundred: and 
thirty, from Louisville, Kentucky, to New- Or- 
leans, Louisiana, to be audited and.settled, and 
that the said contractors be allowed the amount 
to which they may be entitled in equity and jus- 
| tice för the discontinuance of that part of their 
‘aforesaid contract under the order of the Post- 
master General dated sixth of February, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-one, as may appear by 
the records of the Post Offce Department; and 
that the Postmaster General pay the said‘amount 
to James Thompson; surviving puo and ad- 
ministrator, and Mary:B. Strader, widow and 
| administratrix; of the said Charles M. Strader, 
| deceased, or to their legally authorized attorneys, 
| out of any money not otherwise appropriated. 


| Approven, August 18, 1856. . 


Orrice House or REPRESENTATIVES, i 
October 8, 1856. i 
In obedience to the sixth section of the “Act to author- 
ize the appointment of additional paymasters, and forother | 
purposes,” passed July 4, 1836, which requires “ the Sec- i 
retary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, as soon as may be after the close of each session 
of Congress, to publish a statement of all appropriations | 
made during the session; and also a statement of the new 
offices created, and salaries of each 5 and also a statement 
of the offices the salaries of which are increased, and the 
amount of such increase,” the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives submits the accompanying statements for the 
first and sccond sessions of the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 
WILLIAM CULLOM, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, United States. 


I.—APPROPRIATIONS MADE DURING THE FIRST 


CONGRESS. 
By the act making appropriations for restoring 
and maintaining the peaceable disposition of 


the Indian Tribes on the Pacific, and for other | 


| 
AND SECOND SESSIONS OF THE THIRTY-FOURTH fi 

j 

| 


purposes. f | 
For restoring and maintaining the peaceable disposition of | 
the Indian tribes on the Pacific..........++5 $300,000 00 


For the purchase of gunpowder for the Pacific 
COASts erore ea esasesssoesoseoo saaros e 120,000 00 


$420,000- 00 


By the act making appropriations for the pay- | 
ment of Invalid and other Pensions of the 
United States for the year ending the thirtieth 
of June, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven. 


For invalid pensions, under various acts a... +$503,300 00 
For pensions under acts of the eighteenth March, 

one thousand eight hundred and eighteen, fif- 

teenth May, one thousand eight hundred and 

twenty-eight, and seventh June, one thousand 

eight hundred and thirty-tW0.-sreersseereces -113,600 00 
For pensions to widows of those who served 

during the revolutionary war, under the third 

section of acts of fourth July, one thousand 

eight hundred and thirty-six, seventh July, one 

thousand eight hundred and thirty-eight, third 

March, one thousand eight hundred and forty- 

three, seventeenth June, onc thousand eight 

hundred and forty-four, second February, one 

Thousand eight hundred and forty-eight, and | 

second section act of third February, one 

thousand eight hundred and fifty-three... e e s -460,000 00 
For pensions to widows and orphans, under act 

of twenty-tirst July, one thousand eight bun- 

dred and forty eight, first section aet of third 

February, one thousand eight hundred and 


fifty-three vo eraooreeresrrerrsere neres aaa e e -204,000 00 
For half-pay pensions, | payable through the — 
Second and Third Auditors of the Treasury... 38,047 07 


For navy invalid pensions.. cree sere cvecee tenes 30,000 00 


For navy pensions to widows and orphans, under 
act of eleventh August, one thousand eight 
hundred and forty-eight....0+sssserecerees «+110,000 00 

For paying pensions of juvalids who were 
wounded on board of private armed vessels 
during the last war with Great Britain, in ad- 
dition to the wnexpended balance of former 


appropriations for the same object... ete 1,357 00 


— 
i 


$1,460,304 07 ‘ 


y the actmaking appropriations for the support 
of the Military Academy, for the year ending 


‘| the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and 


fifty-seven. 


For additional stables for dragoons’ and artillery 
HOLSCS. .ceeececcceencces sues cereeecstscccess 10,000 00 


By the act to supply Deficiencies in the appro- 

riations for the service of the fiscal year end- 

ing the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-six. 

! For the compensation of the officers, clerks, messengers, 
and others receiving an annual salary in the service of 
the Senate: , 

For the chief elerk and elerk to the Committee 
On FiNANCC.ssess sees cerees cee P RETTET $2,413 44 
For contingent expe : 

For binding. sesseree -i ... 13,000 00 


For lithographing and engraving. sesser covers 25,000 09 
For miscellaneous items.. essee ssesessesesa cece 0,000 00 


For contingent expenses of the House of 
Representatives : 
For the completion of the binding of documents 
ordered to be prfnted for the use of the House, 
For the completion of the engraving ordered at 
the second session of the Thirty-Third Con- 
QUCSS eee cece a soane ee ceceen sesesacsoe eves oe 150,000 00 
For the engraving of maps, charts, and other 
plates accompanying documents ordered to be 
printed atthe first scssion of the Thirty-Fourth 
Congress. 
For furniture and repairs. 
For stationery for members. 
For the pay of clerks upon the land maps for the 
use of the Committee on Public Lands....... 
For the pay of nine clerks to committecs of the 
House, under resolutions of the present ses- 
SIO. . eee eee eee 
For miscellaneous items... 
To enable the Glerk to purchase t 
Large for the use of members of the House 
of Representatives, per resolution of February 
twenty-first, eighteen hundred and fifty-six... 
To pay Jobn C. Rives a balance due for report- 
ing and pablishing in the Daily Globe the pro- 
ceedings of the House of Representatives for 
the second session of the Thirty-Third Con- 
TESS. ce ceuneceveccececoureseeenes 
TS enable the Clerk of the House of Represent- 
atives to pay John C. Rives for reporting and 
publishing in the Daily Globe the proceedings 
of the House of Representatives for the first 
session of the Thirty-Fourth Congress, prior 
to the first of July, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and fifty-six. ..scescceeeeerseserrer ers 
Te enable the Clerk of the House: of Represent- 
atives to pay for one hundred copies of the 
continuation of the Annals of Congress, for 
the library of the House of Representatives, 
during the present fiseal year.. 
To enable the Clerk of the Hous Represent- 
atives to pay for the continuation of the An- 
nals of Congress, for the members of the 


19,000 00 
3,509 00 
4,000 00 


6,770 80 


5,500 00 
20,000 00 


. eerrrr ett eree TTC reece cere ay 


5,285 60 


1,177 50 


Ri 


3,000- 00 


Thirty-Second Congress. .-+.eceesecreere 


| 
1 CÍANS.eseeenerereopersrereeesrererereseneean 91,106 00 
! For commutation of subsistence. 2,044 00 
| For forage tor officers’ horses..... 864 00 
j For current and ordinary expenses, as follows : 
| repairs anl improvements, fuel.and apparatus, 
| forage, postage, stationery, transportation, 
printing, clerks, miscellaneous and incìdental 

| „ expenses, and departments of instruction.. .. 34,790 00 
| For gradual increase and expense of library.... 4,000.00 
| For expenses of the Board of Visitors.......... 3,000 00 
| For forage for artillery and cavalry horses...... 8,640 CO 
| For replacing dead and worn out cavalry and 
| artillery NOLSCS i... aaee sosssosesesnerseseees 1,000 00 
! For repairs and additions to professors’ quarters 5,090 00 
{ For furniture for hospital for cadcts....eeseeere 150 00 | 

For a gun pendulum.. see 690 00 
| For a public ClocK.....ccecccecsseneeecesesees 700 00 


158,894 00 | 


1 


| For sale 


(i 


Public Printing : t 
To supply deficiencies inthe appropriation for 
printing and paper ordered at the first ses- s 
sion of the Thirty-Third Congress «esse se 857,173 00 
To supply deficiencies in the appropriation for i 
printing of the second session of the Thirty- 
Third Congress, which deficiencies were 
transferred to the account of the first ses-- 
sion of the Thirty- Fourth Congress, in. virtue 
of the joint resolution approved February : 
twenty-seventh, eighteen hundred and.-fifty-). i: 
Bikes suiti 244,188 95 
To provide for the engraving of the maps and. 
drawings accompanying the reports of ex-: 
plorations and surveys to determinea Pacific 
railroad TOULC. vess cena r eee sree te naeesaresy” 
For compensation of ten clerks of class one, emi- 
ployed temporarily in the office of the Third 
Auditor, on account of military bounty lands.. 
Contingent expenses of Post Office Department: 
For biank-books, binding, and stationery, fuel 
for the General Post Office building, inchiding: 
the Auditor’s office, oil, gas, and candies, 
printing, labor, day-watchinan, and for mis- ` 
COHANCOUS ÍLEMS.. sose carer concen seer anvane 
Assay Office, New York: For.wages of work- 
MEN eee è 
y of the surveyor general of Utah... 
For salaries of the Chief Justice of the Supren 
Court and eight associate judges. je 
For salary of the circujt judge of Cal 
For compensation. of.the district attorneys... 6. 
For compensation of the marshals., sese seieres 
For salaries of the assistant treasurers of the 
United States at Boston and. St, Louis, aises. 
Te supply a deficiency in the fund for the relief. 
of sick and disabled seamen ae 
To supply a deficiency in the revenue of the 
Post Office Departments... ers ssrra ss derest] 
For arrearages, purchase of vesscland outfit, and 
for field service, provided in the first article of 
the reciprocity treaty with Great Britains. sis: 
For the purchase of blank-books, stationery, arms 
of the United States, presses, flags, and for the’ 
payment of postages, far the consuls of. the 
United States....... sisasoasoveesposa aas gaa: 10,000 00 
For the expenses of the consulates in ‘Turkey, 
viz: interpreters, guards, and other expenses 
of the consulates at Constantinople, Smyrna, 
Candia, and Alexandria. sssssessereesesrsere 
For interpreters, guards, and other expenses, of 
the consulate at Beirnttss.e s.es : 
For expenses incurred by consuls of the United 
States in procuring information required by 
the circulars of eighth October, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-three, and fifteenth. March,’ 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, on. queries’ © 
propounded by the State and Treasury Depart- 
ments, and for information called: for by the - 
resolution of the House of Representatives of: 
the fourteenth December, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-three, and. twenty-sixth December, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four. ..seeesivents 
For compensation forclerical services performed. 
in the office of the United States legation at 
London, from December, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-two, to August, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-three, inclusive... ...ssesecrereetene’ 
To compensate the clerk of the United States 
district court for the State of: Connecticut for 
making certified copiés of all copyrights. rè- 
corded in his office between January, ¢ighteen 
hundred and forty-six, and February, cighteen 
hundred and fifty-two. cecevsseeeeserecteee 
Contingent expenses of the Department of State : 
For miscellaneous temp. i. ccc ned serasa sesrir 
For fitting up and furnishing the court-rooms and 
conference-room, and offices for the solicitor 
and clerk of the Gourt of Clatms..isceseseeer 
For filling up and grading the grounds belonging 
to the custom-house. building, Norfolk, Vir- 


ginia voce eae ends evens ese creat noes T 


Peer we se ee eeb aes prem en a wens 


49,200 00 


3,466 76 


3,983 33 
150,000, 00 
88,181 -00 


10,500,00 


2,000.00 
500 00 


: 8,00000 


1,000: 00 


-90 23 
500 00 


3,000.00 


000 00 


quarters, the payment of which is no longer 
made by the quartermaster’s department. 
For contingencies of the Atmy......++ PS: 


2197 12 
5.00009” 
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Appropriations. 


For the regular supplies of the quartermaster’s 

department, consisting of fuel, forage in kind 

for the horses, mules, and oxen, of the quar- 

termaster’s department, at the several military 

posts and stations, and with the armies in the 

field; for the horses of the first and second 

regiments of dragoons, the companies of light 

artillery, the regiment. of mounted riflemen, 

and: such companies of infantry as may be 

mounted, and also for the authorized number 

of officers’ horses, when serving in the field 

and at the outposts; of straw for soldiers?’ 

bedding, and of stationery, including company 

and. other blank-books for the army, certifi- 

cates for discharged soldiers, blank forms for 

the pay and quartermaaster’s departments, and 

for the prixting of division and department ` 4 

orders, army regulations, and reports........9460,000 00 
For the incidental expenses of the quartermas- 

ter’s department, consisting of postage on let- 

ters and packets received and sent by officers 

of the army on public service; expenses of 

courts-martial and courts of inquiry, including 

the additional compensation to judges-advo- 

cate, recorders, members and witnesses, while 

on that service, under the act of March six- 

teenth, eighteen hundred and two; extra pay 

to soldiers employed, under the direction of 

the quartermaster’s department, in the erec- 

tion of barracks, quarters, store-houses, and 

hospitals ; the construction of roads and other 

constant labor for periods of not less than ten 
: days, under the acts of March second, eighteen 

hundred .and nineteen, and August fourth, 

eighteen hundred and fifty-four, including those 

employed as clerks at division and department 

headquarters; expenses of expresses to and 

from the frontier posts and armies in the field 5 

of escorts to paymasters, other disbursing of- 

cers and trains, when military escorts cannot 

be furnished; expenses of the interment of 

non-commissioned officers and soldiers; au- 

thorized office furniture ; hire of laborers in the 

quartermaster’s department, including hire of 

interpreters, spies, and guides for the army; 

compensation of clerk to officers of the quar- 

termaster’s department; compensation of for- 

age and wagon-masters, authorized by the act 

ot July fifth, eighteen hundred and thirty-eight ; 

for the apprehension of deserters, and the ex- 

penses incident to their pursuit; the various 

expenditures required for the first and second 

regiments of dragoons, the companies of light 

artillery, the regiment of mounted riflemen, 

and such companies of infantry as may bo 

mounted, viz: for the purchase of horse equip- 

ments, as saddies, bridles, saddle-blankets, 

nose-bags, iron combs, currycombs, and spurs 

and straps; of traveling forges, blacksmiths? 

and shoeing tools, horse and mule shoes, iron 

and steel for shoeing, bire of veterinary sur- 

geons, purchase of medicines for horses and 

inules, shocing horses of mounted corps, and 

repairing dragoon and rifle equipments........180,000 00 
For transportation of the army, including the 

baggage of the troops when moving either by 

land or water; of clothing, camp and garrison 

equipage, and horse equipments, from the de- 

pot at Philadelphia to the several posts and 

army depots; of subsistence from the places of 

purchase, and trom the places of delivery un- 

der contract to such places as the circum- 

sianees of the service may require it to be 

sent; of ordnance, ordnance stores, and small- 

arms, from the founderics and armories to the 

arsenals, fortifications, frontier posts, and army 

depots; freights, whariage, tolls, and ferriages; 

for the purchase and hire of horses, mules, and 

oxen, and the purchase and repair of wagons, 

carts, drays, ships, and other sea-going vessels 

and boats for the transportation of supplies, 

and for garrison purposes; for drayage and 

eartage at the several posts ; hire of teamsters; 

transportation of funds for the pay and other 

disbursing departments ; the expense of sailing 

publie transports on the various rivera, the 

sult of Mexico, and the Atlantic and Pacific ; 

and for procuring water at such posts as from 

their situations require that it be bronglit from 

adistance ; and for clearing roads and removing 

obstructions from roads, harbors, and rivers, to 

the extent which may be required for the 

actual operations of the troops on the fron- 

TEL cree crerevecerenvsseoresesediinescers £000,000 00 
For defraying the expenses of the supreme, eir- 

cuit, and district courts of the United States, 

including the District of Columbia; also for 

jurors and witnesses in aid of the funds aris- 

ing from fines, penalties and forfeitures in- 

curred in the fiscal year ending the thirtieth 

of June, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, and 

previous years ; and likewise for defraying the 

expenses of suits in which the United States 

are concerned, and of prosecutions for offenses 

committed against the United States, and for 

the safe-Keeping of prisoners... seer esee eee 200,000 00 
For the collection of agricultural statistics, in- 

vestigations for promoting agriculture and 

rural-economy, and the procurement and dis- 

tribution of cuttings and seeds, to be expended 

under the direction of the Commissioner of 


PALENtSercssvesscvccee secceeserstsesaresases 30,000 00 
For compensation and mileage of the members 

of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, 

and contingent expenses of the Assembly for 

the Territory of Minnesota, .ssrassesissarae 8,000 00 


For contingent expenses of the Territory of New 
Mexico, and to enable the Governor to em- 
ploy an interpreter or translator. ....ssssesee 

For filling up and draining the grounds in the vi- 
cinity of the national green-houses, known as 
the Botanic Garden, and for walling the creekin, 
which passes through the same..... 25,650 00 

For continuing the grading and planting with 
trees the unimproved portions of the mall.... 

For construction of a sewer in Judiciary square, 

For placing the sewer openings along Pennsyl- 
vania avenue under the footway, and trapping 
ME SAME... ca ceee cere enes coer essecece posea 

For repairing old. portion of, the Patent Office 
building, constructing water closets_therein 
and casual repairs of the east wing of sai 
Duilding.... 6... cece sseete ress ceeee eee 

For an additional furnace erected for the library 
Of CONGTCSS.. cers anyirr turnee reran ai 

For finishing the portico and exterior of the west 
wing of the Patent Office building, to pay the 
reservations due, put up iron railing, and lay 
down the necessary flagging and pavements. .150,000 00 


$4,174,416 20 


$500 00 


10,000 00 
6,000 00 


8,000 00 


4,000 00 
500 00 


By the act to remove Obstructions to navigation 
in the mouth of the Mississippi river, at the 
Southwest Pass and Pass 4 l’Outre. 

For the opening and keeping open ship channels of suffi- 
cient capacity to accommodate the wants of commerce 
through the Southwest Pass, and Pass à POutre, lead- 
ing from the Mississippi river into the Gulf of Mex- 
TOOL. cece presea ceeneeen conseeeees esee ee $330,000 00 


By the act making an appropriation for deep- 
ening the Channel over the Flats of the St. 
Mary’s river, in the State of Michigan. 


For deepening the channel of the St. Mary’s river, in the 
State of Michigan, by the west channel through Lake 
George, aceording to the estimate of Captain Macomb, 
of the topographical corps, communicated to the Senate 
in the report of the Secretary of War, dated January 
eighteen, eighteen hundred and fifty-five... .$100,000 00 


By the act making an appropriation for deepen- 
ing the Channel over the St. Clair Flats, in 
the State of Michigan. 


For the purpose of deepening the channel over the St. Clair 
Flats, in the State of Michigan...............$45,000 00 


By the act to establish two additional Land Dis- 
tricts in the Territory of Minnesota. 


For the survey, at augmented rates, of meridian, standard 
parallel, township, and section lines, in the districts 
CTEDY CrEAtCd..sssoeosesessossooereo seee ens $40,000 00 


By the act for the construction of a Road from 
Fort Ridgley, in the Territory of Minnesota, 
to the South Pass of the Rocky Mountains, in 
the Territory of Nebraska. 

For the construction of a road from Fort Ridgley, in the 


‘Territory of Minnesota, to the South Pass of the Rocky 
Mountains, in the Territory of Nebraska......450,000 00 


By the act making appropriations for the con- 
sular and diplomatic expenses*»f the Govern- 
ment for the year ending the thirtieth of June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-seven. 

For salaries of Envoys Extraordinary and Ministers Pleni- 
potentiary of the United States at Great Britain, France, 
Spain, Russia, Austria, Prussia, Switzerland, Rome, 
Naples, Sardinia, Belgium, Holland, Portugal, Denmark, 
Sweden, Turkey, China, Brazil, Peru, Chili, Argentine 
Republic, New Granada, Bolivia, Ecuador, Venezuela. 
Guatemala, Nicaragua, and Mexico.........$267,500 06 

For salaries of the Secretaries of Legation of the 
United States at Great Britain, France, Spain, 

Russia, Austria, Prussia, Switzerland, Rome, 
Naples, Sardinia, Belgium, Holland, Portugal, 
Denmark, Sweden, Brazil, Peru, Chili, Ar- 
gentine Republic, New Granada, Bolivia, Ecu- 
ador, Venezuela, Guatemala, Nicaragua, and 


MeX1€0... escenonsscsecsssnacacssosrosasoson 


44,500 00 
For salary of the Commissioner to the Sandwich 


Ts]AndsS...ccescceneerecsverseves s.e... 6,000 00 
For the salary of an Interpreter to the mission to 

China, at the rate of five thousand dollars per 

ANDUIR ssssesesevesesaccasascesnecnesaseesse 5,000 00 
For salary of a Dragoman to the mission to Tur- 

Rey i. ccecccecnvopetscnaccecsse snes - 2,500 00 
For contingent expenses of all the m ns 

BDGOAd.. cr ecescccccencccscccrerssmnaseccnes 19,000 00 


For contingent expenses of foreign intercourse, 60,000 00 
For expenses of intercourse with the Barbary 
POWCIS. cc cece ccersseeeneccescereotsecseses 6,000 00 
For the relief and protection of American seamen 
in foreign Countries .... cece eeee cee ee sees oae 125,000 00 
For expenses which may be incurred in acknowl- 
edging the services of the masters and crews 
of foreign vessels in rescuing citizens and ves- 
sels of the United States from shipwreck ..... 
For the purchase of blank-books, stationery, 
arms of the United States, presses, and flags, 


and for the payment of postages, for the con- : 
suls of the United Statesi:ccccsesesssstserees 15,000 00 


3,000 00 


For compensation of the Commissioner provided 
in the first article of the reciprocity treaty with 
Great Britain. .ssssereseresosrererase seseo. a $2000 00 

For salaries of Consuls and Commercial Agents 
of the United States at London, Liverpool, 
Glasgow, Dundee, Newcastle, Leeds, Belfast, 
Hong Kong, Calcutta, Halifax, . Melbourne, 
Nassau, Kingston, (Jamaica,) Rotterdam, Am- 
sterdam, Aix-la-Chapelle, Paris, Havre, Mar- 
seilles, Bordeaux, Lyons, La Rochelle, Nan- 
tes, Cadiz, Malaga, St. Jago de Cuba, Matan- 
zas, St. Johns, (P. R.,) Trinidad de Cuba, 
Ponce, (P. R.,) Havana Lisbon, Funchal, 
Antwerp, St. Petersburgh, St. Thomas, Elsi- 
neur, Trieste, Vienna, Leipsic, Munich, Bre- 
men, Hamburg, Frankfort-on-the-Maine, in- 
cluding the Grand Duchy of Hesse Darmstadt, 
the Electorate of Hesse Cassel, the Duchy of 
Nassau, and the Langravate of Hesse Hom 
burg; Stuttgardt, Carlsrue, Basle, Zurich, 
Geneva, Genoa, Leghorn, Naples, Palermo, 
Messina, Constantinople, Smyrna, Beirut, Je- 
rusalem, Alexandria, Tangiers, Tripoli, Tunis, 
Canton, Shanghai, Amoy, Fouchow, Ningpo, 
Honolulu, Port au Prince, City of St. Domingo, 
Vera Cruz, Acapulco, St. Juan del Norte, St. 
Juan del Sur, Panama, Aspinwall, Laguayra, 
Rio de Janeiro, Pernambuco, Buenos Ayres, 
Callao, Valparaiso, Southampton, Bristol, 
Leith, Dublin, Cork, Galway, Bombay, Singa- 

ore, Gibraltar, Island of Malta, Cape Town, 

ort Louis, St. John’s, (N. B.,) Pictou, Dema- 
rara, Sidney, Falkiand Islands, Hobart Town, 
Bermuda, Turk’s Island, Barbadoes, Island of 
Trinidad, St. Helena, St. Christopher, Anti- 
gua, Ceylon, Odessa, Galatza, Martinique, 
Miquelon, Barcelona, Maniila, Macao, Mo- 
zambique, Fayal; St. Jago, Cape Verde, Han- 
over, Schwerin, Oldenburg, Santa Cruz, Got- 
tenburg, Venice, Spezzia, Athens, Candia, 
Cyprus, Zante, Monrovia, Zanzibar, Bay 
Islands, Cape Haytien, Aux Cayes, Mexico, 
Paso del Norte, Tampico, Matamoras, Ta- 
basco, Mazatlan, Tehuantepec, Minatitlan, 
Omoa and Truxillo, San José, Carthagena, 
Sabanillo, Ciudad Bolivar, Puerto Cabello, 
Maracaibo, Guyaquil, Maranham Island, Rio 
Grande, Bahia, Para, Montevideo, Taleahu- 
ano, Paita, Tumbez, Labaino, Hilo, Apia, 
Tahiti, Lanthala, Batavia, Paramaribo, Pan- 
dang, St. Martin, and Curagoadsseseseee vee 

For the salary of the Consul General at Simoda, 


in SOPAN cc cise iste esstdecodtersrsccavacce 5000 00 
For the salary of the Consul General to the Brit- 
ish North American provincees..,.....---..+. 4,000 00 
For estimated loss by exchange on drafts of con- 
suls and commercial agents for salary.......- 42,112 50 
For the prosecution of the work, including pay 
of Commissioner and all other expenses pro- 
vided in the first article of the reciprocity 
treaty with Great Britain....... 11,595 06 
For expenses of the consulates in 
dominions, viz: interpreters, guards, and other 
expenses of the consulates at Constantinople, 
Smyrna, Candia, and Alexandria......6.. +. 2,000 00 
For interpreters, guards, and other expenses of 
the consulate at BCirut..cccasseveceseeeeesss ` 500 00 
$048,457 50 


By the act for tlie relief of the Widows and Or- 
phans of the Officers, Seamen, and Marines 
of the United States sloop-of-war Albany, and 
for other purposes. 


To pay the widow, or child, or children, and in case there 
be no widow, or chiid, or children, (as aforesaid,) then 
the parent or parents, and if there are no parents, the 
brothers and sisters, of the officers, seamen, marines 
and others in service, who were lost in said sloop-of- 
war Albany, and brig Porpoise, including captain’s clerk 
and assistant draughtsman, a sum of twelve months? 
pay of their respective deceased relations aforesaid, in 
addition to the pay due to the said deceased at the date 
of the loss of said vessels respectively.....{Indefinite.] 


By the act to provide for carrying into effect the 
first article of the Treaty between the United 
States and her Majesty the Queen of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, of the 
fifteenth day of June, eighteen hundred and 
forty-six. ` 

For the salary of the Commissioner for one year, $3,000.00 


For the salary of the Secretary for one year..... 2,000 00 
For the salary of the Chief Astronomer and Sur- 
veyor for ONE YEar. we. ceeseesccessecenecsesee 37000 00 
For the salary of the Assistant Astronomer and 
SUrveyOrseseccscccccecssesssccsessecccesves - 1,800.01 
For the salary of the Clerk for one year......1. 1,200 


For provisions, transportation, and contingen- 
CHES essees seresaseroeassessenvasaeessieseso 60,000 00 


$71,000 00 


By the act to authorize and direct the settlenient 
of the account of the Bank of the State of Mis- 
souri for moneys advanced for the subsistence 
and transportation of volunteers, 

For moneys advanced in the year eightcen hundred arta” 
forty-six, for subsistence and transportation of certain 
companies of volunteers which, by order of General E. 


34TH Conc... lsr Sess. 


_APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GEOBR- 


Appropriations. 


P. Gaines; ‘assembled: at St: Louis, ‘Missouri, in: the: 
months of May and June of that year, with the view of 
being mustered into the service of the United States, in 
the same manner as if thesaid companies had been reg- 
ularly received into the said service..... +++ $663.78 


By the act to reimburse the State of Vermont the 
expenses incurred by her in paying her Militia, 
called out in cighteen hundred and thirty-eight 
and eighteen hundred and thirty-nine, to pre- 
serve the neutrality of the country. 

For the amount expended by said State in paying and sub- 
sisting her militia called out to preserve the neutrality of 


the United States, then involved in the troubles on the 
Canada frontier. ....seseresieesesesareeesee $4,009 18. 


By the act for the improvement of the Naviga- 
tion of the Patapsco river, and to render the 
Port of Baltimore. accessible to war steamers 
of the United States. 

For deepening the channel of the. Patapsco river, and in 


rendering the port. of Baltimore accessible to the steam 
frigates and other war vessels of the United States, 


$100,000 00 


By the act making appropriations for the Naval 


service for the year ending the thirtieth of | 


June, eighteen hundred and fifty-seven. 


For pay of commission, warrant, and petty officers, 
and seamen, including the engineer corps of the Navy, 
a0 E $3,421,718 00 
For provisions for commission, warrant, and 
petty officers, and seamen, including engineers 
and marines attached to vessels for sca service, 840,450 00 
For increase, repair, armament, and equipment 
of the navy, including the wear and tear of 
vessels in commission, fuel for steamers, and 
purchase of hemp for the Navy.............2,799,500 00 
For ordnance and ordnance stores and small- 
arms, including incidental expenses ..... + «221,000 00 
For contingent expenses that may accrue for the 
following purposes, viz : freight and transporta- 
tion, printing and stationery, advertising in 
newspapers, books, maps, models, and draw- 
ings, purchase and repair of fire-engines and 
machinery, repairs of and attending to steam- 
engines in navy-yards, purchase and mainte- 
nance of horses and oxen, and drawing teams, 
carts, timber-wheels, and the purchase and 
. repairs of workmen’s tools, postage of public 
letters, fuel, oil, and candles, for navy-yards 
and shore stations, pay of watchmen and inci- 
dental labor, not chargeable to any other appro- 
priation, transportation to and labor attending 
the delivery of provisions and stores on foreign 
stations, wharfage, dockage, and rent, travel ~- 
ing expenses of officers and others under orders, 
funeral expenses, store and office rent, sta- 
tionery, fuel, commissions and pay of clerks to 
Navy agents and storekcepers, flags, awnings, 
and packing-boxes, premiums and other ex- 
penses of recruiting, apprehending deserters, 
per diem pay to persons attending courts-mar- 
tial and courts of inquiry, and other services 
authorized “by law, pay to judges-advocate, 
pilotage and towage of vessels and assistance 
to vessels in distress, bills of health, and quar- 
antine expenses of vessels of the United States 
Navy in foreign ports. ...cereresereeeeeseteres 859,750 00 
To enable the Secretary of the Navy to ‘publish 
the charts of the explorations of La Plata river, 
and the charts of the surveys of the Behring’s 
Straits expedition ...... ce cesereesseeee reeeee 


Manine Corps. 


For pay of the officers, non-commissioned offi- 

cers, musicians, and privates, clerks, messen- 

gers, stewards, and servants, for rations and 

clothing for servants, subsistence and addi- 

tional rations for five years’ service of officers, 

for undrawn clothing and rations, bounties for 

reénlistments, and pay for unexpired terms of 

POVIOUS SCIVÍCE.ssseorseeererrerenvreesere 323,233 94 
For provisions for marines serving on shore 40,934 75 
For clothing.. 
For fuehiccccc cece ceccuseuceveceaueges +. 20,160 62 
For military stores, repairs of arms, pay of arm~ 

orer, foraccouterments, ordnance stores, flags, 


drums, fifes, and musical instruments...... +, 9,000 00 
For transportation of officers and troops, and 

expenses of recruiting sss.seress rerreeenneee 12,000 00 
For the erection and completion of marine bar- 

racks at Brooklyn, New York. .-..+eeeeeeees 96,000 00 
For the erection and completion of marine bar- | 

racks at Pensacola, Florida.. ..esersseeseesee 60,000 60 
For repairs of barracks, and rent of temporary 

barracks and Off1CeS.....ceceeseeseereeeseees 8000 00 


For contingencies, viz: freight, ferri ge, cartage, 
and wharfage, compensation to judges-advo- 
cate, per diem for attending courts-martial and 
courts of inquiry, for constant labor, house 
rent in lieu of quarters, burial of deceased 
marines, printing, stationery, postage, appre- 
hension of deserters, oil, candles, gas, forage, 
straw, furniture, bed sacks, spades, shovels, 
axes, picks, carpenters? tools, keep of a horse 
for a messenger, pay of matron, wwasher-wo- 

* man, aud porter at the hospital headquarters, 
and for the building of two cisterns at head- 


AMATER cc ee cee ee serene ener sett 82,500 00 


26,286 00 | 


. 55,264 00 | 


Navy- YARDS. 0 a 
For the construction and completion of works, 
and for.tbe current repairs-of the several 
navy-yards, viz: : 
Portsmouth, New Hampshire. 
For compl€ting launching ways of ship-house 
number four ; pitch-house ; tools for machinists 
and smiths; timber slip; dredging; fences; 
completing the extension of ship-house num. A 
ber four; repairs of all kinds.s.. «esse +e eee -$78,000 00 


Boston. 


For stone wall and filling around machine shop, 
battery, and ordnance quay; paving; pile 
wharf ; gas pipes and burners for yard and ofi- 
cers? quarters; cleaning out timber dock ; 
braiding machine; fittings for hide cutter ; bob- 
bins for rope-walk ; and strop gauging machine 
for block-shop; dry-dock engines, (deficien- 
cy ;) completing shear-wharf; engine for gun- 
carriage shop; steam-pump for watering ships ; 
and for repairs of all Kinds..... see esaeeceeeeJ21,350 00 


New York. 


For building and completing store-house; build- 
ing and completing coal-house; extending quay 
wall; launching ways in ship-houses Dand E; 
dredging channels; repairs of cob wharf; dry- 
dock paving and flagging; permanent fixtures 
for heating saw-mfil; improvement of new `i” 
purchase for site of marine barracks, and piling 
for the same ; if necessary, fiing low places 5 
completing water-pipes ; lightning conductors 5 
extending sewers; completing steaming-house 
and machinery; completing oakum picking 
machine, and engine for the same; stable for 
commandant’s horse; and for repairs of all 


kinds..... Wien E PERE EA LEE se o- e 421,422 00 
For deficiency for castings for engine-house.... 1,466 58 
Philadelphia. 


For steam-house and stoves ; dredging channels ; 
repairs of dock, basin, and railway ; building 
and completing guard-houses; building and 
completing offices ; and repairs of all kinds... 


Washington. 
For completing extension of boiler shop; com- 
pleting conversion of old ordnance to machine- 
shop; timber shed; pavements, drains, and 
gutters; grading and filling; dredging; exten- 
sion of iron foundery; machinery and tools; 
| and for repairs of all Kinds... .6+.s+ severe ee ++ 221,088 00 
For completing repairs of brass foundery, de- 
gtroyed by fire. ....4seceeeseenteneeersereees 5550 00 
Norfolk. 
For grading and draining; iron railway and cars; 
dredging; continuing quay wall; timber tand- 
ing and slip at saw-mill; masting shears; en- 
gines, tools, cranes, and lighters ; completing 
and extending saw-mill; and for repairs of all 
kinds.. cescseeeeecedecseeeevecese ceeeee eee. 206,500 00 


Pensacola. 


For completing permanent wharf, deep basin, 
and dredging; completing rail tracks ; complet- 
ing removal of sunken caisson; complet- 
ing extension of granite wharf; dredging and 
piers in front of basin; mast shears; kitchen 
to ordinary ‘quarters ; repairs of dock, basin 
and railway; completing wharves, paint-shop, 
lightning conductors; and for repairs of all 
KindS.sccce cee: ereoseesereessoerosese esenea 177,944 00 


64,520 00 


h San Francisco. 


For four houses for officers ; steam-box ; pitch 
kettles; wharf, with stone wall ; saw-mil) ; ar- 
tesian well; grading; completing smithery, 
joiners’ shop and timber shed, store-house, and 
Wharf ccc seer cccescteee sees cceesersaeesses4ana;000 00 


HosPITALS. 

For the construction and completion of works, 
and for current repairs of the several naval 
hospitals : 

Boston. 


For building and completing surgeon’s house, 
and for repairs of all kinds. sss. ss sreerserere 


New York. 


For brick building; machinery, and fixtures for 
warming and ventilating hospital ; for filling 
and grading cemetery 5 repairs of laboratory 
buildings ; repairs of all Kinds. .cecesceeveeee 


Naval Asylum, Philadelphia. 


For painting and repairing main building, govern- 
ors, and surgeon’s houses; iron railing for 
southwest wall; repairs of furnaces, grates, 
furniture; cleaning and whitewashing; gas; 
water-rent; and miscellancous repairs. 


Norfolk. 
For repairs of all Kinds. .....ccserseereeeeeeeee 
Pensacola. 


For wall around burial ground ; steam-hoiler ; 
pump and reservoir; t 
ponds; and for general repairs. sserererereere 


16,750 00 


20,650 00 


8,900 00 


6,000 00 


18,500 00 


MAGAZINES. 


For the construction and completion of works, 
and for the current repairs at the several 


i naval magazines: 


draining and filling i 


For ordnance. building, shell-house for. joaded - 


Portsmouth; New.Hampshires «... 


shells, gun-skids;.and shot beds. 

hss Boston. i 

INdS.s sees asaras eek 
Mew York. dias 

For altering gunner’s to store-house, shot beds, 


skids, powder-boat, dredgitig, and repairs’ of 
all kinds... . 


Peay ee IERA 


For repairs of a 


odaia cinsa rswater a sa taa 164000 00 
Washington. ge Se 
For building and còmpleting iron shed for ord- cii nout.” 
NANCE PUFPOSES.... css severscceccasvanasnoee 2000:00 


Norfolk. ‘ yi 
For repairs of wall at Fort Norfolk, shot beds, 
gun-skids and crane, new machinery and tools, 


Pensacola. 


For brick wall around shell-hoùse, and for cur- 
rent FEPAITS ce. ce evece erect een eanenns reses 
For pay for superintendents, naval constructors, `; 

and all the civil establishments at the several: ) no oi 
navy-yards and stations... a veces eee eae 125,782 00 
For purchase of nautical instruments required 4 
for the use of the Navy, for repairs of the same, 
and also of astronomical instruments ; and for 
the purchase of nautical books, maps, and 
charts, and for backing and binding the same, 
For printing and. publishing sailing directions, 
hydrographical. surveys, and astronomical ob- o.v 901: n 
BELVALIONS ssa ciscceceresersetsceienverevsrens 15,000 00: 
For continuing the publication of the scries,of i 
wind and current charts, and.for defraying all 
the expenses connected therewith... sse. sees 
For models, drawings, and copying, postage; 
freight, and. transportation ; for working tth- 
ographic press, including chemicals; for keep- 
ing grounds in order; for fuel-and lights, and 
for all other contingent expenses of the United a 
States Naval Observatory and hydrographical. a 
12,000 00 


11,000.00. 


9,600 00. 


20,000 00 


18,000.00 


OM CO cece acrree cscs cerencrnenseneeeaeeneens 


For the wages of persons employed at the United 
States Naval Observatory and hydrographical 
office, viz: one lithographer, one instrument. 
maker, two watchmen, and one porter»... 

For erection, improvement, and repairs of build- 
ings and grounds,.and support of the Naval 
Academy at Annapolis, Maryland......-+s0«+ 

For preparing the American Nautical Almanac, 

For Stevens’s war Steamers ss eses erirts scenes 

For completing basin and railway at the navy-_ 2 
yard at San Francisc0....¢.-seseeveeasees + +305,000 00 

For completing coal depot at Key West, Florida, 25,000 00 

$11,285,045 59 

By the act for continuing the enna o the 
Des Moines Rapids, in the Mississippi river. 

For continuing the improvement of the Des Moines rapids, 
in the Mississippi rivers. s.seeseseesee cece ee G200,000, 00 


3,160 00 
30,595 22 


25,132 64 
86,717 84 


By the act making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian De- 
partment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian Tribes, for the year end- 
ing June thirtieth, one thousand eight hundred 
and fifty-seven. 


For the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
department, viz: ; 

For the pay of superintendents of Indian affairs, and of the 
several Indian agents, per acts of 5th Jime, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty, twenty-cighth September, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty, twenty-seventh l’ebruary, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-one, third March, cighteen hundred and 
fifty-two, third March, eighteen hundred and fifty-three, 
thirty-first July, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, and 
third March, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 15,000 06 

For the pay of the several Indian sub-agents, per 
act of thirty-first July, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-fOULr. sse eeeeeeeveeeee + «$10,500 00 

For the pay of clerk to superintendent a 
Louis, Missouri, per act of twenty-seventh’ 
June, eighteen hundred and forty-st 

For the pay of clerk to superintendent in Califor- 
nia, per act of third March, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-tWO...cseeneres . 2,560 00 

For presents to Indians. » 5,000 00 

For provisions for Indians..... 11,800 00 

For buildings at agencies and repairs thereof... 10,000 00 

For contingencies of the Indian department,... 36,500 00 


For fulfilling treaty stipulations with the vari- 
ous Indian tribes: 
Blackfoot Nation. 

For first of ten installments as annuity, to be ex- 
pended in the purchase of such goods, pro- 
visions, and other giseful articles, as the 
President, at his discretion, may from time to 
time determine, per ninth article of the treaty 
of seventeenth October, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-fiv: cece nae OTOI ETT ELSTI E E 

For expenses of transportation and delivery of 
annuities in goods and provisions... ..s.s.:er» 

For first of ten installments, as annuity,,to be ex- 
pended in establishing and instructing them in 
agricultural and. mechanical pursuits, and in 
educating their children, and promoting civil- 
ization and Christianity, at the discretion of the 
President, per tenth article of the treaty of 
seventeenth of October, eighteen hundred and 
ie hen ree datuar Éur" 


1,200 00 


20,000 00 
17,000 00 


15,000 00 


DIX, TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE | 


H Cona.... Isr Sess. 


< Appropriations. 


Canianches, Kiowas, and Apaches of Arka: . 
PASTE ip i k DANSAS y Soe yo SREB e 
` Por third often installments for the purchase of’ 
“goods, provisions, and:agricultural implements 
sixth. article treaty: twenty-seventh July, ; 
‘eighteen hundred and fifty-three. s vis ve:818,000 00 
‘For expenses of transportation of the third often 
installments of goods; provisions, and agricul- 
‘al ima plements, per:sixth article treaty twen-. 
‘y-seventh July, eighteen hundred and Afty- 


oth 
three Les arava geese es aene rea eeese gees reey es 
Chippewas of Lake. Superior. — Fulfilling 
ithe treaty of thirtieth September, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four.: = k i 
For. two thirds of the last:of. twenty installments 
im money; per second article treaty twenty- 
“ninth July, eighteen hundred and thirty-seven, 
andeéighth article: treaty thirtieth September, 
eighteen hundred and: fifty-four... ...ceeeeen 
For two thirds ofthe last of twenty installments 
in goods, per second article treaty twenty-ninth 
July;-eighteen hundred. and thirty-seven, and 
eighth article treaty thirtieth September, eigh- 
teen hundred atid: fifty-four. ...eccse seve seese 12,666 67 
For two thirds of the last of twenty installments. 
for the purchase of: provisions, per: second 
article treaty twenty-ninth July, eighteen hun- _ 
dred‘and thirty-seven, and cighth article treaty 
‘thirtieth. September, eighteen hundred and 


7,000 00 


6,333 33 


1,333 33 


viand thirty-seven 
thirtieth Septemb 
fifty-four.. eneee 
For two thirds of fifteenth of twenty- 
ments in money, per fourth article treaty of 

< fourth. October, cighteen hundred and forty- 
two, and eighth article treaty thirtieth Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and fifty-four. . 
Fortwo thirds of fifteenth of twenty-five ins 
ments in goods, per fourth article treaty of 
fourth October, eighteen hundred and forty- 
“two, and cighth article treaty of thirtieth Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and fifty-four,...... 
For two thirds of fifteenth of twenty-five install- 
‘ments, for the support of schools, per fourth 
article treaty fourth October, eightcen hundred 
and forty-two, and eighth article treaty thirtieth 
‘September, eighteen hundred and fifty-four... 
For two thirds of fifteenth of twenty-five install- 
meénts for the purchase of provisions and to- 
baceo; per fourth article treasy fourth October, 
eighteen hundred. and forty-two, and eighth 
article: treaty thirtieth September, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-fOue ias ie eed eueigie rec eees 
For second of twenty installments in coin; goods, 
„household furniture, and cooking utensils, 
agricultural implements and cattle, carpenter's 
and-other.tools and building materials, and for 
moral and educational purposes, per fourth 
article treaty thirtieth September, cighteen 
hundred and filty-f0Ur.. cc cece ee es seers evenes 19,000 00 
For ‘second. of five instaliments in blankets, 
cloths, nets, guns, ammunition, and such other 
articles of necessity as they may require, to 
the Bois Forte band, per twelfth article treaty 
thirticth September, cighteen hundred and 
CALY-LOUL ea eee es cere emer e tere rete ee eens 
Por second of twenty installments for six smiths 
and assistants, per fifth and second articles 
treaty thirtieth September, eighteen hundred 
and fitty-four.. . 
Vor second of twen fullmments for the support 
of six smiths? shops, per fifth and second 
articles treaty thirtieth September, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four. cece creeeecreren creas 


Chippewas of the Mississippi. — Fulfilling 
the treaty of twenty-second February, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 


For one third of the last of twenty installments in 
money, per second articie treaty twenty-ninth 
July, eighteen hundred and thirty-seven, and 
eighth article treaty thirtieth September, cigh- 
tecn hundred and fifty-four. ...cc secre cece 

For ounce third of the last of twenty instaliments i 
goods, per second article treaty twenty-ninth 

uly, Cighteen hundred and thirty-seven, and 
eighth article treaty thirtieth September, cigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-fOur.. ccs. sce eser eose 

For one third of the last of twenty installments 
for the purchase of provisions, per second ar- 
ticle treaty twenty-ninth July, eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-seven, aud eighth article treaty 
thirtieth September, eighteen hundred and fif- 
LY-LOUL. sepsio deren e eens 

For one third of the last of twentydnstaliments 
for the purchase of tobacco, per sécond article 
treaty twenty-ninth July, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-seven, and eighth article treaty thirtieth 
September, cighteen hundred and fifty-four... 

For one third of fifteenth of twenty-five install- 
ments in money, per fourth article treaty 
fourth October, eighteen hundred and forty- 
two, and eighth article of treaty thirtieth Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and fifty-four...... 

For one third of fifteenth of twenty-five instali- 
ments in goods, per fourth article treaty fourth 
October, eighteen hundred and forty-two, and 
eighth ar reaty thirtieth September, eigh- 
teen humidred and ffty-fourss sss ec eces evens 


333 33 


8,333 33 


7,000 00 


1,333 33 


1,333 33 


2,000 00 


1,320 00 


3,166 67 


666 67 


166 61 


4,168 67 


3,560 00 


5,040 00 | 


6,333 33 | 


For one third of fifteenth of twenty-five. instal- 
ments for the support of schools, per fourth 

~ article treaty fourth October, eighteen hundred 
and forty-two, and eighth article treaty thirtieth ` 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty-four... 

Fer-one third of fifteenth of twenty-five install-: 


ed, per fourth article treaty fourth October, 
eighteen hundred ‘and forty-two, and--eighth 
articie -treaty.-thirtieth September, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four. ee. seis cece ts 
For one third of the last of twenty installments 
for the establishment of three: smiths’ shops, 
supporting the smiths, and furnishing iron and 
steel, per second article treaty twenty-ninth 
July, eighteen -hundred and. thirty-seven, and 
eighth article treaty thirtieth September, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-foure... cece cece eens 
For one third of fifteenth of twenty-five install- 
ments for the support of two smiths’ shops, 
including the pay of two smiths and assistants, 
and furnishing iron and steel, per fourth article 
treaty fourth October, eighteen hundred ‘and 
forty-two, and eighth article treaty thirtieth 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty-four... 
For one third of fifteenth of twenty-five instali- 
ments for pay of two farmers, per fourth arti- 
cle treaty fourth October, eighteen hundred 
and forty-two, and. eighth article treaty thir- 
fah September, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
FOUL se ev iige 
For second of twenty installments of annuity in 
money, per third article treaty twenty-second 
February, eighteen hundred and fifty-five..... 


Pillager and Lake Winnibigoshish Bands. 


For second of thirty instaliments of annuity in 
money, per third article treaty twenty-second 
February, eighteen hufidred and fifty-five..... 

For second ‘of thirty installments of annuity in 
goods, per third article treaty twenty-second 
February, eighteen hundred and fifty-five..... 

For second of thirty installments for purposes of 
utility, per third article treaty twenty-second 
February; eighteen hundred and fifty-five..... 

For sceond of twenty installments for purposes 
of education, per third article treaty twenty- 
second February, cighteen hundred and fifty- 

For second of five annual installments for the 
purchase of powder, shot, lead, twine, and to- 
bacco, per third article treaty twenty-second 
February, eighteen undred and fifty-five..... 

| For second of five annual installments for the 

hire of six laborers, per third article treaty 
twenty-second February, eighteen hundred 
AN GY-ÄVC..seesessossssessaororeseseseseoo 

For second of fifteen animal installments for 
support of two smiths and smiths’s shops, per 
third article treaty twenty-second February, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five... sssesesisse 


Chippewas of Saginaw, Swan Creek, and 
Black River. 


For first of five equal. annual. installments for 
educational purposes, ander the direction. of 
the President, per second article of. the treaty 
of second August, cighteen hundred and fifty- 
fiVO... cc. cena eee es 

For first of f equal annual i 
agricultural implements and carpenters tools, 
household furniture, and building materials, 
cattle, labor, and nceessary useful articles, per 
second article of the treaty of second August, 
eighteen hundred aud lfty-GVe wee ces ee eves 

For first of ten equal! annual installments in coin, 
to be distributed per copita, in the usual man- 
ner of paying annuities, per second article of 
the treaty of second August, cightcer hundred 
BN [ULV -fIVE Lo ces cece cee eee ee ee eeeeteeces 

For first instalment for the support of one black- 
smith-shop, for ten years, per secoud article 
of tiie treaty of second August, eighteen huu- 
dred and filty-five..., ENEO 

For building a grist aud saw-mill, purchase of 
necessary fixtures aud machinery, construc- 
tion of dam, race, and other appurtenances, 
per second article of the treaty of second 
August, eighteen hundred and fitty-five. sss.. 

For purchasing a saw-mill,and repairs and fix- 
tures, to be erected and located, in pursuance 
of the first amendment of the Senate to the 
second article of the treaty of second August, 
eighteen hundred and fifty: five....... 

For the payment of the present just inde ess 
of said Indians, in pursuance of the second 
amendment of the Senate tothe second article 

il ofthe treaty of second August, eighteen bun- 


Pere eeSeeee See See e eee ee eee 


For payment to the Chickasaws, in full consider- 
|} ation for their interests in the lease provided 
for in the ninth article of the treaty of twenty- 
second June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
in conformity with the provisions of the tenth 
article of said treaty 


hundred and Gf- fiver... eens cde scree teens 


iments for the purchase of provisions and tobac-gy 


20,000 00 | 


10,666 66 | 


10,000 00 | 


dred and fifty-five. ccc cece ereeeee acer enr, 20,000 00 
H Chickasaws. 
For the permanent annuity in gouds, per act of 
twenty-Hfth February, seventeen hundred and 
TIUNCEY-MING ene ee cee sere enero eeereesesecs 2,600 00 


8666 67 
666 67 
1,000 00 


666 67 


333 33 


8,000 00 


4,000 00 
3,000 00 
600 00 


2,400 00 


2,120 00 


1,240 00 
8,600 00 | 
d 


4,000 00 


Chippewas, Menomonees, Winnebagoes, : 
and: New York Indians: ia 
For education, during the pleasure of Congress, 
per fifth article treaty-eleventh August, -eigh 
teen hundred and LWENLY-SEVEN Lee seeiis 
: `o Choctaws. 


For permanentanauity, per second article treaty 
sixteenth November,’ eighteen hundred and 


GVO ce vee sd deavisSeeveaceceped ere geese, 


For permanent. annuity for support of Jight- 
horsemen, per. thirteenth article treaty eigh- 
teenth October, eighteen hundred and twenty, 


$1,500 90 


3,000 00 


600. 00 


For permanent“ provision ‘for education, per- 


second article treaty twentieth January, eigh- 
teen hundred-and twenty-fiveis.o.. 
For permanent: provision’ for blacks , per 
sixth article treaty eighteenth October, eigh- 
teen hundred and twenty. sr.vererecccceeece 
For pernianent provision for iron and steel, per 
nintharticle treaty twentieth January, eighteen 
hundred and twenty five... sso irii cease 
For reappropriation of unexpended balance, per 
act of fourth June, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-two, on account of cattle delivered up 
to the agents¢of the Government, carried to 
surplus fund per warrant number twelve, dated 
thirtieth June, eighteen hundred and forty- 
eight, per sixteenth article ‘treaty twenty- 
seventh September, eighteen hundred and 
thirty.... : 
For payment to the Choctaws for their: relin- 
quishment and- lease of lands, in- conformity 
with the provisions contained in the tenth and 
thirteenth articles of the treaty of twenty- 


6,000 00 
600 00 


320.00 


1,007 50 


second June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five.. 100,000 00 


For interest on five hundred thousand dollars, at 
five per centum; for education and other bene- 
ficial purposes, to be applied under the direc- 
tion of the general council of the Choctaws, 
in conformity with the provisions contained in 
the tenth and thirteenth articles of the treaty 
of twenty-second June, eighteen hundred and 
BMY-11VC ce vec cee cec onsen ccteneeeertensneee 

For interest, from the twenty-second June, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-five, to the thirteenth 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, on five 
hundred thousand dollars, at five per centum, 
for education and other beneficial purposes, to 
be applied under the direction of the general 
council of the Choctaws, in conformity with 
the provisions contained in the tenth and thir- 
teenth articles of the treaty of twenty-second 
June, cighteen hundred and fifty-five......... 

For expenses of commissioners who signed the 
treaty on the part of the Choctaws, in coming 
to, returning from, and while remaining. in 
Washington city, per twenty-second article of 
the treaty of twenty-second June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five. scse een eeeeenreeres 


Christian Indians. 


For permanent annuity in money, per acts 
twenty-sixth May, eighteen hundred and twen- 
ty-four, and twentieth May, eighteen hundred 
BUC UWENLY-BIX occ eee eet teen te enero teeeennre 


Creeks. 


For permanent annuity, hi money, per fourth 
article treaty seventh August, seventeen hun- 
dred and: ninety oF Ber ei elas Cede eles a 

For permanent annuity in money 
article treaty sixteenth June, cighteen hundred 
and tWO.sssssesseoroosersevaesoressossosoces 

For permanent annuity in money, per fourth 
article treaty twenty-fourth January, eighteen 
hundred and twetty-Sixe csc ssssesesesesisoro 

For permanent provision for blacksmith and as- 
sistant, and for shop and tools, per eightlr 
article treaty twenty-fourth January, cighteen 
hundred and twenty-Six.ccececeeereereerenns 

For pennanent provision for iron and steel for 
shop, per eighth article treaty twenty-fourth 
January, eighteen hundred and twenty-six... 

For the last of twenty installments for two black- 
smiths and assistants, and shops and tools, per 
thirteenth article treaty twenty-fourth March, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-twoseseeeverres 

For ihe last of twenty instalments for iron and 
steel for shops, per thirteenth article treaty 
twenty-fourth March, eighteen hundred and 
HHILty-tWO.. cc cececec cece areeer coeeeneneeees 

For permanent provision for the pay of a wheel- 
wright, per eighth article of the treaty twenty- 
fourth January eighteen hundred and twenty- 
SIX- . wee . 

For twenty-sixth of thirty-three installments for 
education, per thirteenth article treaty twenty~ 


25,000 00 


35,616 43 
3,961 50 


400 00 


1,500 90 


> per ‘second. 


3,000 00 


20,000 00 


840 00 


270 00 
1,680 00 
540 00 


300.00 


fourth March, eighteen hundred and thirty-two ` 


and fourth article treaty fourth January, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-five...cecesseue wean 
For thirteenth of twenty installments for educa- 
tion, per fourth article treaty fourth January, 
eighteen hundred and forty-five, seeriasse 
For blacksmith and assistant, anid shep and tools, 
during the pleasure of the President, per fifth 
article treaty fourteenth Febrnary, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-three... svecveces sd sees eens 
For iron and steel for shop, during the pleasure 
of the President, per fifth article treaty four- 
teenth February, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
Dreba ace ee ee tags cere ee eens cadens 
For wagon muker, during the pleasure of the 
President, pêr fifth article. treaty fourteenth 
February, eighteen hundred and thirty-three, 


3,000 00 


3,000 00 
840 00 


270-00 


= 


600 06 
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For assistance in agricultural operations, dtiring 

the pleasure of the President, per eighth article 

treaty twenty-fourth January, eighteen hun- 

dred aud tWEnty-SÍX.sesssessesseresseareosas 82,000 00 
For education, during the pleasure of the Presi- 

dent, per fifth article treaty fourteenth Febru- 

ary, eighteen hundred and thirty-three: sse...» 1,000 00 


Delawares. 


For life annuity to chief, per private article to 
supplemental treaty twenty-fourth September, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-nine, to treaty 
of third October, eighteen hundred and eigh- 


COED cccessscrec canoes rescccvcrsensscasseses 100 00 
For life annuity to chief, per supplemental article 

to treaty twenty-sixth October, eighteen hun- 

dred and thirty-two... cesccseccsesceceecen ees 100 00 


For interest on forty-six thousand and eighty 
dollars, at five per centum, being ihe value of 
thirty-six sections of tand set apart by treaty 
of eighteen hundred and twenty-nine for edu- 
cation, per resolution of Senate nineteenth 
January, eighteen hundred and thirty-eight... 2,304 00 

For third of eight equal installments for payment 
of five chiefs; per sixth article treaty sixth 
May, eighteen hundred and fifty-four.......+5 


Florida Indians, or Seminoles. 


For thirteenth of fifteen installments in goods, 
per sixth article treaty fourth January, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-five....-..cccceeee sia 

For thirteenth of fifteen. installments in money, 
per sixth article treaty fourth January, eighteen 
hundred and forty-five, and fourth article 
treaty ninth May, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
TWO ssesessoeveser os 


Iowas. 


For interest in lieu of investment on fifty-seven 
thousand five hundred dollars, to the first July, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, at five per 
centum, for education or other beneficial pur- 
poses, under the direction of the President, per 
second article treaty nineteenth October, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-eight, and ninth 
article treaty seventeenth May, eighteen hun- 
dred and filty-fOUL..saccsessnceveersnesseeees 


Kansas. 


For interest in lieu of investment on two hun- 
dred thousand dollars, at five per centum, per 
second article treaty fourteenth January, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-Six..scs.ssseaneeeseee 10,000 00 


Kaskasktus, Peorias, Weas, and Pianke- 
shaws. 


For payment of the last of three installments in 
money, of thirteen thousand dollars each, for 
purchase of former permanent annuities, and 
relinquishment of claims and damages, per 
sixth article treaty thirtieth May, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-fOUrsscccavcrecssscsaccnenseuee 

For the third of five installments for support of 
blacksmith and assistant, per sixth article 
treaty thirtieth May, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-fOUr..sasssososeseerosuosasoocossoesooeo 

For the third of five installments for purchase of 
iron and steel, per sixth article treaty thirtieth 
May, eighteen hundred and fifty-four. s.s, sess 


Kickapoos. 


For third installment of interest, at five per 
centum, on one hundred thousand dollars, for 
education, per second article treaty eighteenth 
May, eighteen hundred and fifty-four......+. 

For the payment of this sum as the third install- 
ment upon two hundred thousand dollars, per 
second article treaty eighteenth May, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four... .cccccesecceseeracas 20,000 00 


Menomonees. 


For first of twelve installments for continuing and 
keeping up blacksmith shop, and providing the 
usual quantity of iron and steel, per fourth 
article treaty eighteenth October, eighteen 

` hundred and forty-eight, and third article treaty 
twelfth May, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, 

For first of ten installments of annuity upon two 
hundred thousand dollars, balance of three 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars, for cession 
of lands, per fourth article treaty eighteenth 
October, eighteen hundred and forty-eight, and 
third article treaty twelfth May, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four. .scescceveveccseesanes 

Miamies. 

For permanent provision for blacksmith and 
assistant, and iron and steel for shop, per fifth 
article treaty sixth October, eighteen hundred 
and cighteen, and fourth article treaty fifth 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-four........ 

For permanent provision for miller, in lieu of 
gunsmith, per filth article treaty sixth October, 
eighteen hundred and eighteen, fifth article 
treaty*twenty-third October, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-four, and fourth article treaty fifth 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-four......++ 

For sixteenth of twenty installments in money, 
per second article treaty twenty-eighth No- 
vember, eighteen hundred and forty, and 
fourth and sixth articles treaty fifth June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four.........++.+2 12,500 00 

For interest. on investment of two hundred and 
twenty-one thousand two hundred and fifty- 
seven dollars and eighty-six cents, at five per 
centum, for Miami Indians of Indiana, per 


34rn Conc., Ist AND 2p Srss.—35 


1,250 00 
2,000 00 


PES cir 3,000 00 


2,875 00 


13,000 00 


720 00 


220 00 


5,000 00 


916 66 


20,000 00 


940 00 


600 00 


Senate’s amendment to fourth article. treaty 
fifth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-four «.. +$11,062 89 
For interest on fifty thousand dollars, at five per 
centum, for educational purposes, per third 
article treaty fifth June, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-four... sic... wisieas Diese. e'eiaine 9 cemie da: 
For third of six equal annual installments to 
Miamies residing on ceded lands, for purchase 
of former perpetual and other annuities, and 
relinquishment of claims, per fourth article 
treaty fifth June, eighteen hundred and fifty- 


Lai A Ceiserssssisi 


Miamies, Eel River. 


For permanent annuity in goods or otherwise, 
per fourth article treaty third August, seven- 
teen hundred and ninety-five........cceeeees 

For permanent annuity in goods or otherwise, 
per third article treaty twenty-first August, 
eighteen hundred and five......... 

For permanent annuity in goods or otherv 
per third and separate article to treaty thir- 
tieth September, eighteen hundred and nine, 


Navajoes. 


For fulfilling treaty stipulations with the Nava- 
jocs, pursuant to the requirements of the tenth 
article treaty ninth September, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-nine... ..ccccccreeccssecseses 


2,800 00 


31,799 11 


500 00 


250 00 


350 00 


5,000 00 


Nisqually, Puyallup, and other tribes and 
bands of Indians. 


For fulfilling the articles negotiated twenty- 
sixth December, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, with certain bands of Indians of Puget 
Sound, Washington Territory : 

For second installment in, part payment for re- 
linquishment of title to lands to be applicd 
to beneficial objects, per fourth article treaty 
twenty-sixth December, eighteen hundred and 
Fifty-fOUL. essais sissen Tone ierat Esh 

For second of twenty installments for pay of in- 
structor, smith, physician, carpenter, farmer, 
an assistant, if necessary, per tenth article 
treaty twenty-sixth December, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-fOur...ccccsscccccsecscceveeee 


Omahas. 


For second of three installments, in money or 
otherwise, of forty thousand dollars each per 
annum, per fourth article treaty sixteenth 
March, eighteen hundred and fifty-four...... 

For second of ten installments for support of a 
miller, per eighth article treaty sixteenth 
March, eighteen hundred and fifty-four...... i 

| For second of ten installments for support of 
blacksmith and assistant, and iron and steel 
for shop, per eighth article. treaty sixtcenth 
March, eighteen hundred and fifty-four....... 

For second of ten installments for support of 
farmer, per eighth article treaty sixteenth 
March, eighteen hundred and fifty-four....... 


Osages. 


For nineteenth of twenty installments, as an- 
nuity, in money or otherwise, per second 
article treaty eleventh January, eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-nie...seesscecccesevenveceas 

For nineteenth of twenty installments for two 
smiths’ establishments, per second article 
treaty eleventh January, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-Nin@. cs. ccecereaccveteesees vee 

For interest on sixty-nine thousand one hundred 
and twenty dollars, at five per centum, being 
the value of fifty-four sections of land set 
apart second January, eighteen hundred and 
twenty-five, for educational purposes, per 
Senate resolution ninetcenth January, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-eight.. ss 4.. 


Ottoes and Missourtas. 


For second of three installments, as annuity, in 
money or otherwise, per fourth article treaty 
fifteenth March, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
POUL. .essssessensosesecrorsoassenesessevvesn 

For second of ten installments for pay of miller, 
per seventh article treaty fifteenth March, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four. ses sssseseses 

For second of ten installments for blacksmith 
and assistant, and iron and steel for shop, per 
seventh article treaty fifteenth March, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifly-four..,.sesccecceceeses 

For second of ten installments for farmer, per 
seventh article treaty fifteenth March, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-four.... 


Ottowas and Chippewas of Michigan. 
For payment of the present just indebtedness 
of said Indians, in accordance with the last 
amendment of the Senate to the first article 
of the treaty of thirty-first July, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-five... csesseeeeeres a eis seiner: A 
For first of ten equal annual installments, for 
educational purposes, to be expended under 
the direction of the President, according to the 
wishes of the Indians, so far as may be reason- 
able and just, per second article of the treaty 
of thirty-first July, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
FIVE cee cece eceesnevccceuseesousvareceeuesens 
For first of five equal annual installments in agri- 
cultural implements and carpenters’ tools, 
household furniture, and building materials, 
catile, labor, and necessary useful articles, 
er second article of the treaty of thirty-first 
July, eighteen hundred and fifty-five. seese. 15,000 0U 


3,000 00 


4,500 00 


40,000 00 


600 00 


940 00 


20,000 00 


2,000 00 


3,458 00 


20,000 00 


600 00 


940 00 


600 00 


40,000 09 


8,000 00 


600 00 | 


For first installment for the support of four black- 
smith-shops for ten years, per second article © > 
of the treaty of thirty-first July, eighteen hin- -` 
dred and fifty-five... esecevsese nected sne ss G4 040 00 
For first instaliment-of principal, payable anny- ~ 
ally for ten years, to be distributed per capita, 
in the usual manner of paying annuities per 
second article of the treaty of thirty-fitst ji uly, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five... s.. isses. ee 
For interest on two hundred and ninety-six 
thousand dollars, unpaid part of the principal 
sum of three hundred and six thousand dol- 
lars, for one year, at five per centum per 
annum, to be distributed per capita, in the 
usual manner of paying annuities, per second 
article of the treaty of thirty-first July, eigh- 
teen hundred and filty-fivesesseececescessess 14,800.60 
For first of ten equal annual installments, inlien 
of former treaty stipulations, to be paid per 
capita, to the Grand River Ottowas, persecond 
article of the treaty of thirty-first July, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five.........06. 


10,000 60 


500 ġo 


Ottowas of Kansas. 


For their proportion of the permanent annuities 
in money, goods, or otherwise, payable under 
the fourth article of the treaty of third August, 
seventeen hundred and ninety-five, second 
article of the treaty of seventeenth November, 
eighteen hundred and seven, fourth article of 
the treaty of the seventeenth September, eigh- 
teen hundred and eighteen, and fourth article 
of the treaty of twenty-ninth August, eighteen bs 
hundred and twenty-on@....cssccecccrcecens 2,600 00 

Pawnees. 


For agricultural implements, during the pleasure 
of the President, per fourth article treaty ninth 
October, eighteen hundred and thirty-three... 1,000 0@ 

Pottawatomies. 


For permanent annuity in silver, per fourth arti- 
cle treaty third August, seventeen hundred and 
NINELY-FLVE.s sc ceccccnevscaceccicecsetcesaves 

For permanent annuity in silver, per third article 
treaty thirtieth September, eighteen hundred 
and MING wena eiedaneceanaeys dade hades ance 

Forpermanent annuity in silver, per third article 
treaty second October, eighteen hundred and 
CightCON...seccesccverscnerevavaceswesceces 

For permanent annuity in money, per second 
article treaty twentieth September, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-cight......eccseceseeves 

| For permanent annuity in specie, per second 
article treaty twenty-ninth July, eighteen hun- 
dred and twenty-nine..cccccccceenescucenence 

For life annuity to chief, per third article treaty 
twentieth October, eighteen hundred and 
aata k a C E E E 

i For life annuity to chiefs, per third article treaty 

| twenty-sixth September, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-thr€€....esesesesevecsoaseasosrsoe 

For education during the pleasure of Congress, 
per third article treaty sixteenth October, 
eighteen hundred and ‘twenty-six, secon 
article treaty twentieth September, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-eight fand fourth article 
treaty twenty-seventh October, eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-tWOs.cscccsesvenecceseaceeas 

For permanent provision for the payment of 
money, in lieu of tobacco, iron, and steel, per 
second article treaty twentieth September, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-eight, and tenth 
article ofthe treaty of the fifth and seventeenth 
of June, eighteen hundred and forty-six.....6 

For permanent provision for fifty barrels of salt, 
per second article treaty twenty-ninth July, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-nin@....s.eciys 

For interest onsix hundred and forty-three thou- 
sand dollars, at five per centum, per seventh 
article of the treaty of the fifth and seventeenth 
June, eighteen hundred and forty-six. ........ 92,150 00 


Potiawatomies of Huron. 


For permanent annuity, in money or otherwise, 
per second article treaty seventeenth Novein- 
ber, eighteen hundred and S€Vens.ccsessacsee 


Quapaws. 


For education during the pleasure of the Presi- 
dent, per third article treaty thirteenth May, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-three,........0. 

For blacksmith and assistant, shop and tools, and 
iron and steel for shop, during the pleasure of 
the President, per third article treaty thirteenth 
May, eighteen hundred and thirty-three...... 

For farmer, during the pleasure of the President, 
per third article treaty thirteenth May, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-three.......,. 


For fulfilling treaties negotiated eighteenth 
November, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, 
with certain bands of— 


Chasta, Scoton, and Umpqua Indians. 


For second of fifteen installments of annuity, to 
be expended as directed by the President, per 
third article treaty eighteenth November, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four......... 

For second of fifteen installments for the pay of 
a farmer, per fifth article treaty eighteenth No- 
vember, eighteen Hundred and fifty-four... 

For second of five installments for support of two 
smiths’ shops, per fifth article treaty eighteenth 
November, eighteen hundred and fifty-four... 2,120 ut 


1,000 00 
500 0 
2,500 60 
2,000 00 
16,000 00 

200 00 


700 00 


5,000 00 


300 06 


250 08 


400 U0 


1,008 00 


1,060 08 


600 00 


2,000 00 


600 00 
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For second of ten installments for the pay of phy- 
sician, medicines, and expense of care of the 
sick, per filth article treaty eighteenth No- 


„vember, eighteen hundred and fity-four.....° $1,060 00 


For second of fifteen installments for pay ofteach- 
ers and purchase of books and. stationery, per 
fifth article treaty eighteenth November, eigh- 
teen hundred and fitty-fOUr...rsveccecececess 


Rogue Rivers. 


For third of sixteen installments in blankets, 
clothing, farming utensils, and stock, per third 
article treaty tenth September, eighteen hun- 
Gredand fifty-three ....ssseeeee ve 


Sacs and Foxes of Mississippi. 


For permanent annuity, ia goods or otherwise, 
per third article treaty third November, eigh- 
teen hundred and four...ccs seceeesereceesee 

For twenty-fifth of thirty installments, as annu- 
ity, in specie, per third article treaty twenty- 
first September, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
LWOiceees tsipan Tranne aay 

For twenty-fifth of thirty installments for gun- 
smith, per fourth article treaty twenty-first 
September, eigbteen hundred and thirty-two... 

For twenty-fitth of thirty installments, for iron 
and steel for shop, per fourth article treaty 
twenty-first September, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-two sssssreses ense ve ceee 

For twenty-fifth of thirty installments, for black- 
smith and assistant, shop and tools, per fourth 
article treaty twenty-first September, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-=W0....ssceeesemesee cree 

For twenty-fifth of thirty installments, for iron 
and steel for shop, per fourth article treaty 
twenty-first September, eighteen hundred and 
LHirty-LWO cece ce eery eens tree eaeeenersesennes 

For twenty-fifth of thirty installments, for forty 
barrels of salt, and forty kegs of powder, per 
fourth article treaty twenty-first September, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-two.....-.+ses++ 

For interest on two hundred thousand dollars, at 
five per centum, per second article treaty 
twenty-first October, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-seven.. ccee re sees ceseen ener eats resees 

For interest on eight hundred thousand dollars, 
at five per centum, per second article treaty 
eleventh October, eighteen hundred and forty- 


IWOssssearesorssnevasopeeesenorsocepessesen 
Sacs and Foxes of Missouri. 


For interest on one hundred and fifty-seven 
thousand four hundred dollars, at five per 
centum, under the direction of the President, 
per second article treaty twenty-first October, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-seven. .ssesseeo e 

For the third installment upon forty-eight thou- 
sand dolars, per second article treaty eigh- 
teenth May, eighteen hundred and fifty-four. , 


Senecas. 

For permanent annuity, in specie, per fourth ar- 
ticle treaty twenty-ninth September, eighteen 
hundred and seventeen.....rsecceeereeseeees 

For permanent annuity, in specie, per fourth 
article treaty seventeenth September, eighteen 
hundred and eighteen. sere. 

For blacksmith and assistant, shop and tools, and 
iron and steel, during the picasure of the Pres- 
ident, per fourth article treaty twenty eighth 
February, cighteen hundred and thirty-one... 

For miller, during the pleasure of the President, 
per fourth article treaty twenty-eighth Feb- 
ruary, eighteen hundred and thirty-one. s...» 


Senecas of New York. 


For permanent annuity, in lieu of interest on 
stock, per act of nineteenth February, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-ON@...... secs cneeee enone 

For interest, in lieu of investment, on seventy- 
five thousand dollars, at five per centuin, per 
act of twenty-seventh June, eighteen hundred 
and forty-SiX.ssessessesrearererrerrve 

For interest, at five per centum, on forty-three 
thousand and fifty dollars, transferred from 
Ontario Bank to the United States Treasury, 
per act of twenty-seventh June, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-six... cscceeeeeeee eee 


Senecas and Shawnees. 

For permanent annuity, in specie, per fourth 
article treaty seventeenth September, eighteen 
hundred and eighteen. ,ssssssereseeasrsesreeo 

For blacksmith and assistant, shop and tools, and 
iron and steel for shop, during the pleasure of 
the President, per fourth article treaty twen- 
tieth July, eighteen hundred and thirty-one... 


Shawnees. 


For permanent annuity for educational purposes, 
per fourth article of treaty third August, sev- 
enteen hundred and ninety-five, and third 
article treaty tenth May, eighteen hundred and 
yin elt ae eee eee 

For third installment of interest, at five per 
centum, on forty thousand dollars, for educa- 
tion, per third article treaty tenth May, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-four....ssesseceeernes 

For third of eight annual installments of money, 
in payment for lands, per third article treaty 


1,200 00 


2,500 60 


1,000 00 


20,000 00 


600 00 


220 00 


840 00 


220 00 


1,000 00 


10,000 00 


40,000 00 | 


7,870 00 


10,000 00 


500 00 


500 00 


1,060 00 


600 00 


6,000 00 


3,750 00 


2,152 50 


1,000 00 


1,060 00 


1,000 00 


2,000 00 


tenth May, eighteen hundred and fifty-four... 100,000 00 


For permanent annuity for educational purposes, 
per fourth article treaty twenty-ninth Septem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and seventeen, and 
third article treaty tenth May, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-four. scssessssseceserecsscsees 


2,000 00 


Six Nations of New York. 


For permanent annuity in clothing and other 
useful articles, per sixth article treaty eleventh 
November, seventeen hundred and ninety- 
FOUL. assess sesers oseneeseeresesssroseereene 

Sioux of Mississippi. 

For interest on three hundred thousand doilars, 
at five per centum, per second article treaty 
twenty-ninth September, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-seven. s.s.s.. 

For the last of twenty installments in goods, per 
second article treaty twenty-ninth September, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-Seven...s.erssee 

For the last of twenty installments for the pur- 
chase of medicines, agricultural implements, 
and for the support of farmer, physician, and 
blacksmith, per second article treaty twenty- 
ninth September, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
SEVEN recone vecccennnncsecee cesessesee revere 

For the last of twenty instaliments for provisions, 
per second article treaty twenty-ninth Septem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and thirty-seven ...... 

For sixth of fifty installments of interest, at five 
per centum, on one million three hundred and 
sixty thousand dollars, per fourth article treaty 
twenty-third July, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
ODE. oso. since de cae ois sivew ee oe teed Seeee's 

For sixth of fifty installments of interest, at five 
per ecntum, on one hundred and twelve thou- 
sand dollars, being the amount in lieu of the 
reservations set apart in the third article of 
Senate’s amendment of twenty-third June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-two, to treaty twen- 
ty-third July, eighteen hundred and fifty-one... 

For sixth of fifty installments of interest, at five 
per centum, on one million one hundred and 
sixty thousand dollars, per fourth article treaty 
fifth August, eighteen hundred and fiftyone..... 

For sixth of fifty installments of interest, at five 
per centum, on sixty-nine thousand dollars, 
being the amount allowed in licu of the reserva- 
tions of lands set apart by the third article of 
Senate’s amendment of twenty-third June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-two, to treaty fifth 
August, eighteen hundred and fifty-one... e... 


Stockbridges and Munsees. 


For expenses of improvements, per second and 
fourth articles of the treaty of fifth February, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-six....sseseeesese 

For expenses of their removal to the lands granted 
them by the provisions of the second and fifth 
articles of the treaty of fifth February, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-si 

For payment for improvements on lands ceded 
by the first article of the treaty of fifth Febru- 
ary, eighteen hundred and fifty-six, per fit- 
teenth article of said treaty.e.sessesesssrssese 

For purchase of stock and necessaries, and to 
settle their affairs, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior, in 
conformity with the amendmentof the Senate 
to the second article of the treaty of fifth Feb- 
ruary, eighteen hundred and fitty-six......ees 

For the expenses of the survey and allotment of 
lands, per third article of the treaty of fifth Feb- 
ruary, eighteen hundred and fifty six......60s 

For expenses of the examination and adjust- 
ment, by direction of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, of lots allotted to the Stockbridges, un- 
der the act of third March, eighteen hundred 
and forty-three, per thirtieth article of the 
treaty of fifth February, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-SiX 6. ccc cecsee seen ree see cece eneeen eens 


Treaty of Fort Laramie. 


For sixth of ten installments, in provisions and 
merchandise, for payment of annuities and 
transportation of the same to certain tribes of 
Indians, per seventh article treaty seventeenth 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, and 
Senate’s amendment MeretO..sscosecssevves 


Umpquas, (Cow Creek Band.) 


For third of twenty installments in blankets, 
clothing, provistons, and stock, per third article 
treaty nineteenth September, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-three... cee secceeeecrvecceerees 


Fulfilling the articles of twenty-ninth Novem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, with 
the— 


Umpquas and Calapocias, of Umpqua Val- 
ley, Oregon. 


For second of five installments of annuity for 
beneficial objects, to be expended as directed 
by the President, per third article treaty twen- 
ty-ninth November, eighteen hundred and 
FALLY-POUL ce cece eee ce eee eee noes eennes 

For second of ten instaliments for the pay of a 
blacksmith, and furnishing shop, per sixth 
article treaty twenty-ninth November, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-four... ..seceer cones 

For second of fifteen installments for the pay of 
a physician and purchase of medicines, per 
sixth article treaty twenty-ninth November, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four .... see. eeeene 

For second of ter installments for the pay of a 
farmer, per sixth article treaty twenty-ninth 
November, eighteen hundred and filty-four... 

For second of twenty installments for the pay of 
a teacher and purchase of books and stationery, 
per sixth article treaty twenty-ninth Novem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and fifty-four. sss e, 


Serer eerree errr 


’ 


Renate sewerage ee ees sees 


$4,500 00 


15,000 00 


10,000 00 


8,250 00 


5,500 00 


68,000 00 


5,600 00 


58,000 00 


3,450 00 


41,100 00 
2,575 00 


5,000 00 


18,000 00 


1,700 00 


750 00 


70,000 00 


550 00 


3,000 00 
1,060 00 


1,000 00 


600 00 


: r710 60 


Fulfilling the articles negotiated tenth January, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-five, with certain 
bands of— 

Calapooias, Molala, and Clackamas In- 
dians, of Willamette Valley. 

For second of five installments of annuity for 

beneficial objects, per second article treaty 


tenth January, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, $10,000 00 


For second of five installments for pay of phy- 
sician, teacher, blacksmith, and farmer, per 
third article treaty tenth January, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five......cscaveesveesseeees 


Utahs. 


For fulfilling treaty stipulations with the Utahs, 
pursuant to the requirements of eighth article 
treaty thirtieth December, eighteen hundred 
and forty-niNC....ssssesererseossssessevereve 


Winnebagoes. 


For twenty-eighth of thirty installments as annu- 
ity, in specie, per second article treaty first 
August, eighteen hundred and twenty-nine... 

For twenty-fifth of twenty-seven installments 
as annuity, in specie, per third article treaty 
fifteenth September, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-LWO...e caer errr 

For twenty-eighth of thirty installments for fifty 
barrels of salt, per second article treaty first 
August, eighteen hundred and twenty-nine... 

For twenty-eighth of thirty installments for three 
thousand pounds of tobacco, per second articte 
treaty first August, eighteen hundred and 
EWENLY-NINE . eee eee ee cence en ceener wer eeees 

For twenty-fifth of twenty-seven installments 
for one thousand five hundred pounds of to 
bacco, per fifth article treaty fifleenth Septem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and thirty-two se»... 

For twenty-eighth of thirty installments for three 
smiths and assistants, per third article treaty 
first August, eighteen hundred and twenty- 
TIME see eeveneaeenne vere nctesees eeraee nase ee 

For twenty-eighth of thirty installments for iron 
and steel for shop, per third article treaty first 
August, eighteen hundred and twenty-nine., 

For twegty-eighth of thirty installments for la- 
borer and oxen, per third article treaty first 
August, eighteen hundred and twenty-nine .. 

For twenty-fifth of twenty-seven installments 
for education, per fourth article treaty fifteenth 
September, eighteen hundred and thirty-two.. 

For twenty-fifth of twenty-seven installments for 
six agriculturists, purchase of oxen, plows, and 
other implements, per fifth article treaty fif- 
teenth September, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
IWO.sesoseeseenosesserossevoevecpoeseeesave 

For twenty-fifth of twenty-seven installments 
for the pay of two physicians, per fifth article 
treaty fifteenth September, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-tW0.$sesesesssreerssosrae secare re 

For interest on one million one hundred thou- 
sand dollars, at five per centum, per fourth 
article treaty first November, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-seven .. ccc ccc cece ace cee eenee 

For tenth of thirty installments of interest on 
eighty-five thousand dollars, at five per 
centum, per fourth article treaty thirteenth 
October, eighteen hundred and forty-six.. ss. 

Wyandotts. 

For second of three equal installments upon 
three hundred and eighty thousand dollars, in 
lieu of former annuities and claims, per sixth 
article treaty thirty-first January, eighteen 


2,260 00 


5,000 00 


18,000 00 


10,000 00 


250 00 
600 00 
300 00 


2,160 00 
660 00 
365 00 

3,000 00 

2,500 00 
400 00 


55,000 00 


4,250 00 


hundred and fifty-five..sccceveececeassere ee 126,666 67 


Miscellaneous. 


For carrying into effect the object of the act of 
March third, eighteen hundred and nineteen, 
making provisions for the civilization of the 
Indian tribes, in addition to the sumt specified 
in said act, to be expended in the manner pro- 
vided in said ACt..esssesssssstocepeseserenee 

For surveying and marking the boundaries of the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw countries, in pur- 
suance of the provisions of the nineteenth ar- 
ticle of the treaty of twenty-second June, anno 
Domini eighteen hundred and fifty-five, and 
for completing the survey of the Creek bound- 
ALYscc eves cece enverescerensosencreees sectee 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pre- 
vent trespasses and depredations by Indians, 
separated trom their respective tribes, within 
the States and Territories, and to remove and 
settle them within the Indian country.....+++ 

For the completion and construction of a map 
of the Indian Territories within the United 
States, for the use of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs of the Senate and House of Represent- 
atiyes, and of the office of Indian Affairs..... 

For payment to Ann Hyatt for balance of unad- 
judicated claim for an improvement under the 
Cherokee treaty of eighteen hundred and twen- 
ty-eight, as ascertained by the report of the 
Second Auditor......cccscecanesencneee erent 

For compensation of three special agents and 
three interpreters for the Indian tribes of Tex- 
as, and for purchase of presents......++ ++ 

For the expeuses of colonizing, supporting, 
furnishing agrienitural implements and stock 


for the Indians in Texas.......6-+ 
For insurance, transportation, and necessary ex- 
penses of delivery of annuities, goods, and 
provisions to the indian tribes in Minnesota 
— ANA WISCONSIDisseesereerscvayovonaenoes antes 


5,000 00 


10,000 00 


5,000 00 


2,008 00 


116 00 
15,000 60 


74,658 50 


30,000 00 


Appropriations. 


For the employment of temporary clerks by 
superintendents of Indian affairs on such oc- 
casions and for such periods of time as the 
Seervtary of the Interior may deem necessary 
to the public SEFVICE cress cere csce ence raeeee 

For fitting up and furnishing the rooms occupied 
by the office of Indian affairs . 

‘To repay toa Choctaw Indian this amount, sto! 
from him by a soldier in the service of the Uni- 
ted States.... e+ 40 00 | 

For salary of a person in charge of collection of fi 
statistics, and his COpyist...sesesrsessererser 2,930 09 | 

For the general incidental expenses of the Indian 
service in the Territory of Utah, and presents 
to ludians in said ‘Cerritory 

For the general incidental expenses of the Indian 
service in the Territory of New Mexico, and 
in making to the [ndiansin said Territory pres- 
ents of goods, agricultural implements, and 
other useful articles, and in assisting them to 
locate in permanent abodes, and sustain them- 
selves by the pursuits of civilized life, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary 
Of the Interior. ..ccce eee seeee reese sesenees 


$5,000 00 | 
2,000 00 | 


45,000 00 


47,500 00 


Ji 


For the genéral incidental expenses of the Indian 
service in California, embracing expenses of 
travel of the superintendent and agents and 
necessary subsistence of employés. -sssr eses 

For the pay of physicians, smiths, carpenters, 
and laborers on the reservations in California, 

For defraying the expenses of the removal and 
subsistence of Indians of California to the re- 
servations in that StatCeseecccseveseveeeerces 

For the general incidental expenses of the Indian 
service in the Territory of Washington.....+. 

For the expenses of adjusting difficulties and 
preventing outbreaks in the Territory of 
Washington ssesessssseseesoserenresinsaeren 

For the general incidental expenses of the In- 
dian service in the Territory of Oregon, includ- 
ing insurance and transportation of annuities, 

For adjusting difficulties and preventing out- 
breaks among the Indians in the Territory of 
CHO ZON seve cn ccneeeeeeenee 

T'o enable the Secretary of the Interior to settle 
and pay the awards of commissioners for re- 
servations, preéinptions, and for rents and 
improvements, under the twelfth, thirteenth, 
and sixteenth articles of the Cherokee treaty 
of twenty-ninth December, eighteen hundred 
ANG thirty-five veecc eer ser cree scene eeesen ees 

For purchase of stock and agricultural imple- 
ments for the Great and Little Osages, per 
fourth clange of the second article of the treaty 
of eleventh January, eighteen hundred and 
thitty-niNe.sssesasrseporopeoserererorrreeres 

For liquidated balance found due the Creek En- 
dians for losses sustained during the last war 
with Great Britain, by that portion of the tribe 
that was friendly to and cooperated with the 
United States, t0 be paid to those individuals 
now living, and the legal representatives of 
those deceased, who are entitled to receive the 
same, the amount to be refunded to the United 
States when recovered from the late Creek 
agent, Philip H. Raiford, or his sureties....... 

For the expenses of revising, preparing, and 
printing a new code of regulations tor the In- 
dinn department, in connection with all laws 
and portions of laws in force in relation to In- 
dian affairs, duties, and responsibilities of 
supenntendents, and agents, and disbursing 
and accounting for public moneys. . 

For payment of interest to the children 
Connolly, deceased, on the sum of two hun- 
dred dollars, secured to said John Connolly, 
deceased, by the fifth article of the treaty of 
twenty eighth September, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-six, with the Sacs and Foxes of Mis- z 
sissippi sees s.e ee. [indefinite] 

For expenses of surveying the boundaries of In- 
dian reservations, and of surveying, allotting. 
and defining tndian reserves and half-breed 
lands, and for other incidental expenses, of 
carrying into effect the treaties with the In- 
dian tribes in Michigan, and with the Chippe- 
wa Indians of the M sippi and of Lake Su- 
perior, so far as any of the said treaties provide 
for the survey or allotment of lands, or set 
apart reservations for the tribes or bands..... 

To pay to Spunk or Bald Frog, alias Joseph 
Henson, for his valuation of an improvement 
under the Cherokee treaty of eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-five, in pursuance of the pro- 
vision of the twenty-fourth section of the act 
of March three, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
five, making appropriations for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government.....- 


$2,520,613 78 


27,850 00 
82,500 00 


91,650 00 
30,000 00 


10,000 00 
30,000 00 


10,000 00 


5,794 36 


15,000 00 


1,884 00 


2,000 00 


5,000 00 


400 00 


By the act making appropriations for certain 
Civil expenses of the Government for the year 
ending thirtieth June, eighteen hundred and 


fifty-seven. 
Survey of the Coast. 


and Guif coast of the United 
vs, {inchuhog compensation LO Superintendent and 
t ad excholing pay and emoluments of officers 
Ariuy and Navy and petty officers, and wen of 
the Navy employed ou the work). sessesess «250,000 00 
For continumg the survey of the western coast 
Of the United Statek». esse seeeeereeereeee eee e 130,000 00 


For survey of the Atlantic 


| For restoring the bracing, and repairing injuries 


For continuing the survey of the Florida reefs 

and keys, (excluding pay and emoluments of 

officers of the Army and Navy and petty offi- 

cers, and men of the Navy employed on the 

WOLK) .eesee reer ccsecececereevecs Vasco eseo 40,000 00 
For running a line te connect the triangulation 

on the Atlantic coast, with that on the Guif of 

Mexico, across the Florida peninsula........ 15,000 60 
For publishing the observations made in the prog 

ress of the survey of the coast of the United 

States......... eee eee boa vaeeagis eeecdes des) 40000000) 
For repairs and alterations of steamers Hetzel 

and Vixen, and of sailing vessels employed 

in the COASE SUIVEY co ee cece eee eee ce ere sees 
For fuel and quarters, and for mileage and trans- 

portation for officers and enlisted soldiers of 

the Army serving in the Coast Survey, in cases 

no longer provided by the quartermaster’s de- 

PALUMEN eee cree cee eee cece en eeee senna eens 
For the discharge of such miscellaneous claims 

not otherwise provided for, as shall be admit- 

ted in due course of settlement at the Treas- 

WEY ewe EE A PEA E A ca Se-siouses 5,000 00 
To supply the deficiency in tt nd for the relief 

of sick and disabled seamen... . s.s. esse- e 250,000 00 


Light-House Establishment. 


For supplying five hundred and eleven light- 
houses and beacon lights witb oil, glass chim- 
neys, wicks, chamois skins, polishing powder, 
whiting, and cleaning materials, transportation 
and other necessary expenses of the same, re- 
pairing and keeping in repair the lighting ap- 
PAPALUS. ses sssroseresorerserororeeeser reese s 299,807 55 

For repairs and incidental expenses, refitting and 
improvements of all the light-houses, and 
buildings connected therewith. .....ssseeese «173,289 21 

For salaries of five hundred and forty-three 
keepers of light-houses and light-beacons and 
their assistants, and including one thousand 
two hundred dollars for salary of superinten- 
dent of supplies on the upper lakes...........218,400 00 

For salaries of fifty-one keepers of light-vessels, 29,050 00 

For seamen’s wages, repairs, supplies, and inci- 
dental expenses of fifty-one light-vessels.... 194, 634 00 

For expenses of raising, cleaning, painting, re- 
pairing, remooring, and supplying losses of 
buoys and day beacons, and for chains and 
sinkers for the same, and for coloring and 
numbering all the DUOS.. essre ssoee esee see e «107,228 78 

For expenses of visiting and inspecting lights, 
and other aids to navigation.. ......sss»eereee 2000 00 

For commissions, at two and a half per centum, 
to such superintendents as are entitled to the 
same under the proviso to the act of third 
March, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, enti- 
tled “An act making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of Govern- 
ment for the year ending June thirtieth, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-two, and for other pur- 
poses,” on the amount that may be disbursed 
by REM. sccreccesessescse rene rosenssesreea 
For the coasts of California, Oregon, and 

Washington: 

For oil and other supplies for twenty-three 
lights, cleaning materials of all kinds, and 
transportation of the same, expenses of keep- 
ing lamps and machinery in repair, publishing 
notices to mariners of changes of aids to navi- 
gaton sessao ns 

For repairs and incidental exp of twenty- 
three lights, and buildings connected there- 
With..sessessosasseceesssecasesocsaorenseeao 

For salaries of forty-six keepers and assistant 
keepers of light-houses, at an average not ex- 
ceeding eight hundred dollars per annum..... 

For expenses of raising, cleaning, repairing, re- 
mooring, and supplying losses of floating bea- 
cons and buoys, and chains and sinkers for 
the same, and for coloring and numbering all 
the DUOySssessssenses tor 

For commissions, at two and a half per centum, 
to such superintendents as are entitled to the 
same under the proviso to the act of third 
March, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, enti- 
tled “An act making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of Govern- 
ment for the year ending June thirtieth, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-two, and for other pur- 
poses,” on the amount that may be disbursed 
by tham..sessenees 

For completing the lig 
Patches, off Dry Bank, on the Florida reef, 
between Carystort Reef and Sand Key light- 
HOUSES. cre ceesereescee ener sees aneseces seses 

For completing the light-house on Ship Shoal, 
Louisiana, to take the place of the light vessel 
at that point... . ° 

For continuing the construction of the light- 
house on the racks called the “ Sow and Pigs,” 
near the entrance to Buzzard’s Bay, in Massa- 
CHUSCLES. cre sereseceee eens . 

For continuing the construction of the light- 
house on Minot’s Ledge, one of the Cohasset 
rocks, Boston Bay, Massachusetts. ... 


15,000 00 


10,000 00 


8,000 00 


21,500 00 


1,000 00 


24,105 60 


38,019 70 


20,000 00 


75,000 00 


to the iron screw pile fight-house on Brandy- 
wine shoal by the breaking upof the ice in the 
Delaware river and D&Y.... cece cree nene cence 

beacons, buoys, and 
jufed by the breaking 
the coasts of Maine and Mas- 
Long Island Sound, and in 
and Chesa- 


7,952 03 


sachusetts, in 


Newark, New York, Delaware, 
peake Bays.scecscsverseesecccesssecceerens 


41,874 00 


For restoring lost moorings, and repairing. inju- 
ries to light-vessels, by the breaking up of the 
ice in Vineyard Sound, Boston and. Chesa- 
Peake BaySeercsccsceveccseccerseeesess sens $14,727 54 
For the erection of a “ boarding station” at Pass 
à POutre, in Lottisiand...cy..seees even ese ees | 12,000 00 
For fuel and quarters for officers. of the Army. 
serving on light-house duty, the payment of 
which is no ionger provided for by the quarter- 
master’s department........ see EFTS 
For enlarging the Mint-at San Francisco, Cali- 
OMh ssciss uiis aitsi aana a 
For the purchase-money agreed by the Secretary 
of the Interior to be paid, on the part of the 
United States, for the purchase of a lot and 
building for the use of the United States courts 
at Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
For the purchase of the lot or parcel of land, with 
the appurtenances and buildings thereon, be- 
longing to the Bank of Pennsylvania, and par~. . 
ticularly referred to and described in articles 
of agreement bearing date the twelfth day of 
July, one thousand eight hundred and fifty-six, 
for the purpose of a post office in the city of 
Philadeiphia....... 
For the purpose of making alterations req 
in the building hereby authorized to be pur- 
chased of the Bank of Pennsylvania, to adapt 
it to the uses of a post office in the city of 
Philadelphia, and to furnish the necessary 
cases and boxes for the same... severeeees 
To enable the President to procure and pay fora 
site fora building for the accommodation of 
the United States courts in the city of Balti- 
moro, and to erect thereon a fire-proof building 
for such purpose, on such plan as the Presi- 
dent MAY approve s.esssessseeneeraroene see 200,000: 00 
For a post office in the said Citys...» s seee. e. e 300,000 00 
For raising the roof of the marine hospital at 


5,859.98 
45,000 00 


78,000 00 


Natchez, Mississippi.....sesseeeoceeccevsees 1,500 00 
To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pur- 

chase for the United States the lot in the rear 

of marine hospital at Mobile, Alabama....... 6,000 00 


For the completion of the marine hospitals at 
St. Marks, Florida, and Galena, Ilinois : 
For St. Marks........-6. tesseecs cece 17,000 00 
For Galena....ceeceeeeeevene seovecceeses 25,000 00 
For completing the custom-house and post office 
building at Cincinnati, Ohio, with all neces- 
sary additions, appendages, and accommoda- 
TIONS... c resssosorscesseroesreeceveraersessa 35000 00 
For fencing and grading the grounds of the ma- 
rine hospital at St. Louis, Missouri... ...... 26,300 00 
For completing the marine hospital at Evansville, 
Tndiand.ccccccovecccctevaccsensecsevevcecese 10,000 00 
For annual repairs of marine hospitals.......++ 20,000 00 
For the continuation of the custom-house at New 
Orleans, Louisiana s.s.s. .ereesse eese ee oaee + 300,000 00 
'To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pro~ 
cure a lease from the board of supervisors of 
Ontario county, New York, for a court-room 
and post office-at Canandaigua, New York, 
and to furnish the SamC...acerecceesece 
For inclosing and grading the lot, constructing 
pavements and cisterns, and introducing gas 
for the custom-house at Oswego, New York.. 
For fencing and grading the grounds, completing 
and furnishing the custom-house at Barn- 
stable, Massachusetts... sescreeccseeees 
For bridging the Kenduskead river on each side 
of the custom-house at Bangor, Maine, from 
the middle bridge to the lower bridge.......+. 
For compensation of the members of the board 
of revisors, appointed in pursuance of the act 
of Congress approved March third, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-five, entitled “ An act to 
improve the laws of the District of Columbia, 
and to codify the SAME? ....ssreseseseessenea 
To pay the officers of the late surveying and 
exploring expedition to the China seas and 
Behring’s Straits, who, under the orders of the 
Secretary of the Navy, performed the duties 
of grades higher than their own, respectively, 
shall be entitled to receive, in lieu of the pay 
of their own grades, the pay of the grades 
whose duties they performed, respectively, for 
and during the time they performed the same (Indefinite.} 
To pay to Henry Woods, and to the legal repre~ 
sentatives of Samuel Roseburg, deceased, the 
sum of three dollars a day, each, for the ser- 
vices of the said Woods and the said Rose- 
burg,in superintending the construction of the 
building for a custom-house, post office, and 
court-house at Pittsburg, Pennsylvania... . .. [Indefinite.} 
For completing custom-house at Pensacola, 
Florida, in addition to the sum already appro- 
rinted.essssssssseressesrroseecoosreseeoroa 
For the completion of the marine hospital at 
New Orleans, in addition to the appropriation 
heretofore made by an act approved August 
fourth, eighteen hundred and fifty-four......+ «151,659 20 
For enlarging the building provided by taw to be 
constructed at Chicago, in the State of Illinois, 
for a custom-house, post office, and court- 
house, over the plan heretofore adopted for 
that purpose, and so modifying said plan as in 
the opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury 
the public convenience shail require. . + 65,000 00 
For CONUNZENCIES essesererrneerereraresreersss 6,500 00 
54,652 53 


sue 


12,000 00 
5,000 00 


9,870 80 


5,900 08 


12,900 00 


5,000 00 


For completing the custom-house at Norfolk, 
Virginia... cceee ee cee ereeerssennersaeeetase 
For enlarging the building provided by law to be 
constructed at Bristol, Rhode Island, for a post 
office and court-house, over the plan adopted 
under the appropriation heretofore made, and 
so modifyingsaid plan as in the opinion of the 
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ippropriations. 


one et 


”Geeretary. of the Treasury the public conve- 
nience shail require... 6.04 
For contingencies... eceser seers este cone, 
Pq ‘complete the rooms im. the City Hail, Utica, 
| New. York, necessary for the proper accom — i 
_ modation of the United States district. and 
circuit courts held in-said city and their offices, i 
whieh was directed by the act of Congress 
approved thirtieth. of September, eighteen 


-ses 


hundred and Bity.: siere ees erres essrereeee 5000 00 
Por the alteration and improvement of the court- 
” yoom in the City Hall of the city of Washing- 
ton, in the district of Cohimbia.. veseeee 2,500 00 
For the continuation of the custom-house at 
Charleston, South Carolina yo... seess e eee e 300,000. 00 
For annual repairs of CustOM-HOU3C3.sseass sre 30,000 00 


For building vanita as additional security to the 
pabilic funds in sixty-six depositories.......... 66,000 09 | 
For ventilating basement: rooms of tae sury i 
building, in addition tọ surplus funds for venti- 
lating and lighting upper yooms of the same 
Duiding. vee ce cee ners eee 
For continuing the Treasury extens see 460,000 00 | 
For continuing the Capitol extension.. eaa 750,000 00 | 
For continuing the grading and planting with 
trees the unimproved portions of the Malle... 10,000 00 
For paying existing liabilities forthe Washington 
aqueduet, and preserving the work already 
done fram injury....... shee nes ee 200,000 00 
For continuing the construction of the new dome 
__ of the Capitol... vesvepeeeacseens vases 600,000 00 
‘Po cause the building provided by law tobe con- 
structed at Detroit, in the State of Michigan, 
for a ‘eustoni-house, post office, and court- 
house; to be increased in length over the plan 
heretofore adopted for that purpose, not to ex- 
ceed twenty-five fect, and to modify and en- 
large Said plan so'as to adapt the same to such 
increased length, if, in the opinion of the Sec- 
retary, the public convenience shail require 
such modintation. ss ssss essee eeseerress eese 20,000 00 
For superintendence and contingenctes......+++ 3,000 00 
For payment of messengers of the respective 
States for conveying to Ue seat of Government 
the votes of the electors of the snid States for | 
President and Vice President of the United 
20,000 00 


Survey of the Public Lands. 


For surveying the public lands, (exclusive of Cali- 
fornia, Oregon, Washington, New Mexico, Kan- 
sas, Nebraska, and Utah,) including incidental 
expenses and island surveys in the interior, and 
all other special and difficult surveys demand- 
ing augmented rates, to be apportioned and ap- 
puea to the several surveying districts accord- 
ng to the exigencies of “the public service, 
including the expenses of seleating swamp- 
Jands, and compensation and expenses to sur- 
vey or to locate private land claims in Louisi- 
ana, in addition to the unexpended balances 
of all former appropriations. sss ue seere eee ++ 100,000 00 
For resurveying and correcting crroncous surveys 
in the lower peninsular of Michigan, at a rate 
not execeding six dollars per Mile.. ..sseseere 
For correcting erroneous and defective lines of 
public and private surveys in Mlinois and Mis- 
gouri, at a rate not cxeceding six dollars per 
IMO cc spice cece eae ceca eeeeeenreeeee senene 
For completing the survey of towns and villages 
in Missouris... soeeneareeassenpece 
For the resurvey and co u of old erroneous 
surveys in Arkansas, discovered since the last 
report by the surveyor-gencral, at a rate not 
exceeding six dollars per MilC..s. csevse scenes 
Por the renewal and correction of old crroneous 
and defective surveys in Arkansas, discovered 
since the tast estimate by the surveyor-general, 
where the marks have become obliterated by 
time, accident, and other causes, at a rate not 
exceeding four dollars per MilC sce. ce eens eeees 
For surveying in Louisiana at augmented rates 
now authorized by law...... eh eeee coos eonna 
For preparing the unfinished records of the pub- 
lic and private surveys to be transferred to the 
State authorities under the provisions of the 
act of twelfth June, cightecn hundred and 
forty, in those districts where the surveys are 
about being COMpleted. cc's srssrersese eree 18,100 00 | 
For resurvey and examination of the survey of 
the pubiic lands in those States where the 
offices of the surveyors-general have been or 
shall be closed under the acts of the twelfth | 
June, eighteen handred and forty, and twenty- 
second January, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
three, including two thousand dollars for the 
salary of the clerk detailed to this special ser- 


veserseseee 15,000 00 


9,750 00 


2,000 00 
1,200 00 


9,720 00 


5,760 00 
5,055 66 


vice in the General Land Offfce...sssereeees. 3,000 00 | 
For continuing the survey of the keys off the 

coast of Florida by the officers of the Coast 

BUrvey.cccceceee eens cece e eee sree trsecsces 30,000 00 


For continuing the survey of the islands off the 
coast of California by the officers of the Coast 
Burvey.ccscccessceceresescsccesssssectavers 40,000 00 
For surveying the public lands and private land 
claims in California, including office expenses 
incident to the survey of claims, and to be dis- 
bursed at the rates preseribed by law for the 
different kinds of WOrK...se ree sereeraeeeeeee 50, 
Fox continuingthe survey of the base, meridian, 
correction paratlets, township and section lines 
in the Territory of Utah. ceeeceeeeee ceases 50,000 00 
For continuing the survey of the base, meridian, 


000 00 


} For the support, clothing, and_ medical treatment 


i To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pur- 


For defraying the expenses of running the bound- 
ary line between the State of Texas and the 
Territory of New Mexico. ... sseseetea ++ ++ G10,000 00 


of the insane of the District of Columbia, and 
of the Army and Navy at the Asylum in said 
District, including five hundred dollars for 
pooks and incidental expenses... ....+ serere 20,500 00 į 
For the erection of a barn and carpenter’s shop 
at the Insane Asylum of the District of Co- 


TUMDIO.. ce cach cece ccs coscacsesneccececsces 73200 00 
For inclosing the grounds of the Insane Asylum 
of the District Of Columbia......sscereecees 18,872 00 


For the completion of the center building, aud 
three other sections of the Insane Asylum of 
the District of Columbin.......+ erre eseese. 138,673 00 


chase five hundred burial lots in the Congres- 
sional Burying-Ground...,...... reer 
To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
for or allow for the engraving of the ‘ Ingra- 
ham medal,” in pursuance of a contract made 
by direction of the Secretary of the Navy under 
authority OF JaW..essessssereseresesreensere 
For replacing the works of the exploring expedi- 
tion destroyed by the fire at Philadelphia on 
the eleventh April last. ..s.-seereerseee cence 
To authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
enlarge the building now in progress of eree- 
tion to be used as 2 custom-house and post of- 
fice at Toledo, in the State of Ohio, by the ad- 
dition of another story, and otherwise, as he 
may find expedient... 


5,000 00 


9,200 00 


10,494 46 


bee ee meee reeeeresense 


For contingencies... Wtihis teenapccsagsae E 08 
For arranging and binding for preservation the 

original returns of the seventh census, and 

those prior thereto.....-.--+66> 2,500 00 


For surveying the necessary base, meridian, 
standard paralicls, township and section lines 
in Kansas and Nebraska, also outlines of Iu- 
HAN TOSUIVALION sc seseneccerees cee eene seses 101,000 00 
For support, care, and medical treatment of tran- 
sient paupers, medical and surgical patients in 
Washington tnfirmary. Peer ree eee eer 
For purchase of manure for the public grounds. 
For hire of carts on the public grounds. sesse.. 
For purchase and repair of tools used in the 
public grounds... cere vece rescence rete eect cess 
Vor purchase of trees and tree-boxes, to replace 
where necessary such as have been planted 
by the United States, and the repair of pave- 
ments in front of the public grounds.....5+4+- 
For furnishing and ornamenting the Capitol with 
such works of art as may be ordered and ap- 
proved by the Joint Committec on the Library, 
to be placed in either wing of the extension, 
when ready for their reception. ssesssesserers 
For enlarging and shelving the law-library room, 
and a new carpet and other furniture for the 


3,060 00 
1,000 00 
1,000 00 


500 00 


5,000 00 


20,000 00 


SAMC.eesosssecssvesoessaooesoeasesesseosere 400 00 
For annual repairs of the Capitol, water-closets, 
publie stables, water-pipes, pavements, and 
other walks within the Capitol square, broken 
glass ANA LOCKS oe vices eee onoo ee eeseee tenes 
For annual repairs of the President’s House and 
furniture, improvement of grounds, purchasing 
trees and plauts for garden, and making. bot- 
beds therein, and contingent expenses incident 
thereto.. keen reer onee 
For fuel in par he President’s House ...... 
For lighting the President’s House and Capitol, 
the public grounds around them, and around 
the executive offices, Pennsylvania avenue, 
and East Capitol street to Second street ...... 
For grading, praveling, and completing the cul- 
vert across fiber creck, on Pnidiana avenue... 
For the payment of laborers employed in shovel- 
ing snow from the walks to and around the 
Capitol, the President’s House, and other 
public buildings. s.s.s» sseses 
For the purchase of books fe y at the Bx- 
ecutive Mansion, to be expended under the 
direction of the President of the United States, 
For repairs of the Potomac, Navy-Yard, and 
upper bridges. ..eresseeeee 
For repairs of Pennsylvania < 
For filling up ravine in Judiciary squares....+.+6 
For the purchase of one dozen settees for La 
Fayette SYUQKC cece reece eee conten een enenes 
For repairs of water-pipes . 
For repairing heating-apparatus, raising, repair- 
ing passages, painting, reglazing, and extending 
sced-room and green-bouse, according to plan, 
For public reservation number two, and La Fay- 
ette squat egoseecsrenaceon 
For rebuilding Pr: ngine-house, including 
the purchase of a suitable lot, &c., Ke ssseree 
For taking care of the grounds south of the Pres- 
ident’s House, continuing the improvements 
of the same, and keeping them in order,..... 
For the collection of agricultural statistics, inves- 
tigations for promoting agriculture and rural 
economy, and the procurement and distribu- 
tion of cuttings and seeds .eseseecreeerereces 
Towards the erection of the north front of the 
Patent Office buiiding for the accommodation 
of the Department of the Interior... ss...» 200,000 00 
To complete the bridge across the Potomac at 
Little Falls, agreeably to the plan already 
adopted. cscs eareceesceeaceteceesecrserecess 75,000 60 
To meet necessary expenses attendaut upon the 
execution of the neutrality act of the twelfth 
(twentieth) April, one thousand eight hundred 


$,000 00 


6,000 00 
1,800 00 


27,000 00 
6,000 00 


500 00 


250 00 


11,000 00 
3,000 00 
3,000 00 


175 00 
500 60 


6,000 00 
3,000 00 
5,000 00 


3,000 00 


75,000 00 


standard parallels, township and section lines 


in New Medico. vse cessete reser coc cer ees. 80,000 00 


and eighteen .s.cccssesecesectseseesceseserses 10,000 00 
To enable the President of the United States to : 
carry into effect the act of. Congress of the 


“x tary may deem expediont......+sreveeeerenrs 


third March, one thousand eight hundred and 
nineteen, and any subsequent acts now. in 
force for the suppression of the slave-trade.., $8,000 06 
To enable the Secretary of State to purchase one ` 
hundred copies, each, of Audubon’s “ Birds of 
America,” and <“ Quadrupeds of North Amer- 
ica,” for presentation to foreign Governments, 
in return for valuable works sent by them to 


the Government of the United States........ 16,000 00 


; For. filling up the dock between Central and 


Long wharves in Boston, the widening of the 
street on the east front of the custom-house, 
and the extension and maintenance of the 
ALAINS .ivcve ce cenecnvereesseea even rece vernry 
For arrearages on account of legislative expenses 
of the Territory of Minnesota, being for print- 
ing, binding, and miscellaneous items, for the 
sessions of eighteen: hundred. and fifty-one, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-two, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-three, eighteen hundred and fitty- 
four, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, and eign- 
teen hundred and fifly-sixX....secccereresesses 22,123 04 
For the construction of a powder magazine for 
the naval service at Mare Island, California.. 119,300 00 
For the continuation of extra clerk hire in the 
office of Indian Affairs, authorized by an act 
making appropriations for the support of the 
Army, approved August fifth, eighteen him- 
dred and fifty-four, and the act making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent ex~ 
penses of the Indian department, approved 
March third, eighteen hundred and fifty-five.. 7,000 06 
For additional compensation and mileage of Sen- 
ators for the present Congress.....« ea s i 178,128 06 
For additional compensation and mileage of 
Members of the House of Representatives and 
Delegates from Territories for the present Con- 
veveeeesessccee nse noses e 778433 00 
> House of Represent- 
atives to pay the additional compensation to 
its employés aud others, authorized by the res- 
olution of the House of Representatives of 
August, fifteenth, eighteen hundred and: fifty- 
MIX a caendnene TET meer aser arae e [Indefinite J 
To enable the Secretary o reasury to cause 
to be sold at public auction the revenue cutter 
Ingham, now stationed at_ Detroit, and the 
Harrison, now stationed at Oswego, and in lieu 
thereof, to cause to be built six cutters for the 
protection of the revenue on the lakes, of the 
burden of about fifty tons Cch..seeceesevnes 
To enable the Postmaster General to employ 
four clerks of class one, and to pay such in- 
creased compensation and the elerks thus au- 
thorized, including arrears now due to tempo- 
rary clerks to the thirtieth of June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-seven. esas cere vevcnene over 
To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pur- 
chase for the United States the three stores at 
the Atlantic dock, at the port of New York, 
now held by the United States under a lease 
for a term OF YEALS.. sses sees ve ence ieva oe nes 100,000 00 
To cause to be constructed the following build- 
ings: 
At Portsmouth, New Hampshire, for the accom- 
modation of the custom-house, post office, and 
United States courts, a building of stone, with 
fire-proof floors, of iron beams and brickwork, 
iron roof, shutters, sills, &c., eighty-five feet 
long by sixty. wide, and sixty feet high, to cost 88,000 96 
At Nashville, Tennessee, forthe accommodation 
of the custom-house, post office, United States 
courts, and steamboat inspectors, a building of 
like materials, eighty-five feet long by sixty 
deep and sixty feet Digh...... esse eeeeee nese 95,000 08 
At Ogdensburg, New York, for the accommo- 
dation of the custom-house and post office, a 
building of like materials, sixty feet Jong by 
forty-five deep and thirty-two feet high ...... 50,000 60 
At Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, for 
the accommodation of the custom-house and 
post office, a building of like. materials, sixty 
ou long by forty-five deep and thirty-two feet 
At Dubuque, Iowa, for the accommodation of 
the custom-house, post office, and United 
States courts, a building of like. materials, 
eighty-five feet long by sixty deep and sixty 
Feet high.. sessseseressserreseessessoreeeeeee 88,000 06 
At Knoxville, Tennessee, for the accommodation 
of the custom-house, post office, and United 
States courts, a building of like materials, 
eighty-five feet long by sixty deep and sixty 
Feet high sssessoersneceeresesreeerersaeesere 88,000 0G 
At Galena, Hlinois, for the accommodation of 
the custom-louse and post office, a building of 
like materials, sixty feet long by forty-five deep 
and thirty-two feet high. ....saseccasscescsee 
At Springfield, Illinois, for the accommodation 
of the United States courts and post office, a 
building of like materials, sixty feet long by 
forty-five deep and thirty-two fect high....... 50,000 60 
At Rutland and at Windsor, Vermont, suitable 
buildings for the accommodation of the cirenit 
and distriet courts of the United States, and 
the several offices connected therewith, and 
the post offices at said Rutland and Windsor., 50,000 00 
To cover the compensation of architects, super- 
intendence, advertising; and other contingent 
EXPENSES, vecececcaccrecetertsssstecseseeses 60,900 00 
To purchase suitable sites for said buildings. . .[indefinite.} 
To enlarge the buildings now in progress of con- 
struction to be used as a custom-house and 
post office, at Sandusky, Ohio, by the addition 
of another story, and otherwise, as said Secre- 


15,000 00 


45,000 00 


4,800 60 


50,000 08 


50,000 00 


49,500-00 
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Appropriations. 


For contingenciess svecvcsvcsceessiveteceeese es $1,950 00 
For constructing at Key West, Florida, a suitable 

building for the accommodation of the district 

court of the United States for the southern 


district Of Floridasse sssessecesoseraeeseee 8,090 00 
$8,955,354 23 


By the act making appropriations for the service 
of the Post Office Department during the fiscal 
ya ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen 

undred and fifty-seven. 


For transportation ofthe mails, inland.......46,140,000 00 
For compensation to postmasters...... «2,150,000 00 


For ship, steamboat, and way letter, 20,000 00 
For wrapping paper...... esee 0... eee + 48,500 00 
For office furniture in the Post Office + 6,500 00 
Bor Advertising. .ccsee ossosa sossosue 85,000 00 
For mail-bags sssssese see 58,500 00 
For blanks and paper for the s è 91,500 00 
For mail-locks, keys, and stamps...... 18,500 00 
For mail depredations and special agents 65,000 00 
For clerks in the offices of postmasters..... .... 715,000 00 
For postage stamps and stamped envelopes 75,000. 00 


For miscellaneous items os ssecseecsecccnat ones 170,000 00 
To supply deficiencies in the revenue of the Post 

Office Departinent for the year ending the thir- 

tieth of June, one thousand eight hundred and 

fifty-sevenc... p te teeeee tesse 2,250,000 00 
For purchasing a site, and the erection or prep- 

aration of tbe necessary building for the post 

office in the city of New York. ........0+++++ 500,000 00 
To adjust the damages due to Edward H. Car- 

mick and Albert C. Ramsey, on account of the 

abrogation by the Postmaster General of their 

contract to carry the mail on Vera Cruz, Aca- 

pulco, and San Francisco route, dated the fif- 

teenth February, eighteen hundred and fifty- 

three@s..eeeecees ee eee + osseee[ Undefinite.] 
To execute the ‘joint resolution for the relief of 

Seth M. Leavenworth, now deceased, ap- 

proved the sixth day of August, eighteen hun- 

dred and forty-six” secosvecseesseseseseeeso{ Indefinite] 


$12,393,500 00 


By the act making appropriations for Light- 
Houses, Light-Boats, Buoys, &c., and provid- 
ing for the erection and establishment of the 
same, and for other purposes, 


Maine. 

For altering, refitting, and improving the light at Mount 
Desert Rock.. tet eece eens seven e+ G10,000 00 

For building a suitable tower and keeper’s dwell- 
ing, and for providing and placing the neces- 
sary illuminating apparatus at Martinicus Rock, 

For rebuilding the light-house tower and keeper’s 
dwelling, and for supplying and fitting first 
order iiuminating apparatus at Seguin..... 

For rebuilding the light-house, and fitting it with 
the proper illuminating apparatus, at West 
Quoddy Head.... OA 

For rebuilding Brov 


35,500 00 
35,000 00 


15,000 00 


li; se, and 


i> D 

fitting it with proper illuminating apparatus... 5,000 00 
For rebuilding the Hght-house at Marshall’s 
Point, and fitting it with proper illuminating 

APPALALNS sess rasa sporer esreetessvoreorese 5,000 00 
For rebuilding the light-house at Fort Point, and 

fitting it with proper illuminating apparatus... 5,000 00 

For a light-house at Deer [sland Thoroughfare.. 5,000 00 

For a light-house at Bass Bead Harbor......... 5,000 00 


Haute Thoroughfare seses scene sessenecreses 1,000 00 
For a light-house on or near Widow’s Island, in 
addition to the appropriation of third August, 
cighteen hundred and filty-f0Ur...ceerere eres 
For a bell-buoy to be placed on the south breaker 
off White Head t house, at the entrance of 
Penobscot Bay . cece ce eacee cere cree teen eee 
For a bell-buoy to be placed on the ledge about 
three miles cast of Boone Island... . 
For the erection of a stone beacon o 
Ledge... cece cece eee cena Leese . 
For placing buoys at various points in the waters 
of Maine, tor which none have heretofore 
been authorized s.seseessrsrees RETETEI 
Fora light-house and keeper’s dwelling on Round 
Island, in Machias Bays... sc seceecesesee cece 


Massachusetts. 

For the construction and repair of beacons at 
Newburypult....esseccesesevosssesoecee 
For the erection of a Hght-house, on a proper 
foundation, on or near Billingsgate Island, in 
place of the prescut one....... 
For the erection of beacons on “ Old Cock,” and 
e Cormorant? Rock, in Bu d’s Bay, and on 
Great Rock, entrance to Hyannis Harbor 
For a tog-bet) at tern Point tight-house . 
For a tight-house on the Bishop-and Cler 
Shoal, in place of the light-vesscl now placed 
near that danger, and for stationing the light- 
vessel (on completion of said light-house) off 
the south end of the “ Handkerciief” Shoal, 
in the Vineyard Sound sliguata 
For rebuilding the stone beacon at Lane’s Point, 
Annisquam Harbor... se toaren 


Rhode Island. 
For the erection of a keeper’s dwelling and foot- 
bridge to Lime Rock light-housea...-. 


2,500 00 


5,000 09 
5,060 00 
3,000 00 


3,000 00 
5,000 00 


2,000 00 


14,000 00 


3,000 00 
800 00 


3 


20,000 00 
700 00 


1,500 00 


erraren 


For reconstructing the light-house tower, and 
for new iliumining apparatus at Dutch Island, $4,000 00 
For rebuilding the light-house tower, for pre- 
servation of site, and for new illumining ap- 
paratus for Nayat Point light-house........... 6,500 00 
For completing the sea:wall for the preservation 
of the Jight-house site at Watch Hill......... 10,000 00 
For rebuilding a light-house tower on a proper 
site, in place of the present light on Block 
Island,.and for fitting the same with suitable 


apparatus wesc es isessecesccrascessecees: case 9,000 00 
Fora beacon on Sand Spit, off Cannonicut Point, 

west side of entrance to Providence river.... 1,000 00 
For restoring pier, dyke-wall, and shore-facing 

at Goat Island light-house...s..ssseeeeeeeeees 2,500 00 
Forrebuilding keeper’s dwelling, and for altera- 

tions at Point Judith light-house....... essee. 3,500 00 

Connecticut. 


For the protection and preservation of a light- 

house site and for a new dwelling for keeper, 

at Lynde Point, mouth of Connecticut river, 8,600 00 
For a light vessel to inark the Long Sand Shoal 

off Cornfield Point, in Long Island Sound.... 18,370 00 


New York. 
For completing the first-class light-house at 
Great West Bay, Long Island...... seeeevees 12,000 00 


For the protection and preservation of the light- 
house site at Sand’s Point, Long Island Sound, 
For securing the foundation and preservation of 
the light-house site at Execution Rocks, Long 
Island Sound.......65 sesecee 5,250 00 
For an iron spindle on the “ Hen and Chickens”? 
Rocks, Long Island Sound..... oe . 700 00 
For the protection and preservation of the piers 
in the Hudson river, upon which lights are 
PlACEd kiain geene Ker ETTE 
For completing the light-house authorized August 
three, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, for 
Horton’s Point, in addition to the former ap- 
propriation of four thousand doHars. esses.. 
For a light at or near Tarrytown Point, on the 
Hudson FiVEL. cose cece cree ee cree neeeeeenees 
| For the preservation and protection of the light- 
house site atthe mouth of the Genesee river, 
For rebuilding the beacon-light at Wan Wie’s 
Dam, Hudson rivCr....sessssseeesosoesesveco 
For a day beacon on Charity Shoals, Lake On- 
tario... 


4,935 00 


5,448 00 


3,500 00 
7,000 00 
2,000 00 
1,200 00 


New Jersey. 


For erecting a first-class light-house and fitting 
it with first order apparatus at Barnegat, in 
place of the present inefficient On@.....+-.606 

For continuing and completing the light-house 
authorized August three, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-four, to be erected at or near Abse- 
CUM... ee saceeeeeaee 17,436 62 

For rebuilding the foundation of the light-bouse 
tower and keeper’s dwelling at Bergen Point, 20,000 00 

For rebuilding the foundation, light-house tower, 
and keeper’s dwelling, at Passaic ligit-house, 


ERETT 


45,000 00 


sesesosseresensassoes 


in Newark Bay.... sesoses cece cree ener cence 20,000 00 
For comy ion of two superintendents for 

the life on the coasts of Long Island 

and New Jerseysseccerseeeeceees et eeeeesees 3,000 00 


For compensation of fifty four keepers of sta- 
| tions, at two hundred doilars each perannum, 10,800 00 
To complete the fiting of stations, old and new, 

on the coast of New Jorsey....- ese eeeeee es . 11,500 00 
To complete the fitting out of s 


3 > 
new, on the coast of New York...essesseesee 8,500 00 
For CONUNZCNCICS se eesaeeeeeeeeseeeceseeeoses 5,000 00 
Delaware Bay. 
For making additions to the light-house works 
at Brandywine Shoats, and for their protection 
and preservation... ...ssccseeceen eens EREET 18,121 44 


For continuing the construction of tbe light- 
house authorized August third, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-four, on or near Ship John 
Shoals. abe cene cece reason nacscenes Sirei 25,000 00 

For continuing the construction of tbe light- 
house authorised August third, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-four, for Cross Ledge.........5 

For banking in and protecting the site of the 
light-house on Reedy Island. ssesssererereree 


Delaware. 


For the erection of a light-house on Fenwick’s 
Us]aNdse sees ee ee eres sssresesoeveseeeoseeseee 20,000 00 


Maryland. 

For buoys, stakes, and day-marks to mark the 
bars and channels of {astern Bay, and its 
tributaries, (Chesapeake Bay,) at south cnd of 
Kent Island, at Southwest and Southeast 
points, at Ward’s Point, and the bars and chan- 
nels leading to the St. Michael’s aud Wye 
TIVEYS.. 0. ees enere tees beanies k 

For a small beacon-light at or near the landing at 
Fort Washington, on the Potomac Tiver... 

Firginia. 

For rebuilding the Cape Charles light-house upon 
a proper site, and fitting it with proper ilumina- 
ating apparatus. s.es. eer. 

i For rebuilding on a proper site the lig y 
destroyed by ice during the last winter at Pun- 
gOteagUL.. ee cece cerren eere eresose 

South Carolina. 

| Fora first-order lens apparans, placing the same, 

| and rebuilding dwelling for keeper and assist- 

| ant, at Charleston Hatit-house sses 


47,492 29 
3,847 90 


5,000 00 
500 60 


35,000 00 


5,000 00 


{ 
i 


For a keeper’s house on Morris’s Island, Charles-. : 
ton harbor, in place of the one destroyéd by -y 
the storm of September, eighteen hundred and 
FIfLY-fOUT... ese cece ettenaencenensesesssees $2,500, 00 

For a light-house, to be placed in Or near the 
town of Mount Pleasant, Charleston harbor.. - 6,000 00 

For completing the two. beacons or range-lights : 
on South Island Point and North Island, ~ 
Georgetown, in addition to the former appro- 
PYIQWONS PREPRE see E E es Sees sete . 

For a light-house on Fort Point, near George- 
a cc erenvereeserseneseteee tare esensnes 

Georgia. 

For a beacon-light on or near the south point of 
Sapelo {siand, to range with the main light for 
the bar and channel s. ssssiescse sees 

For a beacon-light, to range with the Amelia 
Island light and the outer bar..... 

For two beacon-lights and keeper’s dwelling, on 
or near the north front of Amelia Island. se... 

For a small light, to be erected on the “ bay,” in 
the city of Savannah, to guide vessels from Fig 
Island light-house ...... ees 

For a bell-buoy, to mark the entrance to Savan- 
MAN TIVETs seve ces cr cere 

For a beli-buoy, to mark the approach to the bar 
At Doboyersscerrecceerceseeecrere Wet Sern tes: . 


Florida. 


For continuing and completing the erection of 
the first-class light-house authorized March 
three, eighteen hundred and fifty-three, to be 
placed near Jupiter InJet..... ARETE tee 

For continuing the efforts to erect a beacon on 
Rebecca Shoal, authorized August thirty-one, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-two, and August 
three, cighteen bundred and fifty-four... ess. 

For a bell-buoy, to mark the approach to the bar 
at the mouth of the St, John’s river. ceeeeeeee 

For a small light-vessel to be placed near Dame’s 
Point, in the St. John’s rivers... ec seceseees 

For beacon-lights at Piney Point, Cuckoo Point, 
and Nine-mile Point, in the St. John’s river, 
between Jacksonville and Pilatka ..assssses 

For buoys and day-marks in the St. John’s river, 

For a day-beacon on Sea Horse Reef, (Cedar 

For buoys and stakes for Cedar Key Channel and 
Manitee river........6 KERR EEA eee wads kins’ 

For rebuilding the light-house, on a proper site, 
at Dry Tortugas, and fitting it with first-order 
AppATAtUS. eeeseerossosoessessroravavso eee 854000 00 

For the erection of proper range-lights for cross- 
ing the bar at the entrance to Pensacola Har- 
bor, and for completing the light authorized at 
that place August three, eighteen hundred and 
Fiily-fOUL. ccc ceeeeseeeecresseetsseeseseves 30,000 00 

For rebuilding the light-house tower and Keep- 
crs dwelling at Egmont Key.ieesereceseeees 16,000 00 

For aday-beacon at Turtle Harbor, Florida Reef, 1,500 00 

Fora light-house to mark the entrance to St. 

ANdTEW’S BAyessesesssosessoesessesseseoses 15,000 00 

For buoys and stakes for the bar and channels 

4,000 00 

3,500 00 


5,000 00 
6,000.00 


1,500 00 
2,000 00 
5,000 00 


2,000 00 
5,000 00 
5,000 00 


19,522 90 


10,000 00 
5,000 00 
9,500 00 


15,000 00 
2,000 00 


3,000 00 
1,200 00 


leading to and in St. Andrew’s Bay......es08 
For buoys and day-marks in Pensacola Bay and 
tributaries......eeeeees 


Alabama. 


For the erection of a sea-coast light, and fitting 
it with proper illuminating apparatus, on Sand 
Island, off the entrance to Mobile Bay, in place 
of the present light at that point ......ee. 

For repairing the lizht-house and keeper’s dwell~ 
ing, enlarging aud fencing in the grounds at- 
tached to the same, Choctaw Point, near Mo- 
bile, Alabama. ... see. esee 


ere ere mane neneneens 


35,000 00 


2,000 00 


stereos sence 


For rebuilding the light-house and keeper’s 
dwelling at Round Island 
For rebuilding the light-house tower at the west 
end of Cat Island, and fitting it with proper 
illuminating apparatus...... 


8,000 00 


ETTEETEZETITIZI 


12,000 00 


Louisiana. * 


For rebuilding the light-house and keeper’s 
dwelling at Pass Manchac...+ccesessecseeees 
For the erection of 2 light-house on the South- 
west reef near the entrance to Atchafalaya 
Bay, to serve as a substitute for the present At- 
cbafalaya Bay light-ship, and also for the light- 
house at Point de Fer... .cccee eee es eee ees 
For a light-house at or near the mouth of the 
Amite river, on Lake Maurepas, Louisiana... 6,000 08 


10,008 00 


20,000 00 


Texas. 


For the erection of a light-house at. or near the 
head of the ‘* Swash,’’ abreast of “ Alligator 
Head,” in Matagorda Bay vesees esas sere esses 10,000 00 

For a beacon-light at the mouth of the bayou at 


Saluria..ccseeess beac et aceeee tees tenes s... 500 00 
For buoys and stakes for the lower part of Aran- 

sas Bay, and for the inland channel to Corpus 

Christin... .eceesee eee erenes gevess sevesesees 3,000 00 
For the erection of a light at the mouth of the 

Rio Grande river.sssce essere eeneen cree esee 6,000 00 
For a beacon-light at Corpus Christi... ..esse e. 5,000 00 

Pennsylvania. 
For rebuilding the beacon-light at Eric. .sss eree 5,250 00 
Ohio. 

For rebuilding the beacon-ight at Huron... y+.» 4,580 00 
For rebuilding the light ‘house at Black river.... 7,300 00 
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Appropriations. 


For the completion of the rebuilding and repairs 

- ofthe- west pier and pier-head, upon which ¢ 
guid light-house is erected, and connecting the 

_ game With the SHOre......s0e+ eruere sere eee e &811,026 00 

Por a channel range-light at Maumee Bay.....,° 3,500 00 

sakaki ool Michigan. 

Foradditional buoys in Detroit river, and to mark 
obstructions to navigation inthe St. Lawrence 
river and Niagara river, and in Lakes Ontario 

SAME BIC oi veces meee eect eee ret eree see sees 

For a light-house'to ‘be erected on Traverse or 
Charity Island, in Saginaw Bay......ssceses 

For a light-house at the mouth of the Au Sabie 
river, on Lake Huron 

For a light-house at Fort Austin, on Saginaw 

For Pating light-house, banking-in, and pro- 

“tecting the site of the light-house at Huron, 
e PEENE TT TTL senees 

For a light house on Point Peninsula, between 
Big and Little Bay du Noquet, in Lake Mich 
IgaN..ssessinosresevosesereneseososensosneea 

Fora beacon-light at Sand Point, on the west 
side of Little Bay du Noquctecscceccesscvese 

For a lake-coust light at Grand Point au Sable, 
Lake Michigan......scssceersencesegees eens 

: Wisconsin. 

For rebuilding the light-house at Port de Mort.. 

For a light-house on the outer end of the outer 
pier at Kenosha....c.ccseecrceneneeneeveeeee 

For a lake-coast light on the west shore of Luke 
Michigan, at or near the Portage, and opposite 
tothe head of Big Sturgeon Bay........eees- 


Minnesota Territory. 


For a light-house at Beaver Bay, Lake Superior, 

For a light-house at Grand Marais, Lake Su- 

pEriOr. seseesrsesssseosserosee oospoeroereree 
California. 

For providing a suitable vessel, and for main- 
taining the same for one year, in visiting the 
lights and other aids; for inspections and de- 
livery of supplies; for placing and removing 
buoys ; and for the transportation of materials, 

supplies, and laborers, for constructing and re- 
pairing light-houses on the Pacific coast...... 

For the construction of a road for the keeper’s 
dwelling at the South Farallone to the light- 
house tower on the Peak..... ceceeeveeeee aes 

For the construction of a road from La Playa, 
San Diego. Bay, to the light-house at Point 
Loma. 0... cece ee eens sees onseaones 

For improving the road from the Coxo, or landing 
at Point Conception, to the light-house......+ 

For the erection of a sca-coast light on the main 
land between Buena Ventura and Point Duma, 
at such place as may be determined upon to 


5,000.00 
5,000.00 
5,000 00 
5,000 00 


10,000 00 


5,000 00 
1,000 00 
6,000 00 


6,000 00 
1,000 00 


5,000 00 


6,000 00 
6,000 00 


60,000 00 
1,500 00 


1,500 00 
1,000 00 


indicate the approach to the Santa Barbara 

Channel, in addition to the appropriation con- 

tained in the third section of the act of August 

third, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, making 

appropriations for light-houses, &e. .......+. 35,000 00 
For completing the light-houses at Santa Bar- 

bara, San Pedro, and Santa Cruz harbors.... 7,500 00 
For a first-class light at Cape Mendocino....,. 40,000 00 


Washington Territory. 
For a light-house at Red Bluff, on Whidby’s 
TSANG... cece ccceseceeese ceeeseeren ceeeeeces 25,000 00 


$1,215,640 15 


By the act making appropriations for the trans- 
ortation of the United States Mail by Ocean 
Steamers and otherwise, during the fiscal year 

ending the thirtieth of June, one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty-seven. 


For transportation of the mails from New York to Liver- ; 

POOL, ANE WACK ceeeesscceevevevens sereas. s GS19,500 00 
For transportation of the mails from New York 

to New Orleans, Charleston, Savannah, Ha- 

vana, and Chagres, and back...... ++. 261,000 00 
For transportation of the mails from Panama to i 

California and Oregon, and back.............9328,350 00 
For carrying out the contract entered into by the 

Post Office Department, under the provisions 

of the act approved thirtieth August, one thou- 

sand eight hundred and fifty-two, establishing 

a tri-monthly mail by steam-vessels between 

New Orleans and Vera Cruz, via Tampico... 
For transportation of the mails, in two steam- 

ships, from New York, by Southampton, to 

Bremen, and back, at one hundred thousand 

dollars for cach ship; and in two steamships i 

from New York, by Cowes, to Havre, and 

baek, at seventy-five thousand dollars for cach 

ship, under the sontract with the Ocean Steam 

Navigation Company of New York.......... 350,000 00 
For transportation of the mails between Charles- 

ton and Havana. essere srsssosssessoses essene 50,000 00 
For transportation of the mails across the Isthmus 

Of PANAMA csrerecs sens erseessseecoreeser es 135,000 00 


69,750 00 


$2,013,600 00 | 
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Legislative, 


For compensation and mileage of Senators... $108,872 00 


For compensation of the officers, ‘clerks, mes- 
sengers, and others, receiving an annual 
salary in the service of the Senate, viz: 


Secretary of the Senate..... sariso see epe eane ee $3,600 00 
Officer charged with disbursements ofthe Senate. . 480 00 
Chiefclerk....ceeceecereee saneveseececee 2,000 00 
Principal clerk and principal executive clerk i 

the office of the Secretary of the Senate, at 

two thousand one hundred and sixty dollars 

CAN. ce cenceetecctecccsccscccccscousoseens 4,820 00 
Eight clerks in the office of the Secretary of the ` 

Senate, at one thousand eight hundred and 

fifty dollars Cach....sesseeceessccsesecvereee 14,800 00 
Keeper of the stationery.... kessi 1,752 00 
‘Two messengers, one at one thousand and eighty 

dollars, and one at seven hundred and fifty 

dollars... 1,830 00 
One page.:. 500 00 
Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper.......esee2. 2,000 00 
Assistant Doorkecper...cscececesessesereeeses 1,700 00 
Postmaster to the Senate...... 1,750 00 
Assistant Postmaster and mail-carrier. . 1,440 00 
Two mail boys, at nine hundred dollars eac! 1,800 00 
Superintendent of the document-room......... 1,500 00 
Two assistants in document-room, at one thou- 

sand two hundred dollars each ....ecseersess 2,400 00 
Superintendent of the folding-room......-..6.. 1,500 00 
Two messengers, acting as Assistant Doorkeep- 

ers, at one thousand five hundred dollars each, 3,000 00 
Fifteen messengers, at one thousand two bundred 

dollars CCH oo... e ccc eee <+- iriaasassaans e. 18,000 00 
Superintendent in charge of Senate furnaces... 1,080 00 
Assistant in charge of furnaces.. ariei eee 600 00 
Laborer in private passage. ...esssseeesosorese 600 00 
Two laborers, at four hundred and eighty dollars 

COACH ys ais oid sc vse. sie Siete dave tiene E E vasvewiee whe 960 00 
Clerk or secretary to the President ofthe Senate, 1,752 00 
Clerk of Committee on Finance ..... sees 1,850 00 
Clerk of printing records...... 0.05 1,669 02 
Draughtsman... a.. s s... 1,850 00 
Chaplain of Senate... ..ceseee reres ances 750 00 


For contingent expenses of the Scnate, viz: 
For binding. .ssessesessesueessosooocesosessonso 
For lithographing and engraving......+ 
For bDOOKS...eseosevscosesosos see ceen cscs rene 
FOr Stationery cecccessccevecreeesens eves seese 
For newspapers... cece cece reece scene cece eens 
For Congressional Globe and binding the same.. 
For reporting proceedings, including the usual 

extra compensation to the Reporters of the 

Senate, eight hundred dollars cach.... ce... 
For clerks to committees, pages, police, horses, 

ANG Carry-AllS...e cece envetee crea teen seas tare 
Por misccllaneows items. sees cece ee cece ne nene 
For compensation and mileage of members of the 

House of Representatives and Delegates from 

TerritOries. co ccce cece setae cceaseaneeeceees e 365,048 00 

For compensation of the officers, clerks, mes- 

sengers, and others, receiving an annual 
salary in the service of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, viz: 


45,000 00 
45,000 00 
5,000 00 
123000 00 
33090 00 
72,651 00 


10,400 00 


27,460 00 
203000 00 


Clerk of the House of Representatives.......... 3,600 00 
Two clerks, at two thousand one hundred and 

Sixty dollars CACH ieee cee eee ee eeeeceeneeses 4,320 00 
Seven clerks, at one thousand eight hundred dol- 

Jars CACH.. 1. cscs ssecceceencavneesvenscccoses 12,600 00 
Sergeant-at-Anns. 2,160 00 
Doorkeeper....+. 2,160 09 
Postmaster... .esseesees 2,160 00 
One messenger 1,752 00 
Librarian... 1,800 09 
Reading clerk. eeeesessee 1,800 00 
Clerk to Committee of Claims.......... 1,800 00 
Clerk to Committee of Ways and Means 1,800 00 
Clerk to Sergeant at-Arms..seereeceseccesr esso 1,809 00 
Five messengers at one thousand four hundred 

and forty dollars CaChiecece sees ceeeesereeees 7,209 CO 
Clerk in charge of books for membe; . 1,880 00 
Clerk in charge of stationery....... se» 1,800 03 
Chaplaincescerecccsccsccctancseavesvecsecgees 750 00 
Messenger in charge of the Hall s. 1,74) 09 


‘Twenty-one messengers, inclading superintend- 
ents of the folding and documeni rooms ...... 28,404 00 

For contingent expenses of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, viz: for binding documents... . 125,00 09 
For furniture, repairs, and boxes for books - 15,030 00 
For stationery... aiaei once revens .. 15,000 00 
For horses, carriages, and saddie-horses,....... 5,009 00 
For fuet, oil, and candles. ...ccse sree eeeeceenee 2,590 00 
POr newspapers. cee cccecccereeccere cree ceceees 1990 UU 
For engraving, electrotyping, and Jithographing. .125,000 60 


For Capitol police.. sees ceceee 5,499 00 
For miscellaneous iter .. 79,080 OD 
For pages and mail Doys....... seer eee seoe 8,400 00 
For folding documents, including pay of folders, 

foiding-paper, twine, and paste.....seseesse5 40,000 00 
For twenty-four copies of the Congressional 

Globe and Appendix foreach member and Del- 

egate of the first session of the ‘Thirty-Fourth 

CONZIOES veces cece ence cere ere rene coseeeeses 34,704 00 


For binding twenty-four copies of the Congres- 
sional Globe and Appendix for each member 
and Delegate of the first session of the Thirty- 
Fourth Congress. ... i... cece cee cane cere eee 

For twenty-four copies of the Congressional 
Globe and Appendix foreach member and Del- 
egate of the second session of the Thirty- 


18,657 92 


Fourth Congress.. sacacccccccceese 17,352 00 
For binding twenty-four copies of the Congres- 

sional Globe and Appendix for cach member 

and Delegate of the second session of the 

Thirty-Fourth Congress....csceeeececesessee 8,676 0U 


For reporting and publishing the proceedings of 
the House of Representatives, including the 
usual additional compensation to the reporters 
of the House for the present session, eight hun- 


dred dollars each, in addition to the unex- 
pended balance of the appropriation contained 
in the act approved fifteenth May, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and fifty-six, for the same 
purpose, prior. to the first July, one thousand 
eight hundred and fifty-six.... seseee sees vee 921,420 00 
For clerks on land-maps, clerks to committees, 
and temporary clerks in the office of the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives ...........54 
For one hundred copies of the Congressional 
Globe and Appendix, and for binding the same, 
for the first and second sessions of the Thirty- 
Fourth Congress, for the House library....... 
For furniture for committce-rooms in the south 
wing of the extension of the Capitol.......... 
For entire compensation to the clerks, sergeant- 
at-arms, and reporter, of the Kansas Investi- 
gating Committee, of three hundred dollars 
CAC vacecseete ee saceecne need essossessosenes 
Library of Congress. 
For compensation of Librarian, three assistant 
Librarians, and Messenger..... ssaresssssssea 
For contingent expenses of said Library.. s... se 
For expense of procuring proper apparatus for 
warming said Library, and providing {uel for 
TNE SAME 0.0 roe core vecarooerereescccure esses 
For maintaining the Botanie Garden, and Green- 
houses, including pay of horticultnrist and 
assistants, under the direction of the Library 
Committee of Congress... ane 
For purchase of books for said Library... i 
For purchase of law books for said Library..... 
For compensation of the Superintendent of Pub- 
lie Printing and the clerks and messenger in 
his office.. deren as . 11,514 00 
For contingent expenses of his office, viz: 
For blank-books, stationery, postage, advertis- 
ing for proposals for paper, furniture, traveling 


28,469 00 


4,500 00 
10,000 00 


2,400 00 


9,070 00 
1,000 00 


5,000 00 


5,000 00 
5,000 00 
2,000,00 


expenses, aud miscellaneous items............ 2,300 00 
For rent Of WarcrOOnt...cceccceeeeesves coueee 250 00 
For cartage and labor in storing and transporta- 

tiOT. Of PAPEL. see cccccccnveresoccurecvcsuens 550 00 


For paper required for the printing of the second 

session of the 'Thirty-Fourth Congress.......156,408 00 
For printing required for the second session of 

the Thirty-Pourth Congress......6 2.0.5 6++--115,000 00 
For procuring drawings to illustrate the Patent 

Office report for the year eighteen hundred 

and filty-six..... 


6,000 00 


Pere ee ee rean re nenseevereas 


Exceutive. 

For compensation of the President of the United 

For compensation of the Vice President of the 
United States, from fourth of March to the 
thirtieth June, one thousand eight hundredand 


25,000 00 


filty-SEVen...sesensesaerossseeseosee seeese ee 2,622 22 
For compensation to Secretary to sign patents 
fOr TONS. sss sosenosseveoveesesaeesaeoo eesse 1,500 00 


Department of State. 


For compensation of the Secretary of State, and 
Assistant Secretary of State, clerks, messen- 
ger and assistant messenger in his office, and 
for laborers employed therein, at the rate of 
four hundred and eighty dollars per annum, per 
act of fourth August, eighteen hundred and 
FAALY-TOUL cece cere eee ete nese eee meen eter aneae 
For the incidental and contingent expenses of 

said Department: 

For publishing the laws in pamphlet form and in 
the newspapers of the States and Territories, 
and in the city of Washington.... . + 47,391 60 

For proof-reading, packing, and distributing 
and documents, including cases and transpor- 
Cea Ce) | en —— — asarasisaoe 

For stationery, blauk-books, binding, painting 
and glazing. eee sees 

Por copper plate printing, boo 

For newspapers ae 

For extra clerk-bire and copying. 

For miscellaneous items cee ccee cece reer enereee 

To enabie the Secretary of State to pay forthe 
services of a messenger sent to the Govern- 
ment of as upon the passage by Congress 
ofthe Texas indemnity bill, in eighteen hun- 
dred and fitty.. Wek BAe stake bus 

To enable the Secretary of State to purchase 
fifty copies, each, of volumes eighteen and 
nineteen of Howard’s Report of the Decisions 
of the Supreme Court of the United States... 

To enable the Secretary of State to purchase 
five bundred copies of the three volumes of 
the Diplomatie Correspondence of the United 
States, from seventeen hundred and eighty- 
three toseventeen hundred and eighty-nine, 

To reimburse the consular agent of the United 
States at the Island of St. Thomas for that 
amount expended by him, by orders of this 
Government, in Janding and storing the cargo 
of the bark Amelia, of New York, and other 
expenses incident thereto, laden with arins 
and munitions of war, which were seized by 
order of the Government and carried into said 
island, and there landed...ss..se even scence 


51,620 00 


15,209 09 


6.509 09 
2,090 40 

C09 i0 
2.00) CO 
1,500 00 


a, and wapa 


500 00 


500 00 


7,500 00 


4,850 00 


| To enable the Secretary of State to procure 


copies of Dr. Koh!’s maps of the continents 
and islands of AMeCTrICO.. coer ener sees ee rere es 
Northeast Executive Building. 

For compensation of four watchmen of the 
northeast executive. building, and two Tabor- 
ers employed therein, at the rate of four hun- 
dred and eighty dollars per annum, per act of 
fourth of August, eighteen hundred and fifty- 


OULD eveaccccecvec sora ersces seseeasaseg stead 


6,000 00 


3,360 08 
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Appropriations. 


For contingent expenses of said building, viz: 
For (uel, light, and repairs... ..cescccseceeeaene 
Treasury Department. 

For compensation of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, 
clerks, messenger, and assistant messenger in 
his office, and for laborers employed therein at 
the rate of four hundred and eighty dollars per 
annum, per act fourth August, eighteen hun- 
dred and fiity-four.... ccc. cece ce eateeneerees 

For compensation of the First Comptroller, and 
clerks and messenger in his office, and for ta- 
borers employed therein at the rate of four hun- 
dred aud eighty dollars per annum, per act of 
fourth August, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four.... NALATE es 

For compensation of Second 
clerks and messenger in ius office, and for la- 
borer employed therein at the rate of four hun- 
dred and eighty dollars per annum, per act of e 
fourth August, eighteen hundred and fifty- 

For compensation of the First Auditor,and the 
clerks, messenger, and assistant messenger in 
his office, and for laborer employed therein at 
the rate of four hundred and eighty dollars per 
annum, per act of fourth August, eighteen 
hundred aud fifty foursse. cocssesevereresess 35,840 00 

For compensation of the Second Auditor, and the 
clerks, messenger, and assistant messenger in 
his office, and for laborer employed therein, at 
the rate of iour hundred and eighty dollars per 
annum, per act of fourth August, eighteen 
hundred and filty-four deeeceesee essere 5020 00 

For compensation of the Third Auditor, and the 
clerks, messengers, and assistant messenge in 
his office, and for faborers employed thercin, 
at the rate of four bundred and eighty dollars 
per annum, per act of fourth August, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-fOUr...cceeereereeeee: oeae 183,540 00 

For compensation of the Fourth Auditor, and the 
clerks, messenger, and assistant messenger in 
his office. eeoa 27,400 00 

For compensation of the Fifth Auditor, and the 
clerks and messenger in his office, and for 
laborer employed therein, at the rate of four 
hundred and eighty dolars per annum, per act 
of fourth August, eighteen hundred and fifty- 

EE ood ce Ga 98 PEE TASS APOE VE IRE E Es Ore 1012000 

For compensation of the Auditor of the Post `. 
Office Department, and the clerks, messenger, 
and assistant messenger in his ofice, and for 
laborer employed therein, at the rate of four 
hundred and eighty dollars per annum, per act 
of fourth August, eighteen hundred and fifty- 

FOU sseserereresracdernreresiisicas esi s> ea 184160 00 

For compensation ofthe Treasurer ofthe United 
States, and the clerks, messenger, and assist- 
ant messenger in his office, and for laborers 
employcd therein, at the rate of four hundred 
and eighty dollars per annum, per act fourth 
August, cigbteen hundred and fifty-four...... 25,300 00 

For compensation of the Register of the Treas- 
ury, and the clerks, messenger, and assistant 
messenger in bis office, and for laborers em- 
ployed therein, at the rate of four hundred and 
eighty dollars per annum, per act fourth August, 


$3,300 00 


48,260 00 


27,900 00 


26,720 00 


eighteen hundred and fiity-fOUr....+ erre eens 49,860 00 | 
For compensation of the Solicitor of the Treas- 

ury, and the clerks and messenger in his of- 

fice... ix KEENAN ARET 16,900 00 


For compensation of the Commissioner of Cus- 
toms, and the clerks and messenger in his 
office, and for labcrer employed therein, at the 
rate of four hundred and eighty dollars per 
annum, per act fourth August, eighteen bun- 
dred and ALLY fOUr..eessrererrererresseaseesee 20,320 00 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
of the Light- House Board, and for laborer em- 
ployed therein, at the rate of four hundred and 
eighty doiiars per annura, per act fourth Au- 
gust, eighteen hundred and fifty-four. sss. s+ “9,000 00 

Contingent Expenses of ue Treasury Depart- 
ment. 
In the office ofthe Secretary of the Treasury: 

For copying, blank-books, stationery, binding, 
sealing ships? registers, translating foreign lan- 
guages, advertising, and extra clerk hire tor 
preparing and collecting information to be laid 
before Congress—said clerks to be employed 
only during the session of Congress, or when 
indispensably necessary to enable the Depart- 
ment to answersome call made by either House 
of Congress at one session to be answered at 
another 3 avd no such extra clerk shail receive 
more than three dollars thirty-three and one 
third cents per day for the time actually and 
necessarily employed, and for miscellaneous 
ULES. veeeee vere steve ere eee eeea anes 
Tn the office of the First Comptroller: 

For furniture, blank-books, binding, stationery, 
public documents, and miscellaneous items... 
Jn the office of the Second Comptroller: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, pay for the 
National Intelligencer and Union, to be filed 
and preserved for the use of the Office, office 
furniture, and miscellancous items. sere erre 
In the office of the First Auditor: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, office fur- 
niture, eases for records and official pape 
and miscellaneous items, including subse 
tio’ for the Union and National Intelligencer, 
to be tiled for the use of the Offic, . i... reneee 


1,800 00 


1,500 00 


1,800 00 


13,750 60 | 


meeen eeii S 


in his office «.. 


3 


Buildings, and the clerk 


3,200 00 


In the office of the Second Auditor : For stationery, blank-books, plans, drawings, Pe 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, office fur- and other contingent expenses of the office of -> 
niture, and miscellaneous items, including two the Commissioner of Public Buildings..:..... $250.00 
of the daily city newspapers, to be filed, bound i P j, 4 
and preserve fo h AER we mee ne $1,200 00 Contingent Soe : of ihe. Department: of the 
In the office of the Third Auditor: Office of the Secretary of the Treasury: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, office fur- For books, stationery, furniture, and other con- : 
hiture, carpeting, two newspapers, (the Union tingencies, and for books and maps for library, 4,700 00 
and Intelligencer,) preserving files and papers, 5 Bae 
bounty-land service, miscellaneous items, and General Land Office: : 

BITCALAZES ese ceeeae cence se ceevens veesee 3,540 00 || For cash system and military patents, under 
In the office of the Fourth Auditor: lays pronto twenty-eightli September, eigh- 
P ae fifty; patent ani h 

For stationery, books, binding, labor, and mis- records ; tract-books and blanic- books for this 
Celaneaus itêmS, assess. nsesnersesereseraese 1,100 00 and the district land offices; binding plats and 
In the office of the Fifth Auditor: field-notes; stationery, furniture, and repairs 

| For blank-books, binding, stationery, office fur- of same, and miscellaneous items, including 
niture, carpeting, and miscellaneous expenses, two of the daily newspapers, to be filed, bound, 
in which are included two daily newspapers... 600 00 pno Preserved tor the pse of the ofoossai a + 33,525 00 
` |i F ses, in ition; under 
An the office of the Auditor of the Post Office swamp land act of uwenty-eighth September, . 
epartment : . || eighteen hundred and fifty, military bounty 

For stationery, blank-books, binding, and ruling, 10,050 00 acts of twenty-cighth September, eighteen 

t For miscellaneous items, for file-boards, repairs, hundred and fifty, and twenty-second March, 
| cases and desks for safe-keeping of papers, fur- eighteen hundred and fifty-two, and act thirty- 
niture, lights, washing towels, ice, horse for first August, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, 

| messenger, telegraphic dispatches, and stoves, 2,500 09 for the satisfaction of Virginia land warrants. 26,100 00 
| In the office of the Treasurer: i Por contingent expones, necessary n carry out 
! For - inding i iscele the provisions of the act of third March, one 
iF or blank, book; binding, stationery, and miscel 1.200 00 thousand eight hundred and fifty-five, granting 
ae iia caida RS bounty lands, to wit: for patents, patent and 
In the office of the Register: I| other records, stationery, and miscellaneous 

For vale and full pinding books for recording I| items under said aCtee.ssesserreesssese seese 13,000 00 

coñiectors? quarterly abstracts of commerce TR 
` and navigation, and vank abstracts for their 1 Expenses ee remora or m e iia 
use, blank-books, binding, and stationery, ar- 7 Hirot p 4 ilding : 
ranging and binding canceled marine fers | Westem wing of the Patent Omics building y 
cases for official papers and records, and mis- | For record and patent cases, eases for files of 
COMANCOUS iteMS..ssessseseresevesoeeree seee 74000 00 | correspondence, certificates, land warrants, 
{ ites ba sey ee 1; and other papers, repairing and reconstructing 
| In the office of the Solicitor: old cases, so faras they can be made available, 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, labor, and and for carpets, matting, oil-cloth, and miscel- 
miscellaneous items, and for statutes and re- TAM@OUSILEINS. cece sv cecseececacereee seneese 10,000 00 
POTS rrevecesevareeseerteersaeeseresessenes 2200 00 | For tuel, lights, and incidental expenses attending 
In the office of the Commissioner of Customs: |i the same, including pay of furnace-keepers... 4,000 00 

For blank-books, stationery, and miscellaneous Office of Indian Affairs: 
1tEMS. ciseccceceecsetseecesnreaseceseceserss 2,000 00 por blank-Doaks; binding, stationery, fuel, and ° 

. ights, and miscellaneous items, including two 
For Light-House Board. of the daily city newspapers, to be filed, bound, 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, miscella~ and preserved jor the use of the office........ 2,000 00 
neous expenses, and pOstage...seeseeseeeees 750 00 Pension Office : 

For the general purposes of the Southeast an a aol moelane eine 

: pas e 2 same, 3ce 
Executive Building. including two of the daily city newspapers, to 

For the compensation of cight watehmen of the be filed, bound, and preserved for the use of 
southeast executive building.. s.s esesessseese 4,800 00 the oee.. essar osora sesensrereresereesese 11,500 00 

For compensation of nine laborers of the south- For contingent expenses im the said office, 
east executive building. s.s ssresrereerereerne 4,320 00 under the bounty-land act of third March, 

For contingent expenses of said building, viz: P one ae eight hundred and parare : 
i i ; or rent of rooms, stationery, engraving plates 
| Fuel, lights, repairs, and miscellaneous........ 8,500 00 || for bounty land warrants, ip. and Pitia 

For compensation of four watchmen for building the same, binding books, blank -books for 
occupied in part by the Attorney Gencral and || registers, office furniture, and miscellaneous 
in part by the First Auditor of the Treasury... 2,400 00 HEM. ccc veeeereacereenarer eens eese see 20,000 00 

| For compensation of two laborers for said For compensation of four night watchmen and 
building. ...ceseeseeee ere e nee ees Per 960 00 |} one day watchman for the eastern wing of the 

For rent of said building, fuel, and miscellaneous 1] Patent Office, occupied by the Scerctary of 

| items cee eeevensereverees 6,000 00 the Interior..... ease 3,000 00 

i Department of the Interior. For contingent expenses of the eastern wing of the 

For compensation of the Secretary of the Inte- : Patent Office building. y 
rior, and the clerks, messengers, and assistant For fuel, lights, and incidental expenses........ 2,500 00 
messengers in his office, and for faborers cm- For the preservation of the collections of the 

| ployed therein at the rate of. four hundred and Exploring Expedition. 
| eighty dollars per annum, per act fourth Au- -n || For compensation of keepers and watchmen 
gust, eighteen hundred and fitty-four......... 30,320 00 || thereof, and for laborers employed at the rate 
| For compensation of the Commissioner of the |! of four hundred and eighty dollars per annum, 
General Land Office, and the Recorder, i! per act fourth August, eighteen hundred and 
{ Draughtsman, Assistant Draughtsman, clerks, fifty-four..... bee tenis <.. 3210 00 
| messengers, assistant messengers, packers, I] For contingent Expenses.. sserre vere LT) 200 00 
| and watchmen in his ofice, and for Jaborers it wal and their Clerks. 
| employed therein at the rate of four hundred Surveyors General and their Clerks, 
and eighty dollars per annum, per act fourth !! For compensation of the Surveyor General 
August, eighteen hundred and fitty-four....-. 171,210 00 | northwest of the Ohio, and the clerks in his 
| Por additional clerks in the General Land Office, TL OFFICE. ee ere eee een aneeges sereaeseee 8,300 00 
| under the act of third March, one thousand | For compensation of the Surveyor General of 
| eight hundred and fifty-five, granting bounty | Mlinois and Missouri, and the clerks in his 
|i lands, and for laborers employed therein, at i 5,820 00 
| the rate of four hundred and eighty dollars per | 

| annum, per act fourth August, eighteen hun- i 4,461 95 

j dred and fifty-four. cenester esses senres 58160 OU || A 

t For compensation of the Commissioner of Indian | 5,500 00 

| Affairs, and the clerks, messenger, asilstant j 

i| essenger, and watchmen in his office, and | 

i for laborer employed therein, at the rate of four i OMCs cee cece cree ecee tarsier iaaii 8000-00 
hundred and eigùty dollars per annum, per act n For compensation of the Surveyor General of —; 
fourth August, eighteen hundred and fifty- i Arkansas, and the clerks in his office....... .. 8,300 00 
FOUL ea nare esenee nee ce enee seen en nennne cane 31,520 00 || For compensation of the Surveyor General o . 

For compensation of the Commissioner of Pen- i || Oregon, and the clerks in his office.... seee 7,124 68 
sions, and ihe clerks, messenger, and assistant || For compensation of the Surveyor General of 

i messenger in his office, and for laborers em- || _ California, and the clerks in his office...... .. 13,816 58 

| ployed ‘herein, at the rate of four hundred and | For compensation of the Surveyor General of 

i eighty dollars per amum, per act fourth Au- 1) Washington Territory, and the clerks in his 

; gust, eighteen hundred and fifty-four......+«. 108,800 GO || Offices... cess sesa peaeseaseaes rete s ren ss cece 6,033 97 

| For compensation of additional clerks, messen- i For compensation of the Surveyor General of 3 
ger, and assistant messenger, in the ofitee of | New Mexico, and the clerks in his oflice..... 6,214 6 
the Commissioner of Pensions, under the act if For compensation of the Surveyor General of 
of third March, one thousand eight hundred i Kansas and Nebraska, and the clerks in his Sido 
and fifty-five, granting bounty lands, and for | OfffCC. 06s sseseeee ge arer r onerat of F 
jJaborers employed therein, at the rate of four f For compensation of the Suryoyo eneral o 00000 
hundred and eighty dollars per annum, per act i Utah, aud the clerks in his o ne ake G 
fourth August, eighteen hundred and fifty- f For compensation of clerks in t je of e o A, 

FOUL. seepe cece tetas seen eres 71,200 00 I| Surveyors General to he apportionga to MEn: 
| For compensation of the Comm: !! according to the ex Benen tra eubing field- 


vice, and to be employe 
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hötes-of surveys, for the purpose of preserving 
= them at the seat of Government... ...+. $41,000. 00 
Forsalary of the recorder of land titles in Mis 

SOULL. cacaee vecereaececs corenveeeee tees Fees 500 00 

War Department. 

For.compensation of the Secretary: of War, and 

the: clerks, messenger, and assistant. messen- 

ger in: his ‘office, and for laborer employed 

therein at the rate of four hundred and eighty 

dollars per annuni, per act. fourth August, 

eighteen hundred and fifty-four............... 21,140 00 
For compensation of the clerks and- messenger 

in the office of the Adjutant General......... 13,400 00 
For compensation’6of the clerks and messenger : 

in the office of the Quartermaster General.... 16,200 00 
For compénsation of: the clerks and. messenger 

in the office of the Paymaster General........ 12,440 00 
For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
“dn the-office:of thé Commissary General, and 

for Jaborer‘employed therein at the rate of four 

bundred ‘and eighty dollars per annum, per 

act fourth August, eighteen hundred and fitty- 
For: compensation of the clerks and enger 

in the office of the Surgeon General.......... 
For compensation of the clerks and messenger 

in the office of the Chief Engineer:......00.05 
For compensation of the clerks and messenger 

in the office of Topographical Engineers, and 

for laborer employed therein at the rate of four 
” hundred and eighty dollars per annum, pcr 

act fourth August, eighteen hundred and fifty- 

FONT inde bencedceceeeerccucseceesetsesnce 8,480 00 
For compensation. of the clerks and messenger 

in the office of the Colonel of Ordnance...... 12,000 00 


Contingent Expenses of the War Department. 
Office of the Secretary of War: $ 
For biank-books. stationery, and miscellaneous 


9,680 00 
5,000 00 
8,000 00 


U EEE steseeees 2,000 00 
For books, maps, and plan esssase 1,000 00 
For extra clerk hires... ress. brasse 1,500 00 

Office of the Adjutant General: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, and mis- . 
COHANCOUS iteMS.seserssuserreerrrerereesase 2,000 00 
Office of the Quartermaster General: . 

For biank-books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
CONHANCOUS LEME. secre s ceee reece veones 950 00 

Office of the Commissary General : 

Por blank-books, binding, stationery, advertising, 
and miscellaneous itCMs.....ececceerserenee 2,500 00 
Office of the Chief Engineer ; 

Foy blank-books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
epllancous items, including two daily Wash- 

ANYON PAPES seres avers ceeMeceeeeeecernes 900 00 

Office of the Surgeon General: 

Por blank-books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
GCOUANEOUSILEMS eee eserse cee concer eeeeenes 400 00 
Office of the Colonel of Ordnance: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
CENANCONS TOMS... cece ee een eee neeeeeeereees 950 00 
Office of the Colonel of Topographical Engi- 

neers: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, and mis- 
COMANCOUS İteMS.ssvsessreseseasossesseseses 2,200 00 

For the general purposes of the Northwest 

Executive Building. 

For compensation of four watchmen of the 
Northwest Exccutive buildings sass ssssssses. 2,400 00 

For compensation of two laborers of the North- 
west Executive buildiNhg.ssasssssesesseseseso 960 00 

For fuel, light, aud misccllancous itcms........ 4,000 00 


For the general purposes of the Building 
corner of F and Seventeenth strects. 
for compensation of superiutendent and four 
watehmen for said building, and for two labor- 
ers employed therein, at the rate of four hun- 
dred and eighty dollars per annum, per act 
fourth August, eighteen hundred and fifty-four, 
For fuel, compensation of Gremen, and mis a 
NEOUS HEINS... eee e ee ees 


Navy Departinent. 

For compensation of the Secretary of the Navy, 
and the elerks, messenger, and assistant mes- 
senger in his office, and (or laborer employed 
therein at the rate of four hundred and eighty 
dollars per annum, per act fourth August, 
eighteen hundred and firty-four.....cceee eee 

For compensation of the chief of the Burcau of 


3,610 90 
4,800 00 


29,200 00 


Orduance and Hydrography, and the clerks i 


and messenger in his office, and for laborer 
employed therein at the rate of four hundred 
and eighty dollars per annum, per act fourth 
August, eighteen hundred and filty-four.. 
For compensation of the Chief of we Bu 
of Navy-Yards and Docks, and the civil e 
neer, clerks, and messenger in his off 
for laborer employed therein at the rate of 
four hundred and eighty doilars per annuum, | 
per act fourth August, cightecn hundred and i 
fifty-four... 60. i 
Vur compensation of the Chief of the Burcau of 
Construction, Equipment, and Repairs, and of 
the engincer-in-chief and the clerks and mes- 
senger in his office, and for laborers employed 
therein, at tie rate of four hundred aud eighiy i 
dollars per annum, per act fourth August, cigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-fOUr. esere seeerererese 21,100 00 ! 


12,220 00 


j 


- ee 

For compensation of the clerks ai 
in the Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, and 
for laborer employed therein-at the rate of 
four hundred. and eighty dollars per annum, 
per act fourth August, eighteen hundred and 
Blty FOUR RENA Sins vaeieoncsto's Slow sige gin e'e'sy aie 

For compensation of the Chief of the Bureau of 
Medicine and Surgery, and the clerks and 
messenger in his office, and for laborer em- 
ployed therein, at the rate of four hundred and 
eighty dollars per annum, per act fourth 
August, cightcen hundred and fifty-four...... 
Contingent expenses of the Navy Department. 


Office Secretary of the Navy: 

For biank-books, binding, stationery, news- 
papers, periodicals, and miscellaneous items.. 
Bureau of Ordnance and Hydrography : 

For blank-books, stationery, and miscellaneous 
IteMS. sesse esossosresoes 
Bureau of Yards and Docks: 

For stationery, books, plans, and drawings...... 
Bureau of Construction, Equipment, and Re. 

pairs: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, printing, 
and miscellaneous ILEMS..... ec ereeeenreeeces 

Bureau of Provisions and Clothing : 

For blank-books, stationery, and miscellaneous 

items.... 
Bureau of Medicine and Surgery: 

For blank-books, stationery, and miscellaneous 

{LENS cose eee ee 


eee rescccnaeee 


For the general purposes of the Southwest 
Executive Building. 

For compensation of four watchmen of the 
Southwest Executive building...cccecesuevene 
Por contingent expenses of said building, viz: 

For labor, fuel, lights, and miscellaneous items. 


Post Office Department. 


For compensation of the Postmaster General, 
three Assistant, Postmasters General, and the 
clerks, messenger, assistant messengers and 
watchmen of said Department, and for laborers 
employed therein at the rate of four hundred 
and eighty dollars per anunum, per act fourth 


messenger | 


$8,720 00 


9,420 00 


2,840 00 


750 00 


800 00 


800. 00 


700 00 


450 00 


2,400 00 


3,865 00 


August, cighteen hundred and fifty-tour...,..150,840 00 


Contingent expenses of said Department: 


For blank-books, binding and stationery, fuel for 
the General Post Office building, ineluding the 
Auditor's office, oil, gas, and candles, day 
watehman, and for miscelianeous items. ..... 

For repairs of the General Post Office building, 
for office furniture, glazing, painting, white- 
washing, and for keeping the fire- places and 
FUENACES İN OLUCL veer csececareeesscecae saree 


Printing for Executive Departments. 


For paper and printing fot the Executive Depart- 
ments, including the annual statement of com- 
meree and navigation, and annnal estimates 
Of APPLOPTIALIONS cee eas erecee eer ere eee ereeees 


Mint of the United States. 
At Philadelphia: 

For salaries of the Director, Treasurer, Assayer, 
Melter and Retiner, Chief Coiner, and Bugra- 
ver, Assistant Assayer, Assistant Melter and 
Kefiner, and seven clerks 

For wages of workmen and adj 

For incidental and contingent expenses, includ- 
ing wastage, in addition to other available 
TONS... ccc cce en ceacansavcensecss sensaseces 

For specimens of ores and coins to be reserved 
atthe MIN ccc rece eee seooesesocoereeeonaase 

For transportation of bullion from New York 
assay oflice to the United States Mint for coin- 

Forthe purchase of new fixtures and machinery, 
At New Orleans: A 

For salaries of Suporintendent, Treasurer, As- 
say ii, Coincr, Meltcr and Refiner, and three 

slerks. 

For wages of workmer 

For incidental and contingent expenses, in 
ing wastage, in addition to other ava 
funds.... ETET 

For the increased compensation of elerks in the 
Branch Mint at New Orleans, under the 
twenty-third section of the act of third March, 
one thousand eight hundred aud fifty-five, for 
the year ending thirtieth June, one thousand 
eight Hundred and fitty-six..... 


At Charlotte, North Carolina: 
For salaries of Superintendent, Coiner, Assayer, 


sofS 
and clerk. .....5-- 
For wages of workme 
For incidental and contingent expenscs, includ- 
ing wastage, in addition to other available 


TANASE ee es Sea ee eee andeas one do eb ede ee’s 


At Dahlonega, Georgia: 
Forsalarics of Superintendent, Coiner, Assayer, 
ANE CLETK 65 543. secpieees bodes eeede essa 
For wages of wor wane 6486S 
For incidental and contingent expenses, includ- 
ing wustage, in addition to other available 


9,500 00 


3,000 00 


55,000 00 


. 27,900 00 


64,000 00 


75,000 00 
300 00 


10,000 00 
21,000 00 


18,300 00 
26,890 00 


18,010 00 


600 00 


6,000 00 
3,500 00 


2,100 00 


6,000 00 
2880 00 


2,000 00 


} 


At San Francisco, California : 

For salaries of Superintendent, Treasurer, As- 
sayer, Melter and Refiner, Coiner, and five ` 
CIETKS.sorsoersosesensereeceressrsenes oee sa e 928,000 00 

For wages of workmen and adjusters... «s... 170,200 00 

For incidental and contingent expenses, includ- 
ing wastage, in addition to other available 
LUNES... eeeseeeecoeccececetresrrssseteescens 73,300 00 
Assay Office, New York: | . 

‘For salaries.of officers and clerkSess.ssesseesse 19,200 00 

For wages of workmen ......esees teresas 43,000. 00 


Government in the Territories. 


Territory of Oregon: 

For salaries of Governor, three Judges; and Sec- 

FOLALY ss csccccceseercceree sreseterecesssess 12,500 00 
For contingent expenses of said Territory...... 1,500 00 
For compensation and: mileage of the members 

of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, 

and contingent expenses of the Assembly.... 20,000 00 

Territory of Minnesota: 

For salaries of Governor, three Judges, and Sec- 

YOLALY EEE ET ETIEK I SEL ATLATTI TT 
For contingent expenses of said Territory...... 
For compensation and mileage of the members 

of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, 

and contingent expenses of the Assembly.... 26,000 00 

Territory of New Mexico: 


For salaries of Governor, Superintendent of In- 
dian affairs, three judges, and Secretary...... 12,500 00 


9,300. 00 
1,000 00 


For contingent expenses of said Territory...-.. 1,500 00 
To enable the Governor to employ an interpre- 
LOY OF LLANSTALOT.... ccc cee e itr ee eweneeees 500 00 


For compensation and mileage of the members 

of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, 

and contingent expenses of the Assembly.... 20,000 00 
For providing for fire-proof vaults for the secu- 

rity of the archives of the Territory of New 

Mexico 

Territory of Utah: 

For salaries of Governor, Superintendent of In- 

dian affairs, three judges, and Secretary...... 12,000 00 
For contingent expenses of said Territory...... 1,000 00 
For compensation and mileage of the members 

of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, 

and contingent expenses of the Assembly.... 20,000 00 

Territory of Washington: 

For salaries of Governor, Superintendent of In- 

dian affairs, three judges, and Seeretary...... 12,500 00 
For contingent expenses of said Territory...... 1,500 00 
For compénsation and mileage of the members 

of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, 

and contingent expenses of the Assembly.... 20,000 00 

Territory of Nebraska: 

For salaries of Governor, three judges, and Sec- 

COY iktus nianse d dirani naini aa 20,500 00 
For contingent expenses of said Territory...... 1,000 00 
For compensation and mileage of the members 

of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, 

and contingent expenses of the Assembly..... 20,000 00 

Territory of Kansas: 

For salaries of Governor, three judges, and Sec- 


2,000 00 


YOLALY ee seee IITE TETT cneeeceeseeceeceree as 10,500 00 
For contingent expenses of said Territory...... 1,500 00 
Judiciary. 


For salaries of the Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court and eight Associate Judges.......4.... 54,500 00 


For salary of the circuit judge of California «4,500 00 
For salaries of the dist judges... A - 101,250 00 
For salaries of the Chief Justice of the District 


of Columbia, the Associate Judges, and the 
Judges of the Criminal Court and the Orphans? 
COUL cree ee cert ee teeetecerrectesesereces 11,700 00 


Office of the Attorney General, 
For salaries of the Attorney General, and the 


clerks and messenger in his office......++é++6 18,040 00 
For contingent expenses of the office of the At- 

torney General. .eeseososesenssonesareseesese 1,500 00 
For legal assistance and other necessary expend- 

itures in the disposal of private land claims 

in California. . 12,000 00 
For purchase of law an assay, and 

binding, tor the office of the Attorney General, 1,500 00 
For the purchase of Mexican and Spanish law 

looks for the office of the Attorney General.. 500 00 
For fuel and labor for the office of the Attorney 

General..... eae eareeeaeasonne 500 00 
For office furniture and book-cases for office of 

Attorney General. sse cece cena 500 00 
For contingent expenses of commission for eod- 
` ifving laws of the District of Coiumbia, includ- 

ing necessary books.,.. PEREP PETERA 600 00 
For compensation of the district attorneys. ..... 11,350 00 
For compensation of the Marshals... s.esess.. 9,800 00 
For salary of the Reporter of the Decisions of the 

Supreme Court ETES ETT ELi 
For salaries of two commissioners to codify laws 

of the District of Coumbia..s...esseseseeues 6,000 00 

Court of Claims. 

For saluries of three Judges of the Court of 

Claims, the Solicitor, Assistant Solicitor, and 

deputy, clerk and stant clerks, and mes- 

senger thereof. . : 27,000 00 
For stationery, faci, gas, labor, printing, and mis 

cellaneous items for the Court of Claims...... 3,000 00 
For fees of witnesses, in. behalf of the Govern- 

ment, in the Ceurt of Claims, and of agents or 

attorneys to be appointed by the Solicitor there- 

of, and to attend to takivg of depositions.....,. 1,500 00 
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Independent Treasury. 


For salaries of the Assistant Treasurers of the. 
United States, at New York, Boston, Charles- 
ton, and St. LOUIS. ......seeeecseeee seoses oe $16,500 00 
For additional salary of the Treasurer of the 
Mint at Philadelphia... .... pess asan avasees 1,000 00 
For additional salary of the Treasurer of the 
Branch Mint at New Orleans......eseeeseres 500 00 
For salaries of six additional clerks authorized by 
the acts of sixth August, eighteen hundred and 
forty-six, twelfth August, eighteen hundred and 
forty-eight, third March, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-one, thirty-first August, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-two, and fourth August, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-fOUF. sasira ence eveeseceenes 
For salary of additional clerk in office of Assist- 
ant Treasurer at Boston. ..ccssscerecsseecee . 
For salaries of clerks, messengers, and watch- 
men in the office of the Assistant Treasurer at 
New York..... Sele eeu reo je eine ecie ve sine 8 oe 
For salary of a clerk to the Treasurer of the 
Branch Mint at San Francisco, California.... 
For contingent expenses under the act for the 
safe-keeping, collecting, transfer,and disburse- 
ment of the public revenue, of sixth August, 
eighteen hundred and forty-six, in addition to 
premium received on transfer drafts....cesse6 
For compensation to special agents to examine 
the books, accounts, and money on hand of 
the several depositories, under the act of sixth 
August, eighteen hundred and forty-six...... 
For compensation to such persons as may be 
designated by the Secretary of the Treasury to. 
receive and keep the public money, under the 
fifteenth section of the act of sixth August, 
eighteen hundred and forty-six, for the addi- 
tional services required under that act, at the 
same rates provided in the act approved second 
March, eighteen hundred and fifty-three, and 
underthe same restrictions andlimitations.... 
For salaries of nine. supervising and fifty local 
inspectors, appointed under act thirtieth Au- 
gust, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, for the 
better protection of the lives of passengers by 
steamboats, with traveling and other expenses 
incurred by them.... 


Expenses of the Collection of Revenue from 
Lands. 


To meet the expenses of collecting the revenue 

from the sales of public lands in the several 

land States and Territories, in addition to 

the balances of former appropriations : 

For salaries and commissions of registers of land 
offices, and receivers of public moneys. ...... 209,000 00 

For expenses of depositing public moneys by re- 
ceivers Of public MONEYS. .cencreceeverseeeee 38,000 00 
15,000 00 


6,500 00 
1,200 00 


13,900 00 
2,500 00 


10,000 00 


5,000 00 


15,000 00 


80,000 00 


Fer incidental expenses of the several land 


OMICESs. cevececnnees seccenseerteeseeenn evens 
Penitentiary. 


For compensation of the Warden, Clerk, Phy- 
sician, Chaplain, Assistant Keepers, Guards, 
and Matron of the Penitentiary of the District 
of Columbia... seas ss. 

For compensation of three Inspectors of said 


veeseees 12,560 00 


Penitentiary ......csees be see acne coon eneeees 750 00 
For the support and maintenance of said Peni- 

tentiary, including four thousand dollars for 

LUINACES ee eseeseees eee nee eee seve etenees + 10,085 00 


For defraying the expenses of the Supreme, cir- 
cuit, and district courts of the United States, 
including the District of Columbia; also for 
jurors and witnesses, in aid of the funds aris- 
ing from fines, penaltfes, and forfeitures in- 
curred in the fiseal year ending June thirtieth, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-seven, and previous 
years; and likewise fordefraying the expenses 
or suits in which the United States are con- 
cerned, and of prosecutions for offenses com- 
mitted against the United States, and for the 
safe-keeping Of prisoners... +.ss eseese see 1,000,000 00 
For rent of Surveyor General’s office in Oregon, 
fuel, books, stationery, and other incidental 
EXPCNSES srescceccrseceeeres 
For office rent for the Surveyor General of Wash- 
ington Territory, fucl, books, stationery, and 
other incidental expenses... s.e 
For rent of Surveyor Gencral’s office in Kansas 
and Nebraska, fuel, books, stationery, and 
other incidental expenses z 
For office rent for the Surveyor General of Utah 
Territory, fuel, books, stationery, furniture, 
and other incidental expenses . 
For compensation of a Transla: 
the Surveyor General of New 
For rentof the Surveyor General’s officein New 
Mexico, fuel, books, stationery, and other in- 
cidental Expenses........s- REET p 
For compensation, in part, for the messenger in 
charge of the main furnace ia the Capitol, 
three hundred and fifty dollars, and twenty 
per cent. thereon, per act twenty-second April, 
one thousand cight hundred and fifty-four.... 
For compensation to the laborer in charge of the 
water-clos in the Capitol, three hundred 
and sixty-five dollars, and twenty per cent. 
thereon, per act twenty-second April, one 
thousand eight hundred and fifty-four........ 
For compensation to the Public Gardener, twelve 
hundred dollars, and twenty per cent. thereon, 
per aet twenty-second April, one thousand 
eizbt hundred and fifty-four... ce cere eee 
For compensation of sixteen laborers employed 
in the public grounds and President’s garden, 


3,000 00 


seen steecees eee 


3,000 00 


3,000 00 


420 00 


438 00 


1,440 00 


| 
i 


at forty dollars per month each, and twenty 
per cent. thereon, per act twenty-second April, 
one thousand eight hundred and fifty-four.... 
For compensation of the keeper of the western 
gate, Capitol square, seven hundred and thirty 
dollars, and twenty per cent. thereon, per act 
twenty-second April, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and fifty-fOUr. siressa cccscsaceveseccace 
For compensation of two day watchmen em- 
ployed in the Capitol square, at five hundred 
dollars each, and twenty per cent. thereon, per 
act twenty-second April, one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty-four... ..ccccesceceeeeeceeee 
For compensation of two night watchmen em- 
ployed at the President’s House, at five hun- 
dred dollars each, and twenty per cent. there- 
on, per act twenty-second April, one thousand 
eight hundred and fifty-four...c.ccsscersecee 
For compensation of the Doorkeeper of the Pres- 
ident’s House, five hundred dollars, and twenty 
per cen}. thereon, per act twenty-second April, 
one thousand eight hundred and fifty-four.... 
For compensation of the Assistant Doorkeeper 
at the President’s House, three hundred and 
sixty-five dollars, and twenty per cent. thereon, 
per act twenty-sceond April, one thousand 
eight hundred and fifty-four.......cee cece ecee 
For compensation of one night watchman, em- 
ployed for the better protection of the building 
lying south of the Capitol, and used as publie 
stables and carpenter shops, five hundred dol- 
lars, and twenty per cent. thereon, per act 
twenty-second April, one thousand eight han- 
dred and fifty-four... s.s ese eesosoossosesoeso A 
For compensation of four Drawkeepers at the 
Potomac bridge, and twenty per cent. thereon, 
per act twenty-second April, one thousand 
eight hundred and fifty-four, and for fuel, oil, 
AN AMPS... ....cseeee eves sreeee wesveceninecs 
For compensation of two Drawkeepers at the 
two bridges across the Eastern Branch of the 
Potomac, at four hundred and fifty dollars 
each, and twenty per cent. thereon, per act 
twenty-second April, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and fifty-four, and for fuel, oil, and lamps, 
For arrearages due Bailey Brown, keeper of the 
upper Eastern Branch bridge, for expenses 
incurred in the years eighteen hundred and 
fifty-three and eighteen hundred and fifty-four, 
in the purchase of fuel, oil, and repairs of 
TAINS. 0s sce cncece torsaccccccvcssesescsecies 
For compensation of the Auxiliary Guard, and 
for fuel, and oil for amps...ccseccssassseseee 
For Furnace-Keeper at the President’s House.. 
For printing and publishing one thousand copies 
of the papers of James Madison, now in the 
archives of the State Department, under the 
direction and control of the Joint Committee 
on the Library of Congress E 
To enable the Secretary of War to employ one 
clerk of class four, in the office of the Colonel 
of Topographical Engineers, and to take one 
clerk from class two and add one to class four 
in his OffiCe.ssessssasesereserees cece svoves{ Lndefinite.] 
To enable the Secretary of the Interior to em- 
ploy in his office one clerk of class four, and 
temporarily one clerk of class two, to take 
charge of the census returns... . ++ [Indefinite.} 
To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to em- 3 
ploy one clerk of class three in the office of the 
Fifth Auditor, and to take one clerk from class 
two and add one to class three in the office of 
the First Comptroller; and to take one clerk 
from class three and add one to class four in 
the office of the Register. ..assessesse eese.. [Endefinite.] 
To enable the Secretary of War to employ tem- 
porary clerks in the office of the Quartermaster 
General, on bounty-land Service.. s... essens 
To enable the Secretary of State to pay to the 
clerks in his office of class four the same com- 
pensation as was paid to the same class in 
other Executive Departments, from the first of 
July, eighteen hundred and fifty-three, to the 
thirtieth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-five, 
INCLUSIVE.. cee eee eens 


$9,216 00 


876 00 


1,200 90 


1,200 00 


600 00 


438 00 


600 00 


3,266 00 


1,180 00 


100 00 


19,400 00 
365 00 


6,000 00 


5,000 00 


2,178 76 


86,445,620 86 


By the act making appropriations for Fortifica- 
tions and other works of defense, and for re- 
pairs of Barracks and Quarters, for the year 
ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-seven. 


! For Fort Montgomery, outlet of Lake Champlain, $25,000 00 


For Fort Knox, at the Narrows of the Penob- 


scot river, MainC...esseeeee Se ee e 60,000 00 
For Fort Winthrop, Governor’s Islan oston 
NOE ac Gass asdsa nanara aareas ds. 1000000 


For Fort Richmond, at the Narrows, New York 

harbor... scree de eecn cere EEEE ane sasaaa 75,006 00 
For Fort Warren, Boston harbor ... s.. 20,000 00 
For Fort Dejaware, Delaware river . 50,000 00 
For Fort Carroll, Baltimore harbor.. 50,000 00 
For Fort Calhoun, entrance to Hampton Reads, 


te 


Virginia. sss cece esse cece rece sence seeeeeesee 50,000 00 
For Fort Sumpter, Charleston harbor, South Car- 

Olina. sesers cecceeeeeseeseeereceserecsee sere 50,000 00 

| For Fort Pulaski, Savannah river, Georgia..... 19,000 00 


For Fort Clinch, entrance to Cumberland Sound, 
Florida .... wee ner ee 25,000 00 
For Fort Mef tion of its site 

Pe ee . 25,000 00 


| For Fort Barancas, Pensacola harbor, Florida.. 25,000 00 


For Fort Gaines, Dauphin Island, Alabama .... 50,000 00 


For Fort Taylor, Key West, Florida... se se 4. $150,000200 ©. 
For Fort Jefferson, Tortugas, Florida eae + 46 150,000 100; : 
For fonifications at Alcatraz Island, San Fran- > e = SoS 

cisco Bay, California. seris erre eepe v ereas o s 200,000 -00 
For Fortifications at Fort Point, entrance of San ee 

Francisco Bay, California. a.s.a eraan i eae a. 250,000.00. 
For repairs of Castle Pinckney, Charleston hart- ; 

DOK css eens vce nceseoereccescetesseaseeesssee 10,000 00 
For repairs of Fort Jackson, Savannah river... 14,000 00 
For repairs of Fort Morgan, mouth of Mobile sae 

Bay, Alabama. .ceseceseacccusensecscsesvens 2500000 
For the extension of battery at Fort Jackson, 

Mississippi river. «x»... ikra 10,006 09 
For repairs and extension of Fort St. Philip 

Mississippi river.. tescas 80,000 00 
For contingent expenses of fortifications not 

herein mentioned, the preservation of sites, the 

protection of titles, and repairs of sudden 
damages to [Oris ccseassservarcerecesscsecee 


30,300 00 


$1,703,300 00 


By the act making an appropriation for the sur- 
vey of the Southern Boundary Line of Kansas 
Territory, 

To exeeute the act entitled “An act to authorize the 
President of the United States to cause the southern 


boundary line of Kansas Territory to be surveyed and 
marked ssseressosersseresrovovueren ce vere eeG39,400 00 


By the joint resolution for enlarging the Custom- 
House, Post Office, and Court-House at Buffalo, 
New York. ; 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to. extend the 
building now in process of construction at Buffalo, for a 
custom-house, post-office, court-rooims, &c., not exceed- 
ing twenty-five fect in length, and erect proper vaults 
therein, if, in his discretion, the public. interest requires 


ME SAMC cer eesee cers seectrenevessesecaep en 883,000 00 
FOr CONUNZENCICS. eers eeeeuseereeseensscasenss 3300 00 
$36,300 00 


By the joint resolution for enlarging the Custom- 
House, Post Office, and Court-House, at Cleve- 
land, Ohio. 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to cause the build- 
ing provided by law to be constructed at Cleveland, in 
the State of Ohio, for a custom-house, post office, and 
court-house, to'be increased ia length over the plan here- 
tofore adopted for that purpose, not to exceed twenty-five 
fect, and to modify and enlarge said plan so as to adapt 
the same to such increased length, if, in the opinion of 
the Secretary, the public convenience shall require such 
MOGIACATIONL. cece sssosese cen erenec sere ees $80,000 00 

For superintendence and contingencies. .:..+...+.3,0U0 00 


$33,000 00 


By the joint resolution for enlarging the Custom- 
House, Post Office, and Court-House, at Mil- 
waukee, Wisconsin. 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to extend the 
building now in process of construction at Milwaukee, 
for a custom-house, post office, court-rooms, &c., not 
exceeding twenty-five feet in length, and erect proper 
vaults therein, if, in his discretion, the public interest 
TUQUIFES the SAME. cra veceecee cesses onea ee e &33,000 00 

For contingencies sseseessresssoasereooooceese 3,300 00 


$36,300 00 


By the resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to modify the plan of the Cus- 
tom-House at Ellsworth, Maine. 


| To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to modify the plan 


of the custom-house in process of construction at Elis- 
worth, Maine sses ossessesssasssoeseesueseei $3,000 00 


By the joint resolution giving an increased Com- 
pensation to all Laborers in the employment 
of the Executive and Legislative Departments 
of the Government in the city of Washington. 


For the compensation of one principal messenger in each 
of the offices of the Secretaries of State, Treasury, Inte- 
rior, War, and Navy, Postmaster General, and Attomey 
General, at an annual salary of nine hundred dollars, 
and one principal messenger in each of the bureaus of 
the several Exeeutive Departments, at an annualsalary 
of eight hundred and forty dollars cach; and all other 
messengers or assistant messengers now authorized by 
Jaw to be employed in said Departments, at an annual 
salary of seven hundred dollars; and all laborers in 
the employment of the Government in the Executive 
Departments, and on the public grounds in the city of 
Washington, at an annual salary of six hundred dollars 
each, from and after the first day of July, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-siX.ccescseserseecectcesevecs Indefinite. ] 


By the act for the relief of the distributees af 
Colonel William Linn. 


To settle with the distributees of Colonel William. Linn, an 
officer in the revolutionary army, and to allow them five 
years’ full pay as a colonel, which is the commutation of 
half-pay for WC. csssese serene ereere sereoo [Tndefinite.] 
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By the act forthe relief of Jacob Dodson. 


-pays A private, during: me war, in Captain Richard 
Jwens colipany of the Caltiforaia baitalion, and who | 
; discharged therefroni on the fourteenth of April, one 
Hieusand igin hundred and forty seven, at Los Angeles, 
nin California, all the pay and allowances to which he 
“.would be entitled under the existing laws for such ser- 
“-viee,in the same. minner as if he had. been legally 
“enlisted: in, and honorably discharged from, the. service 
of the: United States, dedaeung therefrom the sum of 
“two. hundred: and ‘eighty-one dollars, paid to hiin by 
g Colonet J) C. Frémont for his services as a member 
of the exploring expedition, within the period named 
BDOVG. cc cevececscaceceteccovevecccoveseee{ indefinite. ] 


e relief of William M. F. 
Magraw. i 


For inereased expenses and difficulties of carrying th 
mails along the route number eight thousand nine han- 
dred and. eleven, from Independence to Salt Lake, for 
the year ending on the eighteenth day of August, eighteen 
hundred and (:ty-siX. ceases eee ee $86,000 00 

Fór rulit indemnity for his claim for property 
stolen and destroyed by the Indians, as in- 

_ elided in his account filed with the Commis- 
ioner OF Indian AMALS....ccceeaceesvereees 


By the act ‘for th 


17.750 00 


By the act for the relief of John S. Pendleton. 


For his full compensation while employed as Minister of 
the United States on special mission to tie Oriental 
Republic of Uruguay, in the year eighteen hundred and 
fitty two, the sun ‘of nine hundred dollars, deducting 
therefrom any amount which he may have heretofore 
received as compensation in said mission... .{Tndefinite.] 


Por like full compensation for his services in the 
same character tothe Republic of Paraguay, in 
‘the year eighteen hundred and fifty-three, nine 
thousand dollars, dedueting therefrom any 
amount cf moncy he may have heretofore 
received as compensation in said mission to 
Paraguay cccececsecegcceeeereerers c...e- [Inde finite. ] 


"By the act for the relief of Emma Bidamon. 


In full payment of the sum adjudged and decreed to ber in 
lieu of dower by the circuit court of the United States 
for the district of Hlinois, at the” July term, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-two, in the case of “ The United States 
ws. Joseph Smith et GL? usesesessresassseo -(Indefinite.] 


By the act making appropriation for the payment 

of certain Claims. 

To pay to Samuel P. Todd, a purser in the Navy, the 
amount of depreciation upon certain Treasury notes sold 
by him for tbe purpose of paying seamen and others 
employed inthe United States Delaware flotilla, in the 
year cigbtcen hundred and fourteen ....seeee. ROOT 00 

To pay to John Shaw, of Wisconsin, in Cull for 
his services, travel, and attendance, as an in- 
terpreter upon the trial of certain Winnebago 
Indians, in the year eighteen hundred and 
twenty-eight, before the Hon. James Duane 
Doty, at Prairie du Chien, 7 

To may Isadore D. Beaugrand in full for expenses 
incurred and money expended by him for sub- 
sisteace, quarters, and transportation furnished 
to Captain Bradley’s company of Ohio volun- 
teers, from the first to the fifth of June inclu- 
sive, cigbteen hundred and forty-six, prior to 
their being mustered into the service of the 
United States for the Mexican Wafsssssssssee 


+s 1,000 00 


257 12 


$1,810 12 


By the act authorizing a settlement of the accounts 
of Charles P, Babcock, late Indian agent at 
Detroit, in the State of Michigan. 

For expenses incurred for premiums in exchanging gold for 

silver coin, and also for one quarter’s salary for his own 
services ...... 57 22 


By the act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Captain Joseph H. Whipple, deceased. 


For money expended on account of barracks at “ Turkey 
VIVE scacescecsneccccesceeene tess sesces sree -81,298 03 


By the act for the relief of Elizabeth V. Lomax, 
only surviving child of Captain William Lind- 
say, of the Revolution. 

For the arrears of pension due Captain William Lindsay, 
from the first of October, seventeen hundred and seventy- 
eight, to the first of September, seventeen hundred and 
NINCLY-SEVEN scccecrrsceneeerrencensenascecss GO 675 00 


By the act for the relief of the legal representa- 
atives of Zadock Thompson, of Vermont. 
For his services in preparing a historieal introduction to the 


returns of the Seventh Census for the State of Ver- 
3300 00 


TOL cance cove teena scene neracresarseasaetses 


| 


By the act for the relief of Levi Robinson. 
For fishing bounty for eighteen hundred and fifty-two, said jj 


| By the act for the relief of John H. Scranton and 


schooner having complied with ill the requisitions of law 
to entitle her 10 bounty, but. was. unable to present her | 
papers, they having been consumed by fire... $216 00 | 


By the act for the relief of the owners and shares- | 
men of the fishing schooners Wanderer, Mary, 
Olive Branch, Two Brothers, and Brothers. 


To the owners of schooner Wanderer, of Bristol, Maine, 
asbounty for eighteen hundred and forty-eight, $136 00 
To the owners of the schooner Mary, of Brooks- 
ville, Maine, as. bounty for eighteen bundred 
and FUILY-tWO.. eee cece ence ete e ee een eeenees 137 81 
To the owners of the schooner Olive Branch, of 
Sedgwick, Maine, as bounty for eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-tWO....cseccesseserseeceer eres 154 90 
To the owners of the schooner Two Brothers, of 
Sedgwick, Maine, as bounty for eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-two. .:.. eos UNC a sike Nene TA 126 35 
To the schooner Brothers, of Lyme, Connecticut, 
as bounty foreighteen hundred and fifty-three, 360 00 
$915 06 


By the act for the relief of Bridget Maher. 


For hoarding: certain Cherokee Indians from the State of 
North Carolina, disallowed by the Secretary of the Fante- 
rior on the nineteenth of July, eighteen hundred and fifty- 

$293 00 


WO eee ccc cne cance e ence near ecermereeeee teno 


By the act for the relief of Charles Stearns 


For losses sustained and expenses incurred in defending | 
his title to certain tands claimed by the United States ; £ 
and also in defending two criminal prosecutions brought 
against him by direction of Secretary of War, $5,000 00 


By the act for the relief of Dempsey Pittman. 


By the act for the relief of Norwood McClelland, 
master of steamboat ** New World.” 

For losses and expenses occasioned by the detention of 
the steamboat “ New World,” in the Arkansas river, 
while engaged in transporting military stores belonging to 
the United States trom New Orleans to Fort Smith, 
during the year one thousand eight hundred and fifty- 
FIVC. ce ceecccescecseceeee seseeseseereeree SIZ BBI 86 


By the act for the relief of Thomas H. Baird. 


To pay to Thomas H. Baird, administrator of the estate of 
Absalom Baird, a commissioned surgeon in the Army of 
the Revolution, the sum of ten thousand seventy: four 
dollars and eighty four cents, with interest thereon from 
the twenty-seventh day of Octobey, eighteen hundred 
and five, to the first day of June, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-six, deducting therefrom the sum of twenty-four 
hundred dollars paid under the act of June twenty-third, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-six.. «sea. ees e.. $10,874 84 


By the act for the relief of Abraham Kintzing. 


For the difference between his salary as special Examiner 
and that of Assistant Appraiser, for three months and 
twenty-five days, the period during which he performed 
the duties of the tatter office, in addition to his own, in 
cousequence ofthe death of its incumbeut... $319 50 


By the act for the relief of Francis A. Gibbons, | 
and Francis X. Kelly. 

For the balance due them, under their contract with the 

United States, for the building of light houses in Cali- 

fornia and Oregon........66 secceeees POI,190 54 


By the act for the relief of the heirs of Jabez B. 
Rooker, deceased. 

For the time he was actually employed in the office of 
the Commissioner of Public Buildings, subsequently to 
the third day of March, eighteen hundred and forty- | 
thre@. ccc cccccccecereccceccccscceveses seee{ indefinite. ] 


James M. Hunt. | 


For conveying the United States mail on Puget Sound, in | 
the years one thousand eight hundred and fifty-four and | 
one thousand eight hundred and fifty-five......$7,833 33 


By the act for the relief of Adam D. Steuart, and 
of Alexander Randall, executor of Daniel 
Randall. 


{ 

i 

t 

| 

To pay a commission of one per cent. upon such amounts | 
ot money as were respectively collected by the said 

Adam D. Steuart and Danici Randall, and by them dis- | 

bursed or paid into the Treasury of the United States, in | 

virtue of the authority specially invested in them, by | 

order of the commanding general of the United States 

Army, and arising from duties on imports, taxes, or 

other assessments in Mexico, during the late war with 

that Republic. ccscecesecsceceeecescvsecees [Indefinite.] 


‘By the act for the relief of Brevet Brigadier Gen- 
eral John B. Walbach, of the Unitcd States 
Army. 


For the extra services performed by the said Walbach, as 


aid-de-camp to General Wilkinson, commissioner of the 
United States to treat with the western ‘Indians, in the 
years one thousand eight hundred and one, -and one 
thousand eight hundred and two..........,.[indefinite.] 


By the act for the relief of Isaac Cook and 

others. 

For the use. of the schooner ‘Tempest,”? belonging to 
them and impressed by Major J. G. Camp, in the month 
of September, anno Domini one thousand eight hundred 
ANd fOUrteen .. cee ene soesassecesesosenere ones $200 00 


By the act for the relief of Franck Taylor. 


For the amounts of duties paid by or for him to the collect- 
ors of the ports of New York and Philadelphia upon im- 
portations of quills, by or for him, during the years eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-three, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
four, and eighteen hundred and fifty-five...[Indefinite.} 


By the act for the relief f Anthony Rankin, of 
Tennessee. 


For the amount paid by said Rankin in eighteen hundred 
and fourteen, while engaged in the military service of the 
United States, for medical aid and attendance when con~ 
fined by severe illNesS..s.esssresesso seen eveeeee 830 00 


By the act for the relief of John Poe, of Lou- 
isville, Kentucky. 
For his services in purchasing horses and mules for the 
Army of the United States in eighteen hundred and forty- 
752 5 


755 


BIX cece ccecaneeseceguseserene 


By the act for the relief of Josiah S. Little. 


For a piece of land to which he lost title by the operation 
of the fourth article of the “ Treaty to settle and define 
the boundaries between the territories of the United 
States and the possessions of her British Majesty,’ 
&e., of the ninth of August, eighteen hundred and forty- 

$1,000 00 


UWO cece ceca renee ee neeeeaeereeeesne erates 


By the act for the relief of Nathan M. Lounsbury. 


For arrears of Pension, from the eighteenth day of March, 
cightcen hundred and eighteen, to the fourth day of Feb- 
ruary, eighteen hundred and twenty-six.....++- $756 00 


By the act for the relief of John H. Scranton and 
James M. Hunt, owners of the steamer Major 
Tompkins. 


For the services rendered, and for the risk, loss, and dam- 
ages ineurred in saving the United States mails and 
treasure, and in rescuing the passengers and crew which 
were on board the steamer Southerner, at the time of the 
wreck of that vessel on the uninhabited coast of Wash- 
ington Territory, in the month of December, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and fifty-four, and for the clothing 
and subsistence necessarily furnished to said passengers 
ANG CLOW. sicccveccecccececereeseesveses sees $9,600 00 


By the act for the relief of John M. McIntosh. 


For the amount-of two accounts against the Government, 
duly certified to be correct, in favor of Jobn Clutes and 
Jacob Hart, for eighty-two dollars each; said accounts 
being on duplicate certificates, the originals having been 
lost and considered as Canceled...scccesseeeees B164 00 


By the joint resolution authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to settle the accounts of Oliver 
M. Wozencraft. 


For actual disbursements made by him......... $7,000 00 


By the joint resolution for the relief of Dr. Wil- 
liam P. A. Hail, late of Tennessee volunteers 
in the Mexican war. 


For medical services rendered to the volunteers while 
serving in Mexico, upon the following principles, to wit: 
to allow said Dr. Hail the pay of assistant surgeon while 
engaged in professional services, with the consent of his 
commanding officer, deducting therefrom the amount 
paid to said Hail asa private in the first regiment of 
‘Tennessee volunteers, during the period he performed 
the duties Of SUgCOU..senasssesrsrsesereo .{Indefinite.} 


By the resolution for the settlement of the ac- 
counts of Charles M. Strader and Edward P. 
Johnson, mail contractors. 


For the discontinuance of that part of their aforesaid con- 
tract under the order of the Postmaster General, dated 
sixth of February, eighteen hundred and_forty-one, as 
may appear by the records of the Post Office Depart- 
MEN ecceccrcecccseee sevccsenesseseee caves e[ Undefinite. J 


By the act to supply an omission in the Enroll- 
ment of a certain act. 


For the completion of the marine hospital at Cincinnati 
ODIO ss cs covecccecceecntaretsstvove seve ex ie 0000 06 
For improving Battery and Washington streets, 

and road-way O P around the custom-house 

at San Francisco, California.. e.s.. seser. oee 13,401 30 


$99,401 30 
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Appropriations. 


By the act making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Army for the year ending the thir- 
ticth of June, one thousand eight hundred and 
fifty-seven. 

For expenses of recruiting, transportation of recruits, three 
mouths? extra pay to non-commissioned officers, musi- 
cians, and privates on reénlistment.........9300,000 00 

For pay of the Army....... 3,275,170 00 

For commutation of officers’ subsistence. ...... 651,987 00 

For commutation of forage for officers’ horses. . 122,304 00 

For payment in lien of clothing for officers? ser- 
vant seso ak +e. 39,440 00 

For subsistence in kind.... . 1,989,834 00 

For clothing forthe Army, camp and garrison 
EquUIpaAge-sesessrersresrenenerisreeereee eee. e 624,833 57 

For the regular supplies of the quartermaster’s 
department, consisting of fuel for the officers, 
enlisted men, guard, hospitals, store houses, 
and offices ; forage in kind for the horses, 
mules, and oxen of the quartermaster’s de- 
partment, at the several posts and stations, 
and with the armies in the field; for the horses 
of the two regiments of dragoons, the two 
regiments of cavalry, the regiment of mounted 
riflemen, the companies of light artillery, and 
such companies of iutantry as may be mounted, 
and for the authorized number of officers? 
horses, when serving in the field and at the 


outpo of straw for soldiers’ bedding, and of 
stationery, including @eompany and other blank 


books for the Army, certificates for discharged 
soldiers, blank forms for the pay and quarter- 
master’s departinents ; and for the printing of 
division and department orders, Army regula- 
CONS, ANA LEPOLTS. . ver eee cceeeeevveess se 1,010,000 00 
For the incidental expenses of the quarter- 
master’s department, consisting of postage on 
letters and packets reccived and sent by offi- 
cers of the Army on public service ; expenses 
of courts-martial and courts of inquiry, includ- 
ing the additional compensation to judges-ad- 
vocate, recorders, members, and witnesses, 
while on that service, under the act of March 
sixteenth, eighteen hundred and two; extra 
pay to soldiers employed. under the direction 
of the quartermaster’s department, in the erec- 
tion of barracks, quarters, store-houses, and 
hospitals; the construction of roads, and other 
constant labor, for periods of not Jess than ten 
days, under the acts of March second, eighteen 
hundred and nineteen, and August fourth, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four, including those 
employed as clerks at division and department 
headquarters, expenses of expresses to and 
from the frontier posts and armics in the field ; 
of escorts to paymasters, and other disbursing 
officers and tains, when military escorts can- 
nol be furnished; expenses of the interment of 
non-commissioned officers and soldiers; au- 
thorized office furniture; hire of laborers in 
the quartermaster’s department, including hire 
of interpreters, spies, and guides for the Army 3 
compensation of clerks to officers of the quar- 
termaster’s department; compensation of for- 
age aud wagon masters, authorized by the act 
of July fifth, eighteen hundred and thirty-eight ; 
for the apprehension of deserters, and the ex- 
enses incident to their pursuit; the following 
expenditures required for the two regiments of 
dragoons, the two regiments of cavalry, the 
regiment of mounted riflemen, and such com- 
panics of infantry as may be mounted, viz: 
the purchase of traveling forges, blacksmith’s 
woeing tools, horse and mule shoes and 
‘on and steel for shoeing, hire of veter- 
surg¢ons, medicines for horses and 
picket ropes, and shoeing the horses 
COMPS esis ceases . 350,000 00 
For constructing barracks and other buildings 
pos which it may be necessary to occupy 
during the year; and for repairing, altering, 
and enlarging buildings at the established posts, 
including hire or commutation of quarters for 
officers on military duty; hire of quarters for 
troops, of store-houses for the safe- keeping of 
military stores, and of grounds for summer can- 
tonments; for encampments and temporary 
frontier StAtlONS. .. cee cee eee eee eee 
For mileage or alowanee made to officers of the 
Army, for the transportation of themselves 
and their baggage, when traveling on duty 


a 


Without troops OF CSCOFtS cee eeeeee sees eenen e 120,090 00 | 


For transportation of the Army, including the 
baggage of the troops when moving cither by 
land or water; of clothing, camp and garrison 
equipage, from the depot at Philadelphia to 
the several posts and army depots; horse equip- 
ments, and of subsistence, from the places of 
purchase and trom the places of delivery, 
under contract, ta sitch places as the circum- 
stances of the service may require it to he 
sent; of ordnance, ordnance stores, and sml- 

es, to the 

, and 

and fer- 


ifications, frontier p 
eights, wharf 


> tor 
pots; f 


arts, deny 
going vex and boats 
of supplies, and for ga 
ge and 


eartage at the several pos 


for the 


sters; transportation of funds 
pay and other disbursing departments 5 the ex- 
per ing publie transports on the vari- 


srivers, the Gulfof Mexico and the Auvantic 


j and Pacific; and for procuring water at such 

posts as, from their situation, require that it 

be brought from a distance ; and for clearing 

roads, and removing obstructions from roads, 

“harbors, and rivers, to the extent which may 

be required for the aetual operations of the 

troops on the frontier ...ss.ssseeesere e... $1,500,000 00 
For purchase of horses for the two regiments of 

dragoons, the two regiments of cavairy, the 

regiment of mounted riflemén, the companies 

of light artillery, and such infantry as it may 

be found necessary to mount at the frontier 
+. 290,000 00 
+ 12,000 00 

75,000 00 


POSES... oe ssussososeaseasrosos 
For contingencies of the Army......... 
For the medical and hospital departments...... 
For contingent expenses of the Adjutant Gen- 

eral’s department, at division and department 


headquarters... .6osscccsivevevesccssveviavess 400 00 
For compensation of the clerk and messenger in 

the office of the commanding general........ 2,000 00 
For contingent expenses of the office of the com- 

manding general......ccceesceceeeccseuv eves 300 00 


For armament of fortifications. ... 0.66 essere ee. e 125,000 60 
For ordnance, ordnance stores, and supplies, 
including horse equipments for the mounted 


POGUUCNES. iad ps vied veewes saves osese aes. 203,000 09 
For the current expenses of the ordnance ser- 
MICO Sz AE wae ssteat ta TETERE ES 100,000 00 


| For the manufacture of arms at the national 
ALMOTICS.. oc ccce cere ween cece cece cnee esse cess 200,000 00 
To enable Thomas H. Barlow, of Kentucky, to 
manufacture one of his newly-invented rifle i 
cannon, for the purpose of testing the feasi- 
bility of their use in the military or naval ser- 
| vice of the COUNETY.. ccc cece cece cece eeeneees 
| For arsenals, including the purchase of sites for 
new arsenals of deposit in Texas and New 
i} Mexico, and for the erection of suitable maga- 
zines and other arsenal buildings in Texas, in 
California, in Washington or Oregon Terri- 
tory, and in New MCXICO,..... 006s sese sese 6 6230,157 00 


3,000 00 


chinery at Harper’s Ferry......eeee cece orero 
For repairs and new machinery at Springfield 
armory, Massachusetts ..ceceeeeseneeeee 
For the completion, including water-wheels and 
shafting of the new  water-shops, grading 
grounds, and construction of bridge at Spring- 
| field armory, Massachusetts cee T 
For surveys for military defenses, geographical 
explorations, and reconnaissances, for military 
PUIPOSCS oo .ee cece Taani Epen AASTA R ETERA 
For purchase and repairs of instruments...... 4. 
For continning the survey of the northern and 
northwestern lakes, including Lake Superior.. 50,000 00 
For printing charts of lake surveys........e+0+. 5,000 00 
For the Post Office extension.........-..-...-,-300,000 00 
| For arrearages prior to July first, one thousand 
| eight hundred and fifteen, payable through the 
office of the Third Auditor, under an act ap- 
4; proved May first, one thousand eight hundred 
and twenty, ın addition to the balance undrawn 
| in the Treasury. sis soer anir ters cern eeeevece 
| For pay, furnishing and maintaining with quar- 
termaster’s stores and supplies, and subsist- 
ence of mounted and foot companies of Florida 
volunteers called into the service of the Uni- 
ted States ....cssevcccccececccccereessenes 240,667 52 


38,892 00 
38,000 00 


60,000 00 


25,000 00 
15,000 00 


2,000 00 


i 
fi 
| 


\ $12,268,965 09 


| By the resolution authorizing the purchase and 
| restoration to the British Government of the 
ship “ Resolute,’’ late of the British Navy. 


j 
li The President of the United States to cause the said ship 
i “í Resvlute,” with all her armament, equipment, and the 
|] property on board when she arrived in the United States, |} 
I| and which has been preserved in good condition, to be |! 
purchased of her present owncrs, and that he send the j; 
i said ship, with everything pertaining to her as aforesaid, 
after being fully repaired and equipped at one of the 
! navy-yards of the United States, back to England under 
| contral of the Secretary of the Navy, with a reqnest to 
her Majesty’s Government that the United States may 


aeeoea -500,000 00 || 


be allowed to restore said ship “ Resolute” to her Maj- | 
@SLY7S SELVICE sss eee eee ee rere een ease eer 40,000 00 


| By the act for the relief of Henry L. Robinson. | 
For retained bounty. and for his services in the United || 
States Army, from April, eighteen hundred and fourteen, | 
to the day of his discharge in February, eighteea hundred | 
and HEED. ecece cece ceneee ee ener esettees sees BITL 00 


For repairs and improvements and new ma- j 


| and for quarters and material furnished the wounded 


fourteen. see sec eecceine essaim aia SIIT S0 


By the act for the relief of Calvin Hall, assignee 
of William Jones. ; 


For the value of three hundred and two sheep belonging 
to said Jones, and which were ianproperty seized and 
sold by the Government officers, in the year eighteen. 
hundred and fitty-oue, for an alleged “nonpayment of 

uties Pees e eee ese escacces seco areuaree sees Indefinite, ] 


By the act for the relief of Captain Thomas Ap 
Catesby Jones. 


For the moneys paid. by him to Hall McAlister, Esq., as 
counsel on the trial of Black, and five others, for mutiny, 
before a general naval court-martial on board the sloop- 
of-war ‘* Warren,’? in October, eighteen hundred and 
FOYTY-NNE . cece ee cece ceen sens reeeeeseree vee ne, GIVI OB 


| By the act for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Thomas Gordon, deceased. 


For a certificate given by Timothy Pickering, quatermaster 
general, to the said Thomas Gordon, deceased, for nine- 
teen and eighteen-ninetieths dollars, and interest, and 
bearing date the twenty-ninth of July, one thousand 
seven hundred and cighty-two.........+...fIndefinite.] 


RECAPITULATION, 
! Civil, Diplomatic, and Miscellaneous...... $20,634,395 70 
| Army Fortifications and Military Academy, 15,776,159 09 
Indian Department, Naval, Invalid, and 

other Pensions... 05405 sasenicssceoenses 
| Naval Service..........6 
Post Office Department... 
| Ocean Steam Mail Service......ccseeceves 


3,980,917. 85 
11,985,045 59 
13,581,681 00 
2,013,600 00 


TOA seveersesssecceeeeeceerevcs © $67,271,799 23 


De care merece 


One e we neee 


II. — OFFICES CREATED, AND THE SALARIES 
THEREOF, à 


By the act to relieve the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions from the performance of certain Clerical 
duties. 

The Commissioner authorized, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Interior, to appoint a person to sign the 
name of the Commissioner of Pensions to certificates or 
ao for bounty lands. {No salary specified by the 
act. j 
By the act to constitute the cities of Hannibal, 

Missouri, and Peoria, Hlinois, Ports of De- 

livery. 

One surveyor for the port of Hannibal, at a salary of one 
thousand dollars per annum. 

A surveyor for the port of Peoria, to receive the salary 
and emoluments prescribed by. the act of Congress of 


i March 2, 1831. 


By the act creating Columbus, Kentucky, a Port 
of Delivery. 


A surveyor authorized for the port of Columbus, to re- 
ceive the salary and emoluments prescribed by the act of 


| March 2, 1881. 


By the act to establish two additional Land Dis- 
tricts in the Territory of Minnesota, 

A register and receiver authorized to be appointed for the 

northern district, and a register and receiver authorized to 


be appointed for the southern district, each of whoin shall 
be entitled to receive the same emoluments which other 


Í registers and receivers are by law entitled to receive. 


By the act to amend an act entitled * An act to 
establish a Courtfor the Investigation of Claims 
against the United States,” approved February 
24, 1855. 


An assistant solicitor authorized to be appointed at a sal- 
ary of three thousand five bundred dollars per annum. 


i 
j! ‘The solicitor of the United States authorized to appoint 
| 


| a deputy, at a salary of two thousand five hundred dollars 


| By the act for the relief of William B. Cozzens. 


In full compensation for his store-house, taken from him for 
the use of the United States, in January, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-seven, by Captain L. H. Webb, by order | 
of Quartermaster General Jesup... sser esee- 31,000 00 


By the act for the relief of John Nash. 


By the act for the relief of John Otis. | 


In full compensation for services rendered in taking care i 
of the sick and wounded at the battle of Sandy Creek, 


i 


| per annum. ; 

An assistant clerk authorized to be a 
of two thousand dollars per annum. 
i By the act to provide for carrying into effect the 
| “first article of the Treaty between the United 
| States and her Majesty the Queen of the United 
| Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, of the 
| 


ppointed, ata salary 


15th day of June, 1846. 


ioner for one year, at a salary of three thou- 


A commis 
_ sand dollars. 

A secretary for one year, at a salary of two thousand 
dollars. 

A chief astronomer and surveyor for one year, at a salary 
of three thousand dollars. , 

An assistant astronomer and surveyor at eighteen hun- 


: dred dollars. 
A clerk for one year, at a salary of twelve hundred 


li gollars. 


prisoners at said battle; in the year eighteen liundred and’: 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ZATE CONG... “T AND 2p SESS. 


Appropriations. 


By the act providing for the necessary increase 
and better organization of the Medical and 
-Hospital Department of the Army. 

Four additional surgeons and eight additional assistant 
surgeons to be appointed. 

Hospital stewards to be appointed, not exceeding one for 
each military post, with the rank, pay, and emoluments of 
sergeants of ordnance. 


By the act to regulate the Diplomatic and Con- 
sular systems of the United States. 

An assistant secretary of” „ation authorized for London, 
and another for Paris, at tl - ate of one thousand five hun- 
dred dollars each, per anni 

An interpreter authorizea ror the legation to China, when 
the secretary of legation shall not be acting as such, ata 
salary of five thousand dolars per annum, 

A dragoman authorized to be appointed for the legation 
to Turkey, when the secretary of legation shali not act as 
such, at an annual compensation of one thousand dollars. 

Aconsul-general at Havana, in Cuba, at an annual salary 
of six thousand dollars. 

A consul-general at Constantinople, in Turkey, at an 
annual salary of three thousand dollars. 

* A consul-general at Frankfort-on-the-Main, at an annual 
salary of three thousand dollars. 


A consul at Prince Edward’s Island, at an annual salary | 


of one thousand dollars. 

A consul at Moscow and Revel, each, at an annual salary 
of two thousand dollars. 

A consul at Oporto, in Portugal, at an annua} salary of 
one thousand five hundred dollars. 

A consul at Cobija, in Bolivia, at an annual salary of five 
hundred dollars. 

A commercial agent at Amoor river, in Russia in Asia, 
atan anuual salary of one thousand dolars. 


By the act making appropriations for the current j 


and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment,and for fulfilling Treaty stipulations with 


the various Indian ‘ribes for the year ending | 


June 30, 1857. 


An additional Indian a,, nt cast of the Rocky Mountains, 
atan annual salary not exceeding one thousand five hun- 
dred dollars, 


By the act making appropriations for certain 
Civil Expenses of Government for the year 
ending Jane 30, 1857, 
Four additional clerks to be appointed by the Postmaster 

General, of class No. 1, at an annual salary of one thousand 

two hundred dollars. 

‘Two additional principal examiners and two assistant 
examiners of patents authorized to be appointed, and paid 
in the manner provided by law. 

_A special examiner of drugs authorized, for San Fran- 
cisco, at an annual salary of two thousand dollars. 

Chaplain of the United States penitentiary authorized to 
reecive six hundred dollars per annum. 

i One clerk, class No. 4, in the ofice of Topographical 

Sngineers 
One clerk of closs No, 4, in the office of the Secretary of 

the Interior, 


By the act making appropriations for the Legis- | 


lative, Executive, and Judicial expenses of the 


Government for the year ending June 30, 1857, | 


One additional clerk authorized to be employed in the 
office of the Tupographical Engineers, of class No. 4. 


One additional clerk in the office of the Sceretary of the | 


Interior, of class No. 4, 
Two temporary clerks in the same office, of class No. 2. 
One clerk of er. ss No. 3, in the office of the Filth Auditor. 
One clerk of class No. 3, in the office of the First Comp- 
troller, 
One clerk of class No, 4, in the office of the Register. 
By the act to amend an act entitled “An act 
requiring foreign regulations of Commerce to 
be laid annually before Congress,” approved 
August 16, 1842, and for other purposes. 
A superintendent of statisties authorized to be appointed, 
at a salary oftw thousand dollars per annum, 
An assistant to the superintendent of statistica to he ap- 
pointed, to receive the salary of a clerk of class No. 3, 
3y the act to continue the Land Office at Vin- 
cennes, and to ascertain and adjust the titles to 
certain lands in the States of Indiana and Hli- 


f A ` “ j 
nois, formerly included in the Vincennes land 


district. 
A commissioner to be appointed, (learned in the Iaw,) at 
a salary of three thousand dollars per annum. 


A register and receiver of the land office at Vincennes to 
be appointed, the land office at Vincennes to be reéstab- 
lished and reorganized, and the register and receiver to act 
as commissioners with the said person learncd in the law, 
to perform the duties prescribed, who shall receive such 
compensation for their services as may be just and proper 
m ithe discretion of the Commissioner of the General Land 

ce 


II{.— OFFICERS, THE SALARIES OF WHOM HAVE 
BEEN INCREASED, AND THE RATE OF SUCH IN- 
CREASE. 


By the act making appropriations for the support 


of the Military Academy, for the year ending 

30th of June, 1857. 

To the librarian, the assistant librarian, a stm not ex- 
ceeding one hundred and fifty dollars, in addition, to be 
allowed to each. To the non-commissioned officer in 
charge of mechanics, the soldier acting as clerk to the 
Adjutant General’s office, and to the four men in the philo- 
sophical and chemical department, and lithographic office, 
fifty dollars additional, each, per annum. 

By the act to amend an act entitled “ An act to 
estallish aCourt for the Investigation of Claims 
against the United States,” approved February 
24, 1855. 

The clerk of the court to receive an annual salary of 
three thousand dollars, instead of two thousand dollars per 
annum, 


By the act making appropriations for the Naval 
service ‘for the year ending the 30th June, 
1857. 

Each purser attached to a smaller vessel than a frigate 
allowed a clerk in lieu of a steward, at a yearly compensa- 
tion of four hundred dollars, and one ration per day. 

By the act to regulate the Diplomatic and Con- 

sular system of the United States. 


Embassadors and envoys extraordinary and ministers 
plenipotentiary to Great Britain and Franee, each $17,500, 


being an increase to the minister, &c., to France, of two | 


thousand five hundred doliars per annum. 

Embassadors and envoys extraordinary and ministers 
plenipotentiary to Russia, Spain, Austria, Prussia, Brazil, 
Mexico, and China, cach twelve thousand dollars per 
annum. 

The same officers at all other countries ten thousand 
dollars each per annum. 

Ministers resident and commissioners seventy-five per 
centum, chargé d’affaires fifty per centum, and secretaries 
of legation fifteen per centum, of the said amounts, re- 
spectively, viz: ministers resident, &c., at Austria, nine 
thousand three hundred and seventy-five dollars per annum, 
in lieu of four thousand five hundred dollars per annum. 
Ministers resident, &e., at Portugal, Belgium, Dominion 
of the Netherlands, Denmark, Sweden and Norway, Switz- 
erland, Sardinia, Pontifical States and Two Sicilies, Nic- 
aragua, New Granada, Venezuela, Ecuador, Buenos Ayres, 
and Bolivia, each seven thousand five hundred dollars per 
annua, in lieu of four thousand five hundred dollars per 
annum cach; at Purkey seven thousand five hundred dol- 
lars por annum, in licu of six thousand dollars per annum; 
at the Sandwich islands seven thousand five hundred dol- 
lars por annum, in tien of five thousand dollars. 

Secretarics of legation to Great Britain, two thousand 
six hundred and twenty-five dollars per annum, in lieu of 
two thousand five hundred dollars; to France, two thou- 
sand six hundred and twenty-five dollars per annum, in 
lica of two thousand two hundred and fifty dollars. 

The consul generat at Calcutta, in British India, to 
receive an annual salary of five thousand dollars, in lieu of 
three thousand tive hundred dollars. 

The consul at Hong 
thousand five hundred 
dollars. 

The consuls at Mauritius, Iste of France, and Singapore, 
each two thousand five hundred dollars, in lieu of one 
thousand dollars cach. 

The consuis at Cork, Demarara, Southampton, and 
Turk’s Island, cach two thousand dollars, in lieu of one 
thousand dollars each. 

The consul at Leeds, two thousand dollars, in lieu of 
one thousand five hundred dollars. 

The consul at Manchester, two thousand dollars, in lieu 
of fees. 


dollars, in lieu of three thousand 


The consul at Havre, in France, six thousand dollars, in | 


lieu of five thousand dollars. 

‘The consuls at La Rochelle and Lyons, in France, each 
one thousand five hundred dollars, in licu of one thousand 
doliars each per annum. 


Kong, an annual salary of three | 


The consul at Odessa, in Russia, to receive two thousand 
dollars, in lieu of one thousand five hundred dollars per 
annum. 

The consul at Santiago de Cuba, two thousand five hun- 
dred dollars, in lieu of two thousand dollars per annum. 

The consul at Vienna, in Austria, to receive one thou- 
sand five hundred dollars, in lieu of one thousand dollars 
per annum. 

‘The consul at Canton and the consul at Shanghai, each 
four thousand dollars, in lieu of three thousan d dollars cach 
per annum. 

The consul at Fouchou, in China, three thousand five 
hundred dollars, in lieu of twe thousand five hundred dol- 
lars. 

The consuls at Amoy and Ningpo, each three thousand 
dollars, in lieu of two thousand five bundred dollars, 

The consul at Jerusalem, one thousand five hundred dol- 
lars, in lieu of one thousand dollars. 

The consul at Basle, two thousand dollars, in lieu of one 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

The consul at Messina, one thousand five hundred dol- 
lars, in licu of one thousand dollars. 

The consuls at Tangiers, Tripoli, and Tunis, each three 
thousand dollars, in lieu of two thousand five hundred dol- 


| lars each. 


The consul at Lahaina, in the Sandwich Islands, three 
thousand dollars, in lieu of one thousand dollars. 

The consul at Stettin, in Prussia, ohe thousand dollars, 
in lieu of fees. 

The consul at Spezzia, in Sardinia, one thousand dollars, 
in lieu of seven hundred and fifty dollars. 

The consul at Maranham Island, in Brazil, one thousand 
dollars, in lieu of seven hundred and fifty dollars. 

The commercial agent at St. Paul de Loanda, in Portu- 
gal, one thousand dollars, in lieu of fees. * 

The commercial agent at Gaboon, in Liberia, one thou- 
sand dollars, in lieu of fees. 


By the act making appropriations for certain 
Civil expenses of the Government for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1857. 


The commissioner of the United States, under the re- 
ciprocity treaty with Great Britain allowed four dollars per 
day for his subsistence. 


By the joint resolution giving an increased com- 
pensation to all Laborers in the employment 
of the Executive and Legislative departments 
of the Government in the city of Washington. 


The principal messenger in each of the offices of the 
Secretaries of State, Treasury, Interior, War, and Navy, 
Postmaster General, and Attorney General, to receive an 
annual salary of nine hundred dollars. 

Onc principal messenger in cach of the bureaus of the 
several Executive Departments to receive an annual salary 
of eight hundred and forty dollars. 

All other messengers and assistant messengers now au- 
thorized by Jaw to be employed in the several Departmeuts, 
to receive an annual salary of seven hundred dollars each. 

And ail laborers in the employment of the Government in 
the Executive Departments and on the public grounds in the 
city of Washington, to receive an annual salary of six 
hundred dollars each. 


[The act “ to regulate the compensation of Mem- 
bers of Congress,” provides: 


That cach Senator, Representative, and Delegate in Con- 
gress shall receive six thousand dollars for each Congress, 
and the mileage now provided by law for two sessions only. 

That the President of the Senate pro tempore, when 
there shall be no Vice President, or when the Vice P 
dent shall have become President of the United States, 
shall reccive the coinpensation provided by law for the Vice 
President, 

And the Speaker of the Honse of Representatives shall 
receive double the compensation provided for the Repre- 
sentatives, 

In the event of the death of any Senator or Delegate, prior 
to the commencement of the first session of the Congress, 
he shall neither be entitled to mileage nor compensation 5 
and inthe event of death after the commencement of any 
session, his representative shall be entitled to receive so 
much of his compensation, computed at the rate of three 
thousand dollars per annum, as he may not have received 
and any mileage that may have actually accrued, and be 
due and unpaid. 

And the Secretary of the Senate and Sergeant-at-Arma 
shall deduct from the monthly payments to members the 
amount of his compensation for each day that such mem 
ber shall be absent from the House or Senate respectively 
unless such Representative, Senator, or Delegate, shall 
assign as the reason for such absence the sickness of him- 
self or some member of his family.} 


